
February 10, 2025, Regular City Council Agenda 

CITY OF INGLESIDE 
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

AGENDA 
FEBRUARY 10, 2025 

6:30 PM  
Notice is hereby given that the Ingleside City Council will hold a Regular City Council Meeting on February 10, 
2025, at 6:30 PM. The Meeting will be held in person at City Hall, 2671 San Angelo Street, Ingleside, Texas. 
Members of the public can view the meeting via live stream at https://inglesidetx.gov/. 
 
With respect to any subject matter set forth below, the City Council may take action, unless otherwise expressly 
indicated with respect to any particular subject matter. 
  

Opening Agenda 

 1. Call Meeting to Order. 

 2. Roll Call. 

 3. Invocation. 

 4. Pledge of Allegiance. 

 5. Citizen Comments and Reports. 
  Persons wishing to address the Council and who have registered using the Citizen Participation Form will have 

up to three minutes to speak.  In accordance with the Open Meetings Act, Council may not discuss or take action 
on any item that has not been posted on the agenda. While civil public criticism is not prohibited; disorderly 
conduct or disturbance of the peace as prohibited by law shall be cause for the chair to terminate the offender's 
time to speak. 

 6. Staff Comments and Reports. 
  The Council may discuss any subject which is specifically listed under this item. 

 a. Council Comments and Reports. 

 b. Announcements of Community Interest and/or upcoming events. 

 c. Report on the City of Ingleside Street Maintenance Fund balances and the amount of 
funds that have been expensed for street repairs over the past fiscal years in the General 
Fund and the Street Maintenance Fund. 

Presentations 

 7. Presentation of the 2024 Racial Profiling Report for the Ingleside Police Department and the 
Ingleside Police Department 2024 Annual Report. 

Consent Agenda 
All consent agenda items listed are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one 
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motion. There will be no separate discussion of the items unless a Council Member so requests, in which event 
the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered in its normal sequence on the agenda. 

 8. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the Regular Meeting Minutes of January 28, 2025. 

 9. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the second and final reading of an Ordinance of the 
City of Ingleside calling a General Election and a Special Election to be held jointly with City 
of Ingleside on the Bay, Texas, and Ingleside Independent School District San Patricio 
County on May 03, 2025 in the City of Ingleside, Texas to elect Council Member Place 1, 
Council Member Place 3, and Council Member Place 5, and to submit Propositions on 
Amendments to the City of Ingleside Home Rule Charter; making provision for the conduct 
of the Election; including designating the main Early Voting place for such Election; 
providing for an Order and Notice of such Election; providing for Early Voting, Election Day 
voting and provisional ballots; resolving other matters incident and related to such Election; 
providing for severability and setting an effective date. 

Public Hearing 
The City Council shall call a public hearing on each item below in this section. Any person wishing to address the 
City Council on these items should please come forward when that public hearing is called. 

 10. Conduct a public hearing on an application filed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority for a 
special use permit to allow a solar panel farm on the following property bearing a legal 
description of:  
 
Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out of a 524.80-acre tract of land. being 
part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, 
Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 2, ID, 60762 
being 88.963 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. 
G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 
1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, 
Property Tract 3, ID, 67182, being 3.589 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract 
of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by 
Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, 
being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. 
Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 
103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 5, 104.748-
acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 
1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of 
land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition 
Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of 
San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 7, ID 61476, 848 acres out of a 1181.095 tract of 
land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to 
Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in 
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Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 8, 
ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed 
from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated 
November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas.  Property Tract 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres of a 150.13 acre tract of land out 
of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, San Patricio County, Texas, the said 150.13 
acre tract of land being the same as and all of tract II being 150.12 acres, more or less, 
described in Special Warranty Deed dated November 1, 2013, recorded in document No. 
632533, Official Public Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 10, ID 
103271, 145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same land described as 
150.694 acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General Warranty Deed 
dated March 26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real Property Records 
of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, Tract 12, 61499, 167.165 Acre 
Tract of Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan Survey A-
124, being out a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition Deed from W.G. (Will) 
McCampbell, et al., to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 166 
Acre Tract of land described in a Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis, as recorded in Volume 103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 67270, 
13.287 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the 
called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, 
and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being 
called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being 
described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 
81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 14, ID 
67091, 12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of 
the called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-
262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being 
called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being 
described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 
81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 

Regular Agenda 

 11. Deliberate and take appropriate action on first reading of an Ordinance granting a special use 
permit for the installation and operation of a solar farm on the following property and 
providing for effective date, reading, severance, and publication: 
 
Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out of a 524.80-acre tract of land. being 
part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, 
Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 2, ID, 60762 
being 88.963 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. 
G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 
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1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, 
Property Tract 3, ID, 67182, being 3.589 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract 
of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by 
Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, 
being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. 
Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 
103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 5, 104.748-
acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 
1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of 
land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition 
Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of 
San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 7, ID 61476, 848 acres out of a 1181.095 tract of 
land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to 
Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in 
Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 8, 
ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed 
from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated 
November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas.  Property Tract 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres of a 150.13 acre tract of land out 
of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, San Patricio County, Texas, the said 150.13 
acre tract of land being the same as and all of tract II being 150.12 acres, more or less, 
described in Special Warranty Deed dated November 1, 2013, recorded in document No. 
632533, Official Public Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 10, ID 
103271, 145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same land described as 
150.694 acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General Warranty Deed 
dated March 26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real Property Records 
of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, Tract 12, 61499, 167.165 Acre 
Tract of Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan Survey A-
124, being out a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition Deed from W.G. (Will) 
McCampbell, et al., to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 166 
Acre Tract of land described in a Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis, as recorded in Volume 103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 67270, 
13.287 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the 
called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, 
and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being 
called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being 
described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 
81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 14, ID 
67091, 12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of 
the called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-
262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being 
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called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being 
described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 
81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 

 12. Deliberate and take appropriate action for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to 
advertise Request For Qualifications (RFQ) for Engineering Services for design and bidding 
for a storage building to house equipment. 

 13. Deliberate and take appropriate action on a Resolution authorizing the City of Ingleside, TX 
to submit an application to the Office of the Governor, Public Safety Office, Criminal Justice 
Division for funds to purchase a (UTV) Utility Terrain Vehicle under a grant, FY 2026. 

 14. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the recommendation of the Chief of Police on the 
reclassification of the Assistant Chief of Police to a Lieutenant position in the Police 
department budget. 

 15. Deliberate and take appropriate action for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to 
negotiate with the respondents of the Requests for Qualifications (RFQ's) for Project 
Management Services. 

 16. Deliberate and take appropriate action on an Ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2024-2025 
budget for the City of Ingleside, Texas, for the reclassification of the Assistant Chief of 
Police to a Lieutenant position in the Police department budget and to reclassify the 
Municipal Court Administrator position from Non-Exempt to Exempt position in the 
Municipal Court budget in the General Fund. 

 17. Deliberate and take appropriate action for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to 
negotiate with Garver Engineering for electrical engineering services for the Live Oak Park 
tennis court lighting project and the adding of electrical service areas. 

Executive Session 

Closing Agenda 

 18. Items to consider for placement on future agendas. 

 19. Adjourn. 
 
Special Accommodations 
 
This facility is wheelchair accessible and there are special parking spaces near the main entrance. Request for 
accommodations or special services must be made 48 hours prior to this meeting. Please contact City Secretary’s 
Office at (361) 776-2517 or Fax (361) 776-1027 or email citycouncilquestions@inglesidetx.gov for further 
information. 
 
With respect to any subject matter listed on this agenda, the City Council may meet in Closed Executive Session, 
if and to the extent allowed by Chapter 551 of the Texas Government Code, including, but not limited to, any of 
the following sections of Chapter 551: Section 551.071 Consultations with Attorney, Section 551.072 
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Deliberation about Real Property, Section 551.073 Deliberation regarding Prospective Gift, Section 551.074 
Personnel Matters, Section 551.087 Deliberation regarding Economic Development Negotiations, and Section 
551.089 Deliberation regarding Security Devices Or Security Audits. 
 
Certification 
 
I, Jana Stork, certify that the above notice of this Regular Meeting of the City Council was posted on the City Hall 
bulletin board at 2671 San Angelo Street, Ingleside, Texas on February 07, 2025 by 3:00 p.m.  
  

 
Jana Stork, City Secretary  

This public notice was removed from the official posting board at the Ingleside City Hall on the 
following:   
Date: _____________________ 
 
By: _______________________ 
      City Secretary’s Office 
      City of Ingleside, Texas 

Time: ____________________ 
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 6.a 

Council Comments and Reports. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: 

 

 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
None 
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 6.b 

Announcements of Community Interest and/or upcoming events. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: 

 

 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

1. Ingleside Public Library, Various Dates 
2. Toddler Time, Various Dates 
3. 3rd Annual Trashion Fashion Show, February 27 
4. Ingleside Round Up Days & Music Festival, March 21-23  
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. 2025, 02-10 Community Events 
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 6.c 

Report on the City of Ingleside Street Maintenance Fund balances and the amount of funds that 
have been expensed for street repairs over the past fiscal years in the General Fund and the 
Street Maintenance Fund. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Priscilla Solis, Assistant Director of Finance 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

The City of Ingleside has two different funding mechanisms regarding street repairs, being the 
General Fund and the Street Maintenance Fund.   The funds within the General Fund are 
annually set within the Street Department during the budget process, with funds being generated 
from the General Fund revenues. The Street Maintenance Fund is a restricted fund that can be 
used for street maintenance and repairs, with the revenues being generated from the City Sales 
Tax established at 1/4 of a cent.  The amount received from this funding source varies based on 
actual sales tax receipts. 
 
The City Council has a sitting advisory group to assist in selecting possible streets for general 
maintenance and repairs, to be presented to the City Council for consideration. After Council 
consideration and approval, the process begins to repair the streets including soliciting for 
quotes/bids and construction.  Because of the time factor involved between budgeting to 
completion, the City is in the process of transitioning from depending on contractors to 
performing the work. 
 
As shown in the attached document, the Street Maintenance Fund (Fund 28) had an unaudited 
beginning balance for FY 23-24 of $1,950,052.00, revenues of $603,867.00 and expenditures of 
$524,302.00, with a $1,000,000 budget, with an unaudited ending balance of $2,029, 617.00.  As 
the Council is aware, there is a carry-over of a street maintenance project in the amount of 
$121,847.10.  In addition, the FY 23-24 General Fund had $91,806.00 expended from a budget 
of $1,000,000.00. 
 
With the identification of more projects and the addition of a street maintenance crew and 
equipment, the use of existing funds will increase. 
  
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

See attachment of breakdown of revenues and expenses of the Street Maintenance fund and the 
General Fund street repair line in the Streets Department. 
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RECOMMENDATION: 

Information only. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. STREET MAINT FUNDS-REPORT 
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FUND 10 GENERAL FUND
10-511-355 STREET REPAIRS EXPENDITURES

BUDGET ACTUAL REMAINING 
FY 2021-2022 35,000$                                 51,978$            (16,978)$               
FY 2022-2023 250,000$                              57,559$            192,441$              
FY 2023-2024 1,000,000.00$                   91,806.00$     908,194$              
FY 2024-2025 500,000.00$                       16,259.00$     483,741$              

FUND 28
28-511-217 STREET BASE EXPENDITURES
28-511-340 STREET REPAIR EXPENDITURES

BUDGET ACTUAL REMAINING
FY 2021-2022 300,000$                              -$                    300,000$              
FY 2022-2023 235,210$                              40,206$            195,004$              
FY 2023-2024 1,000,000.00$                   524,302.00$   475,698$              
FY 2024-2025 1,000,000.00$                   -$                    1,000,000$          

FUND 28 STREET MAINT. FUND 
 UNAUDITED  UNAUDITED  UNAUDITED  UNAUDITED 

BEG. BALANCE REVENUES EXPENDITURES ENDING BALANCE
FY23-24 1,950,052.00$                   603,867.00$   524,302.00$       2,029,617.00$         
FY24-25 2,029,617.00$                   191,842.00$   -$                         2,221,459.00$         
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 7 

Presentation of the 2024 Racial Profiling Report for the Ingleside Police Department and the 
Ingleside Police Department 2024 Annual Report. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Martin Molina, Chief of Police 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

The Ingleside Police Department has submitted its Racial Profiling Report for 2024 to the State. 
Texas law requires each law enforcement agency to collect data on the race of individuals who 
are stopped or detained. According to state guidelines, the Ingleside Police Department must 
submit a comprehensive report to the Texas Commission on Law Enforcement (TCOLE) and its 
local governing body for the year 2024. This report presents the current data necessary to meet 
those requirements. This report was submitted to TCOLE on 01/30/2025. 
 
Based on the information gathered, I find no evidence that Ingleside Police Officers are 
engaging in racially motivated stops. The Racial Profiling Report and Comparative Analysis 
submitted to TCOLE are attached.  
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

None 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

No action is required. This submission is intended for government bodies and presents the 
Racial Profiling Report and the Ingleside Police summary of operations and activities for 2024. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. rpt_DRS_Racial_Profiling_Form_2024 
2. rpt_DRS_Racial_Profiling_Statistics Analysis Report 2024 
3. IPD Annual Report 2024 PDF 
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Racial Profiling Report | Full
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Agency Name:  INGLESIDE POLICE DEPARTMENT   
Reporting Date:  01/30/2025
TCOLE Agency Number:  409203

Chief Administrator:  MARTIN C. MOLINA

Agency Contact Information:
Phone:  (361) 776-2531 
Email:  mmolina@inglesidetx.gov

Mailing Address:
2425 8TH ST
INGLESIDE, TX  78362-6149

This Agency filed a full report

INGLESIDE POLICE DEPARTMENT    has adopted a detailed written policy on racial profiling. Our policy:

1)  clearly defines acts constituting racial profiling;

2) strictly prohibits peace officers employed by the INGLESIDE POLICE DEPARTMENT    from engaging in 
racial profiling;

3) implements a process by which an individual may file a complaint with the INGLESIDE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT    if the individual believes that a peace officer employed by the INGLESIDE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT    has engaged in racial profiling with respect to the individual;

4) provides public education relating to the agency's complaint process;

5) requires appropriate corrective action to be taken against a peace officer employed by the INGLESIDE 
POLICE DEPARTMENT    who, after an investigation, is shown to have engaged in racial profiling in violation 
of the INGLESIDE POLICE DEPARTMENT    policy;

6) requires collection of information relating to motor vehicle stops in which a warning or citation is issued and 
to arrests made as a result of those stops, including information relating to:

a. the race or ethnicity of the individual detained;
b. whether a search was conducted and, if so, whether the individual detained consented to the search;
c. whether the peace officer knew the race or ethnicity of the individual detained before detaining that 
individual;
d. whether the peace officer used physical force that resulted in bodily injury during the stop;
e. the location of the stop;
f. the reason for the stop.

7) requires the chief administrator of the agency, regardless of whether the administrator is elected, employed, 
or appointed, to submit an annual report of the information collected under Subdivision (6) to:

a. the Commission on Law Enforcement; and
b. the governing body of each county or municipality served by the agency, if the agency is an agency of a 
county, municipality, or other political subdivision of the state.

The INGLESIDE POLICE DEPARTMENT    has satisfied the statutory data audit requirements as prescribed in 
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Article 2.133(c), Code of Criminal Procedure during the reporting period.

Executed by:  MARTIN MOLINA
Chief of Police

Date:  01/30/2025

2  of  9
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Motor Vehicle Racial Profiling Information

Total stops:  6184
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Street address or approximate location of the stop

City street 4142

US highway 0

County road 18

State highway 1962

Private property or other 62

Was race or ethnicity known prior to stop?

Yes 10

No 6174

Race / Ethnicity

Alaska Native / American Indian 8

Asian / Pacific Islander 42

Black 202

White 3272

Hispanic / Latino 2660

Gender
Female 1519

Alaska Native / American Indian 1

Asian / Pacific Islander 8
Black 36

White 941

Hispanic / Latino 533

Male 4665

Alaska Native / American Indian 7

Asian / Pacific Islander 34

Black 166

White 2331

Hispanic / Latino 2127

Reason for stop?

Violation of law 92

Alaska Native / American Indian 1

Asian / Pacific Islander 1

Black 3

White 38
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Hispanic / Latino 49

Preexisting knowledge 48

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 2

White 41

Hispanic / Latino 5

Moving traffic violation 5754

Alaska Native / American Indian 7

Asian / Pacific Islander 37

Black 189

White 3036

Hispanic / Latino 2485

Vehicle traffic violation 290

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 4

Black 8

White 157

Hispanic / Latino 121

Was a search conducted?

Yes 138

Alaska Native / American Indian 1
Asian / Pacific Islander 1
Black 3
White 71
Hispanic / Latino 62

No 6046

Alaska Native / American Indian 7
Asian / Pacific Islander 41
Black 199
White 3201
Hispanic / Latino 2598

Reason for Search?

Consent 1

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 1

White 0
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Hispanic / Latino 0

Contraband 3

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 3

Hispanic / Latino 0

Probable 11

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 2

Hispanic / Latino 9

Inventory 108

Alaska Native / American Indian 1

Asian / Pacific Islander 1

Black 2

White 56

Hispanic / Latino 48

Incident to arrest 15

Alaska Native / American Indian 1

Asian / Pacific Islander 1

Black 2

White 56

Hispanic / Latino 48

Was Contraband discovered?

Yes 14 Did the finding result in arrest?

(total should equal previous column)
Alaska Native / American Indian 0 Yes 0 No 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0 Yes 0 No 0

Black 0 Yes 0 No 0

White 6 Yes 1 No 5

Hispanic / Latino 8 Yes 2 No 6

No 124

Alaska Native / American Indian 1

Asian / Pacific Islander 1

Black 3

White 65

Hispanic / Latino 54
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Description of contraband

Drugs 8

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 3

Hispanic / Latino 5

Weapons 1

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 0

Hispanic / Latino 1

Currency 0

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 0

Hispanic / Latino 0

Alcohol 2

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 2

Hispanic / Latino 0

Stolen property 0

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 0

Hispanic / Latino 0

Other 3

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 1

Hispanic / Latino 2

Result of the stop

Verbal warning 12
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Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 12

Hispanic / Latino 0

Written warning 4018

Alaska Native / American Indian 6

Asian / Pacific Islander 33

Black 133

White 2095

Hispanic / Latino 1751

Citation 2094

Alaska Native / American Indian 2

Asian / Pacific Islander 9

Black 66

White 1136

Hispanic / Latino 881

Written warning and arrest 44

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 3

White 21

Hispanic / Latino 20

Citation and arrest 16

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 8

Hispanic / Latino 8

Arrest 0

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 0

Hispanic / Latino 0

Arrest based on

Violation of Penal Code 7

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0
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Black 1

White 2

Hispanic / Latino 4

Violation of Traffic Law 32

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 1

White 19

Hispanic / Latino 12

Violation of City Ordinance 0

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 0

Hispanic / Latino 0

Outstanding Warrant 21

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 1

White 8

Hispanic / Latino 12

Was physical force resulting in bodily injury used during stop?

Yes 2

Alaska Native / American Indian 0

Asian / Pacific Islander 0

Black 0

White 0

Hispanic / Latino 2

Resulting in Bodily Injury To:

Suspect 0

Officer 1

Both 1

No 6182

Alaska Native / American Indian 8

Asian / Pacific Islander 42

Black 202

White 3272

Hispanic / Latino 2658
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Submitted electronically to the

The Texas Commission on Law Enforcement

Number of complaints of racial profiling
Total 0

Resulted in disciplinary action 0

Did not result in disciplinary action 0

Comparative Analysis
Use TCOLE's auto generated analysis x
Use Department's submitted analysis o

Optional Narrative
N/A
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Racial Profiling Analysis Report
INGLESIDE POLICE DEPARTMENT   
01. Total Traffic Stops: 6184

02. Location of Stop:
 a. City Street 4142 66.98%
 b. US Highway 0 0.00%
 c. County Road 18 0.29%
 d. State Highway 1962 31.73%
 e. Private Property or Other 62 1.00%

03. Was Race known prior to Stop:
 a. NO 6174 99.84%
 b. YES 10 0.16%

04. Race or Ethnicity:
 a. Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 8 0.13%
 b. Asian/ Pacific Islander 42 0.68%
 c. Black 202 3.27%
 d. White 3272 52.91%
 e. Hispanic/ Latino 2660 43.01%

05. Gender:
 a. Female 1519 24.56%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 1 0.02%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 8 0.13%
  iii. Black 36 0.58%
  iv.  White 941 15.22%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 533 8.62%
 b. Male 4665 75.44%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 7 0.11%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 34 0.55%
  iii. Black 166 2.68%
  iv.  White 2331 37.69%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 2127 34.40%

06. Reason for Stop:
 a. Violation of Law 92 1.49%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 1 1.09%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 1 1.09%
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Racial Profiling Analysis Report
  iii. Black 3 3.26%
  iv.  White 38 41.30%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 49 53.26%
 b. Pre-Existing Knowledge 48 0.78%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 2 4.17%
  iv.  White 41 85.42%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 5 10.42%

 c. Moving Traffic Violation 5754 93.05%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 7 0.12%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 37 0.64%
  iii. Black 189 3.28%
  iv.  White 3036 52.76%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 2485 43.19%

 d. Vehicle Traffic Violation 290 4.69%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 4 1.38%
  iii. Black 8 2.76%
  iv.  White 157 54.14%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 121 41.72%

07. Was a Search Conducted:
 a. NO 6046 97.77%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 7 0.12%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 41 0.68%
  iii. Black 199 3.29%
  iv.  White 3201 52.94%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 2598 42.97%
 b. YES 138 2.23%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 1 0.72%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 1 0.72%
  iii. Black 3 2.17%
  iv.  White 71 51.45%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 62 44.93%

08. Reason for Search:
 a. Consent 1 0.02%
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Racial Profiling Analysis Report
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 1 100.00%
  iv.  White 0 0.00%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 0 0.00%
 b. Contraband in Plain View 3 0.05%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 0 0.00%
  iv.  White 3 100.00%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 0 0.00%
 c. Probable Cause 11 0.18%
  ii.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  i.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 0 0.00%
  iv.  White 2 18.18%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 9 81.82%
 d. Inventory 108 1.75%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 1 0.93%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 1 0.93%
  iii. Black 2 1.85%
  iv.  White 56 51.85%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 48 44.44%
 e. Incident to Arrest 15 0.24%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 1 6.67%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 1 6.67%
  iii. Black 2 13.33%
  iv.  White 56 373.33%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 48 320.00%

09. Was Contraband Discovered:
 YES 14 0.23%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
      Finding resulted in arrest - YES 0
      Finding resulted in arrest - NO 0
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
      Finding resulted in arrest - YES 0
      Finding resulted in arrest - NO 0
  iii. Black 0 0.00%
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Racial Profiling Analysis Report
      Finding resulted in arrest - YES 0
      Finding resulted in arrest - NO 0
  iv.  White 6 42.86%
      Finding resulted in arrest - YES 1
      Finding resulted in arrest - NO 5
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 8 57.14%
      Finding resulted in arrest - YES 2
      Finding resulted in arrest - NO 6
 b. NO 124 2.01%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 1 0.81%
  i.   Asian/ Pacific Islander 1 0.81%
  iii. Black 3 2.42%
  iv.  White 65 52.42%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 54 43.55%

10. Description of Contraband:
 a. Drugs 8 0.13%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 0 0.00%
  iv.  White 3 37.50%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 5 62.50%
 b. Currency 0 0.00%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0
  iii. Black 0
  iv.  White 0
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 0
 c. Weapons 1 0.02%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 0 0.00%
  iv.  White 0 0.00%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 1 100.00%
 d. Alcohol 2 0.03%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 0 0.00%
  iv.  White 2 100.00%
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Racial Profiling Analysis Report
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 0 0.00%
 e. Stolen Property 0 0.00%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0
  iii. Black 0
  iv.  White 0
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 0
 f. Other 3 0.05%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  i.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 0 0.00%
  iv.  White 1 33.33%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 2 66.67%

11. Result of Stop:
 a. Verbal Warning 12 0.19%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 0 0.00%
  iv.  White 12 100.00%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 0 0.00%
 b. Written Warning 4018 64.97%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 6 0.15%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 33 0.82%
  iii. Black 133 3.31%
  iv.  White 2095 52.14%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 1751 43.58%
 c. Citation 2094 33.86%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 2 0.10%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 9 0.43%
  iii. Black 66 3.15%
  iv.  White 1136 54.25%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 881 42.07%
 d. Written Warning and Arrest 44 0.71%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 3 6.82%
  iv.  White 21 47.73%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 20 45.45%
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Racial Profiling Analysis Report
 e. Citation and Arrest 16 0.26%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 0 0.00%
  iv.  White 8 50.00%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 8 50.00%
 f. Arrest 0 0.00%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0
  iii. Black 0
  iv.  White 0
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 0

12. Arrest Based On:
 a. Violation of Penal Code 7 0.11%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 1 14.29%
  iv.  White 2 28.57%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 4 57.14%
 b. Violation of Traffic Law 32 0.52%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 1 3.13%
  iv.  White 19 59.38%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 12 37.50%
 c. Violation of City Ordinance 0 0.00%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0
  iii. Black 0
  iv.  White 0
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 0
 d. Outstanding Warrant 21 0.34%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 1 4.76%
  iv.  White 8 38.10%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 12 57.14%
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Racial Profiling Analysis Report
13. Was Physical Force Used:
 a. NO 6182 99.97%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 8 0.13%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 42 0.68%
  iii. Black 202 3.27%
  iv.  White 3272 52.93%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 2658 43.00%
 b. YES 2 0.03%
  i.   Alaska/ Native American/ Indian 0 0.00%
  ii.  Asian/ Pacific Islander 0 0.00%
  iii. Black 0 0.00%
  iv.  White 0 0.00%
  v.   Hispanic/ Latino 2 100.00%
 b 1. YES: Physical Force Resulting in Bodily Injury to Suspect 0 0.00%
 b 2. YES: Physical Force Resulting in Bodily Injury to Officer 1 50.00%
 b 3. YES: Physical Force Resulting in Bodily Injury to Both 1 50.00%

14. Total Number of Racial Profiling Complaints Received: 0

REPORT DATE COMPILED  01/30/2025
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INGLESIDE POLICE DEPARTMENT 

 
 

2024 ANNUAL REPORT 
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A Message from the Police Chief   

Chief Martin C. Molina   

On behalf of the men and women of the Ingleside Police 
Department, we are grateful to our citizens for your continued 
support and confidence in our ability to provide professional and 
competent police services. Our department is dedicated to 
delivering excellent policing that meets the needs of our community 
while remaining committed to our primary mission: to protect and 
serve everyone. 

We are pleased to present the Ingleside Police Department’s 2024 
Annual Report for your review. 

Our department strives to stay relevant and practical within the 
framework of 21st Century Policing, focusing on crime reduction 
while building and maintaining public trust. We continually assess 
our programs and policies to ensure they are fair, effective, and 
operationally efficient. The Command Staff reviews our pursuit and 
use of force policies annually to ensure compliance with the law 
and to meet the standards our citizens expect. 

I hope you find the information in this report valuable and 
informative as we reflect on our actions and activities from the past 
year. In closing, I would like to thank the citizens of Ingleside for the 
opportunity to serve and protect our community. 
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Ingleside Police- Authorized Staffing Levels 2024 

Chief of Police   
Assistant Chief of Police **  
Police Captains (2)   
Police Patrol Sergeants (4)   
Special Services Sergeant (1) 
Police Detectives (4)   
Evidence/Property Room Technician (Civilian Employee)  
School Resource Officers (2)   
Warrant Officer (1) 
Community Services Officer (1)** 
Patrol Officers (12) **  
Telecommunications (Dispatchers) (8) 
**Currently vacant or have vacancies. 

911/Police Dispatch Center: 
 
In 2024, the Ingleside Police Department's call center reported 
40,449 dispatched calls, which included 911 calls, non-emergency 
lines, and police-initiated calls.  
 
Average Ingleside Police Response time to calls: 3 minutes 50 
Seconds 
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PATROL SECTION 
The most visible division within the police department, operating 24 
hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year. Police patrol officers 
respond to citizen calls for service, investigate vehicle crashes, 
enforce traffic and criminal law, and solve community and civil 
issues.  
 
The patrol section operates two 12-hour shifts, allowing 24/7 
coverage across the city. Each shift is divided into two teams, each 
responsible for monitoring the city and continuously responding to 
calls for service. 
 
Furthermore, we have upgraded our Police Tasers to the latest 
model, which enhances officer confidence in the field. This newly 
improved secondary weapon is one of the most effective 
interventions available to our police officers for de-escalating 
violent situations that may pose a threat to officers, suspects, or 
innocent bystanders. 
 
All police officers, supervisors, and command staff, including the 
Chief, have completed the 16-hour Advanced Law Enforcement 
Rapid Response Training (ALERRT) as mandated by the Texas 
Commission on Law Enforcement Rules. 
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Police Dispatched Calls for Service- by Type 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

911 Open Line 149 Juvenile 91 
Abandoned Vehicle 74 Missing Person 15 
Agency Assist 134 Medical 835 
Alarm 222 Open Door 76 
Animal Calls  1444 Park Check 3151 
Animal Bite 26 Prisoner Transport 251 
Assault 75 Public Intoxication 18 
Attempt to Serve 
Warrant 

134 Reckless Driver 180 

Bar Check 287 Runaway 43 
Burglary Motor 
Vehicle 

29 School Check 2674 

Burglary 36 Sex Offender Verification 44 
Business Check 5444 Sexual Assault 14 
Citizen Assist 115 Shots Fired Calls 30 
City Ordinance 
Violation 

287 Signal 1 402 

Civil Matter 202 Subpoena Service 67 
Community Service 433 Suicide Calls 11 
Crash-Minor 233 Suspicious Activity 235 
Crash-Hit & Run  65 Suspicious Person 157 

Crash Major 35 Suspicious Vehicle 136 
Criminal Mischief 87 Thefts 124 
Criminal Trespass 70 Threats 66 
Drug 37 Traffic Stops 6184 
Disturbance 284 Traffic 

Assignment/hazard/Control 
495 

Emergency Detention 10 Attended/Unattended 
Death/DOA 

16 

Funeral, etc. Escort 119 Unauthorized Use MV 4 
Extra Patrols 10830 Violation of Protective Order 10 

Fight 17 Warrant Service 110 
Fireworks 25 Welfare Concern 419 
Follow-up on calls 475   
Fraud 63   
Harassment 82   
Illegal Dumping 23   
Information 558   
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Traffic enforcement is crucial in creating safer communities and 
promoting responsible driving. 
 
INGLESIDE POLICE - TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT STATISTICS 
Number of Traffic Stops: 6184 
Number of Citations Written: 2110 
Number of Written Warnings: 4074 
 
City Ordinance Violations: 88 
Written Citations: 40 
Written Warnings: 48 
 
Ingleside Police Arrests and Jail Bookings Summary   
Total Arrests: 439   
Total Charges: 539   
 
Felony Charges: 82 Arrests   
Misdemeanor Charges: 234 Arrests   
Municipal Class C Charges: 123 Arrests   
 
Arrests with Warrants:   
Felony Warrants: 16   
Misdemeanor Warrants: 107 
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CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DIVISION 
 
The Criminal Investigative Division conducts follow-up 
investigations into felonies, juvenile cases, and misdemeanors. This 
includes serious offenses such as murders, robberies, sexual 
assaults, assaults, burglaries, thefts, stolen vehicles, financial 
crimes, and criminal mischief. The division consists of four 
detectives and is supervised by a police captain. 
 
CRIMINAL CASES ASSIGNED TO DETECTIVES: 
 
A total of 737 criminal cases have been assigned for follow-up and 
investigation. 
 
EVIDENCE/PROPERTY ROOM 
The property evidence room has undergone a complete inventory, 
and we have 3,448 pieces of property currently on hand and 
accounted for. 
 
OPEN RECORDS 
The Ingleside Police Department's Administrative Assistant 
processed 897 requests for police records and video under the 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), reflecting a growing demand 
each year. 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
In 2024, we participated in several events, including: 
 
- Easter Egg Hunt at the Ingleside High School Football Field 
 

- Ingleside Police Field Day 2024 
 
- National Night Out 2024 
 
- Trunk or Treat at Kiewit 
 
- Magic of Christmas with Blue Santa: We were able to support 
100 needy families and 425 children by providing toys and food 
gift cards to make their Christmas special. This initiative was 
coordinated with the IISD Community in Schools (CIS) 
program. 
 
- Blue Santa's “Sleighs Overflowing” Toy Giveaway: We 
distributed several hundred toys at a drive-thru event at the IPD 
alongside Blue Santa. 
 

