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1.0 Introduction

The Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) proposes to develop a 1,000-megawatt
(MW) natural gas-fired power plant (the Cosumnes Power Plant [CPP]) and 26-mile natural
gas pipeline in southern Sacramento County (the proposed action). The purpose of this
biological resources assessment (BRA) is to review the proposed CPP project in sufficient
detail to determine to what extent the proposed action may affect any of the threatened,
endangered, proposed, or sensitive species, critical habitat for winter-run Chinook salmon
and Delta smelt or Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) for Pacific Salmon.

This biological resources assessment (BRA) is prepared in accordance with legal
requirements set forth under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1536(c) 50
CFR 40214). The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is the lead federal agency for the proposed
project and will oversee compliance with federal laws, ordinances, regulations, and
standards (LORS) for the project, as well as any mitigation and protection measures for
sensitive biological resources.

The lead state agency for the CPP project is the California Energy Commission (CEC) that
oversees licensing and compliance of LORS for thermal power plants under its jurisdiction.
An Application for Certification (AFC) for CPP was prepared under Title 20 of the
California Code of Regulations and was submitted to the CEC on September 13, 2001. The
AFC process under CEC regulations is the functional equivalent to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) EIR. The CEC is the lead state agency for the project
and will oversee compliance with state and federal LORS required for the project, as well as
any mitigation and protection measures for sensitive biological resources. The AFC presents
a detailed description of the project and addresses potential project impacts to sensitive
biological resources in the project area. This BRA further refines the analysis of impacts to
special-status species that occur, or could potentially occur, in the CPP project area. This
BRA also addresses state-listed species as it may be used during consultation with the
California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) under Fish and Game Code Section 2081
or 2080.1.

Organization of BRA

Information on special-status species in the action area, the project’s potential effects on
these species, and proposed mitigation (Sections 2-6 of the BRA) is provided in two parts.
Part one addresses terrestrial species. The BRA sections discussing these species are
identified as Section 2A-6A. The second part of the BRA contains the pertinent information
on aquatic species. BRA information on aquatic species is contained in Section 2B-6B. These
sections follow the sections on the terrestrial species. Section 1 which addresses the Project
Location, Lists of Special Status Species, Critical Habitat, Essential Fish Habitat,
Consultation History, Description of the Proposed Action Area, and Project Schedule
includes both terrestrial and aquatic species.
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1.1 Project Location and Description of Proposed Action

The project has temporary disturbances and permanent features. The project site is a
permanent feature on a 30-acre parcel and is hereafter referred to as the “site.” The CPP
project site is located 25 miles southeast of the City of Sacramento, on the eastern edge of the
Sacramento Valley in Sacramento County (see Figure 1, all figures are located at the end of
the document). The project would be located on a 30-acre parcel about 1,500 feet south of the
existing non-operational Rancho Seco Plant (Rancho Seco or RSP) on a portion of a 2,480-
acre site owned by SMUD (Figure 2). This location will allow the reuse of existing water
systems, switchyards, and transmission lines that are already in place at Rancho Seco. The
project is at 150 feet elevation, at the base of the foothills that rise to the Sierra Nevada east
of the project. The 0.3-mile water supply line and 0.4-mile electrical transmission line
connecting existing RSP features and the CPP site are in the same location and habitat as the
project site. Construction of the interconnecting buried water supply line is a temporary
disturbance. Stringing the transmission lines would be a temporary disturbance, while the
transmission tower footings would be a permanent feature. There would be a temporary,
20-acre construction laydown area just south of the project site. Use of this area would
require re-aligning portions of two ephemeral drainages to go around the laydown area and
to align with the drainages north of Clay East Road. The construction access road built on
SMUD-owned property would be a permanent feature. The site is located on the Goose
Creek quadrangle, United States Geological Survey (USGS) at Section 29, Township 6N,
Range 8E.

Power Plant

CPP will consist of a nominal 1,000-megawatt (MW) combined-cycle natural gas-fired
power plant. The plant will be constructed in 2 phases, each consisting of 500 MWs. Each
phase will have 2 combustion turbines, one condensing steam turbine, and 2 heat recovery
steam generators (HRSGs). Construction of CPP will require that 30 acres of annual
grassland be leveled and elevated for the CPP footprint and an electrical switchyard
(Figure 2). A construction access road will also be built, which will be used for plant
deliveries during operation. These features will result in the permanent loss of annual
grassland that includes seasonal wetland and vernal pool habitats. Preparation of the CPP
site also requires permanent realignment of two intermittent swales. The swales currently
run from south to north through the center of the site, primarily flow only during the rainy
season, and will be realigned to the west and east sides of the site, where meandering flow
will join with Clay Creek to the north of the site. Swales in the laydown area would be
realigned to match with the swales circumventing the power plant site.

Gas Pipeline

Natural gas for the facility will be delivered via a new 24-inch-diameter pipeline extending
26 miles from SMUD’s existing transmission backbone pipeline network that currently
terminates at the Carson Ice-Gen Facility in Elk Grove. The new gas pipeline crosses several
roadways and is adjacent to railroad rights-of-way in the south County, crosses under
several foothill streams and irrigation ditches typical of the Sacramento Valley, and then lies
adjacent to the road right-of-way (ROW) along Twin Cities Road and Clay East Road, in
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predominantly hay fields, alfalfa fields, and vineyards. The gas pipeline alignment is located
in the Clay, Galt, Elk Grove, Bruceville, and Florin quadrangles.

Construction of the natural gas pipeline would require 3 construction methods, the
conventional open-cut trench method, horizontal directional drill (HDD), and jack-and-bore.
The open-cut trench method requires a 35 to 65-foot wide construction zone that includes
area for a 3 to7-foot-wide, 7-foot-deep trench, separate topsoil salvage and trench spoil piles
and vehicle/equipment access along the entire alignment. The HDD method would be used
to install the natural gas pipeline under the Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, Laguna Creek,
portions of the Cosumnes Preserve, and Highway 99. The HDD will require the use of a
bentonite lubricant during the drilling process. Bentonite is a non-toxic clay material often
used in farming and wetland construction. Jack-and-bore is used for crossing under small
obstacles such as roads and railroad tracks, and consists of digging two pits and using a
hydraulic jack to bore the pipe underneath the obstacle.

In order for the new 26-mile gas line to supply sufficient fuel for Phase 2 of the project, two
gas compressor stations will be constructed as part of CPP’s Phase 2 activities. One gas
compressor will be located near the Carson Ice-Gen site at an existing valve station, in the
Sacramento Regional Waste Water Treatment Plant buffer lands (Figure 3). Two existing
gravel access roads lead into the site; one from the west and the other from the south. The
new compressor is anticipated to be skid mounted, approximately 10 feet x 20 feet x 8 feet
high, surrounded on four sides by a block wall for noise attenuation, in an existing fenced
enclosure.

The other gas compressor will be added in an existing gas interconnection facility in
Winters, CA where the SMUD pipeline ties-in to PG&E’s main backbone Line 400 (Figure 4).
The Winters Compressor Station is located on Road 29 in the SE 1/4 of Section 29, T9N,
R1W in Yolo County. The new compressor is anticipated to be skid mounted, approximately
10 feet x 20 feet x 8 feet high, surrounded on four sides by a block wall for noise attenuation.
The existing inter-tie station is currently surrounded by a slatted fence enclosure. The area is
surrounded by orchards, with the nearest residences about 0.1 mile away.

Other Project Features
The CPP project will include the following associated features:

e A stormwater detention basin and discharge outfall structure to Clay Creek (a tributary
to Hadselville Creek and Laguna Creek) will be located in the northwest corner of the
CPP site. The outfall from the basin would be designed to incorporate measures to
reduce contaminants, consistent with stormwater requirements, and with a flow
dissipater structure or equivalent to reduce velocity and potential scouring from the
outfall. Construction of the 100-foot-long stormwater discharge pipeline would result in
temporary disturbance to 0.3 acre of pasture, annual grassland, and seasonal swale in
the 30 acres. The open-cut trench method would be used to construct the stormwater
discharge pipeline.

o New triple circuit 0.4-mile long 230-kV transmission lines will extend north northeast
from the proposed switchyard at the CPP site to the existing Rancho Seco Plant’s 230-kV
switchyard. Approximately 4 new steel pole transmission towers will be required.
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e An existing 66-inch diameter buried pipeline conveys water from Folsom-South Canal to
the Rancho Seco Plant. Water for cooling CPP will be supplied by a new 0.3-mile 20-inch
diameter pipeline connection to the existing water facilities at Rancho Seco. FSC diverts
water from the American River at Lake Natoma. Phase 1 of the plant would use
approximately 220 acre-feet per month, or 1,719 gpm or 3.7 cubic feet per second. Phase
2 of the plant would use approximately 220 acre-feet per month or 1,719 gpm, or 3.7
cubic feet per second. The water pipeline connection will require a 65-foot-wide
construction corridor resulting in temporary disturbance to 1.3 acres of pasture, annual
grassland, and seasonal swales.

e A Zero-liquid Discharge (ZLD) system will process all of the wastewater produced by
the plant, returning a relatively high quality distillate stream for reuse in the plant and
producing a solids waste stream suitable for disposal in a landfill. Wastewater will be
processed in two steps; first a brine concentrator will concentrate the wastewater to
approximately 15 percent salt concentration and produce a clean distillate stream. The
second step will further process the remaining wastewater, producing a clean distillate
stream and a salt cake. ZLD systems will be used for both Phase 1 and Phase 2 of CPP.

e Domestic water and process makeup water will be supplied by diverting a portion of the
cooling water from the Folsom-South Canal to a package treatment plant.

e A temporary 20-acre construction laydown area would be located in annual grassland
immediately south of the CPP site, south of Clay East Road. Two swales, an east and a
west swale, currently run through the portion of land selected for the laydown area. The
laydown area will be arranged in a polygon shape to avoid alteration of the swales,
except where the northward flow approaches Clay East Road. Here, the earth will be
graded to direct flow toward a new culvert system that directs natural drainage under
Clay East Road and around the plant site. The laydown area will be revegetated to
annual grassland after construction is complete.

Climate

The region’s climate is Mediterranean, characterized by hot, dry summers and cool, wet
winters. Summer high temperatures frequently exceed 100 degrees Fahrenheit (°F); winter
temperatures are generally mild, with fewer than 20 freezing days per year. Rainfall
averages 16.7 inches per year, most of which falls between November and March.

1.2 Time Line and Implementation Schedule

SMUD expects to begin construction of the CPP facility in the first quarter of 2003 and begin
operation of Phase 1 in 2005. The natural gas pipeline construction would encompass 2 dry
seasons, between spring of 2003 and summer 2004, when low water flows are expected in
the Cosumnes River and tributaries, and to reduce potential environmental impacts to
aquatic species. The CPP would have an operational life of approximately 30 years and
would operate 7 days per week, 24 hours per day.
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1.3 Action Area

The action area for the CPP project includes the Cosumnes River, the lower American River
(Nimbus Dam downstream to the Sacramento River confluence), Sacramento River
downstream of the confluence with the American River, and the Sacramento County
portion of the Central Valley. The Cosumnes River is affected because the pipeline crosses
the mainstream and several tributaries to the Cosumnes. Because the project would use
water diverted from the American River, the lower American River and Sacramento River
are also considered part of the action area. The Central Valley contains habitat for large
numbers of migratory birds that winter in the cultivated agricultural fields, pastures, and
Sacramento-San Joaquin delta areas. The Central Valley also contains a wide variety of
vegetation communities that support special-status plants and wildlife. Vegetation
communities in the project area include annual grasslands with swales and seasonal
wetlands, grazed pastures, cultivated agricultural land, wetlands, and cottonwood, Valley
oak, and willow riparian habitats. Wetland and waters of the U.S. include vernal pools,
intermittent and perennial streams (Clay, Badger, and Laguna creeks), swales, and the
Cosumnes River. In addition to named streams and creeks, the gas pipeline would cross

37 swales, irrigation ditches, drainages or other aquatic features that could be considered
functionally equivalent to “streams” under the definitions implied by the State of California.
Therefore, CPP has obtained Streambed Authorization pursuant to Section 1601 of CDFG
code to cross these features.

Portions of the natural gas pipeline from the Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment
Plant to the town of Franklin are in residential and commercial areas in the cities of
Sacramento and Elk Grove. The pipeline runs close to and parallel to the railroad tracks or
existing roads through most of this area.

A portion of the Cosumnes River and Cosumnes River Preserve are included as part of the
action area. The Cosumnes Preserve was developed to protect the natural river ecosystem
including riparian and freshwater marsh habitats. The Preserve maintains one of the last
remaining valley oak riparian forests in California and portions of the Preserve have been
selected as a national Natural Landmark. The Cosumnes River is one of the last rivers in
California without dams; it routinely overflows its banks and provides sediments and
nutrients to adjacent flood plains, riparian habitats, and wetlands. Portions of the Cosumnes
Preserve are managed by the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) and other
portions by The Nature Conservancy.

Cooling water for the project would come from FSC, which originates at Lake Natoma
downstream of Folsom Reservoir on the American River.

The CPP project will result in direct and indirect impacts to biological resources in the
action area. These impacts include temporary and permanent disturbance to Central Valley
habitats and wildlife. The CPP project impact areas will temporarily affect approximately
240 acres for pipeline construction and laydown areas, and permanently convert 30 acres of
habitat in the Central Valley to industrial use.
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1.4 List of Special-Status Species

A list of special-status species that could occur in the project area was compiled from
consultations with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), CDFG, and the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB; CDFG
2002) (Appendix A). Recorded locations of special status species, according to the CNDDB
search are shown in Figures 5 through 9. For the purposes of this analysis, only those
species identified by the agencies as species of concern for the CPP project are fully
addressed in this biological assessment. Any special-status species whose habitat is present
in the CPP project area was evaluated for potential impacts from construction, operation,
and maintenance activities. Other special-status species that were included on the USFWS,
CDFG, and NMFS lists whose habitats or known boundaries of distribution do not occur in
the project area are included in Table 1 (found at the end of this BRA), but were not
evaluated further.

Federal Threatened (FT), Endangered (FE), Proposed Threatened (PT) or Proposed
Endangered (PE) Species:

Sacramento Orcutt Grass (Orcuttia viscida) FE

Vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi) FE

Vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi) FT

Valley elderberry longhorn beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus) FT
Spring-run chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) FT

Winter-run chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) FE

Sacramento splittail (Pogonichthys macrolepidotus) FT

Central Valley steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss) FT

Giant garter snake (Thamnophis gigas) FT

Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) FT (proposed Delist)

Federal Candidate Species (C) and Species of Concern (SC)
American Peregrine Falcon (Falco peregrinus anatum) SC, SE
Sacramento Orcutt Grass (Orcuttia viscida)C, SE
Legenere (Legenere limosa) SC
California linderiella (Linderiella occidentalis) SC
Fall/late fall -run chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) C
California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense) C
Western pond turtle (Clemmys marmorata) SC
Western burrowing ow! (Athene cunicularia) SC
Tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor) SC
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State* Threatened (ST), Endangered (SE), Species of Special Concern (SSC),
Fully-Protected (FP)

Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni) ST
Greater sandhill crane (Grus canadensis tabida) ST, FP

*These species are state-only listed species, fully-protected species, and other California
species of special concern that may or may not have federal status (see Table 1).

The assessment also addresses Pacific salmon, including winter-run, spring-run, fall/late-
fall run Chinook salmon since the proposed project area occurs in the area designated as
Essential Fish Habitat for the species.

1.5 Critical Habitat

The project site does not include designated critical habitat for any terrestrial species listed
above. Critical habitat for vernal pool fairy shrimp and vernal pool tadpole shrimp has been
proposed in south Sacramento County that includes portions of the pipeline and project site.

Critical habitat for Sacramento River winter-run chinook salmon includes the Sacramento
River (including the river water and river bottom) and adjacent riparian zone (FR Vol. 58
No. 114). The American and Cosumnes rivers are not designated as critical habitat for
winter-run Chinook salmon.

Critical habitat for Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon and Central Valley steelhead
was identified by NMFS to include all river reaches accessible to listed chinook salmon in
the Sacramento River and its tributaries. Critical habitat designated for these two species has
been withdrawn by NMFS pending additional analyses.

Critical habitat for delta smelt has been designated by USFWS to include the Sacramento
River, downstream of the confluence with the American River, and the Sacramento-San
Joaquin Delta.

Critical habitat has not been designated by USFWS for Sacramento splittail.

1.6 Essential Fish Habitat

In the project area, the Sacramento River, lower American River, and Cosumnes River are
located in the area identified as Essential Fish Habitat for Pacific salmon. Fall-run Chinook
salmon are known to inhabit the Cosumnes and lower American rivers. Winter-run, spring-
run, late-fall run/fall-run Chinook salmon are known to inhabit the Sacramento River.

1.7 Consultation to Date

e March 7, 2001. Informal consultation with Chris Nagano, USFWS regarding special
status species listing.
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April 30, 2001 Consultation Letters to USFWS, CDFG, and ACOE regarding project
scoping.

July 17, 2001. Letter from CDFG responding to request for consultation and
acknowledging need for 1600 permits and CEQA assessment.

August 24, 2001, pre-consultation technical assistance with NMFS concerning potential
impacts to winter-, fall/late fall-, and spring-run chinook salmon, Central Valley
steelhead, critical habitat

December 11, 2001, pre- consultation technical assistance with Madeline Martinez of
NMFS regarding potential project impacts and need for mitigation.

January 11, 2002. Letter from USFWS commenting on AFC for project.

January 17, 2002. Letter from Applicant to USFWS responding to concerns of January 11,
2002 and reguesting meeting.

February 7, 2002 Pre-consultation meeting with ACOE, USFWS, (CEC was also present)
pre-consultation meeting to brief ACOE, USFWS about project. Invited participants
CDFG and NMFS did not attend. Objective was to identify permit requirements
application requirements and appropriate mitigation for project.

February 20, 2002 Revised Species List for the Cosumnes Power Plant Gas Pipeline sent
to Debra Crowe from Harry Mossman.

April 5 and 8, 2002, Keith Whitener, The Nature Conservancy, Cosumnes River Preserve
fisheries biologist, discussions of potential impacts to fish in Cosumnes River and
Badger Creek from wastewater discharge and construction of pipeline through preserve.

April 5, 2002, Mike Eaton, Cosumnes River Preserve Manager, discussion to determine
potential impacts to Cosumnes Preserve from Project.

May 10, 2002 Progress meeting with Ken Fuller, USFWS concerning wetland mitigation
and presentation of final pipeline alignment.

September 19, 2002 Progress meeting with Ken Fuller, Craig Aubrey, Jason Douglas
(USFWS) and Melinda Dorin, Kristy Chew (CEC) to discuss segment 3a realignment,
receive preliminary comments on the draft Biological Assessment and clarify
determination of upland impacts to Giant Garter Snake, and indirect impacts to vernal
pool fairy shrimp.

October 15, 2002 Progress meeting with Ken Fuller, Craig Aubrey, Jason Douglas
(USFWS) and Melinda Dorin, Kristy Chew (CEC) to review draft mapping of impacts to
GGS and fairy shrimp and determination of upland impacts to giant garter snake, and
indirect impacts to vernal pool fairy shrimp.

November 6, 2002 Field visit with USFWS

November 14, 2002 John Baker NMFS, concerning project water supply and potential
impacts to fish species under NMFS jurisdiction.
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o November 15, 2002 Meeting with ACOE in field to verify wetland delineation of plant
site and laydown area.

o December 12, 2002 Letter from ACOE requesting additional data along the pipeline
alignment.

e January 14, 2003 Meeting with SMUD, Wayne White, Justin Ly USFWS to identify
progress

e February 7, 2003. Submit Final Wetland Delineation report. Accepted by ACOE.

1.8 Current Management Direction

A portion of the CPP natural gas pipeline project is proposed to go through the Cosumnes
River Preserve in Sacramento County. The Cosumnes River Preserve is jointly owned by
The Nature Conservancy, Bureau of Land Management, Ducks Unlimited, CDFG,
Sacramento County Department of Regional Parks, Recreation and Open Space, and
California Department of Water Resources (DWR). The overall goals of the Preserve are to
restore riparian habitat in the Cosumnes River watershed and to protect and maintain
habitat for native plants and wildlife.
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2.0A Special-Status Terrestrial Species
Accounts and Status in the Action Area

The designation of special-status includes: federal- and state-listed species under either the
Federal or the California ESA, species proposed for those listings, federal Species of
Concern, California Species of Special Concern, California Fully-Protected Species under the
Fish and Game Code, and plant species designated as rare, threatened, or endangered by
the California Native Plant Society (CNPS). A comprehensive list of special-status species
that could occur in the project area is included in Table 1. Special-status species whose
habitat(s) and distribution is present in the CPP project area are addressed in this section
and evaluated for project impacts and mitigation. Other special-status species that were
included on the USFWS, CDFG, and CNPS lists whose habitats or known boundaries of
distribution do not occur in the project area are included in Table 1 and evaluated in Section
2.1 but not evaluated for project impacts and mitigation.

Field surveys that focused on habitat suitability and searches for special-status species were
conducted on the entire CPP site, in a mile of the site, and 2,000-foot corridor along the gas
pipeline and electric transmission line alignments. Botanical surveys for special-status
plants focused on the proposed construction disturbance areas. Figures 5 through 9 show
locations of known species occurrences.

Indirect and direct permanent, temporary, and operational project effects were analyzed for
impacts to special-status species from the CPP project. Proposed protection and mitigation
measures for impacts to special-status species are presented in Section 5.0A Tables 2, 3 and 4
provide summaries of these potential impacts to the wetlands and native vegetation
communities in the project area resulting from the construction and operation of CPP and
associated linear facilities.

2.1A Terrestrial Species Known or Assumed to Occur in the
Project Area

Special-status terrestrial species known to occur or which are assumed to occur in the
project area were identified through informal consultation with USFWS and CDFG,
discussions with The Nature Conservancy regarding the Cosumnes River Preserve, and
field surveys for the project. The species addressed in this BRA are dependent in some way
on aquatic habitats such as river, creek, vernal pool, emergent marsh, or the adjacent
riparian habitats. The following sections discuss the potential impacts to special-status
species from the CPP project.
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2.1.1A Federal Listed Terrestrial Species

2.1.1.1 Sacramento Orcutt Grass

The Sacramento orcutt grass (Orcuttia viscida) is a Federal and state endangered and CNPS
1B species. It is an annual herb that occurs in vernal pool habitats, blooming from May to
June after pools dry. CNDDB records show historic occurrences of Sacramento orcutt grass
approximately 2 miles from Rancho Seco. This species is seriously threatened by agriculture,
urbanization, and grazing where vernal pools are lost or degraded (Skinner and Pavlik,
1994). Initial surveys for this species were done in conjunction with the wetland delineation
for the project and specifically for the project site by Davis Environmental Consultants
(Davis 2001). Additional surveys were conducted during the blooming period. Orcutt grass
was not detected in the project construction areas and therefore the CPP project is not
expected to affect the Sacramento orcutt grass.

2.1.1.2A Vernal Pool Tadpole Shrimp and Fairy Shrimp

Vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi), a federal endangered species and vernal
pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi), a federal threatened species (collectively referred to
as vernal pool branchiopods) are California endemic species, that live their entire life cycle
in temporary pools that fill with rainwater. They occur in ponding areas such as vernal
pools, swales, seasonal wetlands, or depressions that hold water for at least 18 days (at

20 °C) or 41 days (at 15° C) during the wet season. Tadpole shrimp require a minimum of
25 days to mature and mean age at reproduction is 54 days (Federal Register Vol 67,

No. 185. P 59901). Vernal pool branchiopods lay eggs (cysts) as the pool dries and persist in
the encysted egg stage during the summer dry periods. These particular species are endemic
to vernal pools and swales in California’s Central Valley (Federal Register 1994), but they
are also known to inhabit scrapings, tire tracks and other artificial depressions (USFWS
1996). The USFWS in proposing critical habitat for vernal pool crustacea identified the
Primary Constituent Elements (PCE) that provide the necessary features of critical habitat.
Briefly stated, the two PCE for vernal pool fairy shrimp and vernal pool tadpole shrimp are
1) vernal pools or ephemeral wetlands of appropriate size and depth and 2) the geographic,
topographic and edaphic features that support vernal pool complexes (Federal Register

Vol 67, No. 185. September 24, 2002). Where topsoil has been removed from the depression
by grading or scraping, or where water is prevented from collecting, the population of fairy
shrimp in that pool could be lost because the PCEs are no longer present.

Suitable but degraded habitat exists for vernal pool fairy shrimp in the low depressions near
or in the Union Pacific railroad right-of-way and Laguna-Stone Lakes Preserve along the gas
pipeline and the vernal pool north of the CPP project site. Surveys for listed vernal pool
branchiopods were not conducted specifically for the CPP project, as the USFWS indicated
during pre-consultation technical assistance that protocol survey results showing absence
would not be accepted. Vernal pool branchiopods are presumed to be present in the vernal
pools and seasonal depressions at the site and along the gas pipeline alignment that hold
water for a long enough period.

Construction of the CPP footprint may result in the direct loss of some ponding habitats. In
addition, the gas pipeline construction corridor contains seasonal ponding areas that could
support protected vernal pool species. The CPP project may adversely affect vernal pool
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tadpole shrimp, vernal pool fairy shrimp, and vernal pool plants that may occur in the
wetlands. Mitigation is proposed for the loss of wetlands along the pipeline and on the site
(see Section 5.0A).

2.1.1.3A Conservancy Fairy Shrimp

The Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta conservatio) is a Federal endangered
branchiopod. Conservancy fairy shrimp inhabit relatively large vernal pools and are known
from six disjunct populations in Tehama, Butte, Solano, Glenn, Merced, and Ventura
counties (Federal Register 1994). This species is not known to occur in Sacramento County.

Reasons for decline of the Conservancy fairy shrimp include loss of vernal pool and other
seasonal wetlands to farming and development. The CPP project will not adversely affect
Conservancy fairy shrimp.

2.1.1.4A Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle

The valley elderberry longhorn beetle (VELB) is listed as a federal threatened species. The
VELB is dependent on its host plant, elderberry (Sambucus sp.). Adults feed on elderberry
foliage and flowers.

The VELB requires the presence of mature elderberry plants to complete its 2-year life cycle.
The animal spends most of its life in the larval stage, living in the stems of an elderberry
plant. The adult stage is short-lived. Females lay eggs in crevices of the bark in late June.
The larvae normally occupy elderberry stems, trunks, and roots greater than 1 inch in
diameter. Larvae and pupae remain in the stems for one to 2 years until emergence as adults
in the spring. Adult emergence is from April through June, about the same time the
elderberry produces flowers. External sign of the species on elderberry shrubs is limited to
exit holes created by adults chewing their way out of the stems after pupation.

The VELB’s range extends throughout California’s Central VValley and associated foothills.
Waterways that drain to the Sacramento-San Joaquin delta and support elderberry plants
are considered habitat for VELB. Sacramento County is included in the list of 31 counties
that have VELB in all or portions of their areas.

Seven isolated (not associated with riparian vegetation) blue elderberry shrubs (Sambucus
mexicanus) are located along the gas pipeline alignment. Two are located on the eastern edge
of the UPRR between Laguna and Elk Grove Boulevard, two are located along the UPRR at
the point where the pipeline crosses under the UPRR approximately 70 feet south of Elk
Grove Boulevard, and three are located adjacent to the north levee road of the Cosumnes
River. The former four are potentially within 100 feet of construction and will require
special monitoring and avoidance measures described in Section 5.0A. The latter 3 are
located over a portion of the line that would be installed by HDD and therefore would not
be affected. Sixteen more elderberries were located in riparian habitats in the Cosumnes
River Preserve at distances between 150 and 500 feet from the pipeline. These will be
avoided by construction. The riparian habitats of the Cosumnes Preserve, including
elderberry plants, will be avoided by using horizontal directional drill (HDD) to place the
gas pipeline under sensitive areas. If a frac-out (e.g. inadvertent returns of drilling mud
enter the waterway through a fissure or crack in the soils) were to occur from HDD, the
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elderberry shrubs would most likely not be affected, as clean up of the drilling mud would
not remove shrubs.

The CPP project may affect, but will not adversely affect VELB.

2.1.1.5A Giant Garter Snake

The giant garter snake (Thamnophis gigas), a Federal and California threatened species, is
one of the largest garter snakes in North America. It is olive to dark brown with pale yellow
stripes running down the back and both sides. It is highly aquatic, requiring marsh habitat
(including flooded rice fields). The snakes also require a consistent source of small fish,
amphibians, or other aquatic prey species in slow moving sloughs, creeks, rivers, ponds,
and irrigation canals. Giant garter snake habitat is defined as any wetland, canal, or slough
suitable for foraging (containing fish and amphibians), and upland habitat (defined as areas
within 200 feet of aquatic habitats) (Hornaday 1997) within 5 miles of a recorded locality.
The Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, and irrigated crops, canals and associated upland areas
support aguatic species that provide forage for giant garter snakes.

The Sacramento County rice production zone and the eastern portion of the Sacramento-San
Joaquin river delta from the Laguna Creek-Elk Grove region south to Stockton supports
populations of giant garter snake (Federal Register 1993, Thelander 1994). The CNDDB has a
record of giant garter snakes occurring in the large marsh at the confluence of the Cosumnes
River and Badger Creek west of Highway 99 and another in a marshy ditch south of Arno
Road just east of Highway 99. Cosumnes Preserve staff report giant garter snakes occur in
the preserve but Laguna Creek has not been surveyed.

Giant garter snakes hibernate in underground burrows in upland areas adjacent to aquatic
habitats during the winter months, typically from November through March (USFWS 1999).
During the hibernation period they are susceptible to earth moving activities while in
underground burrows. The snakes are normally active (breeding or feeding) from early
March through September but have been observed above ground as early as February and
as late as October in some areas (Wylie 1997). For consultation purposes, the USFWS
typically refers to the winter hibernation period as October 1 to May 1 as this is the period
when most, if not all, snakes are in hibernation.

Reasons for population decline include loss of forage habitat in natural steams and wetlands
and supporting upland habitat, disruption during basking and hibernation, direct loss of
individuals through predation by native and introduced species, and degradation of water
guality. The proposed action may result in temporary impacts to the giant garter snake
during earth moving activities, such as construction of the CPP gas pipeline trench.

There is no suitable giant garter snake habitat at the CPP project site, and none was reported
during field surveys for tiger salamander and other amphibians (Jennings 2002). Along the
gas pipeline, giant garter snake are known to occur in the Cosumnes River and Badger
Creek and are assumed to be present in nearby tributaries with appropriate cover,
hydrology and prey. Roads and railroads are believed to be effective barriers where the
pipeline parallels a railroad berm or heavily traveled highway. The CPP project was
designed with a concern to avoid aquatic habitat to the extent feasible.
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Giant garter snakes have been documented to move up to 5 miles over a period of a few
days in response to dewatering of habitat (Wylie et al. 1997 in USFWS 2002). Telemetry
studies also indicate that active snakes use uplands extensively -more than 31 percent of the
observations were in uplands (Wylie 1999 in USFWS 2002).

“Almost all snakes observed in uplands during the active season were near
vegetative cover, where cover exceeded 50 percent in the area within 0.5 m
of the snake. Less than 1 percent of observations were of snakes in uplands
with less than 50 percent cover nearby (Wylie 1999 in USFWS 2002). “

The draft recovery plan for the snake designated four recovery units for the snake. The
pipeline for the CPP project is within the Sacramento County Valley Recovery Unit, which
comprises seven populations. “Five of the six remaining population within the recovery unit
are very small, highly fragmented and isolated, and, except for the Badger Creek/ Willow
Slough population, threatened by urbanization. This latter population is within a small
isolated area...these subpopulations are largely protected from threats to the species...”
(USFWS 2002)

The portion of CPP gas pipeline extending through the Cosumnes Preserve could
temporarily affect giant garter snakes or their habitat during HDD and/or trench
construction activities. If a frac-out were to occur in giant garter snake habitat, potential
impacts could occur if drilling mud fills shelter burrows used by snakes and trapping them.
To mitigate the potential impacts of a “frac out,” a detailed Contingency Plan for HDD has
been developed and is presented in Appendix C. Construction under and near the
Cosumnes River will be scheduled during the dry months to minimize potential impacts to
snakes.

2.1.1.7A Bald Eagle

The bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) is a Federal threatened species and state
endangered species. They nest near large bodies of water in California at low elevations and
require a continuous supply of fish and/or waterbirds for prey. The bald eagle builds a
large stick nest in old growth tree stands with 40 percent canopy cover near a permanent
water source. They do not generally nest near human disturbance. The nearest record for
nesting bald eagles was reported in 1992 approximately 5 miles east northeast of Rancho
Seco. The bald eagle winters in the Central Valley of California.

Bald eagle population declines have been attributed to pesticide use and to a lesser extent,
direct loss of individuals due to shooting, electrocution and traffic. Through recovery efforts
implemented since its listing under the Endangered Species Act, the bald eagle population
has increased in the lower 48 states (Federal Register 1999.) The USFWS proposed to delist
the species in 1999.

Impacts to wintering bald eagle could result from disturbance to winter roosts or collisions
with the electric transmission line or HRSG stacks. The CPP project will not contribute to the
pesticide load in the region. There are no known communal winter roosts in the project area.
Design of a 230-kV transmission line with conductor spans greater than 6 feet would
minimize the potential for electrocution. The CPP project may affect, but will not adversely
affect the bald eagle.
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2.1.2A State Listed Terrestrial Species

2.1.2.1A Swainson’s Hawk

The Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni) is a California threatened species and nests in the
Sacramento Valley from April through September. They migrate in September and October
to winter in Central and South America where they forage in agricultural fields and return
to their breeding grounds in the Central Valley in March and April. They nest in riparian
areas close to open grasslands and agricultural crops that support prey. Swainson’s hawks
prey on large insects, small mammals, snakes, and other small reptiles and amphibians up
to 10 miles from active nest sites (CDFG 1992).

Pesticide use in South America has contributed to the decline in Swainson’s hawk
populations when the birds feed on contaminated insects (Stockton Record, March 15, 1996).
The Swainson’s hawk is declining in California due to pesticide use on wintering grounds
and loss of nesting and foraging habitat in the Central Valley.

Swainson’s hawks are sensitive to disturbance during nesting and CDFG recommends a 0.5-
mile buffer between construction and active nests. There are several known and potential
nest sites from 2001 surveys conducted by CDFG within 0.5 mile of the proposed gas
pipeline (Gifford 2002), but none near the project site (see Figures 5 through 9). Potentially
suitable nest trees occur along the gas pipeline route in the Cosumnes Preserve. A
Swainson’s hawk could nest in any of these in any year. No Swainson’s hawks were
observed foraging on the project site during field surveys.

The proposed action will have no affect on the wintering grounds of the Swainson’s hawk.
However, the proposed CPP project may impact the Swainson’s hawk through loss of
foraging habitat (annual grassland on the CPP site) and potential disturbance to nest sites
during the breeding season (March 1 through August 15) along the gas pipeline alignment.
Noise from construction of the CPP project features may cause disturbance to nesting
Swainson’s hawks if active nest sites are within 0.5 mile of construction areas.

In general, construction of the pipeline will avoid the Swainson’s hawk nesting season
(March to August) whenever feasible. In locations where this is not practical, SMUD will
consult with CDFG to develop site-specific mitigation measures to avoid and minimize
potential adverse impacts, as described in Section 5.0A.

Impacts to Swainson’s hawk could also occur from collisions with the electric transmission
line or HRSG stack. Protection and mitigation measures for Swainson’s hawk are presented
in Section 5.0A. With implementation of these measures, the CPP project may affect but is
not likely to adversely affect Swainson’s hawk.

2.1.2.2A Greater Sandhill Crane

The greater sandhill crane (Grus canadensis tabida) is a California threatened and Fully-
Protected species. It breeds in Siskiyou, Modoc, Lassen, Plumas, and Sierra counties during
the summer, nesting in remote wetlands and shortgrass prairies. Sandhill cranes winter in
the Cosumnes River Preserve from approximately September 15 to March 15 of each year.
They occur in large flocks on the preserve, and fly out daily to surrounding farmland to
feed. They were observed on the parcels east of the Cosumnes River proposed for the
pipeline construction during early spring of 2002. They arrive at the Cosumnes in
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September and October and return north in early spring. The CPP pipeline is within the
sandhill crane migratory route and wintering area.

Greater sandhill crane populations have declined because of loss of nesting habitats, loss of
winter forage habitats, and direct mortality due to collisions with man-made structures.
Sandhill cranes are generally absent from the area where new transmission lines and the
stacks would be, so the risk of collision is low.

Pipeline construction in the vicinity of waterways is generally planned for the dry months to
avoid adverse impacts to water quality and to avoid the period when sandhill cranes are
present in the area. However, to the extent there could be some overlap in construction
activities, there would be no construction in the rice fields and the Cosumnes Preserve
within 5 miles of Interstate 5 (which is the greatest concentration area) and from one day to
the next, construction would proceed slowly south. Sandhill cranes would temporarily
avoid the immediate vicinity of construction for a distance of approximately 0.25 miles, but
would be able to use that area after construction has passed through. Sandhills are strong
fliers and use the Central Valley as far south as Stockton and as far north as Sacramento.
There is ample area for these birds to forage during construction, if both occur
contemporaneously. No wintering forage habitat (rice fields and row crops) or nesting
habitat will be lost for these species from the proposed action. The CPP project may affect,
but is not likely to adversely affect greater sandhill crane.

2.1.1.3A American Peregrine Falcon

The American peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus anatum) is a California endangered species.
It was delisted as a Federal endangered species in 1999. It usually breeds in woodlands,
forests and coastal habitats near wetlands, rivers, or lakes. They nest on protected cliffs and
ledges for cover, and occasionally use tree cavities and tall buildings for nest sites. American
peregrine falcon are not known to nest in the CPP area but may use the Central Valley as
winter foraging habitat, feeding on small birds. The CPP project area and Cosumnes
Preserve contains suitable winter foraging habitat.

Reasons for the decline of the peregrine falcon are pesticides, and loss of nesting and
hunting (foraging) habitat. The proposed action will not contribute to the pesticide load in
the region, no nesting habitat will be lost, and only temporary wetland losses (foraging
habitat) will occur. Impacts to wintering American peregrine falcon could occur from
collisions with the electric transmission line or heat recovery steam generator (HRSG) stack.
The CPP project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect peregrine falcon.

2.1.3A Non-Listed Terrestrial Species of Concern

2.1.3.1A California Hibiscus

The California hibiscus (H. californicus) or rose mallow (Hibiscus lasiocarpus) is a CNPS list
2 species. It is not currently a Federal or state listed species. California hibiscus is restricted
to mesic, warm, low elevation sites, typically in riparian settings. California hibiscus is
known to occur in the Cosumnes Preserve.
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Reasons for decline of this species include development, agriculture, channelization of the
rivers, and loss of wetlands (CNPS 1994, CDFG 1984). The natural gas pipeline route will
avoid potential habitat for California hibiscus in riparian areas by using HDD.

Potential impacts to individual hibiscus plants could occur if a frac-out were to occur where
this species is located. Drilling mud (bentonite) could temporarily cover plants. The hibiscus
is a perennial and would most likely recover from the temporary impact in the next season.
The CPP project may affect but is not likely to adversely affect California hibiscus.

2.1.3.2A Legenere

Legenere (Legenere limosa) is a CNPS list 1B species that occurs in southern Sacramento and
northern San Joaquin valleys. It requires moist ground in vernal pools, lakes, ponds, and
sloughs (Nakamura and Kierstead-Nelson 2001). Legenere is an herbaceous annual that
blooms May to June after the pools are dry. Flowers are white to yellow. Legenere is
threatened by grazing and loss of habitat from development.

Legenere occurs near the CPP pipeline construction corridor. A large vernal pool north of
Arno Road and Highway 99 supports an abundance of this species (Marty 2002). In 2000,
legenere covered 75% of the pool bottom.

The CPP project proposes to avoid the vernal pool at Arno Road by placing the pipeline on
the south side of Arno Road. The CPP is not likely to adversely affect legenere.

2.1.3.3A California Tiger Salamander

The California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense) (CTS) is a federal Candidate
species and California Species of Special Concern. CTS is known from the San Francisco Bay
area, the San Joaquin Coast Ranges, the Central Valley from Yolo County south to Kern
County, and the mountains and foothills of Santa Barbara and San Luis Obispo Counties,
where it is found in annual grassland and oak woodland habitats (Zeiner 1988). They
normally are not found in water bodies that support predatory fish species such as bass,
catfish, and trout, as the fish will prey on CTS larvae. Other habitats include permanent
ponds, slow moving streams, vernal pools, and other seasonal ponds that hold water for 4 to
6 consecutive months below 1,000 feet in elevation for breeding. Adults commonly use
ground squirrel burrows or cracks during aestivation (summer dormancy). CTS can travel
0.5 mile or more from aestivation sites to breeding ponds. Migration to breeding ponds
occurs following warm winter and spring rains from October through May (Jennings 1994).
CTS that use permanent ponds containing predatory fish or frogs as breeding habitat will
most likely be unsuccessful as the larvae get eaten (CDFG 1999). CTS may require 2 or more
years to become sexually mature and can live for 25 years or more.

CNDDB records show historic occurrences of CTS along Twin Cities Road near Rancho
Seco, and in Borden Ranch 1.25 miles south of Rancho Seco. CTS larvae were found in a
constructed vernal pool approximately 0.25 mile east of Rancho Seco Reservoir in 2002
(Ellen Davis; Davis Environmental Consulting, personal communication). Dr. Mark R.
Jennings (Rana Resources) conducted field surveys for CTS in the CPP project area in April
2002 but detected no CTS along the gas pipeline. Breeding habitat in these areas primarily
consists of stock ponds, vernal pool, or other seasonal pools.
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The CPP site does not contain suitable breeding habitat for CTS and none was found during
field surveys (Jennings 2002). In general vernal pools along Arno Road, Twin cities and near
the Cosumnes look potentially suitable. However, Jennings noted “the presence of abundant
bullfrog populations ...severely restricts the ability of these species to successfully
reproduce and survive in the restricted aquatic habitats available. Jennings further observed
“extensive habitat degradation along the proposed corridor route, due to established roads
(where animals can be run over), man-made canals, vineyards, feed lots, residential
landscaping and other agricultural activities. The railroad right-of-way in survey area 4
[near Twin Cities road] was disturbed several times by individuals during the month of
April by driving ATVs and other vehicles through vernal pools on both sides of the railroad
tracks as they dried. Thus any organisms present in these pools are already being negatively
affected by human activities.

The CPP project will not result in the loss of CTS breeding habitat and is not likely to
adversely affect California tiger salamander.

2.1.3.5A Western Pond Turtle

The western pond turtle (Clemmys marmorata) is a Federal Species of Concern and state
Species of Special Concern. Western pond turtles require permanent or nearly permanent
water, such as ponds, lakes, streams, or irrigation canals. Western pond turtles were
observed in a perennial pond in the Cosumnes River Preserve immediately west of
Highway 99 and in the concrete box culvert in Clay Creek 0.25 mile northwest of the CPP
site access road. They could also occur in Badger, Clay, Hadselville, and Laguna creeks and
the Cosumnes River. In addition, stock ponds in the vicinity could support this species.

Reasons for decline of these turtles include loss of dispersion corridors, wetlands, and
shallow, slow moving aquatic habitats. Avoidance of the habitats during construction of the
natural gas pipeline by directional drilling underneath the waterways or keeping trench
work outside open water areas is expected to eliminate direct impacts to pond turtles. The
CPP project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect western pond turtles.

2.1.3.6A Western Burrowing Owl

The Western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) is considered a federal Species of Concern
and a California Species of Special Concern. Burrowing owl habitat consists of open
grassland or prairie with short vegetation and an abundance of mammal burrows.
Burrowing owls prey on small mammals, insects, and crayfish, and can feed on carrion.
Short vegetation may increase prey availability, enhance predator detection by the owls,
and attract burrowing mammals that provide nest sites for burrowing owls. The species is
typically migratory but may use burrows in the project area and along the pipeline both
during the breeding season and winter.

Potentially suitable habitat occurs along the railroad tracks west of Franklin Boulevard,
along Twin Cities Road, and at the project site. Burrowing owls tend to use the same
burrows from year to year, such that the presence of burrowing owls usually indicates they
will be back in following years. One owl pellet was reported adjacent to a burrow
approximately 300 feet northwest of the proposed CPP site in 2001. No owls were observed
on, or adjacent to, the project site during protocol surveys in May 1 and 3, 2002. Only one
pair of owls was observed along the pipeline, located at Sims road in the Sacramento
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Regional Wastewater Plant bufferlands. Owls could potentially colonize any suitable
squirrel burrows in any year, but presently there is no evidence of any owls along the
pipeline corridor with the exception of the pair at Sims Road. The CPP project is not likely to
adversely affect western burrowing owls.

2.1.3.7A American Bittern

The American bittern (Botaurus lentiginosus) is a Federal Species of Concern. The American
bittern is found throughout the Central Valley most times of the year in tall emergent marsh
habitats. It builds nests on the ground from reeds and grasses in dense marsh areas. It feeds
on a variety of species, including fish, snakes, amphibians, invertebrates, crayfish, insects,
birds, and small mammals. American bittern are known to nest and forage in the Cosumnes
Preserve, along irrigation canals, streams, ponds, and rivers in the project area. The water
bodies with emergent wetland vegetation along the CPP pipeline area are suitable nesting
habitat for the American bittern and the canals provide a variety of prey.

Reasons for decline of the American bittern include loss of emergent wetland habitats
throughout California. Irrigation canals containing prey species and tall emergent
vegetation found in agricultural fields are used as alternative habitat. Impacts to the
American bittern from the CPP project include the potential for nest disturbance during
construction near irrigation canals. Avoidance of the habitats during construction of the
natural gas pipeline by directional drilling underneath the waterways or keeping trench
work outside open water areas is expected to eliminate direct impacts to bittern.
Preconstruction surveys will be conducted in the project disturbance areas for American
bittern nest sites as well as other nesting species. The worker awareness training program
will include instruction on avoidance of all nest sites in construction zones and notification
procedures if nest sites are located.

2.1.3.8A Grasshopper Sparrow

The Grasshopper sparrow (Ammodramus savannarum) is a Federal Species of Concern. It
builds nests of grasses and forbs on the ground at the base of tall, dense grass clumps in
open grasslands. The distribution of grasshopper sparrows includes the eastern portion of
Sacramento County in its summer, nesting range (Zeiner 1990a, Peterson 1990). The
grasshopper sparrow occurs in Sacramento County as a winter migrant. The grasshopper
sparrow is not known to nest in the project area.

Reasons for decline of grasshopper sparrow include loss of open grassland habitat from
conversion to farming, houses, and other development. Impacts to nesting grasshopper
sparrows are not anticipated from the CPP project; however, the worker awareness training
program will include instruction on avoidance of all nest sites in construction zones. The
CPP project is not likely to adversely affect the grasshopper sparrow.

2.1.3.9A White-Faced lbis

The White-faced ibis (Plegadis chihi) is a Federal Species of Concern and California Species
of Special Concern. It nests in small colonies in freshwater marshes, ponds and rivers in
isolated areas in southern California, the Klamath basin, and the Central Valley. It feeds on
crustaceans and other invertebrates in muddy emergent marshes and croplands. White-
faced ibis are occasional visitors of the Cosumnes Preserve.
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Reasons for decline of the white-faced ibis population include loss of wetlands used as
nesting and forage habitats. Impacts to the white-faced ibis could occur from collisions with
the electric transmission line or HRSG stack. The CPP project may affect, but is not likely to
adversely affect white-faced ibis.

2.1.3.10A White-Tailed Kite

The White-tailed Kite (Elanus leucurus) is a California Fully-Protected species. It is a year-
round resident of the Central Valley, coastal range, and foothills. It is common in
agricultural areas, feeding on small mammals, inspects, birds, reptiles, and amphibians. It
nests in riparian and/or isolated tall trees and shrubs near foraging areas. White-tailed Kites
are known to nest in the Cosumnes Preserve and could nest in trees near the site and along
the gas pipeline alignment.

Reasons for decline of the white-tailed kite include loss of riparian nesting habitats and open
forage areas. Impacts to the white-tailed kite could occur from collisions with the electric
transmission line or HRSG stack. With implementation of protection measures, the CPP
project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect white-tailed kite.

2.1.3.11A Special Concern Bats

Myotis Bats

The Small-footed myotis bat (Myotis ciliolabrum), long-eared myotis bat (M. evotis), fringed
myotis bat (M. thysanodes), long-legged myotis bat (M. volans), and Yuma myotis bat are
Federal and State Species of Concern. These bats roost in crevices, buildings, spaces under
bark, and in caves in undisturbed areas (Zeiner, et al., 1990b). These species avoid the arid
Central Valley, remaining in the foothills, feeding on insects and spiders over trees and
water. Potential suitable habitat exists in the Cosumnes Preserve riparian corridor. The
Cosumnes Preserve riparian corridor will be avoided with use of the HDD construction
method for the gas pipeline. No impacts to these species of myotis bats are anticipated from
CPP project activities as no potential roost structures or riparian trees will be affected.

Big-Eared Bats

The Pacific western big-eared bat (Plecotus townsendii townsendii) and Pale Townsend'’s big-
eared bat (Plecotus townsendii pallescens) are Federal and State Species of Concern. They are
found throughout California and require caves and buildings or other structures for
roosting. They are extremely sensitive to disturbances at roost sites (Zeiner, et al., 1990b).
Big-eared bats hibernate during cold weather, from October to April. They feed on flying
insects by gleaning from foliage. Potential suitable habitat exists in the Cosumnes Preserve
riparian corridor. The Cosumnes Preserve riparian corridor will be avoided with use of the
HDD construction method for the gas pipeline. No impacts to bats are anticipated from CPP
project activities as no potential roost structures or trees will be affected.

Greater Western Mastiff Bat

The Western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis californicus) is a federal Species of Concern and
California Species of Special Concern. It prefers semi-arid to arid habitats, including annual
and perennial grasslands. It roosts in crevices of rock outcrops and buildings (Zeiner, et al.,
1990b). The western mastiff bat stays active all year long, going into daily torpor from
December through February, and resuming feeding during the night. It forages up to 7
hours per night and does not retain night roosts like many bat species. Potential suitable
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habitat exists in the Cosumnes Preserve riparian corridor. The Cosumnes Preserve riparian
corridor will be avoided with use of the HDD construction method for the gas pipeline. No
impacts to bats are anticipated from CPP project activities as no potential roost structures or
trees will be affected.

Pale Townsend’s big-eared bat

The Pale Townsend’s big-eared bat is a Federal Species of Concern and California Species
of Special Concern. This species requires caves, and buildings or other structures for
roosting and is extremely sensitive to disturbances of roost sites (Zeiner 1990b). Suitable
habitat exists in riparian areas in the Cosumnes Preserve area.

Reasons for decline of pale Townsend’s big-eared bat include loss of breeding and roost
habitat in areas with suitable habitat. No impacts to bats are anticipated from CPP project
activities as no potential roost structures or trees will be affected.

2.2A Area of Disturbance—Terrestrial Species

Permanent and temporary surface disturbances were evaluated for the Central Valley
habitats that could support special-status species. Table 2 presents the overall, total acreage
of permanent and temporary surface disturbance used to evaluate mitigation requirements.

