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Healer, Rain L

From: Gruenhagen, Ned M
Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 5:30 PM
To: Healer, Rain L
Subject: RE: Cachuma BO and conccurence
Attachments: RE: Appendix to the ROD

Rain, 
 
The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) issued a letter to the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers (USACE) addressing 
effects to Southern California Steelhead (Onchorhynchus mykiss; steelhead) and its designated critical habitat, as 
provided for under the Endangered Species Act (ESA; 16 USC Sect 1532 et seq.), from a proposed project to install a 48‐
inch diameter redundant water‐supply pipeline associated with an existing water‐conveyance system (Tecolote Tunnel) 
that transports water from the Bureau of Reclamation’s (Reclamation) Lake Cachuma to the Corona del Mar Water 
Treatment Plant.  The proposed pipeline would transect (buried) Glen Annie Creek.  USACE’s action was to authorize a 
permit for construction of said project across Glen Annie Creek, which is known to be inhabited by steelhead.  The 
USACE analyzed effects from the project (referred to as the South Coast Conduit/Upper Reach Reliability Project or 
Second Barrel Pipeline) to listed steelhead and their critical habitat and NMFS concurred with USACE in a letter to 
USACE, dated July 1, 2010 (2009/03111:DB), that the project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect steelhead 
and would not destroy or adversely modify designated critical habitat for this species.   
 
It is my understanding that as long USACE and NMFS fully considered and analyzed the potential effects to steelhead 
and its designated critical habitat from the project, and that Reclamation’s actions were included as part of the project 
and its evaluation, then the effects from Reclamation’s actions to steelhead and their critical habitat would be covered 
under the concurrence provided by NMFS to USACE.  Reclamation’s action associated with the project is to provide a 
permit allowing easement for project construction.  The effect of Reclamation’s action is implicitly considered, if not 
explicitly considered, through analysis for effects of project construction.  Furthermore, it is my understanding that 
coverage for effects to steelhead and their designated critical habitat from Reclamation’s action associated with this 
project was discussed between M. Kinsey of Reclamation and D. Brumback of NMFS and that NMFS communicated that 
the concurrence letter that NMFS was to issue USACE would in fact cover Reclamation’s action on the project (M. 
Kinsey, pers. comm.).  
 
Consequently, based on the above material concerning Southern California Steelhead and their designated critical 
habitat, and that which was provided in my e‐mail to you on August 25, 2010 concerning California red‐legged frog (see 
attached), it is my opinion that no further consultation with NMFS or the Fish and Wildlife Service are required under 
the ESA. 
 
Ned 
 
 

From: Healer, Rain L  
Sent: Wednesday, November 03, 2010 2:21 PM 
To: Gruenhagen, Ned M 
Subject: Cachuma BO and conccurence 
 
Here are the responses from USFWS and NMFS. 
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Healer, Rain L

From: Gruenhagen, Ned M
Sent: Wednesday, August 25, 2010 4:29 PM
To: Healer, Rain L
Cc: Hyatt, David E
Subject: RE: Appendix to the ROD

Rain, 
 
The Biological Opinion (2009‐F‐0320) was issued to the US Army Corps of Engineers by the Fish and Wildlife Service for 
coverage of the “construction and installation of a 48‐inch diameter water supply pipeline with appurtenant facilities 
from the South Portal of the Tecolote Tunnel to the Corona del Mar Water Treatment Plant, of the pipeline from the 
mouth of the Tecolete Tunnel to the Corona del Mar Water Treatment Plant.”  Furthermore, the project area for the 
installation is described in the Biological Opinion as “approximately 7,000 feet long by 100 feet wide, and would result in 
a total of approximately 24.1 acres (9.8 hectares) of ground disturbance.” Additional description of the pipeline trench, 
staging areas and other aspects of the pipeline construction are detailed.  This description of the proposed action in 
Biological Opinion, and the coverage provided therein, covers the effects that would occur to California red‐legged frog 
(CRLF) from Reclamation’s issuance of a permit allowing the aforesaid proposed action.  Furthermore, the constructed 
facilities and their operation and maintenance are not under Reclamation’s authority. 
As such, it is my opinion that Reclamation’s proposed action (i.e. issuing a permit allowing the proposed action) would 
not have additional effects to species covered under the Endangered Species Act (16 USC 1531 et. seq.), and under the 
purview of Fish and Wildlife Service, and therefore additional consultation with Service is not required for our action. 
 