AWARD: 
Sergeant J. Crawford received a Life Saving Award for saving a 
human life that may have been lost had he not intervened. This 
award acknowledges acts of extraordinary emergency aid. 
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ANIMAL CONTROL 
Intake: Dogs:98   Cats: 17 
Adoptions: 37 Dogs 
Sent to Rescue: Dogs: 17 Cats: 16 
Return to owner: 34 Dogs 
Humanely Euthanized: -Dogs:4 Cats: 13   Wildlife: 9 
 
The animals that were humanely euthanized were either sick or 
injured.  
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City of Ingleside  Page 1 of 1 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 8 

Deliberate and take appropriate action on the Regular Meeting Minutes of January 28, 2025. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Jana Stork, City Secretary 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

Please see the accompanying Regular City Council Meeting Minutes of January 28, 2025. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

N/A 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends Council approve the Minutes, as presented. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. 2025, 01-28 Regular Council Meeting Minutes_DRAFT 
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January 28, 2025 Regular City Council Minutes Page 1 of 13

CITY OF INGLESIDE
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING

MINUTES
JANUARY 28, 2025

Opening Agenda

1. Call Meeting to Order.

The Regular City Council Meeting of the City of Ingleside was called to order by Mayor 
Adame at 6:30 p.m. on January 28, 2025, at City Hall 2671 San Angelo Ave., Ingleside, 
TX and live video streaming.

2. Roll Call.

With Council Members present a quorum was established.

Council Members Present: Steve Diehl, Stewart Wilson, David Pruitt, John Salinas, Mayor 
Pro-Tem Tracy Long, Julio Salinas, and Mayor Oscar Adame.

3. Invocation.

Council Member Pruitt led the invocation.

4. Pledge of Allegiance.

Mayor Adame led the Pledge of Allegiance to the U.S. flag.

5. Citizen Comments and Reports.

Ken Willis, 316 Inglewood, Ingleside on the Bay, addressed the Council about repurposing 
fire hoses to cover nails and screws out at Cove Park’s boat ramp.

Charles Boone, 468 Sunset, Ingleside on the Bay, addressed the Council about the rezone, 
provided a handout to Council Members, air permits, and the request for Council to table 
the rezone request.

Luke Dailey, 619 Ave B, Port Aransas, addressed the Council with concern about the 
neighbors of Port Aransas, the City of Ingleside needing money to take care of 
infrastructure, and provided a handout to Council Members.

Mayor Adame requested to withdraw Item 6.e and Item 21 from the Agenda. There were no 
objections by Council, and Mayor Adame stated that the items were withdrawn.

6. Staff Comments and Reports.
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January 28, 2025 Regular City Council Minutes Page 2 of 13

a. Council Comments and Reports.

Council Member Diehl commended the IT Department on a job well done for an 
issue that arose in the previous week.

b. Announcements of Community Interest and/or upcoming events.

City Manager Lewis informed Council Members that the Animal Control Facility 
did receive a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy, and that the animals would be 
moved in the next day. He also informed the Council that there will be a date set 
up for the Grand Opening.

c. City of Ingleside expenditures paid over $3,000.00 for the period of December 
2024.

No discussion was held on this matter.

d. City of Ingleside monthly financial report as of October 2024.

Discussion was held between Council Members and City Manager Lewis about 
road budget for maintenance, cumulative amount from road sales tax, and providing 
specific information at the next Council meeting.

e. Report on State Highway 200

Item withdrawn from the agenda.

Presentations

7. Ingleside Volunteer Fire Department Update Presentation.

Chief Miller presented a presentation on the update of the Ingleside Volunteer Fire 
Department.

Consent Agenda

8. Deliberate and take appropriate action regarding authorization for the Mayor to 
execute the Contract between the City of Ingleside, Texas and San Patricio County 
Elections Administrator for Election Services for the May 03, 2025 Municipal 
Election.

9. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the Regular Meeting Minutes of January 
14, 2025.
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Motion: Council Member Diehl made a motion to approve the Consent Agenda as 
presented. Council Member Pruitt seconded the motion. Motion carried with all present 
voting in favor.  

Public Hearing

There was no Public Hearing presented for this meeting.

Regular Agenda

10. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the first reading of an Ordinance of the 
City of Ingleside calling a General Election and a Special Election to be held jointly 
with City of Ingleside on the Bay, Texas, and Ingleside Independent School District 
San Patricio County on May 03, 2025 in the City of Ingleside, Texas to elect Council 
Member Place 1, Council Member Place 3, and Council Member Place 5, and to 
submit Propositions on Amendments to the City of Ingleside Home Rule Charter; 
making provision for the conduct of the Election; including designating the main 
Early Voting place for such Election; providing for an Order and Notice of such 
Election; providing for Early Voting, Election Day voting and provisional ballots; 
resolving other matters incident and related to such Election; providing for 
severability and setting an effective date.

Discussion was held between Council Members, City Manager Lewis, and Attorney 
McCann about the Ordinance for the Election, and a future Ordinance to change 
grammatical errors that the Charter allows the City to do without having to go to the voters; 
candidate packets being accepted until February 14, 2025 at 5 p.m.; and encouraging the 
citizens to vote.

Motion: Mayor Adame made a motion to approve the first reading of an Ordinance of the 
City of Ingleside calling a General Election and a Special Election to be held jointly with 
City of Ingleside on the Bay, Texas, and Ingleside Independent School District San Patricio 
County on May 03, 2025 in the City of Ingleside, Texas to elect Council Member Place 1, 
Council Member Place 3, and Council Member Place 5, and to submit Propositions on 
Amendments to the City of Ingleside Home Rule Charter; making provision for the conduct 
of the Election; including designating the main Early Voting place for such Election; 
providing for an Order and Notice of such Election; providing for Early Voting, Election 
Day voting and provisional ballots; resolving other matters incident and related to such 
Election; providing for severability and setting an effective date. Council Member Diehl 
seconded the motion. Motion carried with all present voting in favor.

11. Deliberate and take appropriate action on second and final reading of an Ordinance 
changing the zoning for the following property from its present zoning of R-1 (Single 
Family Residential) to I (Industrial), and further providing for effective date, reading, 
severance, and publication:
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approximately 1,743.76 ACRES, bearing the legal description of: Property Tract 1, 
ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out of a 524.80-acre tract of land. Being part of a 
6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 
103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 2, 
ID, 60762 being 88.963 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by 
Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the 
Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 3, ID, 67182, being 3.589 
acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated 
November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, being 
part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. 
Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in 
Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property 
Tract 5, 104.748- acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by 
Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the 
Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre 
tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated 
November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 7, ID 61476, 848 acres out of a 1181.095 tract 
of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, 
et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 8, ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre 
tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 
of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 9, ID 114650, 
45.5766 acres of a 150.13 acre tract of land out of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, 
Abstract 262, San Patricio County, Texas, the said 150.13 acre tract of land being the 
same as and all of tract II being 150.12 acres, more or less, described in Special 
Warranty Deed dated November 1, 2013, recorded in document No. 632533, Official 
Public Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 10, ID 103271, 
145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same land described as 
150.694 acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General 
Warranty Deed dated March 26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the 
Real Property Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, 
Tract 12, 61499, 167.165 Acre Tract of Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey 
A-262, Nicholas Fagan Survey A- 124, being out a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land 
described in a Partition Deed from W.G. (Will) McCampbell, et al., to John S. 
McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 166 Acre Tract of 
land described in a Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. Jean 
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McCampbell Davis, as recorded in Volume 103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 
67270, 13.287 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land 
out of the called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal 
Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 
34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 
99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, 
Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract 
described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 14, ID 67091, 12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres 
of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 acres out of the 
200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A- 262, and the N. Fagin Survey, 
A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a 
Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed 
recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, 
Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 
81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.

Proposed Ordinance 2025-04.

Martha Habluetzel, 3508 Ave A, made a citizen comment against the rezone and wetlands.

Cyndi Valdes, 809 Bayshore Dr., Ingleside on the Bay, made a citizen comment against 
the rezone, wetlands, and reference to Project Green, Project Merlin and Project Relic.

Courtney Shane, 2181 Capeheart St., made a citizen comment against the rezone, Cheniere 
on top of wetlands, and requesting that the Port of Corpus Christi have more than one 
representative from San Patricio County on the board.

Luke Dailey, 619 Ave B, Port Aransas, made a citizen comment against the rezone, referred 
to the handout given to Council, and questioned how the volunteer fire department would 
respond to an incident.

Discussion was held between Council Members, City Manager Lewis, and Port of Corpus 
Christ Representative Sam Esquivel about the rezone, Council controlling what goes in the 
area with the Objectionable Use Permit, building up on the wetlands will flood surrounding 
neighbors, extreme cost to replace wetlands, future land use map part of the Comprehensive 
Master Plan, the Port adhering to what the Council has to say, and the Port taking strenuous 
efforts on the process.

Motion: Mayor Pro-Tem Long made a motion to approve Ordinance 2025-04, an 
Ordinance changing the zoning for the following property from its present zoning of R-1 
(Single Family Residential) to I (Industrial), and further providing for effective date, 
reading, severance, and publication: approximately 1,743.76 ACRES, bearing the legal 
description of: Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out of a 524.80-acre tract 
of land. Being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et 
al to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, recorded in 
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Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 
2, ID, 60762 being 88.963 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition 
Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of 
San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 3, ID, 67182, being 3.589 acre tract of land, 
being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. 
Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 
103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 4, ID 
67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from 
W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated 
November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas. Property Tract 5, 104.748- acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre 
tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by 
Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre tract of 
land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, 
to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in 
Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 
7, ID 61476, 848 acres out of a 1181.095 tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract 
of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by 
Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 8, ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of 
land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, 
to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in 
Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 
9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres of a 150.13 acre tract of land out of the heirs of Rosa Teal 
Survey, Abstract 262, San Patricio County, Texas, the said 150.13 acre tract of land being 
the same as and all of tract II being 150.12 acres, more or less, described in Special 
Warranty Deed dated November 1, 2013, recorded in document No. 632533, Official 
Public Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 10, ID 103271, 145.0886 
acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same land described as 150.694 acres 
conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General Warranty Deed dated March 
26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real Property Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, Tract 12, 61499, 167.165 Acre Tract 
of Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan Survey A- 124, 
being out a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition Deed from W.G. (Will) 
McCampbell, et al., to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 
166 Acre Tract of land described in a Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. 
Jean McCampbell Davis, as recorded in Volume 103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 
67270, 13.287 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out 
of the called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, 
A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres 
being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, 
being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of 
San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record 

Packet Page 48 of 180



January 28, 2025 Regular City Council Minutes Page 7 of 13

under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property 
Tract 14, ID 67091, 12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract 
of land out of the called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa 
Teal Survey, A- 262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with 
said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 
99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed 
of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Council Member John Salinas seconded the motion. Motion carried 5:1:1.

For Motion: Council Member Diehl, Council Member Wilson, Council 
Member Pruitt, Council Member John Salinas, and Mayor 
Pro-Tem Long.

Against Motion: Council Member Julio Salinas

Abstained: Mayor Adame

12. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the second and final reading of an 
Ordinance changing the zoning for the following property from its present zoning of 
R-1 (Single Family Residential) to I (Industrial) and further providing for effective 
date, reading severance, and publication:

approximately 374.31 ACRES, bearing a legal description of: Property Tract 16, ID 
69004, Tract 17, ID 65073, Tract 19, ID 69200, Tract 21, Tract 22, Tract 23, Tract 24, 
A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. 
Williamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, the 
William McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, 
Abstract 387, San Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of Texas 
Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus Christi Bay, Nueces County, Texas. Property Tract 
20, A 37. 95-acre tract out of the William McDonough Survey, Abstract A-184 and 
the Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract A-387, being the same tract 
called 38.06 acres recorded in Document No. 534924, Deed Records, San Patricio 
County, Texas, Save and Except a 2.5 acre drill site recorded in Document No. 379019, 
Deed Records, San Patricio County, Texas.

Proposed Ordinance 2025-05.

Martha Habluetzel, 3508 Ave A, made a citizen comment against the rezone.

Courtney Shane, 2181 Capeheart St., made a citizen comment against the rezone, carbon 
capture, and asked about where the energy would be going.

Cyndi Valdes, 809 Bayshore Dr., Ingleside on the Bay, made a citizen comment about the 
dredge material.
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Discussion was held between Council Members and City Manager Lewis about the 
property in question that has been used for DMP, and will continue to be used for DMP.

Motion: Mayor Pro-Tem Long made a motion to approve Ordinance 2025-05, an 
Ordinance changing the zoning for the following property from its present zoning of R-1 
(Single Family Residential) to I (Industrial) and further providing for effective date, 
reading severance, and publication: approximately 374.31 ACRES, bearing a legal 
description of: Property Tract 16, ID 69004, Tract 17, ID 65073, Tract 19, ID 69200, Tract 
21, Tract 22, Tract 23, Tract 24, A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson 
Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of Rosa Teal 
Survey, Abstract 262, the William McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle 
Company Survey, Abstract 387, San Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of 
Texas Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus Christi Bay, Nueces County, Texas. Property 
Tract 20, A 37. 95-acre tract out of the William McDonough Survey, Abstract A-184 and 
the Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract A-387, being the same tract called 
38.06 acres recorded in Document No. 534924, Deed Records, San Patricio County, Texas, 
Save and Except a 2.5 acre drill site recorded in Document No. 379019, Deed Records, 
San Patricio County, Texas. Council Member Diehl seconded the motion. Motion carried 
5:1:1.

For Motion: Council Member Diehl, Council Member Wilson, Council 
Member Pruitt, Council Member John Salinas, and Mayor 
Pro-Tem Long.

Against Motion: Council Member Julio Salinas

Abstained: Mayor Adame

13. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the second and final reading of an 
Ordinance changing the zoning for the following property from its present zoning of 
R-1 (Single Family Residential) to C-2 (General Commercial) and further providing 
for effective date, reading, severance, and publication:

82.30 Acres, being 125.00 foot, 200.00 foot and 300.00 foot wide commercial buffer 
area lying within the Jean McCampbell Davis Tract 6,091.22 Acres, Volume 103, Page 
151 Deed Records San Patricio County, Texas, and a 31.96 acre, 300.00 foot wide 
commercial buffer area lying within the Jean McCampbell Davis Tract 6,091.22 
Acres, Volume 103, Page 151 Deed Records San Patricio County, Texas.

Proposed Ordinance 2025-06.

Mac McKenzie, 301 Starlight, Ingleside on the Bay, provided a written to Council 
Members.

No discussion was held on this item.
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Motion: Mayor Pro-Tem Long made a motion to approve Ordinance 2025-06, an 
Ordinance changing the zoning for the following property from its present zoning of R-1 
(Single Family Residential) to C-2 (General Commercial) and further providing for 
effective date, reading, severance, and publication: 82.30 Acres, being 125.00 foot, 200.00 
foot and 300.00 foot wide commercial buffer area lying within the Jean McCampbell Davis 
Tract 6,091.22 Acres, Volume 103, Page 151 Deed Records San Patricio County, Texas, 
and a 31.96 acre, 300.00 foot wide commercial buffer area lying within the Jean 
McCampbell Davis Tract 6,091.22 Acres, Volume 103, Page 151 Deed Records San 
Patricio County, Texas. Council Member John Salinas seconded the motion. Motion 
carried 5:1:1.

For Motion: Council Member Diehl, Council Member Wilson, Council 
Member Pruitt, Council Member John Salinas, and Mayor 
Pro-Tem Long.

Against Motion: Council Member Julio Salinas

Abstained: Mayor Adame

Mayor Adame stepped away from the dais at 8:02 p.m.

14. Deliberate and take appropriate action on a Resolution of the City Council of 
Ingleside, San Patricio County, Texas, approving the waiver of pet adoption fees and 
microchipping fees at the Ingleside Pet Adoption Events occurring on February 01, 
2025.

Proposed Resolution 2025-03. 

Discussion was held between Council Members, City Manager Lewis, and Chief of Police 
Molina about the purchase of the pet adoption trailer to encourage these types of events to 
happen.

Motion: Council Member John Salinas made a motion to approve Resolution 2025-03, a 
Resolution of the City Council of Ingleside, San Patricio County, Texas, approving the 
waiver of pet adoption fees and microchipping fees at the Ingleside Pet Adoption Events 
occurring on February 01, 2025. Council Member Julio Salinas seconded the motion. 
Motion carried with all present voting in favor.

For Motion: Council Member Diehl, Council Member Wilson, Council 
Member Pruitt, Council Member John Salinas, Mayor Pro-
Tem Long, and Council Member Julio Salinas.

Against Motion: None

Absent: Mayor Adame
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15. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the first and only reading of an Ordinance 
amending the Fiscal Year 2024-2025 budget for the City of Ingleside, Texas, for the 
Ingleside Development Corporation Fund, Ingleside Development Corp. Fund 
Promotional Sales Tax Fund, and General Fund Capital Improvement Fund for the 
appropriation of funds for the cost of the basketball pavilion, cost of construction and 
engineering of Gallion Street, and additional Attorney Fees.

Proposed Ordinance 2025-07.

Discussion was held between Council Members and City Manager Lewis about the project 
recommended from IDC, and the budget amendment being done for bookkeeping.

Motion: Council Member Diehl made a motion to approve Ordinance 2025-07, an 
Ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2024-2025 budget for the City of Ingleside, Texas, 
for the Ingleside Development Corporation Fund, Ingleside Development Corp. Fund 
Promotional Sales Tax Fund, and General Fund Capital Improvement Fund for the 
appropriation of funds for the cost of the basketball pavilion, cost of construction and 
engineering of Gallion Street, and additional Attorney Fees. Council Member Wilson 
seconded the motion. Motion carried with all present voting in favor.

For Motion: Council Member Diehl, Council Member Wilson, Council 
Member Pruitt, Council Member John Salinas, Mayor Pro-
Tem Long, and Council Member Julio Salinas.

Against Motion: None

Absent: Mayor Adame

Mayor Adame returned to the dais at 8:06 p.m.

16. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the first and only reading of an Ordinance 
amending the Fiscal Year 2024-2025 budget for the City of Ingleside, Texas, for the 
appropriation of the Grant Funds from the Office of Governor, Public Safety Office, 
Criminal Justice Division for the FY 2025 License Plate Reader Project Grant for the 
Police department.

Proposed Ordinance 2025-08.

Discussion was held between Council Members and City Manager Lewis about receiving 
the grant, and the budget amendment being done for bookkeeping.

Motion: Council Member John Salinas made a motion to approve Ordinance 2025-08, an 
Ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2024-2025 budget for the City of Ingleside, Texas, 
for the appropriation of the Grant Funds from the Office of Governor, Public Safety Office, 
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Criminal Justice Division for the FY 2025 License Plate Reader Project Grant for the Police 
department. Mayor Pro-Tem Long seconded the motion. Motion carried 6:1.

For Motion: Council Member Diehl, Council Member Wilson, Council 
Member Pruitt, Council Member John Salinas, Mayor Pro-
Tem Long, and Mayor Adame

Against Motion: Council Member Julio Salinas

17. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the first and only reading of an Ordinance 
amending the Fiscal Year 2024-2025 Budget for the City of Ingleside, Texas, for the 
General Fund for the appropriation of the donation funds for the Volunteer Fire 
Department received from Enbridge for Radios and Plains Marketing for 
Decontamination Units.

Proposed Ordinance 2025-09.

Discussion was held between Council Members and City Manager Lewis about the funds 
being received, the Decontamination Units already in service and being used, and the 
budget amendment being done for bookkeeping.

Motion: Mayor Adame made a motion to approve Ordinance 2025-09, an Ordinance 
amending the Fiscal Year 2024-2025 Budget for the City of Ingleside, Texas, for the 
General Fund for the appropriation of the donation funds for the Volunteer Fire Department 
received from Enbridge for Radios and Plains Marketing for Decontamination Units. 
Council Member Pruitt seconded the motion. Motion carried 6:1.

For Motion: Council Member Diehl, Council Member Wilson, Council 
Member Pruitt, Council Member John Salinas, and Mayor 
Pro-Tem Long

Against Motion: Council Member Julio Salinas

18. Deliberate and take appropriate action on approval of the HOT Fund Post Event 
Form from Ingleside Chamber of Commerce for the Ingleside Renaissance Faire 
Event and authorizing payment in the amount of $46,120.00.

Discussion was held between Council Members and City Manager Lewis about the 
Renaissance Faire being a successful event, some funding being approved before for the 
purpose of advertising, and these funds being the rest for expenses.

Motion: Mayor Adame made a motion to approve the HOT Fund Post Event Form from 
Ingleside Chamber of Commerce for the Ingleside Renaissance Faire Event and authorizing 
payment in the amount of $46,120.00. Council Member Pruitt seconded the motion. 
Motion carried with all present voting in favor.
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19. Deliberate and take appropriate action on a Resolution appointing members to the 
Coastal Bend Council of Governments Board of Directors.

Proposed Resolution 2025-04.

Discussion was held between Council Members and City Manager Lewis about the current 
representatives on the board and keeping those representatives there.

Motion: Council Member Julio Salinas made a motion that the appointment on the Coastal 
Bend Council of Governments Board be council Member Pruitt and Mayor Adame as 
alternate, and approve Resolution 2025-04, a Resolution appointing members to the 
Coastal Bend Council of Governments Board of Directors. Council Member John Salinas 
seconded the motion. Motion carried with all present voting in favor.

20. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the General Engineering Services 
Agreement between the City of Ingleside and Hanson Professional Services, Inc.

Discussion was held between Council Members and City Manager Lewis about Council 
looking at all contracts and agreements that have been in place for five (5) years, current 
engineering services with Hanson Professional Services, Inc., the City’s contract with them 
has been in place longer than five (5) years, staff in the process of going out for RFQs for 
project specific engineering services, and the attorney and City Manager to work together 
to look at agreements.

No action taken.

21. Deliberate and take appropriate action on approving State Highway 200 Joint Use 
Agreement (JUA) between the City of Ingleside and the Texas Department of 
Transportation.

Item withdrawn from the agenda.

Executive Session

22. Closed Session
City Council will meet in Closed Session pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 551 of 
the Texas Government Code, in accordance with the authority contained in:

A. Pursuant to Section 551.071 Consultations with Attorney regarding pending 
litigation styled Cause No. 20-CV-12256 Ken Baker vs City of Ingleside

At 8:16 p.m. Mayor Adame convened the Ingleside City Council into a closed session 
pursuant to provision of Chapter 551 of the Texas Government Code, in accordance 
with the authority contained in Section 551.071 Consultations with Attorney regarding 
pending litigation styled Cause No. 20-CV-12256 Ken Baker vs City of Inglside
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23. Open Session
City Council will reconvene in Open Session at which time action on the matter(s) 
discussed in Closed Session may be considered.

A. Pursuant to Section 551.071 Consultations with Attorney regarding pending 
litigation styled Cause No. 20-CV-12256 Ken Baker vs City of Ingleside.

At 8:32 p.m. Mayor Adame reconvened the Ingleside City Council into an open session 
pursuant to provision of Chapter 551 of the Texas Government Code to take any action 
necessary related to the executive session noted herein, or regular agenda items, noted 
above, and/or related items.

Item A: Council Member John Salinas made motion to approve settlement agreement 
as presented in Executive Session and authorize the City Manager to execute such 
agreement. Council Member Diehl seconded the motion. Motion carried with all 
present voting in favor.

Closing Agenda

24. Items to consider for placement on future agendas.

Council Member Diehl requested staff to look at grant monitoring from Federal funding.

Council Member Julio Salinas requested an update on lighting projects.

25. Adjourn. 

Mayor Adame adjourned the regular meeting of the City of Ingleside at 8:36 p.m.

APPROVED:

Pedro Oscar Adame, Mayor

ATTEST:

Jana Stork, City Secretary
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 9 

Deliberate and take appropriate action on the second and final reading of an Ordinance of the 
City of Ingleside calling a General Election and a Special Election to be held jointly with City of 
Ingleside on the Bay, Texas, and Ingleside Independent School District San Patricio County on 
May 03, 2025 in the City of Ingleside, Texas to elect Council Member Place 1, Council Member 
Place 3, and Council Member Place 5, and to submit Propositions on Amendments to the City of 
Ingleside Home Rule Charter; making provision for the conduct of the Election; including 
designating the main Early Voting place for such Election; providing for an Order and Notice of 
such Election; providing for Early Voting, Election Day voting and provisional ballots; 
resolving other matters incident and related to such Election; providing for severability and 
setting an effective date. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Elisabeth Staton, Administrative Assistant, Jana Stork, City Secretary 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

The City Charter gives the City Council authority to call for a Regular and Special Election. The 
Charter reads as follows: 
Seciton 5.01 - City Elections 

A. Regular Elections: The regular City elections will be held annually during the month of 
May or if there is no uniform election date in the month of May then on the uniform 
election date nearest to the first Saturday in May in accordance with State election Law. 
The City Council shall fix the location for holding such an election. 

B. Special Elections: The City Council may, by resolution, order a special election for 
ordinances, bond issues, Charter amendments, filling vacancies in an existing elected 
office, or any other reason the City Council deems necessary. The City Council will fix 
the location for holding this type of election and the date shall be at the next uniform 
election date as is in accordance with Texas State Election Law. 

 
Please see the accompanying Ordiannce to Order a General Election and Special Election to be 
held on May 03, 2025. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

The current budget includes the projected election cost. 
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RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends Council approve the Ordinance to Order a General Election and Special 
Election to be held on May 03, 2025. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. DOCS1-#344634-v1-Ord_Cal_reg_and_spe_(charter)_election 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2025-____________  

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF INGLESIDE CALLING A 
GENERAL ELECTION AND A SPECIAL ELECTION TO BE HELD 
JOINTLY WITH CITY OF INGLESIDE ON THE BAY, TEXAS, AND 
INGLESIDE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT SAN PATRICIO 
COUNTY ON MAY 03, 2025 IN THE CITY OF INGLESIDE, TEXAS TO 
ELECT COUNCIL MEMBER PLACE 1, COUNCIL MEMBER PLACE 3, 
AND COUNCIL MEMBER PLACE 5, AND TO SUBMIT PROPOSITIONS 
ON AMENDMENTS TO THE CITY OF INGLESIDE HOME RULE 
CHARTER; MAKING PROVISION FOR THE CONDUCT OF THE 
ELECTION; INCLUDING DESIGNATING THE MAIN EARLY VOTING 
PLACE FOR SUCH ELECTION; PROVIDING FOR AN ORDER AND 
NOTICE OF SUCH ELECTION; PROVIDING FOR EARLY VOTING, 
ELECTION DAY VOTING AND PROVISIONAL BALLOTS; 
RESOLVING OTHER MATTERS INCIDENT AND RELATED TO SUCH 
ELECTION; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY AND SETTING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the terms for Council Members Place 1, Place 3, and Place 5 are set to expire in 
May 2025 and there is a need to call for a General Election; and 

WHEREAS, the laws of the State of Texas further provide that the Election Code of the State of 
Texas is applicable to said elections, and in order to comply with said Code, an Ordinance and 
order should be passed ordering said elections; and

WHEREAS, the City Charter of the City of Ingleside (“City”) was adopted in November 6, 
1979 and was last amended on May 01, 2021, and has served the City and its citizens well; and

WHEREAS, the Ingleside Charter Commission, with the assistance of City staff and the City 
Attorney, have reviewed the Charter and has made recommendations to the City Council for 
Charter Amendments; and 

WHEREAS, on January 14, 2025, the City Council reviewed possible Charter changes proposed 
by the Ingleside Charter Commission and now wishes to submit certain proposed amendments to 
the City Charter for submission to the qualified voters of the City on the next uniform election 
date, May 03, 2025; and 

WHEREAS, many of the proposed changes are not substantive in nature and do not require 
submission to the voters pursuant to Article XI, Section 11.11 of the Charter the City Council 
may, by ordinance, make non substantive amendments to the City Charter to correct 
typographical errors, grammatical errors, references to laws which have been changed or which 
references are, for any reason, incorrect, and to neutralize all gender references; provided, that no 
such amendment shall change the meaning or substance of the Charter, all remaining proposed 
changes will be submitted to the qualified voters; and 
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WHEREAS, per the Texas Local Government Code Section 9.004(e), more than one 
amendment may be combined in one ballot proposition as long as the amendments contain only 
one subject; and 

WHEREAS, per the Texas Local Government Code Section 9.004 a ballot for proposed charter 
amendments shall be prepared so that a voter may approve or disapprove any one or more 
amendments without having to approve or disapprove all the amendments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council hereby finds and determines that propositions to be submitted are 
in compliance with the Texas Local Government Code and that the holding of this election on 
the uniform election date set forth below is in conformance with all applicable election laws; and 

WHEREAS, the Texas Constitution, the Texas Election Code (the “Code”), and the City Charter 
are applicable to said General and Special Elections (hereinafter collectively referred to as the 
“election” or “elections”), and in order to comply with applicable laws, an ordinance is required to 
call the elections and establish procedures consistent with the Constitution, the Code, and the 
Charter; and

WHEREAS, the election will be held jointly with San Patricio County, Texas, the City of 
Ingleside, Texas, the City of Ingleside on the Bay, Texas, and Ingleside Independent School 
District pursuant to Texas Election Code Sections 31.092 and 271.002 for a May 03, 2025 
election to be administered by Pamela Hill, San Patricio County Elections Administrator.; and

WHEREAS, San Patricio County and entities desire that a joint election be held in order to 
provide a convenient, simple, and cost-saving election to the voters in their respective 
jurisdictions; and

WHEREAS, the City has made provision to contract with San Patricio County to conduct the City's 
election, pursuant to Chapter 31, Tex. Elec. Code, and Chapter 791, Tex. Gov't Code (the “Contract 
for Election Services” or “contract”), and such contract provides for political subdivisions subject 
to the contract that hold election on the same day in all or part of the same territory to hold a 
joint election as authorized in Chapter 271, Tex. Elec. Code;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
INGLESIDE, COUNTY OF SAN PATRICIO, STATE OF TEXAS:

SECTION 1. A General and Special Election shall be held on the 3rd day of May, 2025, a 
uniform election date, in the City of Ingleside Texas  (“City”) which date is not less than thirty 
(30) days from the date of the adoption of this ordinance (the "Ordinance"), for the purpose of 
submitting the following propositions to the qualified voters of the City to amend the Charter of 
the City. Such election is being held jointly with San Patricio County, Texas, the City of 
Ingleside, Texas, the City of Ingleside on the Bay, Texas, and Ingleside Independent School 
District pursuant to Texas Election Code Sections 31.092 and 271.002 for a May 03, 2025 
election to be administered by Pamela Hill, San Patricio County Elections Administrator.
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SECTION 2. The City Council of the City of Ingleside authorizes the Mayor to sign the order 
calling the General and Special Election and any subsequent orders adjusting the polling 
locations, dates and times that are subject to change due to agreements with the San Patricio 
County Elections Department and other joint election agreements up until the final posting 
deadline of such notice pursuant Texas Election Code (“Code”) § 4.003(a)(b) and (c).

SECTION 3.  The San Patricio County Election Officer and his/her employees and appointees, 
and the election judges, alternate judges and clerks properly appointed for the election, shall hold 
and conduct the election in the manner provided by the Contract for Election Services, the City 
Charter, and the law governing the holding of general and special elections; and the official 
ballots, together with such other election materials as are required by the Tex. Elec. Code, shall 
be prepared in both the English and Spanish languages and shall contain such provisions, 
markings and language as is required by law.

SECTION 4.  Early voting, both by personal appearance and by mail, will be conducted by the 
San Patricio County Election Officer, who is designated and appointed as the Early Voting 
Clerk, in accordance with the Tex. Elec. Code.  Early voting by personal appearance shall be 
conducted at places and locations authorized by state law and the designated by the San Patricio 
County Election Officer.  Early voting shall commence Tuesday, April 22, 2025, and last day of 
Early Voting will be April 29, 2025, with dates and times to be determined by the San Patricio 
County Elections Department and will be posted accordingly.  

SECTION 5. Ballot Propositions.  The official ballots shall be prepared in accordance with the 
Texas Election Code, as amended, so as to permit electors to vote “FOR” or “AGAINST” the 
aforesaid charter proposition. Voters should place an “X” in the square beside the statement 
indicating the way they wish to vote.

SECTION 6. The following measures will be submitted to the qualified voters of the City at the 
election to be held on the date specified in the previous section in the form of propositions in 
accordance with Section 9.004 of the Texas Local Government Code and the City Charter.

I. ELECTION

COUNCIL MEMBER PLACE 1
VOTE FOR ONE OR NONE

□  ________________________
Council Member Place 1: □ _________________________

□  ________________________

COUNCIL MEMBER PLACE 3
VOTE FOR ONE OR NONE

□  ________________________
Council Member Place 2: □ _________________________
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□  ________________________

COUNCIL MEMBER PLACE 5
VOTE FOR ONE OR NONE

□  ________________________
Council Member place 5: □ _________________________

□  ________________________
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II. CHARTER AMENDMENTS

PROPOSITION ONE

Shall Article XII, Sections 12.01, 12.02, 12.03, 12.04, 12.05, and 12.06 of the City Charter be 
amended to eliminate the entirety of Article XII which contains transitional provisions that have 
become inoperative upon the initial adoption of the Ingleside City Charter because they have 
become obsolete? 