More specific assessment of areas of impacts by habitat types is provided for the gas supply
pipeline in Table 3 and for the CPP site and laydown area in Table 4. The total acreage in
survey area reflects values in the Final Wetland Delineation report for the project

(CH2M HILL, 2003).
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TABLE 2.
Total Area in Acres of Temporary and Permanent Surface Disturbance During Construction and Operation of CPP.
Duration Temporary Permanent
Feature Size of Disturbance (if temporary) Habitat Type (acres) (acres)
Project Site and Polygon of CPP site and detention basin Annual Grassland with open water, NA 30
Detention Basin streams, seasonal marsh, swales,
wetlands, and vernal pools
Site Construction Polygon 32 months Annual Grassland with seasonal stream 20 0.62
Laydown and swale, and vernal pools
Site Construction 0.5 mile x 24’ wide permanent, additional 0.5 12 months Annual grasslands and wetland swales 15 15
Access Road mile x 25’ for construction
Gas Pipeline Polygons for construction corridor over 26 22 month Ruderal, roadside, agricultural, annual 212 0
miles (encompasses 26 miles x 35’ grassland, along with jurisdictional
permanent easement [(26 x 5280 x 35)/ wetlands including marsh, seasonal
43560 = 110 acre easement]) swales, wetlands, vernal pools, ditches,
and ponded features. HDD drilling
beneath river, creek, and riparian
woodland habitats.
Gas Valving Stations Two sites 50 x 50, one site 100 x 100 Ruderal, roadside, annual grassland, 0.34
agricultural
Gas Pipeline Gas Two sites of 150’ x 150’ contained in existing Fenced gravel area at existing 0
Compressor Stations fenced/ disturbed areas. interconnection
230-kV Transmission Corridor 0.4 mile suspended lines, 150’ wide 8 weeks Annual grassland with seasonal swales 7.3
Line temporary construction corridor and creek and degraded vernal pools
Transmission Tower Six towers with 6’ in diameter, permanent Annual grassland 0.004
Footprints concrete footings.
Water Supply 0.4 mile x 75’ temporary construction width. 4 weeks Annual grassland with seasonal swales 3.7 0
and creek and degraded vernal pools
Water Pump Station (existing) 0
Total 244.5 32.46
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;ﬁ;ﬁa?;y of Wetland Areas within the Temporary Natural Gas Pipeline Construction Area
Total Acreage in Temporary
Project Feature and Wetland Type Survey Area Impact Area
Natural Gas Pipeline Alignment Total Survey Area: 679 acres
Rivers and Creeks (Jurisdictional) 2.907 0.013
Riparian Woodlands (Jurisdictional) 2.542 0
Freshwater Marsh (Jurisdictional) 2.310 0.106
Vernal Pools (Jurisdictional) 0.625 0.029
Seasonal Swales (Jurisdictional) 0.588 0.185
Seasonal Wetland (Jurisdictional) 5.300 0.891
Drainage Ditches (Jurisdictional) 10.687 0.515
Ponded Features (Jurisdictional) 0.023 0.011
Seasonal Swales (Not jurisdictional) 0.213 0.013
Seasonal Wetland (Not jurisdictional) 0.565 0.401
Drainage Ditches (Not jurisdictional) 10.390 3.079
Ponded Features (Not jurisdictional) 0.782 0.457
Ponds (Not jurisdictional) 0.618 0.331
Subtotal Jurisdictional Wetlands 24.982 1.749
Total Non-jurisdictional Wetlands and Non-wetland Features 12.568 4.280
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;ﬁ;ﬁa‘ty of Wetland Features for the Cosumnes Power Plant Project: Plant Site and Laydown Area
Total Acreage in Temporary Permanent
Project Feature and Wetland Type Survey Area Impact Area Impact Area
Laydown Site Survey Area: 49 Acres
Vernal Pools (Jurisdictional) 0.375 0 0.055
Seasonal Swales (Jurisdictional) 0.908 0 0.431
Seasonal Stream (Jurisdictional) 0.350 0 0.132
Subtotal Jurisdictional Wetlands 1.633 0 0.618

Plant Site Total Survey Area (from DEC 1999, 2000):310 Acres

Open Water (Jurisdictional) 0.723 0 0

Perennial Stream (Jurisdictional) 2.429 0.110 0

Placer Tailings (Jurisdictional) 4.832 0 0

Seasonal Marsh (Jurisdictional) 0.751 0.285 0

Seasonal Stream (Jurisdictional) 1.724 0.114 0.135

Seasonal Swales (Jurisdictional) 4.882 0.024 0

Seasonal Wetland (Jurisdictional) 4.197 0.255 0.900

Vernal Pools (Jurisdictional) 0.925 0.033 0.027
Subtotal Jurisdictional Wetlands 20.463 0.711 1.062
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3.0A Cumulative Effects-Terrestrial Species

Some impacts associated with the CPP, which when considered in conjunction with impacts
attributable to other projects (either in the vicinity or with similar characteristics), could
have the potential to result in collectively adverse effects to the environment that are of
greater significance than the individual impacts of the CPP project.

For purposes of this Biological Assessment, cumulative effects we use the definition at

50 CFR 402.02. That is, “...those effects of future State or private activities, not involving
Federal activities, that are reasonably certain to occur in the action area of the Federal action
subject to consultation.”

3.1A Projects Considered as part of Cumulative Effects

Non-Federal projects identified in the vicinity of the proposed action include:

e An application for biosolids storage on 3 parcels on the north side of Twin Cities Road
(06/11/97), adjacent to and east of Clay Station Road. Mr. Gary Silva stores and applies
biosolids to cattle pastures in this area.

Non-Federal projects identified in the vicinity of the proposed pipeline action include:
e An application to create two lots on the Buzdas property (9/25700).

e An application to create a residential accessory dwelling (8/30/00).

o An application to create a residential accessory dwelling (Leonard no date).

o An application for Lakepoint Apartments —pending (no date)

e An application to rezone Park to “O” (1/27/99).

e An application from JDS Laguna Sub. Extension of Time (9/21/01).

¢ An application for RV and Boat storage use permit (12/31/97).

e An application for Harris ranch #1 — now City of EIk Grove recorded 4/4/2000.

e Improvement plans for Franklin Boulevard- Poppy Ridge to Elk Grove Boulevard,
including Future Laguna Estates, EIk Grove Greens, Jungkeit Dairy, and Franklin
Meadows - filed with City of EIk Grove June 2002

3.2A Cumulative Effects of All Projects

With the exception of the biosolids storage, all these projects cover a small area (one lot to 10
acres) and would not cause loss of habitat for any animals at the project site or pipeline.

Biosolids applications north of Twin Cities Road would not cause any change in land use or
habitat.
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The CPP project is not anticipated to result in significant impacts related to biological
resources. However, the CPP project would convert annual grassland habitat on the site to
industrial development. This is the general trend in the Central Valley, and it incrementally
reduces the value of habitat available to native wildlife species including migratory bird
species.

The CPP project would also temporarily disturb habitat associated with construction of the
linear CPP project components. This disturbance would result in the temporary reduction of
habitat quality. Temporary activities could result in incidental death of wildlife and the
disruption or failure of breeding efforts. Construction limits, environmental awareness
training, biological monitoring, habitat compensation, and habitat restoration would
mitigate temporary disturbances.

The project has the potential to increase slightly the risk for bird collisions with new electric
transmission lines and towers in the Sacramento County portion of the Central Valley.

CPP BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT 28
REVISED DRAFT FEBRUARY 27, 2003
SAC/030580003/164746/(REVISED BA.DOC)



ATTACHMENT BR-201B3

4.0A Direct and Indirect Effects of the Proposed
Action-Terrestrial Species

Impacts to the species under discussion can be short-term (one or two reproductive
seasons), or long-term (affecting several generations). They can be direct (an immediate
affect to an individual, population or its habitat), or indirect (an affect that may occur over
time or result from other actions).

4.1A Effects to Federal Listed Species
Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp and Vernal Pool Tadpole Shrimp

Construction of the project site would permanently fill habitat or potential habitat for fairy
shrimp and vernal pool tadpole shrimp. Primary constituent elements (PCEs) affected
would be 1) vernal pools or ephemeral wetlands of appropriate size and depth and 2) the
geographic, topographic and edaphic features that support vernal pool complexes. The
project would directly and permanently fill vernal pools and seasonal wetlands that support
fairy shrimp as listed in Table 5.

TABLE 5.
Acreage of Potential Fairy Shrimp Habitat Types Directly and Indirectly affected by the Cosumnes Power Plant Project. And
Summary of Areas Within Critical Habitat Units.

Direct within Indirect within
Critical Habitat Critical Habitat
Habitat Type Direct (Acres) (Acres) Indirect (Acres) (Acres)
Vernal Pool 0.138 0.109 2.101 0.526
Created Vernal Pool 0 0 1.253 0
Swale 0.819 0.533 0.835 0.004
Seasonal Stream / Pool 0.033 0.033 0 0
Degraded Seasonal Wetland 0 0 1.805 1.805
Seasonal Wetlands 1.242 0.747 0.748 0.013
Drainage Ditches 0.076 0.076 0 0
Ponded Features 0.659 0.498 0.135 0.054
Total for all habitat types 2.967 1.996 6.877 2.402

Details supporting this table are provided under separate cover: Vernal Pool Invertebrate Habitat Assessment for the
Cosumnes Power Plant and Associated Linear Features. Technical Memorandum from Russ Huddleston to EJ Koford, CH2M
HILL. January 17, 2003..

Indirect impacts to fairy shrimp habitat, defined according to the USFWS (1997) as changes
in hydrology within 250 feet of project construction (including project site, laydown area,
water supply line, transmission towers, stormwater detention basin and access road), total
2.31 acres. (See Appendix B for a more complete discussion of how indirect impacts are
guantified).
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Pipeline construction would temporarily directly disturb 1.66 acres of vernal pools,
degraded vernal pools, constructed vernal pools, railroad and roadside pools and non-
jurisdictional pools that would be habitat for fairy shrimp. Trenching through vernal pools
and similar fairy shrimp habitat would be a direct adverse affect on the fairy shrimp species.
Indirect impacts to fairy shrimp habitat from pipeline construction, defined according to the
USFWS (1997) as changes in hydrology within 250 feet of project construction are estimated
at 4.57 acres. With additional field verifications, this area may be adjusted down slightly,
but is the best current estimate.

The project site and pipeline were designed to avoid, to the extent feasible potential habitat
for fairy shrimp and the relatively low area indicated here shows that the applicant was
relatively successful at doing so. Previous studies for the SMUD Cogeneration Pipeline
Project indicated that after gas pipeline construction, both vernal pool fairy shrimp and
vernal pool tadpole shrimp had re-established themselves in 90 percent of pools in the right-
of-way (Correspondence from SMUD to Wayne White May 30, 1997; ENV 97-168). Based on
this information, it is reasonable to expect that most of the fairy shrimp habitat temporarily
disturbed by construction will re-establish after construction. SMUD will compensate
through preservation, restoration and construction for residual impacts as described in
Section 5.0A below. The proposed action is likely to affect, but would not adversely affect
continued existence of vernal pool fairy shrimp and vernal pool tadpole shrimp.

Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle

There are no elderberry bushes on or near the project site. There are ten elderberry bushes
along the pipeline construction corridor exclusive of any that occur within the Cosumnes
River riparian corridor. Elderberry shrubs along the corridor would be flagged and avoided
to prevent any adverse impact to valley elderberry longhorn beetles, if they occur there. The
Cosumnes River riparian corridor will be avoided by using HDD methods. Therefore any
elderberry shrubs that occur in the Cosumnes River riparian zone would be avoided unless
there is an HDD “frac-out.” In the event of a “frac-out” the contingency plan included in
Appendix C would be implemented to minimize and remediate for any adverse impact.
Without the elderberry shrubs present in the project area, and by avoiding elderberry
shrubs along the pipeline construction corridor, the beetle would not be directly or
indirectly affected.

Giant Garter Snake

The USFWS November 13, 1997, Programmatic Formal Consultation for U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers 404 Permitted Project with Relatively Small Effects on the Giant Garter Snake identifies
three levels of impacts, or effects to snake habitat based upon the amount, nature, and
duration of potential effects. Level 1 effects are temporary, restored within the same
construction season as occurrence, and do not exceed 20 acres. Level 2 effects are temporary,
affect less than 20 acres, and are restored within 2 snake construction seasons. Level 3 effects
result from the permanent or significant loss (at least 3 years to restore) of less than 3 acres
of habitat. If any of the criteria for a given effect level are exceeded, then the effects may be
considered equivalent to the next highest level. For the current project, all pipeline
construction is considered to be a temporary impact, that would last for duration of 1 to 16
weeks before filling the trench and restoring topography and vegetation. Once in place, the
pipeline would be below ground and have no surface effect.
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The giant garter snake inhabits marshes, sloughs, ponds, small lakes, low gradient streams,
other waterways and agricultural wetlands such as irrigation and drainage canals and rice
fields, and the adjacent uplands. Essential habitat components consist of (1) adequate water
during the snake's active period (i.e., early spring through mid-fall) to provide a prey base
and cover; (2) emergent, herbaceous wetland vegetation, such as cattails and bulrushes, for
escape cover and foraging habitat; (3) upland habitat for basking, cover, and retreat sites;
and (4) higher elevation uplands for cover and refuge from flood waters (USFWS 1997). The
USFWS defines a disturbance areas for giant garter snake that may exceed project
boundaries because a 200-foot radius (61 meters) from the edge of giant garter snake aquatic
habitat is incorporated to include essential habitat components and determine potential
take. Disturbance may be temporary and/or permanent and should consider:

(1) opportunities to avoid habitat within the project area; (2) area of dewatering and period
of time dewatered; and (3) temporary haul roads and equipment staging areas. The 200-foot
buffer (61 meters) is also used to evaluate aquatic habitat disturbance during temporary
alterations, i.e. upstream and downstream from berms placed for temporary dewatering.

USFWS defines temporary impacts as project activities which temporarily remove essential
habitat components, but can be restored to preproject conditions of equal or greater habitat
values. Projects, which are to be considered temporary impacts, must be able to implement
the project and restore the affected habitat within two seasons (a season is May 1 to
October 1).

There are no recorded records or suitable habitat for the giant garter snake on or near the
project site (Clay east road and Rancho Seco) and therefore no adverse effects are expected
from this portion of the project. The CNDDB records GGS localities near Arno Road and
Badger Creek (about 1.5 mile north of the pipeline), just south of Arno Road near 99

(1500 feet south of pipeline), west of Southern Pacific in Badger Creek/Horseshoe lake
(800 feet SW of pipeline), and Franklin Blvd about 1 mile north of Core Rd (900 feet west of

pipeline).

According to the USFWS any irrigation ditch or canal that contained water between May
and November in this area was to be considered aquatic habitat. The USFWS based its
determination that suitable snake habitat west of the Folsom South Canal may be inhabited
by snakes upon: (1) knowledge of the species’ range and distribution; (2) presence of habitat
within the proposed project’s action area; (3) the movement capabilities of the snake; and

(4) known snake locality records. Any areas within 200 feet of the aquatic feature that were
not covered by paved roads, row crops, vineyards, urban development or entirely void of
vegetation were to be considered upland foraging habitat for giant garter snake. Based on
the habitat mapping and field surveys, a 200 foot buffer was drawn on either side of the
pipeline construction corridor (65 feet wide), and any potential GGS habitat that comprised
adequate water and vegetation was mapped using orthogonal photography and measured
using GIS. The result was a combined area of 41 acres of disturbance area, of which 0.6 acres
is aquatic and 40.3 upland habitat. There would be no permanent impacts to GGS habitat.

Trenching for the gas pipeline in the vicinity of the Cosumnes and Badger Creeks could
potentially disturb or injure giant garter snakes during construction. Implementation of
avoidance and mitigation measures specified in Section 5.1A and 5.8A would reduce those
impacts. Impacts would result only during construction and would be temporary. The
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proposed action is likely to adversely affect giant garter snakes. Mitigation measures would
reduce those impacts such that the giant garter snake would not be adversely affected.

Bald Eagle

Bald eagles may occasionally forage in the project area, and are known winter migrants in
the area. There are no records of nests 1 mile of the project or pipeline. Bald eagles could be
injured or killed by collision with transmission lines or HRSG towers of the project.
Designing transmission lines to APLIC standards for “raptor-proofing” would reduce
impacts. The proposed action would not adversely affect bald eagles.

4.2A Federal Candidate and Special Concern Terrestrial Species

Legenere

Legenere is not known from the project site or vicinity. A large population is known from a
vernal pool complex north of Arno Road, east of Highway 99. The construction corridor was
revised during scoping to be on the south side of Arno road specifically to avoid this
sensitive area. With the construction corridor on the south side of Arno road, the proposed
action would cause no adverse impacts to legenere.

California Linderiella

California Linderiella is not known to occur on the project site, but is likely to occur in the
vicinity and in any fresh water habitats (vernal pools, seasonal swales, railroad ditches)
suitable to support fairy shrimp. As noted above, the project site and pipeline corridor have
been selected to minimize potential impacts to these aquatic species and the construction
corridor was revised during scoping to be on the south side of Arno road specifically to
avoid sensitive area for this and other vernal pool species. With the mitigation and
compensation measures specified in Section 5.0A for vernal pool fairy shrimp and vernal
pool tadpole shrimp, the proposed action would affect, but would not adversely affect
California linderiella.

Western Pond Turtle

Western pond turtle occur in the perennial portion of Clay Creek north of the project site,
and seasonally move into other ponds and water in the area. Western pond turtle also occur
in and near the fish ponds along Arno Road, in the Cosumnes River, Badger Creek and
Laguna Creek along the pipeline. Construction in or close to these waterways would
potentially crush or kill western pond turtles. Except for egg laying, turtles tend to remain in
perennial water. Construction near water is proposed to occur during the dry season to
avoid potential adverse impacts to water quality and animals that depend on water quality,
including turtles. The careful siting of the project site and pipeline avoiding most aquatic
features, the use of HDD to cross under the Cosumnes River and Badger Creek,
environmental awareness training and monitoring would reduce impacts to western pond
turtles. The proposed project may affect, but is unlikely to adversely affect western pond
turtle.
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Western burrowing owl

Habitat on the project site and along the pipeline corridor appears suitable to support
foraging uses by western burrowing owl. Surveys during 2002 did not detect any nests on
the project site. One pair of owls was observed near the pipeline construction corridor at
Sims Road, in the Sacramento Regional Wastewater Plant Bufferlands.

Tricolored Blackbird

Tricolored blackbirds are known to forage on the project site south of Rancho Seco, although
the nesting location appears to be somewhere over the hills south of the project. There are
no known nesting sites on the project site or in 0.2 miles of the proposed pipeline. The
proposed project would reduce incrementally the available foraging habitat for this species
of concern. Through consultations with CDFG and field surveys, the project will avoid
modifying any tricolor blackbird nesting habitat. The proposed project would affect, but is
not likely to adversely affect tricolored blackbird.
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5.0A Mitigation and Protection Measures

Impacts to special-status plants and wildlife from construction and operation of the CPP
project include direct but temporary habitat disturbance, permanent habitat loss, and
potential nest disturbance. Mitigation measures were developed through informal
consultation with the USFWS, CDFG, and USACE. The following sections present
protection measures found to be effective in avoiding and minimizing impacts to special-
status species, construction timing restrictions, and habitat compensation for permanent loss

of habitats.

A summary of the mitigation measures for the CPP project is presented in Table 6.
Additional detailed mitigation measures are presented in the following sections for each
special-status species affected by the CPP project.

TABLE 6.

Summary of Mitigation Measures for Impacts to Sensitive Biological Resources In the CPP Project Area.

Biological Resource

Mitigation Measures

Habitats

Annual grassland
Crop land
Wetlands

Plants
California hibiscus

Wwildlife

Tadpole shrimp, fairy shrimp
Valley elderberry longhorn beetle
Tiger salamander

Giant garter snake

Swainson’s hawk

Sandhill crane

Burrowing owl

Western Pond turtle
Nesting and migratory birds

Minimize impacts through:

Habitat restoration:

Long-term monitoring

Recontour topography of potential fairy shrimp habitats.

Avoid and minimize impacts through :
Proper siting
Salvage and transplant if in construction zone

Protection and Mitigation Measures:
Worker Environmental Awareness Training

Avoid habitat where practical

Off-site habitat compensation for temporary and permanent impact
Preconstruction surveys, fencing and avoidance

Construct during dry season, HDD and stormwater BMPs
Preconstruction surveys, silt fencing, seasonal constraints

Pre-construction consultation with CDFG, survey and monitor if <
0.5 mile

Construct HDD under waterways from July through September
Nest avoidance and tree removal from October to February
Constrain construction schedule appropriately

Salvage and relocate individual wildlife

Slope trenches to allow wildlife to escape

5.1A General Protection and Mitigation Measures of the CPP
Project for Terrestrial Species

Many of the potential impacts to biological resources would be avoided through
implementation of general conditions that guide good work practices. The following
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measures would be implemented for all project impact areas. These measures would help to
avoid and minimize incidental mortality and injury to plants and wildlife. The CPP project
would:

1.

10.

Prepare a Biological Resource Mitigation Implementation and Monitoring Plan
(BRMIMP) that outlines how the protection and mitigation measures will be
implemented. The BRMIMP is a document required by the CEC that also describes the
responsibilities of the Compliance Manager who oversees all compliance measures
required for the project, the Designated Biologist who will oversee compliance with
biological mitigation measures, and the Biological Monitor who oversees construction
activities on the ground. The Designated Biologist submits daily logs and monthly
compliance reports to the CEC. Any necessary monitoring reports are submitted to the
CEC and relevant agencies.

Provide worker environmental awareness training for all construction personnel that
identifies sensitive biological resources that may occur in construction areas and that
addresses measures required to minimize project impacts during construction and
operation.

Implement preconstruction surveys and resource relocation, if necessary, for sensitive
species in impact areas prior to beginning ground disturbing activities. Biological
monitors would be present onsite during all construction activities in sensitive habitat to
identify sensitive resources and provide relocation as necessary.

Avoid and minimize impacts to sensitive habitats and species during construction by
designating exclusion zones with fencing and/or signage that restricts disturbance to
minimal area.

Provide mitigation construction monitoring by qualified biologists during construction
activities near sensitive habitats and resources and prohibit ground disturbance until
area is cleared by the biological monitor.

Require that construction activities be limited to existing roads, access points, and
construction zones developed in coordination with qualified biologists as specified in
final approved construction plans and documents. Prohibit ground disturbance until
cleared by the biological monitor. Where possible along linear pipeline alignments, use
the alignment itself as the access route. Prohibit access to construction zones from off-
road routes. Prohibit off-road traffic outside designated project areas.

Allow only permitted, authorized vehicles that have been inspected to ensure fire safety
requirements on the construction sites; equip vehicles with catalytic converters with
shielding or other acceptable fire prevention features.

Prohibit camping, firearms, trash-burning fires, warming fires, or pets in the
construction zone at any time.

Monitor construction sites daily to pick up trash and litter. Place all food-related trash
and litter in closed containers and dispose of daily.

Prohibit refueling or storage of hazardous materials within 200 feet of flagged sensitive
plant species or sensitive wildlife habitat features (den, burrows, etc.), and within 100
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11.
12.

13.

feet of “waters of the U.S.” or waters of the state. For portable equipment that use fuels
or lubricants, use Visqueen or other containment material under the equipment to
capture leaks or spills.

Prohibit intentional killing or collection of either plants or wildlife at construction sites.

Prepare construction monitoring and compliance reports that analyze the effectiveness
of the mitigation measures.

Open trench work requires special attention in sensitive wildlife areas. A qualified
biologist would be present during construction activities in suitable sensitive species
habitat areas for the purpose of clearing, removing, salvaging, or excluding additional
individuals from the construction area. To minimize mortality in pipeline trenches,
egress ramps will be constructed at either end of the open trench to allow wildlife escape
routes. Where feasible, open trenches would be covered at the end of each construction
day; where this is not feasible because extensive or wide open trenches are exposed,
open trenches would be surveyed prior to the start of construction each morning by
qualified biologists for the purpose of capturing and removing any trapped wildlife.

5.2A Timing Restrictions During Construction

The following timing restrictions and acceptable work windows for construction in sensitive
areas (see Table 7) were developed by the natural resource agencies to avoid and minimize

impacts to special-status species. Note that some areas of the project will be required to
postpone activities until the appropriate times. In addition, there could be small work

windows where 2 or more species have overlapping windows.

TABLE 7.

Established Work Windows for Special-Status Species in the CPP Project Area.

Species hame

Possible Location
(mile post)

Active Period

Preferred Biological
Construction Window

Vernal pool
crustaceans

Valley elderberry
longhorn beetle

California tiger
salamander

Giant garter snake
Western pond turtle

Swainson’s hawk

Burrowing owl

At CPP site and along gas
pipeline

Along UPRR and
Cosumnes River

Farm ponds in south county
area that persist for more than
12 weeks.

Cosumnes River and Preserve,
Badger and Laguna Creeks

UPRR and Franklin Rd
crossing

Areas with nest trees and
Cosumnes Preserve

Any potential nest burrows

November to
April
Spring to Fall

April to October

May to October
April to October
March 1 to

August 15
March to August

May through October
January through December

November through March in
known locations

May 1 through October 1

November to March

August to February near active

nest sites

September to February near
active nest sites
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5.3A Habitat Compensation
Habitat compensation may be required for the following species:

° Vernal pool fairy shrimp and tadpole shrimp
. Giant garter snake
. Swainson’s hawk

Based on an evaluation of the opportunities and constraints of mitigation, SMUD proposes
to implement one or more of the following measures to compensate for permanent loss of
wetlands and habitat for special-status species from construction of the CPP facility. Final
habitat compensation requirements will be determined through formal consultations with
USFWS and CDFG with oversight from CEC.

e Acquire, preserve, create and restore, in perpetuity, vernal pool habitat according to the
area shown in Table 9, for special-status species if determined necessary through formal
consultation with USFWS, and CDFG.

¢ Provide an endowment fund for the third-party costs of management and monitoring of
the preserved habitats in perpetuity.

e Provide the title to preserved lands to the Sacramento Trust for Open Lands, or similar
third-party organization to hold and manage the trust and endowment fund in
perpetuity.

e Provide funding to the USFWS Species Account equivalent to the affected giant garter
snake habitat or purchase credits in an approved GGS mitigation bank or acquire and
manage a GGS mitigation area upon approval of USFWS.

o Provide equivalent of 30 acres of habitat for Swainsons’ hawk foraging congruent with
areas managed for vernal pools, and subject to the Sacramento Trust for Open Lands or
equivalent third-party organization as described above.

5.4A Mitigation for Impacts to Waters of the U.S.

Construction in the bed or banks of any stream or riparian habitat would potentially cause
increases in erosion, contamination, hydrologic changes, or vegetation removal that would
reduce the ecological and functional values of the stream or wash. In addition to the general
mitigation measures to protect biological resources, the following specific measures would
be taken to minimize impacts to “waters of the U.S.” and/or state waters.

For any location where project construction would fill jurisdictional waters, or occur in the
“bed and banks” of streams, the applicant would obtain and comply with the applicable
conditions of permits issued from the USACE (Section 404, Clean Water Act) and the CDFG
(Streambed Alteration Agreement, Section 1601 as applicable). The terms and conditions of
these permits may require payment of in-lieu fees to be used towards the purchase or
restoration of “waters of the U.S.,” including wetlands, in the regional vicinity of the CPP
project. The final mitigation requirements for impacts to jurisdictional waters would be
determined through continuing consultation with USACE, USFWS, and CDFG.
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Implementation of the conditions associated with these permits would be sufficient to
protect the biological resources or mitigate for loss of biological resources at these locations.
The application provided to the USACE would provide sufficient analysis of alternatives to
identify the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative, as specified under
Section 404(b)(1) guidelines.

5.5A Mitigation for Vernal Pool Plants and Invertebrates

The grassy plateau east of Rancho Seco supports many vernal pools in a nearly natural state.
Between the project site and Rancho Seco, there is a complex of degraded swales that have
some vernal pool characteristics that are crossed by existing power lines and underground
pipelines, and may support vernal pool fauna. New transmission lines and water supply
lines for the CPP project would also cross through this area. This particular complex of
vernal pools is at a lower elevation than those east of the reservoir, and appear to support
sparse vegetation and turbid water indicating a degraded condition.

The swale north of CPP site contains vernal pool tadpole shrimp that could be directly
affected. Because the species is readily transferred among pools in close proximity, any
vernal pools and 250-foot buffer areas around the pools in the project vicinity are considered
by the USFWS as potential habitat.

The gas pipeline alignment crosses many railroad-berm ponded areas in the vicinity of
Franklin Boulevard, Twin Cities Road, and elsewhere that have hydrology similar to vernal
pools, and vernal pool plants and invertebrates may be present. The gas pipeline was
realigned to avoid a large vernal pool complex in the Cosumnes Preserve at Arno Road.

For guidance on appropriate and consistent mitigation, the USFWS has a programmatic
opinion (1-1-96-F-1) for projects in conjunction with 404 permits. The general guidance of that
document addresses direct and indirect impacts to fairy shrimp habitat. This project is not
expected to be appended to the programmatic opinion, but the guidance is useful for
determining potential mitigation consistent with other projects.

USFWS guidance (USFWS 1996) directs the mitigation ratios shown in Table 8:

TABLE 8.
USFWS Mitigation Ratios for Fairy Shrimp

Bank Non-bank
Preservation (for direct or indirect 2:1 31
impacts)
Creation (for direct impacts only) 1:1 2:1

The guidance indicates mitigation ratios for non-bank mitigation may be adjusted to approach
those for banks if the [USFWS] considers the conservation value of the non-bank mitigation
area to approach that of [USFWS]-approved mitigation banks.

The USFWS guidance of 1996 did not address temporary impacts, potentially because at the
time there were no data on recovery of temporarily disturbed vernal pools. In 1997, SMUD
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submitted monitoring data on the Cogeneration Natural Gas Pipeline and Procter and Gamble
Cogeneration Projects that showed 91% recovery of fairy shrimp after pipeline construction.
Based in part on those data, and a confirmation of the actual disturbance during construction,
the USFWS issued an amendment to the Formal Section 7 consultation reducing the mitigation
from an approximately 200-acre mitigation bank on Rancho Seco, to a 9.65-acre site. The
mitigation site and a buffer around the site were set aside by recording a conservation
easement on the mitigation site and buffer. The mitigation site supports a population of
Sacramento Orcutt grass, as well as listed crustaceans. Based on the evidence that >90% of
pools recover from temporary disturbance from pipeline construction, we believe a lower
preservation ratio for temporary impacts is appropriate. The referenced pipeline was 25 miles
long with approximately 26 miles of lateral lines, and was compensated with 9.65 acres of
preserved habitat. Therefore, SMUD requests the ability to conduct post construction surveys
and discuss those results with the USFWS toward reducing mitigation requirements should
SMUD achieve similar recovery levels.

With respect to vernal pool mitigation, there is a particular opportunity in this project to benefit
and enhance regional resources for fairy shrimp and other vernal pool organisms. As described
previously, there are 3 degraded seasonal wetlands (DSW 1, 2, and 3) located approximately
0.2 mile north of the project site near Rancho Seco Plant. These pools would not be directly
affected by any project construction. These pools were evidently excavated during construction
of Rancho Seco, and were used to recapture concrete washwater. When active the pools were
lined with plastic, and the washwater may have contained TSP, EDTA, or mild acid. Tadpole
shrimp have been observed in DSW 2, but vegetation is depauperate and there are scraps of
plastic and trash that degrade the quality of this habitat. SMUD proposes that restoration of
these pools, totaling 1.80 acres should be a component of wetland mitigation for this project.

Based on wetland surveys, aerial photograph review, and a concerted effort to avoid through
siting and alternative construction, SMUD has quantified the area of potential impact (see
Table 9) and recommends the following mitigation measures:

1. Design the project and pipeline corridor to avoid to the extent practical all vernal pools,
man-made ditches and railroad ditches that could potentially support vernal pool
invertebrates.

2. In the vicinity of vernal pools, minimize construction corridor width to avoid to the
extent practical disturbing vernal pools.

w

. Conduct preconstruction habitat assessments within the project construction zones to
identify and quantify areas where vernal pool species could occur.

4. ldentify and report observations of vernal pool invertebrates during the course of
surveys for other species.

5. Implement stormwater pollution prevention plan to reduce the potential for
contaminants to enter waters or depressions where vernal pool invertebrates may occur.

6. After construction, restore the surface topography to pre-construction shape. This
method has been shown to be effective in restoring at least 90% of vernal pool
invertebrate habitat.
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TABLE 9.
Proposed Mitigation Area For Potential Impact to Fairy Shrimp
“ Bankn
Affected Permanent, Compensation Ratio “Non Bank” Ratio Total “Bank” Total “Non Bank”
Area Direct or #:# Preservation (P) #:# Preservation (P) Compensation Area  Compensation Area
Location (acre) Indirect #.# Creation (C) #.4# Creation (C) (Acres) (Acres)

Project Site, transmission 1.310 Direct, 2:1P 31P 26P 39P
line, water line, access Permanent 1:1C 2:11C 13C 26C
road and laydown area.
Project Site, transmission 2.306 Indirect 2:1P 31 46 P 69P
line, water line, access
road and laydown area.
Pipeline Direct 1.657 Direct 21P .31P 33P 49P

1:11C 2:1C 17C 33C
Pipeline Indirect 4.571 Indirect 21P 31P 9.1P 13.7P
Total Impact Area 19.7P 295P

30C 59C
Proposed Mitigation for Potential Impact to Fairy Shrimp, presuming Non-Bank Ratios.
Preservation
Acres Creation Acres
Restore Degraded Swales South of Rancho Seco NA 1.8
Rancho Seco Mitigation Area 10.6 4.1
Off-site Credits (Wildlands or Equivalent) 18.9 0
Total Compensation 29.5 5.9
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7. In order to compensate for impacts of the proposed project on vernal pool species,
SMUD proposes to provide mitigation by one or a combination of the following
methods:

a) Purchase off-site mitigation credits in a USFWS-approved mitigation bank.
Calculating from the anticipated impacts provided in Table 9 above, SMUD
will purchase 19.7 preservation acre credits and 3.0 creation acre credits at an
approved mitigation bank. The number of acres required to be purchased is
based upon mitigation bank ratios of 2 preserved acres to 1 disturbed acre (2:1)
plus 1 created acre to 1 disturbed acre (1:1) for direct impacts and 2 preserved
acres to 1 disturbed acre (2:1) for indirect impacts (See Appendix B).

b) Protect and manage in perpetuity with a conservation easement and
perpetual endowment vernal pool habitat at SMUD’s conservation area
known as Rancho Seco Mitigation Area, nearby SMUD owned property and
the restoration area north of the proposed project site (“SMUD Owned
Mitigation Areas”). To the extent insufficient acreage is available at the
SMUD Owned Mitigation Areas, SMUD will supplement SMUD owned
property with the purchase off-site mitigation credits in a USFWS-approved
mitigation area or mitigation bank. Given the proposed project impacts
provided in Table 9 above and discussions with the Service regarding the
available acreage in the SMUD Owned Mitigation Areas, SMUD will provide
mitigation as follows.

1. SMUD will provide approximately 10.6 preserved acres within nearby
SMUD owned property. (Mitigation provided at non-bank ratio of 3:1,
preservation acres for each impacted acre.)

2. SMUD will provide 4.1 restored acres within the Rancho Seco Mitigation
Area and 1.8 restored acres north of the proposed project site. (Mitigation
provided at non-bank ratio of 2:1, creation/restoration acres for each
directly impacted acre.)

3. SMUD wiill purchase 18.9 non-bank preservation acre credits off-site at a
service approved location or SMUD wiill purchase 12.6 preservation acre
credits at a service approved mitigation bank.

SMUD will perform restoration, initial monitoring and development of the
management plan for SMUD Owned Mitigation Areas in accordance with the
Biological Opinion and the Service approved plans for the initial five year
period. Once these phases are complete, SMUD will record a conservation
easement over all non-bank areas. At that time SMUD believes that the
Sacramento Valley Open Space Conservancy would be willing to accept and
hold a conservation easement over these lands.
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5.6A California Tiger Salamander

Surveys for California tiger salamander on the project site and along the gas pipeline
construction corridor detected no tiger salamanders, and an abundance of bullfrogs,
crayfish, bass and other salamander predators. Although there are known records of
salamanders in ponds east of Rancho Seco (approximately 1 mile east of the project site), it
appears that their presence on the site and along the pipeline is unlikely. Measures already
noted above to avoid and minimize impacts to aquatic habitats will have additional benefits
for any tiger salamanders that may be in the project area.

5.7A Protection for Western Pond Turtle

Appropriate breeding habitat for western pond turtle is present along the waterways of
Clay Creek, Laguna Creek, Badger Creek and the Cosumnes River. Underground burrows
on the gas pipeline alignment could provide upland aestivation and shelter habitat and
possible nesting habitat for turtles. The USFWS, CDFG, and the CEC were consulted for
appropriate measures that would minimize impacts to listed species. Protection measures
were developed for CPP to prevent sediments and construction debris from entering
waterways as described in the erosion control and restoration plan. The mitigation and
protection measures proposed for the project to avoid impacts to special-status salamanders
and turtles include:

1. Conduct preconstruction habitat assessments within the project construction zones to
locate areas where turtles could occur.

2. Find and relocate individual animals prior to ground disturbance activities

3. Set up construction zone limits at the creek banks, using silt fencing to restrict access by
salamanders and turtles into construction areas.

4. Relocate any turtle, or other wildlife to safe areas outside the construction zone limits

5. Provide a qualified Biological Monitor during construction within potential western
pond turtle habitats

6. Monitor stormwater discharge from the site for water quality parameters identified in
the NPDES permit that protect beneficial uses

5.8A Protection Measures for Giant Garter Snake

Appropriate aquatic habitat for giant garter snake (GGS) comprises dense cattail or bulrush
cover, with downed woody debris and partial shading to provide thermal cover. Wetland
habitats on the project site do not have permanent water and dense cover that would support
fish or highly aquatic species such as the giant garter snake; however, it is recorded from
Badger Creek, near the Cosumnes River confluence and from a drainage canal near Franklin
and Eschinger Roads, and could occur in connected waterways that support appropriate
habitat. The gas pipeline crosses or passes close to wetland and marsh habitats ranging from
completely aquatic sites (Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, Laguna Creek), cattail and bulrush
marsh (Cosumnes River), farm ponds (Arno Road, Valensin Road), roadside ditches and
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swales (near town of Franklin), and vernal pools. Most of these lack the hydrology or
vegetation to support GGS.

Giant garter snakes are actively foraging in warm months from May 1 through October 1
and typically hibernate in underground burrows (hibernacula) from October through April
and are highly susceptible to earth moving equipment during this time. Impacts to giant
garter snakes can occur from the excavation of streams and/or irrigation canals and
hibernacula during hibernation periods.

The USFWS has a Programmatic Agreement for impacts to GGS that defines impacts as
level 1, 2 or 3, based on whether there are permanent impacts, and the area of temporary
impacts. Mitigation measures proposed here are consistent with those allowed under the
programmatic agreement (1997).

Level 1 project impacts result in minimal environmental effects, such as repair,
rehabilitation, or replacement of previously authorized structures, survey activities,
temporary recreational structures, utility lines installation by boring underneath irrigation
canals or creek channels, and temporary cofferdams. Level 1 projects include those routinely
authorized under Nationwide Permit number 12 (Installation of Utility Lines), and

33 (temporary construction, access and dewatering). The work must not result in any
permanent loss of habitat and the temporary disturbance area would not exceed 20 acres of
habitat (including both uplands and aquatic habitat). Level 2 and 3 are for projects that last
more than one season and projects with varying levels of permanent impacts. CPP would
affect approximately 41 acres of habitat, including 40.3 acres of potential upland habitat but
would have no permanent impacts, nor last more than one season. Therefore the impacts are
most similar to a Level 1 project.

CPP would implement the following mitigation for the CPP project, as described in the
programmatic consultation:

e Restore temporary impacts areas to giant garter snake habitat

e Monitor for one year post-construction with photo documentation report due one year
from the restoration implementation showing pre- and post-project area photos

In addition, in areas identified as potential GGS habitat (defined as within 200 feet of
suitable aquatic habitat, and shown on project maps) CPP will require that the following
terms and conditions shall be applied:

1) Vehicles will be confined to existing roads, approved access roads, or the ROW, and will
not travel in excess of 20 miles per hour on approved access roads or the ROW.

2) Refueling and hazardous materials storage will be restricted to areas at least 100 feet
from wetlands, streams, or drainages. When Avoidance of 100 feet is not possible,
refueling and hazardous materials storage will be limited to designated areas that are
protected with berms lined with non-porous material to ensure that accidental spills will
not contaminated the water body. All hazardous spills will be cleaned up immediately
and disposed of properly.

3) Construction areas and ROWs will be flagged in order to clearly delineate the
boundaries of construction activities. All construction activities will occur within the
boundaries of the construction areas and ROWSs.
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4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

All construction personnel will receive environmental awareness training from a
Service-approved biologist prior to commencing construction activities. In addition to
the topics discussed in the Plan, the training will instruct workers to recognize the snake
and its habitat(s), provide procedures for observations of live and dead snakes in the
project area, and describe the terms and conditions of this biological opinion. Any
construction personnel who do not attend the initial worker environmental awareness
training will be provided worker environmental awareness training prior to entering
project work sites and/or participating in project activities. Additional worker
environmental awareness training will be provided as needed as outlined in the Plan.
Proof of environmental awareness training will be submitted in writing to the USFWS,
Endangered Species Division.

A Service-approved biologist will survey open trenches each morning prior to
commencing construction activities.

Twenty-four hours prior to construction activities, the construction area will be
surveyed for snakes by a Service-approved biologist. If a lapse in construction activity of
two weeks or greater occurs, surveys of the project area will be repeated.

A Service-approved biologist will be on-site during construction activities in potential
snake habitat to perform supplemental surveys prior to construction and to monitor
compliance with the biological opinion. If a snake is encountered during construction,
activities will cease immediately until the Service-approved monitoring biologist has
determined that appropriate corrective measures have been completed or has
determined that the snake will note be harmed. If a snake becomes trapped inside any
exclusion fence, it will be moved by a Service-approved biologist to the nearest available
suitable habitat (< 300 feet). Any sightings, incidental take, or handling of snakes shall
be reported to the USFWS within twenty-four hours by telephone to (916) 414-6600.

A monitoring report shall be prepared for each snake survey conducted and will be
delivered to the Chief of the Endangered Species Division, Sacramento Fish and Wildlife
Office, 2800 Cottage way, Room W-2605, Sacramento, California 95825-1846.

Construction activities in snake habitat will be conducted between May 1 and October 1.

10) At the conclusions of each day’s trenching activity, the end of the trench will be ramped

at an approximate two to one slope to allow any snakes that fall into the trench to
escape. Trench backfilling will occur within 72 hours of pipeline installation to minimize
the potential for snakes to fall into the trench. Immediately following trench backfilling,
clean-up activities will be initiated.

11) Vegetation will be cut at ground level whenever possible, leaving existing root systems

intact. Vegetative debris will be removed from wetlands and waterways for disposal,
unless otherwise requesting in writing by property owners or habitat managers.

12) No plastic, monofilament, jute, or similar erosion control matting that could entangle

snakes will be placed on the project site when working in 200 feet of snake aquatic or
rice habitat. Possible substitutes include coconut coir matting, tackified hydroseeding
compounds, or other materials approved by the Service.
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13) During construction, all surface debris will be carefully removed to avoid contact with
or disturbance of snakes. Construction material and debris will be managed to avoid
providing cover for the snake.

14) All construction debris and stockpiled materials will be removed at the conclusion of
construction.

15) A post-construction monitoring report prepared by the monitoring biologists will be
forwarded to the USFWS within 60 calendar days of the completion of construction
activity or within 60 days of any break in construction activity lasting more than
60 days. This report will detail: (1) dates that construction occurred; (2) pertinent
information concerning the success of the project in meeting compensation and other
conservation measures; (3) an explanation of failure to meet such measures, if any;

(4) known project effects on federally listed species, if any; (5) occurrences of incidental
take of federally listed species, if any; and (6) other pertinent information.

16) Non-agricultural lands in the project area will be replanted. Plantings will consist of
wetland emergents, (b) low-growing cover on or adjacent to banks, and (c) upland
plantings/seed mix to encourage use by other wildlife and to discourage invasion by
noxious weeds. To the extent feasible, cuttings, plantings, plugs, or seeds from local
sources will be obtained. This will first consist of stockpiling, then replacing the topsoil
from the existing banks, which will contain rhizomes and seeds of the existing fresh
emergent wetlands habitat. This will be supplemented on an as-needed basis. The goal
will be to restore conditions similar to that of adjacent habitats.

17) Emergent wetland plants used for habitat restoration will, at a minimum, consist of
California bulrush (Scirpus californicus), and cattail (Typha latifolia).

18) Cover species on or adjacent to the bank may include California blackberry(Rubus
vitifolius) and wild grape (Vitis californica), along with the seed mix below.

19) The upland seed mix will consist of 20-40% native seeds (e.g annual fescue [Vulpia spp.],
California brome (Bromus carinatus], blue wildrye [Elymus glausus] and needlegrass
[Nassella spp.], 2-10% native forms, 5% rose clover (Trifolium hirtum), and 5% alfalfa
(Medicago sativa). Approximately 40-68% of the seed mix may be non-invasive European
annual grasses (e.g. wild oats [Avena sativa], wheat [Triticum spp.] and barley [Hordeum
vulgare]. Aggressive, invasive non-native grasses will not be included in the mix. This
seed mix is applicable to snake habitat in the project area.

20) Monitoring of the restoration areas will be provided as prescribed by Service guidelines.
Monitoring reports for restored areas will be submitted to the Chief of the Endangered
Species Division: (1) upon completion of restoration implementation and (2) one year
from restoration. Monitoring reports will include photo documentation, a map
illustrating the locations of restoration activities, when restoration was completed, what
materials were used, plantings, and justifications of any substitutions. Monitoring
reports will be submitted to the Chief of the Endangered Species Division, Sacramento
Fish and Wildlife Office, 2800 Cottage Way, Room W-1605, Sacramento, California
95825-1846.
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21) In order to compensate for temporary impacts of the proposed project on the snake,
SMUD proposes to provide 41 acres of mitigation by one or a combination of the
following methods:

a)

b)

Prior to start of construction on the gas pipeline west of Folsom South Canal,
pay a fee to the USFWS Endangered Species Fund for use in purchasing,
enhancing, and managing habitat for endangered species. The amount would
be equivalent to 41 acres at a rate of $37,500.

Prior to start of construction on the gas pipeline west of Folsom South Canal,
purchase credits in a USFWS-approved mitigation bank. Such an approved
mitigation bank might include one operated by Wildlands, Inc. Payment to
Wildlands would fulfill SMUD’s responsibility for snake compensation.

Purchase or dedicate through a conservation easement and management plan
41 acres of GGS habitat acceptable to the Service within the Sacramento
Valley Recovery Area. To ensure timely purchase and/or dedication of such
acreage, SMUD wiill place one million five hundred thirty-seven thousand
five hundred dollars ($1,537,500) in an escrow or trust account prior to the
initiation of construction. In addition, SMUD will comply with the following
milestones:

1. Prior to starting construction of the gas pipeline west of Folsom South
Canal SMUD will nominate a 41-acre parcel(s) for Service review.

2. If the Service rejects SMUD’s proposed parcel(s) the Service will provide
specific comments to allow SMUD to find suitable parcel(s). SMUD will
then have two additional months to supply the Service with new parcel(s)
for Service review.

3. Once the Service approves SMUD’s proposed parcel(s) (the “Property”),
SMUD will purchase or show reasonable progress toward purchase of the
Property within three months of Service approval.

4. Within six months after purchase of the Property, SMUD or a
management entity such as Wildlands will submit a management plan
and conservation easement for Service review.

5. Within six months of Service approval of the management plan and
conservation easement, SMUD will record the conservation easement and
fund the ongoing management endowment. This action will transfer the
easement and management of the property to a conservation entity
capable of holding a conservation easement or a mitigation bank type
company such as Wildlands.

SMUD will use the funds placed in the escrow or trust account to acquire
the Property, develop a conservation easement, and provide for ongoing
management of the Property in perpetuity. Any funds not needed to
support the requirements of this Paragraph will be returned to SMUD. In
no event will SMUD be required to provide funds in excess of $1,537,500
to fulfill its requirements under this option.
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6. In the event that SMUD and USFWS are unable to agree upon a suitable
property and/or SMUD is unable to purchase the identified property by
May 1, 2004, SMUD will complete either item 21(a) or 21(b) by June 1,
2004, unless the USFWS provides an extension to SMUD.

d) Prior to start of construction on the gas pipeline west of Folsom South Canal,
protect and manage in perpetuity with a conservation easement and
perpetual endowment 41 acres of snake habitat at a Service-approved
location (conservation area). This easement shall be recorded at the county
recorder’s office prior to the above referenced construction. The easement,
including a title report for the land area and management plan for the
easement, shall be reviewed and approved by the Service prior to recording
in the County Recorders Office. A true copy of the recorded easement shall
be provided to the Service within 30 days after recordation. SMUD wvill
identify locations to establish the conservation area prior to construction.

5.9A Protection Measures for Valley Elderberry Longhorn
Beetle

Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetles (VELB) require elderberry shrubs to feed, reproduce
and grow. According to USFWS protocol shrubs with stalks greater than 1.0 inch in
diameter are required for VELB. Shrubs greater than 100 feet from construction are
considered avoided. The following measures would be implemented for any shrubs within
100 feet, and that have stalks of greater than 1 inch in diameter.

1.

Fence and flag all areas to be avoided during construction activities. In areas where
encroachment on the 100-foot buffer had been approved by the Service, provide a
minimum setback of at least 20 feet from the dripline of each elderberry plant.

Brief contractors on the need to avoid damaging the elderberry plants and the possible
penalties for not complying with these requirements.

Erect signs every 50 feet along the edge of the avoidance area with the following
information: “This area is habitat of the valley elderberry longhorn beetle, a threatened
species, and must not be disturbed. This species is protected by the Endangered Species
Act of 1973, as amended. Violators are subject to prosecution, fines, and imprisonment.”
The signs should be clearly readable from a distance of 20 feet, and must be maintained
for the duration of construction.

Instruct work crews about the status of the beetle and the need to protect its elderberry
host plant.

Restoration and Maintenance

1.

CPP BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT

Restore any damage done to the buffer area (area within 100 feet of elderberry plants)
during construction. Provide erosion control and re-vegetate with appropriate native
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2. Buffer areas must continue to be protected after construction from adverse effects of the

project. Measures such as fencing, signs, weeding, and trash removal are usually
appropriate.

3. Noinsecticides, herbicides, fertilizers, or other chemical that might harm the beetle or its

host plant should be used in the buffer areas, or within 100 feet of any elderberry plant

with one or more stems measuring 1.0 inch or greater in diameter at ground level.

4. The applicant must provide a written description of how the buffer areas are to be
restored, protected, and maintained after construction is completed.

5. Mowing of grasses/ground cover may occur from July through April to reduce fire

hazard. No mowing should occur within five (5) feet of elderberry plant stems. Mowing

must be done in a manner that avoids damaging plants (e.g. stripping away bark
through careless use of mowing/trimming equipment).

5.10A Mitigation and Protection Measures for Swainson’s Hawk

Swainson’s hawks nest in large riparian cottonwoods, oaks, and similar large trees and

forage over short-grass prairies and farm fields up to 10 miles from the nest. CDFG records

and field observations record no historical nests within 3 miles of the project site.

Approximately 5 historical nests occur within 0.5 mile of the pipeline. Swainson’s hawks are

sensitive to disturbance during nesting and CDFG recommends a 0.5-mile buffer between
construction and active nests. Several areas along the gas pipeline route have the potential
for nests, particularly in the Cosumnes Nature Preserve. A Swainson’s hawk could nest in
any of these in any year. If present, construction within short distances could cause
modified behavior, reduced feeding efficiency or even nest abandonment.

