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Comment:

Desired Future Conditions, hereafter DFC, may neither be set nor enforced in a way
that violates our perpetual land rights to develop all of the groundwater under our
private lands that each respective landowner deems necessary in said landowner's
exclusive judgment for the purposes determined by the owner of the land.

Otherwise, if said DFCs are set in a way that violate our pre-existing vested land
rights to said groundwater, then such regulations could be in violation of much law,
some of it federal and some state.

Of note are the penalties set out in 18 USC 241 et seq which strictly prohibit, as do
the US Constitution's Contracts Clause, Kring v. MO, principles of American land law,
the use of the color of law to deny our federally protected civil rights.

Many cases 18 USC 241 et seq deal with local governmental units overstepping their
authority to deny citizens their rights.

This could include GMAs, local conservation boards, regional boards, and the state
water board.

As private property protected by the state land patent issued in perpetuity, our land
rights to groundwater are sacrosanct, and may not be infringed nor may involuntary
servitudes be placed on them as alluded to in the Day Case which set out pre-existing
land law.

James Adams
Morton Texas
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