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L-2 Rebecca Bjork, City of Santa Barbara Public Works Department 
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Responses to Comment L-2 

L-2-1 
Reclamation considers the Preferred Alternative to be protective of water quality and compatible 
with the objective to operate Cachuma Lake for water quality and water supply. The Final EIS 
has been revised to include new Section 2.9, which discusses the reasons that an alternative that 
would reduce recreational opportunities in the Plan Area was eliminated from detailed study. See 
the response to Comment R-1-1. 

L-2-2 
The RMP has a 20-year planning horizon and can be reviewed and amended as necessary based 
on changing conditions. In addition to the measures included in the RMP to avoid water quality 
effects from boating, minimize pollutants and erosion from land use practices, and protect 
endangered species and other biological resources, the RMP requires separate plans to be 
prepared for boating management, fisheries management, vegetation management, and trail 
system management. A Rangeland Assessment and Grazing Management Plan (Sage Associates 
2003) will be updated as part of the Preferred Alternative. 

See the response to Comment F-1-15 in regard to mitigation funding. 

L-2-3 
See the responses to Comments R-1-9 and R-1-10. 
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L-2-4 
See the response to Comment R-1-17. 

L-2-5 
A boating management plan is included in the Preferred Alternative. 

L-2-6 
See the response to Comment R-1-19. Under the Preferred Alternative, all nonconformant 
marine engines will be phased out within 2 years. 

L-2-7–L-2-9 
See the response to Comment R-1-20. 

L-2-10, 11 
See the response to Comment R-1-18. Mitigation BI-8 in Section 4.4.7 has been revised to state 
that the Fisheries Management Plan will comply with the Recovery Plan for Southern California 
DPS steelhead and CDFG’s stocking program, and may require stocking only sterile triploid 
trout in Cachuma Lake. 

L-2-12, 13 
See the responses to Comments R-1-11 and R-1-13. 
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L-3 Darlene Chirman, Santa Barbara Audubon Society, Inc. 

 



Appendix B 
Responses to Comments on the Draft RMP/EIS 

 X:\X_ENV\_PERMIT\BUREC\CACHUMA RMP\_FINAL\APPENDIX B\APPENDIX B.DOC\10-MAY-10\\OAK  B-152 

 



Appendix B 
Responses to Comments on the Draft RMP/EIS 

 X:\X_ENV\_PERMIT\BUREC\CACHUMA RMP\_FINAL\APPENDIX B\APPENDIX B.DOC\10-MAY-10\\OAK  B-153 

 



Appendix B 
Responses to Comments on the Draft RMP/EIS 

 X:\X_ENV\_PERMIT\BUREC\CACHUMA RMP\_FINAL\APPENDIX B\APPENDIX B.DOC\10-MAY-10\\OAK  B-154 

Responses to Comment L-3 

L-3-1 
The comment is noted. Alternative 2 has been selected as the Preferred Alternative.  
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L-3-2 
The bald eagle nesting site is mentioned in multiple locations throughout the RMP/EIS, primarily 
in Section 3.4.5.2.  Additional information has been added to Sections 3.4.5.2, 4.4.4.4, 4.4.5.4, 
4.4.6.4, and 4.4.7 of the Final RMP/EIS. 

As described in Section 4.4.7, the known bald eagle nest is 1.35 miles outside of the Plan Area.  
A 0.25- to 0.5-mile buffer is recommended to prevent impacts to nesting eagles (Watson and 
Rodrick 2000).  Since the nest is located more than twice the recommended distance from the 
closest part of the Plan Area, human activity in the Plan Area is not expected to disturb nesting 
eagles. In addition, dirt roads currently exist between the bald eagle nest and suitable foraging 
grounds at Cachuma Lake; however, eagles have been successfully hunting and breeding for 
years. Limited access to primitive trails is not expected to affect the bald eagles that nest outside 
of the Plan Area.   

L-3-3, 4 
Alternative 2 (Enhanced Recreation) has been selected as the Preferred Alternative; therefore, 
the resort development and body contact proposed in Alternative 3 (Expanded Recreation) will 
not take place. The Boating Management Plan would specify details about protective gear, and 
the local managing partner or concessionaire would provide a health and safety education 
program to remind users that body contact with the water is not permitted and provide basic 
kayak safety instruction to ensure proficiency (see Section 2.7.2). 

L-3-5 
The Preferred Alternative includes a 2-year phaseout of nonconformant engines. If annual testing 
of raw water at the William B. Cater Treatment Plant detects BTEX compounds, the phaseout 
would take place within 6 months of detection. As of 2009, no BTEX compounds have been 
detected. 

