
Exhibit F 

Summary of Opposition Letters 

 

Protestant Form
1
 Claimed Interest Legally Protected Interest 

 

Potentially Allege Legally Protected Interest 

 

1. Dawson, Donald C  Landowner  on the Kiamichi River 

 Loss of property value 

 Loss of land 

 Potential loss of underground water 

reserves that supply drinking water 

 Economic development 

 Recreation 

 Loss of tributaries that feed the Kiamichi 

River 

 Hunting/fishing 

 Wildlife habitat for the endangered species 

 Lack of EISs 

 

 Riparian property right may constitute specific, 

legally protected interest under O.A.C. §§ 

785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 785:20-5-

5(d). 

 

2. Garrett, Tom n/a  Landowner on Kiamichi River  Riparian property right may constitute specific, 

                                                 
1
 Form Letter Key 

1. Form Letter A – most common form letter.  Protestants filled out a template by hand or electronically.  The first and last 

paragraph of each letter was the same, and in between, Protestants filled in a list of identical, generic reasons, offered 

separately by a third-party (e.g., “Recreation/Hunting/Fishing,” “Endangered Species,” “Loss of Water for Drinking/Rural and 

City”).  See, e.g., Marcia Self’s protest letter (demonstrating the original template with few personal edits). 

2. Form Letter B – Protestants submitted letters that were nearly identical. 

3. Form Letter C – Protestants submitted letters that were nearly identical. 

4. Form Letter D – Protestants submitted letters that were nearly identical. 

5. Form Letter E – Protestants submitted letters that were nearly identical. 

6. Form Letter F – Protestant counties submitted letters that were nearly identical. 
 

EXHIBIT F



 Land value 

 “[M]y future here on the Kiamichi” 

 

legally protected interest under O.A.C. §§ 

785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 785:20-5-

5(d). 

 

3. Harris, Imogene 

Hairrell 

n/a  Landowner “in Sections 16 and 17, 

Township 1 South, Range 17 East, 

Pushmataha County, Oklahoma which 

abuts the Kiamichi River streambed” 

 Loss of property value and livelihood 

(pasture livestock and grow/sell hay) due to 

groundwater migrating from her land to fill 

void caused by water taking 

 Kiamichi losing water: flow of water at 

Albion (upstream) is same/more than 

amount flowing at Antlers (downstream) 

 Endangered species 

 Emotional distress due to devaluation of 

historic land she resides on 

 Denial of due process and equal rights 

 Lack of EISs (“upon information and 

belief”) 

 “Kiamichi river water was not pledged to 

pay for construction of Sardis dam and 

lake” (“upon information and belief”) 

 

 Riparian property right may constitute specific, 

legally protected interest under O.A.C. §§ 

785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 785:20-5-

5(d). 

 

4. Hilton, Denise C  Landowner on Kiamichi River 

 Loss of property value 

 Loss of land 

 Potential loss of underground water 

reserves that supply drinking water 

 Economic development 

 Recreation 

 Loss of tributaries that feed the Kiamichi 

 Riparian property right may constitute specific, 

legally protected interest under O.A.C. §§ 

785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 785:20-5-

5(d). 

 



River 

 Hunting/fishing 

 Wildlife habitat for the endangered species 

 Lack of EISs 

 

5. Hilton, Frank E  Landowner on the Kiamichi River 

 Damage to river flow 

 Hunting/fishing 

 Damage to ecosystem 

 Property damage 

 

 Riparian property right may constitute specific, 

legally protected interest under O.A.C. §§ 

785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 785:20-5-

5(d). 

 

6. Hoel, Rebecca C  Landowner on the Kiamichi River 

 Loss of property value 

 Loss of land 

 Potential loss of underground water 

reserves that supply drinking water 

 Economic development 

 Recreation 

 Loss of tributaries that feed the Kiamichi 

River 

 Hunting/fishing 

 Wildlife habitat for the endangered species 

 Lack of EISs 

 

 Riparian property right may constitute specific, 

legally protected interest under O.A.C. §§ 

785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 785:20-5-

5(d). 

 

7. Jackson, Dale A  Landowner on both sides of the Kiamichi 

River 

 Endangered species 

 Tourism 

 Property value 

 Drinking water 

 Economic development 

 Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 “Killing a living stream and turning into a 

 Riparian property right may constitute specific, 

legally protected interest under O.A.C. §§ 

785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 785:20-5-

5(d). 