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article XII, Sections 12.01, 12.02, 12.03, 12.04, 12.05, and 12.06 of the City Charter shall be 
amended to eliminate the entirety of Article XII which contains transitional provisions that have 
become inoperative upon the initial adoption of the Ingleside City Charter because they have 
become obsolete, so when amended, shall read as follows:

ARTICLE XII. TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS

Section 12.01. Schedule.

A. This Charter shall take effect on the first day following adoption by the voters of the City 
of Ingleside and shall be fully operative within one year after such adoption. 

B. It is contemplated that this Charter will be presented to the voters on the ballot of the 
special election scheduled for Tuesday, November 6, 1979; it is further contemplated that 
the same ballot will provide for the election, at large, of one candidate to the City Council 
office created by adoption of this Charter. 

C. The term of the member of the City Council created by adoption of this Charter shall 
expire at the regular election next following. 

D. The limitations prescribed in Article III, Section 3.01C of this Charter shall apply to all 
persons elected to office in 1979 and thereafter. 

E. All Boards, Commissions and Committees in existence on the effective date of this 
Charter, and not in conflict with the provisions thereof, may continue in existence. Any 
Board, Commission or Committee in existence on the effective date of this Charter which 
is in conflict with the provisions thereof is abolished, with such abolition to take effect on 
the 120th day after the effective date of the Charter.

Section 12.02. Appointive officers and employees.

A. Nothing in this Charter, except as may be specifically provided otherwise, shall affect or 
impair the rights or privileges of persons who are appointive officers or employees of the 
City at the same time of its adoption. 

B. An employee holding a City position at the time this Charter becomes fully operative, 
who was serving in that same or a comparable position at the time of its adoption, shall 
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not be subject to competitive tests as a condition of continuance in that same position but 
in all other respects shall be subject to the personnel system provided for in Article IV.

Section 12.03. Effect of the Charter on existing law.
A. All codes, ordinances, resolutions, rules and regulations in force in the City on the 

effective date of this Charter, and not in conflict with the provisions thereof, shall remain 
in force until altered, amended or repealed by the City Council. Emergency ordinances 
enacted before the adoption of this Charter shall not be affected by the provisions of 
Article III, Section 3.12, of this Charter. Any code, ordinance, resolution, rule or 
regulation which conflicts with the provisions of this Charter is repealed to the extent that 
it is inconsistent or will interfere with the effective operation of this Charter or ordinances 
enacted pursuant thereto. 

B. All taxes, assessments, liens, encumbrances and demands, of or against the City, fixed or 
established before the effective date of this Charter, or for the fixing or establishing of 
which proceedings had begun prior to such date, shall be valid when properly fixed or 
established under the law in force at the time of the beginning of such proceedings or 
under the law after adoption of this Charter.

Section 12.04. Pending matters.

All rights, claims, actions, orders, contracts, franchises and legal or administrative 
proceedings in existence or pending on the effective date of this Charter shall continue until 
consummation. All new or renewal rights, claims, actions, orders, contracts, franchises and legal 
or administrative proceedings initiated after the effective date of this Charter shall conform to the 
requirements and provisions thereof. 

Section 12.05. Submission of the Charter to the voters.

The Charter Commission in preparing this Charter concludes that it is impracticable to 
segregate each subject so as to permit a vote of "yes" or "no" on the same, for the reason that the 
Charter is so constructed that in order to enable it to work and function it is necessary that it 
should be adopted in its entirety. For these reasons, the Charter Commission directs that the said 
Charter be voted upon as a whole and that it shall be submitted to the qualified voters of the City 
of Ingleside at the special City election to be held on November 6, 1979. Not less than thirty days 
prior to that election, the City Council shall cause the City Secretary to mail a copy of this 
Charter to each qualified voter of the City of Ingleside as appears from the latest certified list of 
registered voters. If a majority of the qualified voters voting in that election shall vote in favor of 
the adoption of this Charter, it shall become the Charter of the City of Ingleside, and after the 
returns have been canvassed, the same shall be declared adopted and the City Secretary shall file 
an official copy of the Charter with the records of the City. The Secretary shall furnish the Mayor 
a copy of said Charter, which copy of the Charter so adopted, authenticated and certified by 
his/her signature and Seal of the City, shall be forwarded by the Mayor to the Secretary of State 
of the State of Texas and shall show the approval of such Charter by majority vote of the 
qualified voters voting at that election. 
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Section 12.06. Public act.

This act shall be deemed a public act and judicial notice shall be taken thereof in all courts.

PROPOSITION TWO

Shall Article III, Section 3.06 B of the City Charter be amended so that the Mayor or members of 
the City Council forfeit their office if they fail to attend six (6) regular city council meetings in a 
consecutive twelve (12) month period? 

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article III, Section 3.06 B of the City Charter shall be amended so that the Mayor or members of 
the City Council forfeit their office if they fail to attend six (6) regular city council meetings in a 
consecutive twelve (12) month period, so when amended, shall read as follows:

Section 3.06. Vacancies; forfeiture; filling of vacancies.

* * *
B. Forfeiture of Office: A Councilmember or the Mayor shall forfeit his/her their office if 

he/she they: 

1. Fails to possess the qualifications for the office prescribed by this Charter or by 
law; 

2. Violates any express prohibition of this Charter; 

3. Fails to attend six (6) regular City Council meetings in a an election span, 
consecutive twelve (12) months period; 

4. AreIs convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude. 

* * *

PROPOSITION THREE

Shall Article III Sections 3.11 B and D of the City Charter be amended to allow the adoption of 
ordinances issuing bonds upon one reading at a city council meeting and allowing the city 
secretary to provide copies of ordinances upon request as opposed to having an unspecified 
number of copies of ordinances available at a city council meeting?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article III Section 3.11 B and D of the City Charter be amended to allow the adoption of 
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ordinances issuing bonds upon one reading at a city council meeting and allowing the city 
secretary to provide copies of ordinances upon request as opposed to having an unspecified 
number of copies of ordinances available at a city council meeting, so when amended, shall read 
as follows:

Section 3.11. Passage of ordinances in general.

* * *

A proposed ordinance, except an emergency, issuance of bonds and/or a budget/tax 
ordinance, shall be read at two (2) City Council meetings, with at least two (2) weeks elapsing 
between each reading. A proposed ordinance may be amended at any reading, but any ordinance 
amended in substance shall automatically be placed again on first reading at a subsequent 
meeting. Amendments involving such items as typographical, grammatical or spelling changes 
or renumbering of sections shall not be considered substantive. A substantive change is one 
which changes the general purpose of the ordinance. At any reading of a proposed ordinance 
persons interested shall have a reasonable opportunity to be heard. Emergency ordinances shall 
be passed in accordance with Section 3.12 and budget/tax ordinances in accordance with Articles 
7 and 8. Only one (1) reading shall be required for emergency, issuance of bonds and budget/tax 
ordinances. 

* * *
D. Reading: The reading aloud of the title and caption of the ordinance shall suffice as a 

reading, provided printed copies of the ordinance, in the form required for adoption, are 
in front of all members of City Council and be furnished to citizens, upon request 
submitted to the City Secretary, a reasonable number of additional copies are available to 
citizens present at the meeting. If two (2) City Council members request that the 
ordinance be read in its entirety, it must be read. 

PROPOSITION FOUR

Shall Article III, Section 3.13 B of the City Charter be amended to specify that amendments to 
the City Charter must be codified within 180 days of adoption?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article III, Section 3.13 B of the City Charter be amended to specify that amendments to the City 
Charter must be codified within 180 days of adoption, so when amended, shall read as follows:

Sec. 13.13   Authentication, recording, codification, printing, distribution

* * *
B. Codification: Within one (1) year after the adoption or amendment of this Charter and at 

least every 180 days thereafter, the City Council shall provide for the preparation of a 
codification of all general ordinances of the City, provided, however, that if a codification 
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of all general ordinances of the City has been completed within one (1) year of adoption 
of this Charter such prior codification shall apply to this Charter. 

* * *
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PROPOSITION FIVE 

Shall Article III, Section 3.13 B and C of the City Charter be amended to specify that a physical 
copy of the Ingleside Code of Ordinances, as well as any adopted ordinances and City Charter 
amendments, will be available for purchase at a price determined by the publishing company, 
rather than by the City Council and that a codified version of the Ingleside Code of Ordinance 
shall be kept on file in the Public Library for public inspection?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article III, Section 3.13 B and C of the City Charter shall be amended to specify that a physical 
copy of the Ingleside Code of Ordinances, as well as any adopted ordinances and City Charter 
amendments, will be available for purchase at a price determined by the publishing company, 
rather than by the City Council and that a codified version of the Ingleside Code of Ordinance 
shall be kept on file in the Public Library for public inspection, so when amended, shall read as 
follows:

Sec. 13.13   Authentication, recording, codification, printing, distribution
* * *

The codification shall be adopted by the City Council by ordinance and shall be 
published promptly together with this Charter and any amendment thereto and with appropriate 
references to State Statutes and Constitution, and such codes of technical regulations and other 
rules and regulations as the City Council may specify. This compilation shall be known and cited 
officially as the Ingleside City Code and shall be in full force and effect without the necessity of 
such code or any part thereof being published in any newspaper. The caption, descriptive clause, 
and other formal parts of the ordinances of the City may be omitted without affecting the validity 
of such ordinances when they are published as a code. Copies of the code shall be furnished to 
City Officers, placed in City offices and a public library designated by the City Council for free 
reference and made available for purchase by the public at a reasonable price fixed by the 
publisherCity Council. 

C. Printing of Ordinances and Resolutions: The City Council shall cause each ordinance 
and each amendment to this Charter to be printed promptly following its adoption, and 
the printed ordinances and Charter amendments shall be distributed free or sold to the 
public at reasonable prices to be fixed by the publisherCity Council. Following 
publication of the first Ingleside City Code and at all times thereafter, the ordinances and 
Charter amendments shall be printed in substantially the same style as the code currently 
in effect and shall be suitable in form for integration therein. A copy of such ordinance 
and resolution shall be placed kept on file in the office of the in City Secretaryoffices, 
public library designated by the City Council and on the City website for free reference. 
A copy of a codified version of the Ingleside Code of Ordinance shall be kept on file in 
the Public Library for public inspection.

* * *
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PROPOSITION SIX

Shall Article III, Section 3.13 D of the City Charter be amended to specify the Sunset 
Committee’s formation, duties, composition, and authority?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article III, Section 3.13 D of the City Charter shall be amended to specify the Sunset 
Committee’s formation, duties, composition, and authority, so when amended, shall read as 
follows:

* * *

D. In accordance with Section 4.06 of this Charter, Tthe City Council shall appoint, by 
ordinance, a Sunset Committee every eight (8) years to review the Ingleside Code of 
Ordinances ordinances for continued relevance and provide recommendations to the City 
Council on whether any ordinance should continue and remain in effect, be amended, or 
repealed. Such ordinance shall be adopted on its first reading. The Sunset Committee 
shall be comprised of five (5) members with two (2) alternates and shall act as an 
advisory committee to the City Council. The term of the Sunset Committee shall be 
designated by the City Council upon appointment.  

* * *

PROPOSITION SEVEN

Shall Article IV, Section 4.01 E 6 of the City Charter be amended to allow the city manager 180 
days from the end of the fiscal year to submit the annual audit report to the city council?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article IV, Section 4.01 E 6 of the City Charter shall be amended to allow the city manager 180 
days from the end of the fiscal year to submit the annual audit report to the city council, so when 
amended, shall read as follows:

Section 4.01. City Mmanager. 

E. Duties of the City Manager: The City Manager shall be required to:

* * *

6. Prepare and submit to the City Council, within ninety (90) days of the end of the 
fiscal year, an Annual Report on the finances and administrative activities of the 
City, and the an Annual Audit Report within one hundred eighty (180) days of the 
end of the fiscal year, as of the end of each fiscal year as of the end of each fiscal 
year;  
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* * *
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PROPOSITION EIGHT

Shall Article VII, Section 7.05 of the City Charter be amended to remove the requirement for 
the Planning and Zoning Commission to assist and provide comments on the formation of the 
five-year capital program, and authorize the City Manager to estimate an initial annual costs of 
the proposed capital improvements within the program, rather than providing a general estimate 
of their annual operation and maintenance costs?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article VII, Section 7.05 of the City Charter be amended to remove the requirement for the 
Planning and Zoning Commission to assist and provide comments on the formation of the five-
year capital program, and authorize the City Manager to estimate an initial annual costs of the 
proposed capital improvements within the program, rather than providing a general estimate of 
their annual operation and maintenance costs, so when amended, shall read as follows:

Section 7.05. Capital pProgram. 

The City Manager shall submit a five-year capital program as an attachment to the annual 
budget. The capital program shall include the proposed program by the planning and zoning 
commission and comments by the City Manager. The program as submitted shall include: 

1. A clear general summary of its contents; 
2. A list of all capital improvements which are proposed to be undertaken during the 

five fiscal years succeeding the budget year, with appropriate supporting 
information as to the necessity for such improvements; 

3. Cost estimates, method of financing and recommended time schedules for each 
improvement; and 

4. The estimated initial annual cost of operating and maintaining the facilities to be 
constructed or acquired. 

The above information may be revised and extended each year with regard to capital 
improvements still pending or in process of construction or acquisition. 

PROPOSITION NINE

Shall Article VII, Section 7.09 of the City Charter be amended to eliminate the round robin 
method of awarding contracts that do not require bidding, and provide the method of awarding of 
contracts is in accordance with state law and the City of Ingleside’s procurement policy?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article VII, Section 7.09 of the City Charter shall be amended to eliminate the round robin 
method of awarding contracts that do not require bidding, and provide the method of awarding of 
contracts is in accordance with state law and the City of Ingleside’s procurement policy, so when 
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amended, shall read as follows:

Section 7.09. Purchasing and contracting.

A. Contracts and purchases are referred to herein as a "contract". A contract is made by the 
Council if it is approved in advance by the Council, regardless of which city official signs 
it. 

B. The City shall comply with Chapter 252 Texas Local Government Code, and such other 
State laws as may govern City contracting and, except in emergency situations which 
shall be promptly reported to the Council, such contracts must be made by the Council. 

(1) All requests for emergency or routine services not requiring a bid shall be 
awarded on a round robin basis to all local vendors. 

(2) Vendor list should be reviewed annually by City staff for workmanship and 
pricing. 

(3) Any vendor removed from the bid list shall have a right to appeal removal to the 
City Council at a Regular City Council Meeting within ninety days. 

C. As to a contract which is not governed by State law: 

(1) The Council must make the contract, unless it authorizes the City Manager to 
make it. 

(2) The Council must adopt rules governing Council-made and City Manager-made 
contracts. 

(3) Council rules must be in compliance with this Charter. 
(4) Such contracts must be in compliance with this Charter and Council rules. 
(5) Council rules must provide procedural relaxation in the event of emergencies 

similar to the manner in which state law addresses emergencies in situations 
where contracting is governed by state law. 

(6) Such contracts must be with the vendor who offers the best value to the City, as 
determined in the reasonable, good faith judgment of the contracting authority, 
whether Council or City Manager. 

(7) Council rules must establish a monetary limit which City Manager-made contracts 
may not, except in emergencies, exceed. 

(8) All contracts shall be awarded via sealed bids in accordance with state law. All 
bids shall be opened by Department Head, Director of Finance, and City Secretary 
if contract is estimated to be under $25,000.00. Bids shall be opened by City 
Manager, Director of Finance, and City Secretary if contract is estimated to be 
$25,000.00 or more. All purchasing shall be awarded in accordance with the 
City’s procurement policy as established by ordinance.

PROPOSITION TEN

Shall Article X, Sections 10.02 and 10.06 of the City Charter be amended to prohibit members of 
the Planning and Zoning Commission and members of the Board of Adjustment from being a 
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city employee, or hold another elected or appointed city office?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article X, Sections 10.02 and 10.06 of the City Charter shall be amended to prohibit members of 
the Planning and Zoning Commission and members of the Board of Adjustment from being a 
city employee, or hold another elected or appointed city office, so when amended, shall read as 
follows:

Section 10.02. Organization, selection, and term of office.

The Planning and Zoning Commission shall be composed of seven (7) members 
appointed by the City Council. Members shall serve for a term of two (2) years with four (4) 
members being appointed with terms beginning on January 1 of odd-numbered years and three 
(3) members appointed with terms beginning on January 1 of even-numbered years. Vacancies 
occurring in the Commission, for whatever reason, shall be filled within sixty (60) days by 
appointment by the City Council, for the remainder of the unexpired term. Members appointed 
under this provision of the Charter may be reappointed for a second term. Under no provision 
shall a person serve over two (2) consecutive terms or a fraction thereof. No member of the 
Planning and Zoning Commission shall be a city employee or hold another salaried or elected or 
appointed City office. Three (3) successive unexcused absences from the Commission meetings 
shall terminate membership on the City Planning and Zoning Commission. Members of the 
cCommission shall serve without compensation but may be reimbursed for necessary expense 
incurred as a result of their work. The Planning and Zoning Commission shall elect a Chairman 
and Vice-Chairman from the membership and shall have the power to make rules, regulations 
and bylaws for its own government, which shall be subject to approval by the City Council. 

Section 10.06. Organization, selection and term of office.

The Board of Adjustment shall be composed of five (5) members and four (4) alternate 
members appointed by the City Council. Members and alternate members shall serve for a term 
of two (2) years with three (3) members and two (2) alternate members having terms beginning 
in one (1) year and two (2) members and two (2) alternate members having terms beginning in 
alternate years. All cases heard by the Board of Adjustment will be heard by a minimum of four 
(4) members and/or alternate members. Vacancies occurring in the Board of Adjustment for 
whatever reason shall be filled within sixty (60) days by the City Council for the remainder of 
the unexpired term. No member of the Board of Adjustment shall be a city employee or hold 
another salaried or elected or appointed City office. Three (3) successive unexcused absences 
from the meetings, after a minimum five (5) days' notice served by mail of the time, place and 
agenda of such meetings, shall constitute cause for termination of membership on the Board of 
Adjustment. The members of the board shall serve without compensation, but may be 
reimbursed for necessary expense incurred as a result of their work. The Board shall elect a 
Cchairman and Vvice-chairman from its membership and shall have the power to make rules, 
regulations and bylaws for its own government which shall be subject to approval by the City 
Council. 
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Members appointed under this provision of the Charter may be reappointed for a second 
term. Under no provision shall a person serve over two (2) consecutive terms or a fraction 
thereof. 

PROPOSITION ELEVEN

Shall Article XI, Section 11.12 of the City Charter be amended to include two alternate members 
in the composition of the Charter Review Commission and to clarify that the term of office for 
Commission members is 180 days from the date of appointment?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article XI, Section 11.02 of the City Charter shall be amended to include two alternate members 
in the composition of the Charter Review Commission and to clarify that the term of office for 
Commission members is 180 days from the date of appointment, so when amended, shall read as 
follows:

Section 11.12. Charter review commission.

The City Council shall appoint at its first regular meeting in July of every fourth (4th) 
year after approval of this Charter, a Charter Review Commission consisting of five (5) members 
and two (2) alternates who are citizens of the City. 

A. Duties of the Commission:
1. Inquire into the operation of the City Government under the Charter provisions 

and determine whether any such provisions require revision. To this end public 
hearings may be held; and the Commission shall have the power to compel the 
attendance of any officer or employee of the City and require the submission of 
any of the City records which it may deem necessary to the conduct of such 
hearing. 

2. Propose any recommendations it may deem desirable to ensure compliance with 
the provisions of the Charter by the several each department of the City 
government. 

3. Propose, if it deems desirable, amendments to this Charter to improve the 
effective application of the Charter to current conditions. 

4. Report its finding and present its proposed amendments, if any, to the City 
Council. 

B. Action by the City Council: The City Council shall receive and have published in the 
designated official public newspaper of the City any report presented by the Charter Review 
Commission; shall consider any recommendation made, and if any amendments be presented as 
part of such report, may order such amendment or amendments to be submitted to the voters of 
the City in the manner provided by State law. 
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C. Term of Office: The term of office of such Charter Review Commission shall be one 
hundred eighty (180) days six (6) months from the date of appointment, and at the completion of 
such term a report shall be presented to the City Council, and all records of the proceedings of 
such commission shall be filed with the City Secretary and shall become a public record.
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PROPOSITION TWELVE 

Shall Article III, Section 3.09 of the City Charter be amended to allow two members of the City 
Council, as opposed to requiring three, to call a special meeting of the City Council?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article III, Section 3.09 of the City Charter be amended to allow two members of the City 
Council, as opposed to requiring three, to call a special meeting of the City Council, so when 
amended, shall read as follows:

Section 3.09. Meetings of city council.

The City Council shall hold at least two regular meetings each month other than 
November and December during which there must be at least one regular meeting per month and 
as many additional meetings as it deems necessary to transact the business of the City and its 
citizens. The City Council shall fix, by ordinance, the date, time and place of regular meetings. 

All meetings shall be open to the public, except for those purposes where the law 
specifically authorizes executive sessions. 

Special meetings of the City Council shall be held on the call of the Mayor or three two 
(2) City Council members and, whenever practicable, upon no less than twelve hours' seventy-
two (72) notice to each member. 

PROPOSITION THIRTEEN 

Should Article IV, Section 4.01 E 11 of the City Charter be amended to require the City 
Manager to notify the City Council prior to hiring or firing Assistant Directors of city 
departments, in addition to the current requirement of notifying the Council when hiring or 
firing Directors of city departments?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

Article IV, Section 4.01 E 11 of the City Charter shall be amended to require the City Manager 
to notify the City Council prior to hiring or firing Assistant Directors of city departments, in 
addition to the current requirement of notifying the Council when hiring or firing Directors of 
city departments, so when amended, shall read as follows:

Section 4.01. City Mmanager.
* * *

E. Duties of the City Manager: The City Manager shall be required to:

* * *
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11. When the hiring or firing of a Director or Assistant Director department head is 
deemed necessary, the City Manager shall inform the City Council prior to the 
action to be taken. 

* * *

III. BALLOT PROPOSITIONS

PROPOSITION ONE

Shall Article XII, Sections 12.01, 12.02, 12.03, 12.04, 12.05, and 12.06 of the City Charter be 
amended to eliminate the entirety of Article XII which contains transitional provisions that have 
become inoperative upon the initial adoption of the Ingleside City Charter because they have 
become obsolete? 

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

PROPOSITION TWO

Shall Article III, Section 3.06 B of the City Charter be amended so that the Mayor or members of 
the City Council forfeit their office if they fail to attend six (6) regular city council meetings in a 
consecutive twelve (12) month period? 

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

PROPOSITION THREE

Shall Article III Sections 3.11 B and D of the City Charter be amended to allow the adoption of 
ordinances issuing bonds upon one reading at a city council meeting and allowing the city 
secretary to provide copies of ordinances upon request as opposed to having an unspecified 
number of copies of ordinances available at a city council meeting?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

PROPOSITION FOUR

Shall Article III, Section 3.13 B of the City Charter be amended to specify that amendments to 
the City Charter must be codified within 180 days of adoption?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪
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PROPOSITION FIVE

Shall Article III, Section 3.13 B and C of the City Charter be amended to specify that a physical 
copy of the Ingleside Code of Ordinances, as well as any adopted ordinances and City Charter 
amendments, will be available for purchase at a price determined by the publishing company, 
rather than by the City Council and that a codified version of the Ingleside Code of Ordinance 
shall be kept on file in the Public Library for public inspection?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

PROPOSITION SIX

Shall Article III, Section 3.13 D of the City Charter be amended to specify the Sunset 
Committee’s formation, duties, composition, and authority?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

PROPOSITION SEVEN

Shall Article IV, Section 4.01 E 6 of the City Charter be amended to allow the City Manager 180 
days from the end of the fiscal year to submit the annual audit report to the city council?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

PROPOSITION EIGHT

Shall Article VII, Section 7.05 of the City Charter be amended to remove the requirement for 
the Planning and Zoning Commission to assist and provide comments on the formation of the 
five-year capital program, and authorize the City Manager to estimate an initial annual costs of 
the proposed capital improvements within the program, rather than providing a general estimate 
of their annual operation and maintenance costs?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

PROPOSITION NINE

Shall Article VII, Section 7.09 of the City Charter be amended to eliminate the round robin 
method of awarding contracts that do not require bidding, and provide the method of awarding of 
contracts is in accordance with state law and the City of Ingleside’s procurement policy?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪
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PROPOSITION TEN

Shall Article X, Sections 10.02 and 10.06 of the City Charter be amended to prohibit members of 
the Planning and Zoning Commission and members of the Board of Adjustment from being a 
city employee, or hold another elected or appointed city office?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

PROPOSITION ELEVEN

Shall Article XI, Section 11.12 of the City Charter be amended to include two alternate members 
in the composition of the Charter Review Commission and to clarify that the term of office for 
Commission members is 180 days from the date of appointment?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

PROPOSITION TWELVE

Shall Article III, Section 3.09 of the City Charter be amended to allow two members of the City 
Council, as opposed to requiring three, to call a special meeting of the City Council?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

PROPOSITION THIRTEEN

Should Article IV, Section 4.01 E 11 of the City Charter be amended to require the City Manager 
to notify the City Council prior to hiring or firing Assistant Directors of city departments, in 
addition to the current requirement of notifying the Council when hiring or firing Directors of 
city departments?

FOR ____⁪ AGAINST ____⁪

SECTION 7.  City Council has adopted an Ordinance calling for this General and Special 
Election and the City has met its legal requirements for calling an election. The Mayor and the 
City Secretary of the City, in consultation with its City Attorney, are hereby authorized and 
directed to take any and all actions necessary to comply with the provisions of the Code in 
carrying out and conducting the General and Special Election, whether or not expressly 
authorized herein. The City will enter into a contract with San Patricio County Elections 
Administrator outlining dates and locations for early voting and locations for the May 3, 2025, 
election day. 
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SECTION 8.  Severability. That should any part, section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, 
clause or phrase contained in this ordinance be held to be unconstitutional or of no force and 
effect, such holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portion of this ordinance, but in 
all respects said remaining portion shall be and remain in full force and effect.

SECTION 9.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after the 
date of its adoption, and it is so ordained. 

PASSED, ORDAINED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this ___ day of February, 2025 by 
_______ (ayes) to _______ (nays) with _____ abstentions by a vote of the City Council of the 
City of Ingleside.

CITY OF INGLESIDE, TEXAS

Pedro Oscar Adame, Mayor

ATTEST:

Jana Stork, Interim City Secretary

First Reading: January 28, 2025

Second Reading: February 11, 2025
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 10 

Conduct a public hearing on an application filed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority for a 
special use permit to allow a solar panel farm on the following property bearing a legal 
description of:  
 
Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out of a 524.80-acre tract of land. being part 
of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 
151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 2, ID, 60762 being 
88.963 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property 
Tract 3, ID, 67182, being 3.589 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed 
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, being part of a 
6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the 
Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 5, 104.748-acre tract of land, being 
part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 
151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre 
tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, 
to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in 
Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 7, ID 
61476, 848 acres out of a 1181.095 tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed 
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 8, ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, being part of a 
6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the 
Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres of a 
150.13 acre tract of land out of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, San Patricio 
County, Texas, the said 150.13 acre tract of land being the same as and all of tract II being 
150.12 acres, more or less, described in Special Warranty Deed dated November 1, 2013, 
recorded in document No. 632533, Official Public Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 10, ID 103271, 145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same 
land described as 150.694 acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General 
Warranty Deed dated March 26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real 
Property Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, Tract 12, 61499, 
167.165 Acre Tract of Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan 
Survey A-124, being out a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition Deed from W.G. 
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(Will) McCampbell, et al., to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 166 
Acre Tract of land described in a Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis, as recorded in Volume 103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 67270, 13.287 
acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 
acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin 
Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a 
Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded 
under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 
acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 14, ID 67091, 12.4199 acres out of 
17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 acres out of 
the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, 
San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of 
called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file 
number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract 
described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Bernard Rodriguez, Director of Development Services, Pamela Hawkins, 

Administrative Assistant 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

A Public Hearing Notice was published in the Ingleside Index on Thursday, January 23, 2025. A 
total of 115 property owners, within a 400-foot radius of the site location, were notified by U.S. 
Postal mail. As of the date of staff report preparation, no responses have been received.  Staff 
will provide an update at the City Council meeting if necessary.   
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

Public Hearing. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Special Use Application 
2. Special Use Supporting Documents v2 
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PO Drawer 400 ● 2665 San Angelo ● Ingleside, TX 78362 
Phone: 361-776-3815 - building@inglesidetx.gov 

SPECIAL USE: SECTION 78-267 
OBJECTIONABLE USES 

Date Filed: July 23, 2024 

In accordance with the Planning and Zoning Subdivision Ordinance, Chapter 78, Article IV, application 
for special use Section 78-267 is requested on the property below: 

Applicant: 
Name:     Port of Corpus Christi Authority 

 Address:   400 Harbor Dr. Corpus Christi, TX. 78401

Phone #:     361-885-6140

 Email Address:    sam@pocca.com

Property Owner (If different): 
Name:  

Address: 

Phone #: 

Email Address: 

Legal Description of Property: 

Multiple Tracts – See attached list.  

Description of proposed uses, approval for which the property is sought: 

The McCampbell property is located near Ingleside, in San Patricio County, Texas and contains             

approximately 2,850 acres.  Assuming that three acres of optimal solar panel configuration can support  

1MW of panels and generate approximately 2,146MWh per year, the proposed site will accommodate    

1,866 acres of solar panels to generate approximately 600MW of renewable energy, equivalent to           

1,296,184MWh per year.

The purpose of this project is to construct an approximate 600 megawatt (MW) (0.6 gigawatt (GW)) solar 

photovoltaic (PV) production facility to help meet the emerging demand (need) for over 2,685 MW         

Packet Page 82 of 180

mailto:building@inglesidetx.gov


Updated: 10/2021 

(2.685GW) of new, no-carbon (renewable) electricity in the immediate Port of Corpus Christi region by 

2030.   Two electrical substations are proposed as part of the project for power distribution.

Description of hazards, such as fire, explosion, noise vibration, dust, or the emission of smoke, odor, or 
toxic substances, accompanying the proposed use: 

There are no fire, explosion, noise, vibration, dust, smoke, or odor hazards as part of this project. 

Description of all safeguards proposed to protect the surrounding property and persons from hazards 
accompanying the proposed use: 

A site plan showing the location of all improvements, landscaping, yard areas, sight and/or noise 
barriers, existing and planned, on the subject property: 

See Attached 

Signature: Date: 

Zone:  Reviewed By:  Date: 

July 23, 2024
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS

In accordance with the provisions of the City of Ingleside code and the laws of the state of 
Texas, all interested parties are hereby notified that the Planning & Zoning Commission 
will hold public hearings at 6:00 p.m. on Monday, December 2, 2024 at City Hall, 2671 San 
Angelo Street, Ingleside, Texas.

The Public Hearings will solicit comments from citizens and other interested parties 
concerning the following:

1. An application filed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority, requesting to rezone, 
from R-1 – Single Family Residential to I – Industrial, approximately 1,743.76 
ACRES, bearing the legal description of:

Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out of a 524.80-acre tract of land. being part of 
a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page I 51 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 2, ID, 60762 being 88.963 acre tract of 
land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. 
Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, 
Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 3, ID, 67182, being 
3.589 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property 
Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed 
from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 
4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.
Property Tract 5, 104.748-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed 
from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 
4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated 
November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas.  Property Tract 7, ID 61476, 848 acres out of a 1181.095 tract of land, being part 
of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 8, ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, 
being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 
of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres 
of a 150.13 acre tract of land out of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, San Patricio 
County, Texas, the said 150.13 acre tract of land being the same as and all of tract II being 150.12 
acres, more or less, described in Special Warranty Deed dated November 1, 2013, recorded in 
document No. 632533, Official Public Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 10, 
ID 103271, 145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same land described as 
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150.694 acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General Warranty Deed dated 
March 26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real Property Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, Tract 12, 61499, 167.165 Acre Tract of 
Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan Survey A-124, being out 
a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition Deed from W.G. (Will) McCampbell, et al., 
to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed Records of San Patricio County 
Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 166 Acre Tract of land described in a 
Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis, as recorded in Volume 
103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 67270, 13.287 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a 
called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out 
of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with 
said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 
acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of 
San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under 
Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 14, ID 
67091, 12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the 
called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and 
the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract 
"B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed 
recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 
200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 

2. An application filed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority, requesting to rezone, 
from R-1 – Single Family Residential to I – Industrial, approximately 374.31 ACRES, 
bearing a legal description of:

Property Tract 16, ID 69004, Tract 17, ID 65073, Tract 19, ID 69200, Tract 21, Tract 22, Tract 
23, Tract 24, A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. 
Williamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, the William 
McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract 387, San 
Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of Texas Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus Christi 
Bay, Nueces County, Texas. Property Tract 20, A 37. 95-acre tract out of the William McDonough 
Survey, Abstract A-184 and the Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract A-387, being the 
same tract called 38.06 acres recorded in Document No. 534924, Deed Records, San Patricio 
County, Texas, Save and Except a 2.5 acre drill site recorded in Document No. 379019, Deed 
Records, San Patricio County, Texas.