L-3-6 
As with other facilities and activities that would be allowed under the Preferred Alternative, the 
location of the trails would only be developed if demand warrants their construction, funding is 
available, and environmental analysis is completed as necessary. The proposal to develop six 
new trails on the North Shore is not included in the Preferred Alternative. 

The bald eagle nest is not mapped because it is located over a mile outside of the Plan Area on 
private property, and indicating its location could contribute to human disturbance.   

Equestrian trails as well as dirt roads already exist between the nest and Cachuma Lake, and the 
nesting pair of eagles has fledged chicks successfully in previous years. The proposed trail 
enhancements under the Preferred Alternative would not affect eagle foraging. 

L-3-7 
Any remote picnic or camping sites on the North Shore would be placed within an adequate 
buffer from sensitive wildlife and would be subject to site-specific environmental analysis. 
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L-3-8 
The Preferred Alternative (Alternative 2) assumes a small increase in boat use over the planning 
horizon—approximately 20 percent—to account for local and regional population growth. 
However, the maximum number of boats on the lake at any one time would not be allowed to 
increase beyond the No Action Alternative level (120 BAOT at maximum pool). Kayak and 
canoe use would be allowed, including at the east end of the lake. 

The maximum boat length of 25 feet for the Preferred Alternative was included to limit boat size 
and maintain the WROS setting planned for that alternative. 

L-3-9 
When entering areas that were previously closed to boating, kayakers may be subject to 
restrictions to prevent the disturbance of sensitive wildlife. These restrictions would be specified 
in the boating management plan and could include accompaniment by a naturalist or 
establishment of buffer zones around sensitive wildlife areas. Behavior of sensitive wildlife such 
as foraging bald eagles could be observed during trial periods by naturalists at the lake and re-
evaluated after an analysis of disturbance is conducted. Access to the east end of the lake beyond 
the log boom would be restricted to kayakers during the bird breeding season. Restrictions on 
kayak use under the Preferred Alternative are described in Sections 2.7.2, 4.4.5.2, 4.4.7, 4.5.5, 
and 4.9.5; and Table 2-3.  

L-3-10 
A vegetation management plan would be developed under the Preferred Alternative. Habitat 
enhancement would be subject to the availability of funding and the evaluation of optimum areas 
for enhancement. 

L-3-11 
The comment is noted. The description of native grassland in Section 3.4.3 of the Final RMP/EIS 
has been revised. More comprehensive mapping of native grassland in the Plan Area could be 
undertaken as part of the vegetation management plan.  

L-3-12 
A label for Live Oak Camp has been added to Figure 1-3.  

Specific locations of trails, kayak launch sites, or access to the Santa Ynez River would be 
identified when public demand and availability of funding allow implementation of specific 
management actions. All access points, trails, and other recreational features would be subject to 
additional environmental analysis as needed and would have to avoid impacts to natural 
resources. 

The resort-style accommodations proposed for Alternative 3 are not included in the Preferred 
Alternative. 
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L-3-13 
The water park was proposed as a conceptual facility under the Preferred Alternative. It would 
only be constructed if public demand warrants and funding is available, and it would require site-
specific environmental evaluation. 

L-3-14 
The support for bicycle transportation in the Plan Area is noted. 

L-3-15 
A Rangeland Assessment and Grazing Management Plan (Sage Associates 2003) has been 
prepared for the Plan Area and will be reviewed and updated as necessary as part of the Preferred 
Alternative. As stated in Section 4.3.7 (Mitigation SG-3), the Rangeland Assessment and 
Grazing Management Plan as well as the Vegetation Management Plan would contain adaptive 
management protocols. 

The proposed spring development, water tanks, holding fields, water troughs, and water lines 
shown in Figure 3.8-1 have been deleted because they are not part of the RMP. If future grazing 
leases or amendments to grazing leases propose these features, they would be subject to a tiered 
level of environmental review that would reference this programmatic document. 

L-3-16 
A fisheries management plan with an adaptive management approach will be prepared under the 
Preferred Alternative. Boat use may increase slightly, but the maximum number of boats allowed 
on the lake at any one time would be the same as under the No Action Alternative. 

L-3-17 
The recommendations are noted. Funding sources and other aid for invasive weed control will be 
addressed in the vegetative management plan that will be prepared under the Preferred 
Alternative (Alternative 2). 

L-3-18 
The Preferred Alternative would allow limited biking, hiking, and equestrian use on primitive 
trails and boat-in, primitive, self-contained camping in appropriate areas on the North Shore. 
Permits issued by the local managing partner would regulate these uses. Recreation use of the 
North Shore would be subject to seasonal restrictions during winter to reduce trail damage, 
during times of high fire danger, and during cattle shipping operations. The RMP/EIS includes 
measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any impacts that might result from North Shore access. 

L-3-19 
This summary comment is noted. The previous responses address the specific concerns raised in 
this letter. 