 



canal.” 

 

8. Jackson, Justin A  Landowner on both sides of the Kiamichi 

River 

 Endangered species 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Economic development 

 Health (blue-green algae and virus) 

 

 Riparian property right may constitute specific, 

legally protected interest under O.A.C. §§ 

785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 785:20-5-

5(d). 

 

9. Smith, Diane E  Landowner on the Kiamichi River 

 Damage to river flow 

 Economic impact 

 Property value 

 Lack of adequate EISs 

 

 Riparian property right may constitute specific, 

legally protected interest under O.A.C. §§ 

785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 785:20-5-

5(d). 

 

 

10. Sprague, Wendy C  Landowner on the Kiamichi River 

 Loss of property value 

 Loss of land 

 Potential loss of underground water 

reserves that supply drinking water 

 Economic development 

 Recreation 

 Loss of tributaries that feed the Kiamichi 

River 

 Hunting/fishing 

 Wildlife habitat for the endangered species 

 Lack of EISs 

 

 Riparian property right may constitute specific, 

legally protected interest under O.A.C. §§ 

785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 785:20-5-

5(d). 

 

 

Do Not Allege Legally Protected Interest 

 

11. Armstrong, Judy A  Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Loss of community/schools 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 



 Wildlife habitat 

 

785:20-5-5(d). 

12. Atoka County Board 

of Commissioners 

F  None  Does not assert any interest. 

13. Boren, Loyd B  Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Endangered species 

 Loss of drinking water 

 Loss of land (due to damming) 

 Loss of community/schools 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Loss of use of land 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

14. Boren, Patricia B  Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Endangered species 

 Loss of drinking water 

 Loss of land (due to damming) 

 Loss of community/schools 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Loss of use of land 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

15. Brasfield, Amber A  Endangered species 

 Property values 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Tourism 

 Economic development 

 Recreation 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

16. Brasfield, Jason A  Endangered species 

 Property values 

 Recreation/fishing 

 Tourism 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

17. Briggs, Rickie D  No asserted interest  No specific, legally protected interest under 



 Lists “effects comprised by Kenneth P. 

Roberts, PHD University of Tulsa,” 

including: (a) 220 archaeological sites; (b) 

fish and wildlife; (c) river cane used for 

baskets; (d) local well water dry-up; and 

(e) blue-green algae. 

 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

18. Brittingham, 

Michael 

D  No asserted interest 

 Lists “effects comprised by Kenneth P. 

Roberts, PHD University of Tulsa,” 

including: (a) 220 archaeological sites; (b) 

fish and wildlife; (c) river cane used for 

baskets; (d) local well water dry-up; and 

(e) blue-green algae. 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

19. Burgett, Brad D  Effect on mussels 

 Lists “effects comprised by Kenneth P. 

Roberts, PHD University of Tulsa,” 

including: (a) 220 archaeological sites; (b) 

fish and wildlife; (c) river cane used for 

baskets; (d) local well water dry-up; and 

(e) blue-green algae. 

 Interstate compact 

 Lack of EISs 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

20. Carter, Dale A  Landowner near Big Cedar Creek 

 Loss of livelihood, property devaluation, 

and loss of fish and game 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 Big Cedar Creek is upstream from Applicant’s 

proposed withdrawal location. Cf. Franco-

American Charolaise, Ltd. v. Okla. Water Res. 

Bd., 855 P.2d 568, 575 (Okla. 1990) (riparian 

rights determination involves assessment of 



harm to downstream riparian owners). 

 Land ownership near a tributary of the Kiamichi 

River is not a riparian right on the Kiamichi 

River. 

 

21. Choctaw County 

Board of County 

Commissioners 

 

F  None  Does not assert any interest. 

22. Conley, Austin A  Endangered species 

 Recreation/fishing 

 Tourism 

 Economic development 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

23. Conley, Kenneth A  Endangered species 

 Property values 

 Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Tourism 

 Loss of land 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

24. Conley, Kimberly A  Property values 

 Tourism 

 Recreation 

 Wildlife habitat 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

25. Conley, Norma A  Endangered species 

 Property value 

 Recreation 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Tourism 

 Economic development 

 Loss of tributaries 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 



 

26. Conley, Robert D. A  Endangered species 

 Hunting/fishing 

 Wildlife habitat 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

27. Conley, Shannon A  Endangered species 

 Property values 

 Recreation 

 Tourism 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

28. Crims, George R., 

III 

 

A  None  Does not assert any interest. 