Mitigation and protection measures for Swainson’s hawk include;

¢ Implement nest surveys within 0.5 mile of project features in early spring 2003 to
determine use by Swainson’s hawk if construction during the nesting season is
anticipated.

e If project features are within 0.5 mile of Swainson’s hawk nesting, avoid construction
within 0.5 mile during nesting season, if feasible. Consult with CDFG to determine
measures that would allow construction within 0.25 mile of an active nest. Typical
measures may include:

— Full-time Biological Monitor while birds are on the nest.

— Biological Monitor will require construction to cease if a nesting hawk shows signs
of distress or abandonment due to construction disturbance.

— If young are abandoned in the nest, or excluded from nest, salvage young and
transport to the UC Davis Raptor Research Center or equivalent for rearing and
hacking, with CDFG approval.

— SMUD will be responsible for all costs associated with rearing and hacking
abandoned young.

— Prepare monitoring report reporting results of monitoring and construction.
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CEC has requested that additional compensation habitat be provided to the area displaced
by permanent development of the power plant. SMUD has proposed the following:

Provide for 1:1 acres of suitable foraging habitat for Swainsons’ hawk at the same location as
on-site vernal pool creation and preservation activities. Funding for management and
conservation easement to be delegated to the Sacramento Open Lands Trust or equivalent
third-party as for fairy shrimp and giant garter snake.

5.11A Protection Measures for Western Burrowing Owl

The burrowing owl is known to nest in the Central Valley. Railroad berms, canal banks and
agricultural areas near the project site may contain suitable habitat for burrowing owls,
although only one pair was detected in 2002 surveys along Sims Road. Burrowing owl sign
was reported from 0.2 mile north of the project site in 2001, but no owls were seen in
surveys of the site in 2001 or 2002.

The following measures would minimize the potential impacts to burrowing owls:

e Preconstruction surveys of pipeline and linear facilities would be conducted in the
spring to determine whether the ground squirrel burrows are occupied by burrowing
owls if construction is planned for the nesting season.

e Protect active nest burrows with a 250-foot buffer during the breeding season (February
1 through August 31) or until young have left the nest.

e Conduct passive relocation prior to construction if winter burrows are found before
February 1 and/or restrict construction activities within 150 feet during non-breeding
season.

e Provide habitat compensation for any active nest burrow that could not be avoided
during construction through consultation with CDFG.

5.12A Protection for Nesting and Migratory Birds

Raptors, herons, egrets, waterfowl, and belted kingfisher are resident and migratory species
occurring in the CPP project area, and are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
and California Fish and Game Code. Disturbance of nest sites, which is prohibited under
Section 3503.5 of the Fish and Game Code, could result in abandonment of eggs or young.

Preconstruction surveys will be conducted for nesting raptors within 500 feet of
construction activities. Resident birds often begin nesting as early as February in California.
Nest searches will be conducted in December/January (if not earlier) before site
construction begins and the vegetation within laydown and construction areas will be
removed and/or mowed by February 1st to minimize the potential for birds to nest in the
construction areas. If nests are found with no eggs or young, the nest will be removed. If
nesting birds with eggs or young are found during the surveys, the Biological Monitor will
coordinate with the Designated Biologist and CDFG for possible relocation or rehabilitation
at an approved wildlife rehabilitation center.
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Field surveys to identify active raptor nest sites will be conducted in the spring prior to
construction. If nest sites are found within 500 feet of construction areas, the Designated
Biologist will implement mitigation measures appropriate to the circumstances. In most
cases, a construction zone limit will be placed around the nest site at a distance of 500 feet. If
an exclusion zone cannot reasonably be implemented at this distance, the following
measures may be implemented:

1. SMUD may postpone construction in that area until young are fledged, or

2. Provide a Biological Monitor to monitor the birds on the nest and stop construction if it
appears that the birds will abandon the nest or young, or

3. Consult with the CDFG if construction appears to jeopardize the nesting success and
provide for the artificial rearing of eggs or young by qualified staff.

5.13A Mitigation for Impacts to Birds from Collisions with
Electric Transmission Lines

The Central Valley withinin the Pacific Flyway is used by migratory birds in the area, and a
new transmission line in this corridor may result in a minor increase of bird collisions.
Special consideration was given to the potential impacts on raptor and migratory bird
species. The transmission line route was designed to minimize the length and crossing of
open areas (often used as forage during migration) thereby limiting the collision
opportunities for resident and migratory birds. To prevent electrocutions, the transmission
line will be designed to space conductor wires further apart than the wing span of a large
birds (43 inches on the vertical and 60 inches on the diagonal) (APLIC 1996) and is
commonly used as mitigation for reducing potential avian electrocutions and collisions. No
further mitigation is proposed for impacts from the electric transmission line.
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6.0A Conclusion and Determination of Project
Effects for Terrestrial Species

Effect determinations for each of the special-status species that could potentially occur in the
project action area were discussed in the previous sections. The following paragraphs
summarize those effect determinations for the listed and special concern species that are
known or are assumed to occur in the project area that could be affected by CPP
construction and operation after mitigation and protection measures are implemented.

Threatened (T), Endangered (E), Proposed Threatened (PT) or
Proposed Endangered (PE) Species

The CPP project overall may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect, the federal listed species
that are known or assumed to occur in the action area. These listed species include vernal
pool tadpole shrimp, vernal pool fairy shrimp, Valley elderberry longhorn beetle, and giant
garter snake. With protection and mitigation measures developed through consultation with
the USFWS and CDFG, the CPP project avoided and minimized construction and operation
impacts to the furthest extent feasible.

The ratio for compensatory habitat purchase and preservation was determined through
informal consultation with USFWS and CDFG. The location for the proposed mitigation will
support habitat for the special-status species identified in this consultation and will be
approved by USFWS and/or CDFG prior to construction.

State Listed only Species

The CPP project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect, Swainson’s hawk and greater
sandhill crane. With protection and mitigation measures developed through consultation
with CDFG, the CPP will provide appropriate off-site habitat compensation for the loss of
forage habitat. The location for this proposed mitigation will be approved by CDFG prior to
the start of construction.

Candidate Species, Sensitive Species and Species of Concern

The CPP project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect, the species of concern and
species of special concern. These species include California tiger salamander, burrowing
owl, American bittern, and other nesting or migratory birds in the Pacific Flyway.

Protection and mitigation measures developed for the listed species will provide protection
for species of concern that are not protected under the ESA.
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2.0B Special Status Fish Species Accounts and
Status in the Action Area

These sections of the BRA (Sections 2.0B through 6.0B) address the project’s potential effects
on aquatic species and Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) for Pacific salmon. Specifically, the
effects of project construction and operation activity on listed aguatic species and their
habitats and EFH for Pacific salmon including natural gas pipeline crossings on the
Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, and Laguna Creek were analyzed. In addition, the effects of
project operations associated with the use of surface water from the Folsom-South Canal
were analyzed for impacts to special-status species. Proposed protection and mitigation
measures for potential impacts to aquatic special-status species and EFH are presented in
Section 5.0B.

2.1B Chinook Salmon

The winter-run Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) is a federal (59 FR 440) and
State endangered species. The spring-run Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) is a
federal (64 FR 50393) and State threatened species. Fall and late-run Chinook are not listed
for protection under either the California or federal ESA; however, these species are
included as Pacific salmon, which support recreational and commercial fisheries. Pacific
salmon are known to inhabit the American, Cosumnes, and Sacramento rivers (Moyle et al.,
1995; Moyle 2002; Yoshiyama et al., 1998; Snider and Reavis 2000) in the Action Area, and
therefore these water bodies have been identified as Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) for Pacific
salmon. EFH is the aquatic habitat (water and substrate) necessary to fish for spawning,
breeding, feeding, or growth-to-maturity that will allow a level of production needed to
support a long-term, sustainable, commercial fishery and contribute to a healthy ecosystem
(NMFS 1998).

In the Action Area, winter-run Chinook salmon use the Sacramento River downstream of
the confluence with the American River as a migratory corridor for both upstream
migrating adults and downstream migrating juveniles (NMFS 1993; NMFS 2000). Juvenile
winter-run sized Chinook salmon also have been reported from the lower reach of the
American River in the immediate vicinity of the confluence with the Sacramento River
(Snider, CDFG, pers. com.). Spawning and egg incubation by winter run salmon does not
occur in the project area, but does occur further upstream outside of the project area in the
Sacramento River (Reynolds et al., 1990). The Sacramento River has been designated by
NMEFS as critical habitat for winter-run Chinook salmon (58 FR 33212).

In the Action Area, spring-run Chinook salmon use the Sacramento River downstream of
the confluence with the American River as a migratory corridor (Reynolds et al., 1990;
Yoshiyama et al., 1998; CDFG 1998) for both upstream migrating adults and downstream
migrating juveniles. Juvenile spring-run Chinook salmon may use the lower reach of the
American River in the immediate vicinity of the confluence with the Sacramento River as
foraging habitat during emigration. Spawning and egg incubation by spring-run salmon
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does not occur in the project action area, but does occur further upstream in the Sacramento
River and its tributaries (e.g., Mill and Deer creeks; Reynolds et al. 1990; Moyle et al. 1995;
Mills and Ward 1996; Yoshiyama et al. 1998; NMFS 2000).

Reasons for decline in the populations of fall-run Chinook include inaccessibility of
spawning grounds due to dams and water management projects, entrainment into
unscreened agricultural diversions, overfishing, high seasonal water temperatures, and poor
water quality (Yoshiyama et al., 1998; CDFG 1993; USBR 1997). Pacific salmon are known to
inhabit the Sacramento, American, and Cosumnes rivers (Yoshiyama et al., 1998; Moyle
2002; SWRI 2001; Snider and Reavis 2000), and therefore these areas have been identified as
EFH for Pacific salmon, including fall-run Chinook salmon.

The Cosumnes River historically and currently supports a small run of Chinook salmon
(Snider and Reavis 2000; Taylor 1974; Kano 1998; NRCS 2002; Reavis 1981;), but since 1987
there were 3 years of no flow during the spawning period that precluded a continual natural
run of salmon (USBR 1997). Information on the natural resources and habitat conditions for
fish and wildlife, in addition to information on land use, hydrology, soils, sediment,
geology, water quality, and cultural resources of the Cosumnes River has been compiled by
the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS 2002) in cooperation with the
Sloughhouse Resource Conservation District and the Cosumnes River Task Force.
Information on Chinook salmon spawning, rearing, and juvenile emigration from the
Cosumnes River has been reported by Snider and Reavis (2000), for surveys conducted
during 1998-1999 which, in addition to NRCS 2002, Whitener 2002, and others, provides the
baseline information for analyzing potential effects. The lower reach of the Cosumnes River
is tidally influenced approximately 25 yards upstream from the confluence of Laguna Creek.
Most years the mainstem of the Cosumnes River has no flow upstream of Laguna Creek
during the dry season (Whitener 2002). Fall-run Chinook salmon may migrate up the
Cosumnes River when the river begins to flow again after a series of rain events in
November (Snider and Reavis 2000; Whitener 2002). The river can fill as early as mid-
October and as late as mid-December, and some years it does not fill at all (Whitener 2002).
Downstream emigration of juvenile salmon would occur during the late winter and spring
period when water is in the river and when temperatures are appropriate, primarily March
and April (Whitener, 2002, Moyle et al., 1995; Snider and Reavis 2000). Flows dry up in
much of the river from June to August (Whitener 2002).

Lower American River fall-run Chinook salmon spawning contributed approximately

21 percent (i.e., 41,040 fish) to total fall-run Chinook salmon spawning (i.e., 197,740 fish) in
the Sacramento Valley river system of the Central Valley Project, including the Sacramento
River and its tributary rivers and creeks, during the 1967-1991 time period which represents
the Anadromous Fish Restoration Program (AFRP) restoration goal baseline period (SWRI
2002, unpublished data). Chinook salmon from the American River represent both in-river
production and fish produced in the CDFG Nimbus Hatchery. Adult Chinook salmon
typically migrate into the lower American River during the fall (September-December) with
spawning generally occurring between October and December (SWRI 2001). After hatching,
juvenile Chinook salmon emigrate from the American River both as fry, typically during
late January-early March, and as smolts during the period from April to early June

(SWRI 2001).

CPP BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT 60
REVISED DRAFT FEBRUARY 27, 2003
SAC/030580003/164746/(REVISED BA.DOC)



ATTACHMENT BR-201B3

Central Valley Chinook salmon populations, particularly winter-run and spring-run
Chinook salmon, have experienced declining abundance over the past several decades
(Yoshiyama et al., 1998; Moyle et al., 1995). Reasons for decline in populations include dam
construction, water diversion, groundwater withdrawal, poor water quality management,
loss of spawning grounds, and impingement and entrainment of juvenile fish at water
diversions (Yoshiyama et al., 1998; Moyle et al., 1995; Reynolds et al., 1990; CDFG 1993; Mills
and Ward 1996).

2.2B Central Valley Steelhead

The Central Valley steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss) is federally listed as threatened

(65 FR 42422-42481). Steelhead migrate through the Sacramento/San Joaquin river
systems and up the Sacramento, Cosumnes, and American rivers (Reynolds et al., 1990;
NRCS 2002). Historically, the majority of anadromous salmonid spawning and rearing
habitat within American River was located in the watershed above Folsom Dam. The lower
American River currently provides spawning and rearing habitat for steelhead below the
Nimbus Dam. The majority of the steelhead run returning to the hatchery is of hatchery
origin. The proportion of hatchery origin fish spawning in the river, however, remains
uncertain (SWRI 2001). Adult steelhead typically migrate upstream from December through
April with juveniles typically emigrating from November through May (SWRI 2001). In the
Cosumnes River, steelhead migrate in winter and early spring only when there is sufficient
water in the river (Whitener 2002). Reasons for the decline of the steelhead include, but are
not limited to, dam construction, water diversion, groundwater withdrawal, poor water
guality management, loss of spawning grounds, and impingement and entrainment of
juvenile fish at water diversions (McEwan and Jackson 1996; NMFS 1996).

2.3B Sacramento Splittail

The Sacramento splittail (Pogonichthys macrolepidotus) is a federal threatened species (64 FR
25). It is endemic to the Central Valley in California and is known to inhabit the Sacramento,
lower American, and Cosumnes rivers (SWRI 2001; Moyle et al., 1995; Moyle 2002). In these
watersheds, areas inundated by floodwaters provide suitable spawning habitat (Whitener
2002). Sacramento splittail primarily occur in slow-moving reaches of the main rivers and
the Delta (Moyle 2002; Moyle et al., 1995). Peak spawning occurs from March through May
in sloughs and other shallow, slow-moving water habitats (Moyle 2002; Wang 1986).
Spawning by splittail may occur in reaches of the Sacramento, Cosumnes, and American
rivers potentially affected by the Proposed Action. These habitats also are utilized
seasonally by adult and juvenile splittail as foraging areas.

Reasons for decline in the Sacramento splittail population may include, but are not limited
to, water diversions, reduced Delta outflow, channelization and reduction in flood plain
inundation, entrainment in diversions, adverse water quality, and loss of shallow water
breeding habitats (Moyle et al., 1995; USFWS 1996).
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2.4B Delta Smelt

Delta smelt (Hypomesus transpacificus) are listed as a threatened species under both the
California and federal Endangered Species Acts (58 FR 12854). Delta smelt primarily inhabit
the Sacramento River downstream of the confluence with the lower American River, and the
Bay-Delta estuary (USFWS 1996). The Sacramento River downstream of Sacramento has
been designated by USFWS as part of critical habitat for delta smelt (59 FR 65256). The lower
American and Cosumnes rivers are not within the area designated as critical habitat for
Delta smelt (59 FR 65256). Delta smelt typically have a 1-year lifecycle with adults spawning
during the late winter and early spring (USFWS 1996; Moyle 2002; Wang 1986). Eggs are
adhesive on hard substrate (Moyle 2002; USFWS 1996). After hatching, planktonic larvae
drift downstream with river currents into the Bay-Delta estuary, which provides juvenile
rearing habitat (Wang 1986; USFWS 1996).

2.5B Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) for Pacific Salmon

This document analyzes potential effects to EFH as required by the 1996 reauthorization of
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSFCMA). It is also
consistent with guidelines detailed in Amendment 14 to the Pacific Coast Salmon Plan,
Appendix A (Pacific Fisheries Management Council 1999). EFH only applies to the habitat of
commercial fish species (i.e., all Chinook salmon habitat, but not steelhead habitat) and
includes specifically identified waters and substrate necessary for fish spawning, breeding,
feeding, or growing to maturity (NMFS 1998). EFH includes all anadromous streams
(including some intermittent streams) up to impassable barriers (Pacific Fisheries
Management Council 1999). In the Central Valley, it also includes accessible waters of the
Delta, Sacramento River, and tributaries up to impassable barriers. In the American River
basin, EFH includes the lower American River up to Nimbus Dam. Keswick Dam represents
the first impassable barrier on the Sacramento River, within the study area. The evaluation
presented in this document satisfies EFH consultation requirements. Thus, a separate EFH
document is not needed.

For the purposes of this BRA, Pacific salmon includes spring-run, winter-run and fall/late-
fall run Chinook salmon. Although fall/late-fall run Chinook salmon is not a federally listed
species, as a Pacific salmon, its habitat is included under the MSFCMA protections for EFH.
EFH for Chinook salmon includes all streams, lakes, ponds, wetlands, tributaries, and other
water bodies currently viable and most of the habitat historically accessible to Chinook
salmon. Within the proposed action area, the Sacramento River provides habitat for spring-
run and winter-run Chinook salmon; and the lower American River and Cosumnes River
provide habitat for fall/late-fall run Chinook salmon (See Section 2.1B).
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3.0B Direct and Indirect Effects of the Proposed
Action on Protected Fish Species, Critical
Habitat, and Essential Fish Habitat for Pacific
Salmon

3.1B Introduction

The proposed action was evaluated to determine potential direct and indirect effects to
special-status aquatic species, critical habitat and Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) for Pacific
salmon that may result from construction or operation of the CPP facilities.

3.1.1B Methodology

The assessment of potential construction or operational effects upon special-status fish
species in the proposed action area considers the potential occurrence, lifestages and habitat
requirements (e.g., instream flow and water temperature) for the individual species
addressed by this BRA. The potential for adverse effects is evaluated by a comparison of
anticipated project conditions relative to existing or baseline conditions.

Construction-related effects to fishery resources, including water quality, were determined
using available information regarding anticipated construction methods for the power
plant, natural gas pipeline, and associated facilities. The assessment of potential
construction-related effects assumes implementation of standard construction best
management practices (BMPs) for the protection of aquatic resources. Section 5.0B presents
the general protection and mitigation measures for fishery resources.

Operation-related effects upon fishery and water quality resources were determined based
on anticipated operation practices which include the incorporation of identified biological
resources protection measures to minimize potential adverse effects (i.e., stormwater
detention and discharge facilities.

Hydrologic and water temperature modeling was performed to evaluate the potential
effects of the proposed action related t o the operational effect of the increased water
diversions from the Folsom South Canal (FSC) on the lower American River, Sacramento
River and Delta. Model simulations were developed to represent the baseline (existing)
conditions and proposed action conditions. These simulations are based on a 70-year (1921-
1991) hydrologic period of record and a 69-year (1922-1990) water temperature period of
record. Appendix D, Fisheries and Aquatic Habitat, provides additional detail regarding the
modeling simulations and assumptions. The results of these simulations were then
compared to determine the potential for proposed action-related changes to instream flows
or water temperature as indices for habitat quality and availability in the lower American
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River, Sacramento River and Delta. Appendix D presents detailed results for each of the
effect topics and simulation comparisons for aquatic species.

3.1.2B Baseline Condition

The ESA Baseline Condition includes “the past and present impacts of all federal, State, or
private actions and other human activities in the action area, the anticipated impacts of all
proposed federal projects in the action area that have already undergone formal or early
section 7 consultation, and the impact of State or private actions that are contemporaneous
with the consultation in process” [50 CFR Section 402.02].

For the Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, and Laguna Creek, information on the natural
resources and habitat conditions for fish and wildlife, in addition to information on land
use, hydrology, soils, sediment, geology, water quality, and cultural resources of the
Cosumnes River has been compiled by the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS
2002) in cooperation with the Sloughhouse Resource Conservation District and the
Cosumnes River Task Force. Additional information on Chinook salmon spawning, rearing,
and juvenile emigration from the Cosumnes River has been reported by Snider and Reavis
(2000), for surveys conducted during 1998-1999. Whitener (2002) provides additional
information on fishery and aquatic habitat in the area. Information from these and other
sources provides the baseline conditions used to evaluate potential project effects on fishery
resources and EFH within the Cosumnes River watershed.

Modeling assumptions incorporate the terms and conditions of Biological Opinions (BOs)
prepared by resource agencies for past and ongoing federal actions. The existing condition
simulation does not include the use of any water associated with federal actions that have
not yet completed ESA Section 7 consultation. The terms and conditions of the following
Biological Opinions are incorporated into the hydrologic modeling assumptions related to
State Water Project (SWP) and Central Valley Project (CVP) operations for the existing
condition, which therefore represents the ESA baseline for the evaluation of the proposed
action upon the lower American River, Sacramento River, and the Delta:

e Biologic Opinion for Delta Smelt — Los Vaqgueros (USFWS);

e Biologic Opinion for Delta Smelt — Operations and Criteria Plan (OCAP) (USFWS);

e Biologic Opinion for Winter-run Chinook Salmon — per the Bay-Delta Accord (NMFS);

e Conference/Biologic Opinion for Sacramento Splittail — Long-term OCAP (USFWS); and
e Biologic Opinion for Steelhead (NMFS).

Additional information used to establish baseline conditions, particularly with respect to life
history requirements and habitat conditions for protected species, critical habitat, and EFH
within the lower American River, Sacramento River, and Delta (briefly summarized in
Section 2.0B), has been developed from CDFG (1993), Mills and Ward (1996), Moyle (2002),
Moyle et al. (1995), NMFS (1993), Reynolds et al. (1990), SWRI (2001), USFWS (1996), Wang
(1986), Yoshiyama et al. (1998), and other reference documents. Information available from
these sources, in combination with BOs and hydrologic modeling, provide the basis for
evaluating potential project-related effects on fishery resources and their habitat.
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3.1.3B Effects of the Proposed Action

Effects to the aquatic species under discussion can be short-term (one or two reproductive
seasons) or long-term (affecting several generations), direct (immediate effects of the
proposed action on a species or its habitat), or indirect (effects that result from the proposed
action and are later in time, but are still reasonably certain to occur).

Potential effects to aquatic species, critical habitat, or EFH for Pacific Salmon that may result
due to construction or operation of the CPP include the following:

e Temporary construction-related effects to water quality and aquatic resources in the
Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, and Laguna creeks;

o Water quality effects to the Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, and Laguna Creek due to
plant stormwater discharges;

e Introduction of blockage or impediments to migration in the Cosumnes River and/or
Badger or Laguna creeks resulting from construction of the CPP;

¢ Reduced streamflow in the lower American River resulting from cooling water
deliveries diverted through the FSC;

e Increased water temperatures in the lower American River as a result of reduced
streamflow and/or reduced storage in Folsom and Nimbus Reservoirs;

e Reduced streamflow in the Sacramento River resulting from cooling water deliveries
diverted through the FSC;

e Increased water temperatures in the Sacramento River as a result of reduced streamflow;
and

e Changes in the location of X21 in the Delta resulting from reductions in streamflow in
the lower American and Sacramento rivers.

3.2B Construction-Related Effects

Construction of the CPP project site would require that 30 acres be leveled and elevated. A
stormwater detention basin and discharge outfall structure would be constructed within the
30 acres of the CPP project site to accommodate the project’s stormwater runoff. During
project construction, the project would also have a temporary 20 acre laydown area, just
south of the project site. The construction of the CPP gas pipeline would require crossing
under the Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, and Laguna Creek, via the Horizontal Directional
Drill (HDD) construction method.

Construction of the natural gas pipeline and the power plant have the potential to
contribute pollutants affecting the water quality or aquatic resources of the Cosumnes River,
Badger Creek, and Laguna Creek. Specific aquatic resources protection measures have been
incorporated into the project construction plans to minimize or avoid these effects, as

1x2is the geographic location (measured in kilometers from the Golden Gate) of the 2 parts per thousand (ppt) salinity
isohaline. X2 is used as an indicator of estuarine habitat conditions for fish and macroinvertebrates. The location of X2 varies in
response to the magnitude of freshwater inflow and outflow within the Bay-Delta estuary.
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described below. Construction of the CPP facilities would not have any direct or indirect
effects upon the Sacramento River where spring-run and winter-run Chinook salmon are
known to occur within the project area or upon critical habitat for winter-run Chinook
salmon (Sacramento River). Additionally, construction of the CPP facilities would not have
any direct or indirect effects upon lower American River or Delta fisheries resources,
including EFH. This is because there are no construction related activities associated with
the Sacramento River, American River, or the Delta.

3.2.1B Water Quality

3.2.1.1B Sedimentation

The proposed action may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect EFH within the Cosumnes
River watershed for Pacific salmon, steelhead, or splittail or their habitat due to increased
sedimentation associated with the construction of the natural gas pipeline and the
powerplant. To minimize the potential affects, construction of the natural gas pipeline
crossings under the water channels of Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, and Laguna Creek
would occur when the streambeds are dry (August through October, see Section 5.0B). The
pipeline would also be installed utilizing the HDD construction method. Under this
method, the pipeline would be installed more than 30 feet below the channel bottoms,
without affecting the channel surfaces. Constructing the pipeline when the streambeds are
dry and the use of the HDD construction method would minimize the potential for adverse
effects to water quality that could affect listed species and/or EFH.

The potential risk associated with the use of the HDD construction method is if a “frac-out”
occurs. A frac-out is the release of the bentonite slurry drilling lubricant from the drilling
hole to the surface through a fissure or crack in the soils. Bentonite is a non-toxic clay
material and commonly used in farming practices as a soil enhancement. However, benthic
invertebrates, aquatic plants, and fish and their eggs can be smothered by the fine particles
if bentonite is discharged to waterways that support these aquatic species. HDD
construction method would take place only during the summer months when salmonid
species are not present either in the waterways or the CPP construction site. Low flow and
high summer time temperatures would prevent salmonid populations from the construction
areas. A potential effect associated with a frac-out would be limited only to the Sacramento
splittail. If a frac-out were to take place in splittail habitat, potential effects to water quality
and Sacramento splittail could occur.

An extensive body of scientific information exists regarding the relationship between
exposure of fish and macroinvertebrates to suspended sediments (both concentration and
duration of exposure) and resulting biological responses including both sublethal

(e.g., changes in physiology, behavioral avoidance, reduced feeding rates, etc.) and lethal
mortality. Results of exposure tests have been reported by both individual investigators
(e.g., McFarland and Peddicord 1980; O’Connor 1991; and many others) which have also
been compiled and synthesized by Newcombe and Jensen (1996) and Wilber and Clarke
(2001). Results of these investigations have shown that the tolerance of various fish and
macroinvertebrates to suspended sediments vary substantially among species. Species
which inhabit estuarine environments, such as the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, which are
characterized by relatively high ambient suspended sediment concentrations (e.g., greater
than 100 mg/L), show a substantially greater tolerance to suspended sediment
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concentrations when compared to species which typically inhabit environments
characterized by low ambient suspended sediment concentrations (e.g., open ocean pelagic
species).

Although scientific data are not available on the tolerance of splittail to suspended sediment
concentrations, it is expected that their tolerance would be similar to that of other species
inhabiting the Bay-Delta estuary such as striped bass. Data compiled by Wilber and Clarke
(2001) for estuarine fish species generally shows a mortality threshold (10 percent acute
mortality) for the majority of species at suspended sediment concentrations of
approximately 2000 mg/L for a one-day exposure duration or approximately 900 mg/L for
a two-day exposure duration. Data for juvenile striped bass showed no affect for an eleven-
day exposure at 600 mg/L. However, there was a sublethal hematocrit (red blood cell) count
(increased following a five-day exposure to a suspended sediment concentration of

1240 mg/L).

The actual exposure concentration and duration of exposure that would occur as a result of
a potential frac-out is unknown and not documented since frac-outs are a very uncommon
occurrences. Avoidance and minimization actions, such as those outlined in the preliminary
Contingency Plan for Frac-Out (Appendix C), would serve to reduce the potential risk of
adverse effects to splittail within the Cosumnes River watershed. HDD during the summer
months would eliminate the potential risk of adverse effects associated with exposure to
suspended sediments in the event that a frac-out should occur. As a result, the CPP
proposed action may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect Sacramento splittail.

3.2.1.2B Stormwater Runoff

Stormwater runoff regulations require that construction activities typical to the proposed
action incorporate silt fences and other means to minimize or eliminate runoff from all
construction areas. Stormwater during construction of the CPP project site will be
discharged according to a NPDES permit, which will be obtained prior to construction. CPP
is also obtaining authorization under Section 1601 of the Fish and Game Code for
construction-related crossings of 37 streams, ditches, swales and other potential wetland
features in the CPP action area. Horizontal directional drill (HDD) techniques, incorporating
silt fences, wattles or other appropriate BMPs would be utilized when constructing nearby
or under all waterways, canals and ditches located in the action area. For additional
information on construction conservation measures, refer to Preliminary Draft Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan, dated May 6, 2002; Drainage Plan, dated January 24, 2003; and
Appendix C, Preliminary Contingency Plan for HDD. Final Plans will be submitted to
NMFS and USFWS for review prior to construction.

In the project construction laydown area just south to the CPP construction site where
construction equipment and materials will be stored, all storm water will be contained and
checked for oil. Following an appraisal by a qualified specialist that no oil sheen is present
the water is oil free, the water will then be released to the nearby swale and eventually into
the creek.

By incorporating the measures mentioned above, there will be no effect upon water quality
due to construction-related stormwater runoff. By preventing potential for water quality
degradation in the project action area, there would be no direct effects to steelhead, splittail
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and their habitat areas known or assumed to occur in the Cosumnes River, Badger Creek,
and Laguna Creeks. Additionally, implementation of these protection measures would
avoid direct effects upon EFH for Pacific salmon (fall/late-fall run Chinook salmon) within
the Cosumnes River and associated waterways.

3.2.1.3B Impediments or Barriers

The pipeline crossings under the Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, and Laguna Creek would
be installed using the HDD construction method. Because the pipeline crossings would be
more than 30 feet below the channel bottoms, no barrier or impediment would occur during
or after construction of the pipeline that would obstruct channel flow, affect adult Pacific
salmon upstream migration, or affect juvenile Pacific salmon downstream migration in the
Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, or Laguna Creek. Therefore, there would be no adverse
effect on EFH for Pacific salmon, or upon steelhead or splittail or their habitat.

3.3B Operational Effects

Operational effects associated with the CPP project consist of stormwater runoff from the
project site and the diversion of Folsom South Canal water for project cooling purposes.
There would be no operational effects associated with the gas pipeline because it would not
create or introduce any new facility or structure that might block or impede flow or fish
passage (i.e., steelhead or Chinook salmon adult upstream migration or juvenile
downstream migration; adult or juvenile splittail movement) in the Cosumnes River, Badger
Creek or Laguna Creek. As described previously, the natural gas pipeline crossings of these
waterbodies would be installed under the water channels using the HDD construction
technique. Since all crossings would be located well below the streambed, the gas pipeline
would not result in the obstruction of channel flow or impairment of fish
passage/movement. Therefore, there would be no direct or indirect passage effect upon
Chinook salmon, steelhead or splittail in the project area.

In addition, there would be no operational effects associated with the project’s wastewater
discharge. The wastewater would be disposed of through the use of zero liquid discharge
(ZLD) technology and would not be discharged to any water bodies. (Please refer to Section
1 and Supplement C to the Cosumnes Power Plant Application for Certification, dated July
18, 2002.)

3.3.1B Water Quality

3.3.1.1B Stormwater

As part of the CPP project, a stormwater detention basin and discharge outfall structure
would be built to accommodate the project’s stormwater runoff. The outfall from the basin
would be designed to incorporate measures to reduce contaminants, consistent with
stormwater requirements, and with a flow dissipater structure equivalent to reduce velocity
and potential scouring from the outfall. These elements would minimize the potential for
introduction of water quality constituents of concern into the local watershed.

During operation of the CPP, all storm water would be detained in the detention basin,
where it would be checked by a qualified specialist for an oily sheen. If clean, it would be
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released to Clay Creek (a tributary to Hadselville Creek and Laguna Creek). If oil is present
mitigation measures would be utilized and absorbents would remove the oil form the water,
then it would be released to Clay Creek.

Stormwater runoff from the CPP may affect listed aquatic species, their habitats, and EFH
for Pacific salmon (fall/late-run Chinook salmon with the Cosumnes River and Laguna
Creek However, with implementation of the conservation measures listed above, there
would be no adverse effect on EFH for Pacific salmon, upon steelhead or splittail or their
habitat.

3.3.2B Diversion of Folsom South Canal Water

3.3.2.1B Instream Flow

Operation of the CPP may affect spring-run and winter-run Chinook salmon in the
Sacramento River and lower American River near the confluence with the Sacramento
River; winter-run Chinook salmon critical habitat within the Sacramento River; EFH for
Pacific salmon in the Sacramento River or lower American River; steelhead or its habitat in
the Sacramento River or lower American River; splittail or its habitat in the Sacramento
River, lower American River, Cosumnes River, or Delta; or delta smelt or its habitat in the
Sacramento River or Delta. Potential effects could result from the increased diversion of
water from FSC as the source of cooling water for the CPP.

The utilization of an additional 7.3 cfs of water from the FSC could potentially reduce the
water available for release from Lake Natoma that would support Pacific salmon in the
lower American River and downstream in the Sacramento River. The American River has
an average annual unregulated runoff of 2.7 million acre-feet. Average annual runoff has
varied from 900,000 acre-feet to 5,000,000 acre-feet (ACOE et al. 2001). The estimated
5,320-acre feet required annually by the CPP equates to 440 AF/month or 14.7 AF/day or
7.3 cubic feet per second (cfs).

Hydrologic modeling results (Appendix D, Fish Resources and Aquatic Habitat) showed no
detectable difference (undetectable incremental change) in instream flows in the lower
American River or Sacramento River when comparing the proposed action to baseline
conditions. In the absence of a detectable effect of the proposed action on these habitat
indicators, it was concluded that the proposed action may affect, but would not likely adversely
affect:

e Adult winter-run or spring-run Chinook salmon migration in the Sacramento River;

o Potential foraging habitat for juvenile winter-run and spring-run Chinook salmon in the
lower reaches of the lower American River above its confluence with the Sacramento
River;

e Critical habitat for adult and juvenile winter-run Chinook salmon in the Sacramento
River;

o EFH provided by the Sacramento River for spring-run and winter-run Chinook salmon;
e EFH provided by the Sacramento River or lower American River for Pacific salmon

(fall/late-fall run Chinook salmon);
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e Steelhead or its habitat in the Sacramento River or lower American River;
e Splittail or its habitat in the Sacramento River or lower American River; or

e Delta smelt or its critical habitat in the Sacramento River/Delta.

3.3.2.2B Water Temperature

Results of the hydrologic simulation model were used, in combination with the lower
American River water temperature simulation model, to evaluate the potential effect of the
operation of the CPP on seasonal water temperatures affecting EFH for Pacific salmon,
steelhead and splittail and their habitat. Results of the modeling did not detect differences in
seasonal water temperature conditions in the lower American River related to the proposed
action when compared to baseline conditions (Appendix D, Fish Resources and Aquatic
Habitat). These assessments considered individual fish species’ requirements for spawning,
egg incubation, juvenile rearing and emigration (Appendix D, Fish Resources and Aquatic
Habitat). Upon review of the modeling results, it was concluded that the proposed action
may affect, but would not likely adversely affect EFH for Pacific salmon, steelhead or splittail
and their habitat in the lower American River.

3.3.2.3B Changes in the Location of X2 in the Delta

Hydrologic simulation modeling was used to analyze the potential effects of the proposed
action on the location of X2 (saline/freshwater interface) in the Delta. Results of these
analyses did not detect differences in the location of X2 as a result of proposed action when
compared to baseline conditions (Appendix D, Fish Resources and Aquatic Habitat). Based
on these results, it was concluded that the proposed action may affect, but would not likely
adversely affect EFH for Pacific salmon, steelhead or its habitat, splittail or its habitat, or delta
smelt or its critical habitat in the estuarine portion of the Delta.

3.4B Summary of Proposed Action Effects

Based on implementation of standard construction BMPs, incorporation of specific design
features to avoid effects to aquatic resources, and the results of hydrologic simulation
modeling (Appendix D), it was concluded that construction and operation of the proposed
action may affect, but would not likely adversely affect Pacific salmon, steelhead, splittail or delta
smelt in the Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, and Laguna Creek, the lower American River,
Sacramento River, or Delta.

Installation of the natural gas pipeline during the dry season and using HDD construction
technique would minimize potential effects to water quality. In addition, the gas pipeline
would not result in either a blockage or impediment to Pacific salmon or steelhead adult
immigration or juvenile emigration, or splittail movement in the Cosumnes River, Badger
Creek, or Laguna Creek. Stormwater drainage would be in accordance with BMPs, and a
stormwater drainage system would be designed to avoid erosion and scour associated with
stormwater discharge. Construction BMPs and other avoidance measures would be used, in
combination with HDD and would not result in adverse effects to Pacific salmon, steelhead,
or splittail.
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The CPP will be designed with ZLD from cooling system operations, and hence would not
have any adverse water quality effect to EFH for Pacific salmon, steelhead or its habitat, or
splittail or its habitat in Clay Creek. Results of the simulation modeling indicate that
operation of the CPP facilities would not adversely affect EFH for Pacific salmon, steelhead
or its habitat, or splittail or its habitat as the proposed action would not have a direct
adverse effect on American River flows, Sacramento River flows, or the location of X2 in the
Delta. Additionally, the proposed action would not adversely affect EFH for Pacific salmon,
steelhead or its habitat as operation of the CPP facilities would not result in significant
direct adverse affects to lower American River water temperatures.

Analyses of these features indicate that the proposed action may affect, but would not likely
adversely affect Pacific salmon (and their EFH), steelhead or their habitat, or splittail or their
habitat in the action area including the lower American River, Sacramento River, Delta,
Cosumnes River, Badger and Laguna Creeks, or other tributaries within the project area.
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4.0B Cumulative Effects to Protected Fish
Species, Critical Habitat, and Essential Fish
Habitat for Pacific Salmon

This section provides a discussion of potentially cumulative effects that may occur in the
action area with focused consideration of the Proposed Action’s contribution to these effects
(incremental effect analysis). This discussion includes an evaluation of CPP’s fisheries
resources effects, which when considered in conjunction with effects attributable to other
projects (either in the vicinity or with similar characteristics), could have the potential to
result in collectively adverse effects to the environment that are of greater significance than
the individual effects of the proposed action. A discussion of growth-inducing effects
follows the cumulative effects analysis.

For purposes of this BRA, cumulative effects include the “effects of future State, tribal, local
or private actions that are reasonably certain to occur in the action area. Future federal
actions that are unrelated to the proposed action are not considered in this section because
they require separate consultation pursuant to section 7 of the Act” [50 CFR 8§402.02].

4.1B Projects Considered as part of Cumulative Effects

4.1.1B Land-Based Activities

Non-federal projects identified in the vicinity of the proposed action include:

e An application for biosolids storage on 3 parcels on the north side of Twin Cities Road
(06/11/97), adjacent to and east of Clay Station Road. Mr. Gary Silva stores and applies
biosolids to cattle pastures in this area.

Non-federal projects identified in the vicinity of the proposed pipeline action include:

e An application to create two lots on the Buzdas property (9/25/00);

e An application to create a residential accessory dwelling (8/30/00);

e An application to create a residential accessory dwelling (Leonard no date);

e An application for Lakepoint Apartments —pending (no date);

e An application to rezone Park to “O” (1/27/99);

e An application from JDS Laguna Sub. Extension of Time (9/21/01);

e An application for RV and Boat storage use permit (12/31/97); and

e An application for Harris ranch #1 — now City of EIk Grove recorded 4/4/2000.

4.1.2B Water Diversion Actions

Currently proposed or future anticipated diversion projects along with various
environmental initiatives use the water supplies in the American and Sacramento River
basins. These include, but are not necessarily limited to, the past, present, and reasonably
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foreseeable actions that are identified below. These actions and projects could result in
cumulative environmental effects within the action area, including the American River
Basin.

Past Actions

Significant actions have occurred over the years that, collectively, have shaped the physical,
natural, regulatory, and socioeconomic environment of the Central Valley, including the
action area for the CPP. On a broad scale, such past actions have included agricultural
production developments, urban expansion, flood control efforts along major rivers, and
increased use and management of water resources within the Central Valley for multi-
purpose beneficial uses. Specific actions can be categorized into two groups associated with
(1) physical changes or alterations within the Central Valley, and (2) regulatory or
administrative changes to the Central Valley Project (CVP) and other projects.

The most notable physical changes include the development of the CVP and State Water
Project (SWP). Dams and other water supply and flood control structure have indelibly
changed the natural hydrology of many rivers within the Central Valley. Along the major
tributaries to both the Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers, the construction of dams has
blocked migration routes for certain anadromous fish (e.g., Chinook salmon and steelhead).
From a regulatory or administrative perspective, several key guiding initiatives have
influenced the manner in which the integrated CVP/SWP is operated and managed.

Past actions include the following:

o U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) - Auburn Dam Construction

Placer County Water Agency (PCWA) - Middle Fork Project Development
e Reclamation - Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA)

¢ Reclamation and Department of Water Resources (DWR) - CVP/SWP Operations and
Coordinated Operations Agreement (COA)

e State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)/Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB)- Water Quality Control Plan (WQCP) for the Sacramento-San Joaquin River
Basins

e SWRCB - San Francisco Bay-Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Estuary Pollutant Policy
Statement

e SWRCB - Bay-Delta Accord
¢ SWRCB - California Inland Surface Water Plan

e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) — Biological Opinion for Delta Smelt — Los
Vaqueros

e USFWS - Biological Opinion for Delta Smelt — Operations and Criteria Plan (OCAP)

o National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) — Biological Opinion for Winter-run Chinook
Salmon - per the Bay-Delta Accord
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o NMFS - Conference/Biological Opinion for Sacramento Splittail — Long-term OCAPI
e NMFS - Listing of Spring-run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead

¢ NMFS - Biological Opinion for Steelhead

e City of Roseville — Pumping Plant Expansion, Water Treatment Plant Expansion

e City of Sacramento — Water Treatment Facilities Expansion, Fish Screen Replacement
Project

e San Juan Water District (SJWD) — Water Facilities Plan and Water Master Plan

e Sacramento County Water Agency (SCWA) — Application to Appropriate Water from
the American and Sacramento Rivers

It is noted that these past actions, for example, meeting the conditions of the biological
opinions, may be considered ongoing activities and also could be placed in the list below.

Present or Ongoing Actions

Present actions within the study area that produce effects similar to environmental effects
that could occur with implementation of the Proposed Action are listed below.

e CVP Water Service Contracts

e New contracts under Public Law 101-514, Section 206

e  SWP Water Customer Contracts

e American River Water Rights Users

e Reclamation/PCWA Seasonal Pump Station — Middle Fork Project Water Entitlements
e PCWA/SIWD - Long-term Groundwater Stabilization Project

¢ Reclamation — CVPIA Anadromous Fish Restoration Program

¢ Reclamation — CVPIA Dedicated CVP Yield

e CALFED Bay-Delta Program

o Bay-Delta Water Quality Hearings

¢ Implementation of Sacramento Area Water Forum Agreement Elements and Programs
e Temperature Control Device at Folsom Dam

Reasonably Foreseeable Actions

Future actions that affect water sources within the action area that could produce
environmental effects similar to the Proposed Action include other actions or projects that
would facilitate increased diversions from the CVP/SWP system and generally are
anticipated to take place over the same timeframe (next 20 to 30 years).

o Renewal of CVP Water Service Contracts (American River Division actions)

e City of Roseville, EID and NWD Warren Act Contracts (American River Division
actions)

e Folsom Reservoir Flood Control Operations and Dam Modifications (American River
Division actions)

e Lower American River Minimum Flow Pattern (American River Division actions)
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e PCWA - Auburn Pump Station

e Georgetown Divide Public Utility District Folsom North Pumping Plant

e Reclamation — CVPIA Supplemental Water Supplies

e Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant Expansion

e Trinity River Flow Requirements

o El Dorado Irrigation District Temperature Control Device at Folsom Reservoir
o PCWA/FERC Relicensing of Middle Fork Project Operations

o DWR/FERC Relicensing of SWP/Oroville Operations

These past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions within the regional study area
would have the following types of effects:

¢ Increased demands to serve environmental purposes;
e Increased demands for municipal and industrial water;

e Increased operational requirements for the CVP (e.g., minimum stream flow releases,
reservoir storage requirements); and

e Changes in the CVP or SWP system resulting from changes in water demand, changes in
operational requirements, and new or modified CVP or SWP facilities.

These actions and projects have been incorporated into the hydrologic modeling performed
for the cumulative impact assessment. Additional details regarding the assumptions are
provided in Appendix D, Fish Resources and Aquatic Habitat.

Additional information regarding the actions, projects and programs listed above is
available in project-specific documentation, as well as the following reports:

e Water Forum Draft Environmental Impact Report
e Central Valley Project Improvement Act Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement

e Trinity River Flow Evaluation Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement

4.2B Cumulative Effects Analysis

4.2.1B Land-Based

The CPP project could temporarily disturb aquatic habitat due to the construction of the
power plant and gas pipeline. This disturbance, however, would be avoided and/or
minimized through the use best management practices. In addition, pipeline construction
would occur during the dry season and employ the HDD construction technique, as
described in Section 3.0. Additionally, a response plan for HDD construction activities has
been incorporated into the proposed action (Refer to Appendix C, preliminary HDD
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Contingency Plan). Construction limits, environmental awareness training, biological
monitoring, and habitat restoration after construction would avoid and mitigate temporary
disturbances (see Section 5.0B).

4.2.2B Water Diversion

This section presents the results of hydrologic and water temperature modeling performed
to evaluate the cumulative and Proposed Action incremental effects to fisheries resources.
The discussion focuses only on potentially significant cumulative effects. For additional
information please refer to Appendix D, Fish Resources and Aquatic Habitat.

Cumulative Effects Analysis Framework and Methodology

The future cumulative condition was modeled using Reclamations PROSIM model of the
CVP and SWP, the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) Upper American
River Model (“UARM?”) of the major reservoirs and river reaches above Folsom Reservoir,
Reclamation’s American and Sacramento rivers water temperature models, and
Reclamation’s American and Sacramento rivers early-lifestage Chinook salmon mortality
models. For additional information on the above models, please refer to Appendix D (Fish
Resources and Aquatic Habitat).

Model Simulations

Model simulations were developed to represent existing and future hydrologic conditions
with and without implementation of the Proposed Action. The simulations were then
compared to identify the potential changes in the CVP/SWP hydrologic conditions (i.e.,
instream flow, reservoir elevations, end-of-month storage, and water temperature) that
could influence environmental resources. The evaluation of environmental impacts was
performed by considering the modeling results from the comparison in light of the impact
indicators and significance criteria developed for each resource topic.

Three simulations scenarios are used to perform the cumulative analysis:

Existing — The existing or baseline condition simulation represents the SMUD diversion at
Folsom South Canal under existing practices. The recent historical maximum annual
diversion amount for SMUD is 15 TAF, consisting of water rights supply only. This baseline
condition provides the analysis comparison for the overall cumulative effect evaluation.

Cumulative Condition — The cumulative condition simulation includes all reasonably
foreseeable future demands including implementation of the Proposed Action, increasing
the SMUD annual Folsom South Canal diversion to 30 TAF, with 15 TAF water rights
supply and 15 TAF CVP M&I supply subject to water year delivery restrictions. This
simulation includes future build-out demands by all purveyors, subject to delivery
restrictions defined through known agreements such as the Water Forum, as well as any
reasonably foreseeable system operational changes or environmental obligations. The
cumulative condition simulation incorporates all relevant existing Biological Opinions.

Cumulative without the Proposed Action (Incremental) — The cumulative without the Proposed
Action simulation incorporates all reasonably foreseeable demands with the exception of the
future SMUD CPP demand. Under this model simulation, the maximum annual diversion
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amount for SMUD at Folsom South Canal is 24.68 TAF, with 15 TAF water rights supply
and 9.68 TAF CVP M&I supply subject to water year delivery restrictions.

Impact Assessment Comparisons

The following comparisons were performed to assess the potential cumulative and
incremental effects of the Proposed Action.

Cumulative vs. Existing - Identifies the cumulative impacts of all reasonably foreseeable
actions related to the Action Area. A permanent power plant facility with an annual
diversion amount of 5,320 AF under future conditions was compared to permanent power
plant facility with an annual diversion amount of 5,320 AF under existing conditions.

Cumulative vs. Cumulative without the Project. Identifies, in a future context, the potential
impacts and benefits of installing the proposed power plant facility. A permanent SMUD
power plant facility with an annual diversion amount of 5,320 AF subject to dry year
restrictions from Folsom South Canal was compared to the existing condition with no
SMUD power plant diversion.

By using 5,320 AF/year for cooling, the CPP project would incrementally contribute to a
regional increase in water demands from the baseline condition. However, historically this
water was a portion of the water that was used during the operation of the Rancho Seco
Nuclear Generation Station (1973 to 1989). Currently the Rancho Seco Nuclear Generating
Station uses approximately 15,000 AF/year to support ongoing decommissioning activities.
This equates to approximately 20 cfs. The operation of the CPP would utilize approximately
440 AF/month (14.7 AF/day, 7.3 cfs). This amount is unmeasurable in the hydrologic
simulation modeling performed as part of this assessment. The total water used at the
Rancho Seco site for decommissioning and the operation of the CPP will be approximately
27.3 cfs and was unmeasurable in the hydrologic simulation modeling performed as part of
this assessment.

The 70-year and 69-year periods of record for the hydrologic and temperature modeling,
respectively, (Appendix D, Fish Resources and Aquatic Habitat) were used to analyze
potential cumulative effects of the Proposed Action on fish resources and aquatic habitat.
Analyses were performed to compare estimated flows and water temperature within the
lower American and Sacramento rivers, and X2 location each month over the 1921-1991
(hydrologic) and 1922-1990 (water temperature) modeling periods. For each analysis, a
monthly comparison was made of the cumulative condition, which consists of all reasonably
foreseeable projects including the Proposed Action until the year 2020, to the existing
condition. Embedded in this analysis is the comparison between the Cumulative Condition
and the Cumulative without the Project Condition. The Cumulative Condition without the
Project simulates the Proposed Action’s incremental contribution to the cumulative
condition. In other words, it illustrates the contribution that the Proposed Action’s diversion
of a yearly average of 7.35 cfs (monthly average ranging from 6.5 cfs to 8.9 cfs) would have
on the cumulative condition. Changes in the long-term (69-year and 70-year) average were
then evaluated as part of the analysis.
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4.2.3B Flow-Related Effects

4.2.3.1B Impacts To Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead in the Lower American River

Modeling results show that flows at Watt Avenue are reduced during the October through
February adult fall-run Chinook salmon spawning and incubation period under the
cumulative condition relative to the existing condition. Long-term average flow at Watt
Avenue would decrease 14.3 percent during October, 12.3 percent during November, and
8.5 percent during December. During the remaining months of the adult fall-run Chinook
salmon incubation period, long-term average flow at Watt Avenue would decrease 2.4
percent during January, and 3.1 percent during February under the cumulative condition
relative to the existing condition.

During the March through June juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon and steelhead rearing
period, long-term average flow at Watt Avenue would decrease 4.2 percent during March
and 6.3 percent during May under the cumulative condition relative to the existing
condition. During the remaining months of the juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon and
steelhead rearing period, long-term average flow decreases at Watt Avenue would range
from 1.6 to 2.6 percent under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition.