3. An application filed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority, requesting to rezone, 
from R-1 – Single Family Residential to C-2 – General Commercial, bearing a legal 
description of:

82.30 Acres, being 125.00 foot, 200.00 foot and 300.00 foot wide commercial buffer area lying 
within the Jean McCampbell Davis Tract 6,091.22 Acres, Volume 103, Page 151 Deed Records 
San Patricio County, Texas, and a 31.96 acre, 300.00 foot wide commercial buffer area lying within 
the Jean McCampbell Davis Tract 6,091.22 Acres, Volume 103, Page 151 Deed Records San 
Patricio County, Texas

4. An application filed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority for a special permit to 
allow a solar panel farm on the following property bearing a legal description of: 

Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out of a 524.80-acre tract of land. being part 
of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
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Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page I 51 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 2, ID, 60762 being 88.963 acre tract of 
land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. 
Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, 
Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 3, ID, 67182,
being 3.589 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed 
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 5, 104.748-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-
acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by 
Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre tract of land, 
being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 
151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 7, ID 61476, 848 acres 
out of a 1181.095 tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 8, ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed 
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres of a 150.13 acre tract of 
land out of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, San Patricio County, Texas, the said 
150.13 acre tract of land being the same as and all of tract II being 150.12 acres, more or less, 
described in Special Warranty Deed dated November 1, 2013, recorded in document No.
632533, Official Public Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 10, ID 103271,
145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same land described as 150.694 
acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General Warranty Deed dated 
March 26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real Property Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, Tract 12, 61499, 167.165 Acre Tract of 
Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan Survey A-124, being out 
a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition Deed from W.G. (Will) McCampbell, et al., 
to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 166 Acre Tract of land 
described in a Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis, as 
recorded in Volume 103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 67270, 13.287 acres out of 17.456 
acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 acres out of the 200 
acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San 
Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called 
East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file 
number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract 
described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas. Property Tract 14, ID 67091, 12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a 
called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, 
out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, 
Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, 
actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of 
Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 

Information regarding the application is on file at the Development Services Department 
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and is available for your inspection any time during normal office hours. If you have any 
questions, please contact our office at (361) 776-3815.

Bernard Rodriguez, Director
Development Services

Published one time in the Ingleside Index on November 14, 2024
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POCCA
Rezone to I-Industrial / C-2 General Commercial

Notice of Objection to Rezone Request
October 2024

Jose Molina 
joe.molina@ryan.com
107 Lost Creek 
Portland, Texas 78374

Shirley Saltarelli 
shirleysaltarelli@gmail.com
717 S Sandpiper 
Ingleside , Texas 78326

Taree Kotalik 
harleybpink@gmail.com
333 bayshore Dr 
Ingleside, Texas 78362

Charles Kotalik 
harleybpink@gmail.com
333 bayshore Dr 
Ingleside, Texas 78362

William Porter 
butchporter511@gmail.com
511 Bayshore Drive 
Ingleside, Texas 78362

Lynne Porter 
drlgporter511@gmail.com
511 Bayshore Drive 
Ingleside, Texas 78362

Margaret Duran 
pegduran1@gmail.com
4022 Congressional Drive 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78413

Andrea Julian 
andreajulian28@gmail.com
11820 Hartley Cove 
Austin, Texas 78748

Kelley and Skipper Burnett 
kelleyburnett@hotmail.com
410 n sandpiper 
Ingleside, Texas 78362
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 11 

Deliberate and take appropriate action on first reading of an Ordinance granting a special use 
permit for the installation and operation of a solar farm on the following property and providing 
for effective date, reading, severance, and publication: 
 
Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out of a 524.80-acre tract of land. being part 
of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 
151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 2, ID, 60762 being 
88.963 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property 
Tract 3, ID, 67182, being 3.589 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed 
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, being part of a 
6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the 
Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 5, 104.748-acre tract of land, being 
part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 
151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre 
tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, 
to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in 
Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 7, ID 
61476, 848 acres out of a 1181.095 tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed 
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 8, ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, being part of a 
6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the 
Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres of a 
150.13 acre tract of land out of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, San Patricio 
County, Texas, the said 150.13 acre tract of land being the same as and all of tract II being 
150.12 acres, more or less, described in Special Warranty Deed dated November 1, 2013, 
recorded in document No. 632533, Official Public Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 10, ID 103271, 145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same 
land described as 150.694 acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General 
Warranty Deed dated March 26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real 
Property Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, Tract 12, 61499, 
167.165 Acre Tract of Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan 
Survey A-124, being out a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition Deed from W.G. 
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(Will) McCampbell, et al., to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 166 
Acre Tract of land described in a Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis, as recorded in Volume 103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 67270, 13.287 
acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 
acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin 
Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a 
Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded 
under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 
acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 14, ID 67091, 12.4199 acres out of 
17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 acres out of 
the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, 
San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of 
called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file 
number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract 
described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Bernard Rodriguez, Director of Development Services, Pamela Hawkins, 

Administrative Assistant 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

The applicant, the Port of Corpus Christi Authority, (POCCA), is requesting a special use permit 
for intensive use on portions of the McCampbell land tracts which were annexed by the City of 
Ingleside in 1993 and in 2009. The POCCA is the owner of all the land tracts within the property 
and tentatively proposes to lease the property to a potential developer to construct and operate a 
600-megawatt solar photovoltaic production facility to generate new, non-carbon (renewable) 
electricity and include two electrical substations to distribute the power. 
 
The City of Ingleside Special Use Permit - Intensive Uses provides that the applicant submit for 
review and approval the following:  
 
1. A description of the proposed uses, approval of which is sought; a description of hazards, 
such as fire, explosion, noise, vibration, dust, or the emission of smoke, odor, or toxic 
substances, accompanying the proposed use. 
2. A description of all safeguards proposed to protect the surrounding property and persons from 
hazards accompanying the proposed use. 
3. A site plan showing the location of all improvements, landscaping, yard areas, sight and/or 
noise barriers, existing and planned, on the subject property. 
 
Furthermore, the review process shall take into consideration that the project site is currently 
undeveloped and has multiple development challenges, including designated wetlands, FEMA 
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special flood zone hazard areas and floodway designations, and proximity to the McCampbell 
airport. 
 
As such, the POCCA and potential future developer shall submit all documents, studies, site 
plans, safeguards and comply with any and all city ordinance and state regulatory requirements 
to ensure compliance.  At such a time, the city council shall consider and not permit such 
buildings, structures, or uses unless they find that the public health, safety, morals, and general 
welfare of the city will be properly protected, and that necessary safeguards will be provided for 
the protection of surrounding property and persons from hazards, such as fire, explosion, noise, 
vibration, dust, or the emission of smoke, odor, or toxic substances, accompanying the proposed 
use. The city council may, as part of its decision, impose such conditions and safeguards as are 
reasonable or necessary in its opinion to protect surrounding property and persons from such 
hazards, including, by way of illustration and not limitation, the creation of transitional zoning 
district areas between the subject property and the surrounding properties, setback and yard area 
requirements exceeding the minimum requirements otherwise applicable, structure height 
restrictions more restrictive than the requirements otherwise applicable, noise, sound and sight 
barriers and landscape treatments. 
 
The property is identified in the Ingleside Comprehensive Master Plan – Future Land Use – 
Land Use Designations as I - Industrial, LI - Light Industrial and GC - General Commercial. The 
area of east Ingleside designated on the Future Land Use map for light industrial uses includes 
several properties that, on the City’s official zoning map, have previously been zoned I - 
Industrial relative to L-1 - Light Industrial.”  Airport sites and operations also are intensive, 
which is why McCampbell- Porter Airport is indicated as an industrial use on the Future Land 
Use map. 
 
  
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends approval of the Special Use Permit contingent on the review and approval of 
development site submittals per ordinance.   If approved, the applicant will need to comply with 
all requirements during the permitting process. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Special Use Application 
2. Special Use Supporting Documents v2 
3. Additional Port of CC Authority Documents 
4. #660B - Voting Record 
5. ORD - SUP Intensive Use v3 
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PO Drawer 400 ● 2665 San Angelo ● Ingleside, TX 78362 
Phone: 361-776-3815 - building@inglesidetx.gov 

SPECIAL USE: SECTION 78-267 
OBJECTIONABLE USES 

Date Filed: July 23, 2024 

In accordance with the Planning and Zoning Subdivision Ordinance, Chapter 78, Article IV, application 
for special use Section 78-267 is requested on the property below: 

Applicant: 
Name:     Port of Corpus Christi Authority 

 Address:   400 Harbor Dr. Corpus Christi, TX. 78401

Phone #:     361-885-6140

 Email Address:    sam@pocca.com

Property Owner (If different): 
Name:  

Address: 

Phone #: 

Email Address: 

Legal Description of Property: 

Multiple Tracts – See attached list.  

Description of proposed uses, approval for which the property is sought: 

The McCampbell property is located near Ingleside, in San Patricio County, Texas and contains             

approximately 2,850 acres.  Assuming that three acres of optimal solar panel configuration can support  

1MW of panels and generate approximately 2,146MWh per year, the proposed site will accommodate    

1,866 acres of solar panels to generate approximately 600MW of renewable energy, equivalent to           

1,296,184MWh per year.

The purpose of this project is to construct an approximate 600 megawatt (MW) (0.6 gigawatt (GW)) solar 

photovoltaic (PV) production facility to help meet the emerging demand (need) for over 2,685 MW         
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(2.685GW) of new, no-carbon (renewable) electricity in the immediate Port of Corpus Christi region by 

2030.   Two electrical substations are proposed as part of the project for power distribution.

Description of hazards, such as fire, explosion, noise vibration, dust, or the emission of smoke, odor, or 
toxic substances, accompanying the proposed use: 

There are no fire, explosion, noise, vibration, dust, smoke, or odor hazards as part of this project. 

Description of all safeguards proposed to protect the surrounding property and persons from hazards 
accompanying the proposed use: 

A site plan showing the location of all improvements, landscaping, yard areas, sight and/or noise 
barriers, existing and planned, on the subject property: 

See Attached 

Signature: Date: 

Zone:  Reviewed By:  Date: 

July 23, 2024
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS

In accordance with the provisions of the City of Ingleside code and the laws of the state of 
Texas, all interested parties are hereby notified that the Planning & Zoning Commission 
will hold public hearings at 6:00 p.m. on Monday, December 2, 2024 at City Hall, 2671 San 
Angelo Street, Ingleside, Texas.

The Public Hearings will solicit comments from citizens and other interested parties 
concerning the following:

1. An application filed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority, requesting to rezone, 
from R-1 – Single Family Residential to I – Industrial, approximately 1,743.76 
ACRES, bearing the legal description of:

Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out of a 524.80-acre tract of land. being part of 
a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page I 51 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 2, ID, 60762 being 88.963 acre tract of 
land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. 
Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, 
Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 3, ID, 67182, being 
3.589 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property 
Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed 
from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 
4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.
Property Tract 5, 104.748-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed 
from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 
4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated 
November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas.  Property Tract 7, ID 61476, 848 acres out of a 1181.095 tract of land, being part 
of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 8, ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, 
being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 
of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres 
of a 150.13 acre tract of land out of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, San Patricio 
County, Texas, the said 150.13 acre tract of land being the same as and all of tract II being 150.12 
acres, more or less, described in Special Warranty Deed dated November 1, 2013, recorded in 
document No. 632533, Official Public Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 10, 
ID 103271, 145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same land described as 
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150.694 acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General Warranty Deed dated 
March 26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real Property Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, Tract 12, 61499, 167.165 Acre Tract of 
Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan Survey A-124, being out 
a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition Deed from W.G. (Will) McCampbell, et al., 
to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed Records of San Patricio County 
Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 166 Acre Tract of land described in a 
Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis, as recorded in Volume 
103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 67270, 13.287 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a 
called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out 
of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with 
said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 
acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of 
San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under 
Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 14, ID 
67091, 12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the 
called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and 
the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract 
"B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed 
recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 
200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 

2. An application filed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority, requesting to rezone, 
from R-1 – Single Family Residential to I – Industrial, approximately 374.31 ACRES, 
bearing a legal description of:

Property Tract 16, ID 69004, Tract 17, ID 65073, Tract 19, ID 69200, Tract 21, Tract 22, Tract 
23, Tract 24, A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. 
Williamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, the William 
McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract 387, San 
Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of Texas Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus Christi 
Bay, Nueces County, Texas. Property Tract 20, A 37. 95-acre tract out of the William McDonough 
Survey, Abstract A-184 and the Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract A-387, being the 
same tract called 38.06 acres recorded in Document No. 534924, Deed Records, San Patricio 
County, Texas, Save and Except a 2.5 acre drill site recorded in Document No. 379019, Deed 
Records, San Patricio County, Texas.

3. An application filed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority, requesting to rezone, 
from R-1 – Single Family Residential to C-2 – General Commercial, bearing a legal 
description of:

82.30 Acres, being 125.00 foot, 200.00 foot and 300.00 foot wide commercial buffer area lying 
within the Jean McCampbell Davis Tract 6,091.22 Acres, Volume 103, Page 151 Deed Records 
San Patricio County, Texas, and a 31.96 acre, 300.00 foot wide commercial buffer area lying within 
the Jean McCampbell Davis Tract 6,091.22 Acres, Volume 103, Page 151 Deed Records San 
Patricio County, Texas

4. An application filed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority for a special permit to 
allow a solar panel farm on the following property bearing a legal description of: 

Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out of a 524.80-acre tract of land. being part 
of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
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Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page I 51 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 2, ID, 60762 being 88.963 acre tract of 
land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. 
Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, 
Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property Tract 3, ID, 67182,
being 3.589 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed 
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 5, 104.748-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-
acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by 
Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre tract of land, 
being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 
151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 7, ID 61476, 848 acres 
out of a 1181.095 tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 
Property Tract 8, ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed 
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres of a 150.13 acre tract of 
land out of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 262, San Patricio County, Texas, the said 
150.13 acre tract of land being the same as and all of tract II being 150.12 acres, more or less, 
described in Special Warranty Deed dated November 1, 2013, recorded in document No.
632533, Official Public Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 10, ID 103271,
145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same land described as 150.694 
acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General Warranty Deed dated 
March 26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real Property Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, Tract 12, 61499, 167.165 Acre Tract of 
Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan Survey A-124, being out 
a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition Deed from W.G. (Will) McCampbell, et al., 
to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 166 Acre Tract of land 
described in a Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis, as 
recorded in Volume 103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 67270, 13.287 acres out of 17.456 
acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 acres out of the 200 
acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San 
Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called 
East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file 
number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract 
described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas. Property Tract 14, ID 67091, 12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a 
called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, 
out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, 
Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, 
actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of 
Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. 

Information regarding the application is on file at the Development Services Department 
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and is available for your inspection any time during normal office hours. If you have any 
questions, please contact our office at (361) 776-3815.

Bernard Rodriguez, Director
Development Services

Published one time in the Ingleside Index on November 14, 2024
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POCCA
Rezone to I-Industrial / C-2 General Commercial

Notice of Objection to Rezone Request
October 2024

Jose Molina 
joe.molina@ryan.com
107 Lost Creek 
Portland, Texas 78374

Shirley Saltarelli 
shirleysaltarelli@gmail.com
717 S Sandpiper 
Ingleside , Texas 78326

Taree Kotalik 
harleybpink@gmail.com
333 bayshore Dr 
Ingleside, Texas 78362

Charles Kotalik 
harleybpink@gmail.com
333 bayshore Dr 
Ingleside, Texas 78362

William Porter 
butchporter511@gmail.com
511 Bayshore Drive 
Ingleside, Texas 78362

Lynne Porter 
drlgporter511@gmail.com
511 Bayshore Drive 
Ingleside, Texas 78362

Margaret Duran 
pegduran1@gmail.com
4022 Congressional Drive 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78413

Andrea Julian 
andreajulian28@gmail.com
11820 Hartley Cove 
Austin, Texas 78748

Kelley and Skipper Burnett 
kelleyburnett@hotmail.com
410 n sandpiper 
Ingleside, Texas 78362
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Map ID Property ID Size (Acres) Existing Zoning
Proposed 
Zoning

Special 
Permit Legal Descpritions

McCampbell Tracts

1 60762 124.3789 R-1 Single Family I- Industrial Yes

124.3789 acres out of a 524.80 acre tract of land. being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed 
filled November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page I 51 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas.

2 60762 88.963 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial Yes

88.963 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 
1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.

3 67182 3.589 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial Yes

3.589 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 
1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas

4 67158 37.397 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial Yes

37.397 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 
1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas

5 104.748 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial Yes

104.748 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 
1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas

6 67177 40.329 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial Yes

40.329 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 
1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas

7 61476 848 R-1 Single Family I- Industrial Yes

848 acres out of a 1181.095 tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed 
from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated 
November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio 
County, Texas

8 67236 112.818 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial Yes

112.818 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 
1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas

9 114650 45.5766ustrial & R-1 Single F I-Industrial No

45.5766 acres of a 150.13 acre tract of land out of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey, Abstract 
262, San Patricio County, Texas, the said 150.13 acre tract of land being the same as and all 
of tract II being 150.12 acres, more or less, described in Special Warrenty Deed dated 
November 1, 2013, recorded in document No. 632533, Official Public Recrods of  San 
Patricio County, Texas.

10 1030271 145.0886 R-1 Single Family I- Industrial No

145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land, being the same land described as 150.694 
acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P., by General Warranty Deed dated 
March 26, 1999, and recordtlo in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real Property Rec.ords of San 
Patricio
County, Texas

11 67168 167.165 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial No

167.165 Acre Tract of Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan 
Survey A-124, being out a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition Deed from 
W.G. (Will) McCampbell, et al., to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, 
Deed Records of
San Patricio County Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same lands as a 166 Acre Tract 
of land described in a Deed from said W.G.  McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis, as recorded in Volume 103 Page 151.

12 61499 I-Industrial No  

13 67270 13.287 R-1 Single Family I- Industrial No

13.287 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the 
called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, 
and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called 
Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in 
a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, 
Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, 
Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.
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14 67091 12.4199 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial No

12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the 
called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, 
and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called 
Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in 
a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, 
Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, 
Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.

1,743.76      Total Needing Rezoning - McCampbell
1,360.22      Total Acres Needing Special Permit

Good Hope Tracts

16 69004 336.36 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial No

***  A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. 
Wllllamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of  Rosa Teal Survey,  Abstract 262, the William 
McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract 387, San 
Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of Texas Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus 
Christi Bay, Nueces County, Texas.

17 65073 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial No

A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. 
Wllllamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of  Rosa Teal Survey,  Abstract 262, the William 
McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract 387, San 
Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of Texas Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus 
Christi Bay, Nueces County, Texas.

19 69200 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial No

A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. 
Wllllamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of  Rosa Teal Survey,  Abstract 262, the William 
McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract 387, San 
Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of Texas Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus 
Christi Bay, Nueces County, Texas.

20 37.95 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial No

***  A 37. 95 acre tract out of the William McDonough Survey, Abstract A-184 and the Day 
Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract A-387, being the same tract called 38.06 acres 
recorded in Document No. 534924, Deed Records, San Patricio County, Texas, Save and 
Except a 2.5 acre drill site recorded in Document No. 379019, Deed Records, San Patricio 
County, Texas.

21 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial No

A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. 
Wllllamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of  Rosa Teal Survey,  Abstract 262, the William 
McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract 387, San 
Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of Texas Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus 
Christi Bay, Nueces County, Texas.

22 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial No

A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. 
Wllllamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of  Rosa Teal Survey,  Abstract 262, the William 
McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract 387, San 
Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of Texas Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus 
Christi Bay, Nueces County, Texas.

23 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial No

A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. 
Wllllamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of  Rosa Teal Survey,  Abstract 262, the William 
McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract 387, San 
Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of Texas Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus 
Christi Bay, Nueces County, Texas.

24 R-1 Single Family I-Industrial No

A 336.36 acre tract of land out of the T.T. Williamson Survey, Abstract 292, the T.T. 
Wllllamson Survey, Abstract 293, the Heirs of  Rosa Teal Survey,  Abstract 262, the William 
McDonough Survey, Abstract 184, Day Land and Cattle Company Survey, Abstract 387, San 
Patricio County, Texas and a portion of the State of Texas Submerged Tract No. 3 in Corpus 
Christi Bay, Nueces County, Texas.

374.31 Total Needing Rezoning - Good Hope
***  Only these two legal descriptions are needed for the Good Hope Property

2,118.07      Total Rezoning
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No. 
Comment Comment 

Type Response Action Item 

USACE 

1.1 

The stated purpose is 600 megawatt (MW) solar 
facility construction and the rationale used 
references residential power demands. However, 
the need references existing and new regional 
industrial offtakers. What are the current and 
anticipated industrial power needs? 

Power 
Needs 

The proposed project is expected to generate renewable electrons for the grid, adding to the existing mix of renewable energy 
with the potential to serve both residential and industrial demands, including meeting the demands for low-carbon electrons 
associated with electrolytic hydrogen production. Based on Port Corpus Christi’s Hydrogen Hub Application to the Department of 
Energy, we estimate a potential demand of multiple gigawatts (GW) of demand for renewable energy in phases over the next 10 
years.  

  

1.2 

The alternatives analysis incorrectly states that all 
alternatives have no impacts to special aquatic 
sites (including wetlands). However, all alternative 
except for offsite alternative 5 have wetland 
impacts. 

Alternatives 
Analysis 

Port Corpus Christi revised the Alternative Analysis to reflect the correct impacts. See Attachment A.  

Updated Alternative 
Analysis for Wetlands 
Impacts 

1.3 

What are the estimated distance related energy 
transmission efficiency losses? How do they 
compare based on the alternative sites 
considered? 

Site 
Selection 

The U.S. Energy Information Administration (EIA) estimates approximately 5% of generated electricity is lost through transmission 
and distribution. Due to the proximity to existing transmission infrastructure, none of the sites evaluated in Port Corpus Christi’s 
alternatives analysis were eliminated based on distance. However, transmission infrastructure currently exists within the 
McCampbell property, which is fundamentally preferable to offsite transmission, regardless of proximity.    

1.4 

The March 31, 2008, wetlands compensatory 
mitigation rule created a mitigation bank preference 
to meet mitigation requirements. If the proposed 
project does not lie within a bank service area 
please make note of this within the proposed 
mitigation plan. 

Mitigation 
Banks 

No mitigation banks exist within the same watershed as the McCampbell Property. Therefore, Port Corpus Christi developed a 
Compensatory Mitigation Plan for on-site, in-kind compensatory mitigation to offset unavoidable project impacts as a favorable 
alternative to offsite mitigation. The mitigation plan has been updated to reflect the absence of a mitigation bank, see Attachment 
B. Updated mitigation 

plan to state lack of 
mitigation banks 

1.5 

Compensatory mitigation for unavoidable wetland 
impacts is based on aquatic resource functional 
loss. Has the Port conducted a wetland functional 
assessment pursuant to the Galveston District 
interim hydrogeomorphic (iHGM) function model? 
This is the standard procedure to ensure sufficient 
compensatory mitigation. Additionally, despite the 
proposed use of timber mats and smaller 
construction vehicles what consideration has been 
given to temporal wetland functional loss during 
project construction? An estimated project 
construction timeline would facilitate the temporal 
functional impact assessment. 

Mitigation 
Credits 

Port Corpus Christi developed the proposed mitigation plan based on the observed impacts occurring on-site at the time the 
property was purchased. The proposed restoration will conservatively mitigate unavoidable project impacts on a ratio of 
approximately 3 to 1. Port Corpus Christi updated this ratio following a detailed classification of the proposed restoration types, 
which required a more thorough analysis of the potential mitigation potential on-site. The 2.8 to 1 ratio is a more accurate estimate 
than the originally provided 2.2 to 1.   However, the ratio did not incorporate a functional assessment such as the hydrogeomorphic 
(HGM) model because the methodology is not accepted by the USACE Corpus Christi Regulatory Field Office because it only 
currently includes the upper Texas Coast.  
 
Port Corpus Christi estimates 36 months for total construction, 12 months for road installation, and 24 months for panel installation. 
Roads will be constructed first to allow panel installation utilizing existing roads, reducing wetland impacts.  

 Updated for new 
mitigation ratio 
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No. 
Comment Comment 

Type Response Action Item 

1.6 

The permit application references a literature 
review to determine solar panel wetland shading 
impacts. What existing benchmark solar facility 
data was used to make a no wetland effect 
determination? 

Shading Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrateincreased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than 
in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
 
From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 
support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the Hydrophytic 
Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb strata in an 
individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). An Ohio-
based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade-tolerant and shade-intolerant 
herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade-intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely related to 
canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted little correlation 
between canopy density and shade-tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and continuous rotation of 
the panels preclude persistent and wide-spread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project is unlikely to impact 
either shade-tolerant or shade-intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft above the ground, and 
the rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 30-40%, which also 
mitigates the effects of persistent shading below the panels.)  

1.7 

Be advised that the Corps must also determine 
whether the proposed activities would be contrary 
to the public interest and additional information 
may be requested from the applicant to make this 
determination, especially regarding, but not limited 
to, conservation, general environmental concerns, 
fish and wildlife values, navigation, safety, and/or 
food and fiber production. 

Public 
Interest 

Regardless of the destination of the renewable electrons generated from this project, they would serve to supplant power derived 
from fossil fuels, reducing regional emissions, and edging the Coastal Bend Region toward carbon neutrality, which is 
unequivocally aligned with the public interest (IPCC, 2022). Likewise, the addition of new, ultra-low carbon electricity generation 
to the ERCOT grid will bolster grid resilience for all users, clearly serving the public interest. Further, the proposed construction 
techniques and on-site mitigation will preserve and enhance, respectively, the hydrologic function of the site, thereby upholding 
and serving the public interest of downstream communities for whom the site provides ecosystem (watershed) services. 

  

Michael A. Morgan 

2.1 

I do object to the proposed solar panels located 
directly NW of Main st. (FM-1069), Project Plans 
panels 12 & 13. Those areas are covered in heavy 
brush & provide important habitat for many forms 
of wildlife that will be displaced if these areas are 
disturbed.  

Habitat Wetlands dominate the McCampbell property, which is devoid of heavy brush. As a factor of the property’s history of cattle 
ranching, both the uplands (“heavy brush”) and wetlands were subject to controlled burns.  

  

John Weber 
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Comment Comment 

Type Response Action Item 

3.1 

Wetlands are an important part of our ecosystem 
and any existing ones should always be protected. 
Wetlands are also not a desired location for solar 
farms because of the difficulty for installation and 
for the maintenance and cleaning of the panels 
over the life of the project. 

Wetlands Port Corpus Christi agrees wetlands are a vital component of the local ecosystem. Therefore, Port Corpus Christi designed this 
project in a manner that fundamentally preserves site hydrology and avoids/minimizes impacts to aquatic resources. To 
accomplish the goals of this project, Port Corpus Christi commits to the following: 

• Restore all temporary construction impacts to existing grades; 

• Limit access improvement to only that which is necessary to support critical operations;  

• Elevate infrastructure above the ground via helical pilings that do not constitute fill per (40 CFR 232.2); 

• Locate inverters outside wetlands where possible; 

• Eliminate the potential of vegetation shading via elevated, tracking panels; 

• Restore 29.6ac of existing, degraded de facto access paths to natural elevations; 

• Use automated panel cleaning mechanisms to minimize the need for vehicular access to the site.    

3.2 

An alternative location would be in the area, of the 
appearing to be defunct 600 MW crypto mining 
operation, located off of McKinzie Rd and State 
Highway 44. The main electrical appears to be in 
place already on a robust part of the electrical 
transmission system. 

Site 
Selection 

Port Corpus Christi evaluated several sites during the alternative analysis and determined the McCampbell property to be best 
suited for an industrial-size solar development. An updated alternatives analysis is provided as a part of this response to comments 
(see Attachment A). 

  

3.3 
When will the public meeting be held regarding this 
application? 

Public 
Meeting 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary.  
  

National Marine Fisheries Service (Charrish Stevens) 

4.1 

we do not object to the issuance of this permit for 
SWG-2022-00561, provided the applicant adheres 
to the mitigation plans included with the public 
notice 

Adherence 
to Mitigation 

Plan 

Port Corpus Christi thanks the National Marine Fisheries Service for their timely review of this project. 

  

Cathy Fulton 

5.1 

There is missing information to the application that 
needs to be included and addressed. The 
information is attached to this email. The Port of 
Corpus Christi just approved a lease agreement 
with Howard Energy and Talos to allow POCCA 
properties to be used for carbon sequestration. The 
entire McCampell property is shown for a possible 
sequestration site, including the solar panel 
placement areas. 

Howard and 
Talos Lease 

The solar development proposed in this permit application represents a single project with independent utility. The lease 
agreement referenced related to carbon capture and sequestration (CCS), is also a single project with independent utility. The 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agencyt (EPA) is the lead federal agency responsible for reviewing the CCS project in accordance 
with NEPA.  Further, the proposed solar installation occupies approximately 1886ac of the 2850ac property, providing an 
opportunity for additional and independent projects.  

  

Kenneth Teague 

6.1 

I recommend that the USACE, USEPA, USFWS, 
and TPWD conduct a site visit to determine the 
quality and environmental significance of the 
aquatic habitats proposed to be destroyed by the 
applicant. The USEPA should consider whether 
these habitats may be Aquatic Resources of 
National Significance, and if so, elevate review with 
USACE. In particular, USFWS and TPWD should 
determine whether these habitats have value to the 
endangered whooping crane.   

Request for 
Site Visits 

The USACE conducted several site visits to the property during the issuance of the approved jurisdictional determination (AJD).  
It is also anticipated that during the Section 7 consultation, USFWS will also conduct site visits.  The Section 7 consultation will 
ensure that the activities of the proposed project take appropriate measures to conserve and protect Federally listed endangered 
and threatened species and their habitat.     
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6.2 

I am very concerned that the applicant may have 
severely avoided disclosing the true impacts of the 
proposed project on aquatic habitats. The PN only 
acknowledges impacts to he PN (and presumably 
the applicant) acknowledge. The USACE and other 
agencies must determine the actual extent of likely 
impacts, including impacts of shading from solar 
panels, on these wetlands. The proposed project 
must be evaluated in the context of a full disclosure 
of potential impacts to aquatic habitats, which is 
not currently 
the case. 

Aquatic 
Habitat 

Section 2 of the application provides an accurate and complete description of the landscape:  Wetlands constitute approximately 
1,560ac of the McCampbell Property (See Approved Jurisdictional Determination dated August 12, 2022). Hydrology within the 
property is dominated by a large ditch that conveys stormwater from the City of Ingleside and the site itself downstream to the 
McCampbell Slough and Port Bay. Salt meadow cordgrass (Spartina spartinae) dominates the site and is observed in both upland 
and wetland habitats. Wetlands within the property are highly homogenous with little variation in plant assemblages.  
 
The property as a whole demonstrates low topographic relief. Elevations within the wetlands range from 4-8ft NAVD88 whereas 
uplands average 10ft NAVD88.  The wetlands on the property overlap a Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 
floodplain, with a base flood elevation (BFE) of +11ft NAVD88. 
 
Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrate increased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than 
in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
 
From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 
support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the Hydrophytic 
Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb strata in an 
individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). An Ohio-
based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade tolerant and shade intolerant 
herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely related to 
canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted little correlation 
between canopy density and shade tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and continuous rotation of 
the panels preclude persistent and wide-spread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project is unlikely to impact 
either shade tolerant or shade intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft above the ground, and the 
rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 30-40%, which also mitigates 
the effects of persistent shading below the panels.)   

6.3 

The PN includes a table labeled as "Alternative 
Analysis Summary". However, it is not possible to 
interpret the table without any explanation. The 
applicant should be required to provide the public 
with the actual Alternatives Analysis, for review and 
comment. 

Alternatives 
Analysis 

A more detailed Alternatives Analysis was provided in Attachment D of the application.  However, an updated alternatives analysis 
is provided as a part of this response to comments (see Attachment A) to correct an inadvertent error. 
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6.4 

In the absence of any explanation, review of the 
Alternative Analysis Summary suggests that the 
applicant has not properly complied with the Clean 
Water Act, Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines.  

