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Program Overview

The Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program (LCR MSCP) is a partnership
of Federal and non-Federal stakeholders responding to the need to balance the use of the Lower
Colorado River water resources and the conservation of native species and their habitats in
compliance with the Endangered Species Act (ESA). This is a long-term plan to conserve at least
26 species along the Lower Colorado River from Lake Mead to the Southerly International
Boundary of Mexico through implementation of a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP).

This long-term (50-year) program will accommodate current water diversions and power
production, and optimize opportunities for future water and power development, to the extent
consistent with the law. The comprehensive program addresses future Federal agency
consultation needs under Section 7 of the ESA, and non-Federal agency needs for endangered
species incidental take authorization under Section 10 of the ESA. The program also allows
California agencies to meet their obligations under California state law for the California
Endangered Species Act (CESA).

Twenty-six Federal or state-listed candidate and sensitive species and their associated habitats,
ranging from aquatic and wetland habitats to riparian and upland areas, are covered in the LCR
MSCP. Of the 26 covered species, 6 are currently listed under the Federal ESA. The program
addresses the biological needs of mammals, birds, fish, amphibians, and reptiles, as well as
invertebrates and plants.

Implementing the LCR MSCP will create 8,132 acres of new habitat (5,940 acres of cottonwood-
willow, 1,320 acres of honey mesquite, 512 acres of marsh, and 360 acres of backwater) and
produce 660,000 subadult razorback suckers and 620,000 bonytail to augment the existing
populations of these fish in the Lower Colorado River. The LCR MSCP may also participate in
the recovery programs for these fish by funding other appropriate activities in lieu of stocking.
The program also establishes a $25 million fund to support projects implemented by land-use
managers to protect and maintain existing habitat for covered species.

The program’s estimated cost, in 2003 dollars, is $626 million and will be annually adjusted for
inflation. The Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) will pay 50% of the LCR MSCP cost. The
states of California, Nevada, and Arizona will pay the remaining 50%, with California paying
one-half of the state total, and Nevada and Arizona each paying one-quarter of the state total.

Program Implementation

On April 2, 2005, and April 4, 2005, the Secretary of the Interior, representatives from Arizona,
California, and Nevada, and water and power organizations in these states signed the program
documents required to implement the LCR MSCP. Program documents for the LCR MSCP
include an Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report, a Biological
Assessment, a Biological and Conference Opinion (2005 BO), an HCP, a Record of Decision, a
Funding and Management Agreement (FMA), an Implementation Agreement (1A), and a Section



10 Permit. These documents can be found on the LCR MSCP Web site at
http://www.lcrmscp.gov

Implementation of the LCR MSCP also provides compliance for two other actions:

1. In December of 2001, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) issued to
Reclamation the “Biological Opinion for Interim Surplus Criteria, Secretarial
Implementation Agreements, and Conservation Measures on the Lower Colorado River,
Lake Mead to the Southerly International Boundary, Arizona, California and Nevada”
(2001 BO). Although this is a separate compliance action, the requirements listed in the
2001 BO were integrated into the LCR MSCP and are being implemented by
Reclamation in conjunction with the LCR MSCP. Section 8.6 of the FMA states that
implementation of the 2001 Biological Opinion conservation and mitigation measures
shall be credited against the requirements of the LCR MSCP in accordance with the HCP.

2. On April 4, 2005, Reclamation entered into a Memorandum of Agreement with the
California Partners to implement the LCR MSCP in a coordinated manner to help meet
the requirements of the CESA permit issued by the California Department of Fish and
Game. The requirements of that CESA permit are generally consistent with the LCR
MSCP HCP. A copy of the Memorandum of Agreement and the CESA Permit are
available from the California Partners upon request.

As agreed to in the FMA, Reclamation is the entity responsible for implementing the LCR
MSCP over the 50-year term of the program. The FMA also calls for the establishment of a
Steering Committee, currently consisting of 56 entities, to provide input and oversight functions
in support of LCR MSCP implementation. The Steering Committee includes non-Federal and
Federal entities that are receiving ESA coverage through the LCR MSCP, or stakeholders
interested in the environment of the Lower Colorado River. A complete list of Steering
Committee membership can be viewed on the LCR MSCP Web site. Jerry Zimmerman,
Colorado River Board of California, served as Chair of the Steering Committee, and George
Cann, Colorado River Commission of Nevada, served as Vice-Chair for FY06.

Section 7.4.1 of the FMA requires Reclamation to submit an Implementation Report, Work Plan
and Budget (Annual Report) to the Steering Committee each year, consistent with the program
documents. This Annual Report contains a description of conservation activities accomplished
during FY06, a summary of work underway during FY07, and proposed work to be performed
during FY08. It also documents research and monitoring activities undertaken in support of the
LCR MSCP program. Incidental Take for covered actions implemented during FY06 is also
documented. This Annual Report fully meets the reporting requirements outlined in Section 7.4.1
of the FMA.

LCR MSCP Program Funding

As outlined in the FMA, the total program cost in 2003 dollars is $626 million split in a 50-50
cost share between the Federal and non-Federal entities. Table 7-1 of the HCP outlines the
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annual minimum funding level before inflation. Each year, the annual program cost is adjusted
for inflation based on a formula outlined in Section 8.1.1 of the FMA. Table 1-1a provides
Annual Contributions before inflation, preliminary Composite Inflation Indexes used to calculate
both FY07 and FY08, and the Indexed Annual Contributions.

Table 1-1a. Federal/Non-Federal Funding Requirements for Lower Colorado River Multi-Species
Conservation Program

Annual Composite Indexed Indexed Loz
Fiscal | Contribution Composite POsS Annual
. Calculation Annual Annual
Year Before Inflation Index * Non-
g Year Program Federal
Inflation Federal
2006 $11,214,000 1.083 2004 $12,144,762 | $6,072,381 | $6,072,381
2007 $11,214,000 1.122 2005 $12,582,108 | $6,291,054 | $6,291,054
2008 $11,214,000 1.187 2006 $13,311,018 | $6,655,509 | $6,655,509

“Indexed Annual Program costs are calculated using the Composite Inflation Index from 2 years prior as outlined in the FMA.

Section 8.1.2 of the FMA states that funds provided by either a Federal Party or a State Permittee
that are in excess of their funding obligation for a specific year shall be treated as a credit against
future funding obligations. Any shortage of the funds provided by either a Federal Party or a
State Permittee will be treated as a deficit to future funding obligations. Table 1-1b provides a

listing of funding credits by funding entity.

Table 1-1b. Funding Credit and Deficit Report

Fiscal Year Credits Deficits Funding Entity
2004 $3,381,440 $0 Reclamation
2005 $5,980,712 $0 Reclamation
2005 $145,737 $0 San Diego County Water Authority
2006 $506,149 $0 Reclamation
2006 $500,000 $0 San Diego County Water Authority

Table 1-1c provides a summary of the LCR MSCP financial accomplishments. The table outlines
required program funding, credits and deficits, the budget available in a given fiscal year,
program accomplishment per year, and the LCR MSCP cumulative financial accomplishment.




Table 1-1c. LCR MSCP Program Account

: Required Required Total
Fiscal Federal Non-Federal Fede_ral Non-FedgraI Budget Program
Year . X Credits Credits X Accomplishment
Funding Funding Available

2004 $0 $0 $3,381,440 $0 $3,381,440 $3,381,440

2005 $0 $0 $5,980,712 $145,737 $6,126,449 $6,126,449

2006 |[%$6,072,381 | $6,072,381 | $506,149 $500,000 $13,150,911 $13,150,911
Total: $22,658,800

FYO08 Contributions and Adjustments

As outlined in Table 1-1a, the annual funding commitment for FY08 is $11,214,000, based on
the 2003 estimate, and $13,311,018 after the preliminary Composite Inflation Index of 1.187 is
applied. In accordance with Section 8.3 of the FMA, the non-Federal share of the cost by state
and the Federal share of the cost for FY08 are shown below. Section 8.3 of the FMA allows for
adjusted non-Federal funding during the first 10 years of the program. The FY08 final funding
amounts for the three states are shown below (amounts based on direction from the Central
Arizona Water Conservation District—see Appendix A):

Table 1-2. FY2008 Contribution Schedule

Funding Entity

FY08
Contributions

FY08 Adjusted Contributions

Federal: $6,655,509.00 $6,655,509.00
Non-Federal: $6,655,509.00 $6,655,509.00
California $3,327,754.50 $3,826,917.67
Arizona $1,663,877.25 $665,550.90
Nevada $1,663,877.25 $2,163,040.43
Total: $13,311,018.00 $13,311,018.00

2001 Biological Opinion Account

A total of $6 million, plus interest, is available to Reclamation through the 2001 BO Funding
Agreement. This funding is part of LCR MSCP contributions from the San Diego County Water
Authority (SDCWA) and The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan)
and will be used to meet the financial commitments for these entities. The mitigation
requirements outlined in the 2001 BO must be implemented on the front-end of the LCR MSCP;
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therefore, funding in excess of the entities’ LCR MSCP annual required contribution may be
requested by Reclamation and result in a funding credit in the early years.

In FY06, Reclamation withdrew $145,737 from SDCWA and $100,000 from Metropolitan for
implementation of the 2001 BO activities. These amounts were part of the FY06 LCR MSCP
required funding contribution. In addition, Reclamation drew an additional $500,000 in FY06
from SDCWA'’s account. This money was used to accelerate construction at Imperial Ponds
(E14). While the FY06 LCR MSCP required funding is not a credit, the $500,000 from SDCWA
is a credit as shown in Table 1-1b.

Habitat Maintenance Fund

As outlined in Section 8.4.2 of the FMA, during the first 10 years of LCR MSCP
implementation, a share of each state’s contribution will be set aside in an interest bearing
account referred to as the Existing Habitat Maintenance Fund accounts. While each state is
maintaining its own account, interest earned on these accounts will be added to the account for
the benefit of implementing the LCR MSCP. Total funds contributed in FY06, required in FY07,
and projected to be contributed in FY08 are listed below. No funds have been withdrawn from
any of the accounts to date.

Table 1-3. Existing Habitat Maintenance Fund

Funding Partner | conripution | with mterest | Y07 Contribution) &l it on:
California; $270,750 $278,250 $280,500 $296,750
Arizona: $135,375 $138,251 $140,250 $148,375
Nevada: $135,375 $138,871 $140,250 $148,375
Total: $541,500 $555,372 $561,000 $593,500

In-Kind Contributions

Section 8.7.4 of the FMA provides that in-kind goods or services shall be credited based on
approval by the Program Manager and the Steering Committee. In April 2006, the Steering
Committee passed Program Decision Document 06-001, In-Kind Credit for Land and Water
Contributions, which provides specific guidelines for the calculation of in-kind credit for land
and water. No in-kind contributions were received in FY06.

CESA Permit

As discussed in the Program Implementation section of this Annual Report, the California
Partners are responsible for meeting the terms of the CESA permit. While Reclamation and
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non-Federal entities located in Nevada and Arizona have no legal requirement to comply with a
CESA permit with respect to the LCR MSCP, Reclamation is working with the California
Partners in meeting their requirements.

An aspect of the Memorandum of Agreement between Reclamation and the California Partners
regarding LCR MSCP conservation actions for the CESA permit discusses Reclamation’s
commitment to place a high percentage of mesquite habitat in California. In exchange, the
California Partners have made land and water available in the Palo Verde Irrigation District for
program purposes. Given this exchange and the overall commonality between the CESA permit
and the HCP, these California-specific actions are not expected to result in additional program
costs.

Proposed FY08 Program and FY06 Accomplishment

The minimum funding required in the LCR MSCP program documents for FY08 is $13,311,018.
Reclamation is proposing an annual program budget totaling $14,947,500. Table 1-4 shows, by
work task, FY06 estimates, and actual accomplishment, cumulative program accomplishment
(FY04-FYO06), FYQ7 approved program, FY08 proposed program, and out-year funding for
FY09 and FY10. The FY08 proposed program provides funding for:

Program Administration $1,187,000
Fish Augmentation $1,285,000
Species Research $1,922,000
System Monitoring $2,113,000
Conservation Area Development $6,382,000
and Management
Post-Development Monitoring $730,000
Adaptive Management Program $735,000
Existing Habitat Maintenance $593,500
TOTAL $14,947,500

Reclamation will ensure the minimum program accomplishment occurs that meets the Indexed
Annual Contribution outlined in Table 1-1a of $13,311,018; however, Reclamation is presenting
work tasks totaling $14,947,500 to ensure adequate flexibility in accomplishing the program. By
receiving Steering Committee and USFWS input on the broad range of work, Reclamation can
accomplish additional work should funds become available, or a change in work priorities as
future circumstances arise. In accordance with the FMA, a description of the work is being
presented to the Steering Committee to ensure that no disputes exist, and the description will
subsequently be presented to USFWS to ensure that work is consistent with the HCP.

Reclamation’s goal is to fully implement the LCR MSCP in a biologically effective, cost-

efficient, and transparent manner. During FY08, should Reclamation determine that a specific
work task cannot be undertaken, funds identified for that specific work task will be redirected
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and used for the following purposes: 1) funding another work task approved through this
document, 2) increasing the funding for a work task that is expected to require funding in FY09
or FY10, 3) providing more than the minimum funding required to the Habitat Maintenance
Fund, or 4) beginning activities associated with any changed circumstances as defined in Section
5.12.3 of the HCP, should any occur.

In FY06, Reclamation estimated work tasks totaling $12,144,500. Actual LCR MSCP costs for
FYO06 were $13,150,911. In accordance with the FMA, Reclamation is seeking a credit for FY06
in the amount of $506,149 and SDCWA is seeking a credit for FY06 in the amount of $500,000
(Tables 1-1b and 1-1c).
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Table 1-4. Annual Funding Matrix

Cumulative FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010
\_/I_V:Srllf Name E':s\:izrr?the Acl::;)zrfr)lo?i?r?r;u:rlmtl through Approved Proposed Projected Projected
P FY2006" Estimate Estimate Estimate? Estimate?
A Program
Administration
Program 3
Al Administration | $+000,000 $1,120,653 $1,567,243 | $1,142,196 | $1,187,000 | $1,187,000 | $1,187,000
$1,000,000 $1,120,653 $1,567,243 $1,142,196 $1,187,000 $1,187,000 $1,187,000
B Fish
Augmentation
Lake Mohave
B-1 Razorback Sucker $225,000 $222,391 $424,214 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000
Larvae Collection
Willow Beach
B-2 National Fish $200,000 $206,486 $386,486 $225,000 $235,000 $235,000 $235,000
Hatchery
Achii Hanyo
B-3 Rearing Station $25,000 $13,190 $113,190 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000
Dexter National
B-4 Fish Hatchery $110,000 $127,628 $249,628 $125,000 $130,000 $130,000 $130,000
Bubbling Ponds 4
B-5 Fish Hatchery $140,000 $176,017 $214,017 $225,000 $235,000 $235,000 $235,000
B-6 Lakﬁ;\fcerf‘gr;'sr‘ $45,000 $101,713 $133,713 $55,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000
g7 | Lake Sp'gﬁ dzea””g $200,000 $205,641 $435,641 $150,000 $175,000 $175,000 $175,000
i Fish Tagging
B-8 Equipment $45,000 $50,870 $194,332 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000
Boulder City 5
B9 | \wetlands Ponds $0 $570 $4,370 $0 $0 $0 $0
Uvalde National 4
B-10 Fish Hatchery $60,000 $57,122 $57,122 $260,000 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000
Overton Wildlife 5
B-11 Management Area $35,000 $39,704 $39,704 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000
$1,085,000 $1,201,332 $2,252,417 $1,440,000 $1,285,000 $1,285,000 $1,285,000
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Table 1-4. (cont.)

Cumulative FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010
\_1_V:;II(< Name EFinzrgg'?e A(I::(\:(ozrgoelsisArf ;1“;'] ! through Approved Proposed Projected Projected
P FY2006" Estimate Estimate Estimate? Estimate?
C Species
Research
Brown-Headed
C-1 Cowhbird Trap $85,000 $73,525 $125,989 $0 $0 $0 $0
Assessment
Sticky Buckwheat
C-2 and Threecorner $25,000 $10,000 $10,000 $11,000 $11,000 $11,000 $11,000
Milkvetch
MSCP Covered
C-3 Species Profile $100,000 $161,445 $209,292 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000
Development
c-4 Re"CtFrLc‘f;pard $15,000 $14,128 $14,128 $11,000 $11,000 $11,000 $11,000
Effects of Abiotic
C-5 Factors on Insect $90,000 $8,584 $8,584 $90,000 $90,000 $90,000 $0
Populations...
Insect Population
C-6 Biology in Riparian $126,000 $76,875 $76,875 $30,000 $0 $0 $0
Restoration...
Survey and Habitat
Characterization
C-7 for MacNeill's $150,000 $189,789 $189,789 $160,000 $160,000 $80,000 $0
Sootywing Skipper
Razorback Sucker
C-8 Survival Study $190,000 $187,974 $425,953 $190,000 $205,000 $25,000 $0
Razorback Sucker
C-9 Pen Rearing Tests $48,000 $30,254 $72,254 $35,000 $0 $0 $0
Razorback Sucker
C-10 Growth Studies $125,000 $63,518 $63,518 $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $125,000
c-11 Bonyghg;aa””g $165,000 $95,301 $95,301 $165,000 $165,000 $165,000 $165,000
c-12 | Demographics... $185,000 $173,576 $173,576 $185,000 $215,000 $30,000 $0

Razorback Sucker
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Table 1-4. (cont.)

Cumulative FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010
\_1_V:;II(< Name EFs\:izrggfe Afgozrgo?i?ﬁ;qu:; ! through Approved Proposed Projected Projected
P FY2006" Estimate Estimate Estimate? Estimate?
Lake Mead
C-13 Razorback Sucker $350,000 $265,621 $363,621 $300,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000
Humpback Chub
C-14 Program Support $15,000 $38,229 $38,229 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000
Flannelmouth
C-15 Sucker Habitat. .. $80,000 $98,025 $150,025 $80,000 $80,000 $80,000 $80,000
Evaluation of Past
C-16 Bonytail Stocking $0 $0 $0 $60,000 $0 $0 $0
Senator Wash
C-17 Razorback Sucker $0 $0 $45,000 $0 $0 $0 $0
Point Count
C-18 Design... $0 $0 $49,920 $0 $0 $0 $0
Southwestern
C-19 | Willow Flycatcher $0 $0 $20,970 $0 $0 $0 $0
Feather and...
Southwestern
C-20 | Willow Flycatcher $0 $0 $104,981 $0 $0 $0 $0
Prey Base...
Yellow-Billed
C-21 Cuckoo $0 $0 $112,964 $0 $0 $0 $0
Demographics...
Yellow-Billed
C-22 Cuckoo Surveys... $0 $0 $50,971 $0 $0 $0 $0
Evaluation of
C-23 Remote Sensing $0 $0 $0 $145,000 $145,000 $0 $0
Techniques of...
Bird Habitat
C-24 Reguirements $0 $0 $0 $0 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000
Imperial Ponds
C-25 Native Fish. . $0 $0 $0 $0 $225,000 $225,000 $225,000
c-26 | Raceway Rearing $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000

at Lake Mead SFH
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Table 1-4. (cont.)

Cumulative FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010
\_1_V:;II(< Name EFs\:iZn?Sfe Agzgg%?igﬁqu:rl] %! through1 Approved Proposed Projectec; Projected2
FY2006 Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate
Small Mammal
C-27 Population Studies $0 $0 $0 $0 $65,000 $65,000 $65,000
$1,749,000 $1,486,844 $2,401,940 $1,612,000 $1,922,000 $1,332,000 $1,107,000
D System
Monitoring
Marsh Bird
D-1 Presence/Absence $25,000 $44,997 $79,917 $25,000 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000
Surveys
Southwestern
D-2 Willow Flycatcher $880,000 $848,505 $1,633,099 $925,000 $575,000 $575,000 $575,000
Presence/Absence
Southwestern
D-3 Willow Flycatcher $90,000 $74,346 $234,315 $90,000 $90,000 $90,000 $90,000
Habitat Monitoring
Southwestern
D-4 Willow Flycatcher $68,000 $66,046 $130,703 $76,000 $78,000 $0 $0
Hualapai Tribal ...
Monitoring Avian
D-5 Productivity ... $300,000 $245,205 $539,050 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000
System Monitoring
D-6 Riparian Obligate $100,000 $158,961 $158,961 $100,000 $135,000 $135,000 $135,000
Avian Species
Yellow-Billed
D-7 Cuckoo $500,000 $454,775 $454,775 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000
Presence/Absence
Razorback Sucker
D-8 and Bonytail Stock $285,000 $306,624 $472,624 $325,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000
Assessment
System Monitoring
D-9 and Research of $110,000 $99,887 $154,887 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000

Covered Bat...
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Table 1-4. (cont.)

Cumulative FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010
\_1_V:;II(< Name EFs\:izrggfe Afgozrgo?i?ﬁ;qu:; ! through Approved Proposed Projected Projected
P FY2006* Estimate Estimate Estimate® Estimate®
Small Mammal
D10 | oo lintion Studies | $60:000 $19,344 $19,344 $65,000 $0 $0 $0
D-11 | Vegetation Type... $0 $0 $725,873 $0 $0 $0 $0
$2,418,000 $2,318,690 $4.603548 | $2,506,000 | $2,113,000 | $2,035,000 | $2,035,000
Conservation
E Area
Development and
Management
E-1 Bea;;%k&;fﬁ”a” $200,000 $272,378 $1,897,645 $358,000 $150,000 $265,000 $275,000
gp | Bea Lli'i‘seh'\'a“"e $210,000 $270,840 $485,412 $100,000 $50,000 $70,000 $70,000
E-3 ‘Ahﬁ'ﬁgg’sgba’ $120,000 $53,580 $1,135,299 $60,000 $145,000 $145,000 $195,000
Palo Verde
E-4 Ecological $310,000 $590,486 $657,231 $976,000 $1,185,000 | $1,460,000 | $2,000,000
Preserve
Cibola Valley
ES | consenvation Area | $1/633.000 $1,292,929 $1,410,645 | $2,656,000 | $1,703,000 | $1,800,000 | $1,950,000
Cottonwood
E-6 Genetics Study $25.000 $23,438 $243,369 $15,000 $15,000 $0 $0
E-7 Mass Planting... $10,000 $12,309 $319,309 $15,000 $15,000 $0 $0
E-8 Seeds':tﬁg;'b"'ty $150,000 $488,610 $492,610 $160,000 $65,000 $210,000 $0
E-9 | Hart Mine Marsh $100,000 $117,539 $170,859 $125,000 $250,000 $1,000,000 | $1,250,000
E-10 Walker Lake $75,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
E-11 Draper Lake $70,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
E-12 Butler Lake $140,000 $32,151 $109,717 $120,000 $0 $0 $0
E-13 McAllister Lake $75,000 $82,437 $153,488 $50,000 $0 $0 $0
E-14 Imperial Ponds $595,000 $2,114,868 $2,219,177 | $2,070,000 $974,000 $498.000 $252.000
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Table 1-4. (cont.)

Cumulative FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010
\_1_V§;|I: Name EFinzrr?a?\?e Agzc?rgo?isArfrgwu:rlmtl through Approved Proposed Projected Projected
P FY2006" Estimate Estimate Estimate? Estimate?
E-15 Efr?\f'g‘r’]‘ﬁir $200,000 $265,497 $265,497 $430,000 $387,000 $285,000 $460,000
Conservation Area
E-16 Site Selection $200,000 $158,330 $293,144 $50,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000
E-17 Tongﬁr'fp'}’r'lzrsr‘ $70,000 $1,127 $1,127 $70,000 $5,000 $70,000 $70,000
Law Enforcement
E-18 and Fire $50,000 $0 $0 $75,000 $25,000 $75,000 $75,000
Suppression
Needles-Topock
E-19 (AZ RM 240) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Stabilization
E-20 Pintail Slough $0 $0 $95,000 $0 $0 $0 $0
Planet Ranch, Bill
E-21 Williams River $0 $0 $20,000 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pratt Agricultural
E-22 Lease $0 $0 $5,088 $0 $0 $0 $0
Mittry Lake Fire
E-23 | Rehabilitation... $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Unit 1 — Cibola
E-24 National Wildlife $0 $0 $0 $120,000° $1,213,000 $1,072,000 $1,236,000
Refuge
$4,233,000 $5,776,519 $9,974,617 $7,450,000 $6,382,000 $7,150,000 $8,033,000
Post Development
F L
Monitoring
F-1 Habitat Monitoring $250,000 $138,256 $375,470 $275,000 $325,000 $350,000 $390,000
Avian Use of
F-2 Restoration Sites $125,000 $28,524 $106,095 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000
g | Small Colonization | o5 5 $10,384 $37,761 $50,000 $55,000 $55,000 $55,000

of Restoration...
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Table 1-4. (cont.)

Cumulative FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010
\_1_V§;|I: Name EFinzn?gfe A(II:CYOZI'(T)1?J6|iSAhCrtnu:I‘|\t1 through1 App'roved Proposed Pro_jected2 Pro'jected2
FY2006 Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate
Post-Development
F-4 Monitoring of $0 $0 $0 $60,000 $70,000 $70,000 $70,000
Covered Bat...
Post-Development
F-5 Monitoring of Fish $0 $0 $0 $65,000 $130,000 $130,000 $130,000
Restoration Sites
$420,000 $177,164 $519,326 $600,000 $730,000 $755,000 $795,000
Adaptive
G Management
Program
G-1 Data Management $225,000 $97,959 $332,959 $650,000 $450,000 $450,000 $450,000
Annual Report
G-2 Writing and $35,000 $57,263 $92,263 $75,000 $0 $0 $0
Production
Adaptive
G-3 Management $230,000 $281,328 $281,328 $275,000 $230,000 $230,000 $230,000
Research Projects
Science/Adaptive
G-4 Management $173,000 $82,870 $82,870 $100,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000
G-5 Public Outreach $35,000 $8,789 $8,789 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000
$698,000 $528,209 $798,209 $1,135,000 $735,000 $735,000 $735,000
Existing Habitat
H .
Maintenance
Existing Habitat 7
H-1 Maintenance $541,500 $541,500 $541,500 $561,000 $593,500 $593,500 $593,500
$541,500 $541,500 $541,500 $561,000 $593,500 $593,500 $593,500
Program Total: $12,144,500’ $13,150,911 $22,658,800 | $16,446,196° | $14,947,500 | $15,072,500 | $15,770,500

! Financial accomplishment is reported as obligations rather than expenditures to accurately portray program accomplishment.

2FY09 and FY10 numbers are not adjusted for projected inflation.
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A1 Program Administration: The approved FY06 estimate was not inflated using the composite inflation index. The FY06 estimate increased from $1,000,000 to $1,102,494 after the
composite inflation index was applied.

“B-10 Uvalde NFH: During the course of FY06, Uvalde NFH was identified as a rearing location for razorback sucker and bonytail. Funds of $60,000 were transferred from B-5
Bubbling Ponds to this new work task. In a letter dated 5-15-06, the USFWS stated that this new work task was consistent with the HCP.
°B-9 Boulder City Wetlands Ponds: During FY06, Boulder City declined to further participate in the MSCP fish augmentation program. Work Task B11, Overton Wildlife Management

Area, was identified and funds re-assigned to maintain fish augmentation accomplishment. In a letter dated 5/15/06, the USFWS stated that this new work task was consistent with the
HCP.

°E-24 Unit 1 — Cibola Valley National Wildlife Refuge: Steering Committee approved new work task at 4/25/07 meeting.
"H-1 Existing Habitat Maintenance: Total dollars in FY06 Estimate were $541,000. The number should have been $541,500.
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Compliance Reporting

LCR MSCP
As required in the FMA, the following information is included in the Annual Report:
1. Arunning tabulation of habitat created or restored by the LCR MSCP.

The LCR MSCP objectives include creating or restoring habitat for covered species. The
marsh and terrestrial habitat objectives are initially based on land cover types as determined
by the Anderson and Ohmart definitions. Backwater cover type is an area of open water with
associated emergent vegetation. The backwater habitat is further defined as being suitable for
fish.

The following information outlines how Reclamation and USFWS will account for and credit
the 8,132 acres of new habitat. The year that vegetation is planted or a backwater is
constructed, Reclamation will begin accounting for those acres in the annual report. In the
year that Reclamation determines the created or restored land cover types have developed or
matured into what constitutes suitable habitat based on current knowledge of species needs,
then that acreage will be credited toward the LCR MSCP objectives in the Compliance
Section of the Annual Report. This will be done by moving the acres from the Year
Established column of Table 1-5 to the Actual Habitat Created column noting the year it was
achieved.

Through the adaptive management process, establishment and management of habitat may
evolve to reflect new knowledge of species needs. Existing created or restored habitats will
not be replaced based on new knowledge, but may be modified or managed differently to
reflect the current understanding of the species needs. Table 1-5 summarizes habitat creation
by location, acres, and year initiated.

2. A running tabulation and description of all Conservation Measures that have been
completed from the commencement of the LCR MSCP to the date of the report.

Tablel-6 provides a summary of fish repatriation. Table 1-7 provides a matrix showing
those work tasks that work toward the completion of the conservation measures.
Conservation measures are still in progress.