During the over-summer juvenile steelhead rearing period (July through September), long-
term average flow at Watt Avenue would decrease 7.9 percent during July, 10.9 percent
during August, and 16.4 percent during September under the cumulative condition relative
to the existing condition.

Reductions in flow under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition could
adversely affect adult fall-run Chinook salmon spawning habitat availability, juvenile fall-
run Chinook salmon and steelhead rearing habitat availability, and over-summer juvenile
steelhead rearing habitat availability in the lower American River.

Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

Modeling was conducted to evaluate the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to
significant cumulative effects. Modeling results indicate that the incremental contribution of
the Proposed Action to cumulative flow reductions during the adult fall-run Chinook
salmon spawning and incubation period would be negligible. During the adult fall-run
Chinook salmon spawning and incubation period, the incremental contribution of the
Proposed Action comprises 0.3 percent or less of the cumulative long-term average monthly
mean flow reductions at Watt Avenue.

During the March through June juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon and steelhead rearing
period, the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition
would consist of a reduction in the long-term average flow at Watt Avenue of 0.3 percent
during April, and an increase in the long-term average flow at Watt Avenue of 0.1 percent
during May. During the remaining months (March and June) of the juvenile fall-run
Chinook salmon and steelhead rearing period, the incremental contribution of the Proposed
Action to cumulative long-term average monthly flow reductions at Watt Avenue would
consist of a 0.2 percent decrease.

During the over-summer juvenile steelhead rearing period (July through September), the
incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would consist
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of a reduction in the long-term average flow at Watt Avenue of 0.4 percent during July, 0.1
percent during August, and 0.2 percent during September.

Based on these findings, the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the
cumulative condition would not adversely affect adult fall-run Chinook salmon spawning
and incubation, juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon and steelhead rearing, or over-summer
juvenile steelhead rearing.

4.2.3.2B Impacts to Splittail in the Lower American River

Modeling results show that flows at Watt Avenue are reduced during the February through
May adult splittail spawning period under the cumulative condition relative to the existing
condition. Long-term average flow at Watt Avenue would decrease 4.2 percent during
March and 6.3 percent during May. During the remaining months (February and April) of
the adult splittail spawning period, long-term average monthly flow at Watt Avenue would
decrease 3.1 percent during February and 1.6 percent during April under the cumulative
condition relative to the existing condition. As a result, the amount of inundated riparian
habitat between RM 8 and RM 9 on the lower American River would be reduced for each
month of the February through May adult splittail spawning period, particularly during
April (11 percent) and May (8.3 percent) under the cumulative condition relative to the
existing condition. Reductions in flow under the cumulative condition relative to the
existing condition could adversely affect adult splittail spawning habitat availability in the
lower American River.

Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

Modeling was conducted to evaluate the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to
significant cumulative effects. Modeling results indicate that the incremental contribution of
the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would result in no reduction in the
average long-term usable inundated riparian habitat for any month of the February through
May adult splittail spawning period.

Based on these results, the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the cumulative
condition would not adversely affect adult splittial spawning habitat availability in the lower
American River.

4.2.4B Water Temperature-Related Effects

4.2.4.1B Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead in the Lower American River

Modeling results show that water temperatures at Watt Avenue are higher during the
March through June juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon and steelhead rearing period under
the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition. Long-term average water
temperature at Watt Avenue would increase 0.3°F in May, and 0.1°F in June under the
cumulative condition relative to the existing condition. During the remaining months
(March and April) of the juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon and steelhead rearing period,
long-term average water temperature at Watt Avenue would not differ under the
cumulative condition relative to the existing condition.

During the July through September over-summer juvenile steelhead rearing period, long-
term average water temperature at Watt Avenue would increase 0.2°F in July and 0.1°F in
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August under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition. In September,
long-term average water temperature would decrease 0.2°F under the cumulative condition
relative to the existing condition.

Increases in water temperature during July and August under the cumulative condition
relative to the existing condition could adversely affect juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon
and steelhead rearing and over-summer juvenile steelhead rearing in the lower American
River.

Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

Modeling was conducted to evaluate the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to
significant cumulative effects. The modeling results show that the Proposed Action would
not incrementally contribute to long-term average monthly water temperature increases at
Watt Avenue during May or June.

During the July through September over-summer juvenile steelhead rearing period, the
incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would result
in no difference in long-term average monthly mean water temperatures at Watt Avenue
during August. Also, the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the cumulative
condition would consist of an increase in long-term average monthly mean water
temperatures at Watt Avenue of 0.1°F during July, and a decrease in long-term average
monthly mean water temperatures at Watt Avenue of 0.1°F during September.

Based on these results, the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the
cumulative condition may affect, but would not adversely affect juvenile fall-run Chinook
salmon rearing, or over-summer juvenile steelhead rearing.

4.2.4.2B Impacts to Upper Sacramento River Fisheries

Modeling results show that under the cumulative condition, there are several additional
months when water temperatures exceed 56°F or 60°F at Keswick Dam or Bend Bridge
relative to the existing condition. There would be 22 more occurrences where the 56°F index
would be exceeded, and eight more occurrences where the 60°F index would be exceeded at
Keswick Dam relative to the existing condition. At Bend Bridge, there would be 31 more
occurrences where the 56°F index would be exceeded and seven more occurrences where
the 60°F index would be exceeded relative to the existing condition. Therefore, the
cumulative condition would result in significant additional exceedances of the water
temperature criteria identified in the NMFS Biological Opinion for winter-run Chinook
salmon.

In addition, the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition would result in
decreases in long-term early-lifestage survival of winter-run, fall-run, spring-run and late
fall-run Chinook salmon. Winter-run Chinook salmon long-term average early-lifestage
survival would be 93.4 percent under the cumulative condition compared to 96 percent
under the existing condition. For fall-run Chinook salmon, long-term average early-lifestage
survival would be 86.2 percent under the cumulative condition compare to 89.6 percent
under the existing condition. Spring-run Chinook salmon long-term average early-lifestage
survival would be 81.7 percent under the cumulative condition compared to 87.5 percent
under the existing condition. The long-term average early-lifestage survival for late fall-run
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Chinook salmon would be 98.7 percent under the cumulative condition compare to 99.1
percent under the existing condition.

Based on these conditions, water temperature related effects under the cumulative condition
relative to the existing condition could adversely affect fisheries resources in the upper
Sacramento River.

Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

Modeling was conducted to evaluate the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to
significant cumulative effects. Modeling results indicate that the incremental contribution of
the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would result in only one additional month
(October) throughout the entire simulation where the water temperature would exceed 56°F
below Keswick Dam, although this occurrence represented an increase of only 0.1°F (from
56.0 to 56.1°F).

Modeling results also show that the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to
cumulative long-term average early-lifestage survival of winter-run, fall-run, spring-run
and late fall-run Chinook salmon would be negligible. The incremental contribution of the
Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would result in no difference in the long-term
average early-lifestage survival of winter-run or late fall-run Chinook salmon. The
incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would consist
of a reduction in the long-term average early-lifestage survival of 0.1 and 0.2 percent for fall-
run and spring-run Chinook salmon, respectively.

Based on these results, temperature-related effects associated with the incremental
contribution of the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would not adversely affect
fish species in the upper Sacramento River.

4.2.4.3B Impacts to Lower Sacramento River Fisheries

Modeling results indicate that water temperatures at Freeport in the lower Sacramento
River are higher under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition. The
number of years that water temperatures at this location would exceed 56°F, 60°F and 70°F
would be greater (i.e., 2 occurrences more often for the 56°F index, 11 occurrences more
often for the 60°F index, and 9 occurrences more often for the 70°F index) than the existing
condition during the period of March through November. In addition, 18 percent of the time
in the months of March through November, the monthly mean water temperature at
Freeport would increase more than 0.3°F under the cumulative condition relative to the
existing condition.

Increases in water temperature under the cumulative condition relative to the existing
condition could adversely affect fish species in the lower Sacramento River.

Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

Modeling was conducted to evaluate the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to
significant cumulative effects. Modeling results indicate that the incremental contribution of
the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would result in a slight increase in the
number of years that water temperatures at Freeport would exceed 60°F and 70°F (i.e., one
occurrence more often for both the 60°F index and the 70°F index). Nonetheless, the
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incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would result
in essentially equivalent monthly mean water temperatures at Freeport in the lower
Sacramento River for all of the 828 months included in the analysis.

Based on these findings, the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the
cumulative condition would not adversely affect fish species in the lower Sacramento River.

4.2.5B Delta Fishery Impacts

4.2.5.1B Impacts to Delta Fish Populations

Modeling results show that Delta outflow is reduced during the February through June
period considered important for providing appropriate spawning and rearing conditions
and downstream transport flows for various fish species in the Delta. Delta outflow would
decrease by 10 percent or more, 11 percent of the time for the February through June period
under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition. In addition, during the
February through June period, the upstream shift in the position of X2 under the cumulative
condition relative to the existing condition would exceed one km 11 percent of the time.

Decreases in Delta outflow and upstream shifts in the position of X2 under the cumulative
condition relative to the existing condition could adversely affect Delta fish populations.

Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

Modeling was conducted to evaluate the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to
significant cumulative effects. Modeling results indicate that the incremental contribution of
the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would result in only one individual month
(i.e., May) throughout the entire 70-year period of record when Delta outflow is reduced by
as much as two percent for the February through June period. In addition, the incremental
contribution of the Proposed Action to the cumulative condition would not result in a shift
in the long-term average position of X2 for any given month.

Based on these results, the incremental contribution of the Proposed Action to the cumulative
condition would not adversely affect Delta fish populations.

4.2.6B Conclusion

Based upon results of these analyses, it was concluded that the incremental contribution of
CPP operations to cumulative flow, water temperature and Delta X2 location effects may
affect, but would not be likely to adversely affect, protected fish species and their habitat, or
EFH, within the lower American River, Sacramento River, or Delta (Appendix D, Fish
Resources and Aquatic Habitat).

4.3B Growth-Inducing Effects

Urban growth is the general trend for the Sacramento County region of the Central Valley,
and with continued residential development there has been a general increase in urban
(M&I) water demands from the CVP/SWP. Water supply demands are particularly offset by
reduced agricultural water use (i.e., through conservation programs), which is the dominant
land use displaced by residential development. The USBR, the CVP contractors, the SWRCB
and other agencies are in the process of implementing methods to supplement and share
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regional water resources. Most notable in the Sacramento area is the Water Forum, which is
a diverse group of forty-four members including business, agricultural, environmental,
citizen groups, water managers and local agencies. In addition, the Sacramento Area Flood
Control Agency (SAFCA) is the state agency primarily responsible for flood protection, and
sponsors a number of studies and developments that affect the management and transport
of lower American River water (e.g., SAFCA Folsom Dam Modification Report New Outlets
Plan).

The CPP is needed to serve the growing electrical demand in the Sacramento region, as well
as to improve reliability and voltage support for all of Northern California. SMUD has an
obligation to serve all electric power demands in its territory and therefore, must secure
additional supplies to serve current and anticipated electrical needs. Thus, construction and
operation of CPP does not encourage or induce growth.
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5.0B General Protection and Conservation
Measures of the CPP Project — Fishery
Resources

Many of the potential effects to protected fishery resources and their habitat would be
avoided through implementation of general construction management practices. The
following measures would be implemented for all proposed action impact areas. These
measures would help to avoid and minimize effects to protected fish species, critical habitat,
and EFH for Pacific salmon. The CPP project would:

Prepare a Biological Resource Mitigation Implementation and Monitoring Plan
(BRMIMP) that details how the protection and mitigation measures will be
implemented. The BRMIMP is a document required by the California Energy
Commission (CEC) that also describes the responsibilities of the Compliance Manager,
who oversees all compliance measures required for the project, the Designated Biologist
who oversees compliance with biological mitigation measures, and the Biological
Monitor who oversees construction activities on the ground. The Designated Biologist
also submits daily logs and monthly compliance reports to the CEC. Any necessary
monitoring reports are submitted to the CEC and relevant agencies.

Provide worker environmental awareness training for all construction personnel.
Training would include identification of sensitive biological resources that may occur in
construction areas and measures required to minimize project impacts during
construction and operation.

Avoid and minimize impacts to sensitive habitats and species during construction by
designating exclusion zones with temporary fencing, flagging, and/or signs that restrict
construction activity or access.

Provide mitigation construction monitoring by qualified biologists during construction
activities near sensitive habitats and resources. Prohibit ground disturbance until the
Biological Monitor has monitored or surveyed the area for sensitive species and
determined the appropriate timing to proceed.

Minimize extent of habitat disturbance. Require that construction activities be limited to
existing roads, access points, and construction zones developed in coordination with
gualified biologists as specified in final approved construction plans and documents.
Prohibit ground disturbance until cleared by the Biological Monitor (see number 4
above). Where possible along linear pipeline alignments, use the alignment itself as the
access route. Prohibit access to construction zones from off-road routes. Prohibit off-road
traffic outside designated project areas.
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e Prohibit refueling or storage of hazardous materials 100 feet from “waters of the U.S.” or
waters of the state. For portable equipment that uses fuels or lubricants, use Visqueen or
other containment material under the equipment to capture leaks or spills.

e Construct and install the gas pipeline using HDD techniques at stream crossings on the
Cosumnes River, Badger and Laguna creeks. Installation of the gas pipeline below the
water channels would avoid obstruction of channel flow or impairment of Chinook
salmon, steelhead, or splittail passage/movement for the life of the proposed action. In
addition, construction and installation of the pipeline would occur during summer
months to further minimize potential effects in the Cosumnes River watershed on
steelhead, EFH for Pacific salmon, and splittail. Construction periods for the pipeline
installation are identified in Table 10.

TABLE 10
Proposed Work Windows for Special-Status Fishes in the CPP Project Area.

Proposed Biological

Species hame Location Active Period Construction Window
Chinook salmon and  Cosumnes River, American November to August through October (dry
steelhead River and tributaries June season)

Sacramento splittail Cosumnes River, American December to July  August through October (dry
River and tributaries season)

Reference: California Department of Fish and Game 1601 Streambed Alteration Agreement (Ref R2-2002-246).

5.1B Protection of Fish and Aquatic Species in Waterways

The Cosumnes River and tributaries support Chinook salmon, steelhead, and Sacramento
splittail (Section 2.0B). Protection measures were developed for the CPP project to prevent
sediments and construction debris from entering waterways through a site-specific erosion
control and restoration plan (Preliminary Draft Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan,
dated May 6, 2002.). Silt fencing and/or other sediment controls will be used at each
construction location, including the stormwater outfall. Stormwater during construction and
operation at the CPP site will be discharged according to the NPDES permit. The discharge
will be monitored according to the requirements of the permit.

The use of HDD for constructing the gas pipeline under the Cosumnes River, Badger and
Laguna creeks, and Cosumnes Preserve will minimize impacts to the fish and aquatic
habitat. Potential effects could occur if inadvertent returns of drilling mud (frac-out) enter
the waterway through a fissure or crack in the soils. The drilling mud (normally bentonite)
is a non-toxic clay material often used as an impervious layer in wetland construction and
by farmers as a soil enhancement. When drilling mud enters a waterway, it can smother
benthic invertebrates, aquatic plants, fish eggs, and young fish. A contingency plan has been
developed for the CPP HDD activities and is presented in Appendix C, Contingency Plan
for Horizontal Directional Drilling. The plan outlines how an inadvertent return of drilling
mud will be minimized, contained, and cleaned up. Prior to construction, the plan will
present emergency contact numbers and a spill response team to contact in case of excessive
spills. Key points include:
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A Biological Monitor will be on-site or on-call during the HDD and will assist SMUD in
monitoring for frac-outs during the drilling operation. The Biological Monitor will
consult with CDFG, NMFS, and USFWS and assist in coordinating the containment and
clean up of spilled drilling mud.

HDD equipment and materials will be located at least 150 feet from the outer edge of the
Cosumnes River and Badger and Laguna creeks riparian corridors.

Construction under the waterways would occur during the dry season (August through
October) when salmon and steelhead are not expected to be in the river and creeks
(because of low flow levels) in the vicinity of construction activity.

Other measures associated with the design and operation of the CPP project include the
following:

Design and operation of a stormwater detention basin and discharge outfall structure to
Clay Creek. The outfall from the basin would be designed to incorporate measures to
reduce contaminants, consistent with stormwater requirements, and with a flow
dissipater structure equivalent to reduce velocity and potential scouring from the
outfall. These elements would minimize the potential for introduction of water quality
constituents of concern into the local watershed.

Design and operation of a Zero-liquid Discharge (ZLD) system that would process all of
the wastewater produced by the plant, returning a relatively high quality distillate
stream for reuse in the plant and producing a solids waste stream suitable for disposal in
a landfill. Incorporation of the ZLD system prevents introduction of waste products into
the local watershed, thereby avoiding the potential for related water quality and aquatic
resources effects.
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6.0B Conclusion and Determination of Project
Effects on Protected Fish Species, Critical
Habitat, and Essential Fish Habitat for Pacific
Salmon

Results of this assessment support a conclusion that construction and operation of the
proposed CPP may affect, but would not likely adversely affect:

Protected fish species including winter-run Chinook salmon, spring-run Chinook
salmon, steelhead, Sacramento splittail, and delta smelt within the action area;

e Critical habitat in the Sacramento River for winter-run Chinook salmon;
e Critical habitat in the Sacramento River and Delta for delta smelt; and

e EFH for Pacific salmon in the lower American River, Sacramento River, Cosumnes River
and tributaries, and Delta.

These findings are based, in part, upon results of a 70-year hydrologic simulation modeling
of the proposed action compared to baseline conditions (e.g., including operations in
compliance with existing BOs and other State and federal regulations).

The erosion control and contingency planning to protect water quality during project
construction, in combination with standard BMPs and other measures designed to avoid
and minimize scour and erosion associated with stormwater discharges from the site will
minimize/prevent degradation of water quality and related potential effects upon aquatic
resources. The findings also are based on consideration of proposed construction techniques
for the gas pipeline and the use of HDD construction techniques to avoid obstructions to
fish migration in the Cosumnes River and tributaries. The assessment also recognizes the
ZLD approach/design for cooling water system operations that would avoid water quality
effects resulting from CPP operations. Lastly, results of the hydrologic modeling indicated
no detectable changes in lower American River instream flows or water temperatures;
Sacramento River instream flows; or the location of X2 in the Delta as a result of the
proposed action. The results of these analyses are consistent and support a finding that the
proposed action may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect protected fish species,
critical habitat, or EFH for Pacific salmon.
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TABLE 1.

Special Status Species Potentially Occurring in the Proposed Cosumnes Power Plant Project Area, Their Status, and Determination of Potential Project Affect.

Not likely May

Species Name Status* Habitat" to Affect Affect Comments
PLANTSAND HABITATS
Slender orcutt grass FT VP X Species is known from pools east of Rancho Seco
Orcuttia tenuis site
Sacramento orcutt grass FE VP X Species known from vernal pools near Rancho Seco
Orcuttia viscida
Fleshy (=succulent) owl’s clover FT VP X Not known from Sacramento County
Castilleja campestris ssp. succulenta
Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop CE, 1B VP X Not known from project site.
Gratiola heterosepala
Valley sagittaria (Sanford’s arrowhead) SC AW, VP X Not known from project site, could occur in wetlands
Sagittaria sanfordii along pipeline.
Legenere SC, 1B VP X Species is known from Badger Creek and Laguna
Legenere limosa Creek
Delta tule pea SC CM X Species is known from Badger Creek and
Lathyrus jepsonii var. jepsonii Cosumnes River
Mason’s lilaeopsis SC CM, CR X Species may occur in Cosumnes and Badger
Lilaeopsis masonii confluence area.
INVERTEBRATES
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle SC Sandy soils X No suitable habitat
Anthicus antiohensis
Sacramento anthicid beetle SC Sandy soils X No suitable habitat
Anthicus sacramento
Vernal pool tadpole shrimp FE SW X In vernal pool north of CPP site and in seasonal
Lepidurus packardi ponding areas along gas pipeline
Vernal pool fairy shrimp FT SW X In vernal pool north of CPP site and in seasonal
Branchinecta lynchi ponding areas along gas pipeline
California linderiella SC VP X In vernal pool north of CPP site and in seasonal

Linderiella occidentalis
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TABLE 1.

Special Status Species Potentially Occurring in the Proposed Cosumnes Power Plant Project Area, Their Status, and Determination of Potential Project Affect.

Not likely May

Species Name Status* Habitat" to Affect Affect Comments
Midvalley fairy shrimp SC VP X Could occur along with other vernal pool species, no
Branchinecta mesovallensis surveys conducted for this species.
Conservancy fairy shrimp FE SW X Distribution is outside project area
Branchinecta conservatio
Valley elderberry longhorn beetle FT elderberry shrubs X Scattered shrubs along gas pipeline alignment near
Desmocerus californicus dimorphus Elk Grove Blvd.
FISH
Winter-run chinook salmon FE, SE migration, CR X May occur seasonally in Cosumnes River.
Oncorhynchus tshawytscha Construction will avoid water.
Spring-run chinook salmon FT migration, CR X May occur seasonally in Cosumnes River.
Oncorhynchus tshawytscha Construction will avoid water.
Fall/late fall -run chinook salmon C migration, CR X May occur seasonally in Cosumnes River.
Oncorhynchus tshawytscha Construction will avoid water.
Delta smelt FT, ST Downstream of CR X May occur seasonally in Cosumnes River.
Hypomesus transpacificus Construction will avoid water.
Central Valley steelhead FT migration, CR X May occur seasonally in Cosumnes River.
Oncorhynchus mykiss Construction will avoid water.
Sacramento splittail FT CR X May occur seasonally in Cosumnes River.
Pogonichthys macrolepidotus Construction will avoid water.
Green sturgeon SC CR X Species is not known from project area.
Acipenser medirostris
River lamprey SC CR X Construction will avoid Cosumnes River.
Lampetra ayresi
Pacific lamprey SC CR X Construction will avoid Cosumnes River.
Lampetra tridentata
Kern brook lamprey SC CR? X Construction will avoid Cosumnes River.

Lampetra hubbsi

CPP BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT
REVISED DRAFT FEBRUARY 27, 2003
SAC/030580003/164746/(REVISED BA.DOC)

100



ATTACHMENT BR-201B3

TABLE 1.

Special Status Species Potentially Occurring in the Proposed Cosumnes Power Plant Project Area, Their Status, and Determination of Potential Project Affect.

Species Name Status* Habitat" Comments
Longfin smelt SC CR Construction will avoid Cosumnes River.
Spirinchus thaleichthys
REPTILESAND AMPHIBIANS
California tiger salamander C AG, VP Known records in 1.25 miles of CPP site, but not
Ambystoma californiense detected in surveys of gas line or project site
Western spadefoot toad SC/CSC VP
Scaphiopus hammondii
California red-legged frog FT W, pond Not known from project area.
Rana aurora draytonii
Foothill yellow-legged frog SC none Not known from project area.
Rana boylii
Giant garter snake FT, ST AW, sloughs and Known to occur in sloughs ands ditches near Badger
Thamnophis gigas creeks, CRP Creek and Cosumnes River along gas pipeline.
California horned lizard SC Sandy soil Not known from this project area.
Phrynosoma coronatum frontale
Western pond turtle SC W, AW, CRP Occurs in Clay Creek, Rancho Seco Reservoir,
Clemmys marmorata Cosumnes and tributaries.
BIRDS
American bittern SC Nesting, CRP, AW Proposed action will avoid nest habitat in Cosumnes
Botaurus lentiginosus Preserve and potential for nesting near waterways
White-faced ibis SC Winter forage May occur in Cosumnes seasonally.
Plegadis chihi CRP, AW, flooded crop,

pastures

White-tailed kite SC, FP Nesting, Proposed action will avoid nests.
Elanus leucurus CRP, RI, AC, AG
Bald eagle FT, SE winter forage, CRP, AC, May occur as winter migrant in region. Nearest
Haliaeetus leucocephalus AG historical record of nest 5 miles from project.
Swainson’s hawk ST Nesting, At least 5 historical and current nests known to

Buteo swainsoni
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TABLE 1.
Special Status Species Potentially Occurring in the Proposed Cosumnes Power Plant Project Area, Their Status, and Determination of Potential Project Affect.
Not likely May
Species Name Status* Habitat" to Affect Affect Comments
Ferruginous hawk SC winter forage, AG X May occur in region during winter migration.
Buteo regalis
Greater sandhill crane ST, FP winter forage, CRP, AC, X Cosumnes Preserve is major wintering area.
Crus canadensis tabida AG
Mountain plover PT winter forage, CRP ,AG X May forage in agricultural habitats as winter migrant.
Charadrius montanus
Burrowing owl SC/CSC AG, CRP X Potential foraging habitat on project site and
Athene cunicularia hypugea potential nesting habitat along gas pipeline. One pair
observed during surveys at Sims Road.
Little willow flycatcher SC/SE Willow riparian X May occur rarely in Cosumnes River Preserve.
Empidonax traillii brewsteri
Bank swallow ST Steep banks along X No suitable habitat
Riparia riparia Sacramento River
Grasshopper sparrow SC AG, CRP X Suspected to nest occasionally in Cosumnes
Ammodramus savannarum Preserve
Tricolored blackbird SC CRP, AC, AG X Known to nest in Cosumnes Preserve
Agelaius tricolor
MAMMALS
Small-footed myotis bat SC R,CRP X Project would avoid all riparian habitat and remove
Myotis ciliolabrum no old buildings.
Long-eared myotis bat SC R,CRP X Project would avoid all riparian habitat and remove
Myotis evotis no old buildings.
Fringed myotis bat SC R, CRP X Project would avoid all riparian habitat and remove
Myotis thysanodes no old buildings.
Long-legged myotis bat SC R, CRP X Project would avoid all riparian habitat and remove
Myotis volans no old buildings.
Yuma myotis bat SC CRP, R X Project would avoid all riparian habitat and remove
Myotis yumanensis no old buildings.
Pacific western big-eared bat SC R, CRP X Project would avoid all riparian habitat and remove

Corynorhinust townsendii townsendii
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TABLE 1.

Special Status Species Potentially Occurring in the Proposed Cosumnes Power Plant Project Area, Their Status, and Determination of Potential Project Affect.

Not likely May

Species Name Status* Habitat" to Affect Affect Comments
Pale Townsend’s big-eared bat CSC, sC R, CRP X Project would avoid all riparian habitat and remove
Plecotus townsendii pallescens no old buildings.
Greater western mastiff-bat SC X Project would avoid all riparian habitat and remove
Eumops perotis californicus no old buildings.
San Joaquin pocket mouse SC AG X Project would avoid all riparian habitat and remove
Perognathus inornatus no old buildings.
Riparian (San Joaquin Valley) woodrat FE R X Not known to occur in project region.
Neotoma fuscipes riparia
Riparian brush rabbit FE R X Not known to occur in project region.
Sylvilagus bachmani riparius
Ring-tailed cat FP CRP, R X Project will avoid all riparian habitat.

Bassariscus astutus

* Federa, state, and CNPS listed species.
FE: Federally Endangered
FT: Federally Threatened
SC: Federal Species of Concern
PE: Federal Proposed Endangered
PT: Federal Proposed Threatened
SE: Cdifornia Endangered
ST: California Threatened
CSC: Cadlifornia Species of Special Concern
FP: California Fully-Protected species
1B: CNPS rare or endangered in California and elsewhere

2: CNPS rare or endangered in California, more common
elsewhere

+ Abbreviations for habitat areas.
CRP: Cosumnes River Preserve
FM: freshwater marsh
CR: Cosumnes River and tributaries
AG: Annual grassland
AW: Agricultural water conveyance canal
AC: Agricultural crop
R: Riparian
VP: Vernal pool and seasonal wetlands on CPP project site and
gas pipeline alignment

Note: The USFWS and CNDDB searches included the following 71/2 minute USGS topographic quadrangles: Clay, Goose Creek, Elk Grove, Florin, Bruceville, and Galt.
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Sacramenso Fish and Wildlifc Office
2800 Cattage Way, Room W2605
Sacramento, California 95825

IN REPLY REFER T0:

1-1-02-8P-0949

' February 20, 2002
E.J. Koford and Debra Crowe

CH2M HILL

2485 Natomas Park Drive

Sacramento, California 95833

Subject: Species List for Cosumnes Power Plant

Dear E.J. and Debra:

We are sending the enclosed list in response to your , request for information about endangered
and threatened species (Enclosure A). The list covers the following U.S. Geological Survey 7 1/2
minute quads:

495C CLAY

495D GOOSE CREEK
486A ELK GROVE
496B FLORIN

486C BRUCEVILLE
496D  GALT

Please read Important Information About Your Species List (enclosed). It explains how we made
the list and describes your responsibilities under the Endangered Species Act. Contact Ken Fuller
at (916) 414-6645, if you have any questions about the attached list or your responsibilities under
the Endangered Species Act.

For the fastest response to species list requests, address them to the attention of Harry Mossman at
this address. You may fax requests to him at (916) 414-6712 or 414-6713.

Sincerely,

%g JIT 77 i

&Zp’a‘_jan C. , Chief
Endangered Species Division

Enclosures
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Endangered and Threatened Species that May Occur in
or be Affected by Projects in the Selected Quads Listed Below
Reference File No, 1-1-02-TA-0501
Cosumnes Power Plant
February 20, 2002

QUAD: 495C CLAY
Listed Species

Mammals
riparian (San Joaquin Valley) woodrat, Neotoma fuscipes riparia (E) *
riparian brush rabbit, Sylvilagus bachmani riparius (E) *

Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetu's leucocephalus (T)

Reptiles
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)

Amphibians
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)

Fish
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
Central Valiey steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T) NMFS
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) NMES

Central Valley spring-run ¢hinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS
Critical Hahitat, Ceniral Valley spring-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS

Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus  (T)
Invertebrates
vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T)
valley elderberry lorighorn beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus  (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)
Plants
fleshy (=succulent) owl's-clover, Castilleja campestris ssp. succulenta (T)

Proposed Species
Birds
mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)

Candidate Species
Amphibians
California tiger salarnander, Ambystoma californiense (C)
Fish

Central Valley fall/late fall-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawyischa (C) NMFS

@003
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Reference File No. 1-1-02-TA-0501 Page 2
Critical habitat, Central Valley fall/late fall-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C) NMFS

Species of Concern

Mammals
Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Placotus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
greater western mastiff-bat, Eumops perotis californicus (8C)
small-footed myotis bat, Myofis ciliolabrum (8C)
long-legged myotis bat, Myotis volans (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yumanensis (8C)
San Joaguin packet mouse, Perognathus inornatus  (SC)

Birds
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)
grasshopper sparrow, Ammodramus savannarum (SC)
short-eared owl, Asic flammeus  (SC)
western burrowing ow!, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (SC)
oak titmouse, Baeolephus inornatus (SLC)
Aleutian Canada gocse, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D)
Swainson's hawk, Bufeo Swainsoni (CA)
ferruginous hawk, Buteo regalis (SC)
Lawrence's goldfinch, Carduelis lawrencei (SC)
Vaux's swift, Chaetura vauxi (8C)
black tern, Chlidonias nigér (SC)
white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Elanus feucurus (SC)
little willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA)
American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)
loggerhead shrike, Lanius ludovicianus (SC)
Lewis' woodpecker, Melanerpes fewis (SC)
long-billed curlew, Numenius americanus (SC)
Nuttall's woodpecker, Picoides nuttallii (S1C)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Sefasphorus rufus (SC)

Reptiles
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)
southwestern pond lurtle, Clemmys marmorata pallida (SC)
California horned lizard, Phrynosomna coronatum frontale (5C)
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Reference File No. 1-1-02-TA-0501 Page 3

Amphibians
foothill yellow-legged frog, Rana boylii (3C)
western spadefoot toad, Spea hammondii (SC)

Fish
green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (8C)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
Inveriebrates

Midvalley fairy shrimp, Branchinecta mesovallansis (SC)
California linderiella fairy shrimp, Linderiella occidentalis (8C)

QUAD: 495D GOOSE CREEK
Listed Species

Mammals
riparian (San Joaquin Valley) woodrat, Neotoma fuscipes riparia (E) *
riparian brush rabbit, Sylvilagus bachmani riparius (E) *

Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus feucocephalus (T)

Repiiles
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)

Amphibians
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)

Fish
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
Ceniral Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T) NMFS
winter-run ¢hinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) NMFS
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncarhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus  (T)

Invertebrates
vernal poo! fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T)
valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)

Plants
flashy (=succulent) owl's-clover, Castilleja campestris $5p. succulenta (T)

Sacramento Orcutt grass, Orcuttia viscida (E)

Proposed Species
Birds
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Reference File No. 1-1-02-TA-0501 Page 4

mountain plover, Chzradrius montanus (PT)
Candidate Species
Amphibians
California tiger salamander, Ambystormna californiense  (C)
Fish
Central Valley falfate fall-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytseha (C) NMES

Species of Concern

Mammals
Pacific western big-sared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
greater western mastiff-bat, Eumops perotis californicus (8C)
small-footed myotis hat, Myotis ciliolabrum (SC)
long-eared myotis bet, Myotis evotis (8C)
fringed myotis bat, Myotis thysanodes (SC)
long-legged myotis bat, Myotis volans (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yumanensis (SC)
$an Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inornatus  (SC)

Birds
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)
grasshopper sparrow, Ammodramus savannarum (8C)
short-eared owl, Asio flammeus (SC)
western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (3C)
oak titmouse, Baeolophus inornatus  (SLC)
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D)
Swainson's hawk, Buteo Swainsoni (CA)
ferruginous hawk, Bufeo regalis (SC)
Lawrence's goldfinch, Carduelis lawrencei (SC)
Vaux's swift, Chaetura vauxi (8C)
black tern, Chlidonizs niger (SC) )
white-tailed (=black shouldered) Kite, Elanus leucurus (5C)
little willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA)
American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)
loggerhead shrike, Lanius ludovicianus  (SC)
Lewis’ woodpecker, Melanerpes lewis (SC)
long-billed curlew, Numenius americanus (SC)
Nuttall's woodpecker, Picoides nuttalli (SLC)
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white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)

bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)

rufous hummingbird, Selasphorus rufus (SC)

Brewer's sparrow, Spizelia breweri (SC)
Reptiles

northwestemn pand turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)

California horned lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale  (SC)
Amphibians

foothill yellow-legged frog, Rana boylii (8C)

western spadefoot toad, Spea hammondil (8C)
Fish

green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (SC)

Kemn brook lamprey, Lampetra hubbsi (SC)

longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
Invertebrates

Califomia linderiella tairy shrimp, Linderiella occidentalis (SC)
Plants

Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop, Gratiola heterosepala (CA)

QUAD: 496A ELK GROVEZ
Listed Species

Mammals
riparian {San Joaquin Valley) woodrat, Neotoma fuscipes riparia (E) *
riparian brush rabbit. Sylvilagus bachmani riparius (E) *

Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T)

Reptiles
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T}

Amphibians
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)

Fish '
Critical habitat, delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus  (T)
Central Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T) NMFS
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) NMFS
Gentral Valiey spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T} NMFS
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS

@oo7
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Sacramento splittail, iPagonichthys macrolepidotus  (T)
invertebrates
vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta fynchi (T)
valley elderberry longhom beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus (T
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)

Plants
slender Orcutt grass, Orcuttia tenuis (T)

Proposed Species

Birds
mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)

Candidate Species
Amphibians
California tiger salamander, Ambystoma californiense (C)
Fish
Central Valley fall/iate fall-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C) NMFS
Critical habitat, Central Valley falllate fall-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C) NMFS

Species of Concern

Mammals
Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
small-footed myotis bat, Myotis ciliolabrum (SC)
long-legged myotis bat, Myotis volans (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yumanenéis (8C)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inornatus  (5C)

Birds
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricofor (SC)
grasshopper sparrow, Ammodramus savannarum (SC)
short-eared owl, Asro flammeus (SC)
western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (8SC)
oak titmouse, Baeolophus inornatus (SLC)
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis feucopareia (D)
Swainson's hawk, Buteo Swainsoni (CA)
ferruginous hawk, Euteo regalis (SC)
Lawrence's goldfinch, Carduelis lawrencei (SC)
Vaux's swift, Chaetura vauxi (SC)
black tern, Chlidonias niger (SC)
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white-taited (=black shouldered) kite, Elanus leucurus (8C)
little willow flycatcher, Empidonax {raillii brewsteri (CA)
American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)
loggerhead shrike, Lanius ludovicianus (SC)

Lewis' woodpecker, Melanerpes lewis (SC)
long-billed curiew, Numenius americanus (8C)
Nuttall's woodpecker. Picoides nuttallii (SLC)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Sefasphorus rufus (SC)
Reptiles
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)
southwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata pallida (SC)
California homed lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale (SC)
Amphibians
western spadefoot tead, Spea hammondii (SC)
Fish
green sturgeon, Acivenser medirostris (SC)
river lamprey, Lampetra ayresi (5C)
Pacific lamprey, Lampetra tridentata (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
Invertebrates
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetie, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)
Sacramento anthicic beetle, Anthicus sacramento (SC)
Midvalley fairy shrimp, Branchinecta mesovallensis (SC)
California linderiella fairy shrimp, Linderiella occidentalis (SC)
Plants '
Bogys Lake hedge-hyssop, Gratiola heterosepala (CA)
legenere, Legenere limosa (SC)
valley sagittaria (=Sanford's arrowhead), Sagittaria sanfordii (SC)

QUAD: 496B FLORIN
Listed Species
Mammals
riparian (San Joaquin Valley) woodrat, Neotoma fuscipes riparia (E) *
riparian brush rabbil, Sylvitagus bachmani riparius (E) *
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Birds
bald eagle, Haliacetus lsucocephalus )]
Repliles
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)
Amphibians
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)
Fish
Critical habitat, delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus  (T)
Central Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T) NMFS
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) NMFS
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus  (T)
Invertebrates
vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T)
valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus  (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)

Proposed Species

Birds
mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)

Candidate Species
Amphibians
California tiger salamander, Ambystorna californiense (C)
Fish
Central Valley falllale fall-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C) NMFS
Critical habitat, Central Valley falllate fall-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C) NMFS

Species of Concern

Mammals
Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
small-footed myotis bat, Myotis cifiolabrum (SC)
long-legged myotis bat, Myotis volans (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yurmanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Parognathus inormatus (SC)

Birds
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tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)
grasshopper sparrow, Ammodramus savannarun (8C) .

shart-eared owl, Asio flammeus (8C)
western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (8C)
oak titmouse, Basolophus inomatus  (SLC)
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D)
Swainson's hawk, Buieo Swainsoni (CA)
ferruginous hawk, Buteo regalis (SC)
Lawrence's goldfinch, Carduelis lawrencei (SC)
Vaux's swift, Chaetura vauxi (SC)
black tern, Ghlidonias niger (SC)
white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Efanus leucurus (8C)
little willow flycatcher. Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA)
American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)
loggerhead shrike, Lanius ludovicianus (8C)
Lewis' woodpecker, Melanerpes lewis (5C)
long-billed curlew, Numenius americanus (5C)
Nuttall's woodpecker, Picoides nuttallii (SLC)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Sefasphorus rufus (SC)
Repiiles
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)
California horned lizard, Phrynosoma coronaturn frontale (SC)
Amphibians
western spadefoot toad, Spea hammondii (SC)
Fish
green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (SC)
river lamprey, Lampatra ayresi (SC)
Kern brook lamprey, Lampetra hubbsi (SC)
Pacific lamprey, Larpetra tridentata (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
invertebrates
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)

Sacramento anthicid beetle, Anthicus sacramento (SC)
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Midvalley fairy shrimp, Branchinecta mesovallensis (SC)
California linderiella fziry shrimp, Linderielia occidentalis (5C)

Plants
legenere, Legenere fimosa (SC)
valley sagittaria (=Sanford's arrowhead), Sagittaria sanfordii (8C)

QUAD: 496C BRUCEVILLE
Listed Species

Mammals
riparian (San Joaquin Valley) woodrat, Neotoma fuscipes riparia  (E) *
riparian brush rabbit, Sylvilagus bachmani riparius (E) *

Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus feucocephalus (T)

Reptiles
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)

Amphibians
California red-leqged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)

Fish
Critical habitat, delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
Central Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T) NMFS
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) NMFS
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-run chinaok, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T)

Invertebrates
vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T)
valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus  (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)

Proposed Species
Birds
mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)
Candidate Species
Amphibians
California tiger salamander, Ambystoma californisnse (C)
Fish
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Central Valley fall/late fall-run chinook salmen, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C) NMFS
Critical habitat, Central Valley falllate fall-run chinook, Oncorhynichus tshawytscha (C) NMFS

Species of Concern
Mammals
Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
small-footed myotis bat, Myotis ciliolabrum (SC)
long-legged myotis bat, Myotis volans (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yumanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perogriathus inomatus  (SC)
Birds
tricolored blackbird, .Agelaius tricolor  (SG)
grasshopper sparrow, Ammodramus savannarum (SC)
short-eared owl, Asio flammeus (8C)
western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (3C)
oak titmouse, Baeolophus inornatus  (SLC)
Aleutian Canada govse, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D)
Swainson's hawk, Buteo Swainsoni {(CA)
ferruginous hawk, Buteo regalis (SC)
Lawrence's goldfinch, Carduelis fawrencei (SC)
Vaux's swift, Chaetura vauxi (SC)
black tern, Chlidonias niger (SC)
white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Efanus leucurus (SC)
little willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA)
American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)
loggerhead shrike, Lanius ludovicianus (SC)
Lewis' woodpecker, Melangrpes lewis {SC)
long-billed curlew, Numenius americanus (SC)
Nuttall's woodpecker, Picoides nuttalli (SLC)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Sefasphorus rufus (SC)
Reptiles
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (8C)
California horned lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale  (SC)
Amphibians
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foothill yellow-legged frog, Rana boylii (SC)
western spadefoot toad, Spea hammondii (SC)

Fish
green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (SC)
river lamprey, Lampstra ayresi (5C)
Kem brook lamprey, Lampetra hubbsi (SC)
Pacific lamprey, Lampetra tridentata (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
Invertebrates
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)
Sacramento anthicid beetle, Anthicus sacramento (8C)
Midvalley fairy shrima, Branchinecta mesovallensis (SC)
California linderiella “airy shrimp, Lindarislla occidentalis (5C)
Plants
delia tule-pea, Lathyrus jepsonii var. jepsonii (SC)
Mason's lilaeopsis, Lilacopsis masonii (5C)

QUAD: 496D GALT
. Listed Specles

Mammals
riparian (San Joaquin Valley) woodrat, Neotoma fuscipes riparia (E) *
riparian brush rabbit, Sylvilagus bachmani riparius (E) *
Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T)
Reptiles
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)
Amphibians
Callifornia red-legged frog, Rana aurora drayfonii (T)
Fish
Critical habitat, deltzl smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T) -
Central Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T) NMF3
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) NMFS
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus Ishawytscha (T) NMFS
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T)

Invertebrates
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vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T)
valley elderberry longhiom beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus (T)
vemnal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)

Plants
fleshy (=succulent) owl's-clover, Castilleja campestris ssp. succulenta (m

Proposed Species

Birds
mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)

Candidate Species
Amphibians
California tiger salamander, Ambystorna calfforniense )
Fish
Central Valley fallfiate fall-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C) NMFS
Critical habitat, Central Valley fall/late fall-run chincok, Oncdrhynchus tshawytscha (C) NMFS

Species of Concern

Mammals
Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
small-footed myotis bat, Myotis ciliofabrum (SC)
long-legged myotis bat, Myotis volans (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yumanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inornatus  (SG)

Birds
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)
grasshopper sparrow, Ammodramus savannarum (SC)
short-eared owl, Asio flammeus (SC)
western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (SC)
oak titmouse, Baeolophus inornatus (SLG)
Aleutian Canada gonse, Branta canadensis leucoparsia (D)
Swainson's hawk, Buteo Swainsoni (CA)
ferruginous hawk; Buteo regalis (8C)
Lawrence's goldfinch, Carduslis lawrencei (SC)
Vaux's swift, Chaetura vauxi (SC)
black tern, Chlidonias niger (SC)
white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Elanus leucurus  (SC)
litle willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA)
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American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum D)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)

loggerhead shrike, Lanius ludovicianus (SC)
Lewis' woodpecker, Melanerpes lewis (SC)
long-billed curlew, Numenius americanus (5C)
Nuttall's woodpecker, Picoides nuttalli (SLC)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)
hank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Sefasphorus rufus (SC)
Reptiles
northwestern pond turile, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)
California horned lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale (SC)
Amphibians
foothill yellow-legged frog, Rana boylii (SC)
western spadefoot tcad, Spea hammondii (SC)
Fish
green sturgeon, Acigenser medirostris  (3C)
river lamprey, Lampetra ayresi (SC)
Kern brook lamprey, Lampetra hubbsi {SC)
Pacific lamprey, Lampetra tridentata (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
Invertebrates
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)
Sacramento anthicic beette, Amthicus sacramentb (8C)
Midvalley fairy shrimp, Branchinecta mesovallensis (SC)
California linderiella fairy shrimp, Linderiella occidentalis (SC)
Plants
Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop, Gratiola heterosepala (CA)
legenere, Legenere limosa (SC)

valley sagittaria (=Sanford's arrowhead), Sagittaria sanfordii (SC)

do1e
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SACRAMENTO COUNTY

Listed Species

Mammals
riparian (San Joaguin Valley) woodrat, Neotoma fuscipes riparia (E) *
Birds
bald eagle, Haliasetus leucocephalus (M)
Reptiles
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)
Amphibians
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)
Fish
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS
Central Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T) NMFS
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS
Critical habitat, Central Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T) NMFS
Critical habitat, delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
Critical habitat, winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) NMFS
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T) '
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) NMFS
Invertebrates
Conservancy fairy shrimp, Branchinecta conservatio (E)
Critical habitat, valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus (T)
delta green ground beetle, Elaphrus viridis (T)
valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus (T)
vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)
Plants
Antioch Dunes evening-primrose, Qenothera deftoides ssp. howallii (E)
Sacramento Orcutt grass, Orcuttia viscida (E)
slender Orcutt grass, Orcuttia tenuis (T)
soft bird's-beak, Cordyfanthus mollis ssp. mollis (E) *

Go17



02/20/02 08:13 FAX 916 414 6713 U.5. FISH & WILDLIFE SVR do1s

Reference File No. 1-1-02-TA-0507 Page 16

Proposed Species

Birds

mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)
Candidate Species

Birds
Western yellow-billed cuckoo, Coceyzus americanus occidentalis (C)
Amphibians
California tiger salamander, Ambystoma californiense <)
Fish
Central Valley fall/late fall-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C) NMFS

Critical habitat, Gentral Valley falliate fall-run chinook, Oncerhynchus tshawytscha (C) NMFS
Species of Concern

Mammals

Pacific western big-ezrred bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
$an Francisco dusky-footed woodrat, Neotoma fuscipes annectens (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inornatus (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yumanensis (SC)
fringed myotis bat, Myotis thysanodes (SC)
greater westemn mastiff-bat, Eumops perotis californicus (8C)
long-eared myotis bat, Myotis evolis (SC)
long-legged myetis bat, Myotis volans (SC)
pale Townsend's big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii pallescens (8C)
small-footed myotis bat, Myotis ciliofabrum (SC)
Birds

Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D)
American bittern, Bolaurus lentiginosus (SG)

American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
Brewer's sparrow, Spizella breweri (SC)

California thrasher, Toxostoma redivivum (SC)
Lawrence's goldfinch, Carduelis lawrencei (SC)

Lewis' woodpecker, Melanerpes fewis (SC)

Nuttall's woodpecker, Picoides nuttalli (SLC)

Snowy Egret, Egretfa thula (MB)

Swainson's hawk, Buteo Swainsoni (CA)

bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)

black rail, Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus (CA)
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black tern, Chlidonias niger (SC)
common loon, Gavia irmmer (SC)
ferruginous hawk, Buteo regalis (SC)
grasshopper sparrow, Ammodramus savannarum (8C)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)
litthe willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA)
loggerhead shrike, Lanius fudovicianus (8C)
long-billed curlew, Nurnenius americanus (50)
oak titmouse, Baeolophus inornatus (SLC)
rufous hummingbird, Selasphorus rufus (8C)
short-eared owl, Asio fammeus (8C)
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)
western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (SC)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)
white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Efanus leucurus (8C)
Reptiies
California horned lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale (SC)
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata {SGC)
silvery legiess lizard, Anniella pulchra pulchra (SC)
southwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata pallida (5C)
Amphibians
foothill yellow-legged frog, Rana boyli (SC)
westemn spadefoot toad, Spea hammondii (SC)
Fish
Kern brook iamprey, Lampetra hubbsi (SC)
Pacific lamprey, Lampetra tridentata (8C)
green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
river lamprey, Lampetra ayresi (SC)
Invertebrates

Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)
California linderielia Tairy shrimp, Linderiefia occidentalis (SC)
Midvalley fairy shrimp, Branchinecta mesovallensis (SC)
Sacrarnento anthicid beetle, Anthicus sacramento (SC)

San Joaquin dune beetle, Coelus gracilis (SC)

curved-foot hygrotus diving beetle, Hygrotus curvipes (8G)
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Plants
Ahart's (dwarf) rush, Juncus leiospermus var. ahartii (SC)
Amador (Bisbee Peak) rush-rose, Helianthemurn suffrutescens (8LC)
Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop, Gratiola heterosepala (CA)
Mason's lilaeopsis, Lilaeopsis masonii (SC)
Northern California black walnut, Jugfans californica var. hindsii (SC) *
Red Bluff (dwarf) rush, Juncus leiospermus var. leiospermus (5C)
San Joaquin spearscale (=saltbush), Atriplex joaquiniana (3C)
Suisun Marsh aster, Aster lentus (SC)
Tuolumne coyote-thistie (=button-celery), Eryngium pinnatisectum (SC)
delta tule-pea, Lathyrus jepsonii var. jepsonii (SC)
legenere, Legenere lintosa (SC)
pincushion navarretia, Naverretia myersii spp. myersii (SC)
stinkbells, Fritillaria agrestis (SLC)
valley sagittaria (=Sanford's arrowhead), Sagittaria sanfordii (8C)
KEY:
(E) Endangered isted (in the Federal Register) as being in danger of extinction.
) Threatened listed as likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future. _
3! Proposed Dfficially proposed (in the Federal Register) for listing as endangered or threatened.
(PX) Proposed Proposed as an area essential to the conservation of the species.
Critical Habitat
(€) Candidate Candidate to become a proposed species.
(8C) Species of Other species of concern to the Service.
Concern
(8LG)  Species of Species of local or regional concern or conservation significance.
Local Concern
() Delisted Delisted. Status to be monitored for 5 years.
(CA) State-Listed Listed as threatened or endangered by the State of California.
NMFS  NMFS species Under jurisdiction of the National Marine Fisheries Service. Contact them directly.
v Extirpated Possibly extirpated from the area.
> Extinct Possibly extinct

Critical Habitat ~ Area essential to the conservation of a species.
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM CH2MHILL

Vernal Pool Invertebrate Habitat Assessment for the
Cosumnes Power Plant and Associated Linear Features

PREPARED FOR: EJ Koford / SAC

PREPARED BY: Russell Huddleston /SAC
DATE: February 10, 2003
Introduction

The Sacramento Municipal Utility District (the District) proposes to develop a natural gas-
fired generating facility south of the Rancho Seco Nuclear Plant in Sacramento County,

25 miles southeast of the city of Sacramento. The proposed Cosumnes Power Plant (CPP)
will be located on a 30-acre parcel that is part of 2,480 acres owned by the District.
Additional features associated with the proposed project include;

¢ a0.2 mile water supply pipeline from the existing Rancho Seco pump station to the CPP;

¢ a0.3 mile transmission line, including two monopole tower structures, from the CPP to
the Rancho Seco 230 kV switchyard,;

¢ a0.62 mile access road from the eastern end of Clay East Road to the east entrance of the
Rancho Seco facility,

e a26-mile natural gas supply pipeline constructed from Carson Cogen Facility,
approximately 20 miles northwest of the CPP site;

e and a 20-acre laydown area immediately south of the proposed CPP site.