Alternatives 
Analysis 

A detailed Alternatives Analysis is provided in Attachment D of the application and an updated alternatives analysis is provided 
as a part of this response to comments (see Attachment A). As further detailed in the permit application, wetland impacts were 
minimized and avoided to the greatest possible extent, aligning the project with the Section 404 (b)(1) guidelines. 

  

6.5 
The applicant has failed to propose mitigation that 
meets the requirements of the Mitigation Rule. 

Mitigation A detailed mitigation plan in compliance with April 10, 2008, USACE / USEPA Final Mitigation Rule (2008 Mitigation Rule) and 33 
DFR 332.4(c)(2) through (c)(14) is provided as Attachment G of the application.  An updated Mitigation Plan has been provided 
as a part of the response to comments (see Attachment B).   

Paul Kaspar - US EPA 

7.1 

 Under the Guidelines, no discharge of dredged or 
fill material may be permitted by the Corps if: (1) a 
practicable alternative exists that is less damaging 
to the aquatic environment so long as that 
alternative does not have other significant adverse 
environmental consequences or (2) the nation’s 
waters would be significantly degraded. Under the 
Guidelines, a project must incorporate all 
appropriate and practicable measures to first avoid 
impacts to wetlands, streams, and other aquatic 
resources and then minimize unavoidable impacts; 
after avoidance and minimization measures have 
been applied, the project must include appropriate 
and practicable compensatory mitigation for the 
remaining unavoidable impacts. The Guidelines 
explicitly require evaluation of all direct, secondary, 
and cumulative impacts reasonably associated with 
the proposed discharge in determining compliance 
with Section 230.10(c). Information has not been 
included to address whether the applicant has 
adequately considered the entirety of impacts to 
the affected and surrounding aquatic resources. 
The existing wetland functions maintain and 
improve the chemical, physical, and biological 
integrity of the adjacent bays and waterways by 
regulating fresh groundwater levels, storing 
floodwater, removing pollutants and excess 
nutrients. 

Impacts to 
Aquatic 

Resources 

Port Corpus Christi designed this project in a manner that fundamentally preserves site hydrology and avoids/minimizes impacts 
to aquatic resources. To accomplish the goals of this project, Port Corpus Christi commits to the following: 

• Restore all temporary construction impacts to existing grades; 

• Limit access improvement to only that which is necessary to support critical operations;  

• Elevate infrastructure above the ground via helical pilings that do not constitute fill per (40 CFR 232.2); 

• Locate inverters outside wetlands where possible; 

• Eliminate the potential of vegetation shading via elevated, tracking panels; 

• Restore 29.6ac of existing, degraded de facto access paths to natural elevations; 

• Use automated panel cleaning mechanisms to minimize the need for vehicular access to the site. 

 
Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy generation to avoid and 
minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property. The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way in 
which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce Potential 
Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None - Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None - Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None - Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None - 0.3ac offset with 
mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length of 
access paths 

None - 13.4ac - offset with 
mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None - Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None - Restored 
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7.2 

Specifically, it does not appear that impacts to 
McCampbell Slough and Port Bay have been 
addressed such as, but not limited to, loss of 
filtration, lower dissolved oxygen concentrations, 
increases in turbidity or toxicity, or losses to local 
wildlife habitat. Potential impacts to area hydrology 
and nearby aquatic resources resulting from fill of 
impacted wetlands should be considered, and 
further evaluation upon the watershed given the 
size of the project area may be appropriate. As 
noted in the draft mitigation plan, roads (such as 
those proposed by the project) become barriers to 
surface hydrology limiting sheet flow from the 
wetlands into existing swales and channels and, 
ultimately, limiting hydrologic connectivity between 
the site and downstream estuaries. The installation 
of the solar panels will likely impede biological 
function due to the large percentage of wetlands to 
be subjected to additional shading as the rotating 
panels are designed to capture maximum daylight. 
It is unclear if existing evapotranspiration rates be 
impacted, the extent impacts due to of mowing and 
maintenance activities, or the impact associated 
with future decommissioning activities post-project 
life expectancy.  

Impacts to 
Aquatic 

Resources 

Port Corpus Christi designed this project in a manner that fundamentally preserves site hydrology and avoids/minimizes impacts 
to aquatic resources. Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy 
generation to avoid and minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property. The table below, from the permit application, 
summarizes the way in which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce Potential 
Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None - Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None - Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None - Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None - 0.3ac offset with 
mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length of 
access paths 

None - 13.4ac - offset with 
mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None - Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None - Restored 

 
In constructing the proposed project, Port Corpus Christi will improve both the hydrologic functions of the wetlands and free up 

capacity for upstream stormwater from the surrounding municipalities. Improving the wetland's hydrologic function as a factor of 

the project will improves downstream water quality including but not limited to, dissolved oxygen, filtration capacity, turbidity, or 

toxicity. 

In 1977 USACE authorized the excavation of a drainage ditch through the McCampbell Property to convey stormwater from the 

City of Ingleside and surrounding areas into the McCampbell Slough. This ditch not only serves to convey stormwater from the 

Ingleside area but drains the surrounding wetlands within the McCampbell Property. Additionally, impacts resulting from ongoing 

agricultural use of the McCampbell Property—the existing roads—serve as auxiliary conveyances to the drainage ditch. Port 

Corpus Christi developed a conceptual site drainage model, which demonstrates a high correlation to stream features and roads 

within the property.  

Wetlands function by retaining water until the existing hydrologic regime of the adjacent waterbody naturally removes the water 

or it evaporates. The excavated drainage ditch, and the existing roads—which serve as auxiliary conveyances to the ditch—

prematurely remove standing water from the wetlands within the property and force it downstream into the McCampbell Slough. 

The additional stormwater, redirected from the wetlands, feeds into the drainage ditch, reducing potential capacity from the 

upstream communities. Through the execution of the proposed mitigation plan, Port Corpus Christi will eliminate the roads that 

function as auxiliary conveyance. Future iterations of construction design (especially proposed site access) will further address 

site stormwater function, focusing on wetland water retention and preventing additional conveyance to the drainage ditch.  

As a result of the proposed mitigation and additional stormwater-focused design, Port Corpus Christi will restore the natural 

retention time of the wetlands, preventing premature runoff into the drainage ditch, which will reserve additional stormwater 

capacity for the upstream communities.  

 

Further, the presence of shade does not equate to a loss of biological function in wetlands. An Ohio-based study evaluated the 
variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade tolerant and shade intolerant herbaceous species (Abella et al., 
2020). This study further noted that shade intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely related to canopy density (i.e. the less dense  
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the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted little correlation between canopy density and 
shade tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and continuous rotation of the panels preclude persistent 
and wide-spread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project is unlikely to impact either shade tolerant or shade 
intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft above the ground, and the rotation of the panel throughout 
the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 30-40%, which also mitigates the effects of persistent shading 
below the panels.). 

7.3 

The PN indicates the applicant has avoided and 
minimized the environmental impacts through 
project design, and an alternatives analysis (AA) 
has been provided. As presented, it is unclear 
whether the provided AA is sufficiently robust 
based on the Summary Table provided in the PN. 
The basis for 600 MW production requirement has 
not been provided, nor has a justification for a 
size/scale requirement that characterizes a cost-
effective solar development. There is limited 
information regarding the basis for the siting criteria 
that were established. It is also unclear whether the 
geographic search area constraints and siting 
criteria may have been too narrowly defined to 
thoroughly evaluate compliance with the 
Guidelines for the project purpose, or whether the 
project purpose could be achieved through a 
combination of on-site and off-site alternatives. We 
recommend that the Corps of Engineers take this 
under consideration as it carefully weighs whether 
it is in the public’s interest to authorize the 
proposed project. As presented, it would appear 
the identified criteria were more targeted towards 
the development of property currently owned by 
the applicant. We recommend the applicant work 
with the Corps to provide a robust alternatives 
analysis to assist the Corps in making its factual 
determinations for compliance with the Guidelines. 

Alternatives 
Analysis 

Port Corpus Christi acknowledged EPA’s comments on the scope of the alternatives analysis. An updated alternatives analysis is 
provided as Attachment A. This alternatives analysis considered site availability, cost, logistical limitations, proximity to potential 
offtakers, and it compared environmental impacts for a no-action alternative, two on-site alternatives, and three off-site 
alternatives. Port Corpus Christi eliminated several alternatives due to insufficient parcel size, or the presence of shoreline frontage 
along an existing ship channel. This analysis determined all evaluated sites to be within a suitable distance to existing utility 
infrastructure. As such, Port Corpus Christi did not eliminate any alternative based on relative proximity to utilities. The alternative 
that necessitated new property acquisition was eliminated due to the lack of available contiguous parcels of sufficient size and the 
logistical/temporal constraints in acquisition negotiations relative to anticipated project deployment. 

  

7.4 

The applicant proposes to compensate for the 
unavoidable impacts to wetlands via a Permittee 
Responsible Project (PRM) Plan that includes 
restoring previously degraded wetlands onsite. 
Specific to the PRM Plan, it is recommended the 3 
types of paths/roads to be restored be clearly 
identified on the mitigation workplan sheets along 
with quantities of the 3 types of restoration 
methods targeted. As soil compaction in roadway 

Mitigation 
Plan 

Port Corpus Christi included an additional exhibit and quantifications to estimate the type of restoration detailed in the mitigation 
plan. See Attachment B. Through this exercise, Port Corpus Christi more thoroughly evaluated the restoration potential on-site 
and determined the site possesses approximately 38.4ac of wetland impact, which will be restored, for a mitigation ratio of 
approximately 3 to 1. 

Revised Mitigation Plan 
to include an exhibit 
estimating restoration 
by type of road. 
Revised mitigation plan 
to address soil 
compaction.  
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areas may inhibit hydrology and vegetative growth, 
please identify how restoration activities will 
incorporate measures to address compaction and 
support vegetative success. If fill material is 
required, soils should target existing native soils in 
terms of organic content, classification, and 
permeability.  

7.5 

It is recommended vegetative success criteria 
include a 75% aerial coverage of native 
hydrophytic species. Wetland hydrology should 
also be demonstrated within the restored areas. 
Monitoring should be conducted every year for a 
minimum of 5 years, and success criteria should be 
demonstrated for 2 consecutive years after any 
adaptive management measures are implemented, 
before monitoring activities may be ceased. It is 
unclear if the site protection instrument will 
sufficiently protect the restored wetlands 
specifically in regard to whether uses incompatible 
with mitigation activities such as ranching/grazing 
activities will be prohibited 

Mitigation 
Plan 

The mitigation plan provided with the application represented success criteria greater than 70% coverage and 2 years of 
monitoring. However, per this comment, Port Corpus Christi updated the mitigation plan to include 75% final success criteria and 
2 years of monitoring following the implementation of adaptive management strategies in the mitigation plan. See Attachment B. 
Port Corpus Christi has yet to determine whether cattle grazing will continue onsite. If USACE deems cattle grazing to be an 
incompatible land use with the proposed mitigation, the Port will appropriately deed restrict the site.  

Revised Mitigation Plan 
to include 75% final 
success criteria and 2 
years of monitoring 
following adaptive 
management 
implementation.  

Lynne Porter 

8.1 

I Request a public hearing and Environmental 
Impact Statement on the Port of Corpus Christi's 
USACE permit #SWG-2021-00163 

Request for 
Public 

Hearing and 
EIS 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary. This project does not constitute a major federal 
action and therefore does not warrant an Environmental Impact Statement.  

  

8.2 

I am very concerned about the impacts to 
migratory birds on the Central Flyway 

Migratory 
Birds 

Certain types of solar installations, mainly those with thermal concentration towers in the arid west, present a potential risk to 
migratory birds. The proposed project will not construct a thermal concentration tower. Additionally, while there is very little 
published research literature indicating that PV panels impact migratory birds in the same way as thermal concentration towers, 
the state of the practice in the solar industry includes strategies (including alternating the banding of cells within a panel) to help 
avian species more easily distinguish the presence of solar panels. Port Corpus Christi maintains an open dialog with USFWS 
specifically on this project to collaborate on both migratory bird and endangered species concerns. Implementation of appropriate 
measures will occur to mitigate potential impacts on migratory birds.  Such measures will be finalized during the Section 7 
consultation process.   

8.3 

[I am very concerned about] impacts of glare from 
solar panels on pilots and possible crashes, 

Solar Panel 
Impacts 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) recognizes the compatibility between solar PV generation and airport operations (FAA, 
2021). “Glare” reflecting from solar panels presents no more risk to pilots than that of passing windows of a building. Additionally, 
Port Corpus Christi established an open dialog with the San Patricio County Municipal Airport and the respective County 
Commissioner. To date, neither party has identified a conflict between the two land uses.    

8.4 

[I am very concerned about] establishing unlimited 
solar power to entice new petrochemical 
companies 

Unlimited 
Solar Power 

The proposed project is expected to generate renewable electrons for the grid, adding to the existing mix of renewable energy 
with the potential to serve both residential and industrial demand.  
 
This project will create approximately 600MW of renewable electrons for the grid. This Port Corpus Christi project will: 

• Diversify regional electricity generation; 

• Enhance regional energy resilience; 

• Directly support federal objectives by fostering low carbon hydrogen (H2) production; 

• Minimize permanent impacts to aquatic resources;   
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• Preserve site hydrology. 

 
Texas leads the nation in energy consumption across all sectors. The industrial sector, including the state’s refineries and 
petrochemical plants, accounts for more than half of the state’s energy consumption and 23% of the nation’s total industrial sector 
energy use. While 1 megawatt (MW) typically produces enough daily power for 1,000 U.S. homes, it is only enough to meet the 
power needs of 200 Texas homes on a hot summer day. Peak demands reached more than 77,166MW in 2020, breaking the 
previous record of 74,829MW set in August 2019. The vulnerability of the regional grid and the need for more, and more diverse 
generation was illustrated at significant economic and social cost by Winter Storm Uri in 2021.  

8.5 

[I am very concerned about] destruction of habitat 
beneath the panels 

Habitat Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrate increased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than 
in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
 
From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 

support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the 

Hydrophytic Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb 

strata in an individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). 

An Ohio-based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade-tolerant and shade-

intolerant herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade-intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely 

related to canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted 

little correlation between canopy density and shade-tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and 

continuous rotation of the panels preclude persistent and wide-spread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project 

is unlikely to impact either shade-tolerant or shade-intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft 

above the ground, and the rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 

30-40%, which also mitigates the effects of persistent shading below the panels.) 
   

8.6 

[I am very concerned about] not knowing what this 
power is going to be used for (possibly 
experimental projects the Port is pursuing like 
hydrogen and carbon capture/sequestration) 

Power Use The project is expected to add renewable electrons to the grid, bolstering energy resilience and supplanting power derived from 
fossil fuels.  Renewable electrons generated from this project would be transmitted to potential offtakers through existing 
infrastructure owned and operated by AEP.  

  

8.7 

[I am very concerned about]inadequate mitigation 
(wetlands destroyed should be replaced at a 3:1 
ratio)  

Mitigation 
Plan 

Port Corpus Christi’s proposed mitigation plan offsets unavoidable project impacts in a manner consistent with the 2008 Mitigation 
Rule. The Mitigation Rule stipulates a mitigation plan must ensure no net loss, favoring on-site, in-kind restoration second only to 
mitigation banks. Since no mitigation banks exist within the project watershed, on-site, in-kind mitigation is the most favorable 
mitigation strategy. Any ratio exceeding 1 to 1 demonstrates no net loss of wetlands on-site, thus the mitigation as originally 
proposed, especially as revised in Attachment B, exceeds the criteria for wetland mitigation.  

 Update for new 
mitigation ratio 
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Port Corpus Christi developed the proposed mitigation plan based on the observed impacts occurring on-site at the time the 
property was purchased. The proposed restoration will conservatively mitigate unavoidable project impacts on a ratio of 
approximately 3 to 1. Port Corpus Christi updated this ratio following a detailed classification of the proposed restoration types, 
which required a more thorough analysis of the potential mitigation potential on-site. The 2.8 to 1 ratio is a more accurate estimate 
than the originally provided 2.2 to 1.    

8.8 

Why is the Port (a public navigation district) buying 
up property so far inland - away from navigable 
waters? How do taxpayers benefit when the Port 
makes these large swaths of land tax-exempt? Isn't 
it anti-competitive for the Port to get into the energy 
business? Is this just a "greenwashing" effort? We 
won't really know unless the Port and USACE 
provide answers. 

Property 
Acquisition 

Port Corpus Christi is a landlord port, meaning that establishing long-term leases with industrial customers is a cornerstone of its 
operating structure. Waterfront property is at a premium, and thus its highest and best use is for water-dependent functions, such 
as docks and other maritime infrastructure. Previous Port Commissions determined and affirmed that the acquisition of land, 
adjacent or accessible by road or rail, to navigable waters of the Port, is necessary for the fundamental operation and development 
of the navigable waterways.  
 
Prior to purchase by the Port in 2018, the Farm/Agriculture Exemption on the McCampbell property yielded $1,540.22 in annual 
tax revenue for San Patricio County; in contrast, all built improvements associated with the construction of a solar PV facility on 
the site will be subject to ad valorem taxation, thereby generating orders of magnitude more tax revenue.  
 
Greenwashing is defined as marketing oneself as “environmentally friendly” without taking the commensurate action.  Port Corpus 
Christi has established quantitative environmental performance targets in six areas—including climate action/decarbonization—
codified in an environmental policy.  This environmental policy creates a framework for implementing creative and innovative 
solutions and environmental initiatives while facilitating strategic growth.  Developing renewable electricity projects to enhance 
the availability of ultra-low carbon electrons directly contributes to the performance targets defined in the Port’s Environmental 
Policy while directly supporting the decarbonization objectives of our customers and bolstering the overall resilience of the regional 
electric grid.   

Sheila Walton 

9.1 

I would like to request a public hearing and an 
Environmental Impact Study 

Public 
Hearing & 

EIS request 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary. This project does not constitute a major federal 
action and therefore does not warrant an Environmental Impact Statement.   

  

9.2 

I would like to express concerns about impacts to 
migratory birds on the Central Flyway , 

Migratory 
Birds 

Certain types of solar installations, mainly those with thermal concentration towers in the arid west, present a potential risk to 
migratory birds. The proposed project will not construct a thermal concentration tower. Additionally, while there is very little 
published research literature indicating that PV panels impact migratory birds in the same way as thermal concentration towers, 
the state of the practice in the solar industry includes strategies (including alternating the banding of cells within a panel) to help 
avian species more easily distinguish the presence of solar panels. Port Corpus Christi maintains an open dialog with USFWS 
specifically on this project to collaborate on both migratory bird and endangered species concerns. Implementation of appropriate 
measures will occur to mitigate potential impacts on migratory birds.  Such measures will be finalized during the Section 7 
consultation process.   

9.3 

inadequate mitigation (wetlands destroyed should 
be replaced at a 3:1 ratio) and the 

Mitigation 
ratio 

Port Corpus Christi’s proposed mitigation plan offsets unavoidable project impacts in a manner consistent with the 2008 Mitigation 
Rule. The Mitigation Rule stipulates a mitigation plan must ensure no net loss, favoring on-site, in-kind restoration second only to 
mitigation banks. Since no mitigation banks exist within the project watershed, on-site, in-kind mitigation is the most favorable 
mitigation strategy. Any ratio exceeding 1 to 1 demonstrates no net loss of wetlands on-site, thus the mitigation as originally 
proposed, especially as revised in Attachment B, exceeds the criteria for wetland mitigation.   
 
Port Corpus Christi developed the proposed mitigation plan based on the observed impacts occurring on-site at the time the 
property was purchased. The proposed restoration will conservatively mitigate unavoidable project impacts on a ratio of 
approximately 3 to 1. Port Corpus Christi updated this ratio following a detailed classification of the proposed restoration types,   
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which required a more thorough analysis of the potential mitigation potential on-site. The 2.8 to 1 ratio is a more accurate estimate 
than the originally provided 2.2 to 1.    

9.4 

destruction of habitat beneath the panels.  Habitat Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrate increased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than 
in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
 
From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 

support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the 

Hydrophytic Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb 

strata in an individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). 

An Ohio-based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade-tolerant and shade-

intolerant herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade-intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely 

related to canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted 

little correlation between canopy density and shade-tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and 

continuous rotation of the panels preclude persistent and wide-spread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project 

is unlikely to impact either shade-tolerant or    shade-intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft 

above the ground, and the rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 

30-40%, which also mitigates the effects of persistent shading below the panels.) 
  

9.5 

Other important concerns would be glare from 
solar panels on pilots that could cause possible 
crashes. 

 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) recognizes the compatible land use between solar and airport (FAA, 2021). “Glare” 
reflecting from solar panels presents no more risk to pilots than that of passing windows of a building. Additionally, Port Corpus 
Christi established an open dialog with the San Patricio County Municipal Airport and the respective County Commissioner. To 
date, neither party has identified a conflict between the two land uses.    

9.6 

not knowing what this power is going to be used 
for.  

 
The project is expected to add renewable electrons to the grid, bolstering energy resilience and supplanting power derived from 
fossil fuels. Renewable electrons generated from this project would be transmitted to potential offtakers through existing 
infrastructure owned and operated by AEP.  The proposed project will add to the existing mix of renewable energy with the 
potential to serve both residential and industrial demand.     

9.7 

Why is the Port (a public navigation district) buying 
up property so far inland - away from navigable 
waters? How do taxpayers benefit when the Port 
makes these large swaths of land tax-exempt? Isn't 
it anticompetitive for the Port to get into the energy 
business? Is this just a "greenwashing" effort? 

 
Port Corpus Christi is a landlord port, meaning that establishing long-term leases with industrial customers is a cornerstone of its 
operating structure. Waterfront property is at a premium, and thus its highest and best use is for water-dependent functions, such 
as docks and other maritime infrastructure. Previous Port Commissions determined and affirmed that the acquisition of land, 
adjacent or accessible by road or rail, to navigable waters of the Port, is necessary for the fundamental operation and development 
of the navigable waterways.  
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Prior to purchase by the Port, the Farm/Agriculture Exemption on the McCampbell property yielded $1,540.22 in tax revenue for 
San Patricio County; in contrast, all built improvements associated with the construction of a solar PV facility on the site will be 
subject to ad valorem taxation, thereby generating orders of magnitude more tax revenue.  
 
Greenwashing is defined as marketing oneself as “environmentally friendly” without taking the commensurate action.  Port Corpus 
Christi has established quantitative environmental performance targets in six areas—including climate action/decarbonization—
codified in an environmental policy.  This environmental policy creates a framework for implementing creative and innovative 
solutions and environmental initiatives while facilitating strategic growth.  Developing renewable electricity projects to enhance 
the availability of ultra-low carbon electrons directly contributes to the performance targets defined in the Port’s Environmental 
Policy while directly supporting the decarbonization objectives of our customers and bolstering the overall resilience of the regional 
electric grid. 

Norine Farrar 

10.1 

I would like to express my opinion that this isn't a 
good place to fill in wetlands as projected in SWG-
2021-00163. It will have a direct effect on the 
residential and commercial areas nearby. There 
are better areas that will not destroy human 
habitat. 

 
The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way in which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland 
impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce 
Potential Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None - Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None - Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None - Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None - 0.3ac offset with 
mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length 
of access paths 

None - 13.4ac - offset 
with mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None - Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None - Restored 

 

  

Nancy Allen - San Patricio Aviation Advisory Board 

11.1 

I would like to request a public hearing to discuss 
the merits of plans proposed by the Port of Corpus 
Christi Authority. Plans are underway to extend the 
runway to better serve corporate industry. This 
should be discussed openly to better serve our 
needs and San Patricio Communities. 

 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary. 
 
Port Corpus Christi staff are fully informed of the Airport’s planned expansion and do not consider it incompatible with the proposed 
solar facility. Port Corpus Christi staff have an active and ongoing dialogue with the Airport Director and County Commissioner 
representing this district, and the Port has committed to involving them in the detailed design process for the site to ensure 
consistency with the Airport’s Master Plan.   

Doug G. 

12.1 

My organization the Redford Ranch Foundation are 
adamantly opposed to the Port of corpus chrisit 
proceeding with this permit application, I request a 
public hearing [and EIS] 

 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting will be held regarding this application. This project does not 
constitute a major federal action and therefore does not warrant an Environmental Impact Statement. 
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12.2 

concerns like impacts to migratory birds on the 
Central Flyway  

 
Certain types of solar installations, mainly those with thermal concentration towers in the arid west, present a potential risk to 
migratory birds. The proposed project will not construct a thermal concentration tower. Additionally, while there is very little 
published research literature indicating that PV panels impact migratory birds in the same way as thermal concentration towers, 
the state of the practice in the solar industry includes strategies (including alternating the banding of cells within a panel) to help 
avian species more easily distinguish the presence of solar panels. Port Corpus Christi maintains an open dialog with USFWS 
specifically on this project, to collaborate on both migratory bird and endangered species concerns. Implementation of appropriate 
measures will occur to mitigate potential impacts on migratory birds. Such measures will be finalized during the Section 7 
consultation process.   

12.3 

impacts of glare from solar panels on pilots and 
possible crashes  

 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) recognizes the compatible land use between solar and airport (FAA, 2021). “Glare” 
reflecting from solar panels presents no more risk to pilots than that of passing windows on buildings. Additionally, Port Corpus 
Christi established an open dialog with the San Patricio County Municipal Airport and the respective County Commissioner. To 
date, neither party has identified a conflict between the two land uses.    

12.4 

establishing unlimited solar power to entice new 
petrochemical companies  

 
This project is expected to create approximately 600MW of renewable electrons for the grid, serving electricity users of all types.  
This Port Corpus Christi project will: 
• Diversify regional electricity generation; 
• Enhance regional energy resilience; 
• Directly support federal objectives by fostering low carbon hydrogen (H2) production; 
• Minimize permanent impacts to aquatic resources; 
• Preserve site hydrology. 
Texas leads the nation in energy consumption across all sectors. The industrial sector, including the state’s refineries and 
petrochemical plants, accounts for more than half of the state’s energy consumption and 23% of the nation’s total industrial sector 
energy use. While 1 megawatt (MW) typically produces enough daily power for 1,000 U.S. homes, it is only enough to meet the 
power needs of 200 Texas homes on a hot summer day. Peak demands reached more than 77,166MW in 2020, breaking the 
previous record of 74,829MW set in August 2019. The vulnerability of the regional grid and the need for more, and more diverse 
generation was illustrated at significant economic and social cost by Winter Storm Uri in 2021.   

12.5 

 destruction of habitat beneath the panels 
 

Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrate increased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than 
in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
 
From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 

support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the 

Hydrophytic Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb 

strata in an individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). 

An Ohio-based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade-tolerant and shade-   
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intolerant herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade-intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely 

related to canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted 

little correlation between canopy density and shade tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and 

continuous rotation of the panels preclude persistent and wide-spread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project 

is unlikely to impact either shade tolerant or shade intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft 

above the ground, and the rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 

30-40%, which also mitigates the effects of persistent shading below the panels. 

12.6 
not knowing what this power is going to be used for 
(possibly experimental projects the Port is pursuing 
like hydrogen and carbon capture/sequestration), 

 
The project will add renewable electrons to the grid, bolstering energy resilience and supplanting power derived from fossil fuels. 
Renewable electrons generated from this project would be transmitted to potential offtakers through existing infrastructure owned 
and operated by AEP.   

12.7 

inadequate mitigation (wetlands destroyed should 
be replaced at a 3:1 ratio) 

 
Port Corpus Christi’s proposed mitigation plan offsets unavoidable project impacts in a manner consistent with the 2008 Mitigation 
Rule. The Mitigation Rule stipulates a mitigation plan must ensure no net loss, favoring on-site, in-kind restoration second only to 
mitigation banks. Since no mitigation banks exist within the project watershed, on-site, in-kind mitigation is the most favorable 
mitigation strategy. Any ratio exceeding 1 to 1 demonstrates no net loss of wetlands on-site, thus the mitigation as originally 
proposed, especially as revised in Attachment B, exceeds the criteria for wetland mitigation.    

12.8 

Why is the Port (a public navigation district) buying 
up property so far inland - away from navigable 
waters? How do taxpayers benefit when the Port 
makes these large swaths of land tax-exempt? Isn't 
it anti-competitive for the Port to get into the energy 
business? Is this just a "greenwashing" effort?  

 
Port Corpus Christi is a landlord port, meaning that establishing long-term leases with industrial customers is a cornerstone of its 
operating structure. Waterfront property is at a premium, and thus its highest and best use is for water-dependent functions, such 
as docks and other maritime infrastructure. Previous Port Commissions determined and affirmed that the acquisition of land, 
adjacent or accessible by road or rail, to navigable waters of the Port, is necessary for the fundamental operation and development 
of the navigable waterways.  
 
Prior to purchase by the Port in 2018, the Farm/Agriculture Exemption on the McCampbell property yielded $1,540.22 in annual 
tax revenue for San Patricio County; in contrast, all built improvements associated with the construction of a solar PV facility on 
the site will be subject to ad valorem taxation, thereby generating orders of magnitude more tax revenue.  
 
Greenwashing is defined as marketing oneself as “environmentally friendly” without taking the commensurate action.  Port Corpus 
Christi has established quantitative environmental performance targets in six areas—including climate action/decarbonization—
codified in an environmental policy.  This environmental policy creates a framework for implementing creative and innovative 
solutions and environmental initiatives while facilitating strategic growth.  Developing renewable electricity projects to enhance 
the availability of ultra-low carbon electrons directly contributes to the performance targets defined in the Port’s Environmental 
Policy while directly supporting the decarbonization objectives of our customers and bolstering the overall resilience of the regional 
electric grid.   

Mark Wolfe - State Historic Preservation Officer 

13.1 

An archeological survey is required.  A Texas 
Antiquities Permit must be obtained from this office 
prior to initiation of fieldwork. All fieldwork should 
meet the Archeological Survey Standards for 
Texas. A report of investigations is required and 
should be produced Reports for a Texas Antiquities 
Permit should also meet the Council of Texas 
Archeologists Guidelines for Cultural Resources 
Management Reports and the Texas 
Administrative Code. In addition, any buildings 45 
years old or older that are located on or adjacent to 
the tract should be documented with photographs 
and included in the report.  

 
Port Corpus Christi submitted a scope of work for a cultural resource field survey, to USACE on March 31, 2023. USACE approved 
this survey scope on March 7, 2023, pending comments from SHPO. A Texas Antiquities Permit will be obtained before conducting 
any field work. Port Corpus Christi acknowledges SHPO’s comments regarding the contents of the report.  
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Lara Weiss 

14.1 

Better understanding of changes, impacts, 
mitigations to: Flood zones surrounding and 
including the cities of Aransas Pass and Ingleside. 

 
Future iterations of site and facility design will require detailed hydrographic modeling. The Federal Emergency Management 
Administration (FEMA) requires projects within a floodway, like the McCampbell project, to obtain a “No-rise Certification”. This 
certification will ensure the proposed project does not negatively affect the downstream communities of Aransas Pass and 
Ingleside. 
 
In constructing the proposed project, Port Corpus Christi will improve both the hydrologic functions of the wetlands and free up 

capacity for upstream stormwater from the surrounding municipalities. Improving the wetland's hydrologic function as a factor of 

the project will improve downstream water quality including but not limited to, dissolved oxygen, filtration capacity, turbidity, or 

toxicity. 

In 1977 USACE authorized the excavation of a drainage ditch through the McCampbell Property to convey stormwater from the 

City of Ingleside and surrounding areas into the McCampbell Slough. This ditch not only serves to convey stormwater from the 

Ingleside area but drains the surrounding wetlands within the McCampbell Property. Additionally, impacts resulting from ongoing 

agricultural use of the McCampbell Property—the existing roads—serve as auxiliary conveyances to the drainage ditch. Port 

Corpus Christi developed a conceptual site drainage model, which demonstrates a high correlation to stream features and roads 

within the property.  

Wetlands function by retaining water until the existing hydrologic regime of the adjacent waterbody naturally removes the water 

or it evaporates. The excavated drainage ditch, and the existing roads—which serve as auxiliary conveyances to the ditch—

prematurely remove standing water from the wetlands within the property and force it downstream into the McCampbell Slough. 

The additional stormwater, redirected from the wetlands, feeds into the drainage ditch, reducing potential capacity from the 

upstream communities. Through the execution of the proposed mitigation plan, Port Corpus Christi will eliminate the roads that 

function as auxiliary conveyance. Future iterations of construction design (especially proposed site access) will further address 

site stormwater function, focusing on wetland water retention and preventing additional conveyance to the drainage ditch.  

As a result of the proposed mitigation and additional stormwater-focused design, Port Corpus Christi will restore the natural 

retention time of the wetlands, preventing premature runoff into the drainage ditch, which will reserve additional stormwater 

capacity for the upstream communities.  
  

14.2 

Better understanding of changes, impacts, 
mitigations to: Wildlife 

 
Port Corpus Christi designed this project in a manner that fundamentally preserves site hydrology and avoids/minimizes impacts 
to aquatic resources.  In doing so, this effectively avoids and mitigates impacts to wildlife present at the site. 
 