3. A description of any take known to have occurred during the previous budget period.

In accordance with FMA section 7.4.1(F), any incidental take known to have occurred
during LCR MSCP Implementation in FY06 is reported in Appendix B. The USFWS
Section 10 Permit and the 2005 BO authorize incidental take resulting from conduct of
Federal Covered Actions and non-Federal Covered Activities, and Reclamation’s
implementation of the Conservation Plan, as long as Conservation Measures and
Avoidance and Minimization Measures are in place. Due to the wide range and scope of
the program, surrogate measures were used in the program compliance documents to
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quantify impacts. These same surrogates are used to determine types and levels of any
incidental take known to have occurred in FY06. As described in the 2005 BO, the
surrogate measures for incidental take are:

Flow-Related: Total loss of suitable habitat for covered species that utilize
cottonwood-willow, marsh, and backwaters resulting from the changes in points
of diversions, extension of the interim surplus guidelines (ISG), and
implementation of the shortage criteria.

As total habitat loss is calculated for all of these actions, take is being documented
as amount and type of covered actions and activities being implemented.

Non-Flow-Related: Acreage or miles of habitats affected by non-flow-related
actions.

Other Non-Flow-Related (Continuing Actions): Acreage or miles of facilities
affected by maintenance actions.

Creation of Restoration Sites: Affected habitat acreage for the covered species,
with the understanding that during creation of higher value habitat there may be
harassment of individuals.

Appendix B summarizes the surrogate measures for incidental take for Federal Flow-
Related Actions, Federal Non-Flow-Related Actions, and Non-Federal Activities. Non-
Federal Flow-Related Activities are included as part of the Federal Flow-Related Actions.

. Any recommendation made by the USFWS or any state wildlife agency regarding the
LCR MSCP.

Appendix C contains the incoming letter from the USFWS stating that the two new work
tasks for FY06 are consistent with the HCP, and the formal letters from the California
Department of Fish and Game on the Fish Augmentation Plan.

. Approval or rejection of any minor modification described in Section 14.1 of the
Implementation Agreement.

No minor modifications to the LCR MSCP have been made at this time.
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Table 1-5. LCR MSCP Habitat Objectives

Projected Year Projected | Actual Year

Land Cover Type Acres® Established Year Habitat | Achieved
To Be Created

Credited | (Acres)

Nurseries
(All Plant Species)
Work Task E4 — PVER,

Phase 1 31 FY06

Work Task E5 — CVCA,

Phase 1 22 FY06
Total 53

Cottonwood/Willow
Work Task E5 — CVCA,

Phase 1 64 FY06 FY09
Work Task E4 — PVER,
Phase 2 80 FYO07 FY10
Work Task E5 — CVCA,
Phase 3 105 FYO07 FY10
Work Task E4 — PVER,
Phase 3 90 FY08? FY11
Work Task E5 — CVCA,
Phase 2 69 FY08? FY11l
Work Task E4 — PVER,
Phase 4 110 FY09? FY11
Work Task E24 — Crane
Roost 150 FY09? FY11
Total 668

Honey Mesquite
Work Task E5 — CVCA,

Phase 4 60 FY09? FY10
Total 60
Marsh
Work Task E14 — Field 18 12 FY08? FY09
Work Task E9 — Hart
Mine Marsh 100 FY10? FY11
Total 112
Backwater
Isolated
Work Task E14 — Imperial
Ponds 80 FYQo7 FY08
Total 80

Surface Connected

Total 0

'This column represents the land to be utilized at a specific site and the targeted land cover type. The actual vegetation planted will
be a variety of native plant species developed in an integrated mosaic. This development provides habitat for multiple covered LCR
MSCP species at the same site. Thus, two separate areas that meet the classification of cottonwood-willow land cover may exhibit
different characteristics, such as vegetation density and plant species composition, depending on how the mosaic was developed
and is being managed. Land cover types established under restoration research (E1, E3, E6, E7, and E8) are not included in the
rojected acres at this time.
Projected.
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Table 1-6. Summary of Fish Repatriation

Razorback Sucker

Reach 2 (Lake Mohave)

FYO05 Work Task B2 10,373
FYO05 Work Task B4 136
FYO05 Work Task B7 1,691
FY06 Work Task B2 10,191
FY06 Work Task B7 1,151
Total 23,542
Reach 3 Davis to Parker Dam
FY06 Work Task B2 6,268
Total 6,268
Reach 4-5 (Below Parker Dam)
FYO05 Work Task B5 4,814
FY06 Work Task B5 11,455
Total 16,269
Total Razorback Sucker 46,079
Bonytail
Reach 3
FYO05 Work Task B3 6,725
FY06 Work Task B3 1,708
FY06 Work Task B4 2,397
Total 10,830
Reach 4-5 (Below Parker Dam)
FY06 Work Task B3 4,006
Total 4,006
Total Bonytail 14,836
Total Razorback Sucker and Bonytail 60,915
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Table 1-7. Status of Conservation Measures

Species/Habitat/Action | Code Description FY2006 Approved | FY2007 Approved | FY2008 Proposed
E1 E4 E5 E9 E10 C24 E1 E4 E5 E9Q
E4 E5 E9 E10 E11
. E11 E12 E13 E14 E12 E1I3 E14 E15
CLRA1 Create habitat, 512 acres Eié E13 E14 E15 E15 E19 E20 E21 E19 E20 E21 E23
E23 F1 F2 F1F2
CLRA-R Restoration research El E3 E1lE3 El E3
CLRA2 Maintain existing important habitat H1 D1 H1 C24 D1 H1
. . ) - C3C21 D1 D2D5 C3C21 D1 D2D5
Yuma Clapper Ralil MRM1 Define habitat characteristics C3D1F1F2 D6 F1 E2 D6 F1 E2
Monitor and adaptively manage created C3 D1 D2D5 D6 C3 D1 D2 D5 D6
MRM2 habitat C3DIFLF2 F1F2 F4 F1F2 F4
MRM5 Monitor selenium levels in backwater
CMM1 Reduce risk of loss to wildfire E18 E18 E18
CMM2 Rfepl_ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
C5C6 C20E1E3 C5C6 C20 C24 E1
. E4 E5E6 E7 E8 E3 E4 E5 E6 E7 E8
WIFL1 Create habitat, 4,050 acres E4 E5 E16 E19 E20 E21 E22 E19 E20 E21 E22
E23 G3 F1F2 E23 E24 G3F1F2
WIFL1-R Restoration research E1 E3 E6 E7 E8 EigES E6 E7 E8 EigEs E6E7 ES
WIFL2 Maintain existing important habitat H1 C5C6 C20D3 D4 C5C6 C20 C24 D3
Southwestern Willow E21 H1 D4 E21 H1
Flycatcher MRM1 Define habitat characteristics €3 C5C6 D2 D3 C3C5C6 D1 D2 C3C5C6D1 D2
D4 D5 D6 F2 D3 D4 D5 D6 g2 D3 D4 D5 D6 g2
. . C3C5C6C21D1 C3C5C6C21D1
MRM?2 rI\]/Iaobr::aotr and adaptively manage created gi gg gg [I):Z1 Eg D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6
F1F2 F4 F1F2 F4 G6
MRM4 Brown-headed cowbird evaluation C1D2 Cl1D2 D2
CMM1 Reduce risk of loss to wildfire E18 E18 E18
CMM?2 R_epl_ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
DETO1 Acquire/protect, protect 230 acres
Desert Tortoise DETO?2 Avoid impacts on individuals and

burrows
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Species/Habitat/Action | Code Description FY2006 Approved | FY2007 Approved | FY2008 Proposed
BONY1 Coordinate conservation efforts with
USFWS and recovery programs
E2 E10 E11 E12 C25 E2 E12 E13
E2 E10 E11 E12
BONY2 360 acres E13 E14 E15 E16 E13 E14 E15 E14 E15
BONY2-R | Restoration Research El4 E14 E20 E14 E20
Rear/stock 620,000:
4,000-6,000 sub-adult/year for 40 years
Lake Mohave
4000 sub-adult/year for 50 years Lake B2 B3 B4 B8 BY B2 B3 B4 B7 B8 B9 | B2 B3 B4 B7 B8
Bonytail BONY3 Havasu C11D8 B10 C9 C11C16 B10 C9 C11 C16
8,000 experimental augmentation at D8 D8
Parker-Imperial for 5 consecutive years
4,000 sub-adults/year Parker-Imperial
for 45 years
Develop (if necessary) additional B2 B3 B4 B7 B8 B2 B3 B4 B7 B8
BONY4 rearing capacity B2B3B4C11 B10 C9 C11 B10 C9 C11
Monitor and research, adaptive
’ B7 B8 B9 D8 C11 B7 B8 B9 D8 C11
BONY5 hmaa:)r:ggzement pops. and backwater B8 B9 D8 C16 C23 F5 G3 C16 C23 E5 G3
MRM5 Monitor selenium levels in backwater E15 E15 E15
Humpback Chub HUCH1 $500,000 to existing programs Cl14 Cl4 Cl14
Razorback Sucker RASU1L Coordinate conservation efforts with
USFWS and recovery programs
E2 EI0 E11 E12 E2 E10 E11 E12 C25E2 E12 E13
RASU2 360 acres E13 E14E15E16 | E13 E14 E15 E14 E15
RASU2-R | Restoration research
Rear/stock 660,000:
24,000 sub-adult/year for 5 years
(Parker, Mohave — see plan) B1 B2 B4 BS B6 B7 B1 B2 B3 B4 B5B6 | B1 B2 B3 B4 B5 B6
RASU3 6,000 sub-adult/year for 45 years Lake B8 B9 C9 C10 DS B7 B8 B10B11 C9 | B7 B8 B10 B11 C9
Havasu C10 D8 C10D8
6,000 sub-adult/year for 45 years
Parker Dam
: " B2 B4 B3 B5 B6 B7 | B2 B4 B3 B5 B6 B7
RASU4 E)ez\xenlop::gf gsi(t:essary) additional 2?084 B5 B6 C9 BS B10 B11 C9 B8 B10 B11 C9
g capacity C10 C10
RASUS Support ongoing Lake Mohave B1B7 C12 D8 B1 B2 B7 B8 C12 B1 B2 B7 B8 C12

conservation efforts

D8

D8
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Species/Habitat/Action | Code Description FY2006 Approved | FY2007 Approved | FY2008 Proposed
Monitor and research, adaptive B2 B7 B8 B11 C8 B2 B7B8B11C8
RASUG6 management pops. and backwater B8 B9 C8 C12 D9 Cl0Ci12C17C23 |cCc10c1z2c1i7cz3
habitat D8 F5 G3 D8 F5 G3
RAsU7 | Funding for ongoing USBR/ISNWA Lake | gg 14 B6 B11 C13 B6 B11 C13
Mead Studies
Continue conservation efforts identified
RASUS8 in ISC/SIA BO B1 B8 C8 B1 B6 B8 B11 C8 B1 B6 B8 B11 C8
MRM5 Monitor selenium levels in backwater
WRBA1 Status/habitat surveys D10 D9 D9
C5C6D9E1E3 C5C6D9E1E3
E4 E5 E6 E7 E8 E4 ES5 E6 E7 E8
WRBA2 Create 765 acres D10 E4 E5 E16 E19 E20 E21 E23 E19 E20 E21 E23
F1F4 E24 F1 F4
WRBA2-R | Restoration research E1E3E6 E7ES8 Ei9E3 E6 E7 E8 EigEs E6 E7 E8
Western Red Bat ' . - C3C5C6C18C19 | C3C5C6C18C19
MRM1 Define habitat characteristics C3C5C6D10 D1 D2 D10 C24 D1 D2 C27
. . C3C5C6C18C19
MRM?2 Momtor and adaptively manage created C3C5 C6 D10 El C3C5C6C18C19 C24 D1 D2 C27 F1
habitat D1 D2 D10F1F4 F4 G6
CMM1 Reduce risk of loss of habitat to wildfire | E18 E18 E18
CMM2 R_ep[ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
WYBA1 Conduct surveys for species distribution | D10 D9 F4 D9 F4
WYBA2 Avoid removal of roost trees (palms) F4 F4
C5C6D9E1E3 C5C6D9E1E3
E4 E5 E6 E7 E8 E4 ES E6 E7 E8
WYBAS3 Create 765 acres D10 E4 E5 E16 E19 E20 E21 E23 E19 E20 E21 E23
F1F4 E24 F1 F4
Western Yellow Bat WYBA3-R | Restoration research E1E3E6 E7 ES8 E;;lg ICE:S5 Ié% ED71 IIEDS5 (E:é I(E:fé Ié% Ié?zfgl
MRM1 Define habitat characteristics C3C5C6D10 D10 D5 C27
Monitor and adaptively manage created C3C5C6 D5D10 C3 C5 C6 D5 C27
MRM2 habitat C3C5C6D10F1 F1F4 F1E4
CMM1 Reduce risk of loss of habitat to wildfire | E18 E18 E18
CMM?2 Replace created habitat affected by

wildfire
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Species/Habitat/Action | Code Description FY2006 Approved | FY2007 Approved | FY2008 Proposed
Located occupied habitat, restore
Desert Pocket Mouse DPMOT disturbed habitat D11 D10F3 C27F3
CRCR1 Status/habﬂat surveys — define habitat D11 D10 E3 G3 C27 F3 G3
first 5 yrs
ooeieseres | C2ILEOLIES
CRCR2 Create 125 acres E4 E5 E16 F3 E6 E7 EBE16 F3 E19 E21 E22 E24
E19E21 E22 F1 F3
Colorado River Cotton F1F3
Rat CRCR2-R | Restoration research E1E3E6 E7 E8 EigEe’ E6 E7E8 EigEs E6 E7E8
MRM2 'r\]":br;;otr and adaptively manage created | ~3 19 £q 3 C3D11F1F3 C3C24 D11 F1F3
CMM1 Reduce risk of loss of habitat to wildfire | E18 E18 E18
CMM2 Rfepl_ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
YHCR1 S_tatus/habltat surveys — define habitat D11 D10 E3 G3 C27 F3 G3
first 5 years
E1 D10 E3 E4 E5 E1 C27 E3BE4 E5
YHCR2 Create 76 acres E4 E5 E16 F3 E6 E7 EBE16 E19 | E6 E7 E8 E16 E19
E22 E23 F1 F3 E22 E23 E24 F1 F3
Yuma Hispid Cotton Rat | YHCR2-R | Restoration research E1E3E6 E7 E8 EigEs E6 E/E8 EigEs E6 E/ E8
MRM?2 rl\{l;)g}élotr and adaptively manage created C3 D11 F1E3 C3 D11 F1 E3 F4 Ej C24 D11 F1F3
CMM1 Reduce risk of loss of habitat to wildfire | E18 E18 E18
CMM2 R_ep[ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
E4ESEQELOEIL | cgeyod ety | 7 8 £o F12 E13
Western Least Bittern LEBI1 Create 512 acres Eig E13 E14 E15 E13 E14 E15 E19 E14 E15 E19 E20
E20 E21 E22 F1 F2 | E21 E22 F1 F2
LEBI1-R Restoration research E1E3 E1E3 E1E3
MRM1 Define habitat characteristics C3D1F1F2 C3D1D5F1F2 C3D1D5F1F2
MRM2 'r\]/';br;taotr and adaptively manage created | o3 g pq o C3D1D5F1F2F4 | C3D1 D5 F1F2 F4
MRM5 Monitor selenium levels
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Species/Habitat/Action | Code Description FY2006 Approved | FY2007 Approved | FY2008 Proposed
CMM1 Redqce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM2 R_eplgce created habitat affected by
wildfire
E4ES5E9EIOE1l | ELIE3E4E5E8E9 | C2Z4E1E3E4ES
BLRA1 Create 130 acres E12 E13 E14 E15 E10E11 E12 E13 E8 E9 E12 E13
E16 E14E1I5E23F1F2 | E1I4 E15 E23 F1 F2
BLRA1-R Restoration research E1E3E7 ES8 E1E3E7ES8 E1 E3E7 ES8
BLRA2 Maintain existing occupied habitat H1 D1 H1 C24 D1 H1
MRM1 Define habitat characteristics C3DlF1E2 I(::g D1 D5 D6 F1 Eg’ DID5D6FL
CA Black Rail MRM2 Monitor and adaptively manage created C3D1 F1E2 C3D1D2D6F1 C3D1D2D6F1
habitat F2 F4 F2 F4
MRM5 Monitor selenium levels
CMML Redqce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM2 Rgplace created habitat affected by
wildfire
csceca1co2 | S2C6C21C22
E1 E3 E4 E5 E6 E8 €24 E1E3E4ES
YBCU1 Create 4,050 acres E4 E5S E14 E16 E6 E8 E14 E19
E14 E19 E20 E21
E22 E23 F1 E2 E20 E21 E22 E23
E24 F1 F2
YBCU1-R | Restoration research E1E3E6 E7 ES8 EigES E6 E7 E8 EigEs E6 E7 E8
. .- . C5C6 C21 C22 C5C6 C21C22
Yellow-billed Cuckoo YBCUZ | Maintain existing habitat H1 E22 H1 C24 E22 H1
) . . C3 C5C6 D5D6 C3C5C6C22D1 C3C5C6C22D1
MRM1 Define habitat characteristics D7 E1 E2 D5 D6 D7 F1 F2 D5 D6 D7 F1 F2
MRM?2 Monitor and adaptively manage created | C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3C5C6 C22 D5 C3 C5C6 C22 D5
habitat D7 F1 F2 D6 D7 F1F2F4 D6 D7 F1F2F4
CMML Redqce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM2 Rgp[ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
E1E3E4 E5E6E8 | C24 EIE3 E4 E5
EIf Owl ELOW1 1,784 reaches 3-5 E4 E5 E16 E19 E21 E22 E23 E6 E8 E19 E21

F1F2

E22 E23 E24 F1 F2
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Species/Habitat/Action | Code Description FY2006 Approved | FY2007 Approved | FY2008 Proposed
ELOW1-R | Restoration research E1E3 E6 E7 E8 EigES E6 E/E8 EigEs E6 E/ E8
Install elf owl boxes before Gila
ELOW2 woodpeckers established
MRM1 Define habitat characteristics C3D6 F1 E2 S D1DS D6y Eg D1DS D6y
MRM?2 Momtor and adaptively manage created C3D6 F1FE2 C3D5D6 F1F2 C3D5D6 F1F2
habitat F4 F4
MRM3 Resc_aarch nest competition European
starlings
CMML RedL_Jce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM?2 R_epl_ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
CSCOELESE4 | £ e EeesEr
GIFL1 Create 4,050 acres reaches 3-7 E4 E5 E16 E5 E6 ES E19 E21
E21 E22 E23 G24
E22 E23 F1 F2
F1F2
GIFL1-R Restoration research E1E3E6 E7 ES8 EigES E6 E/E8 EigES E6 E/E8
GIEL2 Install artificial snags until vegetation
has matured
. . ) . - C3C5C6 D5D6 C3C5C6D1D5 C3C5C6D1D5
Gilded Flicker MRM1 Define habitat characteristics F1E2 D6 F1F2 D6 F1F2
MRM?2 Monitor and adaptively manage created | C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3 C5C6 D5 D6 C3C5C6 D5D6
habitat F1F2 F1F2F4 F1F2F4
MRM3 Research nest competition European
starlings
CMM1 RedL_Jce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM?2 Rgpl_ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
CSCOE3EIE! |2} Eceoptm
Gila Woodpecker GIwo1l Create 1,702 acres reaches 3-6 E4 E5 E16 ES5 E6 E8 E19 E20
E21 E22 E23 F1 F2 | E20 E21 E22 E23
E24 F1 F2
GIWO1-R | Restoration research E1E3 E6 E7 E8 EIE3E6E/ES8 E1E3E6E/ES8

E19

E19
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Species/Habitat/Action | Code Description FY2006 Approved | FY2007 Approved | FY2008 Proposed
GIWO2 Install artificial snags
) . - C3C5C6 D5D6 C3C5C6 D1 D5 C3C5C6D1D5
MRM1 Define habitat characteristics F1E2 D6 F1E2 D6 F1E2
MRM?2 Monitor and adaptively manage created | C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3C5C6 D5 D6 C3C5C6D5D6
habitat F1F2 F1F2 F4 G6 F1F2F4
MRM3 Resc_aarch nest competition European
starlings
CMM1 Redqce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM2 R_epl_ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
C5C6E1E3E4 C5C6 C24 E1 E3
E5 E6 E7 E8 E19 E4 ES5 E6 E7 E8
VEFL1 Create 5,208 acres E4 E5 E16 E20 E21 E22 E23 E19 E20 E21 E22
F1F2 E23 E24 F1 F2
VEFL1-R Restoration research E1E3 E6 E7 E8 Eiglﬂ E6 E/E8 EiQE?’ E6 E/ E8
) . - C3C5C6 D5D6 C3C5C6 D1 D5 C3C5C6D1D5
Vermilion Flycatcher MRM1 Define habitat characteristics F1F2 D6 F1F2 D6 F1F2
MRM?2 Monitor and adaptively manage created | C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3 C5 C6 D5 D6
habitat F1F2 F1F2 F4 F1F2 F4
MRM4 Brown-headed cowbird evaluation Cl C1l C1l
CMM1 Redqce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM2 R_epl_ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
C5C6 E1E4ES C5C6 C24 E1E4
BEVI1 Create 2,983 acres E4 E5 E16 E6 E8 E21 E22 E5 E6 E8 E21 E22
E23 F1 F2 E23 E24 F1 F2
BEVI1-R Restoration research E1E3E6 E7 ES8 E1ESE6E7ES E1ESE6E7ES
Arizona Bell's Vireo E19 E20 E19 E20
MRM1 Define habitat characteristics €3 C5C6 D5 D6 €3 C5C6D1D5 €3 C5C6D1DS
F1F2 D6 F1F2 D6 F1F2
MRM?2 Monitor and adaptively manage created | C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3C5C6 D5 D6
habitat F1F2 F1F2F4 F1F2F4
MRM4 Brown-headed cowbird evaluation C1 C1
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Species/Habitat/Action | Code Description FY2006 Approved | FY2007 Approved | FY2008 Proposed
C5C6 E1E3E4 C5C6 C24 E1 E3
E5 E6 E7 E8 E19 E4 E5 E6 E7 E8
YWAR1 Create 4,050 acres E4 ES E16 E20 E21 E22 E23 E19 E20 E21 E22
F1F2 E23 E24 F1 F2
YWAR1-R | Restoration research E1E3E6 E7 E8 EigEs E6 E7 E8 519E3 E6E7E8
) . - C3 C5C6 D5 D6 C3C5C6 D1 D5 C3C5C6D1D5
Sonoran Yellow Warbler | MRM1 Define habitat characteristics FLF2 D6 F1F2 D6 F1F2
MRM?2 Monitor and adaptively manage created | C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3 C5C6 D5 D6 C3C5C6 D5 D6
habitat F1F2 F1F2F4 F1F2F4
MRM4 Brown-headed cowbird evaluation C1 C1 C1
CMML Redqce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM?2 Rfepl_ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
cocoeseres | G20 ALETES
SUTA1 Create 602 acres E4 E5 E16 E6 E7 E8 E19 E20
E20 E21 E22 E24
E21 E22 F1 F2
F1F2
SUTA1-R Restoration research E1E3E6 E7 E8 E1 E3E6 E7 E8 E1 E3E6 E7 E8
) . - C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3C5C6 D1 D5 C3C5C6D1D5
Summer Tanager MRM1 Define habitat characteristics F1 E2 D6 E1FE2 D6 E1F2
g MRM?2 Monitor and adaptively manage created | C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3 C5 C6 D5 D6 C3 C5 C6 D5 D6
habitat F1F2 F1F2 F1F2
MRM4 Brown-headed cowbird evaluation C1 C1 C1
CMM1 RedL_Jce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM2 R_epl_ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
FTHL1 Acquire and protect 230 acres
Flat-tailed Horned Lizard Implement conservation measures to
FTHL2 )
avoid take
Relict Leopard Frog RLFR1 10,000/year for 10 years to c4 ca c4
conservation program
Flannelmouth Sucker FLSU1 85 acres Reach 3 E16 E15 G3 E15 G3
FLSU1-R Restoration research
FLSU2 80,000/year for 5 years C15 C15 C15
FLSU3 Develop management needs/strategies | C15 C15 C15
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Species/Habitat/Action | Code Description FY2006 Approved | FY2007 Approved | FY2008 Proposed
MRM?2 w:b?;;c;r and adaptively manage created ci5 C15 F4 C15 F4
MRM5 Monitor selenium levels in backwater
MNSW1 Status surveys/habitat — define habitat c7 c7 c7
first 5 years
C7 ELIESE4 E5 C7 E1E3 E4 E5
MNSW2 | 222 acres E4ESEILS E19E21E22F1 | E19E21 E22F1
- . MNSW?2-R | Restoration research E1E3E7 E8 E1E3E7 E8 E1E3E7 ES8
MacNeill's Sootywing Monitor and adaptively manage created
Skipper MRM2 habitat prvely g C3C5CB6FLF2 |C3C5C6F1F2F4 | C3C5C6F1F2F4
CMML Redqce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 G3 E18 G3
by wildfire
CMM2 Rgpl_ace created habitat affected by
wildfire
Sticky Buckwheat STBU1 10,000 year to 2030 to MSHCP Cc2 C2 Cc2
Threecorner Milkvetch THMI1 10,000 year to 2030 to MSHCP C2 C2 C2
CLNB1 Distribution surveys D10 D9 F4 D9 F4
Create habitat near roost sites (priority
CLNB2 when creating cottonwood-willow, C5C6E21 C5C6 E21
mesquite habitat for other species)
MRM1 Define habitat characteristics C3C5C6D10F1 (|::f C5C6D1D10 I(::f C5Cé D1 c27
California Leaf-nosed bat Monitor and adaptively manage created C3C5C6D10F1 C3C5C6C27F1
MRM2 ; C3C5C6D10F1
habitat F4 F4
CMM1 Redqce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM2 R_ep[ace created habit affected by
wildfire
PTBB1 Distribution surveys D10 D9 F4 D9 F4
PTBB2 Create habitat near roost sites C5C6E21 C5C6 E21
MRM1 Determine habitat characteristics C3C5C6DI0FL | C3C5C6DI0FL | oo > (0G24 €2
Pale Townsend’s Big- Monitor and adaptively manage created C3C5C6D10F1 C3C5C6 C24 C27
eared Bat MRM2 habitat C3C5C6DI0FL F4 F1F4
CMM1 RedL_Jce_ risk of loss of habitat affected E18 E18 E18
by wildfire
CMM2 Replace created habitat affected by

wildfire
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Species/Habitat/Action | Code Description FY2006 Approved | FY2007 Approved | FY2008 Proposed
CRTO1 Dlgtf|but|on surveys, habitat affinity, c3 c3 c3
limiting factors
Colorado River Toad CRTO2 Protect existing occupied habitat H1l H1 H1
CRTO3 Res'earch to establish in unoccupied
habitat
LLER1 E_)ls_t_rlbutlon surveys, habitat affinity, c3 Cc3G3 C3G3
limiting factors
Lowland Leopard Frog LLFR2 Protect existing occupied habitat H1 H1 H1
LLER3 Res_earch to establish in unoccupied c3 Cc3G3 c3G3
habitat
OTHER
Topock Marsh Pumping | AMM2 'S“F‘)’gé?efs'o""'re'ated impacts on covered | 45 C21C22D2E17 | C21C22D2EL7
Law Enforcement and CMML Reduce effects of fire and vandalism on E18 E18 E18

Fire Suppression

created habitats
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2001 Biological Opinion

In addition to fulfilling the requirements in the LCR MSCP HCP, the work plans also satisfied
conservation measures required in the 2001 BO. The requirements listed in the 2001 BO were

integrated into the LCR MSCP and are being implemented by Reclamation in conjunction with
the LCR MSCP.

Requirements under the 2001 BO specifically related to the SIA include:

Conservation Measure 1. Stock 20,000 razorback suckers, 250 mm or greater in total length,
into the Colorado River between Parker and Imperial dams. This will be completed by 2006.

Status: Completed — The total number of razorback suckers stocked below Parker Dam
(reaches 4 and 5) between 2003 and January 2007 was 20,012.

Table 1-8. Summary of Razorback Sucker Stockings in Compliance with SIA Biological Opinion

YEAR DATE NUMBER LOCATION
2005 4-Feb 620 Backwater A-7
4-Feb 619 Backwater A-10
21-Apr 729 Backwater A-7
21-Apr 649 Backwater A-10
22-Sep 1,089 Backwater A-7
22-Sep 1,108 Backwater A-10
Subtotal 4,814
2006 21-Jan 790 Backwater A-7
21-Jan 791 Backwater A-10
31-Mar 851 Backwater A-7
31-Mar 865 Backwater A-10
20-Apr 1,613 A-10 Lower
14-Sep 1,632 A-10 Upper
14-Sep 728 A-10 Lower
21-Sep 1,655 Buckskin Mtn Park
30-Nov 2,530 River Island Park
Subtotal 11,455
2007 19-Jan 1,926 River Island Park
25-Jan 1,143 A-10 Upper
25-Jan 674 A-10 Lower
Subtotal 3,743
TOTAL 20,012
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Conservation Measure 2. Restore or create 44 acres of backwaters along the LCR between
Parker and Imperial dams. Maintenance of these backwaters for native fish and wildlife will be
ensured for the life of the water transfers. This will be completed within 5 years of the first water
transfers.