29. Davis, Hunter B  Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Loss of drinking water 

 Loss of land 

 Endangered species 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Loss of community/schools 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

30. Davis, Jerry B  Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Loss of drinking water 

 Loss of land 

 Endangered species 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Loss of community/schools 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

31. Davis, Melissa B  Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Loss of drinking water 

 Loss of land 

 Endangered species 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Loss of community/schools 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 



 

32. Davis, Nicole B  Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Loss of drinking water 

 Loss of land 

 Endangered species 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Loss of community/schools 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

33. DeWeese, Charles 

R. 

A  Endangered species 

 Endangered archeological sites 

 Recreation/fishing 

 Loss of drinking water 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

34. Doughty, Russell n/a  Many concerns, but no asserted interest 

besides being a scientist and Oklahoman. 

 Concerns include: dissatisfaction with the 

modeling; timeframe of permit filing; 

evidence regarding the notice for 

publication; amount of water requested; 

OK’s obligations under the Red River 

Compact; impact to the Hugo Reservoir; 

the Saris Contract; depth of Sardis Lake; 

authority to suspend the domestic riparian 

rights; and water supply to residents of the 

Kiamichi Basin. 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

35. Dunlap, Loy & Jane D  No asserted interest 

 Lists “effects comprised by Kenneth P. 

Roberts, PHD University of Tulsa,” 

including: (a) 220 archaeological sites; (b) 

fish and wildlife; (c) river cane used for 

baskets; (d) local well water dry-up; and 

(e) blue-green algae. 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 



 

36. Hairrell, Don D  No asserted interest 

 Lists “effects comprised by Kenneth P. 

Roberts, PHD University of Tulsa,” 

including: (a) 220 archaeological sites; (b) 

fish and wildlife; (c) river cane used for 

baskets; (d) local well water dry-up; and (e) 

blue-green algae. 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

37. Harper, Theressa B  Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Loss of drinking water 

 Loss of community/schools 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Endangered species 

 Loss of tributaries 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

38. Herbert, Susan A  Citizens were not properly informed No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

39. Hilley, Kevin N. C  Loss of property value 

 Loss of land 

 Potential loss of underground water 

reserves that supply drinking water 

 Economic development 

 Recreation 

 Loss of tributaries that feed the Kiamichi 

River 

 Hunting/fishing 

 Wildlife habitat for the endangered species 

 Lack of EISs 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 Not a resident of Pushmataha County.   

40. Humphrey, Justin A  Landowner on Buck Creek  No specific, legally protected interest under 



J.J.  Property value 

 Economic and environmental hardship 

 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 Buck Creek is upstream from Applicant’s 

proposed withdrawal location. Cf. Franco-

American Charolaise, Ltd., 855 P.2d at 575. 

 Land ownership adjacent to a tributary of the 

Kiamichi River is not a riparian right on the 

Kiamichi River. 

 

41. Hussaini, Syed 

Raziullah 

A  Recreation 

 Endangered species 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

42. Irwin, Georgia A  None  Does not assert any interest. 

 

43. Iski, Erin A  Harm to a specific breed of mussel that is 

on the endangered species list 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

44. Jackson, Linda A  Property values 

 Loss of existing businesses 

 Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Loss of use of land 

 Economic development 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

45. Johnson, Curtis A  Tourism 

 Wildlife 

 Economic development 

 Loss of water 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

46. Johnson, Jaime A  Wildlife 

 Loss of drinking water 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 



 785:20-5-5(d). 

 

47. Kerr, Dennis A  Wildlife 

 Endangered species 

 Lack of EISs 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

48. Latimer County 

Board of 

Commissioners 

 

F  None  Does not assert any interest. 

49. LeFlore County 

Board of County 

Commissioners 

 

F  None  Does not assert any interest. 

50. Leo, Debbie L. & 

Gutierrez, F. Jerrold 

n/a  Ecotourism business owner. 

 Concerns include: OKC did not follow 

OWRB’s rules and regulations; lack of 

EISs and in-flow stream monitoring; 

impacts to existing water rights, riparian 

rights, and endangered species; impact on 

communities along the Kiamichi River; 

property values; and tourism. 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

51. Marcum, Marla A  Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Loss of use of land 

 Property values 

 Endangered species 

 “Riparian rights” 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 Does not allege she personally has riparian 

rights. 