Port Corpus Christi maintains an open dialog with USFWS specifically on this project, to collaborate on both migratory bird and 
endangered species concerns. Implementation of appropriate measures will occur to mitigate potential impacts on migratory birds. 
Such measures will be finalized during the Section 7 consultation process.   

14.3 
Better understanding of changes, impacts, 
mitigations to: Soil 

 
Port Corpus Christi acknowledges this comment, however, without additional detail, it is impossible to provide an appropriate 
response.   

14.4 
Better understanding of changes, impacts, 
mitigations to: Groundwater 

 
Port Corpus Christi acknowledges this comment, however, without additional detail, it is impossible to provide an appropriate 
response.   

14.5 

In summary, I am opposed to this project until a 
public meeting is held that would help your new 
solar farm neighbors understand the changes 
being made as well as what positive or negative 
impacts there will be to their home and city. 

 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary. 

  

Glenn Guillory 
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15.1 
I request a public hearing on subject permit 
request. 

 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary.  

  

15.2 
1000+ acres of heavy panels airbourne in a major 
hurricane event? 

 
The proposed project construction will meet State of Texas Windstorm requirements.  

  

Wendy Hughes 

16.1 

I would like to express concerns like impacts to 
migratory birds on the Central Flyway, 

 
Certain types of solar installations, mainly those with thermal concentration towers in the arid west, present a potential risk to 
migratory birds. The proposed project will not construct a thermal concentration tower. Additionally, while little research exists to 
demonstrate PV panels impact migratory birds in the same way as thermal concentration towers, there are strategies (including 
alternating the banding of cells within a panel) to help avian species more easily distinguish the presence of solar panels. Port 
Corpus Christi maintains an open dialog with USFWS specifically on this project, to collaborate on both migratory bird and 
endangered species concerns. Implementation of appropriate measures will occur to mitigate potential impacts on migratory birds. 
Such measures will be finalized during the Section 7 consultation process.   

16.2 

  impacts of glare from solar panels on pilots and 
possible crashes, 

 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) recognizes the compatible land use between solar and airport (FAA, 2021). “Glare” 
reflecting from solar panels presents no more risk to pilots than that of passing windows on buildings. Additionally, Port Corpus 
Christi established an open dialog with the San Patricio County Municipal Airport and the respective County Commissioner. To 
date, neither party has identified a conflict between the two land uses.    

16.3 

 establishing unlimited solar power to entice new 
petrochemical companies 

 
This project is expected to create approximately 600MW of renewable electrons for the grid, serving users of all types. This Port 
Corpus Christi project will: 
• Diversify regional electricity generation. 
• Enhance regional energy resilience. 
• Directly support federal objectives by fostering low-carbon hydrogen (H2) production. 
• Minimize permanent impacts to aquatic resources. 
• Preserve site hydrology. 
Texas leads the nation in energy consumption across all sectors. The industrial sector, including the state’s refineries and 
petrochemical plants, accounts for more than half of the state’s energy consumption and 23% of the nation’s total industrial sector 
energy use. While 1 megawatt (MW) typically produces enough daily power for 1,000 U.S. homes, it is only enough to meet the 
power needs of 200 Texas homes on a hot summer day. Peak demands reached more than 77,166MW in 2020, breaking the 
previous record of 74,829MW set in August 2019. The vulnerability of the regional grid and the need for more, and more diverse 
generation was illustrated at significant economic and social cost by Winter Storm Uri in 2021.   

16.4 

 destruction of habitat beneath the panels 
 

Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrate increased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than 
in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
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From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 

support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the 

Hydrophytic Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb 

strata in an individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). 

An Ohio-based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade-tolerant and shade-

intolerant herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade-intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely 

related to canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted 

little correlation between canopy density and shade-tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and 

continuous rotation of the panels preclude persistent and widespread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project 

is unlikely to impact either shade-tolerant or shade-intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft 

above the ground, and the rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 

30-40%, which also mitigates the effects of persistent shading below the panels. 

16.5 

 not knowing what this power is going to be used 
for (possibly experimental projects the Port is 
pursuing like hydrogen and carbon 
capture/sequestration), 

 
The project will add renewable electrons to the grid, bolstering energy resilience and supplanting power derived from fossil fuels. 
Renewable electrons generated from this project would be transmitted to potential offtakers through existing infrastructure owned 
and operated by AEP. 

  

16.6 

 inadequate mitigation (wetlands destroyed should 
be replaced at a 3:1 ratio). 

 
Port Corpus Christi’s proposed mitigation plan offsets unavoidable project impacts in a manner consistent with the 2008 Mitigation 
Rule. The Mitigation Rule stipulates a mitigation plan must ensure no net loss, favoring on-site, in-kind restoration second only to 
mitigation banks. Since no mitigation banks exist within the project watershed, on-site, in-kind mitigation is the most favorable 
mitigation strategy. Any ratio exceeding 1 to 1 demonstrates no net loss of wetlands on-site, thus the mitigation as originally 
proposed, especially as revised in Attachment B, exceeds the criteria for wetland mitigation.   

16.7 

 Why is the Port (a public navigation district) buying 
up property so far inland - away from navigable 
waters? How do taxpayers benefit when the Port 
makes these large swaths of land tax-exempt? Isn't 
it anti-competitive for the Port to get into the energy 
business? Is this just a "greenwashing" effort? 

 
Port Corpus Christi is a landlord port, meaning that establishing long-term leases with industrial customers is a fundamental 
cornerstone of its operating structure. Waterfront property is at a premium, and thus its highest and best use is for water-dependent 
functions, such as docks and other maritime infrastructure. Previous Port Commissions have determined and affirmed that the 
acquisition of land, adjacent or accessible by road or rail, to navigable waters of the Port, is necessary for the fundamental 
operation and development of the navigable waterways.  
 
Prior to purchase by the Port in 2018, the Farm/Agriculture Exemption on the McCampbell property yielded $1,540.22 in annual 
tax revenue for San Patricio County; in contrast, all built improvements associated with the construction of a solar PV facility on 
the site will be subject to ad valorem taxation, thereby generating orders of magnitude more tax revenue.  
 
Greenwashing is defined as marketing oneself as “environmentally friendly” without taking the commensurate action.  Port Corpus 
Christi has established quantitative environmental performance targets in six areas—including climate action/decarbonization—
codified in an environmental policy.  This environmental policy creates a framework for implementing creative and innovative 
solutions and environmental initiatives while facilitating strategic growth.  Developing renewable electricity projects to enhance 
the availability of ultra-low carbon electrons directly contributes to the performance targets defined in the Port’s Environmental 
Policy while directly supporting the decarbonization objectives of our customers and bolstering the overall resilience of the regional 
electric grid.   

Julie Nye 

17.1 

I request a public hearing and Environmental 
Impact Statement  

Copy and 
Paste 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary. This project does not constitute a major federal 
action and therefore does not warrant an Environmental Impact Statement. 
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17.2 

the impact to migratory birds on the Central Flyway 
 

Certain types of solar installations, mainly those with thermal concentration towers in the arid west, present a potential risk to 
migratory birds. The proposed project will not construct a thermal concentration tower. Additionally, while there is very little 
published research literature indicating that PV panels impact migratory birds in the same way as thermal concentration towers, 
the state of the practice in the solar industry includes strategies (including alternating the banding of cells within a panel) to help 
avian species more easily distinguish the presence of solar panels. Port Corpus Christi maintains an open dialog with USFWS 
specifically on this project to collaborate on both migratory bird and endangered species concerns. Implementation of appropriate 
measures will occur to mitigate potential impacts on migratory birds.  Such measures will be finalized during the Section 7 
consultation process.   

17.3 

impact of glare from solar panels on pilots and 
possible crashes 

 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) recognizes the compatible land use between solar and airport (FAA, 2021). “Glare” 
reflecting from solar panels presents no more risk to pilots than that of passing windows on buildings. Additionally, Port Corpus 
Christi established an open dialog with the San Patricio County Municipal Airport and the respective County Commissioner. To 
date, neither party has identified a conflict between the two land uses.    

17.4 

destruction of habitat beneath the panels 
 

Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrate increased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than 
in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
 
From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 

support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the 

Hydrophytic Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb 

strata in an individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). 

An Ohio-based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade-tolerant and shade-

intolerant herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade-intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely 

related to canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted 

little correlation between canopy density and shade-tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and 

continuous rotation of the panels preclude persistent and widespread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project 

is unlikely to impact either shade-tolerant or shade-intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft 

above the ground, and the rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 

30-40%, which also mitigates the effects of persistent shading below the panels. 
  

17.5 

inadequate mitigation (wetlands destroyed should 
be replaced at a 3:1 ratio). 

 
Port Corpus Christi’s proposed mitigation plan offsets unavoidable project impacts in a manner consistent with the 2008 Mitigation 
Rule. The Mitigation Rule stipulates a mitigation plan must ensure no net loss, favoring on-site, in-kind restoration second only to 
mitigation banks. Since no mitigation banks exist within the project watershed, on-site, in-kind mitigation is the most favorable 
mitigation strategy. Any ratio exceeding 1 to 1 demonstrates no net loss of wetlands on-site, thus the mitigation as originally 
proposed, especially as revised in Attachment B, exceeds the criteria for wetland mitigation.   
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Charles Ardizzone - DOI Fish and Wildlife Service 

18.1 

The PN states that a wetlands delineation indicated 
that approximately 1,560 acres ofwetlands are 
present within the proposed project site. The PCCA 
stated that the project was designed to preserve, 
protect, and restore jurisdictional wetlands habitat 
and that the existing hydrology will be preserved 
throughout the project site and all temporary 
construction impacts will be restored to 
preconstruction conditions. According to PCCA, the 
ratio of restoration to impacts is 2.2:1, however, the 
long-term effect to the wetlands is unknown as the 
solar project has been deemed experimental. With 
over 50 percent of wetlands in the United States 
destroyed, it is recommended that all the wetlands 
should be restored fully to the best possible 
condition for the life of the project instead of only 5 
years. 

 
Port Corpus Christi revised the mitigation plan to include a more robust Long-Term Management Section, which includes annual 
qualitative assessments in perpetuity of the project. Should the mitigation plan fail at any point during the lifespan of the project, 
Port Corpus Christi will engage with USACE to restore any long-term wetland loss.  

Revised mitigation plan 
to improve long-term 
management strategies 

18.2 

Following the completion of the PCCA McCampbell 
Solar Project, the remaining wetlands should be 
held in conservation easement. 

 
Port Corpus Christi will consider a site protection instrument, such as a deed restriction or conservation easement, on the wetlands 
on the property. Conservation easements necessitate a 3rd party, typically a nonprofit/NGO that is willing to maintain the easement 
in perpetuity. Our experience on similar projects suggests that identifying an organization that is capable/willing to assume 
administrative responsibility for sites such as this, with historic farm/agricultural use and relatively low habitat diversity/productivity, 
is challenging. As such, other legal instruments for protecting the site may be more practical. The Port commits to exploring such 
options.   

18.3 

Bird deaths due to collisions are known to occur 
due to the reflective nature of solar panels. The 
recommendation for preventing these deaths is to 
build solar farms away from water, including 
wetlands. In the case of the PCCA McCampbell 
Solar Project this is not possible since the solar 
farm will extend over 1,560 acres of wetlands. The 
Service recommends alternating panels to create a 
noticeable grid and controlling lighting at night to 
eliminate reflection and reduce night-time bird 
collisions. 

 
Certain types of solar installations, mainly those with thermal concentration towers in the arid west, present a potential risk to 

migratory birds. The proposed project will not construct a thermal concentration tower. Additionally, while there is very little 

published research literature indicating that PV panels impact migratory birds in the same way as thermal concentration towers, 

the state of the practice in the solar industry includes strategies (including alternating the banding of cells within a panel) to help 

avian species more easily distinguish the presence of solar panels. Port Corpus Christi maintains an open dialog with USFWS 

specifically on this project to collaborate on both migratory bird and endangered species concerns. Implementation of 

appropriate measures will occur to mitigate potential impacts on migratory birds.  Such measures will be finalized during the 

Section 7 consultation process. 

  

18.4 

The Service recommends adding wetland pollinator 
plants such as milkweed and surveying for the 
eastern black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis ssp. 
Jamaicensis) as discussed in several meetings or 
correspondence with PCCA. 

 
Port Corpus Christi takes this recommendation under advisement and recognizes the compatibility between solar installations and 
monarch butterfly habitats. Port Corpus Christi will evaluate the feasibility of planting milkweed during the detailed site design 
process. 
 
Port Corpus Christi began an Eastern Black Rail Survey in March, which includes both a desktop model and an in-field 
presence/absence survey, which activity is actively being coordinated with the Corpus Christi Field Services Office. Upon 
conclusion of the field survey, PCCA will share the results with USFWS as previously discussed.   

Patrick Nye - Ingleside on the Bay Coastal Watch Association 
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19.1 

There are numerous unanswered questions about 
putting a solar farm at the airport 

 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) recognizes the compatible land use between solar and airport (FAA, 2021). “Glare” 
reflecting from solar panels presents no more risk to pilots than that of passing windows on buildings. Additionally, Port Corpus 
Christi established an open dialog with the San Patricio County Municipal Airport and the respective County Commissioner. To 
date, neither party has identified a conflict between the two land uses.    

19.2 

Public notice is to fill  13.9 acres of wetlands, but 
the project is for a 1866-acre solar farm! 

 
Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy generation to avoid and 
minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property. The project will place fill in 13.9ac of wetlands as stated in both the 
permit application and the public notice. The project-related impacts can be seen in the summary table below: 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce Potential 
Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None - Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None - Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None - Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None - 0.3ac offset with 
mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length of 
access paths 

None - 13.4ac - offset with 
mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None - Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None - Restored 

 

  

19.3 
The location of wetlands to be filles in not 
specified.  

 
The project will place fill in wetlands for access paths and inverters, which is denoted in the permit drawings on the Wetland 
Impacts (Fill) Map on page 18 of 22 of the project drawings. 

  

19.4 

Impacts to wetlands are unclear, underestimated, 
and improperly mitigated 

 
Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy generation to avoid and 
minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property.  The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way 
in which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce 
Potential Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None - Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None - Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None - Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None - 0.3ac offset with 
mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length 
of access paths 

None - 13.4ac - offset 
with mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None - Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None - Restored 

 
 
Port Corpus Christi proposed sufficient mitigation for wetland impacts, which demonstrates “no net loss” per the 2008 Mitigation 
Rule. The Mitigation Rule stipulates a mitigation plan must ensure no net loss, favoring on-site, in-kind restoration second only to 
mitigation banks. Since no mitigation banks exist within the project watershed, on-site, in-kind mitigation is the most favorable   
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mitigation strategy. Any ratio exceeding 1 to 1 demonstrates no net loss of wetlands on-site, thus the mitigation as originally 
proposed, especially as revised in Attachment B, exceeds the criteria for wetland mitigation. 

19.5 

The purpose for "new and industrial offtakers" is 
not in the publics interest 

 
 The project is expected to add renewable electrons to the grid, bolstering energy resilience and supplanting power derived from 
fossil fuels. Renewable electrons generated from this project would be transmitted to potential offtakers through existing 
infrastructure owned and operated by AEP.  The proposed project will add to the existing mix of renewable energy with the 
potential to serve both residential and industrial demand. Regardless of the end-use of the electrons, the addition of emission-
free energy generation sources and enhanced resilience of the regional grid is within the public interest.   

19.6 

The project is an example of "Greenwashing" 
 

The proposed project will generate renewable electrons for the grid, adding to the existing portfolio of renewable energy, which 
will be imperative to realize the demands for green hydrogen generation and ultimate carbon neutrality. 
 
Greenwashing is defined as marketing oneself as “environmentally friendly” without taking the commensurate action.  Port Corpus 
Christi has established quantitative environmental performance targets in six areas—including climate action/decarbonization—
codified in an environmental policy.  This environmental policy creates a framework for implementing creative and innovative 
solutions and environmental initiatives while facilitating strategic growth.  Developing renewable electricity projects to enhance 
the availability of ultra-low carbon electrons directly contributes to the performance targets defined in the Port’s Environmental 
Policy while directly supporting the decarbonization objectives of our customers and bolstering the overall resilience of the regional 
electric grid.     

19.7 

The Ports plans to be an energy supplier are anti-
competitive and outside its purview 

 
The project is expected to yield 600 MW of carbon-free electricity to be delivered via interconnect to the regional electric grid. The 
Port is not proposing to be a transmission provider or seller/distributor of electricity, and thus the project does not compete with 
regional electricity providers in any way.  

  

19.8 

Alternatives Analysis Inadequate, but Least 
Environmentally Damaging Alternatives Exist.  

 
See updated Attachment A. 

  

19.9 

The project is requires an EIS 
 

This project does not constitute a major federal action and therefore does not warrant an Environmental Impact Statement 
  

  

19.10 

This project is not in the public interest. 
 

The proposed project is expected to generate renewable electrons for the grid, adding to the existing mix of renewable energy 
with the potential to serve both residential and industrial demand, and bolstering energy resilience and supplanting power derived 
from fossil fuels. Regardless of the destination of the renewable electrons generated from this project, they would serve to supplant 
power derived from fossil fuels, reducing regional emissions, and edging the Coastal Bend Region toward carbon neutrality, which 
is unequivocally aligned with the public interest (IPCC, 2022). Likewise, the addition of new, ultra-low carbon electricity generation 
to the ERCOT grid will bolster grid resilience for all users, clearly serving the public interest. Further, the proposed construction 
techniques and on-site mitigation will preserve and enhance, respectively, the hydrologic function of the site, thereby upholding 
and serving the public interest of downstream communities for whom the site provides ecosystem (watershed) services.    

19.11 
Public Access to Information by USACE Galveston 
is Inappropriately Limited. 

 
Port Corpus Christi has no response to this comment. 

  

Cathy Fulton 

20.1 
I am submitting a request for a public 
meeting/hearing.     

 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary. This project does not constitute a major federal 
action and therefore does not warrant an Environmental Impact Statement.   
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20.2 

Application Completeness. 

 

 
Port Corpus Christi submitted a complete application to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers on December 27, 2022. 
 
The solar development proposed in this permit application represents a single project with independent utility. The lease 
agreement referenced related to carbon capture and sequestration (CCS), is also a single project with independent utility. The 
Department of Energy (DOE) is the lead federal agency, responsible for reviewing the CCS project in accordance with NEPA.  
Further, the proposed solar installation occupies approximately 1886ac of the 2850ac property, providing an opportunity for 
additional and independent projects. 
 
This project does not constitute a major federal action and therefore does not warrant an Environmental Impact Statement.   

20.3 

Deficient Information for site locations, material and 
placement.  
 

 

 
The project will place fill in wetlands for access paths and inverters, which is denoted in the permit drawings on the Wetland 
Impacts (Fill) Map on page 18 of 22 of the project drawings. 
 
The final design of the development will stipulate ideal characteristics of fill material and detail the construction methodology 
including all conditions of the permit, which a contractor will be required to meet during construction. As a matter of standard 
practice, Port Corpus Christi requires clean fill, free of contaminants on construction projects. 

  

20.4 

Fill Material – Testing Requirement.  

  

 
The final design of the development will stipulate ideal characteristics of fill material, which a contractor will be required to meet 
during construction. As a matter of standard practice, Port Corpus Christi requires clean fill, free of contaminants on construction 
projects.  
 
Port Corpus Christi purchased the McCampbell Property in 2018. Historically, farming and ranching dominated the property and 
continue today. 

  

20.5 

Habitat – Flora – Fauna Impacts. 

  

 
Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrate increased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than 
in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
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From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 

support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the 

Hydrophytic Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb 

strata in an individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). 

An Ohio-based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade tolerant and shade 

intolerant herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely 

related to canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted 

little correlation between canopy density and shade tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and 

continuous rotation of the panels preclude persistent and wide-spread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project 

is unlikely to impact either shade tolerant or shade intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft 

above the ground, and the rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 

30-40%, which also mitigates the effects of persistent shading below the panels.) 

Section 2 of the application provides a description of the landscape:  Wetlands constitute approximately 1,560ac of  the  
McCampbell  Property  (See Approved Jurisdictional Determination dated August 12, 2022). The hydrology within the property is 
dominated by a large ditch that conveys stormwater from the City of Ingleside and the site itself downstream to the McCampbell 
Slough and Port Bay. Salt meadow cordgrass (Spartina spartinae) dominates the site and is observed in both upland and wetland 
habitats. Wetlands within the property are highly homogenous with little variation in plant assemblages.  

20.6 

Port Authority as Navigation District. 
 

 

 
The project is expected to yield 600 MW of carbon-free electricity to be delivered via interconnect to the regional electric grid, with 
the potential to serve both residential and industrial demand. The Port is not proposing to be a transmission provider or 
seller/distributor of electricity, and thus the project does not compete with regional electricity providers in any way.  

  

20.7 

Proposed Mitigation. 
 

 

 
The Mitigation Rule stipulates a mitigation plan must ensure no net loss, favoring on-site, in-kind restoration second only to 
mitigation banks. Since no mitigation banks exist within the project watershed, on-site, in-kind mitigation is the most favorable 
mitigation strategy. Any ratio exceeding 1 to 1 demonstrates no net loss of wetlands on-site, thus the mitigation as originally 
proposed, especially as revised in Attachment B, exceeds the criteria for wetland mitigation. 

  

20.8 
Because of unaccounted wetland impacts with 
aquatic and terrestrial habitat  impacts, an 
Environmental  Impact Statement must be required 

 
This project does not constitute a major federal action and therefore does not warrant an Environmental Impact Statement.  

  

Kathyrn Masten – Ingleside of the Bay Coastal Watch Association 

21.1 

The Port has not even spoken to Gary Davis, the 
McCampbell-Porter Airport manager. This shows 
the level of disrespect the Port shows when dealing 
with San Patricio County residents and public 
officials, which includes efforts to block Senate Bill 
2235 (attached) to give San Patricio another seat 
on the Port Commission. 

 
Port Corpus Christi staff are fully informed of the Airport’s planned expansion and do not consider it incompatible with the proposed 
solar facility. Port Corpus Christi staff have an active and ongoing dialogue with the Airport Director and County Commissioner 
representing this district, and the Port has committed involving them in the detailed design process for the site to ensure 
consistency with the Airport’s Master Plan. 

  

21.2 

The Port does not intend to operate the solar farm. 
This helps explain why attached Senate Bill 818 is 
making its way through the Legislature during this 

 
Port Corpus Christi did not request any legislator file any legislation during the 88th legislature.  SB 818 (and its companion HB 
1511) was filed by legislators from Houston and the Texas Ports Association (TPA) to support their efforts. The TPA is a state trade 
association that represents twenty seaports in Texas. 
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biennial session. It gives Port’s the ability to: 
donate, exchange, convey, sell, or lease land, 
improvements, easements, or any other interests in 
real property to an electric utility 

Jessica Hernandez 

22.1 

Why add fill when the panels are to be constructed 
5 feet off the ground? Why not raise them higher 
and avoid filling the herbaceous wetlands 
altogether?. Why not only utilize the acreage at its 
highest levels and not disrupt the wetlands of this 
property? 

 
Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy generation to avoid and 
minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property.  The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way in 
which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce 
Potential Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None – Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None – Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None – Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None – 0.3ac offset 
with mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length 
of access paths 

None – 13.4ac – offset 
with mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None – Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None – Restored 

    

22.2 

Water takes the path of least resistance.. Will the 
structures (panels) themselves redirect the storm 
water and where to if the wetlands have been 
filled? Is it subject to flow towards the city of AP to 
make its way to the intercostal or will it 24ontinue 
its flow into McCampbell slough where it meets 
with Copano Bay?  The nearby communities due to 
the area having a large portion of it in a flood zone. 

 
Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy generation to avoid and 
minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property.  The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way in 
which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce 
Potential Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None – Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None – Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None – Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None – 0.3ac offset 
with mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length 
of access paths 

None – 13.4ac – offset 
with mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None – Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None – Restored 
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Port Corpus Christi has taken a systematic approach to site access in order to address site hydrology holistically, ensuring that 
hydrologic function is preserved/enhanced. The random amalgamation of de facto access paths that currently crisscross the site 
have created longstanding barriers to hydrology that the Port proposes to alleviate as part of its compensatory mitigation for 
unavoidable impacts to jurisdictional habitat (see Mitigation Plan, Attachment B). Subsequent phases of design will identify the 
ideal placement of culverts to promote the unfettered hydrologic exchange between the wetlands and existing drainage ditch (to 
which no impacts are proposed).   
 
In constructing the proposed project, Port Corpus Christi will improve both the hydrologic functions of the wetlands and freeing 

up capacity for upstream stormwater from the surrounding municipalities. Improving the wetland's hydrologic function as a factor 

of the project will improves downstream water quality including but not limited to, dissolved oxygen, filtration capacity, turbidity, 

or toxicity. 

In 1977 USACE authorized the excavation of a drainage ditch through the McCampbell Property to convey stormwater from the 

City of Ingleside and surrounding areas into the McCampbell Slough. This ditch not only serves to convey stormwater from the 

Ingleside area but drains the surrounding wetlands within the McCampbell Property. Additionally, impacts resulting from ongoing 

agricultural use of the McCampbell Property—the existing roads—serve as auxiliary conveyances to the drainage ditch. Port 

Corpus Christi developed a conceptual site drainage model, which demonstrates a high correlation to stream features and roads 

within the property.  

Wetlands function by retaining water until the existing hydrologic regime of the adjacent waterbody naturally removes the water 

or it evaporates. The excavated drainage ditch, and the existing roads—which serve as auxiliary conveyances to the ditch—

prematurely remove standing water from the wetlands within the property and force it downstream into the McCampbell Slough. 

The additional stormwater, redirected from the wetlands, feeds into the drainage ditch, reducing potential capacity from the 

upstream communities. Through the execution of the proposed mitigation plan, Port Corpus Christi will eliminate the roads that 

function as auxiliary conveyance. Future iterations of construction design (especially proposed site access) will further address 

site stormwater function, focusing on wetland water retention and preventing additional conveyance to the drainage ditch.  

As a result of the proposed mitigation and additional stormwater-focused design, Port Corpus Christi will restore the natural 

retention time of the wetlands, preventing premature runoff into the drainage ditch, which will reserve additional stormwater 

capacity for the upstream communities.  
 

22.3 

The vegetation. A portion of this land was 
subjecedt to a control burn a few years ago, when 
was the vegetation study and analysis done and 
recorded to determine if any sensitive plants within 
the property? This is critical habitat for many 
species but would most defiantly affect the 
migratory birds that pass thru this fly zone region.  

 
A wetland delineation report, which documented all vegetation within the McCampbell property at over 181 sample points, was 
approved by the USACE on August 12, 2022.  

  

22.4 

Will all fill in material be of natural material or might 
it come from man made reclaimed crushed 
concrete? These are a few of my initial concerns 
regarding this project and I would like to request a 
public hearing. 

 
The detailed site design for the project will specify the exact characteristics of fill material, which a contractor will be required to 
meet during construction. As a matter of standard practice, Port Corpus Christi requires clean fill, free of contaminants on 
construction projects. However, the access roads will be constructed with caliche, crushed aggregate, or other similar permeable 
materials.  

  

Errol Summerlin – Coastal Alliance to Protect our Environment 

23.1 
The Public Notice to fill in 13.9 acres of wetlands 
does not represent the Project Plans for a 1866- 
acre solar farm 

 
Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy generation to avoid and 
minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property. The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way in 
which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland impacts for the project:   
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Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce Potential 

Wetland Impacts 
Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None – Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None – Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None – Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None – 0.3ac offset with 
mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length of 
access paths 

None – 13.4ac – offset 
with mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None – Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None – Restored 

 

23.2 
Location of wetlands to be filled is not specified 

 
The project will place fill in wetlands for access paths and inverters, which is denoted in the permit drawings on the Wetland 
Impacts (Fill) Map on page 18 of 22 of the project drawings. 

  

23.3 

Impacts to wetlands are unclear, underestimated, 
and improperly mitigated 

 
Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy generation to avoid and 
minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property.  The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way 
in which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce 
Potential Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None – Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None – Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None – Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None – 0.3ac offset 
with mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length 
of access paths 

None – 13.4ac – offset 
with mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None – Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None – Restored 

 
Port Corpus Christi proposed sufficient mitigation for wetland impacts, which demonstrates “no net loss” per the 2008 Mitigation 
Rule. The Mitigation Rule stipulates a mitigation plan must ensure no net loss, favoring on-site, in-kind restoration second only to 
mitigation banks. Since no mitigation banks exist within the project watershed, on-site, in-kind mitigation is the most favorable 
mitigation strategy. Any ratio exceeding 1 to 1 demonstrates no net loss of wetlands on-site, thus the mitigation as originally 
proposed, especially as revised in Attachment B, exceeds the criteria for wetland mitigation.   

23.4 

The purpose for “new and industrial offtakers” is 
not in the publics interest 

 
The project is expected to add renewable electrons to the grid, bolstering energy resilience and supplanting power derived from 
fossil fuels. Renewable electrons generated from this project would be transmitted to potential offtakers through existing 
infrastructure owned and operated by AEP.  The proposed project will add to the existing mix of renewable energy with the 
potential to serve both residential and industrial demand. Regardless of the end-use of the electrons, the addition of emission-
free energy generation sources, and enhanced resilience of the regional grid are within the public interest.    
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23.5 

The Port's plan to be an enegy supplier are anti-
competitive and outside its purview as a Navigation 
District 

 
The project is expected to yield 600 MW of carbon-free electricity to be delivered via interconnect to the regional electric grid. 

The Port is not proposing to be a transmission provider or seller/distributor of electricity, and thus the project does not compete 

with regional electricity providers in any way. 
  

23.6 Alternatives Analysis is Inadequate 
 

Please see the updated Alternatives Analysis provided as Attachment A.   

23.7 
This project requires an Environmental Impact 
Statement 

 
This project does not constitute a major federal action and therefore does not warrant an Environmental Impact Statement. 

  

23.8 

The project is not in the public interest 
 

Regardless of the destination of the renewable electrons generated from this project, they would serve to supplant power derived 
from fossil fuels, reducing regional emissions, and edging the Coastal Bend Region toward carbon neutrality, which is 
unequivocally aligned with the public interest (IPCC, 2022). Likewise, the addition of new, ultra-low carbon electricity generation 
to the ERCOT grid will bolster grid resilience for all users, clearly serving the public interest. Further, the proposed construction 
techniques and on-site mitigation will preserve and enhance, respectively, the hydrologic function of the site, thereby upholding 
and serving the public interest of downstream communities for whom the site provides ecosystem (watershed) services.   

Cindy Adams-Smith, M.S. - TPWD 

24.1 

Impacts to wetland functions should be avoided 
and minimized to the extent practicable to support 
the attainment of water quality standards for the 
Mission-Aransas Estuary  

 
Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy generation to avoid and 
minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property. The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way in 
which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce 
Potential Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None - Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None - Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None - Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None - 0.3ac offset with 
mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length 
of access paths 

None - 13.4ac - offset 
with mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None - Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None - Restored 

    

24.2 

The applicant should consider exploring additional 
alternatives to identify the least environmentally 
damaging practicable alternative. 

 
 Please see the updated Alternatives Analysis provided as Attachment A. 

  

24.3 

 If the proposed project is but part of a larger effort, 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) should 
determine the appropriate scope of the proposed 
project, identify any connected facilities or actions, 
and evaluate the need to develop an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

 
The solar development proposed in this permit application represents a single project with independent utility. The project will add 
renewable electrons to the grid, bolstering energy resilience and supplanting power derived from fossil fuels.  Renewable electrons 
generated from this project would be transmitted to potential offtakers through existing infrastructure owned and operated by AEP.  
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24.4 

Once the applicant has sufficiently demonstrated 
that there are no practicable alternatives to the 
proposed project site with fewer environmental 
impacts, the applicant should evaluate onsite 
alternatives to demonstrate that onsite impacts 
have been avoided and minimized to the extent 
practicable. 

 
Port Corpus Christi evaluated several sites during the alternative analysis and determined the McCampbell property to be best 
suited for an industrial-size solar development. An updated alternatives analysis is provided as a part of this response to comments 
(see Attachment A). 
 
Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy generation to avoid and 
minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property. The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way in 
which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce 
Potential Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None - Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None - Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None - Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None - 0.3ac offset with 
mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length 
of access paths 

None - 13.4ac - offset 
with mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None - Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None - Restored 

    

24.5 

The applicant should limit facilities to upland areas 
of the property to avoid and minimize wetland 
impacts. The applicant should also consider 
reducing the number of solar panels and 
associated infrastructure to lessen the project 
footprint and/or consider the use of multiple 
properties to construct a 600 MW PV solar panel 
development.  