Status: Expansion of the Imperial Ponds, located on Imperial National Wildlife Refuge, has
been identified to fulfill the requirements of Conservation Measure 2. Expansion of the ponds
from 25 acres to approximately 80 acres began in June of 2006. By the end of FY06, two of the
six proposed ponds were completely excavated. Excavation of all six ponds was completed
during spring 2007.

Conservation Measure 3. Provide $50,000 for the capture of wild-born or F1 generation
bonytails from Lake Mojave to be incorporated into the brood stock for this species and to
support rearing efforts at Achii Hanyo Native Fish Rearing Facility. These efforts will be funded
for 5 years (2001-2006).

Status: Completed — Reclamation and the USFWS attempted to capture adult bonytail from
Lake Mohave during the April to June spawning periods in 2003 and 2004 with no success.
Approximately $50,000 was expended by the two agencies during this effort. Rather than
continue the capture effort, Reclamation provided $200,000 to USFWS in July 2004 to improve
rearing capabilities for bonytail at Achii Hanyo Native Fish Rearing Facility.

Conservation Measure 4, Tier 1. Identify and monitor 372 acres of currently occupied
southwestern willow flycatcher habitat that may be affected by water transfers and changes in
points of delivery between Parker and Imperial dams. Soil moisture will be monitored and if
levels decease as a result of water transfer actions, management actions will be taken to
maintain monitored habitat. The monitoring program will be reviewed every 5 years to
determine the appropriate level of effort to monitor effects of water transfer actions. Monitoring
will continue for up to 5 years after implementation of all water transfer actions unless it
becomes part of a broader effort associated with recovery actions. Restore and maintain 372
acres of new replacement southwestern willow flycatcher habitat along the lower Colorado
River.

Status: In FY05, Reclamation modified an existing contract to include the monitoring of 372
acres of occupied southwestern willow flycatcher habitat. This acreage is split into 11 different
sites between Palo Verde Diversion Dam and Imperial Dam. Annual monitoring of soil moisture
conditions at these sites is being performed to determine if a change in soil moisture conditions
has occurred due to water transfer actions. No change in soil moisture conditions attributable to
water transfer actions was observed through 2006; therefore, no management actions have been
required.

Phases 1-3 at the Cibola Valley Conservation Area (CVCA) and Palo Verde Ecological Reserve
(PVER) have been identified to fulfill the habitat creation requirements of Conservation Measure
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4, Tier 1. In FY06, Reclamation implemented Phase 1 of the CVCA by planting a 22-acre native
plant nursery and 64 acres of cottonwood-willow land cover, which is intended to be managed as
southwestern willow flycatcher habitat. At PVER, 31 acres of native plant nursery was
established.

Also in FY06, a contract for the collection, propagation, and planting of more than 250,000
native plants for Phase 2 of both CVCA and PVER properties was awarded. The trees will be
mass transplanted on approximately 140 acres of active agricultural fields in March-April of
2007 and will be managed for southwestern willow flycatcher habitat.

Conservation Measure 4, Tier 2. Establish baseline soil moisture conditions within 1 year of
acceptance of the BO. Depending on the status of southwestern willow flycatcher population
trends along the lower Colorado River, replace additional flycatcher habitat if management
actions to prevent adverse changes to Tier 1 monitored habitat are no longer viable or will not
be successful in maintaining baseline conditions.

Status: No change in baseline soil moisture was observed; therefore, no management actions
were required. No additional southwestern willow flycatcher habitat replacement is necessary.

Requirements under the 2001 BO specifically related to the ISC include:

1. Reclamation will continue to provide funding and support for the ongoing Lake Mead
razorback sucker study. The initial continuation will be conducted for 5 years, followed
by a review and determination of the scope of studies for the following 10 years of the
duration of the ISC.

The ongoing 5 years of study have been completed through C13.

2. Reclamation will provide rising spring water surface elevations of 5-10 feet on Lake
Mead, to the extent practicable and that hydrologic conditions allow.

During the period of the ISC compliance actions to date there has been no practicable
opportunity to provide rising spring water surface elevations.

3. Reclamation will continue existing operations on Lake Mohave that benefit native fish
during the 15-year I1SC period and will explore additional ways to provide benefits to
native fish.

To date, existing operations on Lake Mohave that benefit native fish have been
continued.

4. Reclamation will monitor water levels of Lake Mead from February through April of
each year during the 15 years ISC are in place. Should water levels reach 1,160 feet
because of the implementation of the ISC, Reclamation will implement a program to
collect and rear larval razorbacks in Lake Mead during the spawning season following
this determination.
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The level of Lake Mead did reach the 1,160 feet msl elevation during FY05.
Reclamation, the Southern Nevada Water Authority, and NDOW are cooperatively
rearing razorback sucker larvae captured from Lake Mead for future repatriation into
Lake Mead. Work was completed on a new native fish room at Lake Mead State Fish
Hatchery, and planning was initiated for additional rearing capacity at Overton Wildlife
Management Area (B6 and B11).

California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Permit

In conjunction with Federal ESA coverage, California State law requires CESA permitting for
the California activities. The California Partners applied for and received a CESA Incidental
Take Permit pursuant to CDFG Code sections 2081(a) and 2081(b). The California Partners
negotiated the terms of the CESA permit with CDFG to be compatible with the LCR MSCP.
This CESA permit provides compliance only for California Partners.

The LCR MSCP conservation activities fulfill the requirements of the CESA permit. However,
certain CESA permit requirements are more specific in relationship to location or timing. All
other CESA permit requirements are otherwise the same as those for the LCR MSCP. The LCR
MSCP accomplishments in FY06 also meet the CESA permit requirements. Listed below are the
CESA requirements that are more detailed than the LCR MSCP HCP.

1. Requirements for various types of coordination with CDFG during the
identification, development, and construction and maintenance for habitat created
or restored within the State of California under the LCR MSCP.

2. Various reporting requirements to be made to CDFG including annual status
reports and notifications.

3. Riparian, Marsh, and Backwater Replacement Plans are to be submitted to CDFG
for approval for riparian and marsh habitat creation and restoration within the
State of California under the LCR MSCP.

4. Monitoring, Research, and Adaptive Management Plans for the replacement
habitat created or restored under the LCR MSCP within the State of California are
to be submitted to CDFG for approval.

5. Locations of all habitat replaced or restored in the State of California under the
LCR MSCP must be approved by the CDFG.

6. A minimum of 2,614 acres of the LCR MSCP riparian replacement habitat is to
be located in California, including 1,566 acres of cottonwood-willow and 1,048
acres of honey mesquite.

7. A minimum of 240 acres of LCR MSCP marsh habitat is to be created or restored
within the State of California, including 170 acres for Yuma clapper rail and 70
acres for California black rail. The acreage shall also support at least 58 acres of
Colorado River cotton rat habitat.

8. Habitat created within California will be protected in perpetuity.
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9. An endowment fee of $295.00 per acre (in 2005 dollars) will be provided to
CDFG for each acre of habitat that is transferred to the Department in Fee Title at
the time of transfer.

10. A total of 270,000 razorback sucker and 200,000 bonytail of at least 12 inches in
length will be stocked into reaches 3 and 4.

Key activities accomplished in FY06 include stocking 11,455 razorback suckers in reaches 4 and
5 (B5). More than 25,000 razorback sucker and bonytail in total were repatriated to the Lower
Colorado River.

A total of 31 acres were developed for the nursery at PaloVerde Ecological Reserve (PVER) to
provide plant materials for vegetating the remainder of the site. A 22-acre nursery was planted at
the Cibola Valley Conservation Area (CVCA); in addition, 64 acres were planted using a
vegetable mass transplanter.

At the Imperial Ponds, as of April 2007, all construction of ponds has been completed. This will
create an additional 80 acres of backwater habitat.
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Overview of Work Tasks

In addition to program administration, LCR MSCP work tasks are categorized into a number of
target areas: Fish Augmentation (Section B), Species Research (Section C), System Monitoring
(Section D), Conservation Area Development and Management (Section E), Post-Development
Monitoring (Section F), and Adaptive Management (Section G). A number of connections exist
between these target areas.

This introduction provides an overview of proposed LCR MSCP work tasks by program
functions: 1) fish augmentation, monitoring, and research, 2) monitoring and research for
terrestrial, riparian, and marsh habitats and associated covered species, and 3) conservation area
development and management. The introduction provides background information on program
development and proposed work strategy for each program function. Maps are provided at the
beginning of each description to show specific work task locations. The following list includes
work task numbers and titles to assist in the reading of this Annual Report. Appendix D contains
a list of closed work tasks.

A-1 Program Administration

B-1 Lake Mohave Razorback Sucker Larvae Collection

B-2 Willow Beach National Fish Hatchery

B-3 Achii Hanyo Rearing Station

B-4 Dexter National Fish Hatchery

B-5 Bubbling Ponds Fish Hatchery

B-6 Lake Mead Fish Hatchery

B-7 Lake Side Rearing Ponds

B-8 Fish Tagging Equipment

B-10  Uvalde National Fish Hatchery

B-11  Overton Wildlife Management Area

C-1 Brown-Headed Cowbird Trap Assessment

C-2 Sticky Buckwheat and Threecorner Milkvetch Conservation

C-3 Multi-Species Conservation Program Covered Species Profile Development
C-4 Relict Leopard Frog

C-5 Effects of Abiotic Factors on Insect Populations in Riparian Restoration Sites
C-6 Insect Population Biology in Riparian Restoration Sites

C-7 Survey and Habitat Characterization for MacNeill’s Sootywing

C-8 Razorback Sucker Survival Studies

C-9 Razorback Sucker and Bonytail Pen Rearing Tests

C-10  Razorback Sucker Growth Studies

C-11  Bonytail Rearing Studies

C-12  Demographics and Post-Stocking Survival of Repatriated Razorback Suckers in Lake Mohave
C-13  Lake Mead Razorback Sucker Study

C-14  Humpback Chub Program Support

C-15  Flannelmouth Sucker Habitat Use, Preference, and Recruitment Downstream of Davis Dam
C-16  Evaluation of Past Bonytail Stockings

C-23  Evaluation of Remote Sensing Techniques for PIT-Tagged Fish

C-24  Avian Species Habitat Requirements
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C-25  Imperial Ponds Native Fish Research

C-26  Evaluation of Raceway Rearing of Razorback Rucker at Lake Mead Fish Hatchery
C-27  Small Mammal Population Studies

D-1 Marsh Bird Surveys

D-2 Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Presence/Absence Surveys
D-3 Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Habitat Monitoring

D-4 Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Presence/Absence Survey Hualapai Tribe
D-5 Monitoring Avian Productivity and Survivorship

D-6 System Monitoring for Riparian Obligate Avian Species
D-7 Yellow-Billed Cuckoo Presence/Absence Surveys

D-8 Razorback Sucker and Bonytail Stock Assessment

D-9 System Monitoring and Research of Covered Bat Species
D-10  System Monitoring and Studies on Small Mammal Populations
E-1 Beal Lake Riparian Restoration

E-2 Beal Lake Native Fish

E-3 Ahakhav Tribal Preserve

E-4 Palo Verde Ecological Reserve

E-5 Cibola Valley Conservation Area

E-6 Cottonwood Genetics Study

E-7 Mass Transplanting Demonstration

E-8 Seed Feasibility Study

E-9 Hart Mine Marsh

E-12  Butler Lake

E-13  McAllister Lake

E-14  Imperial Ponds

E-15  Backwater Site Selection

E-16  Conservation Area Site Selection

E-17  Topock Marsh Pumping

E-18  Law Enforcement and Fire Suppression

E-24  Cibola NWR Unit #1

F-1 Habitat Monitoring

F-2 Avian Use of Restoration Sites

F-3 Small Mammal Colonization of Restoration Sites

F-4 Post-Development Monitoring of Covered Bat Species
F-5 Post-Development Monitoring of Fish Restoration Sites
G-1 Data Management

G-2 Annual Report Writing and Production

G-3 Adaptive Management Research Projects

G-4 Science/Adaptive Management Strategy

G-5 Public Outreach

H-1 Existing Habitat Maintenance
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Fish Augmentation, Monitoring, and Research

The LCR MSCP will implement 17 conservation measures for four native fish species: 8
conservation measures for razorback sucker (RASU), 5 conservation measures for bonytail
(BONY), 3 conservation measures for flannelmouth sucker (FLSU), and 1 conservation measure
for humpback chub (HUCH). These conservation measures will be accomplished through work
tasks assigned to one of six target areas:

Fish Augmentation (Section B)

Species Research (Section C)

System Monitoring (Section D)
Conservation Area Development (Section E)
Post-Development Monitoring (Section F)
Adaptive Management (Section G)

oo wdE

A brief summary of the work planned for each target area is provided below.

Fish Augmentation (Section B)

The target goal of the augmentation program is to provide a total of 660,000 RASU and 620,000
BONY for reintroduction into the Colorado River over a 50-year period. The program has three
primary work areas:

1. Acquire fish for grow-out.
2. Develop facilities to grow the fish.
3. Rear the fish to target size and stock them into the LCR MSCP project areas.

(A Fish Augmentation Plan for the LCR MSCP is available on the LCR MSCP Web site.)

Acquire fish for grow-out: To obtain sufficient numbers of young fish for grow-out, LCR
MSCP will develop and maintain adult brood stock for each species. The adult RASU
population in Lake Mohave is the most genetically diverse among RASU populations and is the
intended brood stock for the species. Development and maintenance of this stock (underway
since 1992) is a recovery goal for RASU, and this action has now become a project feature of the
LCR MSCP. In-lake spawning by adult RASU is currently producing sufficient fish larvae for
the augmentation program. The LCR MSCP is able to collect these wild larvae directly from the
spawning areas on Lake Mohave between January and April each year and deliver them to
Willow Beach National Fish Hatchery (NFH). The larvae are reared to meet stocking
requirements of the LCR MSCP. A portion of the larvae are reared to subadult size and returned
(repatriated) to Lake Mohave to maintain the RASU brood stock. The LCR MSCP will support
maintenance of this genetically diverse stock throughout the life of the program. A second brood
stock of RASU was developed by the USFWS during the 1990s from Lake Mohave offspring,
and is maintained at Dexter NFH.
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LCR MSCP Fish Program Activities
Fish Augmentation Program
B1 - Larval Collections - Lake Mohave
B2 - Willow Beach Hatchery
B3 - Achii Hanyo Fish Rearing Facility
B6 - Lake Mead Hatchery
B7 - Lakeside Ponds - Lake Mohave - Reach @
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In January 2007, the exotic quagga mussel was found in lakes Mead, Mohave, and Havasu, and
at the Lake Mead State Fish Hatchery (SFH) and the Willow Beach NFH. To insure that quagga
mussels do not gain access to Bubbling Ponds SFH, RASU larvae will be provided to Bubbling
Ponds SFH from the Dexter NFH brood stock. This is a temporary change to the fish acquisition
strategy, and the arrangement is acceptable to both the USFWS and AGFD. The RASU brood
stock at Dexter NFH originated from Lake Mohave, and their use as brood fish is guided by a
genetic management plan. Fish from this stock have been used in the past 15 years. The RASU
from this stock were put into Davis Cove in 1992 by the Lake Mohave Native Fish Work Group.
This stock was the source of RASU provided to AGFD in the mid-1990s for rearing and stocking
into Lake Havasu, and Dexter NFH currently uses this stock to provide fish for the San Juan
River Recovery Implementation Program.

Dexter NFH maintains the only BONY brood stock in the world (the parents of these fish also
came from Lake Mohave). A captive management plan for this stock has been developed by
USFWS and is in effect. The LCR MSCP is providing funding to Dexter NFH to support
maintenance of this brood stock, hatch out young BONY, and deliver the young to grow-out
facilities. In addition, USFWS and Reclamation (Lower Colorado and Upper Colorado Regions)
have entered into an agreement to bring BONY from Dexter NFH to Uvalde NFH to determine
the capability of this rearing station for this species.

Develop facilities to grow the fish: The LCR MSCP will require grow-out facilities for RASU
and BONY for many years. The program will provide support to the following existing facilities
that are currently rearing RASU or BONY, or have agreed to enter into or continue a partnership
with the LCR MSCP to provide rearing space for these fishes:

Willow Beach NFH (USFWS)

Achii Hanyo Native Fish Rearing Facility (USFWS)
Dexter NFH (USFWS)

Bubbling Ponds SFH (AGFD)

Lake Mead SFH (NDOW)

Uvalde NFH (USFWS)

Overton WMA (NDOW)

NogakrowhE

Activities required for developing, operating, and maintaining these facilities will be identified in
annual work plans, but will most likely include such routine items as:

1. Repair or replace pond liners.

2. Develop, repair, or replace water delivery systems including pipes, valves, pumps, well
motors, etc.

3. Construct new ponds.

4. Install or repair fish collection kettles.

5. Repair or replace bird netting and other predator control devices.

6. Maintain access roads, work areas, lighting, and security systems (alarms, fences).

7. Repair or replace backup power generators, load banks, and electric service components.
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Rear fish to target size and stock fish into LCR: The HCP provides instructions for RASU and
BONY augmentations. The augmentation stockings are of three types. Type | requirements are to
stock fish for simple population development and maintenance, with a few thousand fish to be
stocked each year for 40 to 50 years. For Type Il requirements, fish are to be released in large
quantities each year for 5 consecutive years. Concurrent with these latter stockings, extensive
scientific monitoring will be conducted to provide data to the LCR MSCP adaptive management
program. Type 111 stocking requirements complete specific actions associated with conservation
measures from previous endangered species consultations.

Species Location Notes
RASU Reach 3 6,000 per year (300 mm TL) for 45 years
(Type I)
“ Reach 4/5 6,000 per year (300 mm TL) for 45 years
(Type I)

“ Reach 3, | 24,000 per year for five consecutive years with at least
4,5 16,000 into Reach 3 and 6,000 into Reach 4/5 for research

(Type 1)

“ Reach 2 | Sufficient numbers to maintain brood stock @ 50,000
adults (Type II)

“ Reach 1 Larvae reared to honor ISG/SIA commitments
(Type I11)

BONY Reach 2 | 5,000 per year (300 mm TL) for 40 years, to begin in
2016 (or upon completion of USFWS’s BO actions)

(Type 1)

“ Reach 3 4,000 per year (300 mm TL) for 50 years
(Type 1)

“ Reach 4/5| 8,000 per year (300 mm TL) for five consecutive years
for research (Type 1)

“ Reach 4/5 4,000 per year (300 mm TL)
for 45 years (Type |)

These fish will all be reared at one or more of the hatcheries listed previously. These hatcheries
are interrelated and dependent upon each other to achieve this augmentation program. There
currently is sufficient capacity among the hatcheries listed above to rear the numbers of fish
needed for the Type I stockings through 2011. The current strategy is to rear fish to accomplish
Type I and Type 111 needs, while continuing facility development and improvements to add
capacity. Sufficient capacity to start the expanded stocking actions required to initiate the
adaptive management research (Type I1) is expected to be in place by FY11.
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Species Research (Section C)

In order to fully comply with the HCP, research will be conducted on covered species and their
habitats to guide selection and application of conservation techniques, to document successful
implementation of conservation measures, and to develop alternatives to conservation actions
that prove ineffective. This strategy will allow researchers to quantify existing knowledge,
identify data gaps, and design and implement species research to fill these data gaps. Species
research for fishes is currently focusing on the following areas:

1. Fish Propagation and Culturing: As described in the previous section, the LCR MSCP
must rear and stock many thousands of RASU and BONY over the life of the program.
RASU and BONY are rare fishes, and have only been in captivity for a few decades.
Propagation and culturing techniques used for other fishes, such as rainbow trout and
channel catfish, do not always work for native Colorado River fishes. One of the first
focus areas for species research is the rearing of RASU and BONY (see Razorback
Sucker Growth Studies (C10) and Bonytail Rearing Studies (C11)). A new study for 2008
will evaluate raceway rearing of RASU at Lake Mead SFH (C26) and assess growth
rates, food conversion, and condition factor for fish reared in flowing water.

2. Post-Stocking Survival: Reclamation has reared and stocked more than 70,000 RASU
into the Colorado River downstream of Parker Dam, and the LCR MSCP is expected to
stock another 200,000 or more. The question of survival is still outstanding. Reclamation
began a study to assess post-stocking survival in 2003. This species study, Razorback
Sucker Survival Studies (C8), was integrated into the LCR MSCP. The work continues
and is expected to be completed in FY08. Species research to evaluate past BONY
stockings (C16) began in 2007.

3. Brood Stock Development and Maintenance: The LCR MSCP continues the development
and maintenance of the RASU brood stock in Lake Mohave. The target population size
for this group is 50,000 adult fish. The Lake Mohave Native Fish Work Group has
repatriated more than 100,000 sub-adult fish to date; however, recapture data suggest that
fewer than 5,000 have survived. Demographics and Post Stocking Survival of Repatriated
Razorback Suckers in Lake Mohave (C12) began in FY06 to address the question of what
happened to these fish. One facet of this work is assessing the effect of fish size at time of
release on survival to adulthood. To evaluate this effect, RASU being reared for
repatriation to Lake Mohave are now being grown to 500 mm total length. This targeted
fish size will be in place through 2008.

4. Lake Mead Investigations: The LCR MSCP is continuing the Lake Mead Razorback
Sucker Study (C13), which is a conservation measure from an earlier ESA consultation,
the 2001 BO. This is the tenth year of the Lake Mead Razorback Sucker Study; the goal
for 2007 is to compile a 10-year summary to allow resource managers to evaluate results
to date and determine the scope and direction of further work. While this decision is
being made, monitoring of the Lake Mead RASU population will continue.
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5. Managing Native Fishes in Restored Backwaters: Creation of backwater habitats for
covered fish species is another major goal of the LCR MSCP. Work accomplished under
Covered Species Profile Development (C3), Development of Backwater Rating Criteria,
synthesized existing data for covered species that are found in backwater habitats. These
data are being used to develop backwater rating criteria under Backwater Site Selection
work task (E15). In 2007, pond construction activities for Imperial Ponds will be
completed, and research into operation and maintenance of native fish populations in the
ponds will begin (C25).

6. Support Humpback Chub Research in the Grand Canyon: The HCP outlines specific
research actions in the conservation measures for HUCH. Humpback Chub Program
Support (C14) provides funding support for conservation activities being conducted under
the Glen Canyon Adaptive Management Program.

7. Flannelmouth Sucker Investigations: FLSU conservation is addressed by Flannelmouth
Sucker Habitat Use, Preference, and Recruitment Downstream of Davis Dam (C15),
which provides funding to investigate this species in the Colorado River downstream of
Davis Dam. This work is in its second year and is expected to continue through 2010.

8. Remote Sensing for Fish: Research is underway to look at ways to census and monitor
stocked fish without having to actually capture them. Evaluation of Remote Sensing
Techniques for PIT-Tagged Fish (C23) is evaluating the use of stationary PIT-tag
detection equipment. Under Adaptive Management Research Projects (G3), ocular
surveys, photography, and video-monitoring techniques are being investigated.

System Monitoring (Section D)

As described in the HCP, system monitoring will be conducted on existing populations and
habitats of covered species to determine species status, distribution, density, migration,
productivity, and other ecologically important parameters. System monitoring allows program
staff to develop and maintain a knowledge base of data for existing populations and their
habitats, and to have these data available for long-term assessment of species under the adaptive
management program.

Only three of the four covered native fish species (RASU, BONY, and FLSU) are being
monitored by the LCR MSCP at this time. The fourth species, HUCH, is essentially extirpated
from the main-stem Colorado River below the Grand Canyon. It is possible that a stray HUCH
could occasionally be found in upper Lake Mead, but this would be a remarkable find (no such
find has occurred in the last three decades).

The system monitoring actions for RASU and BONY are covered in Razorback Sucker and
Bonytail Stock Assessment (D8). Under this work task, Reclamation will annually gather
information on the status of these species by project reach. A status report will be developed
annually, depicting the end-of-year status in terms of distribution and abundance of each species.
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Monitoring data for FLSU are included in the research actions being conducted for this species,
as described earlier.

Conservation Area Development (Section E)

Habitat creation for native fish is limited to backwater development. The LCR MSCP is required
to establish 360 acres of backwater habitat for BONY and RASU in Reaches 3-6. Up to 85 acres
will be created in Reach 3 for FLSU. Implementation strategies range from making minor
modifications in existing backwaters to major modifications such as the complete excavation of
undeveloped land. Future backwater development for native fishes will be guided by the
outcome of Backwater Site Selection (E15). This work task is central to facilitating development
of the remaining backwaters necessary under the LCR MSCP.

Post-Development Monitoring (Section F)

Post-development monitoring will be conducted at each conservation area following completion
of habitat creation activities. This monitoring will evaluate both the maturation of the site as it
develops into covered species habitat and the use of the habitat by the covered species. Beal
Lake Native Fish (E2) is the only created backwater habitat developed to date. Imperial Ponds
(E14) construction is slated for completion in 2007. Post-Development Monitoring of Fish
Restoration Sites (F5) provides funding to support post-development monitoring of these sites.

Adaptive Management Program (Section G)

The LCR MSCP Adaptive Management Program (AMP) will address uncertainties encountered
during implementation of the conservation measures outlined in the HCP. The program has three
central components: 1) gauging the effectiveness of existing conservation measures, 2) proposing
alternative or modified conservation measures, as needed, and 3) addressing changed and
unforeseen circumstances.

With FY06 being the first full year of LCR MSCP implementation, it is as yet unnecessary to
formally change any part of the program through the AMP. The current needs of the AMP are in
the form of data collection and organization so that, when needed, the information can be readily
accessed for use in the decision-making process. Data Management (G1) will fund the database
management for the AMP. For native fishes, all stocking and tagging data developed by the LCR
MSCP are provided to and maintained by Arizona State University (ASU) in an electronic
database.

Another aspect of the AMP that is needed early on is a tool box of evaluation techniques that can
gauge the effectiveness of conservation measures as they are completed. Adaptive Management
Research Projects (G3) will allow for the development of these tools. Funds allocated from G3
are being used to investigate non-intrusive survey techniques to assess relative abundance of
RASU.
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Fishery program activities under the LCR MSCP are coordinated with the other recovery actions
(Upper Colorado River Basin Recovery Implementation Program, San Juan River Recovery
Implementation Program, Glen Canyon Adaptive Management Program) through participation in
meetings and presentations to research and management groups, including local chapters of the
American Fisheries Society, Colorado River Aquatic Biologists, Lake Mohave Native Fish Work
Group, and the Lower Colorado River Native Fish Work Group.
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Monitoring and Research for Terrestrial, Riparian, and Marsh
Habitats and Associated Covered Species

The LCR MSCP utilizes a habitat-based approach to the conservation of covered species. In
order to fully comply with the HCP, monitoring and research programs will be conducted
throughout the LCR MSCP implementation period. Monitoring and research activities use
standardized and scientifically accepted protocols for evaluating covered species and their
habitats, guide selection and application of conservation techniques, document successful
implementation of conservation measures, and develop alternatives to ineffective conservation
actions. The HCP lists five general elements of the monitoring and research program:

Species Research (Section C)

System Monitoring (Section D)

Restoration Research (Incorporated into Section E)
Post-Development Monitoring (Section F)
Adaptive Management (Section G)

arODOE

Although the HCP separates the monitoring and research program into five elements,
connectivity and overlap exist throughout the monitoring and research program. Work tasks may
have multiple goals or study results may directly lead to additional work tasks in other elements.
A Draft Final Science Strategy was completed in FY06, which provides programmatic guidance
for ensuring that the implementation of conservation measures will be based on scientific
information, methods, principles, and standards. A 5-year planning and evaluation period has
been identified in the science strategy to provide short-term priorities. The Draft Final Science
Strategy can be found on the LCR MSCP Web site.

Initial monitoring and research efforts emphasized the continuation of existing monitoring
programs, where applicable, and accumulation of additional data on existing covered species and
their habitats. All known information on the covered species, especially data necessary for
habitat creation and maintenance, will be synthesized from past and ongoing research and
monitoring programs to quantify existing knowledge and identify data gaps. Species research
projects will then be designed to acquire the additional data needed for successful
implementation of the conservation measures.

Creation of riparian, marsh, and backwater habitats for targeted covered species is a major goal
of the LCR MSCP. Information gathered through the synthesis of past and ongoing research and
monitoring programs, and new data accumulated through targeted research projects identified
during the above process, will be used to guide the project design of proposed habitat creation.
In addition, research will be conducted to evaluate habitat restoration and maintenance
techniques to ensure that efficient and effective techniques are used in the adaptive management
process. Each habitat creation project will have a restoration development and monitoring plan
detailing targeted covered species habitat requirements and methods used to monitor successful
implementation of the project. Post-development monitoring will occur to evaluate whether each
habitat creation project is implemented as designed, whether habitat requirements are provided
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for targeted covered species, and to guide habitat management decisions. Information gathered
through post-development monitoring will, in turn, be used to further define habitat requirements
through the adaptive management process.

