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memo 
 
TO: Duwain Whitis    FROM: Barrett D. Allison 
 
RE: Environmental Issues Option A1  DATE: June 15, 2007 
 
 
Provided herein is a summary of the results of a literature search by my firm and 
associates concerning the environmental issues and constraints associated with the 
proposed shared raw water intake route suggested by the City of Austin (COA).  Our 
response addresses the COA proposed routing in two parts -- Option 1A north of 
Cypress Creek Road, and south of Cypress Creek Road.   
 
My firm and professional associates evaluated alternative route alignments for the 
proposed Brushy Creek Regional Water Authority raw water intake network.  Among 
those alignments was an alignment that matches that shown for “Option A1” northward 
from a point near the intersection of Anderson Mill Road and Cypress Creek Road to 
the new BRCUA plant site.  We dropped that alternative after evaluating the 
environmental impacts that would have been incurred in that portion of the COA 
alignment in favor of an alignment further west.  These impacts included the following: 
 

1.  Along Lime Creek road the north COA A1 alignment passes through and is 
adjacent to one or more well established preserves that were set aside to benefit 
several endangered species including Rhadine persephone and Dendroica 
chrysoparia.  In the case of R. persephone, the alignment passes closer than the 
minimum distance U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service believes to be needed to avoid 
impacting that species in numerous locations.  In the case of D. chrysoparia the 
same is true, however the ability of a bird to relocate may or may not reduce 
impacts compared to R. Persephone impacts since it’s caves can’t be moved. 

2.  Repeated permission was requested of the City of Austin to enter upon its 
property to conduct detailed environmental evaluation surveys along several 
highly sensitive portions of this alignment to determine the extent of potential 
environmental impacts but these requests were denied by the City. 

3.  Copies of any recent COA studies of presence of karst and karst species near 
this alignment were requested of the COA, but none were provided.  This may 
be a result of the fact that the COA has not conducted studies for environmental 
impact issues in this area.   
 

The existence of already known, well-documented locations of endangered species 
across this north route combined with denial of access to both the property and reports 
the City may have, eliminated this portion of the route proposed by COA from further 
consideration based upon known environmental impacts to endangered species, alone. 



The other part of the proposed route, from Cypress Creek Road southward along 
Anderson Mill Road and then east along FM 2769, either to the power line easement or 
to an alignment closer to RM 620 were not surveyed on the ground by our firm, however 
a great deal is already known about environmental issues along the south part of the 
route proposed by the City of Austin.  This portion of the line would traverse numerous 
areas known to be habitat, or known to possess the necessary characteristics of habitat, 
for at least the same endangered species discussed above and possibly more. 
 
COA already drew extensive opposition from anti-growth and environmental groups and 
agencies including Travis County Commissioner’s Court for its plans to locate its own 
proposed water plant at the so-called “Cortana” site, and for locating its part of the 
intake lines in this same area, and was compelled to abandon the Cortana site for an 
alternate site in what is an equally sensitive area of the Bull Creek watershed, based 
almost exclusively on the extent of community concerns over the environmental impacts 
for their small part of the south alignment, alone. 
 
To properly evaluate the route, it would be necessary to survey an area 1000 feet wide 
within which the water line would be located.  This would include vegetation surveys, 
surveys for the Golden-cheeked warbler (D. chrysoparia) and surface and subsurface 
investigations for karst features that may contain R. persephone and other endangered 
cave dwellers.  The results of the findings within this 1000 foot corridor would have be 
evaluated by the scientists and then presented to the US Fish and Wildlife Service and 
the Balcones Canyonlands Conservation Plan (BCCP) committee and other involved 
and interested organizations.  Based upon what is already known about the area, even 
without the additional findings to be sought in the field, we believe that environmental 
impacts of the south portion of the proposed COA route would disqualify it from serious 
consideration, as they did after a detailed examination of the north portion of the route. 