 
Port Corpus Christi proposes several fundamental deviations from the typical concept for solar energy generation to avoid and 
minimize wetland impacts across the McCampbell Property. The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way in 
which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce 
Potential Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None - Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None - Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None - Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None - 0.3ac offset with 
mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length 
of access paths 

None - 13.4ac - offset 
with mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None - Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None - Restored 
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24.6 

The applicant should reach out to San Patricio 
County to determine if the proposed project is 
compatible with airport operations. A post-
construction monitoring plan should be developed 
to determine whether bird fatalities (or other wildlife 
impacts) are occurring, and an adaptive 
management plan should be developed to 
minimize these potential impacts. 

 
Port Corpus Christi staff are fully informed of the Airport’s planned expansion and do not consider it incompatible with the proposed 
solar facility. Port Corpus Christi staff have an active and ongoing dialogue with the Airport Director and County Commissioner 
representing this district, and the Port has committed involving them in the detailed design process for the site to ensure 
consistency with the Airport’s Master Plan. 
 
Port Corpus Christi is currently coordinating with USFWS and this Section 7 consultation will determine what if any, long-term 
monitoring is required to address impacts to birds.  

  

24.7 

 A hydrologic functional assessment should be 
completed to identify the directional flow of water at 
pre-restoration conditions and post-construction 
surveys to determine if the restoration was 
successful.  The following information should be 
provided to support the proposed hydrologic 
design: 

 
Future iterations of design will require detailed hydrographic modeling. The Federal Emergency Management Administration 
(FEMA) requires projects within a floodway, like the McCampbell project, to obtain a “No-rise Certification”. Technical data, 
approved by a professional engineer, serves as the basis for the certification (FEMA, 2020). In association with this, the Port of 
Corpus Christi will expand this model to further inform pertinent details to the project, including but not limited to, culvert size, 
placement and spacing, the height of access paths, and whether low water crossings are more suitable in certain portions of the 
site. 

  

24.8 

Provide following figures to support the proposed 
hydrologic design: 
 
A figure of existing surface hydrology conditions 
that shows arrows indicating the directions of 
surface water flow throughout the entire site 
including water inflow and outflow of each wetland 
and water feature (e.g., stormwater ditch, 
McCampbell Slough. etc.) at the project site. 
 
A figure of proposed surface hydrology conditions 
that shows arrows indicating the directions of 
surface water flow throughout the entire site 
including water inflow and outflow of each wetland 
and water feature at the project site. 

 
In late 2019, Port Corpus Christi executed a contract with Hanson Professional Services, Inc. to complete an existing conditions 
hydrologic and hydraulic analysis of McCampbell Slough.  The scope of analysis included the area between State Highway 361, 
State Highway 35, and Farm-to-Market Road 1069.  This information was utilized in planning the proposed solar development.  
During the design of the solar development, the model will be updated to further evaluate and inform the final design. 

need exhibits showing 
hydrology 

24.9 

TPWD recommends that the USACE not issue a 
permit for the project as proposed. The applicant 
should incorporate the above recommendations 
into revised project plans that fully evaluate 
practicable alternatives and avoids and minimizes 
impacts to special aquatic sites 

 
Port Corpus Christi’s strategic growth and land use decisions are data-driven, guided by purpose-built Geographic Information 
Systems (GIS) decision support tools that prioritize compatibility with adjacent/non-industrial land uses and avoidance of sensitive 
environmental habitats. In Port Corpus Christi’s evaluation of the highest and best use of the property, only a project, which 
minimized wetland impacts is a compatible land use.  
 
Pilings to support solar panels do not act as fill, nor impact wetlands; therefore, solar is a compatible land use for the property.  
Despite the lack of conclusive evidence for shading impacts of wetland vegetation, Port Corpus Christi elected to only use 
continuously rotating solar panels and added elevation to the panels—several feet above industry standard—to increase light 
penetration to the ground. Further, the conceptual design focused on minimizing wetland impacts from substations and access 
roads to the greatest extent. After analyzing several onsite alternatives, Port Corpus Christi successfully developed a holistic use 
of the property, which limits impacts to 1% of the wetlands onsite.   

Brenton B. Lewis - City Manager, City of Ingleside 
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25.1 

The City of Ingleside is  requesting a public hearing 
and  additional information regarding  the proposed 
fill area at the McCampbell-Porter Airport. 

 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary.  
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) recognizes the compatible land use between solar and airport (FAA, 2021). “Glare” 
reflecting from solar panels presents no more risk to pilots than that of passing windows on buildings. Additionally, Port Corpus 
Christi established an open dialog with the San Patricio County Municipal Airport and the respective County Commissioner. To 
date, neither party has identified a conflict between the two land uses.    

25.2 

 The airport and surrounding area are located 
partially in the city limits of the City of Ingleside and 
the McCampbell Slough is a major drainage area 
that affects the City of Ingleside. 

 
Future iterations of design will require detailed hydrographic modeling. The Federal Emergency Management Administration 
(FEMA) requires projects within a floodway, like the McCampbell project, to obtain a “No-rise Certification”. Technical data, 
approved by a professional engineer, will serve as the basis for the certification and demonstrate the proposed project does not 
impact stormwater offsite. 

  

Tom Shearer 

26.1 

The proposed project is adjacent to the bays and 
estuaries, and beaches of the Texas Coast. The 
wooded oak motts are a rare habitat along this 
heavily used migratory bird flyway. Migrating birds 
use the wetlands to feed and roost. Also the birds 
often confuse shiny surfaces, such as solar panels, 
for water, and are injured when trying to land, or 
feed. 

 
Based on the wetland delineation and associated AJD, no oak mottes exist on the McCampbell Property. However, Port Corpus 
Christi will incorporate strategies to minimize impacts to migratory birds in future iterations of design as a result of the ongoing 
coordination with USFWS.  

  

26.2 

There are thousands of acres of fallow agricultural 
fields slightly inland, devoid of wetlands or 
woodlands that would avoid most of the impacts to 
migratory birds 

 
Port Corpus Christi evaluated several sites during the alternative analysis and determined the McCampbell property to be best 
suited for an industrial-size solar development. An updated alternatives analysis is provided as a part of this response to comments 
(see Attachment A). 

  

Jennifer Hilliard - Ingleside on the Bay Coastal Watch Association 

27.1 

I am requesting that the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers require a full Environmental Impact 
Statement for this project and provide a public 
hearing.                                                                                                                                                   

 
An Environmental Impact Statement is not warranted since this project does not constitute a major federal action. 
 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary. 

  

27.2 

Wetlands are vital and dynamic ecosystems that 
provide numerous benefits to society, including 
improved surface water quality, flood control, 
groundwater recharge, and of course wildlife 
habitat. 

 
Port Corpus Christi agrees wetlands are a vital component of the local ecosystem. Port Corpus Christi designed this project in a 
manner that fundamentally preserves site hydrology and avoids/minimizes impacts to aquatic resources. To accomplish the goals 
of this project, Port Corpus Christi commits to the following: 

• Restore all temporary construction impacts to existing grades; 

• Limit access improvement to only that which is necessary to support critical operations;  

• Elevate infrastructure above the ground via helical pilings that do not constitute fill per (40 CFR 232.2); 

• Locate inverters outside wetlands where possible; 

• Eliminate the potential of vegetation shading via elevated, tracking panels. 

• Restore 29.6ac of existing, degraded de facto access paths to natural elevations 

• Use automated panel cleaning mechanisms    

27.3 

The spacing of the panels covers the entire ground 
area except where roads are installed. The area 
covered by the panel will not maintain its existing 
floristic and hydrologic quality and should be 
considered in mitigation totals. 

 
Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrate increased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than   
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in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
 
From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 

support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the 

Hydrophytic Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb 

strata in an individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). 

An Ohio-based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade-tolerant and shade-

intolerant herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade-intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely 

related to canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted 

little correlation between canopy density and shade-tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and 

continuous rotation of the panels preclude persistent and widespread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project 

is unlikely to impact either shade-tolerant or shade-intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft 

above the ground, and the rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 

30-40%, which also mitigates the effects of persistent shading below the panels.) 

27.4 

They have grossly underestimated the amount of 
compensatory mitigation to the access roads and 
inverter footings. 

 
Port Corpus Christi’s proposed mitigation plan offsets unavoidable project impacts in a manner consistent with the 2008 Mitigation 
Rule. The Mitigation Rule stipulates a mitigation plan must ensure no net loss, favoring on-site, in-kind restoration second only to 
mitigation banks. Since no mitigation banks exist within the project watershed, on-site, in-kind mitigation is the most favorable 
mitigation strategy. Any ratio exceeding 1 to 1 demonstrates no net loss of wetlands on-site, thus the mitigation as originally 
proposed, especially as revised in Attachment B, exceeds the criteria for wetland mitigation. 
 
Port Corpus Christi developed the proposed mitigation plan based on the observed impacts occurring on-site at the time the 
property was purchased. The proposed restoration will conservatively mitigate unavoidable project impacts on a ratio of 
approximately 3 to 1. Port Corpus Christi updated this ratio following a detailed classification of the proposed restoration types, 
which required a more thorough analysis of the potential mitigation potential on-site. The 2.8 to 1 ratio is a more accurate estimate 
than the originally provided 2.2 to 1.       

27.5 
They have not provided an inventory of the 
wetlands or an inventory of the species. 

 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers reviewed and approved a wetlands delineation report—which contained 181 sample points 
documenting on-site vegetation—as part of the issuance of an Approved Jurisdictional Determination (AJD) for the McCampbell 
Property, which AJD was issued on August 12, 2022.    

27.6 
There are previously disturbed sites that are better 
suited for this project. 

 
 Please see the updated Alternatives Analysis provided as Attachment A. 

  

27.7 

Maintenance of growth around panels requires 
chemical or machines that further endanger the 
function of the wetland and all that are connected 
hydraulically. 

 
Five distinct cover types identified within the property include emergent wetlands; uplands comprised of mesquite mottes/shrubs 
and grassland mosaic; drainage features; stock ponds, and previously disturbed access paths.  The USACE-issued  AJD,  No.  
SWG-2021-00163 identified 1558.3ac  of jurisdictional wetlands on the site. 
 
Vegetation within the wetlands has similar characteristics throughout the entire survey area and did not change significantly. 
Vegetation within the wetland sample areas is dominated by Gulf cordgrass (Spartina spartinae), brushy sea oxeye daisy 
(Borrichia frutescens),  shoregrass (Distichlis littoralis), sand spike rush (Eleocharis palustris), coastal salt grass (Distichlis   
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spicata), bitter panic grass (Panicum amarum), seaside American aster (Symphyotrichum subulatum), chairmakers club-rush 
(Scheonoplectus americanus), marsh primrose-willow (Ludwigia palustris),  Kleingrass  (Panicum coloratum), torpedo grass 
(Panicum repens), seashore dropseed (Sporobolus virginicus)in the herb stratum. 
 
Given the vegetative community present at the site, mechanical maintenance is not anticipated with the use of elevated panels. 
Additionally, elevated panels will also allow for continued use of the site for grazing by sheep or cattle.  
 

27.8 

The Port has not provided adequate data on the fill 
material to be placed in an active hydraulic system. 

 
The table below, from the permit application, summarizes the way in which Port Corpus Christi avoided and minimized wetland 
impacts for the project: 
 

Potential Project Impacts Method to Minimize or Reduce 
Potential Wetland Impacts 

Net Impact  

Pilings in Wetlands Helical pilings  None - Avoided 
 
 

Shading from Panels Elevations above BFE and continuous 
rotation 

None - Avoided 

Trenching for Cables Cable elevated on trays None - Avoided 

Inverter Sited in uplands where applicable None - 0.3ac offset with 
mitigation) 

Site Access Configured site to minimize total length 
of access paths 

None - 13.4ac - offset 
with mitigation 

Substations Sited solely in uplands None - Avoided 

Temporary Construction Minimized by construction sequencing, 
BMPs, and restorations 

None - Restored 

 
The final design of the development will stipulate ideal characteristics of fill material, which a contractor will be required to meet 
during construction. As a matter of standard practice, Port Corpus Christi requires clean fill, free of contaminants on construction 
projects. However, the access roads will be constructed with caliche, crushed aggregate or other similar permeable materials. 
    

27.9 

The Port of Corpus Christi as a public entity is not 
approved to develop assets to provide energy for 
it’s clients. 

 The project is expected to add renewable electrons to the grid, bolstering energy resilience and supplanting power derived from 
fossil fuels. Renewable electrons generated from this project would be transmitted to potential offtakers through existing 
infrastructure owned and operated by AEP.  The proposed project will add to the existing mix of renewable energy with the 
potential to serve both residential and industrial demand. Regardless of the end-use of the electrons, the addition of emission-
free energy generation sources, and enhanced resilience of the regional grid are within the public interest. 
 
The project is expected to yield 600 MW of carbon-free electricity to be delivered via interconnect to the regional electric grid. 

The Port is not proposing to be a transmission provider or seller/distributor of electricity, and thus the project does not compete 

with regional electricity providers in any way. 

   

27.10 

Providing power to polluting fossil fuel industries is 
not in the public interest. 

 
Regardless of the destination of the renewable electrons generated from this project, they would serve to supplant power derived 
from fossil fuels, reducing regional emissions, and edging the Coastal Bend Region toward carbon neutrality, which is 
unequivocally aligned with the public interest (IPCC, 2022). Likewise, the addition of new, ultra-low carbon electricity generation 
to the ERCOT grid will bolster grid resilience for all users, clearly serving the public interest. Further, the proposed construction 
techniques and on-site mitigation will preserve and enhance, respectively, the hydrologic function of the site, thereby upholding 
and serving the public interest of downstream communities for whom the site provides ecosystem (watershed) services. 
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The project is expected to yield 600 MW of carbon-free electricity to be delivered via interconnect to the regional electric grid. 

The Port is not proposing to be a transmission provider or seller/distributor of electricity, and thus the project does not compete 

with regional electricity providers in any way. 

27.11 

A plan should be approved for the decommission 
restoration of the site to prior or improved 
condition.     

 
Per standard lease agreement language, all constructed infrastructure becomes the property of the Port of Corpus Christi, unless 
the Port otherwise notifies the lessee.  Port Corpus Christi maintains existing disposition requirements (per our Procurement 
Policy) that will be followed for any infrastructure on Port property.  

  

27.12 

The Port of Corpus Christi’s proposal does not 
show how providing solar powered electricity to 
polluting industries is in the Public. The immediate 
suggestion of increased employment at the 
sacrifice of our most precious marine resources is 
being used repeatedly by industry to create a 
stranglehold on our economy by placing all our 
resources at the feet of the fossil fuel industry while 
destroying the natural resources that sustain 
thousands of jobs in the commercial fishing and 
tourism industry. 

 
Regardless of the destination of the renewable electrons generated from this project, they would serve to supplant power derived 
from fossil fuels, reducing regional emissions, and edging the Coastal Bend Region toward carbon neutrality, which is 
unequivocally aligned with the public interest (IPCC, 2022). Likewise, the addition of new, ultra-low carbon electricity generation 
to the ERCOT grid will bolster grid resilience for all users, clearly serving the public interest. Further, the proposed construction 
techniques and on-site mitigation will preserve and enhance, respectively, the hydrologic function of the site, thereby upholding 
and serving the public interest of downstream communities for whom the site provides ecosystem (watershed) services. 

  

Robyn Cobb 

28.1 

I would like to request that the Corps hold a public 
hearing in order to fully describe this project and 
answer questions from concerned citizens. The 
project location is adjacent to a slough that drains 
to Copano Bay. The entire drainage area is well 
known for its habitat value to waterfowl, wading 
birds, and many other species.  According to the 
National Audubon Society, it is especially important 
to carefully select sites for large solar installations. 
Careful sitting of a solar farm entails avoiding 
disruption of existing bird habitat and doing all 
things possible to minimize the chances that birds 
would collide with the panels and all associated 
infrastructure such as transmission lines and 
substations.   

 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary. 
 
Port Corpus Christi designed this project in a manner that fundamentally preserves site hydrology and avoids/minimizes impacts 
to aquatic resources, thereby protecting existing habitats. To accomplish the goals of this project, Port Corpus Christi commits to 
the following: 

• Restore all temporary construction impacts to existing grades; 

• Limit access improvement to only that which is necessary to support critical operations;  

• Elevate infrastructure above the ground via helical pilings that do not constitute fill per (40 CFR 232.2); 

• Locate inverters outside wetlands where possible; 

• Eliminate the potential of vegetation shading via elevated, tracking panels. 

• Restore 29.6ac of existing, degraded de facto access paths to natural elevations 

• Use automated panel cleaning mechanisms 
 
Certain types of solar installations, mainly those with thermal concentration towers in the arid west, present a potential risk to 
migratory birds. The proposed project will not construct a thermal concentration tower. Additionally, while little research exists to 
demonstrate PV panels impact migratory birds in the same way as thermal concentration towers, there are strategies (including 
alternating the banding of cells within a panel) to help avian species more easily distinguish the presence of solar panels. Port 
Corpus Christi maintains an open dialog with USFWS specifically on this project, to collaborate on both migratory bird and 
endangered species concerns. Implementation of appropriate measures will occur to mitigate potential impacts on migratory birds.  
Such measures will be finalized during the Section 7 consultation process. 
 
No overhead power lines are proposed for the McCampbell property as all renewable electrons generated from this project would 
be transmitted to potential offtakers through existing infrastructure owned and operated by AEP.    
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28.2 

The project design will cover large swaths of 
ground, shading areas that are naturally exposed 
to sunlight leading to alteration of the vegetation 
and habitat value. The project also appears to have 
potential to impact sheet flow from the area being 
built over into the wetlands into the natural 
drainage system, thereby altering the function of 
the existing wetlands as well. Due to the potential 
negative impacts on habitat and birds, I do think a 
public hearing is in order. 

 
Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrate increased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than 
in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
 
From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 
support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the Hydrophytic 
Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb strata in an 
individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). An Ohio-
based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade-tolerant and shade-intolerant 
herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade-intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely related to 
canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted little correlation 
between canopy density and shade-tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and continuous rotation of 
the panels preclude persistent and widespread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project is unlikely to impact 
either shade-tolerant or shade-intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft above the ground, and 
the rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 30-40%, which also 
mitigates the effects of persistent shading below the panels.)   

Linda Fuiman 

29.1 

I am requesting a Public Hearing.  The project 
location is adjacent to a slough that drains to 
Copano Bay. The entire drainage area is known for 
its habitat value to waterfowl, wading birds, and 
many other species. According to the National 
Audubon Society, it is especially important to 
carefully select sites for large solar installations. 
Careful sitting of a solar farm entails avoiding 
disruption of existing bird habitat and doing all 
things possible to minimize the chances that birds 
would collide with the panels and all associated 
infrastructure such as transmission lines and 
substations.  

 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should advise if a public meeting is necessary. 
 
Port Corpus Christi designed this project in a manner that fundamentally preserves site hydrology and avoids/minimizes impacts 
to aquatic resources, thereby protecting existing habitat. To accomplish the goals of this project, Port Corpus Christi commits to 
the following: 

• Restore all temporary construction impacts to existing grades; 

• Limit access improvement to only that which is necessary to support critical operations;  

• Elevate infrastructure above the ground via helical pilings that do not constitute fill per (40 CFR 232.2); 

• Locate inverters outside wetlands where possible; 

• Eliminate the potential of vegetation shading via elevated, tracking panels. 

• Restore 29.6ac of existing, degraded de facto access paths to natural elevations 

• Use automated panel cleaning mechanisms 
 
Certain types of solar installations, mainly those with thermal concentration towers in the arid west, present a potential risk to 
migratory birds. The proposed project will not construct a thermal concentration tower. Additionally, while little research exists to 
demonstrate PV panels impact migratory birds in the same way as thermal concentration towers, there are strategies (including 
alternating the banding of cells within a panel) to help avian species more easily distinguish the presence of solar panels. Port   
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Corpus Christi maintains an open dialog with USFWS specifically on this project, to collaborate on both migratory bird and 
endangered species concerns. Implementation of appropriate measures will occur to mitigate potential impacts on migratory birds.  
Such measures will be finalized during the Section 7 consultation process. 
 
No overhead power lines are proposed for the McCampbell property as all renewable electrons generated from this project would 
be transmitted to potential offtakers through existing infrastructure owned and operated by AEP. 

29.2 

The project design looks as though it will cover 
large swaths of ground, shading areas that are 
naturally exposed to sunlight leading to alteration 
of the vegetation and habitat value 

 
Scientific research regarding the effects of photovoltaic (PV) panel shading on plant species is mixed, primarily as a function of 
geography. While some studies demonstrate increased biomass (Bousselot et al., 2017) and document increased biodiversity 
(Uldrijan et al, 2021), others note less biomass under panels (Armstrong et al, 2016). These papers and others reviewed by Port 
Corpus Christi are based on research conducted in differing climate regimes (mainly Europe) and focus only on upland plant 
communities. The studies in which a decrease in biomass was documented were conducted in regions with vastly different climatic 
regimes in terms of daily temperature variability and duration of the growing season. Comparatively, the Coastal Bend Region’s 
year-round growing season and lower daily temperature variability represent considerably more favorable growing conditions than 
in these reference studies. Likewise, the proposed panel height, and thus the distance between the panels and the ground, is 5ft 
higher greater in the Port’s proposed design than the industry standard. These studies that document decreases biomass, do not 
consider increasing panel height, which will inherently translate into increased sunlight penetration/reduced shading. 
 
Within the U.S. however, ongoing research conducted by the National Renewables Energy Lab (NREL) suggests that the shade 
under panels would improve soil health, retain water, nurture native species, produce food, and provide even lower-cost energy 
(NREL, 2019). While there is no conclusive scientific research indicating that PV panels prevent wetland species from growing, 
professional articles from the solar industry reveal that vegetation management is paramount in solar installations to prevent 
vegetation overgrowth, yielding diminishing absorption for the panels themselves (Lawrence, 2022), (Solar Power World, 2020), 
(Invenergy, 2022). This implies that species are not adversely affected by shading from the PV panels. 
 
From the perspective of wetland science, however, it is worth noting that USACE’s own Wetland Determination Data Forms 
support the concept of herbaceous vegetation growing in the presence of shade. This is evident in the structure of the Hydrophytic 
Vegetation section of the form, which categorizes vegetation by strata. The coexistence of both a tree and herb strata in an 
individual sample point indicates herbaceous wetland vegetation persists in the presence of shade (USACE, 2010). An Ohio-
based study evaluated the variety of strata density in forested wetlands, noting both shade-tolerant and shade-intolerant 
herbaceous species (Abella et al., 2020). This study further noted that shade-intolerant herbaceous cover is inversely related to 
canopy density (i.e. the less dense the canopy, the greater the density of herbaceous cover). The study also noted little correlation 
between canopy density and shade-tolerant herbaceous wetland species. Since the spacing, height, and continuous rotation of 
the panels preclude persistent and widespread shading equivalent to that in a dense canopy, the project is unlikely to impact 
either shade-tolerant or shade-intolerant wetland species.  (The bottom of the panels will be at least 5ft above the ground, and 
the rotation of the panel throughout the day is estimated to reduce shading on the panels themselves by 30-40%, which also 
mitigates the effects of persistent shading below the panels.)   
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D E L I B E R A T E  A N D  T A K E  A P P R O P R I A T E

A C T I O N  O N  A N  A P P L I C A T I O N  F I L E D  B Y  T H E

P O R T  O F  C O R P U S  C H R I S T I ,  F O R  A  S P E C I A L

P E R M I T  T O  A L L O W  A  S O L A R  P A N E L  F A R M

O N  T H E  F O L L O W I N G  P R O P E R T Y  B E A R I N G  A

L E G A L  D E S C R I P T I O N  O F :

Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres
out of a 524.80-acre tract of land. being part of a
6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G.
McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis
by  Pa r t i t i on  Deed  f i l l ed  Novembe r  4 ,  1933 ,
recorded in Volume 103, Page 1 51 of the Deed

Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property
Tract 2, ID, 60762 being 88.963 acre tract of land,
being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land conveyed
f rom W.  G.  McCampbe l l ,  e t  a l ,  to  Mrs .  Jean
M c C a m p b e l l  D a v i s  b y  P a r t i t i o n  D e e d  d a t e d
November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page

151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County,
Texas, Property Tract 3, ID, 67182, being 3.589
acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract
of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to
Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partit ion Deed
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103,
Page 151 o f  the  Deed Records  o f  San Pat r ic io

County, Texas. Property Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-
acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract
of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to
Mrs. Jean McCampbel l  Davis by Part i t ion Deed
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103,
Page 151 of  the Deed Records of  San Patr ic io

County,  Texas.  Property Tract  5,  104.748-acre
tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of
land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to
Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103,
Page 151 o f  the  Deed Records  o f  San Pat r ic io

County, Texas. Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-
acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract
of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to
Mrs. Jean McCampbel l  Davis by Part i t ion Deed
dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103,
Page 151 o f  the  Deed Records  o f  San Pat r ic io

County, Texas. Property Tract 7, ID 61476, 848
acres out of a 1181.095 tract of land, being part of
a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G.
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis
b y  P a r t i t i o n  D e e d  d a t e d  N o v e m b e r  4 ,  1 9 3 3 ,
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recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property
Tract 8, ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, being
part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from
W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell
Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933,
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed

Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property
Tract 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres of a 150.13 acre

tract of land out of the heirs of Rosa Teal Survey,
Abstract 262, San Patricio County, Texas, the said
150.13 acre tract of land being the same as and all
o f  t r a c t  I l  b e i n g  1 5 0 . 1 2  a c r e s ,  m o r e  o r  l e s s ,
d e s c r i b e d  i n  S p e c i a l  W a r r a n t y  D e e d  d a t e d
November 1,  2013,  recorded in  document  No.
632533, Off ic ial  Publ ic Records of San Patr ic io
County,  Texas.  Proper ty  Tract  10,  ID 103271,
145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract of land,

being the same land described as 150.694 acres
conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO Land, L.P.,
by General Warranty Deed dated March 26, 1999,
and recorded in Clerk's File No. 472035 of the Real

Property Records of San Patricio County, Texas.
Property Tract  11,  ID 67168, Tract  12,  61499,
167.165 Acre Tract of Land, situated in the Heirs of

Rosa Teal Survey A-262, Nicholas Fagan Survey
A-124, being out  a 6,091.22 Acre Tract  of  land

described in a Partit ion Deed from W.G. (Will)
McCampbel l ,  e t  a l . ,  to  John S.  McCampbel l ,
recorded in Volume 103, Page 156, Deed Records
of San Patricio County Texas; said 167.165 Acre
Tract being the same lands as a 166 Acre Tract of

l a n d  d e s c r i b e d  i n  a  D e e d  f r o m  s a i d  W . G .

McCampbel l ,  et  a l .  to  Mrs.  Jean McCampbel l
Dav is ,  as  recorded  in  Vo lume 103  Page  151 .
Property Tract 13, ID 67270, 13.287 acres out of
17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract

of land out of the cal led East 100 acres out of the

200  ac re  Sahad i  T rac t ,  ou t  o f  the  Rosa  Tea l
Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124,
San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres
being cal led Tract "B" in a Part i t ion Deed of cal led

E a s t  1 0 0  A c r e s ,  a c t u a l  9 9 . 7 2  a c r e s ,  b e i n g
desc r ibed  in  a  Deed  reco rded  under  C le rks  f i l e

n u m b e r  2 4 7 7 4 9 ,  D e e d  R e c o r d s  o f  S a n  P a t r i c i o

County ,  Texas,  and sa id  200 acre Sahadi  Tract
descr ibed in a Deed of Record under Volume 81,
Pages  597 -598 ,  Deed  Records  o f  San  Pa t r i c i o

Coun ty ,  Texas .  P rope r t y  T rac t  14 ,  ID  67091 ,
12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a
called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East

100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of
the Rosa Teal  Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin
Survey, A-124, San Patr icio County, Texas, withPacket Page 157 of 180



A L A N  B E A U B I E N

(Place #1 - 12/31/25)
1ST Term

J A C O B  L O P E Z

(Place #1 - 12/31/25)

1ST Term

C O N N O R  B R O W N

(Place # 3 - 12/31/25)
1ST Term

P N

said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition
Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres,

being descr ibed in  a  Deed recorded under  Clerks

f i le number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio
County,  Texas,  and said 200 acre Sahadi  Tract
descr ibed in a Deed of Record under Volume 81,
Pages 597-598,  Deed Records o f  San Pat r ic io
County, Texas.

P U B L I C  H E A R I N G  N O T E S

P Y Speaking For: None

A -

Speaking Against: None

There were no calls or letters of objection.

-

(Place #4 - 12/31/24)

B R E N D A  R I C H A R D S O N

(Place # 5 - 12/31/24)
2ND Term

(Chairman)

G E R A R D  G U T I E R R E Z

(Place #6 - 12/31/24)
P Y

1ST Term

C Y N T H I A  W I L S O N

(Place #7 - 12/31/24)
P Y

1ST Term

Commiss ion  Member  Beaub ien  made  a  mo t i on

to recommend denial  of  the request to Ci ty
Counc i l .  Commiss ion  Member  Gu t ie r rez
seconded  the  mot ion .  Mot ion  ca r r ied  4 :1 .

P Y

C h a i r m a n

B r e n d a  J .