System monitoring programs may be used to guide existing habitat maintenance programs,
evaluate existing covered species populations, design avoidance and minimization measures, and
provide data for the adaptive management of created and existing covered species habitat.
Existing system monitoring programs will be evaluated and continued under the LCR MSCP,
where applicable. System monitoring programs may utilize single species or multi-species
protocols, depending on data priority, existing activities, effectiveness, and efficiency.

The monitoring and research program of the LCR MSCP provides information to manage
existing habitats, create new habitats, enhance covered species populations, and avoid or
minimize disturbance to covered species and their habitats. Information gathered during species
research, system monitoring, restoration research, and post-development activities may be
utilized for a variety of purposes. Some monitoring projects are designed to answer research
questions, provide information for system monitoring, and provide post-development monitoring
data. Research projects are designed to provide data for monitoring protocols and habitat creation
plans. Information gathered by non-LCR MSCP programs may be incorporated when applicable.

Species Research (Section C)

Species research work tasks are designed to provide the necessary information required to create
and manage habitats and populations for covered species. Work tasks identified in this section
focus on identifying known life history and habitat requirements for covered species (Multi-
Species Conservation Program Covered Species Profile Development (C3)), and addressing
information gaps in establishing and managing created habitats for these species. Information
gained will be used to design and evaluate protocols for system-wide surveys in Section D, and
to help design and manage habitat created in Section E. Species research activities fill specific
needs described in conservation measures within the HCP or continue ongoing studies. New
research projects have been identified since the completion of covered species accounts in 2006
(C3). These species accounts will be updated annually, when applicable.

In 2006, species research work tasks continued existing research projects identified prior to LCR
MSCP implementation. Brown-headed Cowbird Trap Assessment (C1) evaluated the success of
a trapping program initiated under the 1997 BO. Information gathered through this post-trap
assessment will help determine trapping intervals, if brown-headed cowbird (BHCO) trapping
becomes necessary under the LCR MSCP or the SIA. Information gained from this study will be
utilized in conjunction with additional BHCO control research being conducted under
Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Presence/Absence Surveys (D2).

Three species research work tasks were designed to define insect relationships to riparian plant
communities. Effects of Abiotic Factors on Insect Populations in Riparian Restoration Sites (C5),
and Insect Population Biology in Riparian Restoration Sites (C6) were initiated in 2006.
Information gathered will help direct future habitat creation planning efforts for targeted covered
species that utilize insects as a major portion of their prey base. Survey and Habitat
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Characterization for MacNeill’s Sootywing (C7) defines surveys and habitat characterization for
the MacNeill’s sootywing skipper. Conservation measures call for surveying potential skipper
habitat, locating skipper populations, and describing habitat requirements to guide future
restoration efforts. It is anticipated that these efforts will be completed by 2009. Information
gathered from these research projects will be used to help design and manage the created habitats
planned in Section E.

The HCP outlines specific conservation measures for sticky buckwheat, threecorner milkvetch,
and relict leopard frog. Conservation measures for both plant species are limited to providing
funding to the Clark County MSHCP Rare Plant Workgroup to support implementation of
conservation measures that are beyond the permit requirements of the Clark County MSHCP.
Similarly, the HCP conservation measure for relict leopard frog directs funding to the Relict
Leopard Frog Conservation Team to support implementation of planned, but unfunded,
conservation measures. Sticky Buckwheat and Threecorner Milkvetch Conservation (C2), and
Relict Leopard Frog (C4) accomplish these conservation measures.

For 2008, two new species research work tasks have been written to acquire additional
information identified in the species accounts (C3). Information obtained in Avian Species
Habitat Requirements (C24) will be used to create habitat suitability index models for covered
avian species. These models will identify potential limiting factors or important habitat
requirements that will be used to design, create, and manage marsh habitat creation projects.

Research will be conducted on covered mammal species in 2007 to determine distribution,
population status, genetic differentiation, and habitat use (C27). These studies will be utilized to
determine study plans and protocols for future system-wide monitoring that will be implemented
in 2009. Data from these studies, and from Small Mammal Colonization of Restoration Sites
(F3), will help determine habitat characteristics needed for the design and management of
created habitats in Section E.

System Monitoring (Section D)

System monitoring will be conducted to determine the ongoing status of covered species and
their habitats in the LCR MSCP planning area. System monitoring programs that were
established prior to LCR MSCP implementation were continued in 2005-07. In 2007, in addition
to continuing existing monitoring programs (D1 through D5), several new system monitoring
projects were initiated throughout the LCR MSCP area for species or guilds of species not
previously monitored (System Monitoring for Riparian Obligate Avian Species (D6), Yellow-
Billed Cuckoo Presence/Absence Surveys (D7), and System Monitoring and Research of
Covered Bat Species (D9). System monitoring may utilize single species or multi-species
protocols, depending on species priority, effectiveness, and efficiency.

In accordance with previous BOs and in anticipation of the implementation of the LCR MSCP,
Reclamation began system-wide monitoring for several species and guilds of species including
the SWFL, Yuma clapper rail (CLRA), and neotropical migratory birds. These studies have been
integrated into the LCR MSCP, where applicable.
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System monitoring for CLRA has been conducted since the 1980s. In anticipation of LCR MSCP
initiation, a multi-species marsh bird protocol was designed by the U of A. Marsh bird surveys
will continue to be conducted annually by an inter-agency group using the multi-species survey
protocol approved by USFWS in 2006. Reclamation will continue to be an active participant in
the LCR marsh bird survey effort under Work Task D1, to maintain existing CLRA (CLRA2)
and CBLRA (BLRAZ2) habitat areas in accordance with the HCP.

Three system monitoring work tasks (Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Presence/Absence
Surveys (D2), Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Habitat Monitoring (D3), and Southwestern
Willow Flycatcher Presence/Absence Survey Hualapai Tribe (D4)) continue existing monitoring
for SWFL and its habitat. Presence/absence surveys and life history studies have been conducted
system-wide since 1996 and continue under D2. These surveys will continue, using the current
single-species protocol, until the existing contract expires after the 2007 field season. Work task
D2 will be evaluated in 2007 and any changes to the protocol or deliverables will be incorporated
into future work tasks. Cost estimates for FY08 anticipate changes to the protocol and
deliverables. Additional surveys are being conducted by the Hualapai tribe within the Grand
Canyon (D4). These surveys will also be evaluated at the end of the 2007 field season, in
conjunction with the overall system monitoring effort for SWFL. Habitat occupied by SWFL is
monitored between Parker and Imperial dams under the 2001 BO requirements subsumed within
the LCR MSCP (D3). The 2001 BO Reasonable and Prudent Measure 4 requires annual
presence/absence surveys for up to 5 years after the implementation of all water transfers (D2),
while Conservation Measure 4 requires habitat monitoring to be conducted annually for the same
time period (D3).

System monitoring for YBCU was initiated in 2006 using data acquired from species research
work tasks completed in 2005 (C21 and C22). Presence/absence surveys will continue in 2007
(D7). Surveys for YBCU utilize a species-specific protocol to provide data on this late
successional riparian obligate species. In 2007, YBCU survey protocol and life history studies
will be evaluated and any changes to the protocol or deliverables will be incorporated into future
work tasks. Data from these studies will be used to help design and manage created habitats in
Section E.

System monitoring for SWFL and YBCU utilize single-species monitoring protocols. Multi-
species protocols have been developed to monitor additional avian species covered in the LCR
MSCP. System monitoring for riparian obligate avian covered species (D6) will use a multi-
species protocol developed by the Great Basin Bird Observatory (GBBO), through the auspices
of Nevada Partners in Flight. The United States Geological Survey (USGS) will provide a
sampling design in 2007, with implementation anticipated during the 2007 breeding season.
Surveys will be conducted annually for the first 5 years. Survey interval will be evaluated during
the 5-year program review outlined in the Draft Final Science Strategy.

Additional avian monitoring is being conducted through the establishment of Monitoring Avian
Productivity and Survivorship (MAPS) stations along the lower Colorado River (D5). The
MAPS program provides data for long-term trend analysis on a regional level and detailed
information on a site-specific level, including demographic data not obtained through less
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intensive survey methods. In 2006, two MAPS stations were operated at Cibola and Havasu
National Wildlife Refuges (NWR). Each station must be operated for at least 5 years to obtain
site specific data. The Cibola Nature Trail site will have met that requirement by 2007, while the
Havasu NWR site is scheduled to be run through at least 2009. The MAPS program will be
evaluated for effectiveness in achieving system and post-development monitoring goals and
objectives.

System Monitoring and Research of Covered Bat Species (D9) was initiated in 2006. In 2007,
system monitoring is being conducted using the protocol developed in 2006. Acoustic surveys
and capture techniques will provide information on bat distribution and habitat use. Data from
these studies, along with Post-Development Monitoring of Covered Bat Species (F4) will be used
to help design and manage created habitats in Section E.

Post-Development Monitoring (Section F)

Because the LCR MSCP is a habitat-based program, extensive monitoring of created habitats is
necessary to evaluate implementation and effectiveness of designed habitat creation projects. To
accomplish this task, pre-development monitoring of proposed projects will be conducted to
document baseline conditions prior to project implementation. After habitat creation has been
initiated, post-development monitoring for biotic and abiotic habitat characteristics will be
conducted to document successful implementation and to record successional change within the
restored areas.

In 2006, post-development monitoring for habitat characteristics and avian use was conducted at
several riparian restoration demonstration sites, which were established under Reasonable and
Prudent Alternative 14 of the 1997 BO, and at habitat creation sites listed in Section E.
Protocols developed during these monitoring activities will be used for monitoring prior to and
after completion of LCR MSCP habitat creation projects.

Beal Lake Riparian (E1), and Cibola Nature Trail Restoration Demonstration sites were
established as riparian restoration research projects under the 1997 BO. Habitat and avian use
was monitored under Habitat Monitoring (F1) and Avian Use of Restoration Sites (F2) at each
site during 2006 to acquire data necessary for riparian habitat creation.

Restoration Development and Monitoring plans were written for Beal Lake Riparian (E1),
‘Ahakhav Tribal Preserve (E3), Palo Verde Ecological Reserve (E4), Cibola Valley
Conservation Area (E5), and Imperial Ponds (E14). These plans describe habitat creation
activities, monitoring activities, and targeted habitat goals. Future habitat creation projects will
require restoration and monitoring plans prior to initiation.

Monitoring was conducted to evaluate plant survivorship, growth, and successional change
within created habitats listed in Section E (F1). Pre- and post-development avian monitoring was
conducted at habitat creation sites that targeted avian covered species (F2). Presence/absence
surveys were conducted for small mammals at two restoration demonstration sites in 2006 (F3).
Information obtained during these surveys will be used to develop monitoring protocols for
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future pre- and post-development monitoring, and for potential system monitoring or studies on
distribution of covered small mammal species. Data from these studies, along with system
monitoring of small mammal species (D10/C27), will be used to help prepare designs and
manage created habitats in Section E.

In 2007, pre-development data will be collected for sites or phases proposed for habitat creation
implementation, including Palo Verde Ecological Reserve (E4), Cibola Valley Conservation
Area (E5), and Hart Mine Marsh (E9). Post-development monitoring will occur for sites or
phases where implementation has already occurred, such as Beal Lake Riparian (E1), ‘Ahakhav
Tribal Preserve (E3), and Cibola Valley Conservation Area (E5). Post-development habitat
monitoring is expected to continue through the life of the program at intervals determined by age
and successional stages of each stand.

Each proposed habitat creation project will be designed to provide known habitat requirements
for targeted covered species. To evaluate effectiveness in providing these habitat requirements,
pre-development monitoring will be conducted for targeted covered species, including avian
species (F2), small mammals (F3), and bats (F4). Because initial habitat creation efforts are
focused on converting agricultural fields into habitat, it is anticipated that habitat suitability
indices for covered species at agricultural sites will be determined such that it will not be
necessary to conduct pre-development monitoring at the same intensity for future agricultural
conversion. Post-development monitoring will occur for these covered species to evaluate
effectiveness in providing habitat requirements for the targeted covered species.

Adaptive Management Program (Section G)

The AMP will address uncertainties encountered during program implementation by gauging the
effectiveness of existing conservation measures, proposing alternative or modified conservation
measures as needed, and addressing changed or unforeseen circumstances. The Draft Final
Science Strategy details the AMP process for the research and monitoring programs at the project
and programmatic levels. A 5-year planning cycle has been identified to allow for the receipt of
new information, the analysis of that information, and the incorporation of the new information
into the design or direction of future work tasks. The 5-year planning cycle will allow for a
review of past activities and the setting of priorities for the next 5-year cycle. Work tasks
identified in FY06 and FY07 under the AMP fill needs identified at LCR MSCP initiation.

Data Management (G1) is an integral component of any conservation program, including the
LCR MSCP. Funds are allocated to design a data management system capable of tracking all
information needed in the decision making process. Implementation of the data management
system is expected to begin in FYQ7.

Some research and monitoring priorities may be established during the first years of program
implementation. Funding has been allocated under Adaptive Management Research Projects
(G3) to begin priority research identified at the start of LCR MSCP implementation, when
applicable.
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Conservation Area Development and Management

A major component of the LCR MSCP is the creation and management of habitat. Section E
addresses the identification, selection, development, and management of created habitat and any
restoration research being conducted. In general, habitat creation projects target land cover types
with the intention of the vegetation being managed for or developed into a specific habitat. The
term “created habitat” is typically used when an established land cover type has met or exceeded
its species-specific performance standard. “Land cover type” is defined in the HCP as, “the
dominant feature of the land surface discernible from aerial photographs defined by vegetation,
or human uses.” This definition is used in conjunction with species-specific performance
standards to evaluate the creation of habitat. Cottonwood-willow, honey mesquite, marsh, and
backwater are the predominant land cover types to be created under the LCR MSCP. For
terrestrial and marsh land cover types, trees, shrubs, and groundcover are typically planted or
seeded to create the desired land cover type. For backwater land cover types, which include open
water and associated emergent marsh, the evaluation of the physical, chemical, and biological
conditions suitable for the establishment and maintenance of healthy fish populations and other
backwater associated species in the LCR define the habitat. Maturation and management of the
land cover types ultimately create the habitat.

As described in the conservation measures, habitat creation goals for the LCR MSCP include the
establishment of:

1. 5,940 acres of cottonwood-willow
2. 1,320 acres of honey mesquite

3. 512 acres of marsh

4. 360 acres of backwater

To the extent practicable based on site conditions, cottonwood-willow, honey mesquite, marsh,
and backwaters will be restored in proximity to each other to create integrated mosaics of habitat
that approximate the relationships among aquatic and terrestrial communities historically present
along the LCR floodplain. The selection process is described in the Draft Guidelines for the
Screening and Evaluation of Potential Conservation Areas, which is available on the LCR
MSCP Web site. These Conservation Areas are discrete areas of conserved habitats managed as
a single unit under the LCR MSCP. Conservation Areas include LCR MSCP created habitats as
well as buffer areas and other lands that may be included in the conservation area design.
Conservation Areas developed primarily for riparian and marsh species follow a different
selection and evaluation process from those established primarily for native fish. Costs
associated with development of the guidelines and implementation of the guidelines are
described in Backwater Site Selection (E15), and Conservation Area Site Selection (E16).

Conservation areas developed primarily for riparian or marsh land cover types such as PVER
(E4) and CVCA (E5) involve the conversion of existing land cover types (such as active

agricultural, fallow agricultural, and undeveloped land) to native riparian species. Restoration
research requirements for Conservation Areas are being developed as a part of the Draft Final
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Science Strategy. The requirements are expected to include methods to cost-effectively establish
and manage planned land cover types while excluding growth of non-native plant species.
Terrestrial restoration research projects underway include Beal Lake Riparian (E1), ‘Ahakhav
Tribal Preserve (E3), Cottonwood Genetics Study (E6), Mass Transplanting Demonstration (E7),
and Seed Feasibility Study (E8).

Strategies for conservation areas that are being developed primarily as backwaters for native fish
are likely to range from making modifications to existing backwaters with good water quality, to
making improvements to backwaters with poor water quality, to the excavation and creation of
backwaters on undeveloped land. Restoration research requirements for backwater development
are being developed as part of the Draft Final Science Strategy, and are expected to include
researching the screening of water to exclude non-native fish, maintaining water quality in
isolated backwaters, and controlling non-native fish species.

Two additional significant requirements are incorporated into the LCR MSCP in Section E. First,
the LCR MSCP assumed management of 300 acres of backwater created and dedicated to native
fish under the 1997 BO. These backwater acres are included in Beal Lake Native Fish (E2), E13,
and E14. Second, a commitment from the 2001 BO to create 372 acres of cottonwood-willow for
SWEFL and create 44 acres of backwater for native fish was incorporated into the LCR MSCP.
Habitat created to satisfy the SIA commitment also applies to the LCR MSCP habitat creation
requirements and does not represent additional acreage to the totals listed above.

In 2006, conservation area development included securing land and water resources, which
allows the LCR MSCP to fulfill the obligations and commitments of the 2001 BO. Working with
LCR MSCP partners, three conservation areas are being developed to fulfill the commitments of
the SIA. The first conservation area (PVER) contains approximately 1,300 acres of active
agricultural lands in Palo Verde Irrigation District and is owned by the CDFG. The second
conservation area (CVCA) contains approximately 1,000 acres of active agricultural lands and is
owned by Mohave County Water Authority and serviced by the Cibola Valley Irrigation and
Drainage District. Phase 1 at both PVER and CVCA were planted in FY06. Expansion of
Imperial Ponds (E14) began in June of 2006 and when complete in FYO07 is anticipated to fulfill
the backwater creation portion of the SIA.

Creating and maintaining the appropriate habitats as dictated by the conservation measures
presents several challenges. Present flow regimes on the LCR have been altered considerably
from dynamic pre-development flows. Introduced and invasive species exist throughout the
program area. Approaches to habitat creation must not only acknowledge the differences from
historical conditions, but must also be able to work effectively within the context of current
conditions. In addition, existing knowledge and practices must be incorporated to take advantage
of appropriate available technologies. An example of this as applied to riparian habitat creation is
the use of agricultural technology and infrastructure to deliver water and simulate flooding
events for riparian habitat creation projects. To meet these challenges and the goals of the LCR
MSCP, three components of habitat creation have been developed: site identification and
selection, research and demonstration, and development and management. The following
sections describe the distinctions between the components of habitat creation and how they are
interconnected within the context of an adaptive approach.
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Site Identification/Selection

A logical process for identifying and selecting locations for habitat creation projects contributes
to the overall success of the LCR MSCP. In general, ideal sites are those that have the greatest
potential for successfully achieving the desired habitat in the most cost-effective manner.
Though this objective appears obvious, it is obscured by a number of variables that can affect
both cost-effective development and habitat success. These variables can be logistical: site
accessibility, available infrastructure, availability of sufficient resources (water); physical: depth
to groundwater, soil texture and chemistry, water quality, eutrophic stage; and political: potential
impacts to other species or habitats, permitting requirements, and landowner/partner support.
This represents only a portion of the known variables that must be considered when identifying
and selecting sites, as unforeseen factors can contribute to greater costs and may limit success in
habitat creation. As the program proceeds, this newly acquired knowledge will be incorporated
into the site selection processes outlined in work tasks E15 and E16. During FY06, a thorough
review of the information gathered during the backwater site selection process was completed,
and the report was posted on the LCR MSCP Web site in FYQ7. Appropriate adaptations are
being made through the AMP to properly address and apply newly acquired information,
allowing for more accurate assessment of development costs and success potential for future
habitat creation projects.

Research/Demonstration

Restoration research and demonstration projects are vital in supplying new information to make
habitat creation projects more effective in terms of meeting species-specific habitat requirements,
and more efficient in terms of overall costs to meet those requirements. In general, restoration
research projects are those that have specific research questions and are supported by a robust,
replicated study design where some level of analysis can be conducted and inferences can be
made. These projects may include but are not limited to: research directed at habitat development
to meet species needs, improving vegetation growth and survival, testing alternate propagation
and habitat establishment techniques, determining habitat creation potential at identified sites
based on current ecological functions, and evaluating technologies to assist in meeting specific
habitat requirements. Work tasks E2, E4, E6, and E8 address specific research questions. In
contrast, demonstration projects like E1, E3, and E7 assess a particular technique to determine if
the technique might be feasible and effective for use in a habitat creation project. Demonstration
projects are designed to evaluate techniques, effectiveness, and cost efficiency. These activities
may mature into a land cover type that meets the specific performance criteria for created habitat
for the covered species. Until that time, these projects will be referred to as research or
demonstration projects. Both of these types of investigations increase knowledge of habitat
creation and will be used to inform and guide future selection and implementation of habitat
creation projects.
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Development/Management

Habitat development and management are strongly connected. As described previously, in many
cases created habitat is achieved through the process of development, establishment, and
modification of the site and growth (maturation) of the land cover type. Subsequent management
of that land cover type either maintains the specific requirements necessary for that created
habitat, or moves that land cover type towards achievement of those specific habitat
requirements. Habitats, both aquatic and terrestrial, are dynamic. They are better described as a
“continuum” rather than a “stage” of development or succession. By using knowledge gained
from research, demonstrations, and experience, sites with the greatest potential for success can
be identified, and the most effective designs and approaches can be employed to create the
targeted cover type. In the context of current conditions, to achieve the desired habitat under the
LCR MSCP calls for establishing and managing for a snapshot in time and ecological
succession. This may require actively creating disturbance to “reset” or maintain the land cover
type in the proper seral stage (in the case of some riparian habitat). For a backwater, it may
involve removing organic matter from the bottom of that backwater to reduce biological oxygen
demand and maintain acceptable levels of water quality. In any case, habitat creation does not
end with the establishment of the proper vegetation type or isolation of a backwater.

Over the course of identification/selection, research/demonstration, and
establishment/management of created habitats, information is gathered that affects and alters
understanding of these processes. This feedback in turn, may serve to modify site selection or
establishment approaches for future projects. It can also reveal needs not previously anticipated.
For example, during collections for the Mass Transplanting Demonstration (E7), it became
apparent that establishment of native plant nurseries would be needed to supply an adequate
source of cuttings for future large-scale propagation and establishment of riparian vegetation. A
centralized location with an easily accessible supply of riparian species would also reduce time
and costs associated with collection. These nurseries were incorporated into the phased
developments plans E4 and E5. Each site, whether it is identified as marsh, backwater, honey
mesquite, or cottonwood-willow cover type, will have its own set of site-specific challenges to
overcome.
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Work Task Al: Program Administration

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$1,000,000 | $1,120,653 $1,567,243 $1,142,196 | $1,187,000 | $1,187,000 | $1,187,000

Contact: Lorri Gray, (702) 293-8555, Igray@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Program Administration

Conservation Measures: N/A

Location: N/A

Purpose: Program Administration

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): N/A

Project Description: Provides senior staff and administration support to manage
implementation of the LCR MSCP. The Program Manager will direct functions and activities
associated with implementation of the HCP to ensure the completion of activities in accordance
with the program documents.

Previous Activities: Established a new stand-alone LCR MSCP Office in the Lower Colorado
Region of the Bureau of Reclamation. Established a new Steering Committee and recognized all
participating entities in accordance with the Funding and Management Agreement (FMA).
Finalized and received approval of the By-Laws for the Steering Committee. Developed a report
format for the LCR MSCP Annual Work Plan. Developed a financial tracking system that allows
users to track costs and audit expenditures.

FY06 Accomplishments: The focus for program administration in FY06 was on the
development of processes for the program. A draft site selection guidelines process, draft science
strategy process, and draft database management options for managing data, were developed and
presented for comment to Steering Committee work groups. In addition, a program decision
document describing how in-kind credit for land and water will be determined was approved by
the Steering Committee at its April 2006 meeting. The Fiscal Year 2007 Implementation, Work
Plan and Budget Report and Fiscal Year 2005 Accomplishment Report were presented to the
Steering Committee and a work group meeting was held in May to receive comments. Other
activities focused on educating Steering Committee members on the program. A river tour of the
program area was conducted over a 3-day period in December 2005, with more than 50 Steering
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Committee members participating. In FY06, Reclamation also developed a process to improve
the issuing of grants and cooperative agreements. A Steering Committee work group meeting
was held in April 2006 to determine additional funding options available to the LCR MSCP
program through the use of grants.

FYO07 Activities: Work in FY07 continues the development of processes for program
implementation. One of the recommendations in the draft science strategy was for the
development of 5-year science goals. These will be drafted and presented to the Steering
Committee for review in 2007. Reclamation will be developing land use agreements and other
mechanisms to secure resources. In addition, a program decision document for in-kind credit for
services is being developed. In FY07, short field trips for the Steering Committee are being
scheduled to highlight program components. A field trip for the Lake Mohave Fish Rearing
Program was held in February 2007. An internal review of FY06 financial records was done to
fine tune financial tracking, along with the establishment of a financial work group to review
information once a year.

In an effort to expedite compliance activities for Reclamation-covered actions and LCR MSCP
implementation, Reclamation is working on a Memorandum of Understanding with the U.S.
Corps of Engineers that will lay out a process to develop a strategy for 404 compliance.
Reclamation is also meeting with state resource agencies to examine compliance options under
the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.

Proposed FYO08 Activities: Program Administration for FY08 will continue the management of
the LCR MSCP Program. This will include pursuing land and water resources opportunities and
developing criteria for use of the Habitat Maintenance Fund. In conjunction with the USFWS,
crediting methodology for habitat mosaics will be developed. In addition, the Implementation
Report Fiscal Year 2009 Work Plan, and Budget and Fiscal Year 2007 Accomplishment report
will be prepared. Financial tracking for the program will continue and an annual Financial Work
Group Meeting will be held. The LCR MSCP Web site will also be maintained.

Pertinent Reports: Implementation Report Fiscal Year 2007 Work Plan, and Budget, Fiscal
Year 2005 Accomplishments, April 2006 are posted on the LCR MSCP Web site. Draft and Final
Implementation Report, Fiscal Year Work Plan and Budget, Fiscal Year 2006 Accomplishments
will be posted when available.
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Work Task B1l: Lake Mohave Razorback Sucker Larvae Collections

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$225,000 | $222,391 $424,214 $200,000 | $200,000 | $200,000 | $200,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY04

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Fish Augmentation

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU5, and RASUS
Location: Reach 2, Lake Mohave, AZ/NV

Purpose: Develop the razorback sucker (RASU) broodstock in Lake Mohave, maintain the
broodstock, and harvest offspring for rearing as needed to accomplish the LCR MSCP Fish
Augmentation Program.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Work tasks B2, B4, B5, B6, and B7
are related to this Work Task, as the RASU to be reared under these work tasks originate from
Lake Mohave.

Project Description: The RASU broodstock in Lake Mohave represent the remaining genomes
for RASU and provide a level of genetic diversity found nowhere else in the world. This project
captures wild-born RASU larvae from Lake Mohave, and delivers them to Willow Beach NFH
for initial rearing. Work includes helicopter surveys every two weeks to locate spawning groups,
night-time larvae collection, and maintaining the boat fleet and field station at Cottonwood Cove.
These larvae are captured one at a time, making this a labor-intensive program. Hence, most
expenditures are for salary, travel, and fuel.

Work normally commences in mid to late January. Equipment is delivered to and staged at
Cottonwood Cove where a field station is established. The lake's shoreline is surveyed by
helicopter, and locations of spawning aggregations of RASU are recorded. Crews of two to four
staff meet at the field stations at sunset, gather batteries, lights, dip nets, and buckets, and set out
by boat to the spawning areas. Razorback sucker larvae attracted to submerged lights suspended
from the boat are captured by net and are counted. Crews return to the field station, label buckets
of larvae, record their capture success and location, place batteries back on chargers, clean and
stow other gear, and place air stones in buckets to maintain adequate oxygen levels. The next
morning the larvae are transferred to Willow Beach NFH by either boat or vehicle, where they
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are logged in as to date received, number collected, and location. This work is repeated four to
six nights per week through mid to late April.

Previous Activities: This work is part of a program started by the Native Fish Work Group
(NFWG) in 1989 to rebuild the adult stock of RASU in Lake Mohave so that these fish could be
used as brood fish for RASU recovery. The goal of the NFWG was to develop a population of
50,000 adult RASU. Various rearing techinques were tried between 1991 and 1993; in 1994 it
was determined that capturing wild larvae from the lake and rearing them in captivity offered the
best chance to successfully complete the program.

FY06 Accomplishments: Sixty-three thousand nine hundred seventy-five (63,975) wild larvae
were collected from four areas on Lake Mohave during 2006. Contribution of larvae from each
zone by month of capture is presented in the following table.

Zone Jan Feb March April Total
Nine Mile 0 1,620 4,329 0 5,949
Tequila 30| 13,814 19,606 1,950 | 35,400
Yuma 1,060 6,815 8,219 5563 | 21,729
AOP 0 0 525 372 897
Total 1,000 | 22,249 32,751 7,885 | 63,975

From 1994 through 2006, some 622,168 wild RASU larvae have been collected from Lake
Mohave.