The purpose of this memorandum is to evaluate potential impacts to habitat within the
project areas for special status vernal pool crustaceans including the vernal pool fairy
shrimp (Branchinecta lynchii), the vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi), and the
California fairy shrimp (Linderiella occidentalis).

Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp (Branchinecta lynchii)

The vernal pool fairy shrimp is a federally-listed threatened aquatic crustacean in the
Branchinectidae family. The vernal pool fairy shrimp has a pale, elongate body ranging
from 0.5 to 1.0 inch in length. This species occurs in a variety of seasonally wet habitats
including small swales and pools in grasslands, railroad and roadside drainages, and other
seasonally ponded areas. This species may be found in short lived and unpredictable pools
as small as 6 feet across or in large vernal lakes covering nearly a quarter of an acre. Water
guality and substrate can be highly variable, but this species is most often found in pools
with muddy or grassy bottoms, low total dissolved solids and moderate to low turbidity. In
California this species occurs in the Central Valley from Shasta County south to Tulare
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County, and along the coast from Solano County south to San Benito County, with disjunct
populations found in San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara and Riverside Counties. Typically this
species is found at elevations between 30 and 1000 feet (Ericksen and Belk, 1999).

The California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) identified several occurrences of
vernal pool fairy shrimp near the proposed natural gas pipeline including areas between
Dwight Road and the town of Franklin California, north of Arno Road, and along Clay
Station Road. Vernal pool fairy shrimp have also been reported in the vicinity of the
proposed CPP site immediately south of the Rancho Seco Power Plant. Maps of the CNDDB
special status species occurrences have are included in Attachment A.

Vernal Pool Tadpole Shrimp (Lepidurus packardi)

The vernal pool tadpole shrimp is a federally-listed endangered aquatic crustacean in the
Triopsidae family. This species has a distinctive shield-like carapus, and two long cerci at
the end of the tail. A flat paddle-shaped anal plate distinguishes this species from the
related genus Triops. Tadpole shrimp occur in a variety of natural and man-made seasonal
wetlands including swales, vernal pools, drainage ditches and stock ponds. While they can
occur in a variety of water quality conditions, prolonged periods of inundation (at least
seven weeks) are required for survival (Gallagher 1996). The vernal pool tadpole shrimp is
endemic to California where it is found from Shasta County south to Merced County and
from one disjunct population in Alameda County.

The CNDDB reports several occurrences of vernal pool tadpole shrimp along the natural gas
pipeline alignment including areas east of the Sacramento Regional Water Treatment
Facility south to Core Road, north of Arno Road and west of Clay Station Road. Maps of
these locations are provided in Attachment A. Vernal pool tadpole shrimp were also
tentatively identified near Elk Grove Boulevard during the wetland delineation for the
natural gas pipeline. These observations were based on visual observation only and no
specimens were collected to confirm the identification. Copies of the CNDDB data sheets
and mapped locations for these occurrences are included in Attachment B.

California Fairy Shrimp (Linderiella occidentalis)

The California fairy shrimp is an aquatic crustacean in the Linderiellidae Family and is a
federal species of concern. This species has a pale, elongate body approximately 0.4 inches
long, and red compound eyes. This species is the most common fairy shrimp in California’s
Central Valley and occurs in a wide range of habitats from very small pools to large vernal
lakes. They are tolerant of a wide range of water quality conditions including warm
temperatures and low dissolved oxygen, but are generally not found in highly alkaline
pools or in areas with high amounts of dissolved solids (Ericksen and Belk, 1999). California
fairy shrimp range from Shasta County south to Fresno County at elevation typically
between 30 and 600 feet.

California fairy shrimp have been reported in the CNDDB in the vicinity of the natural gas
pipeline alignment near the Sacramento Regional Waste Water Treatment Plant, by the
intersection of Sheldon Road and Highway 99, north of Valensin Road, and west of Clay
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Station Road (Attachment A). California fairy shrimp were observed at one location along
the western Pacific Rail Road tracks, west of Franklin Boulevard during the wetland
delineation for the natural gas pipeline alignment (Attachment B).

Methods

Suitable habitat for special-status vernal pool crustaceans was evaluated based on
information collected by Russell Huddleston, CH2M Hill Biologist and vernal pool
specialist, during the wetland delineation for the proposed natural gas pipeline alignment
and laydown area. Information was also obtained from wetland delineations and biological
surveys done for the District’s property south of the Rancho Seco Nuclear Facility (Davis
2000, Davis 1999, Jones and Stokes 1993, Jones and Stokes 1984). Aerial photography and
field reconnaissance surveys were used to identify areas of potential habitat that were not
included in the wetland delineations.

Suitable Habitat

Special-status vernal pool crustaceans may be found in a wide variety of habitats including
both natural and man-made seasonal wetlands. Because these species require prolonged
seasonal inundation, hydrology was considered a primary factor in determining habitat
suitability. Under optimal conditions (minimum daytime temperatures of 20°C ) vernal
pool fairy shrimp may reach reproductive maturity in after 18 days, however, six to seven
weeks of continuous inundation is typically required for both vernal pool fairy shrimp and
vernal pool tadpole shrimp(Ericksen and Belk 1999, Gallagher 1996). Factors used to
evaluate hydrology included the presence of standing water during early spring surveys,
topographic features (i.e. clearly defined basins with distinct upland vegetation transition
zones), alga mats and the presence of hydrophytic vegetation.

Ponded areas that were characterized by low-growing herbaceous species as well as areas
with open or barren substrates were considered suitable habitat. Areas with dense growth
of emergent vegetation such as cattails and bulrushes were not considered to provide
suitable habitat for listed crustaceans as these areas were considered to be flooded
throughout the majority of the year and or inundated during the summer months. Swales
and weakly expressed topographic depressions characterized by upland vegetation were
not considered potential habitat as these areas were not considered to retain water for a long
enough duration to support listed vernal pool crustaceans. Riverine and fluvial systems
were not considered to provide suitable habitat due to potential high flows and the
likelihood of predatory fish species.

Additional data regarding general physical and biological characteristics of several of the
features observed along the natural gas pipeline alignment were collected during the
wetland delineation. These data sheets and the definitions used for each criteria are
included in Attachment C. Selected photographs are included in attachment D. No aguatic
sampling was done as part of these surveys, but visual observations of aguatic invertebrates
were noted.

Acreage’s of potential habitat along the natural gas pipeline alignment and for the laydown
area were determined form the GIS data base created for the CH2M HILL wetland
delineation. Wetland areas were delineated and mapped in the field using RTK GPS. All
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wetland areas on the District’s Property were determined from digitized polygons into the
GIS wetland database from previous wetland delineations, conducted by Davis
Environmental and Jones and Stokes Associates, and field verified on November 15, 2002 by
Justin Cutler of the Army Corps of Engineers.

Direct and Indirect Impacts

Any seasonal wetland that may provided suitable habitat for listed crustaceans was
considered to be directly affected if any part of the wetland was included within the
construction area of the proposed power plant, transmission line towers, detention pond,
water and gas supply pipelines or within the boundary of the laydown area. In several
locations the construction work area was either confined or redesigned to avoid direct
impacts to seasonal wetlands.

Indirect impacts were considered for any seasonal wetland that was either partly or
completely within 250 feet of the construction area of the proposed power plant and
associated linear features, or the boundary of the proposed laydown area. An exception was
made for seasonal wetland which were within 250 feet of the natural gas pipeline
construction area, but were separated by a hydrologic barrier such as railroad tracks, paved
roadways, fluvial; features such as seasonal streams or seasonal wetlands located up
gradient of the construction area.

Potential Impacts

Any placement of fill material or drainage of seasonal wetlands that results in a loss of
wetland function and value was considered to be an impact. Any seasonal wetland
providing habitat for vernal pool crustaceans was considered to be directly affected if the
wetland (in part or in whole) was located in the construction area of the proposed power
plant, transmission towers, detention pond, laydown area, new access road, water supply
pipeline or natural gas supply pipeline.

Impacts to seasonal wetlands associated with construction activities for the water and
natural gas pipeline were evaluated based on the type of wetland, past disturbance and
likelihood of impacts to wetland hydrology. Excavation of a 7-foot trench through any
naturally occurring seasonal wetland was considered to be an impact. Excavation to such
depths will result in a disruption to the restrictive hardpan that will likely result in altered
hydrology. For the purposes of this evaluation impacts resulting from temporary pipeline
construction activities to man-made wetlands such as railroad and roadside drainages,
drainage ditches and roadway ponding areas were not considered permanent. Based on the
presence of existing utilities in many of these areas (i.e. PG&E gas lines, and fiber optic
lines) it is unlikely that trenching will result in significant alterations to the hydrology in
these types of seasonal wetlands.

Results

A total 97 seasonal wetlands and other aquatic features were considered potential habitat
for special status aquatic crustaceans (Tables 1 and 2). Seasonal wetlands that were not
considered suitable habitat included drainages along the natural gas pipeline alignment that
were characterized by dense growth of cattails, weakly expressed seasonal swales
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characterized by upland plant species and a flooded irrigated pastures. Suitable habitat
area included natural vernal pools, swales, seasonal streams, degraded seasonal wetlands,
railroad and roadside drainages, drainage ditches and roadway ponded areas. These
general habitat types are discussed below.

Vernal Pools and Swales

For the purpose of this report vernal pools and swales are defined specifically as either
naturally occurring depressions in grassland areas that are characterized by mound and
intermound microtopography, or constructed vernal pool mitigation areas. Natural vernal
pool habitats in the project area have been classified as Northern Hardpan Vernal Pools
(CDFG 2000). These areas are characterized by seasonal inundation resulting from a
perched water table above a silica-cemented hardpan. Northern hardpan vernal pools occur
primarily on old alluvial terraces where seasonal ponding occurs in a mosaic of small basins
and swales within an upland area. Non-native annual grasses characterized the uplands
while the pools and swales are typically covered by native annual forbs including popcorn
flower (Plagiobothrys stipitatus), Fremont’s goldfields (Lasthenia fremontii), and coyote thistle
(Eryngium vaseyi). Non-native grasses such as perennial ryegrass (Lolium perenne) and
Mediterranean barley (Hordeum marinum ssp. gussoneanum) may also be present in some
areas. Natural vernal pools and swales were observed along the natural gas pipeline on the
Nature Conservancy’s Cosumnes River Preserve, in a grassland area east of Laguna Creek,
and at the western end of Clay East Road. Vernal pools were also present on the District’s
property south of the Rancho Seco Nuclear Facility. The natural gas pipeline was relocated
to avoid impacts to the Stone Lakes vernal pool mitigation site on the south side of Elk
Grove Boulevard.

A total of 0.957 acres of vernal pool and swale habitat will be directly affected by the
proposed project , of which 0.642 acres occur in designated critical habitat (Table 3). An
additional 4.189 acres of vernal pools and swales may be indirectly affected by the proposed
project, of which 0.530 acres occur within critical habitat (Table 3).

Seasonal Streams

Seasonal streams are ephemeral, low order streams that typically flow in weakly or
moderately defined channels during the wet season. Four seasonal streams were observed
on the Districts property south of Ranch Seco. The proposed new access road from the east
end of Clay East Road to the east entrance of the Rancho Seco Facility would cross these
seasonal streams. A fire break has been graded along the fence line in this area resulting in
the impoundment of the stream flows and creation of slack-water areas. These slack water
pools were considered suitable habitat for vernal pool species. The vegetation in these areas
was characterized by hydrophytic species such as coyote thistle and perennial ryegrass.

A total of 0.033 acres of slack water ponding areas associated with these seasonal streams
would be directly and permanently affected by the construction of the new access road
(Table 3). These features are all located within designated critical habitat.

Degraded Seasonal Wetlands

Davis Environmental Consulting (2000) identified four areas immediately south of the
Ranch Seco Power Plant as degraded seasonal wetlands. Based on analysis of historic aerial
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photos these wetlands were created sometime either during or after the construction of the
nuclear facility. These wetland areas were described by Davis (2000) as being closed basin
systems dominated by hydrophytic vegetation and saturated within the upper 12 inches at
the time of the survey. Dominant plant species in this area included curly dock (Rumex
crispus), spike rush (Eleocharis macrostachya) and perennial ryegrass (Davis 2000).

A total of 1.805 acres of degraded seasonal wetlands occur within 250 feet of the proposed
water supply pipeline and electrical transmission line route (Table 3). These features are all
located within designated critical habitat, but no direct impacts to these areas are expected
as a result of the proposed project.

Seasonal Wetlands

Seasonal wetlands include features such as railroad and roadside pools that are
functionally similar to natural vernal pools in terms of seasonal hydrology. These seasonal
wetlands occur in man-made, often narrow, linear depressions between fill slopes
associated with railroads and roadway embankments. Seasonal ponding is associated with
shallow topographic depressions that may be isolated or part of an excavated drainage area.
The vegetation in these pools is variable, some areas may include typical vernal pool species
such as popcorn flower and goldfields, while others are dominated by nonnative annual
grasses such as Mediterranean barley and perennial ryegrass. Other areas are denuded of
vegetation and characterized by open muddy substrates. This type of wetland was common
along the natural gas pipeline alignment from the Carson Co-gen facility south to Core
Road, and along Twin Cities Road from Laguna Road to Clay East Road.

A total of 1.242 acres of seasonal wetlands will be direct affected by the proposed project, of
which 0.747 acres are within critical habitat. An additional 0.748 acres will be indirectly
affected, including 0.013 acres within critical habitat (Table 3).

Drainage Ditches

Drainage ditches are constructed water conveyance channels that were seasonally flooded
largely as a result of precipitation, runoff and agricultural irrigation. These areas were
generally characterized by ponded water at the outflow and/or inflow of culverts along
roadways and railroad tracks. Agquatic invertebrates as well as bullfrogs and/or tadpoles
were common in several of these areas. Vegetation in most of these areas was sparse or
characterized by ruderal species such as curly dock and perennial ryegrass. These areas
were considered to provide low quality habitat based on the potential for occasional heavy
flows and the presence of predaceous species such as bullfrogs.

A total of 0.076 acres of drainages ditches will be directly affected, all of which occur within
critical habitat.

Ponded Features

Several ponded areas were observed along the natural gas pipeline alignment. These
features were most commonly observed in a dirt access road along Twin Cities Road
between Laguna Road and Clay East Road. Tractors and other farm vehicles were observed
driving through these areas during the wet season and these pools were generally denuded
of vegetation and highly turbid. While the overall habitat quality of these areas was
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considered poor, water appeared to be present for prolonged periods and aquatic life
including Cladocerans, Copepods, and Arthropods were observed in many of these pools.

A total of 0.659 acres of ponded features will be directly affected by construction of the
natural gas pipeline, of which 0.498 occur within designated critical habitat. An additional
0.135 acres will be indirectly affected, including 0.054 acres within critical habitat.

Summary

A total of 2.967 acres of potential habitat for special status vernal pool crustaceans, including
vernal pools, swales, slack water pools, railroad and roadside pools, drainages and roadway
ponded areas will be directly affected by the proposed project. Permanent impacts include
total of 1.287 acres of vernal pools, swales and slack water areas. A total of 1.996 acres of
habitat directly affected by the project is located within designated critical habitat areas.

A total of 6.877 acres of seasonal wetlands, not separated by hydrological barriers, are
within 250 feet of the proposed construction work areas. A total of 2.402 acres of wetland
habitat potentially indirectly affected by the project occurs within designated critical habitat.
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TABLE 1.

Potential Fairy Shrimp Habitat Directly affected by the Cosumnes Power Plant Project. Features in bold type are located
within Critical Habitat Areas.

Location/ID Project Feature Type Size (acres) Data Source
SW10 Detention Pond Seasonal Wetland 0.173 DEC, 2000
SW12 Plant Site Seasonal Wetland 0.035 DEC, 2000
SW13 Plant Site Seasonal Wetland 0.045 DEC, 2002
VP9 Plant Site Vernal Pool 0.033 DEC, 2002
HVP3 Water Supply Pipeline  Vernal Pool 0.011 DEC, 2000
HVP4 Water Supply Pipeline  Vernal Pool 0.016 DEC, 2000
SWi1 Water Supply Pipeline  Seasonal Wetland 0.382 DEC, 2000
DR1 Access Road Seasonal Stream / Pool 0.013 CH2M HILL 2002
DR2 Access Road Seasonal Stream / Pool 0.005 CH2M HILL 2002
DR3 Access Road Seasonal Stream / Pool 0.015 CH2M HILL 2002
DR5 Access Road Vernal Pool 0.005 CH2M HILL 2002
DR7 Access Road Swale 0.007 CH2M HILL 2002
VP2 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.023 CH2M HILL 2002
VP3 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.006 CH2M HILL 2002
VP12 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.005 CH2M HILL 2002
VP13 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.006 CH2M HILL 2002
VP14 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.004 CH2M HILL 2002
SW2 Laydown Area Swale 0.213 CH2M HILL 2002
SW3 Laydown Area Swale 0.313 CH2M HILL 2002
007-SW (W4) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.066 CH2M HILL 2002
008-SW (A4) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.232 CH2M HILL 2002
009-SW (A5) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.043 CH2M HILL 2002
010-SW (A6) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.154 CH2M HILL 2002
086-VP (W24) Natural Gas Line Vernal Pool 0.029 CH2M HILL 2002
089-SS (W25) Natural Gas Line Swale 0.064 CH2M HILL 2002
090-SS (W26) Natural Gas Line Swale 0.222 CH2M HILL 2002
131-PF Natural Gas Line Ponded Feature 0.061 CH2M HILL 2002
135-DD (A21) Natural Gas Line Drainage Ditch 0.007 CH2M HILL 2002
136-PF Natural Gas Line Ponded Feature 0.005 CH2M HILL 2002
137-PF (A23) Natural Gas Line Ponded Feature 0.009 CH2M HILL 2002
138-PF (A25) Natural Gas Line Ponded Feature 0.023 CH2M HILL 2002
139-PF Natural Gas Line Ponded Feature 0.026 CH2M HILL 2002
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TABLE 1.

Potential Fairy Shrimp Habitat Directly affected by the Cosumnes Power Plant Project. Features in bold type are located
within Critical Habitat Areas.

Location/ID

Project Feature

Type

Size (acres)

Data Source

140-PF
141-PF
142-PF (A30)
143-PF (A31)
144-PF (A32)
145-PF
146-PF
147-SW (A33)
148-PF (A36)
149-DD (A35)
150-PF
151-PF (A38)
152-PF (A39)
153-DD (A42)
157-PF (A48)
158-PF
160-PF
161-PF
162-PF (A52)

Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line
Natural Gas Line

Natural Gas Line

Natural Gas Line

Natural Gas Line

Natural Gas Line

Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature
Seasonal Wetland
Ponded Feature
Drainage Ditch
Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature
Drainage Ditch
Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature
Ponded Feature

Ponded Feature

0.057
0.021
0.010
0.050
0.099
0.008
0.005
0.112
0.024
0.013
0.110
0.018
0.033
0.056
0.036
0.007
0.014
0.011
0.032

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

CH2M HILL 2002

Total for all potential habitat within construction area

Notes:

Davis Environmental Consulting Wetland Delineation, 2000. Acreages verified by the Army Corps of Engineers
on Nov, 15, 2002.

Davis Environmental Consulting Wetland Delineation, 1999. Acreages verified by the Army Corps of Engineers
on Nov, 15, 2002.

Jones and Stokes Associates Wetland Delineation, 1993. Acreages were not verified by the Army Corps in 2002.

CH2M HILL, Wetland Delineation currently under reviewed by the Army Corps of Engineers, field verification of
access road and laydown area conducted on Nov. 15, 2002.

SAC/APPENDIX B1.DOC



VERNAL POOL INVERTEBRATE HABITAT ASSESSMENT FOR THE COSUMNES POWER PLANT AND ASSOCIATED LINEAR FEATURES

TABLE 2.
Potential Fairy Shrimp Habitat Within the 250- foot Indirect Impact Area of for Cosumnes Power Plant Project. Features in
Bold Type are located within Critical Habitat Areas.

Location/ID Project Feature Type Size (acres) Data Source
DSwW 1 Water Supply Pipeline Degraded Seasonal Wetland 1.195 DEC, 2000
DSW 2 Water Supply Pipeline  Degraded Seasonal Wetland 0.345 DEC, 2000
DSw 3 Water Supply Pipeline Degraded Seasonal Wetland 0.265 DEC, 2000
SW9 Transmission Line Vernal Pool 0.104 DEC, 2000
VP-1 Access Road Vernal Pool 0.019 DEC, 1999
VP-3 Access Road Vernal Pool 0.027 DEC, 1999
VP 746 Access Road Vernal Pool 0.02 JSA, 1993
VP 738 Access Road Vernal Pool 0.01 JSA, 1993
VP 739 Access Road Vernal Pool 0.01 JSA, 1993
VP1 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.152 CH2M HILL 2002
VP4 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.049 CH2M HILL 2002
VP5 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.044 CH2M HILL 2002
VP6 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.005 CH2M HILL 2002
VP7 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.012 CH2M HILL 2002
VP9 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.030 CH2M HILL 2002
VP10 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.018 CH2M HILL 2002
VP11 Laydown Area Vernal Pool 0.001 CH2M HILL 2002
001-SW (W1) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.069 CH2M HILL 2002
002-SW (W2) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.113 CH2M HILL 2002
004-SW (A1A) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.076 CH2M HILL 2002
005-SW (A2) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.022 CH2M HILL 2002
011-SW Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.029 CH2M HILL 2002
011A -CW Natural Gas Line Created Vernal Pool 1.253 CH2M HILL 2002
(ABA)
025-SW Natural Gas Line Seasonal wetland 0.070 CH2M HILL 2002
026-SW Natural Gas Line Seasonal wetland 0.048 CH2M HILL 2002
028-SW (A87) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.184 CH2M HILL 2002
032-PF (A16P) Natural Gas Line Ponded Feature 0.062 CH2M HILL 2002
074-SW (W13) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.092 CH2M HILL 2002
W14 (D) Natural Gas Line Vernal Pool 0.149 CH2M HILL 2002
P1 Natural Gas Line Vernal Pool 0.019 CH2M HILL 2002
P2 Natural Gas Line Vernal Pool 0.146 CH2M HILL 2002
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TABLE 2.
Potential Fairy Shrimp Habitat Within the 250- foot Indirect Impact Area of for Cosumnes Power Plant Project. Features in
Bold Type are located within Critical Habitat Areas.

Location/ID Project Feature Type Size (acres) Data Source
077-VP Natural Gas Line Vernal Pool 0.166 CH2M HILL 2002
(104/105)
080-VP (VP1) Natural Gas Line Vernal Pool 0.556 CH2M HILL 2002
081-VP (W16) Natural Gas Line Vernal Pool 0.490 CH2M HILL 2002
082-VP (W17) Natural Gas Line Vernal Pool 0.049 CH2M HILL 2002
085-SS (W23) Natural Gas Line Swale 0.053 CH2M HILL 2002
089A-SS Natural Gas Line Swale 0.669 CH2M HILL 2002
089B-SS Natural Gas Line Swale 0.109 CH2M HILL 2002
127-SW (W9)  Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.007 CH2M HILL 2002
128-SW (P7) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.006 CH2M HILL 2002
126-SS Natural Gas Line Swale 0.004 CH2M HILL 2002
131-PF Natural Gas Line Ponded Feature 0.019 CH2M HILL 2002
152-PF (A39) Natural Gas Line Ponded Feature 0.033 CH2M HILL 2002
156-PF Natural Gas Line Ponded Feature 0.021 CH2M HILL 2002
162-SW (A52) Natural Gas Line Seasonal Wetland 0.032 CH2M HILL 2002
VP-8 (P11) Natural Gas Line Vernal Pool 0.025 CH2M HILL 2002
Total for all potential habitat areas within 250 feet buffer area 6.258
Notes:

Davis Environmental Consulting Wetland Delineation, 2000. Acreages verified by the Army Corps of Engineers
on Nov, 15, 2002.

Davis Environmental Consulting Wetland Delineation, 1999. Acreages verified by the Army Corps of Engineers
on Nov, 15, 2002.

Jones and Stokes Associates Wetland Delineation, 1993. Acreages were not verified by the Army Corps in 2002.

CH2M HILL, Wetland Delineation currently under reviewed by the Army Corps of Engineers, field verification of
access road and laydown area conducted on Nov. 15, 2002.
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TABLE 3.
Acreage of Potential Fairy Shrimp Habitat Types Directly and Indirectly affected by the Cosumnes Power Plant Project. And
Summary of Areas Within Critical Habitat Units.

Habitat Type Direct Direct within Critical Indirect (Acres) Indirect within
(Acres) Habitat (Acres) Critical Habitat
(Acres)
Vernal Pool 0.138 0.109 2.101 0.526
Created Vernal Pool 0 0 1.253 0
Swale 0.819 0.533 0.835 0.004
Seasonal Stream / Pool 0.033 0.033 0 0
Degraded Seasonal 0 0 1.805 1.805
Wetland
Seasonal Wetlands 1.242 0.747 0.748 0.013
Drainage Ditches 0.076 0.076 0 0
Ponded Features 0.659 0.498 0.135 0.054
Total for all habitat 2.967 1.996 6.877 2.402
types
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Terms and Definitions

Physical Features

Definitions of wetland types are based on definitions provided in Bates and Jackson (1980)
and Ferren et al. (1996).

Wetland Type:

Stream - Any body of running water that moves under gravity to progressively lower levels
in a relatively narrow, but clearly defined channel.

Pond - A body of standing fresh water that occupies a small surface depression, that is
smaller than a lake, but larger than a pool.

Pool - A small depression containing water at least seasonally or intermittently.

Swale - A slight open depression which lacks a defined channel, but funnels overland or
subsurface flow into a drainageway.

Ditch - A long, narrow excavation (channel or trench) used for conveying water for
drainage or irrigation.

Hydrologic Class:

All hydrologic classes are based on the definitions employed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service’s National Wetland Inventory (Cowardin et al., 1979). Determination of hydrologic
class in the field was based on such things as water depth, vegetation, hydrologic
connectivity to other aquatic features and other indicators that suggested the duration of
inundation of a particular feature.

Permanently Flooded - Water covers the land surface throughout the year in all years.

Semipermanently Flooded - Surface water persists throughout the growing season in most
years.

Seasonally Flooded - Surface water is present for extended periods, especially early in the
growing season, but is absent by the end of the season in most years.

Temporarily Flooded - Surface water is present for brief periods, especially early in the
growing season, but the water table usually lies well below the soil surface most of the year.

Saturated - Substrate is saturated to the surface for extended periods during the growing

season, but surface water is seldom present.

Habitat Features

The presence of habitat features relevant to special status species for each aquatic feature
was noted in the field.

Emergent Vegetation - Generally tall, erect herbaceous plants that are temporarily or
permanently flooded at the base, but do not tolerate prolonged inundation of the entire
plant (e.g. cattail and bulrush).
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Hydrophytic Vegetation - Plant species adapted to growth in water or substrate that is
periodically saturated to the point where soil oxygen is deficient. While emergent plants are
hydrophytes, this category was intended to included smaller annual and perennial species
that are indicative of inundation, but do not provide the same habitat functions as tall
emergent vegetation such as cattails and bulrushes.

Mammal Burrows - Ground squirrel burrows or other small burrows or holes excavated in
the soil that may provide refugia to reptiles, amphibians, or burrowing owls.

Other Refugia - This includes such things as rocks, woody debris, man-made structures
(e.g. pipes), rotten logs, or other features that may be used for cover by amphibians or
reptiles.

Basking Sites - Floating or partially submerged debris such as logs or dense vegetation
mats, rocks; and grassy or sandy banks with minimal shade. Generally basking sites are in
open areas, but close to water, emergent vegetation or other refugia to allow for rapid
escape from predators.

Small Fish and Amphibians - Prey items for reptiles and amphibians should be noted if
observed or heard. In addition amphibians such as bullfrogs are predatory on fairy shrimp
and tadpole shrimp.

Aquatic Invertebrates - No aquatic sampling was conducted during the surveys, but to the
extent possible the water column was visually inspected for the presence of aquatic
invertebrates such as insects, snails, copepods, water fleas and fairy shrimp. Presence of
aquatic invertebrates provides food for amphibians as well as Tadpole shrimp and may also
an indication of prolonged inundation and overall water quality.

Algae - Algae provides a food source for fairy shrimp, amphibian larva and are also an
indication of prolonged inundation.

Nest Trees - Note the presence of large trees, or trees with nests observed in the areas
adjacent or around the aquatic feature. Such areas may provide suitable habitat for
Swainson’s Hawks.

Other Wetlands in the Immediate Vicinity - Other wetlands in the area that may be
hydrologically connected may provide information on the source or type of hydrology of a
given feature. Absence of natural wetlands in surrounding low areas may indicated that
water is ponded as a result of human activity. Also presence or absence of adjacent
wetlands helps determine if the feature is isolated or part of a large complex of features. A
brief descriptive note describing the other wetland(s) in the area.

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation - Note the vegetation in the immediate surroundings of the feature.
This includes the upland slopes and areas in the immediate vicinity of the feature.

Adjacent Land Use - This refers to the landscape in which the feature is located. Only note
those land uses that are in adjacent to the feature. For example if the feature is completely
surrounded by rangeland, but there is a residential area 1000 feet away, ,only note the
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pasture. If on the other hand the feature is located between an urban area and railroad
tracks, both should be noted.

Human Impacts - Note any human impacts that may influence the features hydrology, soils
or vegetation. Presence of underground utilities is included because this may indicate past
soil disturbance as a result of trench excavation. Land leveling includes any form of grading
(e.g. graded roads). Fill material may be determined by differences in elevation to the
surrounding area and/ or evidence of soil mixing.
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Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers :_E. 4+/Dp. g 572+ K HARRISGN, S.toNF Date:__ 2 -/-c2
Feature # _ /! _ Photo# _3 Location: @ 125 250"

oo/ S Direction: _/J_
Routine Data Sheet(s):@ NO Falgged: @ NO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  (YES)) NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _/ 40 ‘25"’

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) s

Pool™ (Seasonally Flooded> NOWS: a0 rren o prre il cr

Swale Temporarily Flooded SAcriritpiro Ll rig e

Ditch | Saturated SO TR ST RS ba s

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES ;
e o Aquatic Invertebrates ~ (YES) ~ NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation QES> NO Algae @ NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES :':N o)
Mammal Burrows YES NO

Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

i.e. hydrologically connected
Other Refuge ves (o) | efvdceselvemedsd - 9ESN O
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
- =3 I NVFS
Basking Sites (?_ES Y NO cres Mj 7FEE 2 4
(within or adjacent to wetiand) SIPE S pect
) . " PoTENTIAL 7 PROLOCT € COPPETIap)
Small Fish or Amphibians YES T ek e Ei - Foth mepnTS
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: (Annual Grasslan Ruderal Agricultural
(Circle all that apply) ; .
Shrubs ree Woodland Riparian
LTS0LATED tuttied
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) i
BurFEpL4+DS  Rangeland Roads Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages - Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply)
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing
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Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers :__ £ ({uppLeszeny | £, HARRE1Sop | S, topG

Feature# _¢v/ 2 Photo# 7

co2 -5 Direction: _S

Location: @

126 -250'

Routine Data Sheet(s)<YES) NO Falgged: (¥ES) NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: CYES YNO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
¢ /
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ 370 X /&
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) ___ 3. S
Eool ) (Seasonally Flooded Notes: ea/c Ponn piress - sA<,
Swale Temporarily Flooded EECI1omme wWATER ['EEa rmt s 7
FuFrFfge
Ditch Saturated FES A RS
Habitat Features
Emerg?::u\;%;etation YES @ Aquatic Invertebrates JES) NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO Algae TES NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @
Mammal Burrow NO
S @ Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge @Ss) No (le-tdclogioaly comnected  <EBD N
(rocks, del?ds. wood efc) Notes: cove iz I DRA/NAGE Ar
Basking Sites @ NO LouTH EMNPR oF  face
(within or adjacent to wetiand)
Small Fish or Amphibians <::§) NO
[sLtt-  FEa(S .
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: Annual Grassland Agricuttural
(Circle all that apply) .
Shrubs Woodland Riparian
SMALL CLvmMP GF WIbows
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) R land : dustrial
BUFFE ps angelan Roads < Railroad > {ndus
Human Impacts:  Excavated Drainages 'Uf{&é’rg*round Utilities
(Circle all that apply) o
Land Leveling @m Disking/Plowing
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Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers :__I. Hup presron Date: 2 -22 -&/

Feature # A//A  Photo # poriZ Location: (125" )  125-250'
oo4f ~se/ Direction:
Routine Data Sheet(s)@ NO Falgged: @\IO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: ~ YES (NOY

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ /3" ‘¥ 3’

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ & - /

@ Seasonally Flooded Notes: RAle FOAD PRATNACE proesf
Swale Qﬁm SMALC AmMovmt OF  PerpD,Ng  ONLY
Ditch Saturated AT POy EWND OF FEATVRE

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation €S> NO Aquatic Invertebrates YES QoD
(cattails) i@ SPARSZ £ S
. . Alga YES
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES gae @
(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, efc.) Nest Trees YES @
M B
ammat burrows YES Other Wetlands in immediate Vicinity
— (i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge YES {NO YES NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: ”
Basking Sites NES D  NO Twe 4o Py vroprz
(within or adjacent to wetland) B J2ATL ReaD o~ S A’ﬁ& -
Small Fish or Amphibians YES @ PO Aavhric I MUSRTS oRSERVE [

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: ( Annual Grassiand @ Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops - Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) ==
Rangeland Industrial

Human impacts: Excavated Drainages Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply) .
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing
Notes: Ar'{ﬁ cthavec [wvice ol S 77PA4_ — 724{)’ /ra/c‘ St 17 I T R
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‘Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers:__[C. HVDDLESsror | k. HARRISoN S, topg Date: 2 ~/-o2

Feature # _ /12 Photo#__ 3 Location: @ 125 -250'
pos-FF Direction: __A_/

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES @ Falgged: @ NO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES @)

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ 20~ X /S g

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) 5.5 !

@ @asonally Flooded Notes: 1i61iy Derrvpers T fooe
Swale Temporarily Flooded ARFA Ao Rhit ReaD/ D16 T
Ditch | Saturated Fonp

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES
(cattalls)

Hydrophytic Vegetation YES Algae IED NO
@O

Aquatic Invertebrates ~ (YES) ~ NO

{popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @

Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge NO (6. hydrologieally connected) YES
(rocks, debris, wood, etc)

Notes:
EBELS wiTH i APD Arovr
Basking Sites (YEED NO i Arevr b
P, SPAESE VEGETATIoN

Mammal Bumrows YES

(within or adjacent to wetland)

Small Fish or Amphibians YES

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation:  Annua] Grassland @ Agricultural
(Circle all that epply) -

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops Vineyards m;mgiaential
(Circle all that apply) -
Rangeland Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply) ) -
Land Leveling _Fill Material Disking/Plowing
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Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers :__E. /#vDpeFsra L. HArRISop , S, Lens Date:_<2~/ -9 2

Feature # _% Photo # _/S_ Location: (125" ) 125 -250'

oo 7-S Direction: _5
Routine Data Sheet(s)(YES) NO Falgged: @ NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: <YES> NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size /0 ‘x zo
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ &..5_ "
Pool) (Seasonally Flooded Notes: L vrepre Fooe ppope
Swale Temporarily Flooded FA e Echp

Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emerge((r;l:u;/"esg);etation YES @ Aquatic Invertebrates YES NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES NO Algae @ NO
(popoom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES NO
Mammal Burrows YES
Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge @ NO (-6 hydrlogically connected) @ NO
rocks, debris, wood, :
( . . ete) Notes: CARCE - ExxtavhAT7ED D2ApACE
Basking Sites QES No e,
(within or adjacent to wetland) 7EST o gS jpeé
- MO PRuicus Y Lresogy e
Small Fish or Amphibians YES corrE < rronl

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: Agricultural

Circlo all that -
( Pt Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards rban/Residentia
(Circle all that apply) :
Rangeland Roads @

Human Impacts:  Excavated Drainages C/ﬂhderground Utilities >

(Circle all that apply) .
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing
Notes: ¢4 £ 44 /)//pf"/"fl CCLCELTS crptn BR  TRACLe
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Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers £, [{y/Dpr£570A) K HARR1SoD | S topg Date: £~/ -82
Feature # _Ai Photo # _/7 Location: @ 125 -250'

o8 - s¢J Direction: _5
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES CNO)  Falgged: (YES O
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: (YES™ NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size £60 xzo'

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ 7+ 5 "

Swale Temporarily Flooded Lemws | LipvFAfe Pect FeArze
Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES N i
cattall @) Aquatic Invertebrates @ NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO Algae @ NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @
Mammal Burrows YES N
@ Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge GES)  NO (Le. hydrologloally comedted)  VED NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: -
Basking Sites CED NO EXC AATEZ  DppNAGE 7z
(within or adjacent to wetiand) THE g 7, Toot JUST poecTM
L2 10 gAIe fe A
Small Fish or Amphibians YES “ fLerw PRATASE

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: > Agricultural

(Circlo all that apply)

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards rban/Residentia
(Circle all that epply)
Rangeland Roads , @
Human Impacts:  Excavated Drainages Culverts nderground UTilities

(Circle all that apply)
Land Leveling ll ﬁ% Disking/Plowing

Notes: »
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Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers :_E . 190D £ 571 /4 HAREISoN . S tenNF Date;_ < -/ -o2

Feature # _AS photo# _24 Location: @ 125 -250'
00 9- 0 Direction: _S

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES @ Falgged: @‘) NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: (YES NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ /5% x 457

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) g5 "

FooD> (Seasonally Flooded> Notes: focc  pezn Az erg PA/CPenp
Swale Temporarily Flooded LEecnrED By ffowsivg

Ditch Saturated PEGE o 1T TS TS BAST AP

WEsf:

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES Aquatic Invertebrates JESD NO

(cattalls)
NO Algae €Sy No

Nest Trees @ NO

Hydrophytic Vegetation
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.)

Mammal Burrows ( :ji D N
© Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge QES NO (e hydrologioally connected) YES
(rocks, debtis, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites QYESH NO
{within or adjacent to wetland)

Small Fish or Amphiblans YES

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetatlon: Agricultural

(Circle all that apply) : )
Shrubs (i rees ) Woodland Riparian
Volles QLS 148 ARBA

Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards rbar/Residential
(Circle all that apply) - -
Rangeland Roads @b Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts (Underground Utilities >

(Circle all that apply)
Land Leveling Disking/Plowing

Notes:
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Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Fleld Data Sheet

Observers : [C. lfvopcfsmp; K HARESON |, S. tep o Date:_ & -/-~0 2

Feature # A€ Photo # 26 Location: @ 125 -250'

O/0- S Direction: __=
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (NO)  Falgged: CYES) NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: <YES)) NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

., /
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ /S~ ¥ 43

/1

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ <V 24
.
[PaoD easonally Floode Notes: ,ors, fopey o resre o
Swale Temporarily Flooded SLors  PriL os> LscchrEp
Ditch Saturated B0 eI OECELop EpENT op)

EAST AnND WwWEST SIDES

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES @ i
cattall) Aquatic Invertebrates @ NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation CYES) NO Algae QES NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES <N Oj:
Mammal Burrows E
@ NO Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologically connected
Other Refuge YES  (figy  (ehieedelvemesed g
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites d:: D NO
(within or adjacent to wetiand)
Small Fish or Amphibians YES (EO )

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: (Annual Grassland Q@. Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) .
Rangeland Roads ( Raiiroag Industrial
Human Impacts:  Excavated Drainages CCulverts > @eﬁrg;;&;&_ﬁtiliﬁes
(Circle alf that apply) ) =
Land Leveling Fill Materi Disking/Plowing

Notes:
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Cosumnes Power Plant Naturai Gas Pipeline
' Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers . HuDpep s ran K. HARRIsos Date:\Z&

Feature # _AE7 _photott 24 _ Location: 425" )  125-250'

oz&-pp Direction: _< '
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (NO>  Falgged: YESWO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential durisdictional WL: (YES JNO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ &0 'x zs—

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _-+ % -4 7

Pool @@ NOWeS: comé, o pear Fegroee
Swale Temporarily Flooded ABUEPANT tvoory pemBIs 105 Focs
@ Saturated (WATEIT QAT APPEARS ook

2 PART 0 DRANAGE Diress

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES ®oD Aquatic Invertebrates .7 YES

(cattalls)
NO Algae @ NO
Nest Trees IED NO

Hydrophytic Vegetation
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.)

po @

Mammal Burrows NO
Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge NO fhe. hirologloally connected) QESD NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: PART ar DA
. > z-3
Basking Sites YES NO OITe ges 2
(within or adjacent to wetiand) “E PR - o pcusrr e
IVERTEBRATE S  spsepus
Small Fish or Amphiblans YES vsuke zmsveemen) 7 £7
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation:  Annual Grassland (Euderal ) Agricultural
(Circle all that apply) : .
(Trees Woodland Riparian
uBu s SAC/X
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Cro Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle alf that apply) .
Rangeland Roads Industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply)
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing
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Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers :_£. HUpPpL Es7on) i HARRISoN Date:_2-6-07

Feature # _A /7  Photo # _%_ Location: @ 125 -250'

©31-PD Direction:
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (NOD  Falgged: @ NO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES (NO>
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _/3c ¥ 32’
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _A0A /=
Pool Seasonally Flooded Notes: No Pebesn wmmere o
Swale emporarily Flooded SATURATED Sciis GBS EeviEs
Saturated piretd (S smPevrns D opr PMorTH

SIDE _BY AcCESS PehrD> Fry

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation QED NO Aquatic Invertebrates YES NO)
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES (NO Algae YES @
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @3
M 1B
ammat Burows YES &> Other Wetlands in Inmediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected \
Other Refuge YES fhe-hydrologially comected) v
{rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites YES D) ARER 1S CHARNTER ! Z
(within or adjacent to wetland) Ry TJT7PHA ArD SAt/ - po
Small Fish or Amphibians YES  (NO) WATEIE GBSEFVEL - 2 rEmtifly

FED 3y SymmEZ2 AG fow CEE.

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation:  Annuaj Grassland (RuderaD Agricultural
(Circle all that apply) - .
(Shrubs Woodland Riparian
joobus SAEr X

Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
Circle all that epply) .
( Rangeland Railroad industrial

Human impacts:  Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply)
Land Leveling Disking/Plowing

Notes:
FOAPAAT 4 Phit Rokp Zree POSS/ Bae




‘Cosumnes Power Plant Naturai_ Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers : /2 : /fapﬂof srop) /A 2 ,4—/&;215‘0/\)

Feature # _/2/6 £ Photo ¢ -5
c 32 -~ Direction: _»/

Location: 125’ 125 -250'

Date:__ =2 -8 ~O2

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (NO> Falgged: CES) NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: (" YES ) NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _/ §0' x/5”
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) __ 3. S
Pood @éﬁa‘s’c}ﬁalﬁ%@ Notes: ,, i ppe ool Acops ER
Swale Temporarily Flooded PRAIWASE  AND AsErccre ""/24:’) 2
< <
Ditch Saturated FrELPS - 7pasH pIb DEBEIC
APD  ADIACENYT 1O Pool ArrA
Habitat Features
Emergent Vegetation YES 0] i Q E
(catialls) @ Aquatic Invertebrates YES NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO Algae @ NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES
[ (ﬂﬁ )
Mammal Burrows YES Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge (YES ) NO (ve. hydrologieally connected) YES (NOY
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: oo oUE
P I RUE 2 7S
Basking Sites YES NO AehTe LECERTS
(within or adjacent to wetiand) LBSEZVED 4 ¥H /IS Pooc
PuR P < -
Small Fish or Amphibians YES ¢ SepEy
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation:  Annual Grassland @
(Circle all that apply) » N
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Field Crop Vineyards Urban/Residential
Circle all that apply) .
( Rangeland Industrial
Human Impacts:  Excavated Drainages Culverts w
(Circle all that apply)
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing
Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natura‘ Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers:__ - HUPpe £ 5 yom Nz, Aee 1 Son Date: -8 -2 2.
Feature # _A’7 _ Photo # Y Location: (125> 125 -250
o3s-pp Direction: 9]
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES @) Falgged: @ NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: ~ YES (NO™
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _2c ' X 2¢ '
Pond Semipermanently Floode Water Depth (inches) __/ 7
@ Seasonally Flooded Notes: Povprpn wnhrre AT corver -
Swale Temporarily Flooded UWDEZ B e TRACKS - sepizey ppep
. B7 PuBus
Ditch> Saturated -
Habitat Features
Emergent Vegetation NO ;
(catle @ Aquatic Invertebrates YES @
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES Algae @ NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, efc.) Nest Trees YES @
Mammal Burrows YE
S Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
hydrologically connected
Other Refuge NO (Le. hydrologically con ) YES NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites @ NO NO FRagS casepvers  puT
(within or adjacent to wetland) LILELY JJARITAT fof2 Bute FrebsS
Small Fish or Amphibians YES ? TOMNECTS TU DRAINAGE CVEST 2

BAIL PoAD TRALHS

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation:  Annual Grassland @ @ﬁcuuural
(Circle all that epply) . o
Trees Woodland Riparian

v Bus
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture ield Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential

(Circle all that apply) .

Rangeland APFALFA Industrial

. JFATMA AccEsg
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages (ﬂ@ﬁ @E‘eﬁ}a;\?ﬁtﬁifies )
(Circle all that apply) ) -
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes: FIBER cpPr7e CINE, 247 COLVERT  LINDER PR




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers:__ P Hvppersron) |, . HARZrS=N Date: 2~S -0 2
Feature # _F10 Photo # _/ > Location: (125’ 125 -250'

Toetwded Direction: _gJ

od §- 5 Routine Data Sheet(s): YES N Falgged: @}NO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: YES
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ /00 ‘¥ 60’
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) 3z
Pool Seasonally Fiooded Notes: | v crocv pror Srzece
Swale emporarily Floode LATE R 100G TANLE
Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emerg?::u:ll:as?etation YES @ Aquatic Invertebrates YES A0
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES @ Algae YES @
(Popoom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES NO
Mammal Burrows YES N-
@ Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicalt ected
Other Refuge YES @ fie- ydologicaly connected) YES @
(fooks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: FRrPED  puAsrE Zour D
Basking Sites @ NO ' e
(within or adjacent to wetland) ST TAOKE 00 PASTURE
/YesA-
Small Fish or Amphibians YES

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: (CAnnual Grasslan Ruderal
(Circle all that apply)

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) .
Rangeland Roads Railroad Industrial
Human Impacts:  Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply) 7
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing q
Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers i [C- [/tPpL £ 572N . lpeessopr) S Lers

Feature # 4//23 __ Photo # pore Location: @ 125 -250'
575/,53 Direction:
Routine Data Sheet(s)(YES) NO  Falgged: (FES)NO
Physical Features (C[rcle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: @NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
/
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ 22 ‘XSsT
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) S
Pool™ Séasonally Floode Notes: 5/t dvu TBFDSEAFIF<

Swale Temporarily Flooded FPEPEE SSs0/), DRT forpriy
. /444'\)6 SeuvTH WEST <5
Ditch Saturated Frocl
Habitat Features
Emergent Vegetation YES NG ; N
(cattalls) Aquatic Invertebrates YES NOo D
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO Algae YES @
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @
Mammal Burrows E N
@ © Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge YES (L. hydrologioally connected) @ NO
(rocks, debris, wood, efc) Notes: MO A LUATT O EN\/E/“T’—S
Basking Sites QES) NO
(within or adjacent to wetland) GRSECVEL AT THAS 77r e
Small Fish or Amphibians YES (NO

Environmental Features

NOteS: porpuwky AD7aeemT 12 pooc

Adjacent Vegetation: (Annual Grassland) Ruderal Agricultural
(Circle all that apply) g
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) = and Road ial
a .
OSUMES oads Railroad industria
PRESEPVE
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) o
Land Levelin Fill Material Disking/Plowing




Cosumnes Power Plant Naturai Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers i P (F¢opc Fsron) & HARE S Date: 5-//-cz2

Feature # _D (vu/4) Photo # NOM E. Location: 125'

FapT oF 076 -2D  Direction:
SW ofF DRAIMNAGE Routine Data Sheet(s):@ NO Falgged: CYES) NO

Physlical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  (YESy NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
/ /
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ /02~ 4
7
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ /&2
f';"ooD\ @Eanally Floode ™ Notes: - o on Pitre PErEELSON
Swale Temporarily Flooded SN AR CRASSEAND
Ditch Saturated SWACE SeepPes )
Habltat Features
Emergent Vegetation YES NO ;
(cattalls) O Aquatic Invertebrates YES
Hydrophytic Vegetation QES \ NO Algae FES NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES
Mammal B S
am urrow @ NO Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
» i.e. hydrologicall ected ;
Other Refuge ves  (no temiresselvemeded - edN  No
(rocks, debris, wood, efc) Notes: AcuArr
. TN AUATIC INMVEETS GRSEPUE D
Basking Sites CYESY NO »
(within or adjacent to wetland) “rRire SiEvEy :
] _ TTooL  pYpRocosE  Corprse FTon)
Small Fish or Amphibians YES (NO) 7O SYSTEM o swhtES

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: (_Annuaj Grass!and Ruderal Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)

Shrdbs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Crolosllinataeb)  pangeland Road i Industrial
CSunMES angelan oads Railroad ndus
PRIESEPVIT
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply)
@ Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:
[PeApw Ay AcorG wESr Epge €7 fbeoc




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers : 2. Hoppe £sron

Date:

Feature # Pl Photo # poNE Location:

Direction: _ —

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES O

Physical Features (Circle)

Potential Jurisdictional WL:

125’ (125 -250°

Falgged: YES 0D

YES NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size __2.9C fAcrES
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ N 1=
(Pool Seaigonally Floo Notes: |, £ eropz  Pert /Sotr = on
Swale Temporari COSCrMNE S RIVER [P2ESERVZ
Ditch Saturated
Habitat Features
Emergent Vegetation YES QoD Aquatic Invertebrates YES 7 NO
(cattails})
- Alga YES O
Hydrophytic Vegetation QYESD NO gae @
{popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @)
Mammal Burrows YES NO
Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
— (i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge YES (NO™> YES NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites YES NO vERMAL Poo SSwhLE
(within or adjacent to wetland) QPP EX, po Aevbrlc IMVERTS
CESCizs 2, PRESUME =
Small Fish or Amphibians ves QO VIMER Te B

PRPESENT ;00 27475 A72EA-

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: Annual Grassland Ruderal Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops - Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) S
Rangelan Roads Railroad Industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) )
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers : /Z //Vﬂﬁéiz‘ f&/\) Date:
Feature # [ & Photo # Mo~ Location: 125’ 125 -250
Direction:

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES @ Falgged: YES @

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES  NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size __ . /S ACFES

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) ME.