 

52. Marcum, Paul A  Loss of water for drinking/rural and city 

 Recreation/Hunting/Fishing 

 Wildlife Habitat 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 



 Loss of use of land 

 Property Values 

 Protecting endangered species 

 Riparian Rights 

 

 

53. Marshall County 

Board of 

Commissioners 

F  None  Does not assert any interest. 

54. McClellan, Brody A  Decreased drinking water 

 Scarce food sources 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Harm to natural water flow 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

55. McClellan, Larinda A  Landowner near Big Cedar Creek 

 Earthquake fault 

 Well water 

 Blue-green algae bloom 

 Endangered and threatened species 

 Loss of natural flow of the Kiamichi River, 

affecting land use, hunting/fishing, loss of 

property value. 

 Lack of EISs 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 Big Cedar Creek is upstream from Applicant’s 

proposed withdrawal location. Cf. Franco-

American Charolaise, Ltd., 855 P.2d at 575. 

 Land ownership near a tributary of the Kiamichi 

River is not a riparian right on the Kiamichi 

River. 

 

56. McCurtain County 

Board of County 

Commissioners 

F  None  Does not assert any interest. 

57. Oklahomans for 

Responsible Water 

Policy 

n/a  Application fails to provide required 

information 

 Notice is vague and ambiguous 

 Type and scope of infrastructure for OKC 

to access water has not been revealed 

 If granted, the application will result in 

threats to the health and safety of residents 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 Attachment G to the Application is actually a 

projection of the City’s future demand, not 

created by the OWRB. 

 OWRB’s 2012 Southeast Region Water Plan 



in the Kiamichi Basin 

 Game fish population 

 Attachment G to the application is dated 

outside the time frame required by the 

Board's own policy 

 Removal would unduly burden OK 

taxpayers 

 Violation of NEPA and the Endangered 

Species Act 

 

update for Basin 6 shows plenty of water 

available for future needs, even without the 

20,000 AF set-aside in the Sardis for local uses. 

 The 2012 Oklahoma Comprehensive Water 

Plan Executive Report shows an estimated 

713,617 acre feet per year excess or surplus in 

the Kiamichi Basin.  (Page 88, SE Region, 

Basin 6). 

58. Osborn, Nadean A  None  Does not assert any interest. 

 

59. Payne, Kevin Joseph A  Endangered species 

 Recreation, Hunting, Fishing 

 Wildlife Habitat 

 Loss of use of land, community, schools, 

future economic development of my land 

 Endangered archaeological sites on my 

land 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

60. Payne, Roger Dale A  Endangered species 

 Recreation, Hunting, Fishing 

 Wildlife Habitat 

 Loss of use of land, community, schools 

 Loss of land due to damming 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

61. Pittsburg County 

Board of County 

Commissioners 

 

F  None  Does not assert any interest. 

62. Poteau Valley 

Improvement 

Authority 

n/a  Many concerns, but no asserted interest. 

 Concerns include: (1) information on 

sediment to the lake is based on data that is 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 



dated and not supported by bathymetric 

study of the lake; (2) river run without any 

accounting; (3) greater opportunity for 

water to evaporate through the atmosphere; 

(4) reduction in the non-consumptive acre 

feet of water without any corresponding set 

off to water being taken by OKC; (5) an 

intake on Sardis Lake should be 

established; (6) reallocation of water every 

710 years based on yield and 

sedimentation; (7) water use. 

 

 

63. Potter, William T. n/a  Many concerns, but no asserted interest. 

 Concerns include: lack of sustainable use 

of water and extreme environmental and 

financial significance. 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

64. Pryor, Judy A  Property values 

 Loss of drinking water 

 Tributaries flowing into the Kiamichi River 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

65. Pushmataha County 

Commissioners 

n/a  “Detrimental effects” water withdrawal 

would have upon “the health, safety and 

welfare of our community” 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

66. Redman, Walter 

Myrl 

A  Loss of water 

 Decrease in property values 

 Decrease in tourism 

 Endangered species 

 Existing permitted water rights along the 

Kiamichi River 

 Requests that research by Caryn C. 