FYO07 Activities: High survival for RASU larvae captured in 2005 and 2006, combined with
concerns regarding quagga mussel infestation, have resulted in a target of only 20,000 larvae
required for 2007. Capturing wild larvae is an issue of quality as well as quantity; no change in
cost will be incurred since the same number of trips and helicopter surveys will be conducted.
The RASU larvae for Bubbling Ponds SFH that normally come from this venture will be
supplied by Dexter NFH until quagga mussel issues are resolved.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Larval RASU will be collected as needed for continued broodstock
development/maintenance and for augmentation stockings. The numbers of larvae required will
be determined in December 2007, but a tentative target of 50,000 larvae is used here to establish
a budget estimate.

Pertinent Reports: 2006 Fish Augmentation Summary will be posted to the LCR MSCP Web
site.
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Work Task B2: Willow Beach National Fish Hatchery

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$200,000 | $206,486 $386,486 $225,000 | $235,000 | $235,000 | $235,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Fish Augmentation

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, RASU5, RASU6, BONY3, and BONY4
Location: Reach 2, Willow Beach, AZ

Purpose: Annually contribute RASU and bonytail (BONY) to the LCR MSCP Fish
Augmentation Program.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Much of the activity at Willow Beach
NFH is related to other Work Tasks in Section B, because most of the RASU and BONY reared
for the LCR MSCP Fish Augmentation Program spend time at Willow Beach NFH. (For further
information, please see the Fish Augmentation Plan, which provides an overview of the program
and shows the interrelationships between the various hatcheries). Some of the fishery research
actions described in Section C are ongoing at this facility, including Pen Rearing Tests (C9),
Bonytail Rearing Studies (C11), and Humpback Chub Monitoring Program (C14).

Project Description: Willow Beach NFH is managed by the USFWS. The hatchery receives
funding from the LCR MSCP for rearing of RASU and BONY for the Fish Augmentation
Program. There are three primary tasks at the hatchery:

1. Receive fish to be reared. Each year the facility is to receive wild RASU larvae collected
from Lake Mohave by the Native Fish Work Group (NFWG). Also, the hatchery is to
receive fingerling BONY (25-75 mm TL) from Dexter NFH.

2. Provide fish to other hatcheries. Each year Willow Beach NFH is to: provide fingerling
RASU to Bubbling Ponds SFH to be further reared and ultimately stocked into reaches 3-
5 of the lower Colorado River, provide fingerling RASU from wild-caught larvae to
Dexter NFH for further rearing and eventual repatriation to Lake Mohave, and provide
juvenile BONY to Achii Hanyo Rearing Facility for further rearing and ultimately for
stocking into reaches 3-5 of the lower Colorado River.
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3. Rear up to 5,000 subadult RASU to 500 mm TL for repatriation to Lake Mohave. (These
fish are being reared to this large size in order to accelerate brood stock development and
provide test fish for C12.)

Previous Activities: This coldwater trout hatchery began operation in 1962 to produce rainbow
trout for recreational fishing. Between 1994 and 1997, USFWS and Reclamation cooperatively
added solar heating systems to the hatchery, converting 50% of its rearing capacity to warmwater
fish production. Each year since 1996, the hatchery has received wild RASU larvae, reared
juvenile RASU, and repatriated fish back to Lake Mohave. Similarly, the hatchery has provided
fry to Bubbling Ponds SFH every year since 1997 for rearing and ultimately for return to the
lower Colorado River.

FY06 Accomplishments: A total of 63,975 RASU larvae were received from Lake Mohave,
fingerling RASU were distributed to Bubbling Ponds SFH and Dexter NFH for further rearing,
fingerling BONY were distributed to Achii Hanyo for further rearing; and RASU juveniles for
repatriation back to Lake Mohave and fingerling BONY for future distribution to Achii Hanyo
rearing facility are currently being reared. A total of 1,810 RASU juveniles (250 mm TL) were
distributed to lakeside rearing ponds (B7). A total of 10,191 RASU (381 mm average TL) were
repatriated into Lake Mohave (Reach 2), and 6,268 RASU were repatriated into three backwaters
along a 40-mile stretch of river below Davis Dam (Reach 3). The majority of funds were for
salary and consumable materials (fish feed, medicines, chemicals, etc.).

FYO07 Activities: Willow Beach NFH will receive 20,000 RASU larvae from Lake Mohave.
Facilities will continue to rear and distribute RASU and BONY that are currently on station for
the LCR MSCP Fish Augmentation Program. This includes 6,059 RASU of the 2004 year class,
24,000 RASU of the 2005 year class, and 28,000 RASU of the 2006 year class. At the end of
2006 there were approximately 10,000 BONY of the 2006 year class and 40,000 BONY of the
2007 year class at the hatchery. Some of these fish will be transferred to Achii Hanyo for rearing
and stocking to the lower Colorado River under the LCR MSCP program (B3).

Willow Beach NFH takes water directly out of the Colorado River. During October 2006, a
severe, local thunderstorm deposited sand and gravel in the river above the intake, which
subsequently resulted in reduced water passage through the intake system. Electricity costs for
the pumps have increased by one third. Funding from the LCR MSCP will support repair and
cleaning of this water intake system to restore operation to its previous level of efficiency.

During January 2007, the exotic quagga mussel was discovered in Lake Mead and Lake Mohave,
and was subsequently found in both Lake Mead SFH and Willow Beach NFH. Larval RASU that
were to be transferred to Bubbling Ponds SFH will not be collected (B1) and no RASU of any
size or year-class will be delivered to waters outside the lower Colorado River corridor until fish
transport protocols are developed and approved by cooperating resource agencies.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Facilities will receive RASU larvae from Lake Mohave and
continue to rear and distribute RASU and BONY for the LCR MSCP Fish Augmentation
Program. Protocols developed for addressing issues with quagga mussel during fish distribution
will be incorporated into the stocking program.
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Pertinent Reports: 2006 Fish Augmentation Summary will be posted to the LCR MSCP Web
site.
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Work Task B3: Achii Hanyo Rearing Station

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$25,000 $13,190 $113,190 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY04
Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Maintain and operate fish rearing facility as an integral part of the LCR MSCP
Fish Augmentation Program.

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, BONY3, and BONY4
Location: Reach 4, Colorado River Indian Tribes Reservation, Parker, AZ

Purpose: Operate and maintain fish rearing facility and annually contribute BONY to the LCR
MSCP Fish Augmentation Program for stocking into Reaches 3-5 of the lower Colorado River.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work task was previously
included in the FY04 work task as Achii Hanyo National Fish Hatchery (Al). This work is
related to B2 and B4, as fish from both Willow Beach NFH and Dexter NFH may be transferred
to Achii Hanyo Rearing Facility. Additionally, fish research for BONY may be accomplished at
this facility.

Project Description: This project has two specific actions:

1. The development of Achii Hanyo Rearing Facility as a grow-out site for BONY.
2. The rearing of BONY for release into reaches 3-5 of the lower Colorado River.

Funds allocated to this work will be used for staff salary, facility operation and maintenance, fish
feed and chemicals, and fish distribution.

This facility is located on the Colorado River Indian Tribes Reservation, and was formerly a
privately owned hatchery, annually producing channel catfish and largemouth bass for sale to
local growers and recreational fishing sites. The facility had been abandoned and unused for
more than 5 years prior to being leased by the USFWS. Five earthen ponds are used for fish
culture and receive Colorado River water from an irrigation canal. There are two house trailers
and a storage shed on site, and drinking water is supplied by a shallow well.

The Achii Hanyo Rearing Facility will be used by the LCR MSCP Fish Augmentation Program
for rearing BONY. The fish rearing operation is seasonal, producing one crop per year. Bonytail
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are brought in from Willow Beach or Dexter NFH in the winter and stocked into the ponds.
Ponds are monitored and fish are fed through the spring and summer. In the fall, the ponds are
drained, and the fish are harvested, tagged, and released. Fish under target size (less than 300
mm TL) are returned to a pond for continued rearing. New fish are then brought onto the station
from Willow Beach NFH or Dexter NFH and the process is repeated. The annual Fish
Augmentation Program production goal is 4,000 BONY subadults of 300 mm TL for stocking
into reaches 4 and 5 of the lower Colorado River.

Previous Activities: The USFWS and Reclamation have been cooperatively upgrading this
facility through an interagency agreement initiated in FY04, which annually provides $50,000
for facility improvements. This agreement completes a commitment made under the SIA and will
expire at the end of 2007. Prior to 2006, work completed included the purchase and assembly of
a new metal building (tank house) and new fiberglass fish tanks. A concrete slab was poured for
a new office, feed storage room, and restrooms. A total of 6,275 BONY were tagged and stocked
into Lake Havasu (Reach 3) during 2005.

FY06 Accomplishments: During 2006, the feed storage room was completed along with most
of the work for the new restroom. At the start of the year, 3,000 BONY were already on station
and a total of 15,000 BONY were brought in from Willow Beach NFH. A total of 5,714 BONY
were harvested and tagged in December. These fish were all wire tagged and distributed as
follows: 1,708 BONY were stocked into Reach 3 and 4,006 into reaches 4 and 5. Out of the
5,714 BONY wire tagged, a total of 899 BONY were also PIT tagged for growth study purposes.

FYO7 Activities: The BONY on station for 2007 include 3,000 fish at 225 mm TL and 5,000 fish
less than 50 mm TL. Willow Beach NFH will transport 16,000 BONY (150 mm TL) to Achii
Hanyo in February 2007. The production target for 2007 is a harvest of 8,000 BONY at greater
than 300 mm TL for stocking into reaches 3, 4, and 5. Two-thirds of the proposed funding is for
labor, fish feed, and prophylactic treatment. The balance of the funding is allocated for
development of two small ponds from an existing larger pond (currently not in production) to
provide holding and research areas.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Proposed activity for FYO08 is similar to FYO07 in that the majority of
proposed funding is for fish rearing and routine operation. The balance of funding will be used
for maintenance and for outfitting the workshop with benches and work areas for fish tagging
and processing.

Pertinent Reports: An annual progress report will be posted to the LCR MSCP Web site. Fish
production data is being incorporated into the annual 2006 Fish Augmentation Summary Report.
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Work Task B4: Dexter National Fish Hatchery

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$110,000 | $127,628 $249,628 $125,000 | $130,000 | $130,000 | $130,000

Contact: Ty Wolters, (702) 293-8463, twolters@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Maintain fish-rearing capability to provide RASU and BONY for the LCR
MSCP Fish Augmentaion Program.

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, BONY3, and BONY4
Location: Off-river, Dexter, NM

Purpose: Operate and maintain fish rearing facility; annually contribute RASU and BONY to
the LCR MSCP Fish Augmentaion Program and maintain BONY broodstock through
completion of the Fish Augmention Program for this species.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work is related to work tasks
B2, B3, and B10 as fish from Dexter NFH will be delivered to Willow Beach NFH, Achii Hanyo
Fish Rearing Facility, and Uvalde NFH. In addition, fish-rearing research activities outlined in
C10 and C11 may be conducted at Dexter NFH.

Project Description: Dexter NFH is managed and operated by the USFWS. The facility
maintains the only broodstock for BONY in the world, and maintains a backup broodstock of
RASU. Funds provided will be used to maintain extant broodstock, produce fingerling BONY
annually for distribution to other hatcheries, rear RASU to 500 mm TL for repatriation to Lake
Mohave for broodstock replacement, and annually rear BONY to 300 mm TL for distribution
within Reach 3.

Previous Activities: Reclamation and the USFWS have past and ongoing interagency
agreements to support rearing and research for RASU and BONY at Dexter NFH.

FY06 Accomplishments: Bonytail — USFWS staff hand-stripped eggs and sperm from adult
BONY females and males, producing 80,000 fry that were stocked into rearing ponds. After
these fish grew to fingerling size, some 20,230 were transferred to Willow Beach NFH, and
18,000 were transferred to Uvalde NFH. The remaining fingerlings were held for rearing.
Reclamation and USFWS staff tagged 2,397 subadult BONY (300+ mm TL), which were
stocked into Reach 3. A total of 556 juvenile BONY under the 300 mm TL target size were
placed into a pond to study PIT-tag retention.
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Razorback Sucker — During June 2006, 2,200 juvenile RASU were transferred to Dexter NFH
from Willow Beach NFH; average size of these fish was 230 mm TL. No RASU were stocked
into Reach 2 due to the increase in stocking size (500 mm TL), as determined by the NFWG in
April 2006.

FYO07 Activities: The BONY broodstock will be maintained, and hatcheries will produce
between 100,000 to 300,000 fingerling BONY for distribution depending upon various agency
requests (including Willow Beach NFH and Achii Hanyo Fish Rearing Facility), 500 to 1,000
RASU will be reared to 500 mm TL for repatriation to Lake Mohave, and 4,000 BONY will be
reared to 300 mm TL for distribution within Reach 3. Recapture of tagged fish will be analyzed
and over-winter growth, survival, and PIT-tag retention will be evaluated.

Due to a recent invasion of exotic quagga mussels to lakes Mead and Mohave on the Colorado
River, Dexter NFH will provide RASU larvae to Bubbling Ponds SFH from hand-spawned
broodstock held on station. This is currently projected to be a one-time action. It is assumed that
fish transportation protocols will be in place by FY08 so that wild RASU larvae from Lake
Mohave will again be available from Willow Beach NFH.

Proposed FY08 Activities: The BONY broodstock will be maintained, up to 75,000 fingerling
BONY will be produced for distribution to Willow Beach NFH and Achii Hanyo Fish Rearing
Facility, 500 to 1,000 RASU will be reared to 500 mm TL for repatriation to Lake Mohave, and
4,000 BONY will be reared to 300 mm TL for distribution within reaches 3-5.

Pertinent Reports: The 2006 Fish Augmentation Summary will be posted to the LCR MSCP
Web site. Scope of work is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task B5: Bubbling Ponds Fish Hatchery

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$140,000 | $176,017 $214,017 $225,000 | $235,000 | $235,000 | $235,000

Contact: Ty Wolters, (702) 293-8463, twolters@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Maintain fish-rearing capability and provide RASU for the LCR MSCP Fish
Augmentation Program.

Conservation Measures: RASU3 and RASU4
Location: Off-river, Cornville, AZ

Purpose: Operate and maintain fish rearing facility and annually contribute RASU to the LCR
MSCP Fish Augmentation Program.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Activities at Bubbling Ponds SFH are
closely related to B2, as Bubbling Ponds SFH receives early life stages of RASU from Willow
Beach NFH. In addtion, some of the fish-rearing research activities outlined in C10 will be
conducted at Bubbling Ponds SFH. Funds ($60,000) were reallocated to a new work task (B10)
following approval from the Steering Committee at the April 2006 meeting, and with the
concurrence of USFWS.

Project Description: Bubbling Ponds SFH is managed and operated by AGFD. This is a warm-
water rearing facility supplied by a continuous, year-round, 6 cfs spring flow of 68°F water. The
facility has 10 acres of production ponds, a work shop, a storage shed, a small laboratory, and
sufficient fish distribution equipment to meet the delivery requirements for the LCR MSCP.
Program funds will provide for salary, fish feed and supplies, facility operation and maintenance,
and delivery of fish. Production goals are to annually produce 12,000 RASU of 300 mm TL for
release to reaches 3-5 of the lower Colorado River.

Previous Activities: Reclamation and AGFD have cooperatively worked to upgrade and
renovate this warmwater fish-rearing facility since 1998. Prior to implementation of the LCR
MSCP, more than 50,000 RASU were successfully reared at this facility and delivered to the
lower Colorado River to complete a requirement of the 1997 BO. A subsequent BO was issued
for the SIA in 2001, requiring the rearing and stocking of another 20,000 RASU into the lower
Colorado River below Parker Dam. This work was also assigned to Bubbling Ponds SFH; in
2003, Reclamation contributed $225,000 for the work (all FY03 funds). Production and delivery
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of RASU began in 2005 with a total of 4,814 RASU (330-360 mm TL) stocked to the river
downstream of Parker Dam.

FY06 Accomplishments: A total of 28,000 fingerlings were received from Willow Beach NFH
and 11,455 RASU were repatriated into Reaches 4 and 5 below Parker Dam; these fish averaged
360 mm TL. Fish on station as of December totaled 38,300. In addition to salary for this work,
funds were expended to purchase feed, nets, materials for live-trapping river otters, and a
contract for a professional trapper to assist with otter removal.

FYO07 Activities: Bubbling Ponds SFH began 2007 with approximately 38,300 RASU on station,
and all of these fish originated as wild-caught RASU larvae from Lake Mohave. In January
2007, a total of 3,743 RASU were tagged and repatriated into reaches 4 and 5, which completed
the RASU production requirements for the SIA BO. Bubbling Ponds SFH expects to rear the
remaining fish and repatriate the required 12,000 RASU each year for both 2007 and 2008.

Also in January 2007, adults and larvae of the exotic quagga mussel were discovered in lakes
Mead and Mohave. Because the water for Willow Beach NFH comes directly from the Colorado
River below Hoover Dam, the facility must be considered contaminated by this exotic animal.
For the foreseeable future, no fish will be transferred from Willow Beach NFH to Bubbling
Ponds SFH until new protocols for such transport are established, or until Willow Beach NFH is
certified free of the quagga mussel. As a contingency plan, Dexter NFH will provide RASU
larvae to Bubbling Ponds SFH for rearing and stocking into the lower Colorado River. These fish
are expected to reach target size and become available for stocking in 2009. Under a Federal
Grant Agreement between Reclamation and AGFD, an engineering firm was retained to design
new production features that consolidate fish culture into a single-pass, serial-use system to
improve bio-security (escapement and invasion) and predator avoidance/control, reduce
pathogenic agents, and facilitate harvest. Construction of these new features will begin in 2007.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Razorback sucker larvae will be received from either Dexter NFH
or Willow Beach NFH, RASU from the 2006 and 2007 year classes will continue to be reared,
12,000 RASU (300 mm TL) will be sorted, tagged, and delivered to reaches 3, 4, and 5 of the
lower Colorado River, and annual progress reports will be produced. Construction of production
design features will continue. As features are completed, normal fish culture activities will be
dovetailed into the new systems.

Pertinent Reports: The 2006 Activity Report is in review and will be available upon request
from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task B6: Lake Mead Fish Hatchery

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$45,000 | $101,713 $133,713 $55,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: FY16

Long-term Goal: Operate and maintain fish-rearing facility to provide RASU for the LCR
MSCP Fish Augmentation Program.

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, RASU7, and RASUS
Location: Reach 1, Lake Mead, Boulder City, NV

Purpose: Support Lake Mead RASU studies, complete conservation measures identified in the
ISG/SIA BO subsumed under the LCR MSCP, and contribute RASU to the LCR MSCP Fish
Augmentation Program.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Activities at Lake Mead SFH are
related to C13 and B11. Razorback sucker larvae are captured from Lake Mead as part of the
Lake Mead Razorback Study (C13) and reared at Lake Mead SFH. Once fish reach subadult size,
they will be transferred to grow-out ponds at Overton WMA to complete the rearing process
(B11).

Project Description: Lake Mead SFH is managed and operated by NDOW. Recent renovation
of Lake Mead SFH allowed development and inclusion of dedicated facilities for rearing RASU
and other natives. Reclamation, SNWA, and NDOW are cooperatively rearing RASU larvae
captured from Lake Mead for future repatriation back to the lake. Funds from this work task will
provide staff, equipment, feed, and chemicals to rear these fish and to complete SIA BO
requirements.

In addition, space is available as a contingency to rear RASU for the LCR MSCP fish
augmentation program. This additional rearing capacity is needed for years 6 through 10 (FY11-
FY16), during which time the number of RASU needed annually for stocking into reaches 3-5
increases from 12,000 fish per year to 24,000 fish per year.

Previous Activities: Reclamation, SNWA, and NDOW have cooperatively been rearing RASU

from Lake Mead in temporary outside tanks at the hatchery. In 2005, Reclamation assisted with
the installation of a single 500-gallon fiberglass tank for the purpose of rearing RASU collected
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from Lake Mead. Installation took place in the new native fish room and included plumbing for
air and water delivery lines, standpipe and standpipe screen construction, and placement of a
central drain line.

FY06 Accomplishments: Development of the native fish room at the Lake Mead SFH was
completed. Construction was completed earlier than anticipated and is reflected in the increased
cost. This work consisted of installation and plumbing for twenty-five 10-gallon aquaria, Six
700-gallon fiberglass tanks, and four 240-gallon fiberglass troughs. The 1,716 larval RASU
(1,613 from Echo Bay and 103 from Las Vegas Bay) were collected from Lake Mead during the
course of the spawning season. An additional 850 larvae captured on Lake Mohave were also
transported to the hatchery for rearing. Currently, 3,029 RASU are being reared at this facility.

FYO07 Activities: The NDOW will continue to operate Lake Mead SFH for RASU production.
Operation will include rearing of wild-caught larvae from 2007 and grow-out of sub-adult fish
from the 2005 and 2006 year classes.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Continued rearing of RASU captured during previous years will
occur, and RASU stock will be augmented with 2008 year-class RASU larvae from Lake Mead.
Delivery of 2006 year-class RASU to Overton WMA will take place. Production capability at
this site will be assessed and a cost estimate developed for rearing up to 6,000 RASU to 300 mm
TL for fish augmentation program needs through 2016.

Pertinent Reports: Portions of this work are being conducted by NDOW under an agreement
that includes activities of B11. The scope of work for this agreement is available upon request
from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task B7: Lake Side Rearing Ponds

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$200,000 | $205,641 $435,641 $150,000 | $175,000 | $175,000 | $175,000

Contact: Jon Nelson, (702) 293-8046, jnelson@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: FY16 decision point

Long-term Goal: Maintain fish-rearing capability, provide RASU and BONY for the LCR
MSCP Fish Augmentation Program, and accomplish species research.

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, RASU5, RASU6, BONY3, BONY4, and BONY5
Location: Reach 2, Lake Mohave, AZ/NV

Purpose: Operate and maintain fish grow-out areas along the Lake Mohave shoreline to
contribute to RASU broodstock development.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Activities are related to B2 and B4,
as fish for grow-out ponds will come from Willow Beach NFH and Dexter NFH. In addition,
some of the fish-rearing research activities outlined in C10 and C11 may be conducted at these
ponds.

Project Description: Lake Mohave is operated by Reclamation as a re-regulation reservoir. It
operates annually within a 15-foot vertical elevation range, filling to an elevation of 645.5 feet
msl by mid-May and lowering to an elevation of 630.5 feet msl in October. Desert washes,
which flow into the reservior, deposit sediment and create wash fans. Wave actions have
redistributed and shaped these sediment deposits into sandbars and in some areas these sandbars
isolate the lower portions of the washes from the lake proper. There are at least 10 such sandbars
that have ponds behind them when the lake is full. Reclamation and its partners in the Lake
Mohave NFWG have been using these lakeside ponds since 1993 as rearing and grow-out areas
for RASU and BONY. The ponds are stocked with juvenile fish as the reservoir fills in the spring
(typically stocked in March). Reclamation staff monitor the fish throughtout the growing season.
This includes periodic fertilization with alfalfa pellets and ammonium nitrates to sustain algae
blooms and plankton production, removal of weeds and debris, installing and maintaining
floating windmills or solar well pumps to mix the water and provide sufficient oxygen levels,
and routine monitoring of physical, chemical, and biological parameters. The ponds are normally
harvested in the fall as the lake elevation declines. The fish from these ponds are then released
into Lake Mohave.

80



mailto:jnelson@lc.usbr.gov

Previous Activities: These ponds have been in use since 1993 and more than 26,000 RASU
have been reared and repatriated to Lake Mohave. The ponds have also been used to grow out
BONY.

FY06 Accomplishments: There were 1,810 juvenile RASU stocked into eight ponds in March
and 1,151 RASU were harvested and returned to Lake Mohave by the end of October. These fish
were stocked at an average of 250 mm TL and were repatriated at an average of 389 mm TL.

FYO7 Activities: In an effort to expedite development of RASU brood stock, the Lake Mohave
NFWG has requested that the target size for repatriation be increased to 500 mm TL
(approximately 20 inches). In response to this request, lakeside ponds will be receiving a total of
1,300 large RASU (375-425 mm TL) from Willow Beach NFH in February and March 2007.
Fish harvest will be conducted in late May and again in October.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Lakeside ponds will continue to be used for rearing native fish in
support of the LCR MSCP Fish Augmentation Program. The priority will be to utilize the ponds
to accomplish RASU broodstock development. Should this no longer be necessary by 2008, the
ponds will be used for rearing BONY or RASU (or both) to support fish augmentation and
species research activities.

Pertinent Reports: The 2006 Fish Augmentation Summary will be posted to the LCR MSCP
Web site.
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Work Task B8: Fish Tagging Equipment

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$45,000 $50,870 $194,332 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY04
Expected Duration: FY19 decision point

Long-term Goal: Acquire and maintain supply of fish-tagging materials and equipment for
marking fish to be released for research and for augmentation stockings.

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, RASU5, RASU6, BONY3, BONY4, and BONY5
Location: N/A

Purpose: Fish released into the lower Colorado River by the LCR MSCP will be marked for
identification purposes in order to assess survival and distribution.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work task was previously listed
in FY04 Work Tasks as PIT Tag (A2). Activities are related to all work tasks that result in fish
stocking for augmentation, fish research, and fish monitoring. Work task C23 is evaluating new
PIT-tag technology and results may influence future purchases.

Project Description: The LCR MSCP will rear and stock more than 1.2 million native fish into
the lower Colorado River over the 50-year term of the program. Reclamation currently plans to
mark these fish in order to assess distribution and survival and to provide for effective research
and monitoring. This information is required for decision making under the adaptive
management program.

Current marking techniques include PIT tagging, wire-tagging, fin clipping, radio tagging, and
sonic tagging. Funds associated with this work task provide for both the tagging materials and
for the detection equipment needed during monitoring and research. Costs are expected to be
highest during the first 10 to 15 years of the LCR MSCP and decrease in later years as research
actions transition to routine monitoring actions.

Under conservation measure RASU3, LCR MSCP will implement an experimental augmentation
of 24,000 subadult RASU each year for 5 years (120,000 total) and conduct intensive follow-up
monitoring. Under conservation measure BONY3, LCR MSCP will implement an experimental
augmentation of 8,000 subadult BONY annually in the Parker-Imperial river reach (reaches 4
and 5) for 5 consecutive years within the 50-year program (40,000 total augmentation) and will
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conduct intensive follow-up monitoring. Reclamation plans to conduct these two actions
simultaneously during FY11-FY16, expects to PIT tag all of these fish, and plans to radio tag or
sonic tag a subset of these fish. Following completion of ths work, Reclamation will evaluate
monitoring results through the adaptive management process and assess the need for
continuation of tagging of RASU and BONY through augmention stockings. This decision is
expected to be made in FY19 after observations and analysis have been completed.

Previous Activities: Fish released into the lower Colorado River have been tagged with 400-
kHz PIT tags (Lake Mead and Lake Mohave, reaches 1 and 2), 125-kHz PIT tags (Davis Dam to
Parker Dam, Reach 3), and wire tags (Davis Dam to Imperial Dam, reaches 3, 4, and 5).
Recaptured fish below Parker Dam have been retagged with 125-kHz PIT tags. In addition, both
radio tags and sonic tags have been implanted in fish used for research on lakes Mead, Mohave,
and Havasu. Fin clipping and spaghetti tags (or Floy tags) have been used for short-term survival
studies in some rearing and grow-out ponds.

FY06 Accomplishments: A decision was made within the NFWG to begin use of the newest
PIT-tag technology. This requires a change from the old 400-kHz and 125-kHz tags to the new
134.2-kHz frequency tags. These new tags have a greater detection range than the previously
used tags (12 inches versus 2 inches away from fish) and will allow for testing and deployment
of remote listening stations within spawning areas.

Sufficient numbers of the new PIT tags, tag readers, and antennae were purchased to mark fish
during the year. A total of 29,061 RASU and 8,111 BONY were PIT tagged and released to the
lower Colorado River during 2006.

FYO07 Activities: Additional PIT tags, tagging equipment, and tag readers will be purchased as
needed to mark fish for monitoring and research.

Proposed FY08 Activities: PIT tags, tagging equipment, and tag readers will be purchased as
needed to mark fish for monitoring and research.

Pertinent Reports: N/A

83



Work Task B9: Boulder City Wetland Ponds

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$0 $570 $4,370 $0 $0 $0 $0

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: Closed in FY 06

Long-term Goal: Develop and maintain off-site rearing areas for grow-out of RASU to augment
production at state and federal hatcheries and provide areas for species research.

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, and RASU6
Location: Off-river, Boulder City, NV

Purpose: Provide additional rearing and grow-out areas for RASU that allow juvenile fish to
adapt to a more natural feeding regime and experience ambient environmental condititons.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): In FY05 this work was related to
Work Tasks B1, B2, B6, and C13. The FY06 funds were reallocated to Work Task B11.

Project Description: The Boulder City Wetlands Ponds were used to grow-out juvenile RASU
for repatriation to lakes Mead and Mohave. Typically, fish were introduced as fingerlings in the
spring and harvested in the fall. Following harvest, the ponds were drawn down for weed control.
A brush fire during the fall of 2004 destroyed the liner of pond #4. Plans were made with the
City of Boulder City to replace the liner during 2005. In the summer of 2005, mosquitoes bearing
the West Nile virus were captured around these ponds. Following meetings with the City, it was
concluded that the threat of West Nile virus was too great, and as the ponds were adjacent to
Veterans' Park and numerous ball fields, the City opted to discontinue the program.