Date

1 2 - 2 - 2 4
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Ordinance 2025-XXX Page 1 of 5

ORDINANCE 2025-___

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT FOR THE 
INSTALLATION AND OPERATION OF A SOLAR FARM ON THE 
FOLLOWING PROPERTY AND PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE, 
READING, SEVERANCE, AND PUBLICATION:

PROPERTY TRACT 1, ID 60762, BEING 124.3789 ACRES OUT OF A 
524.80-ACRE TRACT OF LAND. BEING PART OF A 6091.22-ACRE 
TRACT OF LAND CONVEYED FROM W. G. MCCAMPBELL, ET AL TO 
MRS. JEAN MCCAMPBELL DAVIS BY PARTITION DEED FILLED 
NOVEMBER 4, 1933, RECORDED IN VOLUME 103, PAGE 151 OF THE 
DEED RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS, PROPERTY 
TRACT 2, ID, 60762 BEING 88.963 ACRE TRACT OF LAND, BEING PART 
OF A 6091.22 ACRE TRACT OF LAND CONVEYED FROM W. G. 
MCCAMPBELL, ET AL, TO MRS. JEAN MCCAMPBELL DAVIS BY 
PARTITION DEED DATED NOVEMBER 4, 1933, RECORDED IN 
VOLUME 103, PAGE 151 OF THE DEED RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO 
COUNTY, TEXAS, PROPERTY TRACT 3, ID, 67182, BEING 3.589 ACRE 
TRACT OF LAND, BEING PART OF A 6091.22 ACRE TRACT OF LAND 
CONVEYED FROM W. G. MCCAMPBELL, ET AL, TO MRS. JEAN 
MCCAMPBELL DAVIS BY PARTITION DEED DATED NOVEMBER 4, 
1933, RECORDED IN VOLUME 103, PAGE 151 OF THE DEED RECORDS 
OF SAN PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS. PROPERTY TRACT 4, ID 67158, 
37.397-ACRE TRACT OF LAND, BEING PART OF A 6091.22-ACRE 
TRACT OF LAND CONVEYED FROM W. G. MCCAMPBELL, ET AL, TO 
MRS. JEAN MCCAMPBELL DAVIS BY PARTITION DEED DATED 
NOVEMBER 4, 1933, RECORDED IN VOLUME 103, PAGE 151 OF THE 
DEED RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS. PROPERTY 
TRACT 5, 104.748-ACRE TRACT OF LAND, BEING PART OF A 6091.22-
ACRE TRACT OF LAND CONVEYED FROM W. G. MCCAMPBELL, ET 
AL, TO MRS. JEAN MCCAMPBELL DAVIS BY PARTITION DEED 
DATED NOVEMBER 4, 1933, RECORDED IN VOLUME 103, PAGE 151 
OF THE DEED RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS. 
PROPERTY TRACT 6, ID 67177, 40.329-ACRE TRACT OF LAND, BEING 
PART OF A 6091.22-ACRE TRACT OF LAND CONVEYED FROM W. G. 
MCCAMPBELL, ET AL, TO MRS. JEAN MCCAMPBELL DAVIS BY 
PARTITION DEED DATED NOVEMBER 4, 1933, RECORDED IN 
VOLUME 103, PAGE 151 OF THE DEED RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO 
COUNTY, TEXAS.  PROPERTY TRACT 7, ID 61476, 848 ACRES OUT OF 
A 1181.095 TRACT OF LAND, BEING PART OF A 6091.22-ACRE TRACT 
OF LAND CONVEYED FROM W. G. MCCAMPBELL, ET AL, TO MRS. 
JEAN MCCAMPBELL DAVIS BY PARTITION DEED DATED 
NOVEMBER 4, 1933, RECORDED IN VOLUME 103, PAGE 151 OF THE 
DEED RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS. PROPERTY 
TRACT 8, ID 67236, 112.818-ACRE TRACT OF LAND, BEING PART OF A 
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Ordinance 2025-XXX Page 2 of 5

6091.22-ACRE TRACT OF LAND CONVEYED FROM W. G. 
MCCAMPBELL, ET AL, TO MRS. JEAN MCCAMPBELL DAVIS BY 
PARTITION DEED DATED NOVEMBER 4, 1933, RECORDED IN 
VOLUME 103, PAGE 151 OF THE DEED RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO 
COUNTY, TEXAS.  PROPERTY TRACT 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 ACRES OF 
A 150.13 ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF THE HEIRS OF ROSA TEAL 
SURVEY, ABSTRACT 262, SAN PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS, THE SAID 
150.13 ACRE TRACT OF LAND BEING THE SAME AS AND ALL OF 
TRACT II BEING 150.12 ACRES, MORE OR LESS, DESCRIBED IN 
SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED DATED NOVEMBER 1, 2013, RECORDED 
IN DOCUMENT NO. 632533, OFFICIAL PUBLIC RECORDS OF SAN 
PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS. PROPERTY TRACT 10, ID 103271, 
145.0886 ACRES OUT OF A 150.77 ACRE TRACT OF LAND, BEING THE 
SAME LAND DESCRIBED AS 150.694 ACRES CONVEYED FROM 
CENTEX HOMES. TO EFO LAND, L.P., BY GENERAL WARRANTY 
DEED DATED MARCH 26, 1999, AND RECORDED IN CLERK'S FILE 
NO. 472035 OF THE REAL PROPERTY RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO 
COUNTY, TEXAS. PROPERTY TRACT 11, ID 67168, TRACT 12, 61499, 
167.165 ACRE TRACT OF LAND, SITUATED IN THE HEIRS OF ROSA 
TEAL SURVEY A-262, NICHOLAS FAGAN SURVEY A-124, BEING OUT 
A 6,091.22 ACRE TRACT OF LAND DESCRIBED IN A PARTITION DEED 
FROM W.G. (WILL) MCCAMPBELL, ET AL., TO JOHN S. 
MCCAMPBELL, RECORDED IN VOLUME 103, PAGE 156, DEED 
RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO COUNTY TEXAS; SAID 167.165 ACRE 
TRACT BEING THE SAME LANDS AS A 166 ACRE TRACT OF LAND 
DESCRIBED IN A DEED FROM SAID W.G. MCCAMPBELL, ET AL. TO 
MRS. JEAN MCCAMPBELL DAVIS, AS RECORDED IN VOLUME 103 
PAGE 151. PROPERTY TRACT 13, ID 67270, 13.287 ACRES OUT OF 
17.456 ACRES OF LAND OUT OF A CALLED 34.9 ACRE TRACT OF 
LAND OUT OF THE CALLED EAST 100 ACRES OUT OF THE 200 ACRE 
SAHADI TRACT, OUT OF THE ROSA TEAL SURVEY, A-262, AND THE 
N. FAGIN SURVEY, A-124, SAN PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS, WITH 
SAID 34.9 ACRES BEING CALLED TRACT "B" IN A PARTITION DEED 
OF CALLED EAST 100 ACRES, ACTUAL 99.72 ACRES, BEING 
DESCRIBED IN A DEED RECORDED UNDER CLERKS FILE NUMBER 
247749, DEED RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS, AND 
SAID 200 ACRE SAHADI TRACT DESCRIBED IN A DEED OF RECORD 
UNDER VOLUME 81, PAGES 597-598, DEED RECORDS OF SAN 
PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS. PROPERTY TRACT 14, ID 67091, 12.4199 
ACRES OUT OF 17.456 ACRES OF LAND OUT OF A CALLED 34.9 ACRE 
TRACT OF LAND OUT OF THE CALLED EAST 100 ACRES OUT OF THE 
200 ACRE SAHADI TRACT, OUT OF THE ROSA TEAL SURVEY, A-262, 
AND THE N. FAGIN SURVEY, A-124, SAN PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS, 
WITH SAID 34.9 ACRES BEING CALLED TRACT "B" IN A PARTITION 
DEED OF CALLED EAST 100 ACRES, ACTUAL 99.72 ACRES, BEING 
DESCRIBED IN A DEED RECORDED UNDER CLERKS FILE NUMBER 
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Ordinance 2025-XXX Page 3 of 5

247749, DEED RECORDS OF SAN PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS, AND 
SAID 200 ACRE SAHADI TRACT DESCRIBED IN A DEED OF RECORD 
UNDER VOLUME 81, PAGES 597-598, DEED RECORDS OF SAN 
PATRICIO COUNTY, TEXAS.

WHEREAS, a request was made to install a Solar Panel Farm on the property described above; 
and

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission met and held a Public Hearing on December 
2, 2024, and after hearing and considering the application, the comprehensive master plan of the 
city, the future development of the city as a whole, and other relevant factors, the City Council is 
of the opinion and finds that it is in the best interest of the public health, safety, and welfare of the 
city to amend the development agreement for this property; 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INGLESIDE, COUNTY 
OF SAN PATRICIO, STATE OF TEXAS:

Section 1. A special permit is hereby granted to allow the construction, installation and operation 
of a solar farm on the following property: Property Tract 1, ID 60762, being 124.3789 acres out 
of a 524.80-acre tract of land. being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed filled November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page I 51 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, Property 
Tract 2, ID, 60762 being 88.963 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre tract of land 
conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated 
November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, 
Texas, Property Tract 3, ID, 67182, being 3.589 acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22 acre 
tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition 
Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 4, ID 67158, 37.397-acre tract of land, being part of a 
6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 5, 104.748-acre tract of land, being part of 
a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell 
Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed 
Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 6, ID 67177, 40.329-acre tract of land, 
being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean 
McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 
151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.  Property Tract 7, ID 61476, 848 acres 
out of a 1181.095 tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed from W. G. 
McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 4, 1933, 
recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property 
Tract 8, ID 67236, 112.818-acre tract of land, being part of a 6091.22-acre tract of land conveyed 
from W. G. McCampbell, et al, to Mrs. Jean McCampbell Davis by Partition Deed dated November 
4, 1933, recorded in Volume 103, Page 151 of the Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas.  
Property Tract 9, ID 114650, 45.5766 acres of a 150.13 acre tract of land out of the heirs of Rosa 
Teal Survey, Abstract 262, San Patricio County, Texas, the said 150.13 acre tract of land being the 
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same as and all of tract II being 150.12 acres, more or less, described in Special Warranty Deed 
dated November 1, 2013, recorded in document No. 632533, Official Public Records of San 
Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 10, ID 103271, 145.0886 acres out of a 150.77 acre tract 
of land, being the same land described as 150.694 acres conveyed from Centex Homes. to EFO 
Land, L.P., by General Warranty Deed dated March 26, 1999, and recorded in Clerk's File No. 
472035 of the Real Property Records of San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 11, ID 67168, 
Tract 12, 61499, 167.165 Acre Tract of Land, situated in the Heirs of Rosa Teal Survey A-262, 
Nicholas Fagan Survey A-124, being out a 6,091.22 Acre Tract of land described in a Partition 
Deed from W.G. (Will) McCampbell, et al., to John S. McCampbell, recorded in Volume 103, 
Page 156, Deed Records of San Patricio County Texas; said 167.165 Acre Tract being the same 
lands as a 166 Acre Tract of land described in a Deed from said W.G. McCampbell, et al. to Mrs. 
Jean McCampbell Davis, as recorded in Volume 103 Page 151. Property Tract 13, ID 67270, 
13.287 acres out of 17.456 acres of land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 
100 acres out of the 200 acre Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin 
Survey, A-124, San Patricio County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a 
Partition Deed of called East 100 Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded 
under Clerks file number 247749, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre 
Sahadi Tract described in a Deed of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of 
San Patricio County, Texas. Property Tract 14, ID 67091, 12.4199 acres out of 17.456 acres of 
land out of a called 34.9 acre tract of land out of the called East 100 acres out of the 200 acre 
Sahadi Tract, out of the Rosa Teal Survey, A-262, and the N. Fagin Survey, A-124, San Patricio 
County, Texas, with said 34.9 acres being called Tract "B" in a Partition Deed of called East 100 
Acres, actual 99.72 acres, being described in a Deed recorded under Clerks file number 247749, 
Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, and said 200 acre Sahadi Tract described in a Deed 
of Record under Volume 81, Pages 597-598, Deed Records of San Patricio County, Texas, 
provided the construction commences within ___ years this permit becomes effective.

Section 2. Authorization Limited: The authority granted by this special use permit exclusively 
authorizes the use of the referenced real property for the construction, installation, and operation 
of a solar farm. All construction, installation, and operational activities must comply with the 
applicable provisions of the City of Ingleside Code of Ordinances.

Section 3.  Effective Date.  As provided by Article III, Section 3.11C of the Charter of the City 
of Ingleside, this ordinance shall be effective upon adoption and, in addition, if any penalty, fine 
or forfeiture is imposed by this ordinance, then this ordinance shall be effective only after 
publication of this ordinance in its entirety or in summary form once in the official newspaper of 
the City of Ingleside.

Section 4.  Reading.  As provided by Article III, Section 3.11.B of the Charter of the City of 
Ingleside, this ordinance, or the caption of it, shall be read at two City Council meetings with at 
least two weeks elapsing between each reading.

Section 5.  Severance.  If any part of this ordinance is invalid or void or is declared to be so, then 
said part shall be severed from the balance of this ordinance and said invalidity shall not affect the 
balance of this ordinance, the balance of the ordinance to be read as if said invalid or void portion 
thereof were not included.
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Section 6.  Publication.  As provided by Article III. Section 3.11C, this ordinance shall be 
published one time in the official newspaper of the City of Ingleside, San Patricio County, Texas, 
which publication shall contain the caption of this ordinance stating in substance the purposes of 
same.

PASSED, ORDAINED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this ___ day of _________, 2025, by 
___ (ayes) to ___ (nays) with ___ abstentions by a vote of the City Council of the City of Ingleside, 
Texas.

CITY OF INGLESIDE, TEXAS

Pedro Oscar Adame, Mayor

ATTEST:

Jana Stork, City secretary

First Reading: February 10, 2025

Second Reading:
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City of Ingleside  Page 1 of 1 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 12 

Deliberate and take appropriate action for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to 
advertise Request For Qualifications (RFQ) for Engineering Services for design and bidding for 
a storage building to house equipment. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Gary Paredez, Director of Infrastructure Services 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

The City has recently purchased new equipment that will be needed for the road maintenance 
program. Included in this equipment is a Distributor, Chip-Spreader, Padfoot Roller, and a 
Paver. The total cost of this equipment is $1,123,724.47. The City has made a hefty investment 
with this equipment and it needs to be protected from the elements. The solution to this is to 
build a building large enough to house this equipment. This will allow the equipment to be 
stored inside and away from the natural elements.  Since this is a major public works project, it 
will require engineering. The staff is seeking to advertise for engineering RFQ's for this purpose. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

During the budget process, staff requested a ballpark pricing on a 6,000 ft2 building from a 
contractor that normally works in this area. The contractor expressed a price range of around 
$100 per ft2. The CIP budget has $600,000 allotted for the building construction. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends the City Council authorize the City Manager to advertise Request For 
Qualifications (RFQ) for Engineering Services for design and bidding for a storage building to 
house equipment. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
None 
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 13 

Deliberate and take appropriate action on a Resolution authorizing the City of Ingleside, TX to 
submit an application to the Office of the Governor, Public Safety Office, Criminal Justice 
Division for funds to purchase a (UTV) Utility Terrain Vehicle under a grant, FY 2026. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Martin Molina, Chief of Police 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

The Ingleside Police Department's sole Utility Terrain Vehicle (UTV) has been removed from 
the police department fleet due to its poor frame condition (rust) and beyond its mechanical 
limits. We currently do not have funds in the budget to purchase a new UTV for patrol use. The 
City of Ingleside (Police Department) requests funding of $40,000.00 to equip the Ingleside 
Police Department with a Utility Terrain Vehicle (UTV). This UTV will improve public safety 
and security in various areas of the city that are remote and difficult to access with standard 
patrol vehicles. It is particularly beneficial for navigating rugged terrain, remote trails, and 
isolated locations in and around industry buffer zones and city parks. 
Federal Funds are authorized under 34 U.S.C. §10152 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice 
Assistance Grant Program (JAG). JAG funds are available through a Congressional 
appropriation to the U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Assistance. All awards are 
subject to the availability of appropriated federal funds and any modifications or additional 
requirements imposed by law. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

No match funds are required for this grant. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends approval of a Resolution authorizing the City of Ingleside, TX to submit an 
application to the Office of the Governor, Public Safety Office, Criminal Justice Division for 
funds to purchase a (UTV) Utility Terrain Vehicle under a grant, FY 2026.Resolution. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. RES - Grant UTV FY2026 Resolution v4 
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RESOLUTION 2025-_____

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY OF INGLESIDE, TEXAS, TO SUBMIT AN 
APPLICATION TO THE OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR, PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICE, 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE DIVISION FOR THE UTILITY TERRAIN VEHICLE PROJECT 
GRANT, FY 2026, FOR AN AMOUNT OF $40,000.00.

WHEREAS, the City of Ingleside finds it in the best interest of the citizens of the City of Ingleside 
that the need for a Utility Terrain Vehicle be purchased for the Ingleside Police Department for 
the year 2026 and  

WHEREAS, the City of Ingleside agrees to provide no matching funds for the said project and 
has no requirement of matching funds by the Criminal Justice Grant program and

WHEREAS, the City of Ingleside agrees that in the event of loss or misuse of the Office of the 
Governor funds, the City of Ingleside assures that the funds will be returned to the office of the 
Governor in full.

WHEREAS, The City of Ingleside designates the Chief of Police as the grantee’s authorized 
official. The authorized official is given the power to apply for, accept, reject, alter, or terminate 
the grant on behalf of the applicant agency. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
INGLESIDE, TEXAS, that:

Section 1. The city of Ingleside Chief of Police is designated as the grantee’s 
authorized official. The authorized official is given the power to apply for, 
accept, reject, alter, or terminate the grant on behalf of the applicant agency. 

Section 2. That the submission of the grant application for Grant No. 5365601 for the 
purchase of a Utility Terrain vehicle (UTV) to the office of the Governor is 
approved.

Grant Number: 5365601

PASSED AND APPROVED this ___ day of February, 2025 by ___ (ayes) to ___ (nays) with 
___ abstentions by a vote of the City Council of the City of Ingleside, Texas.

__________________________________
Pedro Oscar Adame, Mayor

Attest:

________________________________
Jana Stork, City Secretary
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 14 

Deliberate and take appropriate action on the recommendation of the Chief of Police on the 
reclassification of the Assistant Chief of Police to a Lieutenant position in the Police department 
budget. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Martin Molina, Chief of Police 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

In fiscal year 2020-2021, the Ingleside City Council approved the creation of a position within 
the police department titled Assistant Chief of Police. I assumed this role and remained in it until 
the resignation of the previous Police Chief. On July 1, 2024, I was promoted from Assistant 
Chief to Chief of Police, a position I currently hold.  
  
On October 12, 2024, we conducted interviews to fill the vacant Assistant Chief of Police 
position at the Ingleside Police Department. Unfortunately, we have not yet found a suitable 
candidate for this role. As a result, I am reconsidering the Assistant Chief position and exploring 
the possibility of reclassifying it as a Lieutenant position.  
As the Police Chief, I oversee all significant administrative matters and serve as the liaison 
between the City Manager, department heads, and the police department. Given the current 
workload, maintaining an Assistant Chief position is unnecessary. 
  
I am supported by two Police Captains who are part of my command structure. The current rank 
structure at the Ingleside Police Department is as follows: 
Current Structure: 
- Chief of Police 
- Assistant Chief of Police (to be abolished) 
- Police Captain 
- Police Sergeant 
- Police Detective 
- Police Officer 
Our current rank structure is missing the position of Lieutenant, which is essential for a law 
enforcement agency. The role of the Police Lieutenant involves providing leadership, oversight, 
and support to mid-level supervisors, particularly the Sergeants. The Lieutenant ensures that 
daily operations run smoothly and offers guidance, mentorship, and assistance to the Sergeants 
and their teams of officers. Key responsibilities of the Lieutenant include managing patrol 
schedules, identifying problem areas, and developing initiatives to enhance public safety. In 
emergencies, the Lieutenant typically assumes command.. 
Proposed Changes: 
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- Chief of Police 
- Police Captain 
- Police Lieutenant (add) 
- Police Sergeant 
- Police Detective 
- Police Officer 
 I intend for the Lieutenant position to encompass the role of Internal Affairs Investigator. This 
position will involve conducting thorough and objective investigations into all reports of 
misconduct to ensure accountability and uphold our standards of behavior. By performing these 
administrative investigations, we can maintain public trust, particularly in cases involving 
officers alleged to have engaged in criminal activities, use of force incidents, or violations of 
departmental policies. 
 
 This position is classified under pay grade 15-1, exempt, and between the Sergeant and Captain 
pay levels. The starting annual salary for the Lieutenant is $68,473.60, whereas the starting 
annual salary for the Assistant Chief is $75,504.00. This restructuring results in significant 
annual cost savings of $7,030.40. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends the City Council accept the recommendation of the Chief of Police on the 
reclassification of the Assistant Chief of Police to a Lieutenant position in the Police department 
budget. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. PD ORG CHART TITLE ONLY v2 
2. Lieutenant Job Description IPD 
3. PAY TOTAL COMPENSATION IPD 
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CITY OF INGLESIDE 
JOB DESCRIPTION 

Lieutenant 
Department: Police 
FLSA Status: Exempt 
Effective Date:    
Pay Grade: 15 

 

POSITION SUMMARY 
Performs administrative and supervisory work for the Police Department. Responsible for the direction, 
planning, organization staffing training, and control of the department patrol and Special Services 
Sergeants and the Internal Affairs Unit. Work is performed under the direct command of the Police 
Captain and Chief of Police, and performance evaluation is based on the completion of assignments and 
the results obtained. The performance evaluation is conducted through the performance evaluation 
system and is in accordance with the Ingleside Police Department’s policies and procedures. 

 
ESSENTIAL DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

• Serves as the Internal Affairs Investigator to handle all complaints against the Ingleside Police 
Department or it’s employees. 

• Serves as the immediate supervisor for Patrol and Special Services Sergeants. 

• Assists the Police Chief and Police Captain in developing long-range goals and objectives. 

• Maintains a comprehensive knowledge of department rules, regulations, polices, and 
procedures to ensure their assigned personnel comply. 

• Examines reports submitted by department personnel accuracy, completeness, and conformity with 

current department policies and procedures. 

• Reviews body worn and fleet camera video to ensure compliance with department policies. 

• Establishes line of communication within the department, within the community, as well as outside 
departments and agencies, as required, to maintain an effective working relationship to better serve 
the community. 

• Issues citations of traffic violations and investigates traffic accidents. 

• Assists with the recruitment and selection of department personnel. 

• Inspects, issues, and maintains inventory of department-issued equipment 

• Receives and responds to inquiries or complaints; takes appropriate action to resolve 
complaints. 

• Assists with, conducts, and participates in various services and special training programs. 

• Assists other law enforcement agencies when requested or assigned. 

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED 
• Under the Direction of the Police Captain 

• Moderate Supervision 
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Admin. 
Supervision: 
Training: 

Memos and Reports 
Patrol and Special Services Sergeants 
Approves 

EDUCATION AND EXPERIENCE REQUIREMENTS 
Any combination of education and experience that would likely provide the required knowledge and abilities is 
qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities would be: 

Education – High School Diploma/GED 
Experience – Considerable experience 
in Law Enforcement  
License or Certificate – 
Must meet and maintain all department, State, and Federal training and education requirements for 
the position. Must have a valid driver’s license in the State of Texas 
Special Requirements – Possession of Texas Commission on Law Enforcement (TCOLE) Advanced 
Peace Officer’s License upon hire 

 
KNOWLEDGE, SKILLS, AND ABILITIES REQUIRED 

• Thorough knowledge of police methods, practices, and procedures 

• Thorough knowledge of the geography of the City 
and location of important buildings 

• Thorough knowledge of the rules and regulations of  
the Police Department 

• Skill in the use of firearms and the operation of a motor vehicle 

• Ability to communicate ideas effectively orally and in writing; ability to understand and carry out oral 
and written instructions and to prepare clear reports. 

• Ability to deal courteously but firmly with the public 

• Ability to analyze situations and to adopt quick, effective, and reasonable courses of action with 
due regard to surrounding hazards and circumstances. 

• Ability to establish and maintain working relationships with associates, elected officials, law 
enforcement agencies, school officials, State and Federal officials, and the public. 

 

 
PHYSICAL DEMANDS 
The physical demands herein are representative of those that must be met by an employee to successfully perform 
the essential functions of this job. Reasonable accommodations may be made to enable individuals with disabilities 
to perform these essential job functions. 

• This work requires the frequent exertion of up to 10 pounds of force and occasional exertion 
of up to 100 pounds of force 

• Work regularly requires speaking or hearing and using hands to finger, handle or feel, 
frequently requires standing, walking, sitting, reaching with hands and arms, tasting or 
smelling and pushing or pulling, and occasionally requires climbing or balancing, stooping, 
kneeling, crouching or crawling and repetitive motions.  

• Work requires close vision, distance vision, ability to adjust focus, depth perception, color 
perception, night vision and peripheral vision 

Required Education High School Diploma/GED 

Required Experience Considerable Experience 
Combination OK? Yes 
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• Vocal communication is required for expressing or 
exchanging ideas by means of the spoken word and 
conveying detailed or important instructions to others 
accurately, loudly, or quickly 

• Hearing is required to perceive information at normal spoken 

word levels and to receive detailed information through oral communications and/or to make 
fine distinctions in sound 

• Work requires preparing and analyzing written or computer data, visual inspection involving 
small defects and/or small parts, using of measuring devices, operating motor vehicles or 
equipment, and observing general surroundings and activities 

• Work frequently requires exposure to outdoor weather conditions and occasionally requires 
working near moving mechanical parts, working in high precarious places, exposure to 
fumes, airborne particles, toxic or caustic chemicals, extreme cold and heat, to the risk of 
electrical shock, vibration and bloodborne pathogens and may be required to wear 
specialized personal protective equipment 

• Work is generally in a moderately noisy location (e.g. business office, light traffic). 

Personnel and Policy Handbook section 3-C 
“all new employees are required to complete the FEMA IS-100, IS-200, and IS-700 within the first six (6) 
months of employment. All supervisors and managers are also required to complete the FEMA IS-300 and 
IS-400 within six (6) months of holding position.” 

 
Note: The above statements are intended to describe the general nature and level of work being performed by the incumbent(s) 
of this job. They are not intended to be an exhaustive list of all responsibilities and activities required of this position. Nothing in 
this job description restricts management’s right to assign duties and responsibilities to this job at any time. The omission of 
specific job duties does not exclude them from the position if the work is similar, related or a logical assignment to the position. 
The job description does not constitute an employment contract and is subject to change as the needs of the employer and 
requirements of the job change. 

 
 
 
 

Employee Signature Date 

Weight 10-100 lbs. 
Environment Mod. noisy 
Physical Activity Moderate 
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FINANCE-PAY FOR ASSISTANT CHIEF VERSUS THE POLICE LIEUTENANT
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 15 

Deliberate and take appropriate action for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to 
negotiate with the respondents of the Requests for Qualifications (RFQ's) for Project 
Management Services. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Gary Paredez, Director of Infrastructure Services 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

The City Council tasked staff with issuing Requests for Qualifications (RFQ's) for Project 
Management Services, to facilitate and assist the City in reviewing and overseeing current and 
future projects. The RFQ's were published in the local paper and other platforms. The City 
Manager, City Secretary, Director of Infrastructure Services, and Assistant Director of Finance 
were in attendance at the public opening of the RFQ's received from the firms of Gallagher, 
Procedeo, Martinez & Associates, and AGCM.  After the opening, the Director of Information 
Technology, Director of Infrastructure Services, and the Director of Developmental Services 
scored the four respondents with the firm of AGCM receiving the highest average score. 
 
  
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

Subject to negotiations. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends City Council authorize the City Manager to negotiate with the respondents of 
the Requests for Qualifications (RFQ's) for Project Management Services. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Corrected RFQ Totals 
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Gallagher AGCM N. Martinez Procedeo
Bernard 
Rodriguez

45 75 55 45

Tommy 
Sauceda

95 98 55 55

Gary Paredez 96 97 47 51
236 270 157 151
79 90 52 50.33
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 16 

Deliberate and take appropriate action on an Ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2024-2025 
budget for the City of Ingleside, Texas, for the reclassification of the Assistant Chief of Police to 
a Lieutenant position in the Police department budget and to reclassify the Municipal Court 
Administrator position from Non-Exempt to Exempt position in the Municipal Court budget in 
the General Fund. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Priscilla Solis, Assistant Director of Finance 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

The fiscal year 2024-2025 budget was adopted on September 24, 2024. Since that time, there has 
been a need for a change in positions to better structure the Police Department and to align the 
Municipal Court Administrator with other positions within the City. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

Fund 10          GENERAL FUND 
 Increase 

Fund Balance- Unassigned       10-4588              $9430.73 
  
 Decrease Expense 

SALARIES & WAGES                                        509-101                               $7,030.40 
RETIREMENT                                                    509-108                               $586.34 
SOCIAL SECURITY                                           509-120                               $537.82 
SHORT-LONG TERM INSURANCE                  509-133                               $58.72 
WORKERS COMPENSATION                           509-135                               $312.15 
SALARIES & WAGES                                        506-101                               $770.40 
RETIREMENT                                                    506-108                               $65.92 
SOCIAL SECURITY                                           506-120                               $60.46 
SHORT-LONG TERM INSURANCE                  506-133                               $5.28 
WORKERS COMPENSATION                           506-135                               $3.24  

 
RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends the City Council pass on first and only reading of an Ordinance amending the 
Fiscal Year 2024-2025 budget for the City of Ingleside, Texas, for the reclassification of the 
Assistant Chief of Police to a Lieutenant position in the Police department budget and to 
reclassify the Municipal Court Administrator position from Non-Exempt to Exempt position in 
the Municipal Court budget in the General Fund. 
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ATTACHMENTS: 
1. 2025-02-11 ORDINANCE NO- FY2025-xx BUDGET AMENDMENT-RECLASS 

ASSISTANT CHIEF POLICE POSITION AND COURT STAFF v3 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2025-__

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2024-2025 BUDGET FOR 
THE CITY OF INGLESIDE, TEXAS, OF RECLASSIFICATION OF ASSISTANT 
CHIEF OF POLICE POSITION TO POLICE LIEUTENANT FROM POLICE 
DEPARTMENT BUDGET IN THE GENERAL FUND AND TO RECLASS THE 
MC ADMINSTRATOR POSITION FROM NON-EXEMPT TO EXEMPT 
POSITION IN THE MUNICIPAL COURT BUDGET.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INGLESIDE, TEXAS:

WHEREAS, it was unforeseen when the budget was adopted that there would not be a need for an 
adjustment to the Assistant Chief of Police and MC Administrator position. 

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Ingleside that the Fiscal Year 2024-2025 
budget be amended as shown as follows:

CITY OF INGLESIDE
DEPARTMENT REVENUES AND EXPENSES 

BUDGET AMENDMENT

Account Fund-Dept- Budget Budget
Name: Acct Number: Increase Decrease

Fund 10 GENERAL FUND

FUND BALANCE-UNASSIGNED  10-4588 $8,525.43

Expenses 
SALARIES & WAGES  509-101           $7,030.40

                        RETIREMENT 509-108           $586.34
                        SOCIAL SECURITY                                     509-120                                 $537.82                                   

SHORT-LONG TERM INSURANCE 509-133           $58.72
WORKERS COMPENSATION 509-135           $312.15

[To amend the FY2025 budget as shown above to recognize the revenue and appropriate the 
expense for the reclassification of the Assistant Chief of Police position.]

Account Fund-Dept- Budget Budget
Name: Acct Number: Increase Decrease

Fund 10 GENERAL FUND

FUND BALANCE-UNASSIGNED  10-4588 $905.30

Expenses 
SALARIES & WAGES  506-101           $770.40
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                        RETIREMENT 506-108 $65.92
                        SOCIAL SECURITY                                     506-120                                   $60.46                                   

SHORT-LONG TERM INSURANCE 506-133 $5.28
WORKERS COMPENSATION 506-135 $3.24

[To amend the FY2025 budget as shown above to recognize the revenue and appropriate the 
expense for the reclassification of MC Administrator from Non-Exempt to an Exempt 
position, to align with similar positions within the city.]

THAT all Ordinance or parts of Ordinances in conflict with this Ordinance are repealed to the extent 
of such conflict only.

THAT if for any reason any section, paragraph, subdivision, clause, phrase, word or provision of this 
ordinance shall be held invalid or unconstitutional by final judgement of a court of competent 
jurisdiction, it shall not affect any other section, paragraph, subdivision, clause, phrase, word or 
provision of this ordinance, for it is the definite intent of this City Council that every section, 
paragraph, subdivision, clause, phrase, word or provision hereof be given full force and effect for its 
purpose.

THAT this Ordinance shall not be codified but shall become effective on and after adoption and 
publication as required by law.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this   ______ day of _________ 2025.

CITY OF INGLESIDE, TEXAS

________________________
Pedro Oscar Adame, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________
Jana Stork, City Secretary
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA   
Regular Meeting: February 10, 2025 

 
AGENDA ITEM: 17 

Deliberate and take appropriate action for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to 
negotiate with Garver Engineering for electrical engineering services for the Live Oak Park 
tennis court lighting project and the adding of electrical service areas. 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Gary Paredez, Director of Infrastructure Services 
 
APPROVED FOR AGENDA: Brenton Lewis, City Manager 
 
BACKGROUND: 

The City recently advertised an RFQ for electrical engineering services for the tennis court 
lighting project at Live Oak Park. The City received zero responses to the RFQ. Subsequently, 
Garver Engineering contacted staff proposing a service related to the RFQ for engineering 
services.  Staff met with a Garver representative and discussed a possible proposal from them. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

The current capital improvement project list has $350,000.00 budgeted for this project. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends City Council approve of the City Manager negotiating with Garver 
Engineering for .electrical engineering services for the Live Oak Park tennis court lighting 
project and the adding of electrical service areas. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
None 
 

Packet Page 180 of 180


	 Opening Agenda
	1. Call Meeting to Order.
	2. Roll Call.
	3. Invocation.
	4. Pledge of Allegiance.
	5. Citizen Comments and Reports.
	6. Staff Comments and Reports.
	a. Council Comments and Reports.
	Cover Sheet

	b. Announcements of Community Interest and/or upcomin
	Cover Sheet
	2025, 02-10 Community Events

	c. Report on the City of Ingleside Street Maintenance
	Cover Sheet
	STREET MAINT FUNDS-REPORT



	 Presentations
	7. Presentation of the 2024 Racial Profiling Report f
	Cover Sheet
	rpt_DRS_Racial_Profiling_Form_2024
	rpt_DRS_Racial_Profiling_Statistics Analysis Report 2024
	IPD Annual Report 2024 PDF


	 Consent Agenda
	8. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the Regu
	Cover Sheet
	2025, 01-28 Regular Council Meeting Minutes_DRAFT

	9. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the seco
	Cover Sheet
	DOCS1-#344634-v1-Ord_Cal_reg_and_spe_(charter)_election


	 Public Hearing
	10. Conduct a public hearing on an application filed b
	Coversheet
	Special Use Application
	Special Use Supporting Documents v2


	 Regular Agenda
	11. Deliberate and take appropriate action on first re
	Cover Sheet
	Special Use Application
	Special Use Supporting Documents v2
	Additional Port of CC Authority Documents
	#660B - Voting Record
	ORD - SUP Intensive Use v3

	12. Deliberate and take appropriate action for the Cit
	Cover Sheet

	13. Deliberate and take appropriate action on a Resolu
	Cover Sheet
	RES - Grant UTV FY2026 Resolution v4

	14. Deliberate and take appropriate action on the reco
	Cover Sheet
	PD ORG CHART TITLE ONLY v2
	Lieutenant Job Description IPD
	PAY TOTAL COMPENSATION IPD

	15. Deliberate and take appropriate action for the Cit
	Cover Sheet
	Corrected RFQ Totals

	16. Deliberate and take appropriate action on an Ordin
	Cover Sheet
	2025-02-11 ORDINANCE NO- FY2025-xx BUDGET AMENDMENT-RECLASS ASSISTANT CHIEF POLICE POSITION AND COURT STAFF v3

	17. Deliberate and take appropriate action for the Cit
	Cover Sheet


	 Executive Session
	 Closing Agenda
	18. Items to consider for placement on future agendas.
	19. Adjourn.