Ned 
 
 
 

From: Healer, Rain L  
Sent: Wednesday, August 25, 2010 9:21 AM 
To: Gruenhagen, Ned M 
Subject: FW: Appendix to the ROD 
 
Ned, 
 
  I was looking over the BO and it sounds like they may have covered the entire project and not just the two crossings.  They 
talk about the “approximately 24 acres” of the project in their determination.  Could you take a look and let me know if you 
read it the same way.  Perhaps we are covered after all.  I know in the NMFS concurrence they specifically talk about the 
Corps jurisdiction being only the crossings, but in the BO, I didn’t find that. 
 
Rain 
 
From: Rosie Thompson [mailto:RThompson@entrix.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 25, 2010 9:06 AM 
To: Healer, Rain L 
Subject: RE: Appendix to the ROD 
 
Here is the BO. 
 
Rosemary Thompson 
ENTRIX 
Senior Consultant 
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201 North Calle Cesar Chavez, Suite 203, Santa Barbara, CA 93103 
DIRECT: 805.979.9413 • MAIN: 805.962.7679 • CELL: 805.358.4693 • FAX: 805.963.0412  

From: Healer, Rain L [mailto:rhealer@usbr.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 25, 2010 8:07 AM 
To: Rosie Thompson 
Subject: RE: Appendix to the ROD 
 
Rosie, 
 
  Do you have the response (BO) from the U.S.FWS for CRLF?  I don’t seem to have it.  Thanks. 
 
Rain 
 
From: Rosie Thompson [mailto:RThompson@entrix.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2010 11:27 AM 
To: Healer, Rain L 
Cc: Kate Rees; Susannah Pitman; Siek, Charles R 
Subject: RE: Appendix to the ROD 
 
Here is a copy of the NOD for your files. 
 
Rosemary Thompson 
ENTRIX 
Senior Consultant 
 
201 North Calle Cesar Chavez, Suite 203, Santa Barbara, CA 93103 
DIRECT: 805.979.9413 • MAIN: 805.962.7679 • CELL: 805.358.4693 • FAX: 805.963.0412  

From: Healer, Rain L [mailto:rhealer@usbr.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2010 10:11 AM 
To: Rosie Thompson 
Cc: Kate Rees; Susannah Pitman; Siek, Charles R 
Subject: RE: Appendix to the ROD 
 
Rosie, 
 
 Could you send me the Notice of Determination that was done for the CEQA portion of this document.  I should have it for 
the Administrative Record. 
 
Rain 
 
From: Rosie Thompson [mailto:RThompson@entrix.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2010 4:47 PM 
To: Healer, Rain L 
Cc: Kate Rees; Susannah Pitman 
Subject: Appendix to the ROD 
 
Hi Rain, 
 
Because the South Portal issue came up after the final EIS/EIR was published and the EIR certified, I will prepare an 
appendix to the ROD that covers the South Portal issue and any other cultural resource issues that come out of the 
Section 106 process (e.g., Native American consultations and additional surveys for buried resources). I had inserted 
some info on the South Portal in the ROD and that will have to be moved to the appendix because we are not reissuing 
the EIS/EIR. 
 
Rosie 
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Rosemary Thompson 
ENTRIX 
Senior Consultant 

 
201 North Calle Cesar Chavez, Suite 203, Santa Barbara, CA 93103 
DIRECT: 805.979.9413 • MAIN: 805.962.7679 • CELL: 805.358.4693 • FAX: 805.963.0412  
EMAIL:rthompson@entrix.com • WEBSITE: www.entrix.com 

ENTRIX, Inc. is a professional environmental and natural resource management consulting company specializing in 
water resources management, environmental and natural resource liability management (ENRLM), natural resources 
management and NEPA/state compliance and permitting. 
 
Confidential - This electronic mail communication may contain privileged and confidential attorney-client information 
and attorney work products. If you received this electronic communication in error or are not the intended recipient, 
please delete this communication without using, copying, or otherwise disseminating it. Please notify sender that you 
received this communication in error.  

 
Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 
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Healer, Rain L

From: Rivera, Patricia L
Sent: Tuesday, June 08, 2010 1:56 PM
To: Healer, Rain L
Subject: RE: Cachuma Second Pipeline Project

Rain, 
 
 I reviewed the proposed action to construct a second 48‐inch diameter water supply pipeline with 
appurtenant facilities.  The existing South Coast Conduit (SCC) pipeline would remain operational; 
abandonment and demolition of the existing pipeline would not occur.  The federal action would be 
approval of the proposed facilities by Reclamation through a MP620 permit for additions or alterations. 
 