Previous Activities: The Boulder City Wetlands Ponds were first developed in 1996 as a
cooperative effort to polish treated (gray water) for use at Veterans’ Memorial Cemetery and
Veterans' Park. Razorback sucker fingerlings were first introduced into the ponds in June 1997.
Between 1997 and 2004 more than 10,000 RASU fingerlings were reared to the target size of
300 mm TL and returned to Lake Mohave.

FY06 Accomplishments: At the request of the City of Boulder City, fish-rearing activities at
these ponds were terminated. All existing fish were relocated. After acquiring Steering
Committee and USFWS concurrence, project funds were reassigned to Work Tasks B11.

FYO7 Activities: Project Closed
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Proposed FY08 Activities: Project Closed

Pertinent Reports: N/A
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Work Task B10: Uvalde National Fish Hatchery

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$60,000 $57,122 $57,122 $260,000 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06
Expected Duration: FY16

Long-term Goal: Maintain fish-rearing capability to provide RASU and BONY for the LCR
MSCP Fish Augmentation Program.

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, BONY3, and BONY4
Location: Uvalde, TX

Purpose: Provide backup source and rearing capacity for RASU and BONY as needed for Fish
Augmentation Program, and provide a facility where species research can occur.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work task was added in April
2006 following approval by the Steering Committee, with concurrence from USFWS. Funds
were allocated to this work task from B5. This work is related to B4, as RASU and BONY for
Uvalde NFH will be supplied by Dexter NFH. The work is also related to B1 and B2, as Uvalde
NFH may also rear RASU for repatriation to Lake Mohave. Finally, the work is related to C10
and C11, as species research relative to rearing and growth of BONY and RASU may be
conducted at this facility.

Project Description: Uvalde NFH is a large warmwater fish culture facility established in
southwest Texas in 1934. The facility has 47 ponds totaling more than 50 surface acres for fish
production. Water is supplied by two deep wells, which provide 72°F water year-round. A third,
undeveloped well (Wilson Well) will be developed to secure the long-term water supply for
rearing ponds. The facility was shut down for renovation in 2001 following a major flood event
and is now again ready for fish culture activities. Currently, 37 of the 47 ponds are available for
fish culture.

The LCR MSCP and the San Juan River Recovery Implementation Program will share costs for
upgrading water supply systems (rehabilitate Burkett Well and develop Wilson Well) and for
rearing native fishes. The LCR MSCP will utilize the facility to assess rearing capacity for
BONY, rear RASU for broodstock development at Lake Mohave, and conduct research on fish
hauling and transportation.
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The LCR MSCP has a requirement to stock 24,000 RASU and 12,000 BONY each year for 5
consecutive years. This is beyond the current capacity of the LCR MSCP Fish Augmentation
Program. However, as described in the introduction to Section B, Reclamation is working with
LCR MSCP partners to expand native fish-rearing capacity by FY10 to implement the
accelerated augmentation stockings. Uvalde NFH is one of the facilities that may provide
additional rearing capacity.

Previous Activities: Prior to being shut down for renovation, Uvalde NFH had 15 years of
experience rearing native fishes, including Comanche Springs pupfish, paddlefish, Yaqui catfish,
and fountain darters. During the 1990s, as many as six species were being cultured, producing
2.6 million fish (60,000 pounds produced). The facility was put back on line in 2005 following
rehabilitation of the Spurgeon Well, one of two deep wells developed on station.

FY06 Accomplishments: During the first week of April 2006, 3,000 BONY fry were brought
on station from Dexter NFH for initial rearing and to assess the growth rate and rearing capacity
of Uvalde NFH for this species. The fish were from hand-spawning of broodstock on station at
Dexter NFH. Fish were stocked into four 1-acre ponds; two ponds were at densities of 500 fish
per acre and two ponds were at densities of 1,000 fish per acre. In late October, the fish were
harvested from the ponds and hauled by tank truck to Dexter NFH. After a 2-week rest period,
the fish were measured and tagged for distribution. Survival following the 180-day growing
period, fish harvest, and transport was excellent at 92% (2,744 fish). Growth was remarkable,
with 86% of the BONY having attained the target size of 300 mm TL or more in this short time
period. A total of 2,358 BONY having an average length of 325 mm TL were PIT tagged and
transported to the lower Colorado River. The fish were stocked into Reach 3 of the lower
Colorado River at Park Moabi, south of Needles, California.

FY07 Activities: Uvalde NFH will continue rearing of BONY, growth and survival will be
evaluated, and production loads and schedules for future work will be calculated. Wilson Well
will be developed (new pump, well-head, motor, backup power supply, and alarm system). A
research investigation regarding fish hauling techniques for BONY will be designed and
implemented.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Uvalde NFH will continue rearing of BONY, and continue
evaluation of fish hauling techniques.

Pertinent Reports: The scope of work is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task B11: Overton Wildlife Management Area

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$35,000 $39,704 $39,704 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000

Contact: Ty Wolters, (702) 293-8463, twolters@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06
Expected Duration: FY16

Long-term Goal: Develop and maintain off-site rearing capability to augment production at
state and Federal hatcheries.

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, RASU6, RASU7, and RASUS
Location: Reach 1, Overton, NV

Purpose: Provide additional rearing capacity for RASU, and complete RASU conservation
measures identified in the 2001 BO.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work task was initiated in April
2006 following approval from the Steering Committee and concurrence by the USFWS. Funds
were reallocated from B9. This work is closely related to B6 and C13. Once developed, the
rearing ponds at the Overton WMA will receive juvenile RASU from Lake Mead SFH for grow
out. Fish will then be released into Lake Mead to complete SIA BO conservation requirements.
In future years, principally FY11-FY16, work at Overton WMA may include receiving and
rearing fish from Willow Beach NFH (B2).

Project Description: Overton WMA is located in Clark County, Nevada, at the upper end of
Lake Mead at the confluence with the Moapa and Virgin Rivers, 65 miles northeast of Las
Vegas. The Overton WMA was established in 1953 under a joint agreement with Reclamation
and the NPS. The wildlife area is managed solely for fish and wildlife and their habitats and has
limited public access. The Overton WMA covers more than 17,000 acres, and includes three
primary waterfowl management ponds, all of which are available for native fish culture.

The LCR MSCP activities for this site include rearing of RASU for repatriation to Lake Mead to
complete the SIA BO requirements set out in 2001. Fish will be transferred to Overton WMA
ponds from Lake Mead SFH.

After the SIA BO commitments are completed, LCR MSCP may utilize the grow-out ponds at

Overton WMA to complete other LCR MSCP Fish Augmentation Program needs. These include,
but are not limited to, rearing RASU received from Willow Beach NFH to 500 mm TL for
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repatriation to Lake Mohave to maintain the adult broodstock, and rearing of RASU for reaches
3-5 of the lower Colorado River to affect accelerated stocking needs during program years
FY11-FY16. Finally, Overton WMA may provide opportunities to conduct species research that
may be required under the LCR MSCP adaptive management program.

Previous Activities: Originally planned as a 2007 start, this project was initiated in 2006 when
funds became available from closure of another project (B9).

FY06 Accomplishments: Project accomplishments in FY06 included completion of the design
for site improvements, including repair and improvement to water delivery infrastructure to
facilitate managing Honyebee and Center ponds for native fish culture. The majority of materials
necessary to complete site improvements were procured and stored at Overton WMA for
installation in FYOQ7.

FYO07 Activities: Improvement to water delivery infrastructure for Honeybee and Center ponds
will be completed in February 2007, following the end of waterfowl season, using materials
acquired in FY06. Pond renovation, including removal of nonnative fishes, will be conducted
prior to native fish stocking as needed. The RASU reared at Lake Mead SFH will be transferred
to Overton WMA ponds prior to May 1, 2007, for further rearing, and periodic monitoring of
ponds and fish will be conducted through the end of FY07. Depending on determined pond
rearing capacities, additional RASU from Willow Beach NFH may be transferred to Overton
WMA ponds for rearing.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Repairs to water delivery systems and outlet works of South Pond
will be completed, and RASU from Lake Mead SFH or Willow Beach NFH will be stocked for
rearing and repatriation to Lake Mead.

Pertinent Reports: The scope of work is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C1: Brown-Headed Cowbird Trap Assessment

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$85,000 $73,525 $125,989 $0 $0 $0 $0

Contact: Theresa Olson, (702) 293-8127, tolson@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: Closed in FY06

Long-term Goal: Species research to evaluate brown-headed cowbird (BHCO) control program.
Conservation Measures: MRM4

Location: Alamo Lake State Wildlife Area (SWA), Bill Williams River NWR, AZ

Purpose: Assess the effectiveness of BHCO trapping on the productivity and nest success of
southwestern willow flycatcher (SWFL) and other neotropical birds.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This study provides information
necessary for managing created habitats proposed under work tasks outlined in Section E that
target covered species susceptible to BHCO parasitism. This work task was completed in FY06.
Additional BHCO trapping studies are being conducted at SWFL life history study sites under
D2.

Project Description: Control of BHCO may become necessary to reduce parasitism rates for
covered species, especially SWFL. The USFWS issued an SIA BO in 2001, which calls for
initiation of a BHCO trapping program under Reasonable and Prudent Measure 5 (RPM 5) if:

1. Nest monitoring of SWFL nests found between Parker and Imperial Dams shows a 40%
or greater parasitism rate in any one year or averages more than 20% in any two or more
consecutive years.

2. No nesting SWFL can be detected at occupied sites due to poor sub-population stability.

In addition, the LCR MSCP states that research must be conducted to determine and address the
effects of BHCO parasitism on reproduction of covered species. To effectively and efficiently
conduct BHCO control, trapping effectiveness needs to be determined. Post-trap monitoring will
be conducted until BHCO population numbers and parasitism rates reach pre-trap humbers.
These data will enable Reclamation to determine potential BHCO trapping intervals to protect
LCR MSCP covered species.
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Previous Activities: From 1998 to 2001, Reclamation implemented a BHCO control program in
accordance with the 1997 BO. The BHCO traps were placed at Alamo Lake SWA, Bill Williams
River NWR, and Havasu NWR (1998 only). Trapping was suspended after the 2001 breeding
season and post-trap monitoring was implemented in 2002 to measure the effectiveness of the
control program and to determine when BHCO populations, parasitism rates, and host nest
success reached pre-trap levels. Data obtained will help determine trapping interval for future
BHCO control programs.

FY06 Accomplishments: Point counts were conducted at Alamo Lake SWA and Bill Williams
River NWR to record density of BHCO and passerine species susceptible to BHCO parasitism.
Monitoring nests of passerine species susceptible to BHCO parasitism, including the SWFL, was
conducted throughout the breeding season. At Alamo Lake SWA, resident mean BHCO
detection rates increased from 0.01 (2001) to 0.35 (2005) BHCO per point at Brown’s Crossing
and 0.01 (2001) to 0.38 (2006) at the Santa Maria River (Figure 6). However, due to damage
caused by flooding, surveys were not conducted at Brown’s Crossing in 2006.

At the Bill Williams River NWR, resident mean BHCO detection rates ranged from 0.06 (1999)
to 0.38 (2006) BHCO per point. Unlike at Alamo Lake, BHCO detections actually increased
during the trapping years from the first year of trapping. This increase continued into the post-
trapping years, except for a decline in BHCO abundance in 2003. Finally, BHCO abundance
increased to its highest level in 2006.

For Alamo Lake SWA during the study years, combined parasitism rates for Abert’s towhee
(ABTO), Arizona Bell’s vireo (BEVI), yellow-breasted chat (YBCH), and SWFL ranged from
1% in 2001 to a high of 17% in 2004, with an increasing trend after the termination of the BHCO
control program. The rate in 2006 was 15%, which is the second highest rate recorded during the
study. Predation rates also increased during the post-trapping years.

For Bill Williams River NWR, parasitism rates for all species was zero during the 1999-2001
BHCO trapping years with an increasing trend after the termination of the BHCO control
program. The combined rates for ABTO, BEVI, YBCH, and SWFL were 10% in 2002, 20% in
2003, 21% in 2004, 15% in 2005, and 16% in 2006. Nest predation also increased after 2001
from zero to 21% during the post-trapping years.

Study results indicate that BHCO control can reduce BHCO abundance and, consequently,
parasitism rates on a local level. Impacts are dependent on isolation from BHCO population
centers, agricultural areas, and migration corridors, such as the LCR. The BHCO populations at
Alamo Lake and Brown’s Crossing did not reach pre-trap levels until 5 and 6 years after trapping
ceased, respectively. Parasitism rates for host species did not reach pre-trap levels until 3 years
after trapping ceased. Trapping of BHCO can be considered as an option if parasitism is the
primary threat to an individual species at a specific site. However, other threats, such as
predation and habitat degradation, may be limiting host species populations at many sites.
Landscape factors may also limit the effectiveness of BHCO control, including habitat patch size
and proximity to BHCO population sources and migration corridors. These results will be used
to evaluate potential management actions at existing and created

habitats. If BHCO control is necessary at specific sites along the LCR, trapping intervals may
extend between 3 and 6 years, depending on landscape factors.
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FYO7 Activities: Project Closed
Proposed FYO08 Activities: None

Pertinent Reports: Results of Brown-headed Cowbird Control Program Monitoring 1999-2006
Final Report will be posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task C2: Sticky Buckwheat and Threecorner Milkvetch
Conservation

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$25,000 $10,000 $10,000 $11,000 $11,000 $11,000 $11,000

Contact: John Swett, (702) 293-8574, jswett@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY30

Long-term Goal: Support existing conservation programs for covered plant species.
Conservation Measures: STBU 1 and THMI1

Location: Reach 1, NV

Purpose: Provide funding to support existing conservation programs for sticky buckwheat and
threecorner milkvetch.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): These are stand-alone conservation
measures described in the HCP.

Project Description: Sticky buckwheat and threecorner milkvetch are covered species within
the Clark County MSHCP, as well as the LCR MSCP. Funding in the amount of $10,000 per
year will be provided to the Clark County MSHCP Rare Plant Workgroup to support
implementation of conservation measures for these two plant species, which are beyond the
permit requirements of the Clark County MSHCP. Funding may be advanced for up to 5 years,
depending on availability, to keep administrative costs at a minimum.

Previous Activities: This was a new start in FY06.

FY06 Accomplishments: In FY06, $10,000 was provided to the Clark County MSHCP Rare
Plant Workgroup via a five year agreement between Reclamation and the NPS. Initial FY06
estimates were based on providing $20,000 per year; however, after reviewing language in the
HCP and the cost feeder tables used to determine project costs, it was determined that $10,000
per year was required to fulfill this obligation. Funds were moved in August FY06, therefore the
first accomplishment report will be provided in FYQ7.

FYO7 Activities: Funds in the amount of $10,000 will be transferred to the NPS through a 5-year
agreement. A report will be provided to Reclamation by September 30, 2007, summarizing
monitoring of threecorner milkvetch and sticky buckwheat.
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Proposed FY08 Activities: Funds in the amount of $10,000 will be transferred to the NPS
through a 5-year agreement. A report will be provided to Reclamation by September 30, 2008,
summarizing monitoring of threecorner milkvetch and sticky buckwheat.

Pertinent Reports: The scope of work is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C3: Multi-Species Conservation Program Covered Species
Profile Development

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FYO06
$100,000 | $161,445 $209,292 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000

Contact: John Swett, (702) 293-8574, jswett@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Species Research

Conservation Measures: AMM1, AMM2, AMM3, AMM5, AMM6, MRM1, MRM2, MRM3,
CLRAL, CLRAZ2, WIFL1, WIFL2, DETO1, DETO2, BONY2, RASU2, WRBA1, WRBAZ2,
WYBAL, WYBAS, DPMOQO1, CRCR1, CRCR2, YHCR1, YHCR2, LEBI1, BLRAL, BLRAZ?,
YBCU1, YBCUZ, ELOWL1, GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI1, YWAR]1, SUTAL, FTHL1,
FTHL2, FLSU1, MNSW1, MNSW2, CLNB1, CLNB2, PTBB1, PTBB2, CRTO1, CRTO?2,
CRTOS, LLFR1, LLFR2, AND LLFR3

Location: System-wide

Purpose: Assess existing knowledge for each LCR MSCP covered species to determine
research needs and habitat requirements for current and future habitat creation projects.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Information collected during this
literature review is currently being used to develop future work tasks, design monitoring
programs, design habitat creation projects, and implement the adaptive management process.
Information from this work task will be utilized under E15 and E16.

Project Description: To successfully create habitat for LCR MSCP covered species, species
accounts have been developed. Extensive literature searches were conducted to accumulate
existing knowledge on each covered species. Species accounts were written for both covered and
evaluation species, including known habitat requirements and management concerns. Data gaps
were identified to direct covered species research priorities.

Previous Activities: FY05 activities were designed to provide information for the development
of backwater rating criteria for LCR MSCP covered species. These data and models were used to
prioritize backwater restoration projects.

Species accounts were completed for nine LCR MSCP covered species that use backwater,
marsh, or riparian/marsh interface habitats. Species accounts for razorback sucker, bonytail, and
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flannelmouth sucker included sections on distribution, historical habitat modifications,
systematics and morphometrics, hybridization, habitat, reproduction, diet, age, and growth.

Data on distribution, migration, habitat, nesting, food habits, and conservation and management
were incorporated for California black rail, Yuma clapper rail, western least bittern,
southwestern willow flycatcher, and western yellow-billed cuckoo. The species account for
Colorado River cotton rat included data on distribution, systematics, habitat, nesting, food habits,
and conservation and management.

FY06 Accomplishments: Species accounts for the 25 covered species and 5 evaluation species
listed in the HCP that utilize terrestrial, marsh, and riparian habitats have been developed. A
species account was not developed for humpback chub as there is neither critical habitat nor
occupied habitat for this species within the LCR MSCP program area.

These species accounts were based on extensive literature searches for each species and include
the most recent scientific information. These accounts include current knowledge about each
species’ legal status, life history, distribution, habitat requirements, behavior, and LCR MSCP
Conservation Measures as it relates to the creation and management of the species' habitats.
Reclamation will use these species accounts to identify information needed for the creation and
management of covered species habitats, enabling the successful completion of Conservation
Measures. The LCR MSCP research and monitoring data needs have been identified for each
covered and evaluation species, where appropriate. These needs will be prioritized in a 5-year
plan and will be completed according to importance, urgency, and cost. Other potential research
and monitoring opportunities, either identified through this process or by other scientists or
conservation programs, that are outside of the scope and purpose of the LCR MSCP have also
been listed to further non-LCR MSCP conservation activities.

In FY06, additional staff time was necessary to complete literature searches, literature
acquisition, data compilation, and cataloging information in a database.

FYO7 Activities: Species accounts will be periodically updated as new information is collected
through monitoring and research.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Each year, information gathered from recent literature will be
incorporated into the species accounts.

Pertinent Reports: Species Accounts for the Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation
Program Covered Species will be posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task C4: Relict Leopard Frog

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$15,000 $14,128 $14,128 $11,000 $11,000 $11,000 $11,000

Contact: John Swett, (702) 293-8574, jswett@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY15

Long-term Goal: Support existing relict leopard frog conservation programs.
Conservation Measures: RLFR1

Location: Reach 1, NV

Purpose: Provide funding to support existing relict leopard frog conservation programs.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This is a stand-alone conservation
measure as described in the LCR MSCP.

Project Description: The LCR MSCP will assist and contribute to existing relict leopard frog
research and conservation efforts initiated by the Relict Leopard Frog Conservation Team. Ten
thousand dollars per year, for a period of 10 years, will be contributed to the Leopard Frog
Conservation Team to implement planned, but unfunded, conservation measures. Funding may
be advanced for up to 5 years, depending on availability, to keep administrative costs at a
minimum.

Previous Activities: This was a new start in FY06.

FY06 Accomplishments: Funds in the amount of $10,000 were transferred to the NPS through
a 5-year agreement. Funds were moved in August FY06, therefore the first accomplishment
report will be provided in FYOQ7.

FYO7 Activities: Funds in the amount of $10,000 will be transferred to the NPS through a 5-year
agreement. A report will be provided to Reclamation summarizing the monitoring of
experimental and natural populations of relict leopard frogs, and frog rearing and relocation
activities by September 30, 2007.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Funds in the amount of $10,000 will be transferred to the NPS
through a 5-year agreement. A report will be provided to Reclamation summarizing the
monitoring of experimental and natural populations of relict leopard frogs, and frog rearing and
relocation activities by September 30, 2008.
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Pertinent Reports: The scope of work is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C5: Effects of Abiotic Factors on Insect Populations in
Riparian Restoration Sites

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FYO06
$90,000 $8,584 $8,584 $90,000 $90,000 $90,000 $0

Contact: Bill Wiesenborn, (702) 293-8699, wwiesenborn@]Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY09

Long-term Goal: Species Research

Conservation Measures: WIFL1, WIFL2, YBCU1, YBCUZ2, GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVIL1,
YWAR1, SUTA1, WRBA2, WYBA3, CLNB2, PTBB2

Location: Mass Transplanting Demonstration Site (E7) (Reach 4, Cibola NWR, AZ, 1/2 mile
east of River Mile 97) and Cibola Valley Conservation Area (E5) (Reach 4, Reclamation, Hopi
Tribe, and Mohave County, AZ, south of River Mile 103). Beal Riparian and Marsh (E1) (Reach
3, Havasu NWR, AZ, 0.5 miles east of river miles 238-239).

Purpose: Eight species of birds and four species of bats included in the LCR MSCP eat insects.
Creating and maintaining habitat for these species requires providing an adequate supply of
insects for food. This is especially difficult at the LCR MSCP habitat creation sites being
developed, because riparian vegetation is being planted in non-riparian farmland. Growing plants
will not by itself guarantee insect abundances large enough to feed and support bird and bat
populations. Two abiotic factors, plant water content and plant nitrogen content, greatly
influence abundances of plant-feeding insects. Both of these factors can be manipulated,
depending on soil conditions, by controlling plant irrigation and fertilization.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Work task C5 developed from
Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Prey Base Study (C20). Work task C20, completed in 2006,
identified insects and spiders eaten by the southwestern willow flyctacher. Work task C5
parallels Insect Population Biology in Riparian Restoration Sites (C6). Work task C6 currently is
examining sources (riparian, upland, or aquatic) of insects eaten by riparian bird species covered
under the LCR MSCP, and developing a method for monitoring populations of these bird
species. Plant water and nitrogen contents also likely affect populations of MacNeill’s
Sootywing, being investigated in Survey and Habitat Characterization of MacNeill’s Sootywing
(C7). The same laboratory procedure will be used to measure plant nitrogen in C5 and C7.
Information obtained in these studies will be used in the design and implementation of future
habitat creation projects detailed in Section E.
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Project Description: Insect densities will be estimated on different species of restored plants
grown under different irrigation and fertilizer treatments. Water and nitrogen contents will be
measured in tissue samples taken from insect-sampled plants. Relationships between plant water
and nitrogen contents, plant species, and insect density will be determined. Field work will be
performed at LCR MSCP habitat creation sites listed above.

Previous Activities: This work task is a new start in FY06.

FY06 Accomplishments: A technique for measuring amounts of nitrogen in plant tissue was
developed based on a published method of measuring Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen in plant tissue; the
technique was adapted to existing laboratory instrumentation for measuring nitrogen in water
samples. Leaf samples were taken from 32 Atriplex lentiformis plants at Cibola NWR collected
during work conducted under C7. Percent water of each plant was measured. Percent nitrogen
(% of dry weight), measured in two samples from each plant, averaged 2.2%. Differences
among plants accounted for 62% of variation in percent nitrogen, differences between
subsamples accounted for 17% of variation, and interaction between subsamples and plants
accounted for 21% of variation. Plant water and nitrogen contents were positively correlated.
The procedure developed will enable comparison of plant nitrogen contents with insect
abundances in created riparian habitats.

Once the technique for measuring plant nitrogen was developed, field trials were to be performed
at Cibola Valley Conservation Area; however, these trials have been postponed due to delays in
Phase 1 habitat creation efforts.

FYO7 Activities: Two activities will be performed during FYQ7:

1. Effects of plant water nitrogen fertilizer on insect diversity and abundance will be
examined in E7. Nitrogen fertilizer will be applied to 1-2 rows of riparian trees (coyote
willow, Goodding's willow) monthly in May, June, and July. Insects will be collected on
trees, sorted to order, and counted. Plant samples will be taken from trees in treated and
non-treated areas and analyzed for percent water and nitrogen. Insect abundances and
plant-nitrogen contents will be compared.

2. Effects of ponded water on insect diversity and abundance. This work will be performed
at the Beal Lake Riparian Marsh (E1), where artificial liners are installed to create pools
of water. Three insect (Malaise) traps will be placed in plots of mixed riparian trees: one
trap above a water retention pool, one trap between two pools, and one trap away from
the pools. The trap above the pool will collect insects attracted to, or emerging from, the
moist soil within the pool. The trap between features will collect insects responding to
increased relative humidity. The trap away from the pools will serve as a control. Insects
trapped during May-August 2007 will be sorted by suborder (e.g., aquatic flies, terrestrial
flies, wasps, bees), and counted. Insect abundance and diversity will be compared
between traps within the channel and with pools and traps outside of the channel.
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Proposed FY08 Activities: Effects of plant water and nitrogen content on insect abundance and
diversity will be studied at LCR MSCP restoration sites as plants develop and opportunities for
controlling irrigation and fertilizer-application arise.

Pertinent Reports: The study design is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C6: Insect Population Biology in Riparian Restoration
Sites

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$126,000 | $76,875 $76,875 $30,000 $0 $0 $0

Contact: Bill Wiesenborn, (702) 293-8229, wwiesenborn@]Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FYO07

Long-term Goal: Species Research

Conservation Measures: WIFL1, WIFL2, YBCU1, YBCUZ2, GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVIL1,
YWAR1, SUTA1, WRBA2, WYBA3, CLNB2, PTBB2

Location: Topock Marsh (Reach 3, Havasu NWR, AZ, 3 miles east of River Mile 243), Beal
Lake (Reach 3, Havasu NWR, AZ, 1 mile east of River mile 239), and Cibola Valley
Conservation Area (Reach 4, Reclamation, Hopi Tribe, and Mohave County, AZ, south of River
Mile 103).

Purpose: Eight species of birds and four species of bats included in the LCR MSCP eat insects.
Creating and maintaining habitat for these species requires providing an adequate supply of
insects for food. Growing plants will not by itself guarantee insect abundances large enough to
feed and support bird and bat populations. In addition, earlier work has found that riparian birds
feed on insects that have emigrated from non-riparian habitats such as marshland. Providing an
adequate food supply for riparian birds and bats will require determining insect sources,
developing techniques for increasing insect abundances, and developing methods for monitoring
insect populations.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work task developed from
Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Prey Base Study (C20). Work task C20, completed in July
2006, identifies insects and spiders eaten by the southwestern willow flycatcher. This work task,
C6, parallels work task Effects of Abiotic Factors on Insect Populations in Riparian Restoration
Sites (C5).

Project Description: The initial objectives of this project are to: 1) determine sources of insects
eaten by LCR MSCP vertebrates, 2) recommend activities for increasing insect abundances, and
3) develop a method for monitoring insect populations. Sources of insects will be determined by
sampling and identifying populations. Activities for increasing insect populations will be
recommended by locating information on their biological requirements in the literature. A
monitoring method will be developed by testing different trap designs at LCR MSCP habitat
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creation sites, with the objective of developing a monitoring method that is specific to insect
species eaten by LCR MSCP-covered birds and bats and is simple to use.

Previous Activities: This was a new start in FY06.

FY06 Accomplishments: The Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Prey Base Study (C20)
determined diets of birds breeding in cottonwood and Goodding's willow at Pahranagat Lake,
Nevada, in tamarisk and coyote willow along the Virgin River, Nevada, and in tamarisk at
Topock Marsh, Arizona. Birds ate similar diversities (numbers of taxa), but different taxonomic
compositions (abundances in orders), of spiders and insects among localities. Diets at all three
sites were more closely related to abundances of spiders and insects swept from plants than
trapped in flight. Similarity between flycatcher diet and abundances of insects on plants was
least at Topock Marsh, suggesting that insects on tamarisk provide a small proportion of prey
eaten by flycatchers. In general, flycatchers appear to be generalist feeders that exploit the
spiders and insects available.

Previous research on feeding by SWFL at Topock Marsh found birds eating insects that may
have been visiting tamarisk flowers. As a follow-up study, insects on tamarisk flowers at Topock
Marsh were collected during May-August 2006, identified, and examined for pollen loads to
estimate their reliance on tamarisk flowers. Fourteen genera or species were identified including
plant bugs, ladybird beetles, paper wasps, sand wasps, leaf-cutting bees, western honey bees, and
flower flies. Western honey bees and flower flies were most commonly collected. All insects
collected carried high proportions (greater than 85%) of tamarisk pollen, indicating high reliance
on tamarisk flowers as adults. Birds do not eat western honeybees (because of their sting) but do
eat flower flies. Flower-fly larvae develop in wet, rotting vegetation. Rotting cattails in Topock
Marsh appear to provide food for insects eaten by nearby, nesting SWFL.