@ @ Notes: (seprne. Fooe  op)

Swale Temporarily Flooded COSupmES Pieg e [PRESEPVE
Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES @D Aquatic Invertebrates YES ~ NO
(cattails) !
> Alga YES
Hydrophytic Vegetation QE_S) NO gae
{popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @
Mammal Burrows CYESD NO

Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge YES @ @ NO

(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:

Basking Sites @ NO VEzZihe FPoot / SwhtE comPrt x
{(within or adjacent to wetland) PO AavAtTC LIVERTS oB3SEpv %
Small Fish or Amphibians YES RO BT ASSomEp T BE PEESSNTT

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: ( Annual Grassland Ruderal Agricultural

(Circle all that apply)

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply)
Rangeland Roads Railroad industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) ) ) o )
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers - K. Hoppees7en

Date:

Feature # |04/165  Photo # pooN/Z.
O 77-vf Direction:

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES

Physical Features (Circle)

Potential Jurisdictional WL.:

Location: @ 125 -250'

NO Falgged: YES

YES NO

JYES NO

>

Mammal Burrows

Other Refuge YES

(rocks, debris, wood, etc)

Basking Sites
(within or adjacent to wetland)

Small Fish or Amphibians

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size 2, 18 Aessr s
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ NE
(Pool @onally F@ Notes: VER MM Tool AREA on
Swale Temporarily Flooded COSUMNE S BIVEZ. PRESEFUL
Ditch Saturated
Habitat Features
Emerg?ntn\(?g);etation YES NO D Aquatic Invertebrates YES ~ NO
cattails
Algae YES

Hydrophytic Vegetation NO g

(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES

Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

(i.e. hydrologically connected)
V> o

Notes:
INVERZTERBRATE £

ro AgunTc
ORS CrewsrD 0o grtrs Aree /]
)

TN oy ~ [P TIZrITT AL

I+ KB 17T
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: ( Annual Grassland Ruderal Agricultural
(Circte all that apply) . .
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply)
Rangeland Railroad Industrial
Human impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) ) . ] o .
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing
Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers .2 HUPPe £ s7on) Date:
Feature # _VP| Photo # Pré/ 7t Location: 125 -250'
Direction: _yJ
cso-VF
5¢ Routine Data Sheet(s): YES Falgged: YES @O
Physica| Features (Circ[e) Potential Jurisdictionai WL:  YES NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size __&. $6 Aeff£S
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ N £
{Pool @sonally Floode Notes: czihe Pooc oW THE
Swale Temporarily Flooded COSympEs [KIVEIR PREsEpus

Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES @ Aquatic Invertebrates YES

(cattails)
Alga YES 0]
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO gae @
(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, efc.) Nest Trees YES @

Qéé > NO
Mammal Burrows Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge ves QN0 (YESD) NO

(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites YES> NO VERNMAT Tool /SwhtE
{within or adjacent to wetland) CEMPUE S, p0 AaArc INVEETS
OB SE LI =
Small Fish or Amphibians YES & AT AT T

BUT pAssumip PEES BT

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: ( Annual Grassland Ruderal Agricultural

(Circle all that apply)

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply)
Rangeland Roads Railroad Industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply) - .
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes: ScuTHERN PATe OF TWHE Peel  APPELR S s Jhues B £
APTIAC L7 ¢ v Ep




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Fleld Data Sheet

Observers :

B _tuppfsror i Happrsen , S. tomg

Date:_ 3 -// -o02

Feature # ¢’/ 7  Photo # P/6 1At
o$z-pp Direction: &

Location: @
Routine Data Sheet(s):@NO

125 -250'

FalggedCYES\NO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: (YES ) NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ 525 'x Zo’
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) 7~
{Pool > (Seasonally Flooded> Notes: /sesr Leemae poor on
Swale Temporarily Flooded COSUMME 5 FPRESEpur
Ditch Saturated
Habitat Features
Emergent Vegetation YES N ;
atialy @S> Aquatic Invertebrates ¥ESH  NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO Algae YES
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, efc.) Nest Trees YES @
Mammal Burrows F ES D NO
Y Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicalt ected
Other Refuge YES (ve- hydrologically comnected)  Ses NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites @ NO ParT e Peet fciuprsz
(within or adjacent to wetiand) COEMPLEX THAT 1=xTENPS
Small Fish or Amphibians YES  (NOY T NeRTH BAST
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: ( Adﬁual Grassland Ruderal Agricutural
(Circle all that apply) :
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) ,
Railroad Industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) )
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing
Notes: CL’ CoSermES BIVESRS LRESER v




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers :__£- /fepefpsrar’ |, o fiALLrSN) Date: S~ 2Z-cz

Feature # (/3 Photo # p/6/ 747 Location: @ 125 -250°
o8S P Direction:

Routine Data Sheet(s): ¥ES> NO Falgged: YES NO
Physlcal Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: (YES NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ 70 X 3 s

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) Z_

Foot @ NOeS: Sige cocy Prpressen 4
Swale Temporarily Flooded Arrise GRAT At

Ditch | Saturated

Habitat Features

Emerg?ntﬁ\;fs?etation YES Aquatic Invertebrates YES 7 NO
ca
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES > NO Algae YES NGO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES ﬁd)
Mammal B YESD
ammat Burrows YES NO Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge YES @ (Le- hydrologieally connected) YES NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: pprer or ,pec o fe
Basking Sites CYESS NO o prg i
(within or adjacent to wetiand) i i
Small Fish or Amphibians YES C NOS

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: (Annual Grassland ) Ruderal Agricultural

Circle all that ) ; .
( el Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential

Circle all that apply) _— - .
( (_Roads ) Railroad Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply)
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes: CoSUmMES presE vl




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers ;___~ . /%ﬂp&sz/\' " e d,«,t,z,z,;@J Date: %

Feature # __Q-L'L Photo # _rere Location: (1253 125 -250'

Direction: ______
Routine Data Sheet(s):@ NO Falgged: (YES YNO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  ¥E® NO-
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ S35 x 30’
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _Z, S
ool > (SBasonally Floodsd> NOS: ooy prpecssen
Swale Temporarily Flooded AR AT GRA SScpoD
Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES  ®NO>  quaticlnvertebrates  YES Z NO

(cattails)
NO Algae YES
Nest Trees YES @

Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

Hydrophytic Vegetation
(popcom fiower, semaphore grass, etc.)

QEsD
Mammal Burrows @ NO

i.e. hydrologically connected
Other Refuge vEs  (noy e drloskaly comected) FES)  NO
(rocks, debtis, wood, etc) o Notes:
Basking Sites CYESD NO FAFT  oF foot [Swaere
(within or adjacent to wetland) COM PLE x
Small Fish or Amphibians YES @

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: ¢~ Annuaj Grassland Ruderal Agricultural

(Circle all that apply)

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Reslidential
(Circle all that appty) : .
Railroad Industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle ali that apply)
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:
ON  COSUMNMES PRESE2vE.




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers £ //’kﬂ/zce‘f/v») L . /f//h@/Z/Sc/\) Date:__ 3 -/2-c2

Featute # (25 Photo # MOME Location: @ 125 -250'
c9o-s5s Direction:

Routine Data Sheet(s):@ NO Falgged: @NO

Physical Features (Clrcle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: ES). NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ 22" X /S ’

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ & =/

Pool Notes: scupae e FEATVRE | SHACLW
@ Temporarily Flooded ALEAS OF  peppmg oBsepoE>

Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emerg?::u\;?sg);etation YES @ Aquatic Invertebrates YES 7 NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation CES> NO Algae YES ANON
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Troes VES
Mammal Burro .@
" @ NO Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge vEs (@O  (emieeseaveomedd - gESy  NoO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites @ NO FAET oF SwacE foac
(within or adjacent to wetland) COoMPLE X

Small Fish or Amphiblans YES

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: @ Ruderal Agricultural
(Circle all that apply) ‘
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops ~ Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circlo all that apply) = ,
Roads Railroad industrial
Human [mpacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply) )
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes: ;s cosvmmES RIivER PRESERUL




‘Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers ;- WP P F s g pd 2 /L/M/@/SQA)

Date: 5~/ zZz-~-0 =2

Feature # 26 Photo # pICITAL
Direction:

Physical Features (Circle)

Location: (125 )

Routine Data Sheet(s)YE® NO
Potential Jurisdictional WL:

125 -250'

Falgged: (YES DNO

YES O NO

Hydrologic Class

Wetland Type

Approximate Size __£ »x 7£rosive

Water Depth (inches) Z-

Stream Permanently Flooded
Pond Semipermanently Flooded
Pool (Seasonally Flooded >
@ Temporarily Flooded

Notes: /EX/"/_::/\) <y C__ §W/}/L/:_

Corm Py ort AFEAS

Ditch Saturated orr SsHAc oW Pepp G
Habitat Features
Emer Qe(gt;{‘z?etaﬁon YES Aquatic Invertebrates YES 7 NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO Algae YES @
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @
Mammal Burrows @ NO

Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

Notes: , coSv I ES

i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge YES (ve-hyclrologically connected JES) NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: 7
Basking Sites YES NO PART oF fool /Swhee
(within or adjacent to wetiand) ComPLEX
Small Fish or Amphibians YES
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: Ruderal Agricultural
(Clrclo all that apply) S .
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) . ,
Roads Railroad industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) .
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

PvE R TEESEpvE




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observersi__£_ffeppefsrap) , g, 14l tssor) Date:_Z s~ =

Feature # _¢-’7/F _Photo # NOrE Location: @ 125 -250'
,26-5)  Direction:

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (NOD  Falgged: YES (0)

Physical Features (C[rc]e) Potential Jurisdictional WL: YES NO,

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ /S~ "X/ S ‘

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ <7

@) Seasonally Flooded Notes: |, pzv sHpecocd 72PCRAPHG
Swale @ PEPEESSsen) 700 ApoovAT CRASSLAND
Ditch | Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES i
s (Y Aquatic Invertebrates YES @
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO Algae YES @
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees @ NO
Mammal Burro S
ws YE CP Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected —.
Other Refuge YES fo) e Rydrlogicaly comected) (YESy NO
(rockBs, d:ﬁs. g(:d eto) NO Notes: ., v v soel feprr or=
asking Sites @
(within or adjacent to wetiand) ‘Asent  CGEELL, ormes foor S
AL SerATES o 7S AR
Small Fish or Amphibians YES

e wATER AT TIME oF SupviE-/

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: nual Grassland Ruderal Agricultural

Circle all that -
( 8PP Shrubs Trees> Woodland Riparian

VALLE Y GA# S
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) - .
Rangeland Roads Railroad Industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply)
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline

Aquatic Featur

Heppefsror | [ faERrsord

es Field Data Sheet

Observers ./~ - Date;_ 2 /ST
Feature # A g/ Photo # 2 Location:(_125 125 -250’
S AT Direction: _N
(25— 35S Routine Data Sheet(s): YES NO Falgged: (YESHYNO

Physica| Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: YES NO
- |Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ &, 13 A< PE £
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) & — 4
Pool Seasonally Fiooded Notes: 5.4, s CL AT SSnt s
(@ emporarily Flooded SHAZ = Pece Ay poopsrd  Epl
Ditch Saturated T SEATUEZ
Habitat Features
Emergent Vegetation YES OO Aquatic Invertebrates ES NO
(cattails) a @ '
Algae YES
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES CNO D g @
{popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES NO
| B NO
Mammal Burrows (YESD Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
— (i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge ves  CNOD (YESD>  NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites @ NO
(within or adjacent to wetland)
Small Fish or Amphibians YES
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: /Annual Grassland Ruderal Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply)
Rangeland Roads Railroad Industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) i . i o )
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing
Notes:




‘Cosumnes Power Plant Naturai Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers : £, H‘(/ppu/:fs 7"&/&.5 yd /4/;[@,&,30,\& Dater__2 -~/ 5O >
Feature # /~//C _ Photo # _23 Location: (125) 125 -250'

& DirectionI
(25> (P ) Routine Data Sheet(S):@ NO Falgged: @NO

Physlical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: (YES ) NO

{Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size —
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) 7. S

Pool Seasonally Flooded Notes: ppracepT 772120227
OF LA SurA CRBE o
JREL AMD  RBArle P/&ffffﬁ,_ #l0 70
PMINIVAL  Frel) 'm 7245 Azca

Swale Temporarily Fiooded
Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES  ((NOO Aquatic Invertebrates ~ (YES ) NO

(cattalls)
Hydrophytic Vegetation QESD NO Algae @ NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees @ NO
Mammal Burrows YES @3)
Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge YES (-e. hydrologloally connected) (YES > NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: CAGUIA (REE 1e
Basking Sites @ NO
{within or adjacent to wetland)

Small Fish or Amphiblans YES

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: (Annuaj Grasslan Ruderal Agricultural

(Circle all that apply) =
Shrubs Trees> Woodland Riparian

VAL EAT G HIEy oAt
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) .
Roads Railroad industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) '
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




‘Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers :_Z /{UPPLES 70 , K H/,«-;Z/’Z/_Sa#\) Date:_ 2- /5~ 02
Featuro # __/~7 ___Photo# _2!( Location: (128) 125 -250'

[ 27.sw Direction: = |
Routine Data Sheet(sf; YES NO Falgged: @ NO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: ~ ¥ES) NO

{Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size 0 ¥ 2S5 °

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) 5,5
d Pool @ Notes: e wirmiP A swiee
{Swale> Temporarily Flooded FEATURSS

Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emefg?:;u\affsﬁ)!etaﬁm YES @ Aquatic Invertebrates YES NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO Algae YES ey
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees <YES> NO
ammal B NO
Mammal Burrows YES m-o-) Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicall ected —
Other Refuge ves O (6. hydrologioally comnected) 48 NO
(rocks, debtis, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites YESN  NO IHE FEATVEE. - flows
(within or adjacent to wetland) LCESy IMID 721 ReTA LY &=
o CPEL
Small Fish or Amphibians YES  NO) LnevmA  (FEF&

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: < Annual Grassland Ruderal Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) ]
Rangeland Roads Railroad industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply)
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




‘Cosumnes Power Plant Naturai Gas Pipeline
' Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers: K . Heppersrzpd | Y4, /JA»F;Z/_S&‘/) Date: 2 ~7-02

Feature # _/A 3  Photo# 1 D Location: @ 125 -250'

Direction: _=

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (NOD  Falgged: (fES_NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES CNOD

o~

|Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

Stream Pemanently Flooded Approximate Size 35’ X 18 ’

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) __ <S5

@ Notes: .- SHAL L [eer iy efs
Swale Temporarily Flooded CHATER  PRESEMST  ar TmE
Ditch Saturated oF feevsy

Habitat Features

Emer: Q?ﬁ%ﬁ?etaﬁm YES (oD} Aquatic Invertebrates ~ <YESD NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES NO Algae @ NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES
al B =
Mammal Burrows @ NO Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologicalt ected o
Other Refuge QEs) no W (tehvieesslomed o ves (RO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) , Notes: ¢ prep oo ArEn
Basking Sttes @ NO
(within or adjacent to wetland) BEfweEEr) FAIC Borfs A7N2
R P CrITES RoAD
Small Fish or Amphibians YES (NO) 7e 7 2

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: @ Ruderal @
(Circle all that apply) ®

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Pasture > Field Crops Urban/Residential
(Circle alf that appty) .
Rangeland Roads ailroad Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) )
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




‘Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers i £ - /{0 PrEsr) L. 1) AzfrSan Date: Z-7-o=
Featuro # _A S/ photo# _ /S~ Location: @ 125 -250'
Direction: __ £
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (NO) Falgged: (YES) NO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: YES NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

4 ¢
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size /e X ZZ
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) ;
Pool Seasonally Floode Notes: corcrrs apra 1 o
Swale Temporarily Flooded FARM AccEss pea prorz

Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES NO ;
(cattalls) ® Aquatic Invertebrates  CYESD NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES Algae YES @D
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, efc.) Nest Trees VES a 3
o

Mammal Burro
we YES Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

i.e. hydrologicall ected
Other Refuge @ NO (ve. hydrotogically connected) @ NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc)

Notes: ’
Basking Sites @ NO 18" 1P orvEr FTwpd c/T7ES
(within or adjacent to wetiand) PoAl? - LoopER ¢ i reT
3 YNE z 04 _
Small Fish or Amphibians YES £ R T2hcie S

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: (“Annual Grassland @ Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that appty) o .
Rangeland Railroad Industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages @@ Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply) i
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers . £~ [V Ppe £ 5720 , L. /—//?ﬂﬁfgéﬁ) Date: £~ /-2 2
Feature # A 32 Photo# /7 Location:@ 125 -250°
Direction: _&
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (NO>  Falgged: (YESYINO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES @
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
4 /
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ /S X 290
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) S S
Poo Seasonally Flooded Notes: sz, cc o PombEL ARBAS
Swale Temporarily Flooded I DT FAZrM Acce sS RoA >
Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES @S> Aquatic Invertebrates YES NO

(cattails)

Al YE
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES @ gae S NO )
(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees VES
Mammal Burrows C jj_é_) NO -m
Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge QGES  NO ) No

(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites @ NO foees BEcicviz ouvERZEronD
{within or adjacent to wetland) FROM AP TAr Eroy PoaDPS/p =
Small Fish-or Amphibians YES NO bPrre#Es

TADPoLE S

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: Agricultural

(Circle all that apply)
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply)

Human Impacts: xcavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply)
and Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Date: <7 <

Observers : /? //Z/QPAFS?‘?)/J - /,//,tﬂ,é/_go/\)

Feature # A 23 Photo # /& Location: @

Direction: _ /£ _
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES @
YES NO

125 -250'

Falgged: (YESHNO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL.:

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
/ /
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size 34" X/%
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) ST 785
[Pool™> Seasonally Floode Notes:
Y L FORREZ /A I Py
Swale Temporarily Flooded FArt AccESS KoAD
Ditch Saturated
Habitat Features
Emerg?ntn\(??etation YES @ Aquatic Invertebrates @ NO
cattails
—— Al NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES NO gae ; IESS
{popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @
M 1B N
ammat Burrows @ © Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge YES QESY NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites YES NO [FECIBvE S BUNOFE Fom
(within or adjacent to wetland) FOADS pL P17z 4
Small Fish or Amphibians @ NO
TADPAES

Environmental Features

Annual Grassland

Shrubs

Adjacent Vegetation:
(Circle all that apply)

Adjacent Land Use:
(Circle all that apply)

Rangeland

Human Impacts:
(Circle all that apply)

Excavated Drainages

and Leveling

Notes:

q ﬁoags )}

Agricultural
Trees Woodland Riparian
Field Crops Urban/Residential
(Bailroad ™ Iroad Industrial

Culverts Underground Utilities

Fill Material Disking/Plowing




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

7 thppe Fsrar) 4. A//fzzzr-fa\) c-7-oZ

Observers : Date:

Feature # /A 3S"  Photo# 2¢
Direction: /=

125 -250'

Location: @
Routine Data Sheet(s@ NO

Physica[ Features (Circ[e) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES (N
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _41_—4
(ﬁjb easonally Floode Notes: S FASSY, supecow pPrresss opl
Swale Temporarily Flooded AREAS w171 PeNDEL wATESZ
Ditch Saturated IISTERIT 1 TT T T
Habitat Features
Emergent Vegetation YES Qo> Aquatic invertebrates @ NO
(cattails)
) . Al
Hydrophytic Vegetation ED NO gae = NO
(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @)
Mammal Burrows YES C :é D
Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge CEES ) NO @ NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: - 1
Basking Sites GBS NO e g esTrs TR
(within or adjacent to wetland) MATURAT  ZNTE 200 197 B ps7 PRA
~ASE
. , T AP UE st /}570,2,,;_ -
Small Fish or Amphibians YES NO TIAE 5%?7# APEL 7o
TAD Lokt s } rlerrrd
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: " Annual Grassland Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: @ Field Crops @ Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) -
Rangeland (RoadsH @ Industrial
Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) e T T~
C Land Leveling p) Fill Material Disking/Plowing
Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers : E /ﬁJDDAEJrUIJ , ,J/M@;Z/Sa/\/ Z -7-o2Z_.

Date:

Feature # A 36 Photo # 2/

Direction:

Physical Features (Circle)

Location: (125’ ™ 125 -250

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES S
YES

£

fFalgged: @ NO

Potential Jurisdictional WL:

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
/ ’
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _/0 Y £9
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) ﬁ 7S
Pool Seasorlglly Flooded Notes: >, 7 Cor CRETE Pox CLtiEgT
Swale Temporarily Flooded UIPEZ  TW N Cir7ES  RoAD
@ Saturated
Habitat Features
Emergent Vegetation YES NO Aquatic Invertebrates NO
(cattails) Q g @
Algae ( ::: ) NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO g
(popcorm flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES ¢ [IO )
M B ES NO
ammatburrows CESD Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge YES YES NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
o ADPSI D
Basking Sites FESD NO = PrRAMNASE
(within or adjacent to wetland)
Small Fish or Amphibians NO
Buet FrRogS
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: (“Annial Grassian Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops Urban/Residential

(Circle all that apply)

Human Impacts:
(Circle all that apply)

Notes:

Excavated Drainages

Land Leveling

(FElroad ™

Industrial

Fill Material

Underground Utilities
Disking/Plowing




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers . £, v prefsrod ; K. [SAEEsN) Date:__ 2 -~ /-02
Feature #_A 38 photo # 2%l Location:CT28"y 125 -250
Direction: __ =2
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES Falgged: @ NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
/ % /
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size /S x 4
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) z3 47 yadlca wwfm}
Pool Seasonally Flooded Notes: ,, 4/ CONCEETE ¢t CE/®T
Swale Temporarily Flooded CRDEZ Toop CIT7ES Per P Box
Ditch Saturated CoterErr onPEre. RAIL RerD
TRACIKS

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES Aquatic Invertebrates @ NO

(cattails)
[ N

Hydrophytic Vegetation CYED NO Algae @ ©

(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @
Mammal Burrows JESD  NO Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge YES QES  NO
(rocks, debris, wood, efc) Notes:

Basking Sites @ NO HIPRoL oGrchee s  coppEerE
(within or adjacent to wetland) 7T P A pr EnT DRA AL

Small Fish or Amphibians @ NO eN SourH Sipe OF RoApD

Bewe fFrosS

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: (Annual Grasslan @ Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)
Shrubs Woodland Riparian

FuchrPru $
Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) —
Rangeland Industrial

@

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply) R
( Land Leveling> Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers:__F. HVDDe £5720 /A HAaerr130rd Date:_ 2 - 7-& 2.
Feature # A 3f2 Photo # _3_7 Location:@ 125 -250°

Direction: _£=

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES ®Q O Falgged: @NO

Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: ~ YES CNO™
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _/¢ Rt
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ 2.
@ @ Notes:
Swale Temporarily Flcode
Ditch Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES Aguatic Invertebrates @ ' NO

(cattails)
Algae NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO g @
(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @
N
Mammat Burrows VES @ Other Wetlands in immediate Vicinity
(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge YES ( NO ) QES ) NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:

3 CATS! d 1
Basking Sites YES NO F rE Pt

(within or adjacent to wetiand)

Small Fish or Amphibians YES

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: ( Annual Grassland C_Ruderal D) Agricultural

(Circle all that apply) ,
Shrubs Trees Woodiand Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) -
Rangeland industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply) _
and Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers:___ /- /tvppessron) | 4. //ﬁ/7r2/50/\) Date: & -7-©2
Feature # ﬁ 42 Photo # 5/ Location: (125’ 125 -250°
Direction: :
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (NG> Falgged YESNO

Physical Features (Circ|e) Potential Jurisdictional WL.: YES NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

/. /
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ /S~ X ZO

,
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _____/_

T T —
Pool Seasonally Flooded Notes: 27 7 ., 2 L. TII
(@ Temporarily Flooded CITTES Lot zu" cEpEDT

Ditch Saturated UV E T yppEs BAIL BoAD

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation @ NO Aquatic Invertebrates @ NO
(cattails) poRTH SIPE e oMY

Al YES NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO gae
(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES
Mammal Burrows AED NO

Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

(i.e. hydrologically connected}
Other Refuge YEs (D (YESS  NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:

Basking Sites @ NO

(within or adjacent to wetiand)

PRAINS 7T Poropes>
AREA o0 profpy SIPE or

AT FeAL grRACkS
Small Fish or Amphibians IED NO
Boee FFo6S

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: @uai Grassland Agricultural

(Circle all that apply)

Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply)
Rangeland Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages .@ﬁb Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) .
(_Land Leveling™ Filt Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers : /? //000455/7//\) , . //Az,z/,govj 2 -7-c2

Date:

Feature # /V/y Photo # 5

Direction: _ 4/

Physical Features (Circle)

Potential Jurisdictional WL.:

125 -250’

Location: @

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (' NO
YES NO

Falgged: @ NO

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
/ /
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size 25 X &S
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _ifd—
[Pool S lly Flooded Notes:
[Pool ™ easonally Floode N
Swale Temporarily Flooded FAZI  foc £55 PeAp hf
Ditch Saturated
Habitat Features
Emergent Vegetation YES @ Aquatic Invertebrates YES @
(cattails)
i, Al YE N
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES CNO ) gae S @
(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, efc.) Nest Trees YES @
M |B YES NO
ammat Burrows @ Other Wetlands in immediate Vicinity
(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge ves  CQuod YES
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites YES NO VEET JUEBIZ ATERE =
(within or adjacent to wetland) Mo ARUATIC rpvERTE BoA7E S
Small Fish or Amphibians YES IBSECVEL BT wsvar imsPECoN
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: (" Annual Grasslan ( Eud‘era! ) Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops - Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) .
Cdngeamr>  (Roat> CRairoad ) industril

Human Impacts:
(Circle all that apply)

Excavated Drainages

Land Leveling

Notes:

Culverts Underground Utilities

Fill Material Disking/Plowing




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers L. fvope £ s 72 - /L/A‘Q/Z’J”’\) Date: & ~7-°2Z
Feature # <2 Photo # 12,15 Location:@ 125 -250’
Direction:
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES @ Falgged: (YES) NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
— /7 7
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size /S x/z8
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _51—5
Pool easonally Floode Notes:
Swale Temporarily Flooded
Ditch Saturated
Habitat Features
Emerg?ntﬂ\{lezg);etation YES @ Aquatic Invertebrates @ NO
cattaiis
Al NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO gae @
(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES <N0i:
B
Mammal Burrows VES Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge YES NO YES .‘!&
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites ( YE§> NO
(within or adjacent to wetland)
Small Fish or Amphibians C f:é D NO
P beee Frecs
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: ¢ Annual Grassland Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)
Shrubs Woodland Riparian
E AT 78T S
Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops - Vineyards Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply)
v Rangeland Roads Industrial

Human Impacts: Culverts Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply)

Excavated Drainages

Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers i 2. MY Op A5 *7/‘~3 Date:
Feature # ["3-F&  Photo # VONE Location: @ 125 -250'
Direction:
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES NO Falgged: YES NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) . —™
@ Notes: gsee;2s o= peemtc Roecs
Swale Temporarily Flocded PETWE £ TN CITTES AP
Ditch Saturated CNT ErsTr Toros

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES @ Aquatic Invertebrates YES NO

(cattails)

. Al YES
Hydrophytic Vegetation (YESD> NO gae

(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees @ NO
Mammal Burrows YES . , I
Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

(i.e. hydrologically connected)

Other Refuge YES O CYESD .NO

(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:

Basking Sites @ NO

(within or adjacent to wetland)

Small Fish or Amphibians YES QD

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: Annual Grassland Ruderal Agricultural

(Circle all that apply) ] ) .
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential

(Circle all that apply) .
Rangeland Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Culverts Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) .
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers:__F. |}uppPetf s7oM /4 /‘f/)th/’?//ﬁ'Q/5 Date:__2—6 -9 &
Feature # _ A 23 Photo # 5 2= Location: (125 ) 125 -250
Direction:

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES Falgged:(YES NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class .

oxdd’
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size /
4

Fond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) L/
Pool “Seasonally Floods Notes: /& " popcpere soreinr—
Swale Temporarily Flooded CNPERZ  RA A D

@ Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES NO Aquatic Invertebrates YES QUo>D

(cattails)
Algae YES D
Nest Trees YES CISID/_D

Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
(i.e. hydrologically connected) YES @
Notes: Zvwmwor s~ f[FLert FoADS /pe
Prrcr - po veve
orbeEe T 1y eEs

Hydrophytic Vegetation YES

(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.)

Mammal Burrows @

Other Refuge YES
(rocks, debris, wood, etc)

Basking Sites CYESD

(within or adjacent to wetland)

z [(2\ =z

Small Fish or Amphibians YES /ZCAD
Environmental Features
Adjacent Vegetation: = Annual Grassland @eﬂl’ Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops (Vineyards>  Urban/Residential

(Circle all that apply)

Rangeland ~Roads @D Industrial
Human impacts: Excavated Drainages \"'/"C’ﬁ‘l'i/erts)v? R Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) )
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




‘Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

E Hoppetsron, i AR EISON
125'

Observers : Date:__ 2 fg -G 2.

Foature # _/4 25 photo#_/ Location: 125 -250'

Direction: _&

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES NGO~
Potential Jurisdictional WL: ~ YES O )

Falgged: (YE§ NO

Physical Features (Circle)

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
/ I
Stream Permanently Fiooded Approximate Size 'YX oz
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) 4= 2"
Pool “Seasonally Fl Notes:
; [[ze"  Bey coevene7T”
Swale Temp e8> vrpEr TRUIN CITIES
;DitCh ) Saturated AT
Habitat Features
Emergent Vegetation YES i
(catalls) Aquatic Invertebrates @ NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO Algae @ NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES
Mammal Burrows NO |
@ Other Wetiands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologically connected
Other Refuge YES (e hydrologloslly comnected)  ¢ESY  NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes:
Basking Sites GESD NO AFPERRS TP BE FART of
(within or adjacent fo wetiand) PMhropame SwhAT £ I NORTH
{ Fish o Amphib o s/pE o FoAD, Scvill SIPZ
Small Fish or lans N = 2 , =
P bosi opops | CSNERIER 7w vinErarb

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation:  Annual Grassland
(Circle all that apptly) :
Shrubs
Adjacent Land Use: asture
(Circle all that apply) @
Rangeland

Human Impacts:

Excavated Drainages
(Circle all that apply) ‘

Land Leveling
Notes: raens AccEss zoap
THIS  pRATIMeE

< Roa?s:

Agricuttural
Trees Woodland Riparian
Field Crops Urbar/Residential

industrial

Underground Utilities

Fill Material
JPUps  TTEov T

Disking/Plowing




Cosumnes Power Plant Natura( Gas Pipeline
' Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers :__£. sfvppefsrar . Hazzss o r) Date:_2-& -c2

Feature # A / 7 Photo # z3
Direction:

Physical Features (Circle)

Location: @ 1256 -250'

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES @
Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES (NO»

Falgged: @ NO

Wetland Type Hydrologlc Class
Stream Permanently Flooded
Pond Semipermanently Flooded
Pool Seasonally Flooded
Swale

Approximate Size _3 v s’
Water Depth (inches) AoNE

Notes: poa,mace o, re it
1577 cp P unDE T2 m,/\_) cl eSS

Mammal Burrows

& o
E

Other Refuge NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc)
Basking Sites YES NO
(within or adjacent to wetiand)

Small Fish or Amphiblans

vyes ( NO )

2
Qitch™ Saturated ICAD, woep Bex coevEp7
orpEes? AL POAD
Habitat Features
Emergir;\:u\;ig);etation YES Aquatic Invertebrates YES NoD>
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES Algae YES
{(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @

Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologically connected
(i.e. hydrologically con ) YES @

Notes: zocipves overFrew fFrom
ADTACENT VINYARPS ~ MO
NMATVENTL  WE 72 AP PS

ADPITAL 07

Environmental Features

Human Impacts:
(Circle all that apply)

Excavated Drainages

Notes:

Adjacent Vegetation: = Annuaj Grassland Rudera Agricuftural
(Circle all that apply) : L.
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian
Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Urban/Residential
(Circle all that appty) .
Rangeland . Industrial

Fill Material

POND - AR AcCESS  mrousrt prAMATE

Underground Utilities
Disking/Plowing




‘Cosumnes Power Plant Naturai Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Fleld Data Sheet

Observers .- 1V DPpr£s700d 4. HARRISO Date:_c-4-0 2
Feature # _/* 20 photo # _ZS_ Location: (126> 125 -250'
Direction: _A/

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (e Falgged:@ NO
Physlcal Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES (D)

Wetland Type Hydrologic Class

3 55’
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size ~< -
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) _g/or =
Pool Seasonally Flooded Notes: ;g . , /= erDE [ rews M
Swale Jemporarily Flooded Cr77EE RoAD, tweep BoX
@ Saturated COLvERT vPPERE At FoAD

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES Aquatic Invertebrates YES

(cattalls)
Hydrophytic Vegetation YES @ Algae @ NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES @
Mammal Burrow: Y N
s @ © Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
i.e. hydrologically connected
Other Refuge YES o-ydologoelycomeeted  ves QO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) @ Notes: Semif PompED WATESZ
Basking Sites NO THE
{(within or adjacent to wetland) CESERVED w PASTVEES T
perRTIt | BuT Mo APPATENT
Small Fish or Amphibians YES I IOEOLCEIC CopMIIEeTE D w77
. . TH/S DreTH

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation:  Annua Grassland

Circle all that .
( il Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops Urban/Residential
Circle all that apply) .
( Rangeland . Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply) i - .
Cland Levelmﬁ )] Fill Material Disking/Plowing
Notes: ) , » pamn AccEss porp RUMNS  Trifove

TH7S DEAIATE.




‘Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers . Z- (00pe £57an b HARE1ISoN Date:_2~4 -0 2
Feature # _A Z/ __Photoé_Z 7 Location: (125, 125 -250'
Direction: __S_

Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (NO Falgged@ NO

Physlcal Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL: ~ YES (NO»

Wetland Type Hydrologlc Class ' , ,

Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size _ /7 ¥ 25

Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) 2 ”

Pool @ NOWeS: /9% por P erop /e 7o0s 22
Swale Temporarily Flooded Ce77Es FeAD /87 corcRl rE
@ Saturated CCevERT vrrE R TRAte 5

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES NO ;
catialy @O~ Aquatic Invertebrates YES (R
Hydrophytic Vegetation (YES> NO Algae YES NO
(popcom flower, semaphore grass, etc.) SPARSIZ Nest Trees YES @
Mammal Burrows NO
@ Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
I.e. hydrologically connected
Other Refuge YES Qo> (ve- hydrologloally con ) @ NO
(ooxs, s, wood o) Notes: 7zs prmvAzE APPEARS TO
Basking Sites QJES) NO BE HIPROL oG ent ¢ 5 conpster D
(within or adjacent to wetland)
7O FUrPESD AEEAS po0 PASIURE
Small Fish or Amphiblans YES (_NO) o NoRTH SIDE oF phiLEekD

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation:  Annuaj Grassland P

(Circle all that apply) :
Shrubs Woodland Riparian
F AT YPTTS

Adjacent Land Use: Field Crops Vineyards Urban/Residential

(Circle all that apply)
Rangeland ; Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages @@B Underground Utilities
(Circle all that apply) o _ - g
C Lan§ Leveling > Fill Material Disking/Plowing

NOWeS: —apan Ace ess Roh D 1o y2f7ns AREA  FerS FHEoc T
P zrAse B




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers ;& /—/UDP&F5/"V¢J , L, /'fﬂ"ﬂ'/e’SC'/J Date: 2 -&-°Z

Feature # [ﬂ S5 Photo # Location: @ 125 -250'

Direction:
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES CNOY Falgged;@NO
Physical Features (Circle) Potential Jurisdictional WL:  YES NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size /0 ¥ [ 3O
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) __/O/'_
Pool Seasonally Floo Notes: 307 ctP ywoce coky
Swale Temporarily Fiooded EAST EoAD
L .
Ditch Saturated - PorpSi e PRAINACE  prry
Habitat Features
Emergent V?g)getation YES D) Aquatic Invertebrates YES NO
(cattails
Algae NO
Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO g @
(popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) Nest Trees YES <NOj)
Mammal Burrows ves QD Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity
(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge ves QD GED  NO
(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: S NEEE
) = il p
Basking Sites CYEED NO Foos /suAe

o 7 )
(within or adjacent to wetland) CordPeg x A Sov SPE

o N
Small Fish or Amphibians CYES> NO el
Foss/BeE Buris FFroGS

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation: (AAnnuaI Grassland ) Ruderal Aéﬁéultural

(Circle all that apply) )
Shrubs Trees Woodland Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops Urban/Residential
(Circle all that apply) s < .
Rangeland Railroad Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply)

Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing
Notes:




Cosumnes Power Plant Natural Gas Pipeline
Aquatic Features Field Data Sheet

Observers £ . /—A/DPL'ESTE/‘J A /—/A?ZISO'J Date: &£ ~ g-oz
Feature # A’ Sg Photo # Location: @ 125 -250'
Direction:
Routine Data Sheet(s): YES (N0  Falgged:(YES) NO
Physical Features (Circ]e) Potential Jurisdictional WL: YES NO
Wetland Type Hydrologic Class , ,
Stream Permanently Flooded Approximate Size /© x/$S
Pond Semipermanently Flooded Water Depth (inches) i__s
Pool Seasonally Flooded Notes: 2" _. 1P crpe
Swale Temporarily Flooded LAY A FeAD
Dit Saturated

Habitat Features

Emergent Vegetation YES dg> Agquatic Invertebrates YES

(cattails)

Algae NO

Hydrophytic Vegetation @ NO g @

{popcorn flower, semaphore grass, etc.) 5?}\')2-35 Nest Trees YES
B ( ::S )

Mammal Burrows NO Other Wetlands in Immediate Vicinity

(i.e. hydrologically connected)
Other Refuge ves QO (YES)  No

(rocks, debris, wood, etc) Notes: PN
Basking Sites @ NO EAKLS ExppEsSSED
(within or adjacent to wetland) 5/‘/4’& £ op Sov 77 S s
g/t A 4  RPeA
Small Fish or Amphibians YES QO gors  FeAp

Environmental Features

Adjacent Vegetation:  Annual Grassland Ruderal Agricultural
(Circle all that apply)

Shrubs Trees Woodiand Riparian

Adjacent Land Use: Pasture Field Crops C Vineyards ) Urban/Residential

(Circle all that apply) ) )
Rangeland Railroad Industrial

Human Impacts: Excavated Drainages CCulverts Underground Utilities

(Circle all that apply)
Land Leveling Fill Material Disking/Plowing

Notes:




California Native Species Field Survey Form

Mail to:
Natural Diversky Database E ) [\
F /
California Depantment of Fish and Game or Office Use Only
1807 13" Street, Suite 202 Source Code Quad Code
Sacramento, CA 95814 Elm Code Occ. No.

month (mm) date (dd) year (yyyy)

\u

ScientificName: LEPYI DefpCsS phcteAr P/

Common Name: VERHRAL [fooc TADPorEZ SHE/iAFE
Species Found? ﬁi O Reporter: _[CUSSE(L  (4vDpLESTON / CltzM Hix
yes no If not, why? Address: 2485~ fVAToMAS PARW DR H#4
Total No. Individuals __/ Subsequent Visit? [Jyes [Jno SACRAMEN NTD , A4 FSEBES
Is this an existing NDDB occurrence? Ono unk.
Yes, Occ. # Email Address: _rhyddle 1 € ch QA .com
Collection? If yes: NMop =

Phone: (/6 ) 286-0239F

Number Museum / Herbarium
Plant Information Animal Information
Age Structure: | i ﬁ’
Phenology: # adults # juveniles # unknown
% vegetative ~ % flowering % fruiting m O O O O O
bleading wintering  burrow site rookery nesting other

Location (please also attach or draw map on back) AFPPESY IMATEL Y JO00 FEET arefTH oL

Etic GRovE BLv P pPooe oM wEST SIDE of wESTEZN PhciEre Zhie RoAD TRAckS
APPREX 1m1ATEL Y 00§ MILES wES] OF FRArICL) D PBevfd

County: SAC AT £ M T Landowner / Mgr.: PVT

Quad Name: Frez) ) Elevaton: _2o ’

T 7N R SE _ SE14of_5e2 1/4 ofSection_32Z T R 1/4 of ____ 1/4 of Section _

UTM: Zone: _CAL- 2e~£ Z-  (10,11) Datum: A D 88 {NADB83,NAD 27, WG5 84, other)
Source: AF—S (GP S, map & type, etc.) Point Accuracy: a-/ Meters

UTM Coordinates M 19/2z2z23.,/8 £ 87 7800, 522,

HabitatDescription (plant communities, dominants, associates, substrates/soils, aspects/siope) S pered ¢ roEAR

JCPOCEAPI1e PEPRESS 7erd ADTACENT 70 Rare Rotp 1ioacies. AFPPEOR,S

FoHPED  CorTER PRESENT, ieRE4cEors AnD GRASS] SUBSFTRATE | coPEPoRS

Other rare species? AND WATER £y spq PRE s&p 7T

Site Information Overall site quality: [JExcellent (OGood MFair OPoor

Current / surounding land use: ool tAS pesTPAIN RAIL ROAD Rrost7 aoF~ WM/ p55/DFH7"/ $2
Are4 s P — }
Visible disturbances / possible threats: 7e EAST L eesy

Comments:
VISUAL ORsERUATION crie 7,

re ovATIC S p
TH7S £ ocArron A AP e pors 47

Determination: (check one or more, and fil in blanks) Photographs: (check one or more) Slide Print
0 Keyed (cite referencey . VISVAZ. 1D CANLY Plant/ animal d O
[0 compared with specimen housed at: SPECtES /1AS AOT Habitat O X
[] Compared with photo / drawing in: BEEN & oNEIEME D Diagnostic feature a O
] Byanother person (name): May we obtain duplicates at our expense? [Jyes [Jno
O other

FG/IWHDAB /1747 Rev.11589
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California Native Species Field Survey Form

Mail to:
Natural Diversiy Database K For Office Use Onl [\
California Department of Fish and Game y
1807 13" Street, Suite 202 Source Code Quad Code
Sacramento, CA 95814 Elm Code Oce. No.
Date of Field Work: © 2. - &4 . Zeo2. EO Index No. Map Index No.

month (mm) date (dd) year (yyyy) M 7

ScientificName: L/ ~DPERIELe 4 OCcipeEdTALlS

Common Name: 2 /tc P4 FAICY SHIZIM T

Species Found? X [] Reporter: KUSSELe. HUDPLE S 73/\) T2 fres
yes no If not, why? Address: Z485 pATerIAS PARKL DR HECO
Total No. Individuals S -/ & Subsequent Visit? [Jyes [Jno SACRATMENTS , cA, 95833
Is this an existing NDDB occurrence? Ono (unk.
o £ Yes, Occ. # Email Address: ,yhoddle 4 & Clhim, conn
Collection? Iif yes:
Phone: B - o2 3
Number Museum / Herbarium one: (7/6) 256 7
Plant Information Animal Information
Age Structure: SO /QV 2~
Phenology: # adults # juveniles # unknown
% vegetative % flowering % fruiting <] O O O O O
breeding wintering burrow site rookery nesting other

Location (please also attach or draw map on back) AprEox,marecy [/ pM/LE SowTr OF

Flic CRovE BLelR, fFs57 siPE OF (wgESTEN PAc/Fre BAre oA [lérnT o~

County: SACRATM ErTD Landowner / Mgr.: PLT

Quad Name: Feor2s ) Elevation: _ /S’

T 6P R EE  ME dof _pW1l4ofSecton & T R _ 1/4 of _____1/4 of Section

UTM: Zone: €Az, zomg 2. (10,11) Datum: __ NAVD 88 (NAD83,NAD 27, WG584, other)
Source: GFPS (GP S, map & type, etc.) Point Accuracy: -/ Meters

UTM Coordinates M, /?&{{29. 344 £ §7/83S /. P73

Habitat Description (plant communities, domimants, associates, substrates/soils, aspects/slope) SHgzco ) TOFO LA PHA -
DEPRE sSrard /10 BAre Repi= CICHT €8 O] | /ErRpcE oS A4V
GEASS] SUBSTIeATE, '

Other rare species?

Site Information Overall site quality: []Excellent [(1Good K Fair OPoor

Current / surounding land use; KA/¢ FoArD RICHT oF WwAT7 - srorE (AeE S VE proAT oot

w11 TIEAT 7] SITE 7T sy
Visible disturbances / possible threats: !

Comments:

I SUAZ- agfgﬂu//;«r?a/\) p/up7’ P AQUA TTC SAM Pl
AT THIS S 7E )

Determination: (check one or more, and fil in blanks) Photographs: (check one or more) Slide Print
[0 Keyed (cite reference} Plant/ animal . 0
D Compared with specimen haused at: Habitat D E
[ Compared with photo / drawing in: Diagnostic feature O O

th : .
g By another person (name) May we obtain duplicates at our expense? nges [Ino
Other:

FG/WHDAB /1747 Rev.1189
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California Native Species Field Survey Form

Maili to:
Natural Diversity Database E ) F
F
California Department of Fish and Game or Office Use Only
1807 13" Street, Sutte 202 Source Code Quad Code
Sacramento, CA 95814 Elm COde OCC. NO.
Date of Field Work: 02- .C¢4 _ 2oo2 EO Index No. Map Index No. _
month (mm) date (dd) year (yyyy) =
Scientific Name: (£FP ) D oRvS FACKARZD/
Common Name: (/g @rohtr FPoot TADPoLE SHRMT
Species Found? O Reporter: £v55£4£  HuppLesTon / cHZM e
yes no if not, why? Address: 2485 pAToMAS PARk DE, w660
Total No. Individuals / Subsequent Visit? [Jyes [Ono SACRAMENTD, (A4 G823
Is this an existing NDDB occurrence? Ono unk.
Yes, Occ. # Email Address: _yhvddie 2@ ch 2m, com
Collection? If yes: rerE '

Phone: (9/¢4) _ 286-<0239

Number Museum / Herbarium
Plant Information Animal Information
Age Structure: / L o
Phenology: # adults # juveniles # unknown
% vegetative % flowering % fruiting K O O O | O
breeding  wintering  burrow site rookery nesting other

Location (please also attach or draw map on back) @ /% “AFPPRox I MATELY o.t) mp1eES
NoRTH OF THE JNTERSEcT?eN oF s#E wesTEZN PACIFIC RAILRoAD s4nD FrANKEGA
BevD o Poee er wEST S/PL ocF LATLL RBeAD )N consTRUCe TE L veppdt [l

County: SACRAMENTD Landowner / Mgr.: STeRE tAkES

Quad Name: Feor i Elevaton: _ 2

T X R_SE 1/4 of 1/4 ofSection_ S T R 1/4 of 1/4 of Section ___
UTM: Zone: _CAZ. ZeNE 2 (10,11) Datum: __ pAVD 88 (NAD83,NAD 27, WG5 84, other
Source: __ G F> (GPS, map & type, etc.)  Point Accuracy: __ -/ Meters

UTM Coordinates__ A, /7075 3/, 2/ ! & L2/ED75. 222

Habitat Description (plant communities, dominants, associates, substrates/soils, aspects/siope) LARGCE CoprsSylecrz= D
VERP,rAT ool /1~ APMNUAT GRASS ¢eA 10 D ApPPROYX Z7 PerDE L ATER

CRASS Y ArD SFERPBAcFouS SOBSIEATE

Other rare species?

Site Information Overall site quality: [JExcellent HGood OFair OpPoor

Current/ sumounding land use:  <7omfE s pree S VERNAT fOOC M I TIGATTION Sy7%E , Lo
~7E, r~
Visible disturbances / possible threéts: ~ s CAITEE. CRAZ /NG 7o TS AREA

Comments:

VISvAtL OBSE/Z\/A"‘T-’O/\) OK)LV - pMo AWC SAFL ppo &

Determination: (chack one or more, and fil in blanks) Photographs: (check one or more) Slide Print
0] Keyed (cite referencel /5y 4z oRs . omnCT - D Plant/ animal ] O
[0 Compared with specimen housed at: HAS poeT BEEN Habitat | %4
[0 compared with photo / drawing in: £ oM FI @1 [= D Diagnostic feature O O
D By another person (name}: May we obtain duplicates at our expense? m yes [Jno
O other ‘

FGIWHDAB /1747 Rev.118
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Contingency Plan for Horizontal Directional
Drilling
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ATTACHMENT BR-201B3

Appendix C
Contingency Plan for Horizontal Directional
Drilling

The natural gas pipeline extension to the Cosumnes Power Plant (CPP) is proposed to cross
the Cosumnes River, Badger Creek, and Laguna Creek by Horizontal Directional Drilling
(HDD). HDD is less intrusive than traditional open-cut trenching where habitats sustain
direct soil disturbance.

Frac-out, or inadvertent return of drilling lubricant, is a potential concern when the HDD is
used under sensitive habitats and waterways. The HDD procedure uses bentonite slurry, a
fine clay material as a drilling lubricant. The bentonite is non-toxic and commonly used in
farming practices, but benthic invertebrates, aquatic plants and fish and their eggs can be
smothered by the fine particles if bentonite were discharged to waterways.

The purpose of a Contingency Plan or “Frac-out” plan is to:

¢ Minimize the potential for a frac-out associated with horizontal directional drilling
activities

e Provide for the timely detection of frac-outs

e Protect areas that are considered environmentally sensitive (streams, wetlands, other
biological resources, cultural resources)

e Ensure an organized, timely, and “minimum-impact” response in the event a frac-out
and release of drilling mud occur

e Ensure that all appropriate notifications are made to the CEC and environmental
monitors immediately, and to appropriate regulatory agencies in 24 hours and that
documentation is completed

The “Frac-out” plan is prepared by the drilling contractor, to ensure that preventive and
responsive measures can be implemented by the contractor. To minimize the potential for a
Frac-out, the Contingency Plan includes:

e Design protocols to be implemented for the protection of sensitive cultural and
biological resources

o Design protocols to require a geotechnical engineer or qualified geologist to make
recommendations regarding the suitability of the formations to be bored to minimize the
potential for frac-out conditions

Prior to construction, sensitive biological resources will be protected by implementing the
following measures:

CPP BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT C-1
REVISED DRAFT FEBRUARY 27, 2003
SAC/030580003/164746/(REVISED BA.DOC)



ATTACHMENT BR-201B3

e Sensitive biological resources will be flagged for avoidance or construction limits will be
clearly marked

e Barriers (straw bales or sedimentation fences) will be erected between the bore site and
nearby sensitive resources prior to drilling, as appropriate, to prevent released material
from reaching the resource

e On-site briefings will be conducted for the workers to identify and locate sensitive
resources at the site

e Ensure that all field personnel understand their responsibility for timely reporting of
frac-outs

¢ Maintaining necessary response equipment on-site or at a readily accessible location and
in good working order

o Disallowing fill into waters of the United States unless proper permits have been
obtained

e Monitoring for the duration of drilling activities by a qualified biologist

¢ Implement any of the mitigation measures specified by CDFG in its Streambed
Alteration Agreement, pursuant to Fish and game Code Section 1603.

To further reduce the potential impacts of a frac-out, construction of the pipeline is expected
to occur when there is least (or no) flow in the Cosumnes, Badger and Laguna Creeks.
Construction is expected to begin in summer of 2003 and end in the fall of 2003. The drilling
entry and exit areas will be clearly marked, surrounded by construction fencing and silt
fencing to minimize the potential for all-site migration of drilling mud. Access and egress
locations will be designated and clearly marked.

The primary areas of concern for inadvertent returns occur at the entrance and exit points
where the drilling equipment are at depths of less than 12 to 20 feet deep. The likelihood of
inadvertent return decreases as the depth of the pipe increases. To reduce the potential of a
frac-out affecting sensitive resources, the entrance and exit points for drilling will be located
at least 150 feet from riparian vegetation along the Cosumnes, Badger and Laguna Creeks.

To minimize the potential extent of impacts from a frac-out, all HDD will be attended by a
full-time biological monitor, to look for observable “frac-out” conditions or lowered
pressure readings on the drilling equipment. Early detection is key to minimizing the area
of potential impact.

Contingency Response
Once a frac-out is identified:

e All work stops, including the recycling of drilling mud/lubricant. The pressure of water
above the pipe keeps excess mud from escaping through the fracture.

e Determine the location and extent of the frac-out.
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If the frac-out is terrestrial:

Isolate the area with hay bales, sand bags, or silt fencing to surround and contain the
drilling mud.