The pipeline would be welded steel pipe with an inside diameter of 48 inches.  The pipe would be buried 
with a nominal five feet of cover.  At the two stream crossings, cover would be approximately eight feet to 
avoid pipeline damage due to scour.  On private lands, the pipe would be placed within a permanent 
easement.  In addition, a temporary construction easement adjacent to the permanent easement that 
extends the width of the permanent easement would be used to accommodate the equipment, trench, and 
construction activities.  The Cachuma Operation Maintenance Board (COMB) would enter into an 
easement with the adjacent landowners that would authorize the construction and operation of the 
proposed pipeline across their property, ensuring the conditional use of private lands.  During this 
process, COMB would negotiate with the respective landowner regarding the payment of appropriate 
fees to offset the loss of existing avocado trees, ensuring sufficient funding to replant the orchard 
subsequent to construction.  On federal lands, no easements would be required.  The width of the 
construction area (permanent plus temporary construction easements on private land) would vary, 
depending on terrain and environmental constraints, and would generally be approximately 100 feet (30 
meters).  In areas with topographic or other constraints, the width could be as narrow as 50 feet (15 
meters).  Additional staging areas would be provided along the pipeline route for equipment, supplies 
(e.g., pipe), and vehicle parking; staging areas would be located within the temporary construction 
easements. 
 
A number of appurtenant facilities would also be required for the new pipeline: 
 
South Portal.  The existing South Portal at the Tecolote Tunnel (SPTT) would need to be replaced due to 
structural degradation and modifications necessary to divert the water into two pipelines.  Because the 
SCC must remain operational, the new SPTT structure would be constructed and then connected to the 
tunnel and pipelines during a short period of time.  The pad and wasteway overflow elevation for the new 
SPTT would be placed at the hydraulic grade line (HGL) for the tunnel in order to maintain tunnel 
capacity and operational characteristics.  Magnetic flowmeters would be installed at this location, or at 
Corona Del Mar Water Treatment Plant (CDMWTP), to provide improved flow measurement accuracy.  
Slide gates or butterfly valves would also be installed to allow one of the pipelines to be shut down for 
inspection and maintenance. 
 
Air Release and Blowoff Valves.  Air release valves are required at high points along the pipeline, and 
blowoff valves are required at low points.  Approximately five air release valves and three blowoff valves 
would be necessary for the new pipeline.  Air release valves allow the pipeline to be drained for 
inspection and maintenance and to remove air in the pipeline when it is refilled.  The valves are placed in 
vaults (manholes) for protection and access.  Water released from the new pipeline blowoff valves 
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adjacent to the West Fork would be released into the existing South Portal wasteway discharge structure 
for energy dissipation.  Operation of the existing pipeline blowoff at that location would continue as in the 
past.  For the other two blowoffs, water would be released into upland areas so that it would not flow into 
existing drainages (an unnamed tributary of Glen Annie Reservoir, and the main stem of Glen Annie 
Creek).  The release rate would be controlled to prevent scour and erosion at the release point. 
 
Glen Anne Turnout.  The new pipeline would need to be connected to the existing Goleta West Conduit 
(GWC) through the existing or a new turnout.  For the Preferred Alternative, a new 18‐inch (46‐
centimeter) diameter, 115‐foot (35‐meter) long intertie pipeline would be constructed eastward from the 
new pipeline, about 200 feet (62 meters) south of the access road to the existing Glen Anne Turnout, to 
the GWC.  This new alignment for the intertie was developed after publication of the Draft EIS/EIR in 
order to minimize potential environmental impacts associated with construction on the steep slopes to 
access the existing Goleta West turnout.  For pipeline alignment Alternative A (parallel pipeline) an 
intertie at the Glen Anne Structure would be constructed along with improvements to the turnout 
structure that maintain the HGL to the GWC.   
 
Corona Del Mar Turnout.  The proposed second pipeline of the SCC would terminate at the existing 
CDMWTP weir structure.  The CDMWTP turnout would be modified to increase capacity and reliability.  A 
magnetic flowmeter would potentially be constructed upstream of the connection to the existing 36‐inch‐
diameter outlet in the weir structure.  Isolation of the pipeline would be accomplished with a motorized 
butterfly valve placed in a vault adjacent to the weir structure.  To protect the pipeline from surge, a 36‐
inch‐diameter pipe would also connect to the structure, downstream from the weir and higher in 
elevation.  A bypass would also be constructed, with 48‐inch‐diameter modulating valve in a vault, which 
would allow downstream water delivery during necessary weir maintenance.  The existing vent structure 
at Station 78+00 could be removed if a vacuum release valve were installed immediately downstream of 
the turnout. 
 
FiberOptic Cable.  A conduit for fiber‐optic cable would be installed within the pipeline trench allowing 
reliable pipeline monitoring. 
 
The proposed action does not have a potential to affect Indian Trust Asserts.  The nearest ITA was the 
Santa Ynez Reservation approximately 15 miles northwest of the project location.   
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