FYO07 Activities: A final report will be completed in FYQ7. Additional FY07 work may include
refining the design of a trap for monitoring populations of insects eaten by birds, especially
SWEFL. Several trap designs may be tested at the Beal Riparian and Marsh (E1) site or at Cibola
Valley Conservation Area (C5), if trees are large enough.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Closed in FY07
Pertinent Reports: Wiesenborn, W.D. and S.L. Heydon. In Press. Diets of Breeding

Southwestern Willow Flycatchers in Different Habitats. Wilson Journal of Ornithology. The
study plan is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.

104



Work Task C7: Survey and Habitat Characterization for MacNeill's
Sootywing

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FYO06
$150,000 | $189,789 $189,789 $160,000 $160,000 $80,000 $0

Contact: Bill Wiesenborn, (702) 293-8229, wwiesenborn@]Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY09

Long-term Goal: Species research

Conservation Measures: MNSW1 and MNSW?2

Location: Floodplain of entire lower Colorado River, dependent on permission by landowners

Purpose: The purpose of this work task is to survey the MacNeill's sootywing distribution along
the lower Colorado River and determine its habitat requirements. Results from MNSW1 will be
used to accomplish MNSW2, which creates habitat for the species.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Results of this study will be used in
future work tasks to create habitat for MacNeill’s sootywing under work tasks in Section E.

Project Description: The butterfly and its host plant, quailbush, will be surveyed within the
LCR MSCP boundaries. Annual surveys will cover one third of the flood plain. In 2006, Parker
Dam to Imperial Dam will be surveyed, in 2007 Imperial Dam to SIB will be surveyed, and in
2008 Lake Mead to Parker Dam will be surveyed. Surveys will record GPS coordinates of stands
of quailbush and estimate the plant’s area of coverage. Species will be detected as eggs, larvae,
pupae, or adults on host plants and as adults on nearby nectar sources. Surveys will be conducted
during April to October when adults are intermittently present (2-3 generations occur per
season). Sootywings will be digitally photographed and their GPS coordinates will be recorded.
Densities, recorded as individuals of each life stage per plant or plant area, will be estimated.

The species habitat requirements will be determined concurrent with surveys by measuring site
factors affecting sootywing presence or absence and density. Possible site factors are:

plant water and nitrogen content

plant species used as nectar sources

availability of nearby nectar sources (distances, amounts)
area of A. lentiformis stands

elevation and latitude

®Poo0oTw
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Previous Activities: This was a new start in FY06.

FY06 Accomplishments: Surveys were conducted for host plants and sootywing eggs, larvae,
or adults from Parker Dam to the northern boundary of Imperial National Wildlife Refuge,
excluding the Colorado River Indian Reservation. Stands of host plants were found at 29
localities and GPS coordinates were entered into a Geographic Information System. Sootywings
were found on host plants at 13 of the host plant localities. Numbers of adults and their behaviors
(nectaring, oviposition, etc.) were counted on eight dates monthly from April to October at
Cibola NWR. One flight of adults was observed, peaking at the end of June. The most common
behavior observed was flying within quailbush plants. Adults were found feeding at flowers of
six plant species: heliotrope, sea purslane, tamarisk, honey mesquite, alkali-mallow, and
arrowweed. Heliotrope was the most frequent nectar source during spring, and tamarisk was the
most frequent nectar source during summer. Females were more likely to oviposit on hostplants
with higher water content. However, oviposition did not increase on acceptable plants as water
content increased (i.e., plants were either acceptable or unacceptable to ovipositing female

sootywings).

Information gathered during this work task will be used in accomplishing habitat creation goals
targeted in conservation measure MNSW?2.

FYO07 Activities: Surveys will be conducted from the northern boundary of Imperial NWR to the
Southerly International Boundary with Mexico. Additional plant species used as nectar sources
will be identified. Additional data will be collected at Cibola Island examining the influence of
plant water and nitrogen content on oviposition. Dispersal of adults will be examined by placing
potted quailbush plants at various distances from an established sootywing population.
Utilization of nectar (nectar abundance by plant species) will be examined in more detail.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Surveys will be conducted from the upstream end of Lake Mead
NRA to Parker Dam. Additional plant species used as nectar sources will be identified.
Sootywing habitat requirements, including requirements for nectar and shade, will be further
defined. Adult dispersion (i.e., how readily sootywings move amoung clumps of quailbush
shrubs) will be examined. Effects of predation and parasitism (by other insects) on populations
of the butterfly may also be examined.

Pertinent Reports: The study plan is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C8: Razorback Sucker Survival Studies

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$190,000 | $187,974 $425,953 $190,000 | $205,000 $25,000 $0

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: FY09

Long-term Goal: Assess overall effectiveness of stocking program and acquire data for adaptive
management program.

Conservation Measures: RASU6
Location: Reaches 4-5, river miles 50-175, Imperial Dam to Parker Dam
Purpose: Assess survival and distribution of RASU released into the lower Colorado River.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): The work is connected to B5, as fish
being studied are reared at Bubbling Ponds SFH and implanting of radio and sonic tags occurs at
the hatchery prior to delivery to the river. Data collected during this work are utilized in Work
Task D8.

Project Description: Reclamation has stocked more than 50,000 RASU into the Colorado River
below Parker Dam since 1997. This project is an assessment of survival, growth, and distribution
of these fish. The work is being performed by ASU in cooperation with Reclamation and AGFD.
The work consists mainly of netting, electro-shocking, and radio/sonic tagging and tracking of
stocked fish to determine survival and distribution. Field sampling is conducted monthly from
September to May (nine trips). No sampling occurs during June, July, or August, because high
water temperatures exceed safe handling protocols for these fishes. Trip reports are provided to
Reclamation following each of the nine sampling trips, and these are summarized into an annual
report covering the calendar year (January through December).

Previous Activities: Reclamation was required under the 1997 BO from USFWS to rear and
stock 50,000 RASU into the Colorado River downstream of Parker Dam. During ESA
consultations in 2002 aimed at extending the regulatory relief of the 1997 BO, Reclamation
agreed to assess the survival of released fish. This study began in 2002, prior to implementation
of the LCR MSCP. Results from work accomplished in 2002-2004 are summarized in a final
report on file with Reclamation. Activities since then (FY05) are included as LCR MSCP
accomplishments and reported upon in this document.
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FY06 Accomplishments: Portions of the lower Colorado River from Parker Dam downstream
to Imperial Dam were surveyed using a suite of standard fishery techniques including electro-
fishing, trammel netting, gill netting, and hoop netting. The survey areas focused on RASU
stocking locations and places to which the fish are known to disperse after stocking, and included
the main channel and interconnected, watercraft-accessible backwaters and side channels. Also,
sampling is suspended during hot summer months to avoid potential stress to native fishes.

Survey monitoring resulted in contact with a total of 14,782 fish representing at least 24 species
and including 489 RASU capture events. All RASU were assumed to have originated as stocked
fish. Although RASU larvae were captured in several backwaters there was no evidence of
recruitment to the juvenile life stage. Among the 482 different RASU handled, 130 contained
PIT tags, and tags were injected into all unmarked fish. Growth of marked fish was relatively
rapid, and similar to that recorded for RASU of similar size at other locations including Lake
Mohave.

A circular PIT-tag antenna installed into a 36-inch culvert connected to the river at A-10
Backwater was tended throughout the year, and results suggest that few fish moved from the
backwater into the river. This contrasts with A-7 Backwater, which is open to the river via a
broad channel, and from which tagged RASU were observed to disperse rapidly after stocking.

Radio-tags (12-month life) were affixed on 24 RASU to further examine post-stocking dispersal
and confirm earlier findings with short-term tags. Fish were released in January 2006, 12 each
into A-7 and A-10 backwaters, and will be monitored through February 2007. Fish departed
rapidly from A-7 backwater. No fish departed from A-10 Backwater although they were free to
do so. Apparently, RASU do not readily utilize the 36-inch culvert pipes that connect many
backwaters to the main river channel. This result is consistent with studies that used a circular
PIT-tag antenna placed within the culvert at A-10 backwater.

A study was initiated investigating RASU that imprint on surface feeding and remain near the
surface (and are readily attacked by predatory birds) after stocking. A hatchery pond sample of
RASU was parsed in two, and one sample was free to feed at the surface while a second sample
was allowed access to feed only after the feed sank at least 6 feet through a special exclosure.
Differences in behavior and observed mortality will be evaluated in the field.

FYO07 Activities: Monthly monitoring of stocked RASU and BONY (stocked into the lower river
during this fiscal year) will continue to target stocking areas, and also will examine adjacent sites
that fish may occupy. Attempts will be made to locate potential main channel RASU spawning
areas by affixing external radio transmitters to as many as 10 large (>500 mm TL) fish, and
evaluate any sites that are located. Attempts will be made to evaluate the spatial extent of RASU
spawning by making larval collections at selected backwater sites along the river channel. Post-
stocking sample data plus additional radio telemetry information will be used to estimate rates of
dispersal from stocking sites. Population abundance of RASU in lower river A-7 and A-10
backwaters and in the Parker Strip will be estimated using mark-recapture data as available.
Abundance of nonnative fish predators in backwaters will be estimated. Predation risk studies
(birds and nonnative fishes) and feed-training experiments will be concluded. Over-summer
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water physico-chemistry in A-7 and A-10 backwaters will be evaluated as a potential source of
stress or mortality to stocked RASU.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Some FYO08 activities will depend on outcomes of field studies
during the previous year. Routine site monitoring and associated evaluations (characterization of
dispersal, abundance estimations, larval collections) will continue as before. If main channel
spawning areas are identified, these will be evaluated. All sub-projects will be completed
including assessment of long-term post-stocking RASU survival. A project final report will be
processed, which will include an overall assessment of the success of the lower river RASU
stocking program and specific recommendations to modify the program or to implement
programmatic changes.

Pertinent Reports: An annual report is under development and will be posted to the LCR MSP
Web site when finalized. Study plans are available upon request from the LCR MSCP .
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Work Task C9: Razorback Sucker and Bonytail Pen Rearing Tests

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$48,000 $30,254 $72,254 $35,000 $0 $0 $0

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: FY07

Long-term Goal: Continuosly seek measures to improve quantity and quality of fish reared and
released under the Fish Augmentation Program

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, BONY3, and BONY4
Location: Reach 2, Lower Colorado River at Willow Beach, AZ

Purpose: Assess utility of pen-rearing of RASU and BONY in the LCR at Willow Beach NFH
to increase rearing capability at the hatchery and as a means of conditioning fish to the river
environment prior to release.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): The work is connected to B2, as work
is being accomplished at Willow Beach NFH using fish reared at that facility.

Project Description: This project has two main objectives. The first objective is to determine
whether juvenile and sub-adult RASU and BONY will continue to grow if placed into net pens
in the Colorado River adjacent to Willow Beach NFH. Field studies have shown a direct
positive relationship between survival in the lake and size of fish at time of release. Field studies
also show that juvenile RASU released into Lake Mohave do exhibit some growth between
October and March, the coolest period of the year. If RASU and BONY can increase in size in
river water (routinely measured at 56°F), then net pens may provide additional rearing capacity
at the hatchery. The second objective is to assess use of net pens to acclimate fish to ambient
river conditions (temperature and flow) prior to release into Lake Mohave. Field data also
suggest that post-stocking handling stress can be reduced by acclimation of fish to ambient water
temperatures prior to release. This program will construct rearing pens in the river at Willow
Beach NFH for the purpose of evaluating both of these objectives.

Previous Activities: Net pens and docking materials were purchased and delivered to Willow
Beach NFH. The four-pen design was selected to provide long-term stocking space and structural
stability in the river. Local purchases for miscellaneous hardware and materials (cement, cables,
eyebolts, etc.) were made. Dive inspections of the river bottom for assessment of anchor
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placements and test installations of docking materials were accomplished by the Reclamation
Dive Team.

FY06 Accomplishments: Assembly and installation was completed and 2,500 RASU with an
average of 340 mm TL were placed into the nets pens in April. Growth and survival were
monitored between April and October. A subsample of 600 RASU was measured for growth at
the end of June, and all RASU were measured at the end of October. In general, growth was
poor, with an average growth of only 10.3 mm over the 6-month period. Survival was high,
greater than 95%, and the fish were in excellent physical condition at the end of the test period.
The fish were subsequently stocked at locations within Reach 3 on the lower Colorado River.

FYO07 Activities: Lack of significant growth of net-penned fish during 2006 was sufficiently
conclusive to terminate further growth studies, and no further research on net pens will be
conducted during 2007. Net pens, however, will be used for holding fish for short-term research
or for holding fish prior to stocking. Remaining funds for this work task will be reassigned to B2
and be used for any costs associated with operation and maintenance of the net pens and for
repair of the water intake system damaged by the October 2006 thunderstorms (See B2). The net
pens and docking materials will not be disassembled; however, they will be used to support
activities at the hatchery in association with work task B2 over the life of the program.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Project Closed.

Pertinent Reports: A study report is in review, and will be available upon request from the LCR
MSCP.
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Work Task C10: Razorback Sucker Growth Studies

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$125,000 | $63,518 $63,518 $125,000 $125,000 | $125,000 | $125,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06
Expected Duration: FY11

Long-term Goal: Seek measures to improve quantity, quality, and cost effectiveness of RASU
reared for the Fish Augmentation Program.

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, and RASU6

Location: Various locations including hatcheries, rearing ponds, universities, and private
research facilities.

Purpose: Evaluate factors affecting growth of subadult RASU to maximize total length at
release and reduce rearing time in hatchery.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work is similar to actions in C11
and shares some activities (concurrent studies at same locations.) Also, a workshop for fish
culturists planned for FY07 will be held jointly for RASU (C10) and BONY (C11).

Project Description: Provides funding over a 5-year period for investigations into rearing and
culture of RASU. The goal is to investigate ways to accelarate growth of RASU through
manipulation of physical, chemical, and biological attributes of the rearing environment (e.g.,
manipulate feed, fish density, water temperature, water hardness, turbidity, lighting,
presence/absence of cover). Current hatchery practices rear 250-300 mm TL fish in roughly 3
years. However, numerous observations during recent rearing and culture of RASU show a wide
range in growth rates for this species, and it is possible to have 100, 200, and 300 mm TL fish
from the same year class on station at the same time. In general, 25% of a RASU year class
exhibit accelerated growth, 50% show moderate growth, and 25% demonstrate slow growth.

The species is a rare fish for which only limited life-history data exist, and data that exist are
mostly for adults, not young life stages such as those being reared in hatcheries. As more fish are
reared, released, and followed, more life-history data are being collected. Much of this
information may be important to fish culturists. For example, the fact that young RASU were
nocturnal was determined in 1992 by observations of biologists from the Lake Mohave NFWG.
Even so, hatchery managers are just now testing night-time feeding regimes. Active culture of
RASU is a young science; many of the techniques initially used for rearing this species
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originated in the culture of rainbow trout, a species actively cultured for more than 50 years.
Only during the past decade was it conclusively determined that a high-protein trout diet results
in spinal deformities in fingerling RASU. As a final example, it was not recognized until the
1980s that adult RASU can feed successfully in open water areas on zooplankton. Much of the
existing literature up to that time was for riverine population, and assumed that the adult RASU
were only bottom feeders. This information may be vital in determining where feed should be
introduced within the water column during the culturing process (sinking, floating, or
suspension). These types of observations need to be recongnized, then hypotheses developed,
and finally tests of the hypotheses designed and conducted.

Literature reviews will be conducted to compile information on rearing these fish. This will
include site visits to facilities acitvely culturing RASU to document successes and failures. Also
to be included are inquiries to field biologists and technicians to document behavior of fish in the
wild (i.e., daily activities such as feeding, resting, and use of cover in wild habitat). And finally,
ideas and hypotheses will be formulated into numerous small experiments, testing one variable at
a time.

Previous Activities: This was a new start in FY06.

FY06 Accomplishments: Reclamation contracted with AGFD to begin work on this 5-year
effort (actual award of the contract did not occur until late into the fiscal year). The first research
objective was to collect background information regarding RASU rearing techniques in both
hatcheries and natural rearing areas. A guestionnaire was developed and sent out to facilities
known to have reared RASU or currently rearing RASU. Testing-apparatus designs were
reviewed for installation at Bubbling Ponds SFH.

FYO07 Activities: Information from the questionnaire is being summarized and on-site visits to all
RASU rearing stations are being conducted. Findings are being developed into a descriptive
report to be shared among those conducting RASU culture. In cooperation with Reclamation, a
workshop with RASU culturists is being facilitated to share information and ideas concerning
improved production of species, particularly with regard to improving growth rate of RASU
between 350 and 500 mm TL.

Also, polyculture tests are being conducted by the USFWS at Achii Hanyo Native Fish Rearing
Facility, where RASU and BONY are being reared in the same ponds. These fish will be
harvested in November 2007, and study results will be available in spring 2008. The USFWS is
also conducting RASU growth studies at Willow Beach NFH to determine density levels and
feeding rates for rearing RASU from 300 mm up to 500 mm TL to accelerate brood stock
development in Lake Mohave.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Research investigations from a priority list of research needs
developed at the fish culture workshop will be designed and conducted.

Pertinent Reports: The scope of work is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C11: Bonytail Rearing Studies

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$165,000 | $95,301 $95,301 $165,000 $165,000 | $165,000 | $165,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06
Expected Duration: FY11

Long-term Goal: Continuously seek measures to improve quantity, quality and cost-
effectiveness of fish reared for the Fish Augmentation Program.

Conservation Measures: BONY3, BONY4, and BONY5

Location: Various locations including hatcheries, rearing ponds, universities, and private
research facilities.

Purpose: Evaluate factors affecting growth of subadult BONY in order to maximize total length
at release and reduce rearing time in hatchery.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work task is a companion study
to C10 and may share some of the same locations, source data, and testing staff during
implementation. A workshop planned for FYO07 will focus on culture needs for both RASU
(C10) and BONY (C11). Also, some of the investigations to be carried out under this work task
may be conducted at hatcheries identified in Section B.

Project Description: This is a 5-year investigation into rearing and culture of BONY to
determine cost-effective techniques to rear BONY to 300 mm TL for stocking into the lower
Colorado River. Bonytail exhibit many of the same culture problems shown by RASU (see C10),
especially the extremely varied growth in captivity, even for fish from the same family lot.
However, BONY are even rarer than RASU, and have less culture history. Diet formulation,
feeding rates, best time of day to feed, effects of temperature on food conversion, effects of day
length on food conversion, effects of prophylatic treatments on food conversion, and effects of
handling on food conversion are just some of the fish culture variables that need investigation.
Like RASU, BONY exhibit some nocturnal tendencies both as juveniles and as adults. However,
unlike RASU, subadult BONY will eat large insects like crickets, bees, and grasshoppers, and
adult BONY will eat other fish and possibly are cannibalistic on their own young. If this is
indeed a fact, it must be taken into consideration during the culturing process. It may be
necessary to rear bait fish to feed the larger BONY or develop a different diet formulation for
larger fish.
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The extreme variation in growth presents another problem to the fish culturist. Because this is a
protected species, fish culturists do not routinely kill off the small fish following sorting and
tagging operations, but instead these small fish are returned to the pond to continue growing.

After a few such operations, the small BONY in the grow-out pond may be some of the oldest
fish in the pond. Since it appears that age, not size, determines sexual maturity for this species
and since 2-year-old males and 3-year-old females have been shown to sexually mature, the fish
begin reproducing in the pond before they reach target size for stocking. Each spawning event
results in thousands more fish in the pond, and upsets the food conversion balance (more mouths
to feed). The end result is that very few of the initial stock reach target size in a reasonable
period of time.

This work task evaluates the current culture practices for BONY through literature reviews,
survey questionnaires, site visits to culture facilities, and interviews with fish culturists. A
workshop will be held among fish culturists to review survey findings and prioritize research
actions. Research hypotheses will be formulated for study designs and investigations will be
carried out. Findings and results will be documented and reported.

Previous Activities: This is a new start in FY06.

FY06 Accomplishments: Dexter NFH developed an alternative rearing strategy to assist with
BONY restoration in Lake Mohave. They investigated the potential for increased growth and
resource conservation by rearing larval BONY within the same pond as adult broodstock, and
determined the effect individual size variation has on growth within an intensive culture
environment. Dexter staff spawned adult BONY and prepared ponds for fry production, and
released 90 female BONY from broodstock in three ponds and stocked six ponds with 4,000
BONY fry. The ponds were sampled monthly and weight and length data were collected. The
ponds were then harvested and total weight, survival, and length/weight data were collected. The
female BONY were separated from the larvae and returned to the broodstock. Data were
analyzed for growth indices, survival, size, and variation.

Arizona State University conducted a comprehensive review of available published and gray
literature and compiled an annotated bibliography. Site visits were made to the following
facilities, which are rearing BONY for release into the Colorado River Basin:
e Achii Hanyo — Located on CRIT Tribal land near Parker, AZ; operated by USFWS.
e Dexter NFH — Located near Roswell, NM; operated by USFWS.

e Willow Beach NFH — Located on Colorado River in Arizona, below Hoover Dam;
operated by USFWS.

e John W. Mumma Native Aquatic Restoration Facility — Located in Colorado and
operated by Colorado Division of Wildlife.

e Wahweap SFH — Located in Utah and operated by Utah Division of Wildlife.
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Hatchery personnel were interviewed on their knowledge of facility characteristics and standard
practices. Data from the literature review and site visits were collated and interpreted to
determine if specific factors could be identified that contribute to rapid BONY growth and high
survival. Investigations into handling stressors in BONY were initiated at Achii Hanyo.

FYOQ7 Activities: Dexter NFH will continue the investigation into multi-year-class production.
Staff will prepare four ponds for production fish. The BONY brood stock will be split between
two ponds with a 1:1 ratio of male to female, and five pairs of fish will be held back from each
pond to induce spawning. The larval BONY will be combined and each of the four ponds will be
stocked with 5,000 larval BONY. The ponds will be monitored daily for water quality and
sampled monthly for length and weight gain. The ponds will then be harvested and the brood
stock combined into one pond. The larval BONY will be placed into a raceway for a final growth
assessment. Data will be complied and an annual report will be written.

Also, a workshop will be convened during summer 2007 at which knowledgeable hatchery
personnel and other qualified and interested professionals can exchange information on hatchery
rearing of BONY and RASU (C10). The purpose of the workshop is to review final reports and
survey findings, prioritize research needs, obtain expert advice on how to optimize hatchery
production of BONY and RASU, and produce preliminary designs and a planning process for
field and laboratory experiments to test hypotheses.

Proposed FY08 Activities: The planning process will be completed, field testing implemented,
and procedures evaluated to examine relationships between BONY growth and physical,
chemical, and biological characteristics of their hatchery rearing environment.

Pertinent Reports: The scope of work is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C12: Demographics and Post Stocking Survival of
Repatriated Razorback Suckers in Lake Mohave

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FYO06
$185,000 | $173,576 $173,576 $185,000 $215,000 $30,000 $0

Contact: Tom Burke, (702)293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY09

Long-term Goal: Species Research

Conservation Measures: RASU5

Location: Reach 2, Lake Mohave, AZ/NV

Purpose: Assess population structure for repatriated RASU, and develop a population
demographic model for predicting survival and replacement rates to maintain broodstock for
duration of the LCR MSCP

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): None.

Project Description: This activity will support ongoing RASU conservation efforts at Lake
Mohave to develop and maintain a population of 50,000 adult RASU as a genetic refuge. More
than 100,000 fish have been reared and repatriated to date, yet brood stock population estimates
remain below 5,000 fish. This work task initiates a 3-year study to assess the cause of this low
population survival. The study will determine whether this low population estimate is real, and
will assess causes for poor survival of stocked RASU and make recommendations for corrective
actions.

Extensive radio and sonic tracking of fish will be used to assess distribution and survival.
Demographic modeling will be used to assess population structure. The study is designed as a
multi-year, iterative process. Observations and conclusions from first-year activities will provide
direction for work in subsequent years.

Previous Activities: This is a new start for FY06.
FY06 Accomplishments: Rearing, stocking, and recapture data for RASU stocked into Lake
Mohave since 1992 were collated and reviewed. Field investigations were implemented during

spawning and post-spawning seasons to assess repatriate distribution. Telemetry work was
initiated to examine post-stocking dispersal rates, habitat selection, and short-term mortality, and
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to verify existing population models. A population model was refined using new data to estimate
abundance and to describe critical, dynamic life table features such as mortality rates. Data are
being acquired to assist in the quantitative assessment of fish predators as a mortality factor for
newly stocked RASU.

FYO7 Activities: Initial telemetry studies will be concluded and a new study implemented to
assist in assessing mortality of larger (500 mm TL) fish now being stocked into Lake Mohave.
Effects of surgical implantation of telemetry tags will be evaluated during a 3-month
experimental study. Population monitoring will continue, to acquire new mark-recapture data
that will support revised and refined models of mortality and population abundance. These
models will contribute to a better understanding and assessment of current practices.

Proposed FYO08 Activities: Activities during FY08 will continue investigations initiated in
FYO07, including determing survival of target fish released throughout Lake Mohave. Additional
tasks will be determined on the basis of results obtained during the second year of the study.
Population demographic modeling will be completed. After FY08 activities are complete, a draft
comprehensive project report will be developed and finalized in FYQ9 that will present all study
results and make recommendations for practical or programmatic adjustments for attaining the
goals of the Lake Mohave RASU repatriation program.

Pertinent Reports: An annual report will be posted to the LCR MSCP Web site. The study plan
is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C13: Lake Mead Razorback Sucker Study

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$350,000 | $265,621 $363,621 $300,000 | $150,000 | $150,000 | $150,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY10

Long-term Goal: Determine conditions that allow for natural recruitment of RASU.
Conservation Measures: RASU7

Location: Reach 1, Lake Mead, NV/AZ

Purpose: Assess RASU population and recruitment in Lake Mead.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work task was previously
included in the Draft FY05 Work Tasks as Lake Mead Razorback Study (D7). Larvae collected
during this effort are to be reared at Lake Mead Hatchery (B6) and Overton WMA (B11).

Project Description: The LCR MSCP will continue to fund and support the ongoing studies of
RASU in Lake Mead that were implemented under the SIA BO. The focus areas of the studies
are to:

1. Resolve any remaining questions about the location of populations of RASU in Lake
Mead from the lower Grand Canyon area downstream to Hoover Dam.

Document use and availablility of spawning areas at various water elevations.
Clarify substrate requirements for spawning.

Monitor potential nursery areas.

Continue aging of captured RASU.

Confirm recruitment events that may be tied to physical conditions in the lake.

IS

These studies began in 1995 and were anticipated to be completed within a 5-10 year period.
However, under RASU7, these studies may be followed by further research and monitoring
within the adaptive management program of the LCR MSCP. Reclamation proposes that the
current studies be completed in FYQ7, and then a reduced monitoring effort be initiated in FY08.
However, this final decision on level of future monitoring activities has not been determined.
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Previous Activities: The SNWA began a monitoring program for RASU in Lake Mead in
1995, partnering with NDOW and Reclamation. Between 1995 and 2004, some 200 adult and 30
juvenile RASU were captured. Aging data showed that a low-level of recruitment has occurred
in at least 22 of the past 30 years. This remarkable recruitment has happened in the face of
extensive non-native fish populations.

FY06 Accomplishments: Year 2006 was the tenth year of this cooperative study. Four-year
sonic tags were implanted into 10 adult RASU that were acquired from Floyd Lamb State Park.
The sonic-tagged fish were released into Las Vegas Bay, Echo Bay, and the Muddy River/Virgin
River inflow area. Trammel-netting surveys captured 47 adult RASU (13 at Las Vegas Bay, 31
at Echo Bay, and 3 at Fish Island). Declining lake levels resulted in local shifts in spawning sites
as RASU established new spawning sites in the vicinity of historical ones. Both the Las Vegas
Bay and Echo Bay populations successfully adapted to these changes in water surface elevation.
Collecting of RASU larvae was conducted during the spawning season, with larvae captured
from all major spawning sites. In addition to fish from known spawning sites, five larvae were
collected from the Muddy River/Virgin River inflow. This finding coupled with other data
indicates that this area of Lake Mead may be important for RASU recruitment. Aging and
growth data were again collected in 2006. Fin-ray aging of multiple sub-adult fish suggests
recent recruitment in Las Vegas Bay. Evaluations of possible off-channel stocking sites,
including Grand Wash Bay and Driftwood Cove, were also conducted.

FYO07 Activities: A document summarizing the 10 years of research is being completed.
Reclamation plans to initiate a Lake Mead RASU monitoring program based on this information.
Program goals will include observation and identification of population trends, annual
observations of spawning area use at known spawning sites, and continued confirmation of
recruitment. Additional monies that do not count toward the LCR MSCP cost share will be
received from SNWA to accomplish Lake Mead RASU activities.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Limited research and monitoring will be conducted on RASU
ecology in Lake Mead, as desribed in the report, Lake Mead Razorback Sucker Monitoring
Recommendations, available on the LCR MSCP Web site. An interagency team will be convened
that will utilize the 10-year review to determine future need for management activities.