Consult with CDFG and property owner representative (i.e., Nature Conservancy)
regarding next appropriate action among the following:

- A mobile vacuum truck will be used to pump the drilling mud from the contained
area and recycled to the return pit.

- The drilling mud will be left in place to avoid potential damage from vehicles
entering the area.

Once excess drilling mud is removed, the area will be seeded and/or replanted using
species similar to those in the adjacent area, or allowed to re-grow from existing
vegetation.

Revegetated areas will be monitored twice per year for two years subsequent to frac-out
to confirm revegetation is successful.

If the frac-out is aquatic (i.e., under water):

Monitor frac-out for 4 hours to determine if the drilling mud congeals. (Bentonite will
usually harden, effectively sealing the frac-out location).

Consult with CDFG and property owner representative (i.e., Nature Conservancy)
regarding next appropriate action among the following:

- If drilling mud congeals, take no other action that would potentially suspend
sediments in the water column.

- If drilling mud does not congeal, erect isolation/containment environment
(underwater boom and curtain).

- If the fracture becomes excessively large, a spill response team would be called in to
contain and clean up excess drilling mud in the water. Phone numbers of spill
response teams in the area will be on site.

If the spill affects and area that is vegetated, the area will be seeded and/or replanted
using species similar to those in the adjacent area, or allowed to re-grow from existing
vegetation.

Revegetated areas will be monitored twice per year for two years subsequent to frac-out
to confirm revegetation is successful.

After frac-out is stabilized and any required removal is completed, document post-
cleanup conditions with photographs and prepare frac-out incident report describing
time, place, actions taken to remediate frac-out and measures implemented to prevent
recurrence. Incident report will be provided to CEC and CDFG as part of project
compliance not more than 30 days after the incident.
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Fish Resources and Aquatic Habitat
Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This appendix is a reference to Attachment BR-201-B3, Revised Draft Biological Resources
Assessment for Cosumnes Power Plant, Sacramento County, California (November 27, 2002).
Modeling data and discussion are provided to address the potentia effects to fisheries resources
as aresult of the SMUD Cosumnes Power Plant Project diversion of a yearly average of 7.35 cfs
(with amonthly average ranging from 6.5 cfsto 8.9 cfs).

Species of primary management concern evaluated in this analysis include federal- and/or state-
listed species of the region, winter- and spring-run Chinook salmon, steelhead (Oncorhynchus
mykiss), Delta smelt (Hypomesus transpacificus), Sacramento splittail (Pogonichthys
macr ol epidotus)), and candidate species under the federal ESA (fall-run Chinook salmon).

Special emphasis is placed on these species to facilitate compliance with applicable laws,
particularly, the State and/or federal ESA, and to be consistent with state and federal restoration
plans. Thisfocusis consistent with: (1) CALFED’s 1999 Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan
(ERPP); (2) USFWS's 1997 Draft Anadromous Fish Restoration Program, which identifies
specific actions on the lower American River to protect anadromous salmonids; (3) CDFG’s
1996 Steelhead Restoration and Management Plan for California, which identifies specific
actions on the lower American River to protect steelhead; and (4) CDFG’'s Restoring Central
Valley Streams, A Plan for Action (1993), which identifies specific actions in the Sacramento
River system to protect saimonids. Improvement of habitat conditions for these species of
priority management concern will likely protect or enhance conditions for other fish resources,
including native resident species.

In addition, this document analyzes potential impacts to Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) as required
by the 1996 reauthorization of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management
Act (MSFCMA). EFH only applies to the habitat of commercia fish species (i.e., al Chinook
salmon habitat, but not steelhead habitat) and includes specifically identified waters and
substrate necessary for fish spawning, breeding, feeding, or growing to maturity. EFH includes
all anadromous streams (including some intermittent streams) up to impassable barriers. In the
American River Basin, EFH includes the lower American River up to Nimbus Dam. In the
Central Valley, it also includes accessible waters of the Delta, Sacramento River, and tributaries
up to impassable barriers. Keswick Dam represents the first impassable barrier on the
Sacramento River, within the study area. The evaluation process conducted within this document
may be used to satisfy EFH consultation requirements. Thus, a separate EFH document is not
needed. Information contained within the analysis regarding potential effects to EFH indicate
that implementation of the Proposed Project would not be expected to adversely affect fall-run
Chinook salmon Essential Fish Habitat.

2.0 IMPACT METHODOLOGY

This analysis addresses the potential effects of the implementation of the Proposed Project on
fisheries resources as a result of changes in surface water hydrology and are based on
comparisons made between computer model simulations that represent existing and future
hydrologic conditions with and without the Proposed Project.
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An overview of the computer simulation models used for anaysis, the simulations performed
from which impacts were estimated, and the primary assumptions and model inputs used to
represent hydrologic, regulatory, structural, and operational conditionsis provided below.

Models Used for the Hydrologic | mpact Analysis

Computer simulation models of water systems provide a means for evaluating changes in system
characteristics such as carryover storage, reservoir water elevation, river flow rate and power
generation, as well as the effects of these changes on environmental parameters such as water
temperature, early-lifestage Chinook salmon survival, and recreational opportunities. The
models used in this analysis include the following:

o United States Bureau of Reclamation’s (“Reclamation”) Project Simulation (PROSIM)
model of the Central Valley Project (“CVP’) and State Water Project (“SWP”);

o DWR's Upper American River Model (“UARM?”) of the major reservoirs and river reaches
above Folsom Reservoir;

o Reclamation's American and Sacramento river water temperature models; and

o Reclamation's American and Sacramento rivers early-lifestage Chinook salmon mortality
models.

PROSIM provides a monthly simulation of the CVP and SWP water and power operations.
Output from PROSIM serves as input to the temperature models that simulate monthly American
River and Sacramento River water temperatures. Temperature model output serves as input to
the early-lifestage Chinook salmon mortality models.

PROSIM Model

PROSIM simulates CVP and SWP operations and the hydrologic effects of those operations on
the major Central Valley river and reservoir systems. The model simulates system operations
within the geographical area affected by CVP and SWP facilities, including the Delta. PROSIM
Version 2000 was used in this study and incorporates modifications to code and data sets
determined through resource agency consultations and coordination meetings held in 1999 and
2000.

PROSIM uses a mass balance approach to simulate the occurrence, regulation, and movement of
water from one node (i.e.,, computation point) to another. Various physical processes (e.g.,
surface water inflow or accretion, flow from another node, groundwater accretion or depletion,
and diversion) are simulated or assumed. Operationa constraints, such as reservoir size and
seasonal storage limits or minimum flow requirements, also are defined for each node. The
model uses a monthly time step. Flows are specified as a mean flow for the month and reservoir
storage volumes are specified as end-of-month content.
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Upper American River Model

The UARM simulates the American River system upstream of Folsom Reservoir by combining
use of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) HEC-II1 Program for hydrologic routing and
storage accounting purposes with a spreadsheet model that simulates operations of water projects
upstream of Folsom Dam and Reservoir.

Temperature Models

Reclamation has developed water temperature models for five reservoirs (Trinity, Whiskeytown,
Shasta, Oroville, and Folsom) and three river systems (Sacramento, Feather, and American).
The models for reservoirs are distinctly different than the models for rivers. Because of the
monthly time step and relatively small volumes, regulating reservoirs (Lewiston, Keswick,
Thermalito, and Natoma) are modeled similar to river reaches rather than as storage reservoirs.
These models estimate mean monthly water temperatures based on flow and storage quantities
simulated by PROSIM. They are used to identify changes in water temperature caused by
changesin CVP and SWP operations.

Reservoir Models

Reservoir inflow, outflow, and end-of-month storage content as calculated by PROSIM is input
to the reservoir temperature models. Additional input data include meteorological information
and monthly temperature targets which are used by the model to select the level from which
reservoir releases are drawn. Temperature control devices (TCD), such as the outlet control
device in Shasta Reservoir, the temperature curtains in Whiskeytown Reservoir, and the penstock
shutters in Folsom Reservoir, are incorporated in the simulation. Model output includes water
temperature at each level in the reservoir as well as temperature of the reservoir release. The
reservoir release temperature is then used in the downstream river temperature model.

River Models

Theriver temperature models utilize the calculated temperatures of reservoir release, much of the
same meteorological data used in the reservoir models, and PROSIM output on river flow rates,
gains and diversions. Mean monthly water temperatures are calculated at multiple locations on
the Sacramento, Feather, and American rivers.

Automated Temperature Selection Procedure

The Folsom Reservoir and lower American River temperature models are utilized in an iterative
manner referred to as the Automated Temperature Selection Procedure. This procedure operates
the reservoir and river models with the objective of achieving multi-species fish monthly target
water temperatures in the lower American River at Watt Avenue. Targets are achieved through
choice of reservoir level from which the release is drawn.

Salmon Mortality Models

Water temperatures calculated for specific reaches of the Sacramento and American rivers are
used in Reclamation’s Chinook salmon mortality models to estimate annual percentage mortality
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of early-lifestage Chinook salmon. On the Sacramento River, a calculation is performed for each
of the four Chinook salmon runs. fall, late-fall, winter, and spring. On the American River,
estimates are made for the fall-run Chinook salmon.

Application of Modeling Output

The models used in this analyss (DWR's UARM, Reclamation's PROSIM, reservoir
temperature models, American and Sacramento water temperature models, and the lower
American and Sacramento river Chinook salmon early-lifestage mortality models) are tools that
have been developed for comparative planning purposes, not for predicting actual river
conditions at specific locations at specific times. The 70-year and 69-year periods of record for
PROSIM and temperature modeling, respectively, provide an index of the kinds of changes that
would be expected to occur with implementation of a specified set of operational conditions.
Reservoir storage, river flows, water temperature, and salmon survival output for the period
modeled should not be interpreted or used as definitive absolutes depicting actual river
conditions that will occur in the future. Rather, output for the with-project and the cumulative
condition can be compared to that for the without-project condition to determine:

o Whether reservoir storage or river flows and temperatures would be expected to change with
implementation of the Proposed Project;

o The months in which potential reservoir storage and river flow and temperatures changes
could occur;

o A relative index of the magnitude of change that could occur during specific months of
particular water year types, and whether the relative magnitude anticipated would be
expected to result in impacts to fish resources within the regional area; and

o The relative degree to which alterations in operations of Folsom Dam and Reservoir, as
directed by the principles of coldwater pool management, could eliminate or minimize
temperature increases.

The models used, although mathematically precise, should be viewed as having “reasonable
detection limits.” Establishing reasonable detection limits is useful to those using the modeling
output for impact assessment purposes, and prevents making inferences. (1) beyond the
capabilities of the models; and (2) beyond an ability to actually measure changes. Although data
from the models are reported to the nearest 1,000 AF, afoot in elevation, a cubic foot per second
(“cfs’), a tenth of a degree Fahrenheit (F), and a tenth of a percent in salmon mortality, these
values were rounded when interpreting differences for a given parameter between two modeling
simulations. For example, two simulations having river flows at a given location within one
percent of each other were considered to be essentially equivalent. Because the models provide
reservoir storage data on a monthly time-step, measurable differences in reservoir storage were
evaluated similarly. Similar rounding of modeled output was performed for other output
parameters in order to assure the reasonabl eness of the impact assessments.

With regard to water temperature measurements, essentially equivalent is defined as two
simulations having water temperatures at a given location within 0.3°F of each other. Commonly
used field-temperature monitoring equipment (in situ temperature loggers, thermometers,
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electronic meters) has a total error of measurement of 0.2°F or more. Therefore, modeled
differences in temperature of 0.2°F or less could not be consistently detected in the river by
actual monitoring of water temperatures. In addition, output from Reclamation's water
temperature models provides a "relative index" of water temperatures under the various
operational conditions modeled. Output values indicate whether the temperatures would be
expected to increase, remain unchanged, or decrease, and provide insight regarding the relative
magnitude of potential changes under one operational condition compared to another. Therefore,
modeled temperature changes that were within 0.3°F between modeled simulations were
considered to represent no measurable change. Temperature differences of more than 0.3°F were
assessed for their biological significance. This approach is very rigorous. For example, USFWS
and Reclamation, in the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Draft EISEIR (USFWS et
a. 1999), used a change in long-term average water temperature of 0.5°F as a threshold of
significance, and the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) generally
uses a change of 1.0°F or more as a threshold of significance.

Description of Simulations and I mpact Analysis Comparisons

Model simulations were developed to represent existing and future hydrologic conditions with
and without implementation of the Proposed Project. The simulations were then compared to
identify the potential changes in the CVP/SWP hydrologic conditions (i.e., instream flow,
reservoir elevations, end-of-month storage, and water temperature) that could influence
environmental resources. The evaluation of environmental impacts was performed by
considering the modeling results from the comparison in light of the impact indicators and
significance criteria developed for each resource topic.

Model Simulations

Four simulations were performed to meet the CEQA and NEPA analysis requirements for the
project, as described below.

e EXisting — represents existing conditions;

e Project — permanent Cosumnes Power Plant and corresponding additional SMUD diversions
of 5.32 thousand acre-feet (TAF) CVP M&| water supply in context of 2000 hydrology;

e Cumulative without Project — SMUD diversions that would occur in the future in the absence
of the proposed project in the context of 2020 hydrology and demands; and

e Cumulative Condition — future condition with the proposed project and all other reasonably
foreseeable demands in the context of 2020 hydrology.

Modeling Simulation 1 - "Existing” - The Existing condition simulation represents the SMUD
diversion at Folsom South Canal under existing practices. The historical maximum annual
diversion amount for SMUD is 15 (TAF), consisting of water rights supply only.

Modeling Simulation 2 - "Project” - The proposed project represents the SMUD diversion at
Folsom South Canal under existing practices with additional diversion for the CPP. Under the
proposed project, the maximum annua diversion amount for SMUD at Folsom South Canal is
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20.32 thousand acre-feet (TAF), with 15 TAF water rights supply and 5.32 TAF CVP M&l
supply subject to dry year restrictions.

Modeling Simulation 3 - "Cumulative without the Project (Incremental)" - The Cumulative
without the Project simulation incorporates all reasonably foreseeable demands with the
exception of the future SMUD CPP demand. Under this model simulation, the maximum annual
diversion amount for SMUD at Folsom South Canal is 24.68 thousand acre-feet (TAF), with 15
TAF water rights supply and 9.68 TAF CVP M&I supply subject to water year delivery
restrictions.

Modeling Simulation 4 - "Cumulative Condition" - The Cumulative Condition includes all
reasonably foreseeable future demands including implementation of the proposed project,
increasing the SMUD annual Folsom South Canal diversion to 30 TAF, with 15 TAF water
rights supply and 15 TAF CVP M&I supply subject to water year delivery restrictions. This
simulation includes future build-out demands by all purveyors, subject to delivery restrictions
defined through known agreements such as the WFP/Agreement, as well as any reasonably
foreseeable system operational changes or environmental obligations. The cumulative condition
simulation includes all relevant existing Biological Opinions.

| mpact Assessment Comparisons

The following comparisons were performed to assess the potential environmental effects of the
Proposed Project.

Project vs. Existing. Identifies, in an existing context, the potential impacts and benefits of
installing the proposed permanent power plant facility. A permanent SMUD power plant facility
with an annual diversion amount of 5,320 AF subject to dry year restrictions from Folsom South
Canal will be compared to the existing condition with no SMUD power plant diversion.

Cumulative vs. Cumulative without the Project. Identifies, in a future context, the potential
impacts and benefits of installing the proposed power plant facility. A permanent SMUD power
plant facility with an annual diversion amount of 5,320 AF subject to dry year restrictions from
Folsom South Cana will be compared to the existing condition with no SMUD power plant
diversion.

Cumulative vs. Existing. Identifies the cumulative impacts of all reasonably foreseeable actions
related to the American River Basin. A permanent power plant facility with an annual diversion
amount of 5,320 AF under future conditions will be compared to permanent power plant facility
with an annual diversion amount of 5,320 AF under existing conditions.

SMUD Folsom South Canal Demands

Tables 1a-1e indicates the monthly diversion pattern used for the SMUD CPP diversion from
Folsom South Canal alone and in the Existing, Proposed Project, Cumulative without Project,
and Cumulative smulations.
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Table 1la- SMUD Folsom South Canal Diversionsfor the SMUD CPP Only

Jan Feb | Mar | Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep | Oct | Nov Dec | Totd
Monthly TAF | 0.40 0.40 | 040 | 0.40 0.40 0.53 0.53 0.53 0.53 | 040 | 0.40 0.40 5.32

Average 651 | 720 | 651 | 672 | 651 | 891 | 862 | 862 | 891 | 651 | 672 | 651 | 7.35
Monthly cfs
Pfﬁ?u;"f 752 | 752 | 752 | 752 | 752 | 996 | 996 | 996 | 996 | 752 | 752 | 7.52 | 100

Table 1b - Existing Total SMUD Folsom South Canal Diversions
Jan Feb Mar | Apr | May | Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov | Dec | Totd
TAF 084 ] 084 | 105 [ 120 | 135 [ 155 | 185 | 1.74 | 159 | 1.11 | 1.05 | 0.84 15

Percent of 5.6 5.6 7.0 8.0 9.0 103 | 123 | 116 | 10.6 7.4 7.0 5.6 100
Annual

Table 1c - Proposed Project Total SMUD Folsom South Canal Diversions
Jan Feb Mar | Apr | May | Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov | Dec Total
TAF 124 | 124 [ 145 [ 160 [ 1.75 [ 208 [ 238 [ 227 | 212 [ 151 | 145 | 124 | 20.32

Percentof | g1 | 61 | 71 | 79 | 86 | 102 | 117 | 112 | 104 | 74 | 71 | 61 100
Annual

Table 1d - Cumulative without Project Total SMUD Folsom South Canal Diversions
Jan Feb Mar | Apr | May | Jun Jul Aug | Sep Oct Nov | Dec Total
TAF 128 | 1.28 [ 1.70 | 200 | 230 | 256 | 316 | 295 | 2.65 | 1.82 | 1.70 | 1.28 | 24.68

Percentof | 55 | 52 | 69 | 81 | 93 | 104 | 128 | 120 | 107 | 74 | 69 | 52 100
Annual

Table 1e - Cumulative Total SMUD Folsom South Canal Diversions
Jan Feb Mar | Apr | May | Jun Jul Aug | Sep Oct Nov | Dec Total
TAF 168 | 168 | 210 | 240 | 270 | 309 | 369 | 348 | 318 | 222 | 210 | 168 30

Percent of 5.6 5.6 7.0 8.0 9.0 103 | 123 | 116 | 10.6 7.4 7.0 5.6 100
Annual

Modeling Assumptions

Modeling assumptions utilized in PROSIM to represent the four simulations are summarized in
Appendix D (Table 1, SMUD Cosumnes Power Plant Project Modeling Assumptions). The four
simulations are organized by column. Important modeling assumptions are organized by row.
The major categories of modeling assumptions are demands, facilities and operations, Central
Valley Project (CVP) alocation, and regulatory standards. Expanded information on demandsis
included in Appendix D, Tables 2 through 5.

Period of Record

The period of record used in the hydrologic modeling (UARM and PROSIM) extends from
October 1921 through September 1991 (70 years). The period of record used for water
temperature modeling and the associated simulations for early-lifestage Chinook salmon
mortality extends from January 1922 through December 1990 (69 years) because the temperature
model operates on a calendar year, rather than a water year basis. These periods are considered
representative of the natural variation in climate and hydrology experienced in the Central Valley
during recent times, and include periods of extended drought, high precipitation and runoff, and
variations in-between.

SMUD Cosumnes Power Plant Project 2-7 January 2003



Fish Resources and Aquatic Habitat
Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Demands

CVP demands, except for the American River Basin and Contra Costa Water District (CCWD),
are based on assumed future contract levels consistent with maximum historical use. CVP
demands north of the Delta, excluding the American River Basin, are summarized for each
purveyor in Appendix D, Table 2. CVP demands south of the Delta total approximately 3.4
MAF/year and are summarized for each purveyor in Appendix D, Table 3. CVP refuge demand
corresponds to Firm Level 2. CCWD demand is defined by a time series that reflects operation
of Los Vagueros Reservoir. A contract of 140 TAF/year in the Existing ssimulation and 195
TAF/year in the Cumulative simulation is assumed.

SWP demand is modeled as variable depending on water supply and precipitation indices. The
full demand approximates 3.6 MAF/year in the Existing simulation and 4.2 MAF/year in the
Cumulative simulation.

American River Basin demands are shown in detail in Appendix D, Tables 4 and 5. Demands for
the Existing simulation, shown in Appendix D, Table 5, are the same as in the Water Forum
Proposa (“WFP’) EIR Base condition except for a few purveyors where water use information
has been updated since 1998.

Demands in the American River Basin for the Cumulative ssmulation (Appendix D, Table 5) also
are consistent with the WFP. Reduced diversions or replacement for diversion is represented in
the model when the Folsom Reservoir unimpaired inflow drops below 950 TAF for March
through November.

Modeling of East Bay Municipal Utility District (“EBMUD”) diversions is handled as directed
by Reclamation.

Facilities and Operations

Appendix D, Table 1 summarizes the pertinent assumptions in the modeling regarding reservoir
facilities and operations. In this regard, the simulations are identical except for the EI Dorado
Irrigation District temperature control device for water withdrawals. This proposed facility has
not been installed so it is not included in the Existing or Project simulations.

Cold-water pool management is an important part of Folsom Reservoir operations. These
simulations al assume implementation of operations designed to balance the temperature
objectives for steelhead and fall-run Chinook salmon.

CVP Water Allocation

In years when water supply is deficient, water allocation is reduced based on specific water
indices or the sufficiency of water supply. The Settlement and Exchange Contractors and the
Wildlife Refuges receive a 75% allocation in years when the Shasta Index indicates a critical
year. The other CVP contracts receive allocations based on a comparison of forecast supply and
demand for the March through September period. CVP municipal and industrial Municipa and
Industrial (*“M&]1”) contracts receive alocations ranging from 100% to 50%. CVP agricultural
contracts receive alocations ranging from 100% to 0%. Agricultural alocations are reduced
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first; reductions to the M&| alocations start after the agricultural allocations have been reduced
to 75% of contract.

Regulatory Standards

Various laws and regulatory decisions provide for protection of environmental conditions. These
protections include minimum instream flow requirements, minimum reservoir storage content
and protection of the Delta against excessive salinity. Specifics regarding these requirements,
including references to the regulatory documentation are provided in Appendix D, Table 1. Asan
overview, Table 2 summarizes the locations and applicable conditions which are incorporated
into the modeling, and also are used as objectives in evaluating the modeling results.

State and federal standards mandate minimum river and reservoir conditions to ensure
environmental protection. The standards are the same for all simulations except on the Trinity
River. On the Trinity River, the minimum streamflow requirement below Lewiston Dam is 340
TAFl/year for the Existing and Project simulations. The Future Base, Future No Project and
Cumulative ssimulations all incorporate the higher minimum streamflow requirements found in
the Preferred Alternative in the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration FEIS/EIR.

Simulation of water operations on the Mokelumne, Stanislaus, Tuolumne, and San Joaquin rivers
is handled outside of PROSIM and becomes an input to the PROSIM simulations. SANJASM
and STANMOD are the primary models used to represent these river basins. Additional,
spreadsheet analyses compliment and extend the SANJASM and STANMOD modeling. On the
Mokelumne River, simulated operation performed by EBMUD under the 1996 Joint Settlement
Agreement was used to modify SANJASM representation of Mokelumne River flows.

Table 2. Modeling Standards and Applications
Location Regulatory Standard Modeling Application

Trinity River/Reservoir Minimum instream flow requirements Both incorporated into PROSIM
Minimum end-of-year reservoir storage

Clear Creek Minimum instream flow requirements below | Incorporated into PROSIM
Whiskeytown Reservoir

Upper Sacramento River | Minimum end-of-year storage in Shasta | Incorporated into PROSIM
Reservoir
Incorporated into PROSIM
Minimum instream flow requirements below
Keswick Dam

Incorporated into PROSIM
Navigation flow requirement upstream of
City of Sacramento (at Wilkins Slough-
navigation control point)

Feather River Minimum instream flow requirements Incorporated into PROSIM
Upper American River Minimum instream flow requirements below | Incorporated into UARM
the American River pump station diversion
site
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Table 2. Modeling Standards and Applications

Location

Regulatory Standard

Modeling Application

Lower American River

Minimum instream flow requirements (1)
below Nimbus Dam and (2) for the reach
from Nimbus Dam to the confluence with the
Sacramento River

Incorporated into PROSIM

Lower Sacramento River

Minimum instream flow requirements at (1)
Freeport and (2) Rio Vista

Incorporated into PROSIM

Mokelumne River

Minimum release rates from Camanche

Reservoir

Incorporated into SANJASM modeling
which serves as input to PROSIM

Stanislaus River

Minimum instream flows below Goodwin
Dam

Incorporated into SANJASM/
STANMOD modeling which serves as
input to PROSIM

Tuolumne River

Minimum instream flow requirements at
LaGrange Bridge

Incorporated into SANJASM modeling
which serves as input to PROSIM

San Joaquin River Minimum instream flow requirements at | Incorporated into SANJASM/
Vernalis STANMOD modeling which serves as
input to PROSIM
Delta Maximum salinity, minimum dissolved | Incorporated into PROSIM
oxygen, minimum outflow, and maximum
export
3.0 IMPACT INDICATORS AND SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

Table 3 lists the impact indicators and significance criteria developed for use in assessing the
significance of potential impacts upon fish resources and aquatic habitat that may result from
implementation of the Proposed Project. Extensive consultations with public resource agencies,
including NMFS and USFWS, have resulted in the wide acceptance of these criteria.
Specifically, these significance criteria were recently used in the PCWA American River Pump
Station Final EIS'EIR (June 2002).

Table 3. Fish Resources and Aquatic Habitat Diversion-Related Impact Indicators and
Significance Criteria

Impact Indicators | Significance Criteria

Lower American River

Fall-Run Chinook Salmon

Decrease in monthly mean flow, relative to the basis
of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and
frequency to adversely affect upstream passage or
olfactory response, for any month of this period over
the 70-year period of record.

Q Monthly mean flow (cfs) at the mouth for each month | O
of the adult immigration period (i.e., September
through December).

Increase in monthly mean water temperature,
relative to the basis of comparison, of sufficient
magnitude and frequency to adversely affect adult
immigration, for any month of this period over the
69-year period of record.

O Monthly mean water temperature (°F) at the mouth a
of the American River and at Freeport on the
Sacramento River for each month of the adult
immigration period (i.e., September through
December).
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Impact Indicators

Significance Criteria

QO Monthly mean flows (cfs) below Nimbus Dam and at Decrease in monthly mean flow, relative to the basis
Watt Avenue for each month of the spawning and of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and
incubation and initial rearing period (i.e., October frequency to adversely affect long-term initial year-
through February). class strength, for any month of this period over the

70-year period of record.

Q Monthly mean water temperatures (°F) below Increase in monthly mean water temperature,
Nimbus Dam and at Watt Avenue for each month of relative to the basis of comparison, of sufficient
the spawning and incubation and initial rearing magnitude and frequency to result in substantial egg
period (i.e., October through February). and alevin loss (e.g., resulting temperatures >56°F),

for any month of this period over the 69-year period
of record.

Q Monthly mean flow (cfs) at Watt Avenue and the Decrease in monthly mean flow, relative to the basis
mouth for each month of the juvenile rearing and of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and
emigration period (i.e., February through June). frequency to adversely affect juvenile rearing and

emigration, for any month of this period over the 70-
year period of record.

O Monthly mean water temperature (°F) at Watt Increase in monthly mean water temperature,
Avenue, the lower American River mouth, and at relative to the basis of comparison, of sufficient
Freeport for each month of the juvenile rearing and magnitude and frequency to adversely affect juvenile
emigration period (i.e., February through June). rearing and emigration (e.g., resulting temperatures

>65°F) for any month of this period over the 69-year
period of record.

Q Average annual early lifestage survival. Decrease in average annual early lifestage survival,
relative to the basis of comparison, of sufficient
magnitude and frequency to adversely affect long-
term initial year-class strength over the 70-year
period of record.

Steelhead

Q Monthly mean flow (cfs) at the mouth for each month Decrease in monthly mean flow, relative to the basis
of the adult immigration period (i.e., December of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and
through March). frequency to adversely affect upstream passage or

olfactory responses for any month of this period over
the 70-year period of record.

O Monthly mean water temperature (°F) at the mouth Increase in monthly mean water temperature,
of the American River and at Freeport on the relative to the basis of comparison, of sufficient
Sacramento River for each month of the adult magnitude and frequency to adversely affect adult
immigration period (i.e., December through March). immigration for any month of this period over the 69-

year period of record.

O Monthly mean water temperature (°F) below Nimbus Increase in monthly mean water temperature,

Dam and at Watt Avenue for each month of the relative to the basis of comparison, of sufficient

spawning and incubation period (i.e., December magnitude and frequency to result in substantial egg

through March), as well as juvenile rearing (i.e., and alevin loss (e.g., resulting temperatures >56°F)

year-round). or substantial adverse affects to juvenile rearing
(e.g., resulting temperatures >65°F) for any month of
these respective periods over the 69-year period of
record.

Q Monthly mean flow (cfs) at Watt Avenue for the Decrease in monthly mean flow, relative to the basis
spawning and incubation period (i.e., December of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and
through March), as well as juvenile rearing (i.e., July frequency to adversely affect initial year-class
through September). strength and juvenile rearing for any month of these

respective periods over the 70-year period of record.

QO Monthly mean flow (cfs) at Watt Avenue and the Decrease in monthly mean flow, relative to the basis

mouth for each month of the juvenile emigration
period (i.e., February through June).

of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and
frequency, to adversely affect juvenile emigration for
any month of this period over the 70-year period of
record.
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Impact Indicators

Significance Criteria

O Monthly water mean temperature (°F) at Watt 4 Increase in monthly mean water temperature,
Avenue and the mouth for each month of the relative to the basis of comparison, of sufficient
juvenile emigration period (February through June). magnitude and frequency to adversely affect juvenile

emigration (e.g., resulting temperatures >65°F) for
any month of this period over the 69-year period of
record.

Splittail

O Long-term average mean acreage of flooded Q Decrease in long-term average quantity of inundated
riparian habitat at Watt Avenue during each month riparian habitat, relative to the basis of comparison,
of the February through May spawning period. of sufficient magnitude and frequency to adversely

affect potential splittail habitat availability for each
month of this period over the 70-year period of
record.

O Monthly mean water temperatures (°F) at Watt 0 Substantial increase in the frequency, relative to the
Avenue and the mouth of the American River during basis of comparison, in which water temperatures
each month of the February through May spawning exceed the reported upper temperature range for
period. splittail spawning (i.e., 68°F) for any month of this

period over the 69-year period of record.
Sacramento River
Q Monthly mean flows (cfs) released from Keswick Q Decrease in monthly mean flow, relative to the basis

Dam for each month of the year.

of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and
frequency to decrease the relative habitat availability
for upper Sacramento River fish for any month of
this period over the 70-year period of record.

a Monthly mean flows (cfs) at Freeport for each month | Q

of the year.

Decrease in monthly mean flow, relative to the basis
of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and
frequency to decrease the relative habitat availability
for lower Sacramento River fish for any month of this
period over the 70-year period of record.

QO Monthly mean water temperatures (°F) at Keswick
Dam and Bend Bridge for each month of the year.

Increase in monthly mean water temperature,
relative to the basis of comparison, of substantial
magnitude and frequency to adversely affect
spawning and rearing of anadromous salmonids for
any month of the year for the 69-year period of
record.

O Number of years that water temperatures at Keswick | O

Dam and Bend Bridge would exceed the
temperature criteria identified by NMFS in its
Biological Opinion for Winter-run Chinook Salmon
(NMFS 1993).

Increase in the number of years that water
temperatures exceed those stipulated in the NMFS
Biological Opinion (i.e., 56°F and 60°F), relative to
the basis of comparison, which would adversely
affect winter-run Chinook salmon over the 69-year
period of record.

O Average annual early lifestage survival for fall-, late-
fall-, winter-, and spring-run Chinook salmon.

Decrease in the average annual early lifestage
survival for any run Chinook salmon (i.e., fall-, late
fall-, winter-, and spring-run Chinook salmon),
relative to the basis of comparison, of sufficient
magnitude and frequency to adversely affect the
long-term initial year-class strength over the 70-year
period of record.

Q Monthly mean water temperatures (°F) at Freeport
for each month of the year.

Increase in monthly mean temperature, relative to
the basis of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and
frequency to adversely affect spawning and rearing
of anadromous salmonids for any month of the year
for the 69-year period of record.
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Impact Indicators | Significance Criteria
Delta
O Monthly mean Delta outflow (cfs) for all months of Q Decrease in monthly mean Delta outflow, relative to
the year. the basis of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and

frequency to adversely affect Delta fish resources
over the 70-year period of record.

O Monthly mean location of X2 and Delta export/inflow | O Change in the monthly mean position of X2 and
ratios for all months of the year, with an emphasis Delta export/inflow ratio, relative to the basis of
on the February through June period. comparison, of sufficient magnitude and frequency
to adversely affect spawning and rearing habitat and
downstream transport flows over the 70-year period
of record.

3.1 Impact Analysis

This section presents the analysis of potential diversion-related fish resources and aquatic habitat
impacts. Tables and figures displaying modeling results can be found in Appendices A through
C. Each Appendix is composed of two sections, with the first section containing summary tables
and figures that are denoted by a number in the bottom right-hand corner of each page. The
second section is made up of tables containing the monthly model output, also numbered in the
bottom right-hand corner of each page.

3.1.1 Proposed Project Compared to the Existing Condition

The following section of the analysis compares the Proposed Project to the Existing Condition.
The Proposed Project, a 1000 MW gas-fired power plant, utilizes a yearly average of 7.35 cfs of
water from Nimbus Reservoir, which would be diverted into Folsom South Canal. This would
reduce flows in the American River by a yearly average of 7.35 cfs (with a monthly average
ranging from 6.5 cfs to 8.9 cfs). For further discussion see the methodology section. Tables and
figures referenced in this section can be found in Appendix A. Table 4 summarizes the potential
impacts, determination of impacts, and refers to the page number where further discussion can be
found.

Table 4. Proposed Project vs. Existing Condition

Potential Impact Determination of Page
Impacts
Lower American River Fisheries Impacts
Impact 3.1-1: Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook salmon and steelhead in | See subsections 3-14
the lower American River below

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead Adult | Less than significant | 3-14
Immigration (September Through March)

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead | Less than significant | 3-15
Adult Immigration (September Through March)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon Spawning and | Less than significant | 3-15
Incubation (October Through February)

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon Spawning | Less than significant | 3-17
and Incubation (October Through February)

Flow- and Temperature-Related Impacts to Steelhead Spawning and | Less than significant | 3-18
Incubation (December Through March)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead | Less than significant | 3-18
Juvenile Rearing (March Through June)
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Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and | Less than significant | 3-19
Steelhead Juvenile Rearing (March Through June)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead | Less than significant | 3-19
Juvenile Emigration (February Through June)

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and | Less than significant | 3-20
Steelhead Juvenile Emigration (February Through June)

Flow-Related Impacts to Steelhead Rearing (July Through | Less than significant | 3-21
September)

Temperature-Related Impacts to Steelhead Rearing (July Through | Less than significant | 3-21
September)

Impact 3.1-2: Impacts to splittail in the lower American River. Less than significant | 3-22
Sacramento River Fisheries Impacts

Impact 3.1-3: Flow-related impacts in the upper Sacramento River Less than significant | 3-23
Impact 3.1-4: Flow-related impacts in the lower Sacramento River Less than significant | 3-23

Impact 3.1-5: Water temperature-related impacts in the upper | Less than significant | 3-23
Sacramento River

Impact 3.1-6: Water temperature-related impacts in the lower | Less than significant | 3-24
Sacramento River

Delta Fisheries Impacts

Impact 3.1-7: Impacts to Delta fish populations | Less than significant | 3-24

Lower American River Fisheries Impacts

Flow- and temperature-related impacts are discussed separately below by species and lifestage.
Organizationally, flow- and temperature-related impacts to fall-run Chinook salmon and
steelhead are discussed together, followed by impact discussions for splittail.

Impact 3.1-1: Impacts to fall-run Chinook salmon and steelhead in the lower
American River.

o Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead Adult Immigration (September Through March)
Modeling results indicate that potential flow- and temperature- related impacts to fall-run
Chinook salmon/steelhead adult immigration that could result from implementation of

the Proposed Project would be considered less than significant. (See discussion of
modeling results below.)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead Adult Immigration

Even at current minimum flow requirements (i.e., 250 cfs under D-893%), flow-related physical
impediments to adult salmonid upstream passage are not known to occur. Therefore,
flow-related impacts to Chinook salmon adult immigration would primarily be determined by
flows at the mouth of the American River during the September through December period, when
lower American River Chinook salmon adults immigrate through the Sacramento River in search
of their natal stream to spawn. The same would be true for steelhead during the December
through March period. Reduced flows at the mouth are of concern primarily because less flow

! The SWRCB Decision 893 is the current regulatory requirement for the lower American River, and is the
minimum operational flow standard for the river. Under D-893, a minimum daily flow of 500 cfs is to be
maintained at the mouth of the American River between September 15 and December 31, with a minimum of 250
cfsat al other times.
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could result in insufficient olfactory cues for immigrating adult salmonids, thereby making it
more difficult for them to "home" to the lower American River. Insufficient flow could result in
higher rates of straying to other Central Valley rivers. Table 100 shows the long-term average
flow at the mouth would differ by no more than 0.4 percent for all the months of the year under
the Proposed Project compared to the existing condition. The small difference in flows that
would be expected to occur at the mouth under the Proposed Project would not be of concern
regarding attraction of adultsimmigrating into the lower American River.

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead Adult Immigration

Reclamation’s Lower American River Temperature Model does not account for the influence of
Sacramento River water intrusion on water temperatures at the mouth. Therefore, the
temperature assessments are based on temperatures modeled at the mouth of the lower American
River and at Freeport on the Sacramento River. The long-term average water temperatures
modeled for the Proposed Project would not differ from those under the existing condition at the
American River mouth and at Freeport on the Sacramento River during al months of the
September through March adult immigration period, as shown in Table 325. Under the Proposed
Project, monthly mean water temperatures at the American River mouth would be essentially
equivalent to the existing condition for 481 months of the 483 months included in the anaysis
(Technical Appendix A pp. 433-438 and 444). Monthly mean water temperatures at Freeport on
the Sacramento River would be essentially equivaent to the existing condition for al of the 483
months included in the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 481-486 and 492). Therefore,
changes in temperature under the Proposed Project would represent a less than significant impact
to fall-run Chinook salmon/steelhead adult immigration.

o Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead Spawning and Incubation (October Through
February)

Modeling results indicate that potential flow- and temperature- related impacts to fall-run
Chinook salmon/steelhead spawning and incubation that could result from
implementation of the Proposed Project would be considered less than significant. (See
discussion of modeling results below.)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon Spawning and Incubation (October
Through February)

All flow-related impact assessments regarding fall-run Chinook salmon spawning and incubation
were based on flows below Nimbus Dam and at Watt Avenue, with a greater emphasis placed on
flows below Nimbus Dam. Aeria redd surveys conducted by CDFG in recent years have shown
that 98 percent of all spawning occurs upstream of Watt Avenue, and 88 percent of spawning
occurs upstream of RM 17 (located just upstream of Ancil Hoffman Park). Hence, the majority
of spawning occurs upstream of RM 17.

Monthly mean flows below Nimbus Dam and at Watt Avenue under the Proposed Project would
be essentially equivalent to the existing condition for 333 months of the 350 months included in
the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 313-317 and 325-329). The long-term average flow
below Nimbus Dam would be within 0.4 percent of the flow under the existing condition during
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all months of the October through February period, as shown in Table 108. Changes in long-
term average flows at Watt Avenue would be within 0.4 percent for each month of the October
through February period, as shown in Table 123.

Figures 168 through 172 show exceedance curves for the American River release from Nimbus
Dam for the October through February period. These curves demonstrate that the Proposed
Project's flows would be similar to those under the existing condition during October through
February. Differences in flows in the lower flow ranges are more crucia for salmon survival.
During October through December and February, the Proposed Project would result in flows
nearly identical to the existing condition flows. During January, under the Proposed Project,
slight decreases in flow would occur below 2,000 cfs, though reductions would not be larger than
250 cfs (see discussion below). During January, there would be one additional occurrence in
which flows would be below 2,000 cfs relative to the existing condition.

These findings indicate that, during the October through February period (when the magjority of
fall-run Chinook salmon spawning occurs), the Proposed Project could dlightly reduce (i.e., 100
to 250 cfs) flows below Nimbus Dam and Watt Avenue in a few years when flows under the
existing condition would be below 2,000 cfs. Flow reductions below 2,000 cfs could reduce the
amount of available Chinook salmon spawning habitat, which could result in increased redd
superimposition during years when adult returns are high enough for spawning habitat to be
limiting. Since the Proposed Project is expected to reduce monthly flows ranging from 6.5 to 8.9
cfs, these small changes would not be likely to reduce available spawning habitat for fall-run
Chinook salmon.

Modeling results indicate decreases of 250 cfs in mean monthly flows. Although the ssmulated
flows decrease by 250 cfs, real-time flows may not decrease to this degree. Thisis aresult of the
mechanistic logic of the PROSIM model. For example, a small increase in reservoir releases
may cause reservoir storage to decrease below a particular threshold, thus triggering the model to
simulate a larger release than would occur in real-time operations. In other words, afixed 250 cfs
step difference change in magnitude is automatically calculated in the model regardless of the
actual release due to the difference in storage. The result of this fixed step change is that a small
reduction in simulated storage creates a condition that would result in greater than expected
reductions in flow. Therefore the model does not have a choice to calculate a proportional
change in the rel ease consistent with the change in storage. However, by contrast to the model, in
real-time operations, the operator has the ability to determine the actua flow-management
objective based on reservoir storage, and the risk to storage associated with the determined
fishery management objectives. Nonetheless, because examination of the modeling data indicates
that the simulated reduction in flows are a result of a modeling anomaly related to step functions
and to decision logic of PROSIM’s response to fishery management flow objectives, flows
appear to be decreased by 250 cfs when in fact, in real-time this would probably be less than 250
cfs. Specifically, the Proposed Project is not expected to reduce monthly average flows by more
than 6.5 cfsto 8.9 cfs.

Therefore, these reductions in flow would not be expected to be of substantial magnitude or
occur with enough frequency to have a significant adverse effect on long-term initial year-class
strength of lower American River fall-run Chinook salmon. This impact would be considered
less than significant.
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Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon Spawning and Incubation
(October Through February)

Under the Proposed Project, the long-term average water temperatures would be equivaent to
those under the existing condition during the October through February period at both Wait
Avenue and below Nimbus Dam, as shown in Table 328. Watt Avenue is the location of
concern in October because air temperatures tend to warm the river as it moves downstream.
Conversely, water temperatures below Nimbus Dam are usually warmer than water temperatures
at Watt Avenue in the winter season.

The October monthly mean water temperatures at Watt Avenue under the Proposed Project
would be essentially equivalent to the existing condition for 68 months of the 69 months
included in the analysis. The October monthly mean water temperature at Watt Avenue would
increase by a maximum of 0.4°F in only one year of the ssmulation (Technical Appendix A p.
421). The November through February monthly mean water temperatures below Nimbus Dam
would be essentially equivalent to the existing condition for 274 of the 276 months included in
the analysis. November water temperatures below Nimbus Dam would increase by more than
0.3°F in only two years of the 69 years modeled (Technical Appendix A pp. 410-413). Under
the Proposed Project, there would not be any additional occurrences of October monthly mean
water temperatures at Watt Avenue exceeding 56°F, relative to the existing condition (Technical
Appendix A p. 421). Below Nimbus Dam, there would only be one additional occurrence during
November in which water temperatures under the Proposed Project would exceed 56°F, relative
to the existing condition. December, January and February water temperatures below Nimbus
Dam would be below 56°F in all 69 years modeled (Technical Appendix A pp. 410-413).

The long-term average annual early lifestage survival for fal-run Chinook samon in the
American River would be 84.9 percent under the existing condition and 84.9 percent under the
Proposed Project. Table 469 shows the annual survival estimates for the 69 years modeled.
Substantial increases or decreases in survival would not occur in any individual year of the 69-
year simulation. The largest relative difference between the Proposed Project and existing
condition would be a 0.5 percent decrease in salmon survival, yet this would only occur in 1 of
the 69 years modeled. In 11 of the 69 years modeled, the relative difference in fall-run Chinook
salmon survival under the Proposed Project would decrease by 0.1 percent, relative to the
existing condition. There would be no relative difference in salmon survival between the
Proposed Project and existing condition in 35 of the 69 years modeled. In 17 of the 35 years
modeled, the relative difference in fal-run Chinook salmon survival actually increased from 0.1
percent to 0.4 percent under the Proposed Project, relative to the existing condition (Technical
Appendix A p. 570).

Based on these modeling results, any small temperature changes in the lower American River
resulting from the Proposed Project during the October through February period would not
adversely affect spawning and incubation success of fall-run Chinook salmon. This impact is
therefore considered less than significant.
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Flow- and Temperature-Related Impacts to Steelhead Spawning and Incubation
(December Through March)

Monthly mean flows below Nimbus Dam and at Watt Avenue during December through March
associated with the Proposed Project would be essentially equivalent to or greater than flows
under the existing condition for 261 months of the 280 months included in the analysis
(Technical Appendix A pp. 315-318 and 327-330). Modeling results indicate that the largest
decrease in flow would be 250 cfs. As discussed above, this large decrease in flows only occurs
in the model simulation runs. In real-time operations, any decreases in flow under the Proposed
Project would be less than 250 cfs.

Also, monthly mean water temperatures below Nimbus Dam and at Watt Avenue would be
similar to the existing condition for 275 months of the 276 months included in the anaysis
(Technical Appendix A pp. 411-414 and 423-426). Moreover, under the Proposed Project water
temperatures below Nimbus Dam would remain below 56°F for al months of the 69 years
modeled for the spawning and incubation period for steelhead. December, January, and
February water temperatures at Watt Avenue under the Proposed Project would be below 56°F in
all 69 years modeled. Under the Proposed Project and existing condition, there would only be
one occurrence during March in which water temperatures at Watt Avenue would be greater than
56°F for al the 69 years modeled. Changes in temperature would not occur with sufficient
frequency or magnitude to adversely affect steelhead spawning and incubation. Therefore, no
flow- or temperature-related impacts to steelhead spawning or incubation would be expected to
occur resulting from the Proposed Project and impacts would be considered less than significant.
For flow data supporting this impact determination, see Tables 108, 123 and Figures 170 through
173 and 182 through 185. For the water temperature data supporting this impact determination,
see Tables 286 and 293.

o Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/ Steelhead Juvenile Rearing (March Through June)

Modeling results indicate that potential flow- and temperature- related impacts to fall-run
Chinook salmon/steelhead juvenile rearing that could result from implementation of the
Proposed Project would be considered less than significant. (See discussion of
modeling results below.)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/ Steelhead Juvenile Rearing (March
through June)

Because the mgjority of juvenile salmonid rearing is believed to occur upstream of Watt Avenue,
and because depletions generally exceed tributary accretions to the river throughout the March
through June period (generally resulting in lower flows at Watt Avenue than below Nimbus
Dam), al flow-related impact assessments for fall-run Chinook salmon and steelhead rearing are
based on flows at Watt Avenue.

Small changes in monthly mean flows would be expected to occur at Watt Avenue under the
Proposed Project relative to the existing condition. The long-term average flow at Watt Avenue
would be within 0.4 percent of the flow under the existing condition for any given month during
the March through June period (Table 123). Flow exceedance curves for March through June at
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Watt Avenue are shown in Figures 185 through 188. An approximate decrease of 250 cfs
represents the largest decrease in flow during the March through June period when flows under
the existing condition are 2,000 cfs or less. Again, this 250 cfs decrease in flows would result
from amodeling anomaly and would not occur under real-time operations. The Proposed Project
is not expected to reduce monthly average flows during the March through June period by more
than 6.5 cfsto 8.9 cfs. These small differencesin flow would not be expected to adversely affect
long-term juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon or steelhead rearing success.

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead Juvenile
Rearing (March through June)

Modeling of the Proposed Project indicates that the long-term average water temperature at \Watt
Avenue would not change during any month of the March through June period, compared to the
existing condition, as shown in Table 286. Monthly mean water temperatures at Watt Avenue
would be essentially equivalent to the existing condition for 274 of the 276 months included in
the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 426-429). Moreover, under the Proposed Project, there
would not be any additional occurrences during May or June for al the 69 years modeled in
which water temperatures at Watt Avenue would be above 65°F, relative to the existing
condition. March and April water temperatures at Watt Avenue under the Proposed Project
would remain below 65°F for all the 69 years modeled (Technical Appendix A pp. 426-429).
Consequently, athough small temperature increases at Watt Avenue would occur during the
March through June period, resultant water temperatures would not be expected to adversely
affect the success of juvenile salmon rearing.

o Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead Juvenile Emigration (February through June)

Modeling results indicate that potential flow- and temperature- related impacts to fall-run
Chinook salmon/steelhead juvenile emigration that could result from implementation of
the Proposed Project would be considered less than significant. (See discussion of
modeling results below.)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead Juvenile Emigration
(February through June)

The primary period of fall-run Chinook salmon juvenile emigration occurs from February to
June, with the mgjority of juvenile steelhead emigration occurring during this same period.
Generdly little, if any, emigration occurs during July and August. Flow-related impacts to
salmonid immigration discussed above addressed flow changes in February and March. As
previously concluded for adult immigration, potential changes in flows under the Proposed
Project during February through March would not adversely affect juvenile fall-run Chinook
salmon or steelhead rearing and, therefore, also would not adversely affect emigration. Hence,
this discussion focuses primarily on the April through June period.

Small decreases in monthly mean flows would be expected to occur at the American River
mouth associated with implementation of the Proposed Project compared to the existing
condition. Under the Proposed Project, the simulated long-term average flow at the mouth of the
American River would be within 0.4 percent of flows under the existing condition during April
through June (Table 100). Figures 210 through 212 show the difference in flows smulated
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under the Proposed Project at the lower flow ranges. Again, modeling results show that flows
would decrease up to 250 cfs under the Proposed Project, though this would not occur in real-
time operations. The Proposed Project is not expected to reduce monthly average flows during
the February through June period by more than 6.5 cfsto 8.9 cfs. (refer to discussion on page 3-
16).

Juvenile salmonid emigration surveys conducted by CDFG have shown no direct relationship
between peak emigration of juvenile Chinook salmon and peak spring flows (Snider et a. 1997).
Moreover, emigrating fish are more likely to be adversely affected by events when flows are
high, then ramp down quickly (resulting in isolation and stranding). Adverse changes in flow
ramping rates would not be expected to occur under the Proposed Project. Consequently,
although small flow reductions at the mouth would occur in afew years during the April through
June period, resultant flows would not be expected to adversely affect the success of juvenile
salmonid emigration.

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead Juvenile
Emigration (February through June)

With the possible exception of a small percentage of fish that may rear near the mouth of the
lower American River, impacts due to elevated water temperatures at the mouth to fall-run
Chinook salmon and steelhead would be limited to the several daysthat it takes emigrants to pass
through the lower portion of the river and into the Sacramento River en route to the Delta. Water
temperatures near the mouth during the primary emigration period (February into June) are often
largely affected by intrusion of Sacramento River water, which is not accounted for by
Reclamation’s Lower American River Temperature Model. Consequently, actual temperatures
near the mouth would likely be somewhere between temperatures modeled for the mouth, and
temperatures modeled for the Sacramento River at Freeport (RM 46), located 14 miles
downstream of the lower American River's confluence. For this reason, the long-term average
temperatures are discussed for both of these locations.

