PAGE  
2

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20426

August 17, 2012
OFFICE OF ENERGY PROJECTS









Project No. 2299-075 – California









Don Pedro Hydroelectric Project








Turlock Irrigation District







Modesto Irrigation District
Mr. Robert Nees

Director of Water Resources
Turlock Irrigation District
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Mr. Greg Dias
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P.O. Box 4060

Modesto, CA  95352
Reference:  Request for Clarification of Study Dispute Resolution
Dear Messrs. Nees and Dias:

By letter dated July 31, 2012, HDR Engineering (HDR) requested on your behalf, clarification of three required elements in the Director’s May 24, 2012, study dispute determination for the Don Pedro Hydroelectric Project.  The three elements include the Director’s recommendations for National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) requested study NMFS-4, Element 1 Data Development and Statistical Analysis, requested study NMFS-4, Element 2 Discharge for the Flow Paths at the La Grange Complex, and the workshop consultation process. 
NMFS-4, Element 1--Data Development and Statistical Analysis


HDR says that at the April 17, 2012 technical conference, Turlock Irrigation District and Modesto Irrigation District (Districts) agreed to conduct the various statistical analyses requested by NMFS, but only to the extent that adequate data are available for the time periods sought for the analysis.  HDR states that the Districts are compiling a list of the available discharge data, the time interval of the raw data, and the duration of record.

The Director’s study dispute determination required the Districts to generate the statistics requested by NMFS and to refine the statistical output as needed through the workshop consultation process for study W&AR-2 Project Operations/Water Balance Model.  It appears that the Districts intent for this element is consistent with the requirements of the Director’s study dispute determination.  Decisions concerning the extent of adequate data and time periods for analysis must be made in consultation with interested relicensing participants through the workshop consultation process.
NMFS-4, Element 2--Discharge for the Flow Paths at the La Grange Complex

HDR requests that the requirement in the Director’s study dispute determination to provide discharge information for the five flow paths at the La Grange Complex be modified because these data do not exist in any systematic or continuous record.  HDR points out that at the technical conference, the Districts said they would provide approximate historical and future estimated flows to be derived from the Project Operations/Water Balance Model from two release points, at the Turlock Irrigation District powerhouse and at the La Grange spillway.

The Director’s study dispute determination clarified that the study plan determination requires the Districts to provide existing discharge information for the five flow paths at the La Grange Complex as requested by NMFS.  While HDR says these data do not exist in any systematic or continuous record, it does appear discharge data of some form are available and the Districts must provide as part of the initial study report any and all existing discharge data relating to releases from La Grange dam to the Tuolumne River.   

Workshop Consultation Process

HDR states that in the revised study plan the District’s proposed to use workshops for consultation purposes as part of studies W&AR-2, -5, -6, and -10 and requests that the workshop consultation process apply to those studies only and not to two additional studies, W&AR-3 and -16, as required in the Director’s study dispute determination.  HDR does not believe that a formal workshop consultation process is necessary, nor of benefit to those two studies, because technical and training sessions for relicensing participants are being held for the water temperature models being developed in W&AR-3 and -16.

A number of the Districts’ proposed studies provide for consultation through workshops for certain decision-points, particularly those which involve model development.  While we see value in the use of consultation, we had concerns with the Districts workshop process should there be disagreements, especially if the Commission staff would not be involved in those decisions.  The six study plans that the Director is requiring the workshop consultation process for, all involve model development.  In all studies that involve model development, it is imperative for the Districts to document model development as required by the workshop consultation process.  Because W&AR-3 and -16 involve model development, the Districts must use the workshop consultation process for these studies.  This approach will provide for adequate consultation and comment by the relicensing participants on model development, and also provide for Commission staff oversight.

If you have any questions, please contact Jim Hastreiter at (503) 552-2760.







Sincerely,






Timothy J. Welch, Chief






West Branch

Division of Hydropower Licensing

cc:  
Mailing List

Public File