Vaughn, titled “Drought-Induced Changes 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 



in Flow Regimens Lead to Long-Term 

Losses in Mussel-Provided Ecosystem 

Services” be considered 

 

67. Roberts, Kenneth P. n/a  Landowner on Kiamichi River upstream 

from the proposed diversion site 

 Minimal in-stream flow will have negative 

effects on water quality, the basin 

ecosystem, land values, and endangered 

species 

 Diversion methodology seems uncertain  

 Negative impact on potential future 

development 

 Lack of EISs 

 Insufficient public disclosure and notice 

 Underground water depletion and quality 

for well-water access 

 Lack of sufficient hydrological and 

geological studies  

 Loss of recreational ability 

 Loss of habitat and wildlife 

 Diminished water quality from algae 

blooms toxic byproducts 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 Upstream from Applicant’s proposed 

withdrawal location. Cf. Franco-American 

Charolaise, Ltd., 855 P.2d at 575. 

 

68. Russo, Phillip A  Stake holder, property owner, and resident 

of Pushmataha County 

 Effect on economy 

 Recreational use of public parks and lands 

for fishing and hunting 

 He is a rancher 

 Agriculture and wildlife habitat 

 Riparian rights 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 Does not allege he personally has riparian 

rights. 

 



69. Self, Johnny C. A  None  Does not assert any interest. 

 

70. Self, Marcia A  None 

 

 Does not assert any interest. 

71. Smith, Pamela A  Stake holder, property owner, and resident 

of Pushmataha County 

 Effect on economy 

 Recreational use of public parks and lands 

for fishing and hunting 

 She is a rancher 

 Agriculture and wildlife habitat 

 “Riparian rights” 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 Does not allege she personally has riparian 

rights. 

 

72. Town of Talihina 

(letters submitted by 

Don Faulkner and 

Board of Trustees) 

 

A  Validating the yield of Sardis with a 

thorough study 

 Finalizing the Settlement Agreement before 

permitting 

 Lack of input of the Choctaw Nation  

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

73. Teeters, Dale A  Flow changes in the Kiamichi River 

 Mussel population/endangered species 

 Archeological sites 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

74. Tipps, Sharon A  Economic development 

 Property value 

 Loss of livestock 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

75. Tipps, Wayne A  Economic loss 

 Loss of lands 

 Loss of use of lands 

 Property values 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

76. Tolbert, Jerry B  Recreation/hunting/fishing  No specific, legally protected interest under 



 Loss of drinking water 

 Loss of community/schools 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Endangered species 

 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

77. Tolbert, Mike B  Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 Loss of drinking water 

 Loss of community/schools 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Endangered species 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

78. Tompkins, Mitchell C  Loss of property value 

 Loss of land 

 Potential loss of underground water 

reserves that supply drinking water 

 Economic development 

 Recreation 

 Loss of tributaries that feed the Kiamichi 

River 

 Hunting/fishing 

 Wildlife habitat for the endangered species 

 Lack of EISs 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

79. U.S. Dept. of the 

Interior Fish & 

Wildlife Service 

n/a  Environmental effects on native species 

and habitats that are protected as federal 

trust resources 

 Effects on species of conservation concern 

 Recreational fisheries 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 The FWS submitted another letter to clarify that 

its previous letter “was submitted as comments 

on the pending application, and not as a protest 

or objection to the permit.”  Therefore, the FWS 

is not a party to the proceeding.  See O.A.C. § 

785:4-5-4(e)(2) (“Persons who submit 

objections or comments to an application or 



petition will not be deemed to be parties[.]”).  

(Applicant intends to file a motion in limine to 

exclude FWS’s April 10, 2017 letter.) 

  

80. Vaughan, Lawanda B  Loss of community/school 

 Recreation 

 Loss of tributaries 

 Tourism 

 Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

81. Vaughan, Sue Ann A  None   Does not assert any interest. 

 

82. Vaughan, Terron A  None   Does not assert any interest. 

 

83. Vaughan, Terry B  Loss of community/school 

 Recreation 

 Loss of tributaries 

 Tourism 

 Recreation/hunting/fishing 

 

 No specific, legally protected interest under 

O.A.C. §§ 785:4-5-4(b)(3); 785:20-5-4(a)(3); 

785:20-5-5(d). 

 

84. West, Doug and 

Linda 

 

A  None  Does not assert any interest. 

 

 