Monthly mean temperatures at the American River mouth under the Proposed Project would be
essentially equivalent to or less than the existing condition for 342 months of the 345 months
included in the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 437-441). Monthly mean temperatures at
Freeport on the Sacramento River would be essentially equivalent to or less than the existing
condition for al of the months of the 345 months included in the analysis (Technical Appendix
A pp. 485-489). The long-term average water temperature at the American River mouth and on
the Sacramento River at Freeport during February through June under the Proposed Project
would be the same during the February through May period with a 0.1 percent difference in June
at the American River mouth, as shown in Table 325. In the 69-year simulation, monthly mean
water temperature at the mouth increased by a maximum of 0.5°F in one year during March,
0.2°F in one year during April, 0.4°% in one year during May and 1°F in one year during June
under the Proposed Project (Technical Appendix A pp. 437-441). At Freeport on the Sacramento
River, long-term average temperature would not differ in the months of February through June,
relative to the existing condition (Table 325). Moreover, under the Proposed Project, there
would not be any additional occurrences during the February through June period in which water
temperatures at the mouth of the lower American River and on the Sacramento River at Freeport
would be above 65°F, relative to the existing condition (Technical Appendix A pp. 437-441 and
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485-489). Under the Proposed Project, February through April water temperatures at Freeport
would remain below 65°F for all the 69 years modeled (Technical Appendix A pp. 485-489).

Based on the results discussed above, water temperatures under the Proposed Project would not
adversely affect emigration during the February through June period, relative to the existing
condition.

Flow-Related Impacts to Steelhead Rearing (July Through September)

Small decreases in monthly mean flows would be expected to occur below Nimbus Dam under
the Proposed Project relative to the existing condition. The long-term average flow below
Nimbus Dam would decrease by 0.2 percent or less compared to the existing condition for the
July through September period (Table 108). The difference in flow would be similar at Wait
Avenue (Table 123).

Figures 177 through 179 provide flow exceedance curves for American River release from
Nimbus Dam during July, August and September. These curves demonstrate that flows would
not differ by greater than 100 cfs under the Proposed Project compared to the existing condition.
The exceedance curves show flows under the Proposed Project would be both less than and
greater than the flows under the existing condition when flows are 1,500 cfs or less.

Based on these findings, flow reductions under the Proposed Project are not expected to reduce
juvenile steelhead rearing habitat. Further, steelhead populations in the lower American River
are believed to be limited by instream temperature conditions during the July through September
period, rather than by flows. Therefore, small and infrequent reductions in flow would not be
expected to adversely affect long-term rearing success of juvenile steelhead.

Temperature-Related Impacts to Steelhead Rearing (July Through September)

The long-term average water temperatures at Watt Avenue and the mouth would be the same
during July, August and September under the Proposed Project and the existing condition
(Tables 286, and 293, respectively). Long-term average water temperatures below Nimbus Dam
would be within 0.1°F of the existing condition during July through September, as shown in
Table 279. Monthly mean water temperatures below Nimbus Dam would be essentially
equivalent to the existing condition for 203 months of the 207 months included in the anaysis
(Technical Appendix A pp. 418-421). Monthly mean water temperatures at Watt Avenue would
be essentially equivalent to the existing condition for 205 months of the 207 months included in
the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 430- 432). Moreover, under both the Proposed Project
and the existing condition, there would be the same number of occurrences in which water
temperatures would be above 65°F during the July through September period at Watt Avenue.
Monthly mean water temperatures at the mouth of the American River under the Proposed
Project would be essentially equivaent to or less than the existing condition for 206 months of
the 207 months included in the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 442-444). Therefore, small
and infrequent increases in water temperature would not be expected to adversely affect long-
term rearing success of juvenile steelhead.
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Impact 3.1-2: Impacts to splittail in the lower American River.

Modeling results indicate that potential flow- and temperature- related impacts to splittail
that could result from implementation of the Proposed Project would be considered less
than significant. (See discussion of modeling results below.)

Monthly mean flows at Watt Avenue during February through May under the Proposed Project
would be essentially equivalent to or greater than the existing condition for 270 months of the
280 months included in the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 329-332). The long-term
average flow at Watt Avenue during the period February through May would range between 0.1
percent to 0.2 percent less than flows under the existing condition, as shown in Table 123.

Using flows at Watt Avenue, the acreage of usable riparian vegetation inundated between RM 8
and RM 9 was used as an index of the relative amount of inundated riparian vegetation that
would occur in the lower portion of the river for a given flow rate. The amount of riparian
habitat inundated in this portion of the river under the Proposed Project would remain unchanged
in 61 years (87 percent of the time) during February, 66 years (94 percent of the time) during
March, 65 years (93 percent of the time) during April, and 68 years (97 percent of the time)
during May (Technical Appendix A pp. 558-561). Therefore, substantial change in the
frequency of habitat reductions would not be expected to occur during March, April, or May of
any year. In some years, riparian vegetation would not be inundated under the Proposed Project
or the existing condition.

During the February through May splittail spawning period, the long-term average usable
inundated riparian habitat between RM 8 and RM 9 under the Proposed Project would not
decrease relative to the existing condition (Table 113). In addition, flow changes under the
Proposed Project would have little, if any, effect on the availability of in-channel spawning
habitat availability, or the amount of potential spawning habitat available from the mouth up to
RM 5, the reach of the river influenced by Sacramento River stage. Ultimately, these reductions
in flow would not be expected to be of substantial magnitude and/or to occur with enough
frequency to have a significant adverse effect on the long-term population trends of lower
American River splittail.

Monthly mean temperatures at Watt Avenue under the Proposed Project are essentialy
equivalent to or less than the existing condition for 275 months of the 276 months included in the
analysis. Over the 69-year period of simulation, water temperatures at Watt Avenue under the
Proposed Project would be below 68°F, the upper limit of the reported preferred range for
splittail spawning, in all 69 years smulated during the February through April period, relative to
the existing condition (Technical Appendix A pp. 425-428). During May, water temperatures at
Watt Avenue would be greater than 68°F in two of the 69 years simulated under both the
Proposed Project and the existing condition (Technical Appendix A pp. 425-428). Therefore,
temperature-related impacts to splittail spawning would be considered less than significant
because no substantial change in the frequency of water temperature exceeding the reported
preferred range for splittail spawning would occur.
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Sacramento River Fisheries Impacts

Modeling results indicate that potential flow- and temperature- related impacts in the
upper and lower Sacramento River that could result from implementation of the
Proposed Project would be considered less than significant. (See discussion of
modeling results below.)

Impact 3.1-3: Flow-related impacts in the upper Sacramento River.

The long-term average Sacramento River flow released from Keswick Dam under the Proposed
Project would be within 0.1 percent of flows under the existing condition during all months of
the year, as shown in Table 110. Monthly mean flows below Keswick Dam in the upper
Sacramento River would be essentially equivalent to the existing condition in 832 of the 840
months included in the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 349-360).

The minimum flow objective for Keswick Dam releases stipulated in the NMFS Biological
Opinion (1993, as revised in 1995) for the protection of winter-run Chinook salmon rearing and
downstream passage is 3,250 cfs between October 1 and March 31. Modeling output shows that
monthly mean flows below Keswick Dam would not be reduced below 3,250 cfs in any
additional months of the October through March period in any of the 70 years modeled under the
Proposed Project or the existing condition.

These findings indicate that flow changes below Keswick Dam that would occur under the
Proposed Project would result in less than significant impacts to upper Sacramento River fish
resources.

Impact 3.1-4: Flow related impacts in the lower Sacramento River.

Monthly mean flows at Freeport in the lower Sacramento River under the Proposed Project
would be essentially equivalent to the existing condition for 832 months of the 840 months
included in the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 385-396). The long-term average flow at
Freeport would be within 0.1 percent of the long-term average under the existing condition
during all months of the year, as shown in Table 111. Therefore, neither physical habitat
availability for fish residing in the lower Sacramento River nor immigration of adult or
emigration of juvenile anadromous fish would be substantially affected under the Proposed
Project relative to the existing condition. Consequently, any flow-related impacts to lower
Sacramento River fisheries or migrating anadromous fish that could occur under the Proposed
Project are considered to be less than significant. Overall, this constitutes a less-than-significant
impact.

Impact 3.1-5: Water temperature related impacts in the upper Sacramento River.

Under the Proposed Project, long-term average temperatures at Bend Bridge would not differ
during all months except July, relative to the existing condition. In July, there would be a 0.1°F
decrease in water temperatures relative to the existing condition. Keswick Dam long-term
average water temperatures would not differ during all months except September, relative to the
existing condition. In September, there would be a 0.1°F increase in water temperatures relative
to the existing condition (Table 307). In 826 of the 828 months simulated, monthly mean
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temperatures at Keswick Dam would be essentially equivalent to or less than, the existing
condition (Technical Appendix A pp. 445-456). Monthly mean temperatures at Bend Bridge
under the Proposed Project would be essentially equivalent to the existing condition for 827
months of the 828 months included in the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 469-480). Also,
relative to the existing condition, there would be no additiona months throughout the entire
simulation where the temperature could exceed 56°F or 60°F at Keswick Dam or Bend Bridge
under the Proposed Project, as shown in Table 327. In fact, during August water temperatures at
Bend Bridge would exceed 56°F in one less occurrence under the Proposed Project relative to the
existing condition. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not result in significant additional
exceedances of the temperature criteria identified in the NMFS Biological Opinion for Winter-
run Chinook Salmon. In addition, there would not be any substantial decreases in annual early
lifestage survival of fall-run, late fall-run, winter-run, or spring-run Chinook salmon in any
individual year relative to the existing condition. Based on these findings, temperature-related
impacts to upper Sacramento River fisheries under the Proposed Project would be less than
significant.

Impact 3.1-6: Water temperature related impacts in the lower Sacramento River.

Monthly mean temperatures at Freeport under the Proposed Project would be essentialy
equivalent to the existing condition for all of the 828 months included in the analysis (Technical
Appendix A pp. 481-492). The long-term average water temperature at Freeport in the lower
Sacramento River would not change during any month of the year, as shown in Table 321. Also,
the number of years in which water temperature at this location would exceed 56°F, 60°F, and
70°F would not differ from the existing condition during the period March through November, as
shown in Table 324. Overall, potential water temperature impacts to fish species within the
lower Sacramento River would be considered less than significant.

Impact 3.1-7: Impacts to Delta fish populations.

Modeling results indicate that potential impacts to Delta outflow and the position of X2
that could result from implementation of the Proposed Project would be considered less
than significant. (See discussion of modeling results below.)

Delta outflow is considered to have a substantial effect on a number of fish species relying on
Delta habitats for one or more of their lifestages. Reductions in the long-term average Delta
outflow of up to 0.1 percent for any given month could occur under the Proposed Project relative
to the existing condition, as shown in Table 413. Delta outflow during the period of February
through June is believed to be of greatest concern for potential effects to spawning and rearing
habitat and downstream transport flows for delta smelt, longfin smelt, splittail, striped bass,
salmonids, and other aguatic speciesin the Delta. Throughout the entire 70-year period of record
included in the analysis, Delta outflow reductions of more than three percent occurred during
only three individua months (out of 840 months) under the Proposed Project relative to the
existing condition. However, during the critical February through June period, Delta outflow
reductions of more than three percent did not occur (Technical Appendix A pp. 13-24).

Under the Proposed Project, there would be no shift in the long-term average position of X2
relative to the existing condition. The maximum upstream shift for any individual month of any
year (i.e., 840 months) in the position of X2 would be 0.4 km. In fact, during the February
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through June period considered important for providing appropriate spawning and rearing
conditions and downstream transport flows for various fish species, the maximum upstream shift
for any individual month of any year in the position of X2 would be 0.1 km (Technical Appendix
A pp. 13-24).

The model simulations conducted for the Proposed Project included conformance with X2
requirements set forth in the SWRCB Interim Water Quality Control Plan. Also, the Delta
export-to-inflow ratios under the Proposed Project would not exceed the maximum export ratio
as set by the SWRCB Interim Water Quality Control Plan. Overall, impacts to Delta fish
popul ations would be less than significant.

3.1.2 Cumulative Impacts

The following section of the analysis first compares the Cumulative Condition to the Existing
Condition. The Cumulative Condition consists of all reasonable and foreseeable projects
including the Proposed Project, until the year 2020. Embedded in this analysis, is the comparison
between the Cumulative Condition and the Cumulative without the Project Condition. The
Cumulative Condition without the Project simulates the Proposed Project’s incremental
contribution to the cumulative condition. In other words, this illustrates the contribution that the
Proposed Project’s diversion of a yearly average of 7.35 cfs (monthly average ranging from 6.5
cfs to 8.9 cfs) would have on the cumulative condition. For further discussion see the
methodology section. This incremental contribution discussion only occurs if impacts under the
Cumulative Condition relative to the Existing Condition are found to be potentialy significant.
Tables and figures referenced in the cumulative section can be found in Appendix B. In
addition, tables and figures referenced in the incremental section can be found in Appendix C.
Tables 5 and 6 summarize potential impacts and determination of impacts under the Cumulative
Condition and Incremental Condition, respectively.

Table 5. Cumulative Condition vs. Existing Condition

Potential Impact Determination of Page
Impacts
Lower American River Fisheries Impacts
Impact 3.1-8: Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead in | See subsections 3-27
the lower American River below

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead | Less than significant | 3-27
Adult Immigration (September Through March)

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook | Less than significant | 3-27
Salmon/Steelhead Adult Immigration (September Through March)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon Spawning and | Potentially significant | 3-28
Incubation (October Through February)

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon | Less than significant | 3-29
Spawning and Incubation (October Through February)

Flow- and Temperature-Related Impacts to Steelhead Spawning | Less than significant | 3-30
and Incubation (December Through March)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead | Potentially significant | 3-30
Juvenile Rearing (March Through June)

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and | Potentially significant | 3-31
Steelhead Juvenile Rearing (March Through June)

Flow-Related Impacts to Steelhead Rearing (July Through | Potentially significant | 3-32
September)
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Potential Impact Determination of Page
Impacts

Temperature-Related Impacts to Steelhead Rearing (July Through | Potentially significant | 3-33
September)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead | Less than significant | 3-34
Juvenile Emigration (February Through June)

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and | Less than significant | 3-34
Steelhead Juvenile Emigration (February Through June)

Impact 3.1-9: Impacts to splittail in the lower American River Potentially significant | 3-35

Sacramento River Fisheries Impacts

Impact 3.1-10: Flow-related impacts in the upper Sacramento | Less than significant | 3-36
River

Impact 3.1-11: Flow-related impacts in the lower Sacramento | Less than significant | 3-36
River

Impact 3.1-12: Water temperature-related impacts in the upper | Potentially significant | 3-37
Sacramento River

Impact 3.1-13: Water temperature-related impacts in the lower | Potentially significant | 3-39
Sacramento River

Delta Fishery Impacts

Impact 3.1-14: Impacts to Delta fish populations Potentially significant | 3-40

Table 6. Cumulative Condition vs. Cumulative without the Project (Incremental)
Condition

Potential Impact Determination of Page
Impacts

Lower American River Fisheries Impacts

Impact 3.1-8: Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead in | See subsections below | 3-27
the lower American River

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon Spawning and | Less than significant 3-28
Incubation (October Through February)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and | Less than significant 3-31
Steelhead Juvenile Rearing (March Through June)

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and | Less than significant 3-32

Steelhead Juvenile Rearing (March Through June)

Flow-Related Impacts to Steelhead Rearing (July Through | Less than significant 3-32
September)

Temperature-Related Impacts to Steelhead Rearing (July | Less than significant 3-33
Through September)

Impact 3.1-9: Impacts to splittail in the lower American River Less than significant 3-35
Sacramento River Fisheries Impacts

Impact 3.1-12: Water temperature-related impacts in the upper | Less than significant 3-38
Sacramento River

Impact 3.1-13: Water temperature-related impacts in the lower | Less than significant 3-39

Sacramento River

Delta Fishery Impacts

Impact 3.1-14: Impacts to Delta fish populations | Less than significant | 3-40

Lower American River Fisheries Impacts

Flow- and temperature-related impacts are discussed separately below by species and lifestage.
Organizationally, flow- and temperature-related impacts to fall-run Chinook salmon and
steelhead are discussed together, followed by impact discussions for splittail.
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Impact 3.1-8: Impacts to fall-run Chinook salmon/steelhead in the lower
American River.

o Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead Adult Immigration (September Through March)

Modeling results indicate that potential flow- and temperature- related impacts to fall-run
Chinook salmon and steelhead adult immigration that could occur under the cumulative
condition would be considered less than significant. (See discussion of modeling
results below.)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon/Steelhead Adult Immigration
(September Through March).

Under the cumulative condition, reduction in the 70-year average proportion of Sacramento
River flow immediately downstream of the mouth that would be composed of American River
water during the September through March period (the combined primary period of upstream
adult immigration for Chinook salmon and steelhead) would range from about one percent in
January to less than 14 percent in September. Hence, although monthly mean lower American
River flows at the mouth under the cumulative condition would decrease during each month of
this period, relative to the existing condition, these reductions would not be expected to
adversely affect immigrating adult fall-run Chinook salmon or steelhead.

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run/Steelhead Adult Immigration (September
Through March)

The long-term average water temperatures modeled for the cumulative condition would not
increase by more than 0.2°F, relative to the existing condition, at the mouth or at Freeport on the
Sacramento River, during all months of the September through March adult immigration period,
as shown in Table 325.

The largest long-term average water temperature increase at the mouth under the cumulative
condition for the September through March period is 0.2°F for the month of October (Table
325). Moreover, under the cumulative condition, water temperatures at the lower American
River mouth would remain essentially equivalent to or less than those under existing conditions
in 432 out of the 483 months included in the analysis (Technical Appendix B pp. 433-444).
Water temperatures at Freeport under the cumulative condition would remain essentialy
equivalent to or less than those under the existing condition in 449 out of the 483 months
included in the analysis (Technical Appendix B pp 481-492). Therefore, September through
March water temperatures in the lower portion of the lower American River would not be
expected to adversely affect fall-run Chinook salmon and steelhead adult immigration. Overall,
changes in flow and temperature in the lower American River associated with the cumulative
condition relative to the existing condition represent a less than significant impact to adult
salmonid immigration in the lower American River.
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o Fall-Run Chinook Salmon Spawning and Incubation (October Through February)

Modeling results indicate that potential temperature-related impacts to fall-run Chinook
salmon and steelhead spawning and incubation that could occur under the cumulative
condition would be considered less than significant. Potential flow-related impacts to
steelhead spawning and incubation that could occur under the cumulative condition
would be considered less than significant.

Potential flow-related impacts to fall-run Chinook salmon spawning and incubation that
could occur under the cumulative condition would be considered potentially significant.
However, the incremental contribution of the Proposed Project to the cumulative
condition would be considered less than significant. (See discussion of modeling
results below)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon Spawning and Incubation (October
Through February)

The long-term average flow below Nimbus Dam under the cumulative condition would be up to
13.6 percent less (October) than the flow under the existing condition during al months of the
October through February fall-run Chinook salmon spawning and incubation period, as shown in
Table 108. Similarly, changes in long-term average flows at Watt Avenue would be up to 14.3
percent less (October) during the October through February period, as shown in Table 123.

Figures 168 through 172 show exceedance curves for the American River release from Nimbus
Dam for the October through February period. These curves demonstrate that flows under the
cumulative condition would be significantly different than those under the existing condition.
Differences in flows in the lower flow ranges would be of particular concern. In October,
November and December, when the existing condition flow would be 2,500 cfs or less, the
cumulative condition would result in flow reductions of up to 750 cfs nearly 50 percent of the
time. Effects on flow in January and February would be relatively smaller.

These reductions in flows would reduce the amount of available Chinook salmon spawning
habitat, which could result in increased redd superimposition during years when adult returns are
high enough for spawning habitat to be limiting. These reductions in flow are of sufficient
magnitude and occur with enough frequency to have a significant adverse effect on long-term
initial year-class strength of lower American River fall-run Chinook salmon, resulting in a
significant impact.

Proposed Project’s Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

As shown in Table 108, the long-term average flow below Nimbus Dam under the cumulative
condition would be within 0.3 percent of the flow under the cumulative without the Project
condition during all months of the October through February period. In addition, as presented in
Table 123, changes in long-term average flows at Watt Avenue under the cumulative condition
also would be within 0.3 percent for each month in the October through February period. The
incremental contribution analysis indicates that monthly mean flows would be essentially
equivalent or higher at both below Nimbus Dam and at Watt Avenue in 331 of the 350 months
simulated (Technical Appendix C pp. 313-317 and 325-329).
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Figures 168 through 172 show exceedance curves for the American River release from Nimbus
Dam for the months of October through February. These figures demonstrate that although
similar most of the time, flows under the cumulative condition would be, at times, lower than the
flows associated with the cumulative without the Project condition, particularly when flows are
3,000 cfs or less. Anticipated decreases in flow when the cumulative without the Project flow
would be at or below 2,000 cfs are of particular importance to salmon survival. During October
through December, there would only be one year in which flows below Nimbus Dam under the
cumulative condition would be lower than the corresponding flow under the cumulative without
the Project condition by more than 10 percent. In January and February, decreases in flow of 10
percent or more when the flows would be at or below 2,000 cfs would not occur (Technical
Appendix C pp. 313-317). Again, this decrease of 10 percent or more in flows represents the 250
cfs decrease in flows, which would result from a modeling anomaly and would not occur under
real-time operations. The Proposed Project is not expected to reduce monthly average flows
during the October through February period by more than 6.5 cfs to 7.2 cfs, which would not
result in reductions of 10 percent in flows.

Therefore, flow reductions would not occur with sufficient magnitude or frequency to
significantly adversely affect fall-run Chinook salmon spawning and incubation, and therefore
represent aless than significant contribution to the cumulative condition.

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon Spawning and Incubation
(October Through February)

Under the cumulative condition, the long-term average water temperature would be 0.2°F greater
than the existing condition during October at Watt Avenue. Long-term average water
temperatures below Nimbus Dam under the cumulative condition would result in decreases of up
to 0.4°F (December) relative to the existing condition for the October through February period
(Table 328).

October monthly mean water temperatures at Watt Avenue would increase by more than 0.3°F
under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition in 23 of the 69 years simulated
(Technical Appendix B p. 421). Conversely, monthly mean water temperatures for October,
under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition, would decrease by more than
0.3°F in 12 of the 69 years ssimulated. November monthly mean water temperatures below
Nimbus Dam would increase by more than 0.3°F in only four years of the 69 years modeled
(Technica Appendix B p. 410). Under the cumulative condition, there would not be any
additional occurrences of October water temperatures at Watt Avenue above 56°F, relative to the
existing condition. Below Nimbus Dam, there would be four occurrences less during November
in which water temperatures under the cumulative condition would exceed 56°F, relative to the
existing condition. December, January and February monthly mean water temperatures below
Nimbus Dam would be below 56°F in al 69 years modeled (Technical Appendix B pp. 411-
413).

The long-term average annual early lifestage survival for fal-run Chinook salmon in the
American River would be 84.9 percent under the existing condition and 85.3 percent under the
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cumulative condition, as shown in Table 469. Substantial increases or decreases in surviva
would not occur in any individual year of the 69-year simulation.

Based on these modeling results, small temperature changes in the lower American River
resulting from the cumulative condition during the October through February period represents a
less-than-significant impact to spawning and incubation success of fall-run Chinook salmon.

Flow- and Temperature-Related Impacts to Steelhead Spawning and Incubation
(December Through March)

The largest percent decrease in long-term average flows would be 8.5 percent at Watt Avenue
during the month of December, for the December through March steelhead spawning and
incubation period (Table 123). However, the resultant long-term December average flow
remains relatively high (i.e., 3,300 cfs). The only long-term average water temperature increase
for the December through March period would be 0.1°F for the month of March below Nimbus
Dam, athough the resultant temperature (i.e., 50.7°F) would still be well below the identified
index of 56°F (Table 279). Moreover, under the cumulative condition, water temperatures below
Nimbus Dam would remain below 56°F for all months of the 69 years modeled for the spawning
and incubation period for steelhead (Technical Appendix B pp.411-414). December, January
and February water temperatures at Watt Avenue under the cumulative condition would be
below 56°F in al 69 years modeled (Technical Appendix B pp. 423-425). Under the cumulative
condition, there would not be any additional occurrences in which water temperatures at Waitt
Avenue would be greater than 56°F during December through March, relative to the existing
condition, for al the 69 years modeled. Therefore, flow- or temperature-related impacts to
steelhead spawning or incubation would not be expected to result from the cumulative condition.
For flow data supporting this impact determination, see Tables 108 and 123 and Figures 170
through 173.

o Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead Juvenile Rearing (March Through June)

Potential flow-related impacts to fall-run Chinook salmon and steelhead juvenile rearing
that could occur under the cumulative condition would be considered potentially
significant. However, the incremental contribution of the Proposed Project to the
cumulative condition would be considered less than significant. (See discussion of
modeling results below)

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead Juvenile Rearing
(March Through June)

Relatively small differences in flow would occur between the cumulative condition and the
existing condition during the March through June juvenile fal-run Chinook salmon and
steelhead rearing period. Under the cumulative condition, the largest reduction in the long-term
average flow at Watt Avenue would occur during May (i.e., 6.3 percent) for any given month of
the March through June period (Table 123). However, most reductions in flow during the month
of May occurred during the driest 20 percent of the years, when flows are already at relatively
low levels (i.e., less than 2,000 cfs). These differences in flow may adversely affect long-term
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juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon or steelhead rearing habitat availability, and therefore represent
apotentially significant impact.

Proposed Project’s Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

The incremental contribution analysis indicates that under the cumulative condition, the long-
term average flow at Watt Avenue would be within 0.3 percent of the flow under the cumulative
without the Project condition during the March through June period (Table 123). Monthly mean
flows would be essentially equivalent for 262 months of the 280 months included in the analysis
(Technical Appendix C pp. 330-333).

Figures 185 through 188 show the exceedance curves for the lower American River flow at Watt
Avenue for the months of March through June. For flows below 2,000 cfs during May, the
cumulative condition would result in slight decreases compared to the cumulative without the
Project condition. In April (Figure 186), the cumulative condition provided a decrease in flow
when flows range between 2,000 cfs and 2,500 cfs. The long-term average flows during May
would increase by 0.1 percent under the cumulative condition relative to the cumulative without
the Project condition, as shown in Table 123. These small differences in flow would not be
expected to adversely affect long-term juvenile fal-run Chinook salmon or steelhead rearing
success. Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project would not significantly contribute to
future potentially significant cumulative flow-related impacts to fall-run Chinook salmon and
steelhead juvenile rearing.

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead Juvenile
Rearing (March Through June)

Under the cumulative condition, there would be two more occurrences during May, and the same
number of occurrences during March, April, June and July, in which water temperatures at Watt
Avenue would be above 65°F, relative to the existing condition (Technical Appendix B pp. 426-
430). Under the cumulative condition, long-term average water temperature at Watt Avenue
would not change by more than 0.3°F during any month of the March through June period,
compared to the existing condition, as shown in Table 286. Temperature data at Watt Avenue
shows a water temperature increase greater than 0.3°F occurring in 7 years during the month of
March, in nine years during the month of April, in 15 years during the month of May and in 19
years during the month of June. However, temperature decreases greater than 0.3°F occur in five
years during the month of March, 9 years during the month of April, three years during the
month of May, and in 10 years during the month of June. The largest temperature increase
associated with the cumulative condition, relative to the existing condition, would be expected to
occur during the month of May. Although the long-term average temperature during May
increased by only 0.3°F, the cumulative condition would increase the frequency and magnitude
of relatively warm temperatures (i.e., greater than or equal to 65°F). Therefore, these increases
in water temperatures may represent a potentially significant impact to fall-run Chinook salmon
and steelhead juvenile rearing.
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Proposed Project’'s Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

Under the cumulative condition, the long-term average water temperature at Watt Avenue would
not change by more than an estimated 0.1°F during any month of the March through June period,
compared to the cumulative without the Project condition (Table 286). Monthly mean water
temperatures are expected to exceed 65°F approximately 10 percent of the time during May and
approximately 33 percent of the time during June under both the cumulative without the Project
and the cumulative condition (Technical Appendix C pp. 426-429). Further, examination of the
exceedance graphs for water temperatures at Watt Avenue during May and June comparing the
cumulative without the Project and the cumulative condition indicates no substantial differences
in water temperatures between the two conditions, as shown in Figures 348 and 349.

Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project would not significantly contribute to
potentially significant cumulative temperature-related impacts to fall-run Chinook salmon and
steelhead juvenile rearing.

Flow-Related Impacts to Steelhead Rearing (July Through September)

Under the cumulative condition, the long-term average flow below Nimbus Dam would
decrease, compared to the existing condition, by about 7.2 percent in July, 9.9 percent in August
and 15.3 percent in September (Table 108). The long-term average flow at Watt Avenue would
decrease compared to the existing condition by 7.9 percent in July, 10.9 percent in August, and
16.4 percent in September (Table 123).

Figures 189 through 191 provide flow exceedance curves for American River flows at Wait
Avenue during July, August and September. These curves demonstrate that flow reductions at
Watt Avenue under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition would occur at
flows below 4000 cfs during July, at flows between 2,800 and 5,000 cfs and 500 to 2,000 cfs
during August, and at flows between 500 and 5,000 cfs during September. Furthermore,
relatively large reductions in flow (i.e., 500 cfs) would occur when flows are already at low
levels (i.e., 1,500 cfs or less).

Flow reductions under the cumulative condition may reduce juvenile steelhead summer rearing
habitat. Nonetheless, reductions in flow associated with the cumulative condition may adversely
affect long-term rearing success of juvenile steelhead, and therefore represent a potentially
significant impact.

Proposed Project’'s Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

The incremental contribution analysis indicates that, under the cumulative condition, the long-
term average flow on the American River below Nimbus Dam would decrease by approximately
0.4 percent during July, and 0.1 percent during August and September (Table 108). Long-term
average flows at Watt Avenue would exhibit similar decreases to those below Nimbus Dam
(Table 123).

Figures 189 through 191 present the comparison of flow exceedance curves for the cumulative
condition and cumulative without the Project condition flows at Watt Avenue during July,
August, and September. Although small reductions in flows potentially would occur during July,
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these reductions would not be expected to be of such magnitude to adversely affect long-term
summer rearing success of juvenile steelhead. Flows under the cumulative condition and
cumulative without the Project condition are essentially equivalent during August and
September.

Based on these findings, flow reductions under the cumulative condition, relative to the
cumulative without the Project condition, would not be expected to significantly reduce juvenile
steelhead rearing habitat. The potential small and infrequent reductions in flow would not be
expected to adversely affect long-term rearing success of juvenile steelhead. Therefore, the
implementation of the Proposed Project would not significantly contribute to future potentially
significant cumulative flow-related impacts to steelhead rearing.

Temperature-Related Impacts to Steelhead Rearing (July Through September)

Temperature modeling indicates that the long-term average water temperature at Watt Avenue
would increase dightly in July and August under the cumulative condition, relative to the
existing condition (Tables 328). In September, long-term average water temperature would
decrease dightly by 0.2°F under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition. The
cumulative condition would result in no additional occurrences during July, one less occurrence
during August, and two less occurrences during September, in which water temperatures at Waitt
Avenue would be above 65°F, relative to the existing condition (Technical Appendix B pp. 430-
432).

Figures 350 through 352 present the exceedance curves for water temperature at Watt Avenue
under the existing condition and the cumulative condition during the months of July, August, and
September, respectively. During July and August, water temperatures under the cumulative
condition are higher than those under the existing condition when temperatures would already be
relatively warm (i.e., 68°F). In fact, water temperatures could increase by as much as 3.0°F
when temperatures under the existing condition are at 70°F or more. During September, water
temperatures at Watt Avenue under the cumulative condition are generally equal to or lower than
those under the existing condition. However, water temperature increases that would be
expected to occur during July and August represent a potentially significant cumulative impact to
juvenile steelhead summer rearing.

Proposed Project’s Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

The long-term average monthly mean water temperatures at Watt Avenue under the cumulative
condition would not differ to those under the cumulative without the Project condition during
August (Tables 286). During July, there would be a 0.1°F increase and in September, a 0.1°F
decrease in long-term average monthly mean water temperatures under the cumulative condition
relative to the cumulative without the Project condition.

Figures 350 through 352 show water temperature exceedance curves at Watt Avenue during July,
August and September under the cumulative condition and cumulative without the Project
condition. As shown, water temperatures are essentially identical for both conditions, though
small and infrequent differences in water temperatures at Watt Avenue would occur between
both conditions. The cumulative condition would result in no additional occurrences in July and
August and two fewer occurrences in September of water temperatures at Watt Avenue

SMUD Cosumnes Power Plant Project 3-33 January 2003



Fish Resources and Aquatic Habitat
Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

exceeding 65° F, relative to the cumulative without the Project condition (Technical Appendix C
pp. 430-432). Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project would not significantly
contribute to future potentially significant cumulative temperature-related impacts to steelhead
rearing.

o Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead Juvenile Emigration (February Through
June)

Potential flow-related impacts to fall-run Chinook salmon and steelhead juvenile
emigration that could occur under the cumulative condition would be considered less
than significant.

Flow-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead Juvenile Emigration
(February Through June)

As can be concluded from previous discussions, potential changes in flows under the cumulative
condition during February and March would not adversely affect juvenile fall-run Chinook
salmon or steelhead emigration. Hence, this discussion focuses primarily on the April through
June period.

Under the cumulative condition, the simulated long-term average flow at the mouth of the lower
American River would decrease about two percent in April, seven percent in May, and 3.4
percent in June (Table 100). Figures 210 through 212 show the difference in flows simulated
under the cumulative condition at flows 6,000 cfs or less. Flows at the confluence would
frequently be reduced during all months with substantial reductions at the lower flow ranges
occurring during May. However, flows under the cumulative condition would not be reduced to
levels that could physically block emigration from the river. Although flow reductions at the
mouth would occur in a few years during the April through June period and particularly during
May, resultant flows represent aless-than-significant impact to juvenile salmonid emigration.

Temperature-Related Impacts to Fall-Run Chinook Salmon and Steelhead Juvenile
Emigration (February Through June)

Examination of the exceedance curves indicates that water temperatures at the mouth of the
lower American River and at Freeport under the cumulative condition would remain at or below
65°F during all years of the 69-year period of record during the months of February, March and
April (Tables 291 and 319). Under the cumulative condition, there would not be any additional
occurrences during May and June that water temperatures at the mouth of the lower American
River would exceed 65°F, relative to the existing condition (Technical Appendix B pp. 440-441).
At the mouth of the lower American River, water temperatures under the cumulative condition
relative to the existing condition would be warmer during May but cooler 25 percent of the time
during June. Under the cumulative condition, there only would be two additional occurrences
during May, and the same number of occurrences during June, in which water temperatures at
Freeport would exceed 65°F, relative to the existing condition (Technical Appendix B pp. 488-
489). At Freeport, water temperatures would be essentially equivalent to or less than those under
the existing condition in 105 of the 138 months simulated during May and June, relative to the
cumulative conditions. Overall, this would represent a less-than-significant impact to fall-run
Chinook salmon and steelhead juvenile emigration.

SMUD Cosumnes Power Plant Project 3-34 January 2003



Fish Resources and Aquatic Habitat
Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Impact 3.1-9: Impacts to splittail in the lower American River.

Potential flow-related impacts to splittail in the Lower American River that could occur
under the cumulative condition would be considered potentially significant. However,
the incremental contribution of the Proposed Project to the cumulative condition would
be considered less than significant. Potential temperature-related impacts to splittail
that could occur under the cumulative condition would be considered less than
significant. (See discussion of modeling results below.)

Under the cumulative condition, the long-term average flow at Watt Avenue during the period
February through May would be 1.6 percent to 6.3 percent less than under the existing condition,
asshown in Table 123.

Using flows at Watt Avenue, the acreage of usable riparian vegetation inundated between RM 8
and RM 9 was calculated and employed as an index of the relative amount of inundated riparian
vegetation that would occur in the lower portion of the river for a given flow rate. The amount
of long-term riparian habitat inundated in this portion of the river under the cumulative condition
would remain unchanged in 46 years (66 percent of the time) during February, 56 years (80
percent of the time) during March, 56 years (80 percent of the time) during April, and 57 years
(81 percent of the time) during May (Table 113). Therefore, habitat reductions may be expected
to occur during most months of this period. In many years, riparian vegetation would not be
inundated under either the cumulative or the existing condition.

The amount of riparian habitat between RM 8 and RM 9 under the cumulative relative to the
existing condition would be reduced for each month of the February through May splittail
spawning period, particularly during April (i.e., 11.1 percent) and May (i.e., 8.3 percent), as
shown in Table 113. Under the cumulative condition, reductions in inundated riparian habitat
would occur virtually every month during the February through May period, during those years
when habitat would be inundated under the existing condition. Relatively little splittail habitat is
available under either the cumulative or existing condition. Given the uncertainty as to the
magnitude and extent of splittail spawning habitat in the lower American River, and the actual
amount of potential spawning habitat at specific flow rates throughout the river, the effects of
flow reductions from the February through May period also are uncertain and, therefore,
represent a potentially significant impact.

During the February through May period, there would be three additional occurrences (i.e.,
during the month of May) of the 69-year period of record in which water temperatures at Watt
Avenue would increase above 68°F (the reported preferred range for splittail spawning) under
the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition (Technical Appendix B pp. 425-428).
During February, March and April, water temperatures would not increase above 68°F under the
cumulative condition for any year of the 69-year period of record. Therefore, significant
temperature-related impacts would not be expected to occur to splittail under the cumulative
condition.

Proposed Project’s Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

Under the cumulative condition, relative to the cumulative without the Project condition, average
long-term usable inundated riparian habitat would not change for any month of the February
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through May splittail spawning period, as shown in Table 113. In five of the 70 years modeled,
mean monthly usable riparian splittail habitat would decrease (i.e., largest decrease of 0.1 acres)
under the cumulative condition, relative to the cumulative without the Project condition
(Technical Appendix C pp. 558-561). Although these small and infrequent decreases in the
amount of usable inundated riparian habitat associated with the cumulative condition relative to
the cumulative without the Project condition occur during this period, these differences would
not be of sufficient magnitude or occur with enough frequency to represent a significant
contribution to the identified potentially significant cumulative impact.

Sacramento River Fisheries Impacts

Potential flow-related impacts in the upper and lower Sacramento River that could occur
under the cumulative condition would be considered less than significant. Potential
temperature-related impacts in the upper and lower Sacramento River that could occur
under the cumulative condition would be considered potentially significant. However,
the incremental contribution of the Proposed Project to the cumulative condition would
be considered less than significant. (See discussion of modeling results below.)

Impact 3.1-10: Flow-related impacts in the upper Sacramento River.

The long-term average Sacramento River flow released from Keswick Dam under the Proposed
Project would be within one percent of flows under the existing condition during all months of
the year, as shown in Table 110. Monthly mean flows below Keswick Dam in the upper
Sacramento River would be essentially equivalent to the existing condition in 832 of the 840
months included in the analysis (Technical Appendix A pp. 349-360).

The minimum flow objective for Keswick Dam releases stipulated in the NMFS Biological
Opinion (1993, as revised in 1995) for the protection of winter-run Chinook salmon rearing and
downstream passage is 3,250 cfs between October 1 and March 31. Modeling output shows that
monthly mean flows below Keswick Dam would not be reduced below 3,250 cfs in any
additional months of the October through March period in any of the 70 years modeled under the
Proposed Project or the existing condition.

These findings indicate that flow changes below Keswick Dam that would occur under the
Proposed Project would result in less than significant impacts to upper Sacramento River fish
resources.

Impact 3.1-11: Flow related impacts in the lower Sacramento River.

The long-term average flow at Freeport under the cumulative condition would be within five
percent of the long-term average under the existing condition during al months of the year, as
shown in Table 111. In 459 out of the 840 months simulated, the flow at Freeport under the
cumulative condition would be greater or essentially equivalent to the existing condition
(Technical Appendix B pp. 385-396). Neither physical habitat availability for fish residing in the
lower Sacramento River nor immigration of adult or emigration of juvenile anadromous fish
would be substantialy affected relative to the existing condition. Consequently, flow-related
impacts to lower Sacramento River fisheries or migrating anadromous fish that could occur
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under the cumulative condition are considered to be less than significant. Overall, this
constitutes a less-than-significant impact.

Impact 3.1-12: Water temperature related impacts in the upper Sacramento
River.

The cumulative condition relative to the existing condition would result in changes to the long-
term average temperature at Keswick Dam and Bend Bridge. There would be several additional
months in the simulation when temperatures exceed 56°F or 60°F at Keswick Dam or Bend
Bridge under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition (Table 327). For
example, there would be 22 more occurrences where the 56°F index would be exceeded, and 8
more occurrences where the 60°F index would be exceeded at Keswick Dam relative to the
existing condition. At Bend Bridge, there would be 31 more occurrences where the 56°F index
would be exceeded and seven more occurrences where the 60°F index would be exceeded
relative to the existing condition. Therefore, the cumulative condition would result in significant
additional exceedances of the temperature criteriaidentified in the NMFS Biological Opinion for
winter-run Chinook salmon.

Early lifestage survival also was examined for winter-run, spring-run, fall-run and late fall-run
Chinook salmon in the Sacramento River. Winter-run Chinook salmon long-term average early-
lifestage survival would be 93.4 percent under the cumulative condition compared to 96 percent
under the existing condition. Winter-run Chinook salmon absolute long-term average early
lifestage survival would decrease more than 10 percent in 4 of the 69 years studied relative to the
existing condition (Technical Appendix B p. 568). Winter-run Chinook salmon relative long-
term average early lifestage survival would decrease more than 10 percent in 5 of the 69 years
studied. For fall-run Chinook salmon, long-term average early-lifestage survival would be 86.2
percent under the cumulative condition compared to 89.6 percent under the existing condition.
Absolute and relative long-term average early lifestage survival of fal-run chinook salmon
would decrease more than 10 percent in 11 of the 69 years studied compared to the existing
conditions (Technical Appendix B p. 566). Spring-run Chinook salmon long-term average early-
lifestage survival would be 81.7 percent under the cumulative condition compared to 87.5
percent under the existing condition. Absolute long-term average early lifestage survival for
spring-run Chinook salmon would decrease more than 10 percent in 8 of the 69 years studied
(Technical Appendix B p. 569). The long-term average relative percent change in early lifestage
survival for spring-run Chinook salmon would decrease by approximately 6.2 percent compared
to the existing condition. Relative long-term average early lifestage survival would decrease
more than 10 percent in 10 of the 69 years studied The long-term average early lifestage
survival for late-fall-run Chinook salmon would be 98.7 percent under the cumulative condition
compared to 99.1 percent under the existing conditions. No decreases of more than 10 percent in
absolute or relative long-term average early lifestage survival are expected for late-fall-run
Chinook salmon (Technical Appendix B p. 567).

Based on the increased number of exceedances of the temperature criteria identified in the
NMPFES Biological Opinion for winter-run Chinook salmon, and decreases in absolute and relative
long-term early lifestage survival of fall-run, winter-run and spring-run Chinook salmon, water
temperature-related impacts to upper Sacramento River fisheries under the cumulative condition
would represent a significant impact.
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Proposed Project’'s Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

The cumulative condition would not result in a change in the long-term average water
temperature at Keswick Dam or Bend Bridge for any month of the year, relative to the
cumulative without the Project condition (Tables 300 and 307). Also, relative to the cumulative
without the Project condition, the cumulative condition would result in only one additional
month (October) throughout the entire simulation where the water temperature exceeded 56°F or
60°F below Keswick Dam or at Bend Bridge under the cumulative condition, as shown in Table
327. Monthly mean water temperatures at Keswick Dam under the cumulative condition would
be essentially equivalent to or less than the cumulative without the Project condition in 826 of
the 828 months simulated and at Bend Bridge in 827 of the 828 months ssimulated (Technical
Appendix C pp. 445-456 and 469-480). Therefore, the cumulative condition would not result in
significant additional exceedances of the water temperature criteria identified in the NMFS
Biological Opinion for winter-run Chinook salmon, relative to the cumulative without the Project
condition.

In addition, there would not be substantial decreases in absolute or relative annual early lifestage
survival of fall-run and late-fall-run Chinook salmon in any individual year under the cumulative
condition relative to the cumulative without the Project condition (Technical Appendix C pp.
566-569). For winter-run Chinook salmon, the long-term average early-lifestage survival would
be 93.4 percent for both the cumulative without the Project and the cumulative conditions. There
would not be substantial decreases in absolute annual early-lifestage survival of winter-run
Chinook salmon in any individual year of the 69-year period of record. The long-term average
relative percent change in early-lifestage survival would only decrease by 0.5 percent, relative to
early-lifestage survival under the cumulative without the Project condition. The long-term
average relative percent change in early lifestage survival is primarily due to one individual year
of the 69-year period of record included in the simulation. For this individual year of the
simulation (i.e., 1934), the estimated absolute survival under the cumulative without the Project
condition is 3.9 percent and under the cumulative condition is 2.8 percent. Therefore, the
absolute difference between the cumulative condition and the cumulative without the Project
condition is 1.1 percent. However, because early-lifestage survival would be low under the
cumulative without the Project condition for this particular year, the relatively small absolute
changein early lifestage survival trandatesinto avery large (i.e., 28.2 percent) relative changein
early lifestage survival. Excluding this one year, the long-term average relative percent change
for the remaining 68 years included in the simulation would be a 0.1 percent decrease.

For spring-run Chinook salmon, the long-term average early-lifestage survival would be 81.9
percent under the cumulative without the Project condition and 81.7 under the cumulative
condition. There would not be substantial decreases in absolute annual early-lifestage survival of
spring-run Chinook salmon in any individual year of the 69-year period of record. The long-
term average relative percent change in early-lifestage survival would only decrease by 0.4
percent, relative to early-lifestage survival under the cumulative without the Project condition.
The long-term average relative percent change in early lifestage survival is primarily due to two
individual years of the 69-year period of record included in the smulation. For the year 1935,
the estimated absolute survival under the cumulative without the Project condition is 3.8 percent
and under the cumulative condition is 3.2 percent. Therefore, the absolute difference between
the cumulative condition and the cumulative without the Project condition is only 0.6 percent.
However, because early-lifestage survival would be low under the cumulative without the
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Project condition for this particular year, the relatively small absolute change in early lifestage
survival tranglates into a large (i.e., 15.8 percent) relative change in early lifestage survival.
Similarly, for the year 1990, the estimated absolute survival under the cumulative without the
Project condition is 19.8 percent and under the cumulative condition is 16.1 percent. Therefore,
the absolute difference between the cumulative condition and the cumulative without the Project
condition is 3.7 percent. However, because early-lifestage survival would be relatively low
under the cumulative without the Project condition for this particular year, the relatively small
absolute change in early lifestage survival trandlates into a large (i.e., 18.7 percent) relative
change in early lifestage survival. Excluding these two years, the long-term average relative
percent change for the remaining 67 years included in the simulation would be a 0.1 percent
increase.

Based on these findings, temperature-related impacts to upper Sacramento River fisheries
associated with the implementation of the Proposed Project would represent a less-than-
significant contribution to the significant cumulative temperature-related impacts to upper
Sacramento River fisheries.

Impact 3.1-13: Water temperature related impacts in the lower Sacramento River.

The long-term average water temperature at Freeport in the lower Sacramento River would not
change more than 0.3°F under the cumulative condition during any month of the year, as shown
in Table 321. The number of years that temperatures at this location would exceed 56°F, 60°F,
and 70°F would be greater (i.e., 2 occurrences more often for the 56°F index, 11 occurrences
more often for the 60°F index, and 9 occurrences more often for the 70°F index) under the
cumulative condition than the existing condition during the period March through November, as
shown in Table 324. Also, 18 percent of the time in the months of March through November,
the monthly mean temperature at Freeport would increase more than 0.3°F under the cumulative
condition relative to the existing condition (Technica Appendix B pp. 481-492). Overal,
potential temperature-related impacts to fish species within the lower Sacramento River
represent a potentially significant impact.

Proposed Project’s Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

The incremental contribution analysis indicates that the long-term average water temperature at
Freeport in the lower Sacramento River would not change under the cumulative condition
relative to the cumulative without the Project condition during any month of the year, as shown
in Table 321. The number of years that water temperatures at this location would exceed 60°F
and 70°F would be dightly greater (i.e., one occurrence more often for both the 60°F index and
the 70°F index) under the cumulative condition, relative to the cumulative without the Project
condition during the March through November period (Table 324). Monthly mean water
temperatures at Freeport in the lower Sacramento River under the cumulative condition would be
essentially equivalent to the cumulative without the Project condition for all of the 828 months
included in the analysis (Technical Appendix C pp. 481-492). Therefore, implementation of the
Proposed Project would not significantly contribute to potentially significant cumulative water
temperature-related impacts to fisheries of the lower Sacramento River.
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3.1.3 Delta Fishery Impacts

Impact 3.1-14: Impacts to Delta fish populations.

Potential impacts Delta outflow and the position of X2 that could occur under the
cumulative condition would be considered potentially significant. However, the
incremental contribution of the Proposed Project to the cumulative condition would be
considered less than significant. (See discussion of modeling results below.)

The greatest reduction in the monthly long-term average Delta outflow under the cumulative
condition was 8.3 percent (during the month of October) relative to the existing condition, as
shown in Table 413. Delta outflow during the period of February through June is believed to be
of greatest concern for potential effects to spawning and rearing habitat and downstream
transport flows for delta smelt, longfin smelt, splittail, striped bass, salmonids, and other aguatic
species in the Delta. During 11 percent of the time (i.e., 37 months of the 350 months included
in the analysis) for the February through June period, Delta outflow would decrease by 10
percent or more relative to the existing condition (Technical Appendix B pp. 5-9).

The long-term average position of X2 would move upstream less than one km relative to the
existing condition for any given month (Table 429). However, during the February through June
period considered important for providing appropriate spawning and rearing conditions and
downstream transport flows for various fish species, the upstream shift in the position of X2
under the cumulative condition relative to the existing condition would exceed one km 11
percent of the time (i.e., 37 more occurrences out of 350) (Technical Appendix B p. 17-21).

The model simulations conducted for the cumulative condition included conformance with X2
requirements set forth in the SWRCB Interim Water Quality Control Plan. Also, the Delta
export-to-inflow ratios under the cumulative condition would not exceed the maximum export
ratio as set by the SWRCB Interim Water Quality Control Plan. Even though the cumulative
condition would not cause X2 or Delta outflow standards to be violated, the cumulative
condition would result in decreased outflow and upstream shift in the position of X2, which
could be considered a potentially significant impact to Delta fisheries. Overall, impacts to Delta
fish populations would be potentially significant.

Proposed Project’s Incremental Contribution to the Cumulative Condition

The incremental contribution analysis indicates that reductions in the long-term average Delta
outflow of up to 0.1 percent could occur under the cumulative condition relative to the
cumulative without the Project condition during any given month, as shown in Table 413.
Throughout the entire 70-year period of record there would be only one individual month (i.e.,
May) when Delta outflow is reduced by as much as two percent for the February through June
period, relative to the cumulative without the Project condition (Technical Appendix C pp. 5-9).

In addition, under the cumulative condition, there would not be a shift in the long-term average
position of X2 relative to the cumulative without the Project condition for any given month
(Table 429). Furthermore, during the February through June period, the maximum upstream
shift in the position of X2 for the entire 70-year period of record would be 0.2 km (Technical
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Appendix C pp. 17-21). Based on these results, the Proposed Project would not significantly
contribute to potentially significant cumulative impacts to Delta fish populations.
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