Pertinent Reports: The Annual Lake Mead RASU Study report for 2005-2006 is posted on the
LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task C14: Humpback Chub Program Support

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$15,000 $38,229 $38,229 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY 05

Expected Duration: FY 55

Long-term Goal: Provide $10,000 per year to support humpback chub conservation.
Conservation Measures: HUCH1

Location: Grand Canyon, AZ; Willow Beach, AZ

Purpose: Provide financial support to the Glen Canyon Dam Adaptive Management Program
(AMP) for conservation of humpback chub.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work is connected to B2 as
money will be transferred to USFWS through an agreement for activities at Willow Beach NFH.

Project Description: The LCR MSCP will provide $10,000 per year for 50 years to the Glen
Canyon Dam AMP, or other entity approved by USFWS, to support implementation of planned,
but unfunded species conservation measures.

Previous Activities: This is a new start for FY06

FY06 Accomplishments: Based upon recommendations from the Glen Canyon Dam Adaptive
Management Program, funds were provided to USFWS at Willow Beach NFH to support care of
humpback chub from the Little Colorado River held on station. To reduce overhead and
eliminate repetitive administrative costs, funds were provided for a 3-year period (FY06-08).
FYO7 Activities: Monitor progress on agreement with USFWS.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Monitor progress on agreement with USFWS, and hold
coordination meeting with GCAMP to identify new work tasks for FY09.

Pertinent Reports: At the end of the 3-year period a report will be developed and will be
available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C15: Flannelmouth Sucker Habitat Use, Preference and
Recruitment Downstream of Davis Dam

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$80,000 $98,025 $150,025 $80,000 $80,000 $80,000 $80,000

Contact: Jeff Lantow, (702) 293-8557, jlantow@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY11

Long-term Goal: Support flannelmouth sucker conservation
Conservation Measures: FLSU2 and FLSU3

Location: Reach 3, AZ/NV/CA

Purpose: Provide funding to support existing flannelmouth sucker (FLSU) conservation and
research below Davis Dam, and to develop a management needs strategy for this species.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Since FY06, the FLSU work is now
being done under C15 and the RASU portion of the work has been included under D8.

Project Description: Conduct FLSU research efforts in Reach 3 below Davis Dam to determine
habitat use, habitat preferences, and recruitment and support decisions on habitat management
activities for river channel and backwater habitats in Reach 3. This support will be provided for 5
years. Once completed, research results will be used through the adaptive management process
to assess main channel and backwater management needs and to develop management strategies
to benefit the FLSU.

Previous Activities: Flannelmouth sucker were reintroduced into the Colorado River below
Davis Dam by AGFD in 1976 by transfer of fish captured at the confluence of the Colorado and
Paria rivers at Lee's Ferry, Arizona. This stock has persisted for three decades and now
represents the only known population of this native species in the Colorado River downstream of
Grand Canyon.

Spring field sampling was conducted in FY05; this work was combined with monitoring
activities for RASU. Field work was led by Reclamation staff from the Denver Technical Service
Center with support from the Lower Colorado Regional Office. Thirty-three nights of trammel
netting yielded a total of 12,119 fish, including 124 FLSU. Specially designed low-profile fyke
nets were tested in swift water habitats to increase FLSU captures. However, the FLSU spawning
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season had passed by the time these tests were conducted. Results of this work are included in a
report covering a 3-year period from 2003-2005, which is posted to the LCR MSCP Web site.

FY06 Accomplishments: Seven sampling trips were conducted from December 2005 through
April 2006. Sampling consisted of trammel netting, fyke netting, seining, larval light trapping,
and electrofishing. All life stages of FLSU were contacted: 6 larvae, 4 juveniles, and 350 adults.
Electrofishing proved to be the most effective method for sampling adults in the main channel
(263 fish). A population estimate of 2,437 adults was calculated based on trammel net and
electrofishing contacts. Fyke netting proved ineffective, capturing only one adult, and will be
discontinued for the remainder of the project. A synopsis of the fyke netting results will be
included in the FY06 annual report.

Due to extreme water clarity in this reach of the Colorado River, Reclamation staff assessed both
aerial photography and visual float counts as tools to help monitor population trends for FLSU
adults. For the aerial photography work, still and video imagery were taken from the helicopter
with digital camera equipment. Results from this effort were mixed, but generally poor due to
problems with wind and glare. Making visual counts from boats floating along in the current was
much more successful. A population estimate of 1,440 adult FLSU was attained from the float
counts, and this number fell within the 95% confidence limits of the mark/recapture estimates
from the trammel netting and electrofishing contacts.

Fifteen adult male flannelmouth were surgically implanted with 14-month sonic tags. These fish
were followed throughout the sampling season and on a monthly basis the remainder of the year.
Eleven fish were contacted on a regular basis throughout the year and provided information on
movement and habitat use; this information also was useful in locating other congregations. All
telemetry locations were representative of channel, near-shore, and eddy pool habitats. No
tagged fish were encountered in backwaters or side channel habitats.

FYO7 Activities: Continuation of sampling is planned, using larval traps, electrofishing, and
trammel netting with smaller meshed nets to increase contacts with juvenile life stages. Beach
seining and backpack electro-shocking will be incorporated to further assess numbers and
distribution of juvenile life stages. Telemetry work will be continued using 36-month internal
sonic tags. Sampling trips will be conducted throughout the year to provide more data on
seasonality of habitat use. We will also begin modeling population structure and distribution to
determine habitat preferences and needs, which will be incorporated into the baseline mapping of
the physical habitat. Aerial photography/video work will be discontinued and a synopsis of
findings will be included in the FY07 annual report.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Monitoring and research actions from FYQ7 will be continued, and
model criteria will be developed and modified as data are compiled and analyzed. Stomach
content analysis and macroinvertebrate sampling from known habitats where FLSU have been
observed over the course of the study will be incorporated throughout the year.

Pertinent Reports: A draft annual report for FY06 is current under review and will be posted on
Web site when available.
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Work Task C16: Evaluation of Past Bonytail Stockings

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$0 $0 $0 $60,000 $0 $0 $0

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FYOQ7

Expected Duration: FY07

Long-term Goal: Adaptively manage bonytail augmentation stockings.

Conservation Measures: BONY5

Location: Entire Colorado River Basin

Purpose: Develop an understanding of past bonytail (BONY) stockings in the Colorado River

Basin.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): None

Project Description: This project is a review of past stockings of BONY throughout the
Colorado River Basin. The study will document the size of fish released, locations stocked,
physical and chemical conditions of receiving waters, results of post-stocking assessments, and
related parameters that help determine the relative success of these events. There are only six
facilities actively rearing BONY: Dexter NFH, Willow Beach NFH, Achii Hanyo NFF (CRIT),
Wahweap SFH (Utah Division of Wildlife), Mumma SFH (Colorado), and Ouray NFH. It is
expected that all facilities will be visited during this research.

Previous Activities: This is a new start in FY07.

FY06 Accomplishments: This is a new start in FY07.

FYO7 Activities: Review agency stocking records and literature plus post-stocking assessments,
identify factors that are associated with relative post-stocking success, make recommendations to

improve existing programs, and identify areas for follow-up research and management

investigation. The deliverable will be a final report that includes: 1) a compilation of all available
bonytail stocking records for open waters throughout the Colorado River Basin, 2) a summary of
information on locations stocked, numbers and size of fish released, physical and chemical
characteristics of receiving waters, results of post-stocking assessments, and any related
parameters that determine the relative success of bonytail stocking, 3) an analysis of information
that identifies common elements associated with relatively greater stocking success, if any,
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4) recommendations to the LCR MSCP Fish Augmentation Program for management practices
that can be incorporated immediately, and 5) recommendations to the program for additional
research or management data collection that will improve future bonytail stocking. It is expected
that the report will summarize information and present recommendations to the LCR MSCP Fish
Augmentation Program as to best management practices for stocking BONY.

Proposed FY08 Activities: None, project to be closed.

Pertinent Reports: The scope of Work is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C23: Evaluation of Remote Sensing Techniques for PIT
Tagged Fish

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FYO06
$0 $0 $0 $145,000 $145,000 $0 $0

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FYQ07
Expected Duration: FY08

Long-term Goal: Conduct long-term system monitoring and adaptively manage augmentation
stockings of razorback sucker and bonytail.

Conservation Measures: BONY5 and RASU6

Location: Reaches 2 and 3 and Willow Beach NFH, AZ, NV, and CA
Purpose: Monitor augmentation stockings in a cost-effective and passive manner.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work migrated out of G3. This
work task may determine future PIT-tag equipment purchases in work task B8.

Project Description: This is a 2-year evaluation of native fish monitoring equipment.
Reclamation will purchase and test the effectiveness of flat plate, circular and directional
antennae, and associated hardware and software for remote sensing of PIT tagged RASU and
BONY. The project will evaluate designs for weir-type guided as well as non-guided systems for
the detection of PIT-tagged fish at spawning areas, and methods for collecting, storing, and
retrieving contact data. Current efforts to contact repatriated native fish are labor intensive and
require direct handling of fish during the spawning season. Remote sensing may prove to be less
costly, more efficient, and less stressful on these sensitive native fish species.

Previous Activities: This is a new start for 2007.
FY06 Accomplishments: None

FYO07 Activities: Equipment will be deployed under a controlled laboratory application at
Willow Beach NFH in conjunction with fish-tagging operations. Flat-plate PIT-tag antennae will
be set in the bottom of holding tanks with tagged fish being introduced above the antennae.
Netting will be set at known distances (0, 2, 4, and 6 inches) above the antennae. Individual
detections will be recorded to determine maximum detection distance. In the field, flat-plate
antennae will be deployed on the lake bottom at RASU spawning sites to detect PIT-tagged
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RASU that swim over the antennae. Data will be evaluated in a final report with
recommendations for final application to the system monitoring program.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Expanded field testing of remote detection equipment at known
RASU and BONY spawning sites will be conducted. A final report will be developed
documenting results of the 2-year evaluation.

Pertinent Reports: The study plan is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task C24: Avian Species Habitat Requirements

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$0 $0 $0 $0 $150,000 | $150,000 | $150,000

Contact: John Swett, (702) 293-8574, jswett@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY08

Expected Duration: FY12

Long-term Goal: Develop habitat suitability index models for covered avian species

Conservation Measures: AMM1, AMM3, MRM1, MRM2, CLRA1, CLRA2, LEBI1, BLRA1,
BLRAZ2, WIFL1, WIFL2, YBCU1, YBCU2, ELOW], GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI],
YWARI1, SUTA1

Location: System-wide

Purpose: Determine habitat requirements for covered marsh and riparian bird species, including
Yuma clapper rail (CLRA), least bittern (LEBI), California black rail (BLRA), southwestern
willow flycatcher (SWFL), yellow-billed cuckoo (YBCU), elf owl (ELOW), gilded flicker
(GIFL), Gila woodpecker (GIWQ), vermilion flycatcher (VEFL), Arizona Bell's vireo (BEVI),
yellow warbler (YWAR), and summer tanager (SUTA).

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Information gained from this work
task will be used to design, create, and maintain marsh and cottonwood-willow habitat described
in Section E that targets covered bird species. Information will also be used to maintain existing
habitat as described in H1. Data collected in work tasks D2, D3, D5, D6, D7, and F2 will be used
to help define habitat requirements.

Project Description: The HCP requires the creation of 512 acres of marsh habitat for three
covered marsh bird species. All 512 marsh acres should provide habitat for CLRA and LEBI,
while 130 acres will provide habitat for BLRA. Created habitat must be designed in a mosaic to
provide the characteristics required by each species. In addition, potential limiting factors such as
water fluctuation, percent cover by plant species, minimum patch size, and selenium bio-
accumulation need to be determined.

The HCP also requires the creation of 5,940 acres of cottonwood-willow habitat for nine covered
riparian obligate bird species. Habitat requirements for these covered species are not fully
understood. Habitat creation projects must provide habitat requirements for multiple covered
species to effectively and efficiently complete these conservation measures.

Previous Activities: N/A
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FY06 Accomplishments: N/A
FYO07 Activities: This is a new start in FY08.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Data collected during avian system monitoring, pre-development
monitoring, and post-development monitoring will be used, in conjunction with existing
information gathered during the formulation of species accounts (C3), to define required habitat
characteristics. These data will be used to develop habitat suitability index models for covered
avian species. Habitat suitability index models will help define limiting factors and required
habitat characteristics. Information will be used to develop habitat mosaics for habitat creation
and to direct future research. Models will be validated through monitoring accomplished under
work tasks D6 and F2. Further monitoring and research will refine these models through the
adaptive management process.

Pertinent Reports: N/A
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Work Task C25: Imperial Ponds Native Fish Research

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$0 $0 $0 $0 $225,000 | $225,000 | $225,000

Contact: Jeff Lantow, (702) 293-8557, jlantow@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY08

Expected Duration: FY11

Long-term Goal: Species research, backwater restoration
Conservation Measures: RASU2, BONY?2

Location: Reach 5, Imperial National Wildlife Refuge, AZ

Purpose: Monitor six ponds created as native fish refugia on Imperial NWR to ascertain the
overall success of each pond in producing viable populations of native fish, and evaluate the role
and contribution of various structures and features developed within the ponds in attaining this
success.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): The RASU and BONY to be stocked
into the ponds are provided through B1, B2, B3, B4, and B5. Ponds were developed under E14,
and additional monitoring support will be provided through F5.

Project Description: This activity will monitor and evaluate the development of native fish
refugia in six newly constructed ponds on Imperial NWR. Pond construction incorporated design
features such as riprap, spawning gravels, hummocks, and increased depth, all thought to provide
suitable habitat for life cycle completion by BONY and RASU. The experimental design of this
research program will evaluate the role and importance of each of these features toward
accomplishing successful communities of native fishes. The design includes an initial fish
stocking strategy for the ponds, and a monitoring program for selected features of the habitat and
fish. The work will be directed by native fish experts who will interpret all field data and make
recommendations as appropriate to guide the overall operation and future management of the
ponds for native fish refugia.

Previous Activities: This is a new start for FY08.
FY06 Accomplishments: N/A

FYO7 Activities: N/A
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Proposed FY08 Activities: The initial year of the study will include monitoring the physical
and chemical environment of the ponds, monitoring and documenting establishment of
vegetation (fringe, emergent and submergent), and monitoring and documenting initial aquatic
biology (plankton community, fish introductions and invasions) and other ecological factors that
may impact the success of the ponds (piscivorous birds and mammals).

Pertinent Reports: A progress report will be developed annually and will be posted to the LCR
MSCP Web site. The study plan is available upon request.
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Work Task C26: Evaluation of Raceway Rearing of Razorback Sucker
at Lake Mead Fish Hatchery

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 | $100,000 | $100,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY08
Expected Duration: FY10

Long-term Goal: Rear RASU of sufficient quantity and quality to accomplish the LCR MSCP
Fish Augmentation and Species Research Programs

Conservation Measures: RASU3, RASU4, and RASUS8
Location: Reach 1, Lake Mead, Boulder City, NV
Purpose: Evaluate raceway rearing of RASU to improve physical conditioning prior to stocking.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This research is complementary to
work conducted under Work Task C10. If successful (i.e., shows benefit to fish and is cost
effective), this action may be included in the Fish Augmentation Program (Section B) in the
future. Other rearing of RASU is being conducted at this facility under Work Task B6.

Project Description: This project will investigate and evaluate rearing of RASU in flowing
raceways at Lake Mead SFH. The study will investigate ways to deliver food, efficiency of food
conversion, feeding rate, growth of RASU, and physical condition of fish. End-of-year results
will be compared with similar parameters for RASU being reared for the LCR MSCP in non-
flow facilities (Willow Beach NFH and Bubbling Ponds SFH).

This research is being proposed to take advantage of a unique opportunity at Lake Mead SFH.
Research underway at Achii Hanyo by the USGS and USFWS is showing that RASU acclimated
to flow have improved swimming performance. This may improve post-stocking survival for fish
released by the LCR MSCP. Currently, there are no facilities rearing fish for the LCR MSCP
using flowing raceways. Due to current water elevations of Lake Mead, intake water
temperatures at Lake Mead SFH are too warm for rearing rainbow trout (summer water
temperatures in 2006 exceeded 75°F). The NDOW is investigating ways to acquire water from
deeper, cooler areas of Lake Mead. The current timeline projects that acquisition of a new water
source is 3-5 years away. In the meantime, all or parts of the Lake Mead SFH will be idle. This
work proposes to use RASU from lakes Mead and Mohave to examine and evaluate the
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practicality and cost effectiveness of feeding and growing RASU in raceways at Lake Mead
SFH.

Previous Activities: Reclamation, SNWA, and NDOW have cooperatively been rearing RASU
from Lake Mead in tanks at the hatchery (See B6).

FY06 Accomplishments: N/A
FYO7 Activities: N/A

Proposed FY08 Activities: Conduct rearing trials for juvenile and subadult RASU in flow-
through raceways to evaluate such parameters as growth rate, condition factor, and food
conversion efficiency.

Pertinent Reports: A final study plan will be available in August 2007.
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Work Task C27: Small Mammal Population Studies

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$0 $0 $0 $0 $65,000 $65,000 $65,000

Contact: Chris Dodge, (702) 293-8115, cdodge@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY08
Expected Duration: FY10

Long-term Goal: System monitoring and research to determine distribution, habitat
requirements, and genetics of covered small mammal species.

Conservation Measures: MRM2, DPMO1, CRCR2, and YHCR2
Location: System-wide along the Lower Colorado River below Hoover Dam.

Purpose: Implement distribution, habitat, and genetics studies for system monitoring of LCR
MSCP covered small mammal species. These studies are being conducted to determine
geographic range limits of the Yuma hispid cotton rat and the Colorado River cotton rat, and to
determine habitat characteristics utilized by these species. Data will be used in the adaptive
management process to coordinate surveys of habitat creation sites and design habitat for
covered mammal species.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Data collected as part of Small
Mammal Colonization (F3) will also be analyzed as part of the effort to determine species
distribution of the two cotton rat species found along the LCR. Previous work related to Small
Mammal Populations was conducted under D10.

Project Description: Studies will be designed to determine the habitat usage, population status,
genetic differentiation, and distributional range of two covered small mammal species: the
Colorado River cotton rat and the Yuma hispid cotton rat. Reclamation will trap in various
habitat types along the LCR to collect genetic samples from these species. Samples will be sent
to a genetics laboratory for DNA analysis to determine the species of each animal sampled.
Genetic differentiation data for animals captured along the LCR may also be compared with data
from animals of different sub-species located within Arizona, east of the LCR MSCP planning
area, to obtain genetic markers. These data will be used to compare and contrast specific
subspecies. In conjunction with this work, Reclamation will also initiate a 3-year study to
determine the general distribution and habitat usage of these species along the LCR. The 3-year
study will better define the habitat characteristics utilized by the two species of cotton rats, and
will be used to design future habitat creation projects.

134



mailto:cdodge@lc.usbr.gov

Previous Activities: Cotton rats have been captured at the Pratt Agricultural and at the Cibola
Nature Trail site in the previous 3 years during presence/absence surveys.

FY06 Accomplishments: See D10.

FYOQ7 Activities: See D10.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Initiate a study to determine the genetic structure for Colorado River
cotton rats and Yuma hispid cotton rats along the LCR. These data will be used to establish a
molecular-based protocol to diagnose species-level taxonomy on specimens trapped and released

in the field.

Pertinent Reports: The study plan is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task D1: Marsh Bird Surveys

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$25,000 $44,997 $79,917 $25,000 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000

Contact: John Swett, (702) 293-8574, jswett@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: System monitoring for marsh birds.

Conservation Measures: AMM1, AMM3, AMM6, MRM1, CLRA2, and BLRA2
Location: Havasu National Wildlife Refuge, AZ and CA.

Purpose: Monitor Yuma clapper rail (CLRA), California black rail (BLRA), and western least
bittern (LEBI) along designated reach of the LCR as part of the inter-agency system monitoring
program.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Data obtained from F2 will also be
used in the marsh bird system monitoring program described in D1. Protocol developed for D1
will also be used for F2.

Project Description: Yuma clapper rail surveys have been conducted annually since the 1980s.
Prior to implementation of the LCR MSCP, U of A conducted a study to determine if CLRA
surveys could be expanded to a multi-species protocol without compromising CLRA detection
rates. Information obtained from this study has produced a new multi-species protocol for all
marsh birds, including the LCR MSCP covered species (CLRA, BLRA, and LEBI). Marsh bird
surveys will continue at designated survey points to track detections of covered species utilizing
the multi-species protocol.

Previous Activities: Reclamation has monitored CLRA within Topock Gorge since 1995.

FY06 Accomplishments: Marsh bird surveys were conducted between the 1-40 bridge, near
Needles, California, and Lake Havasu during March, April, and May 2006. Total CLRA
detections ranged from 19 to 31 individuals per survey period. Total LEBI detections ranged
from 8 in March to 37 during the May survey period. No BLRA were detected during these
surveys. Data was compiled and sent to the USFWS in August 2006.

The FY06 costs exceeded estimates due to replacement costs for two boat motors and
maintenance costs associated with boats needed to conduct the marshbird surveys.
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FYO7 Activities: Marsh bird surveys are being conducted in Topock Gorge and the upper
reaches of Lake Havasu using the multi-species marsh bird survey protocol. Data will be
submitted to the USFWS. Information obtained through this work task may be used in planning
future marsh bird habitat creation activities. Also, Reclamation will enter historical CLRA
survey data, currently stored by the USFWS, into the LCR MSCP database.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Marsh bird surveys will be conducted in Topock Gorge and the
upper reaches of Lake Havasu using the multi-species marsh bird survey protocol. Data will be
submitted to the USFWS. Information obtained through this work task may be used in planning
future marsh bird habitat creation activities.

Pertinent Reports: Yuma Clapper Rail Surveys along the LCR at Topock Gorge, 2006 will be
posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task D2: Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Presence/Absence
Surveys

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FYO06
$880,000 | $848,505 $1,633,099 $925,000 $575,000 | $575,000 | $575,000

Contact: Theresa Olson, (702) 293-8127, tolson@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: System monitoring for southwestern willow flycatcher.

Conservation Measures: AMM1, AMM2, AMM3, AMM5, AMM6, MRM1, MRM2, MRM4,
and WIFL2

Location: Reaches 1-7 along the LCR, the Virgin River between the Virgin River Gorge and
Lake Mead, NPS lands in the Grand Canyon below Separation Canyon, and Pahranagat NWR.
Life history study sites are located at: 1) Pahranagat NWR in east-central Nevada, 2) along the
Virgin River at Mesquite, Nevada, 3) along the Virgin River, near Mormon Mesa, Nevada, and
4) Topock Marsh, Havasu NWR, Arizona.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Information gathered under this work
task, and C19, D3, and D4 provide data on SWFL population numbers and demographics along
the LCR. Information provided from C1 will be used in connection with this work task for future
analysis of brown-headed cowbird trapping.

Project Description: Reclamation has been conducting extensive SWFL surveys and studies
along the LCR since 1996, in accordance with the 1997 and 2001 BOs. In 2003, Reclamation
entered into a 5-year contract to conduct presence/absence surveys along the LCR from the
Southerly International Boundary with Mexico (SIB) to Separation Canyon in the Grand Canyon
(excluding Hualapai tribal lands), including the lower Virgin River, lower Bill Williams River,
and lower Gila River, and conduct life history and cowbird control studies at four known
population areas.

Previous Activities: Presence/absence surveys and life history studies for SWFL have been
conducted along the LCR since 1996.

FY06 Accomplishments: Presence/absence surveys were conducted at 101 sites along the
Lower Colorado River and its tributaries in 2006. Life history studies were conducted at four
sites, including Pahranagat NWR, Nevada; Mesquite, Nevada; Mormon Mesa, Nevada; and
Topock Marsh, Arizona. Studies included banding, nest monitoring, extensive vegetation
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analysis, and microclimate analysis. Brown-headed cowbird trapping studies were also continued
at all life history sites.

Willow flycatchers were detected on at least one occasion at 73 sites. Resident, breeding SWFL
were detected at 13 sites within the following seven study areas: Pahranagat NWR, Mesquite,
Mormon Mesa, Muddy River, Grand Canyon, Topock Marsh, and Bill Williams. No flycatcher
detections were recorded at any sites south of Bill Williams after June 21, 2006.

A total of 28 new adult flycatchers were color-banded, and 25 recaptured individuals were
banded in previous years at the four life history study areas and at Muddy River, Grand Canyon,
and Bill Williams River. A total of 55 nestlings from 29 nests were banded, and 3 unbanded
fledglings were banded. A total of 85 territories were recorded in these areas with 66 territories
consisting of paired flycatchers and 19 consisting of unpaired individuals. Of the 80 adult
flycatchers identified to individuals in 2005, 48 (60%) were located in 2006. Of the 65 banded
juveniles from 2005, 10 were recaptured and identified in 2006.

Nest success was calculated for 77 SWFL nests observed at the four life history study sites,
Muddy River, Grand Canyon, and Bill Williams. Thirty-three (43%) nests were successful and
fledged young, 41 (53%) failed, and 3 (4%) were of undetermined fate. Depredation was the
major cause of nest failure, accounting for 48% of all failed nests and 54% of nests that failed
after flycatcher eggs were laid. Brown-headed cowbird brood parasitism was observed in 11
(15%) of 71 nests monitored. Trapping occurred at three life history sites, as access and
placement problems excluded Mormon Mesa. The proportion of flycatcher nests parasitized
during the pre-trapping and post-trapping periods did not statistically decline at Topock Marsh or
Mesquite, but a significant decline was shown at Pahranagat NWR after 4 years with a zero
parasitism rate.

Vegetation and microhabitat data were collected from occupied and non-use habitats to further
define habitat characteristics. Comparison of microclimate characteristics tends to show that on
average, nests were located in areas that exhibited greater soil moisture and higher relative
humidity.

FYO7 Activities: Presence/absence SWFL surveys will be conducted at approximately 100-120
sites, in 15 study areas, along the Virgin River, Pahranagat NWR, Grand Canyon below
Separation Canyon (excluding Hualapai tribal lands), and the LCR to the Southerly International
Boundary. Life history studies are being conducted at Pahranagat NWR, Nevada; Mesquite,
Nevada; Mormon Mesa, Nevada; and Topock Marsh, Arizona. Studies include banding, nest
monitoring, extensive vegetation analysis, and microclimate analysis. The brown-headed
cowbird trapping study is also continuing at all life history sites, except for Mormon Mesa.
Change in funding between FY06 and FYQ7 is specifically related to contract costs. The current
contract extends through 2007. Reclamation conducted a meeting with species experts in
January, 2008 to evaluate the level of effort needed for future studies and surveys to ensure that
necessary data is collected in an efficient and effective manner.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Reclamation received input from species experts on the present

level of monitoring and research effort being conducted on SWFL along the LCR. A
determination was made that Reclamation will continue to conduct presence/absence SWFL

140



surveys along the Virgin River, Pahranagat NWR, Grand Canyon below Separation Canyon
(excluding Hualapai tribal lands), and the LCR to the SIB. Surveys will occur annually;
however, fewer visits per site will be conducted. Presence/absence surveys will be conducted in
approximately 15 sites.

Life history data will continue to be collected at four sites, including Pahranagat NWR (Nevada),
Mesquite (Nevada), Mormon Mesa (Nevada), and Topock Marsh (Arizona). Monitoring
activities will concentrate on collecting demographic data including banding and nest
monitoring, and habitat data including vegetation and microclimate. Existing brown-headed
cowbird control will be discontinued and post-trap data will be collected and analyzed.

Pertinent Reports: Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Surveys, Demography, and Ecology along
the LCR and Tributaries, 2006 is posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task D3: Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Habitat Monitoring

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$90,000 $74,346 $234,315 $90,000 $90,000 $90,000 $90,000

Contact: Theresa Olson, (702) 293-8127, tolson@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: Five years after implementation of all water transfers covered under the
SIA BO.

Long-term Goal: Monitor the effects of reduced flows and the associated reduction in
groundwater table, specifically associated with the SIA, on southwestern willow flycatcher
(SWFL) breeding habitat between Parker and Imperial Dams.

Conservation Measures: AMM1, AMM3, MRM1, MRM2, and WIFL 2
Location: Reaches 4 and 5, CA and AZ.

Purpose: Continue to monitor SWFL habitat condition 5 years after implementation of all water
transfers covered under the SIA.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work task, in conjunction with
surveys conducted under D2, will provide information necessary for the Existing Habitat
Maintenance (H1). Data collected may also be used in future habitat creation projects listed
under Section E.

Project Description: In 2005, Reclamation began monitoring 372 acres of SWFL breeding
habitat to document changes in habitat conditions specifically attributable to covered SIA
activities, and will continue to do so until 5 years after implementation of all water transfers
covered under the SIA.

Previous Activities: In 2001, Reclamation received a BO on the SIA for the change in point of
diversion of up to 400,000 acre-feet of water between Imperial and Parker Dams. This work is
being implemented through the LCR MSCP. Reduced river flows, created by the change in the
point of diversion, may affect SWFL breeding habitat located between these two dams.

In 2004, Reclamation identified 372 acres of SWFL habitat between Parker and Imperial Dams
to monitor for the SIA BO requirements. In each identified site, three to five
temperature/humidity data loggers and one groundwater observation well were installed. Soil
moisture measurements were collected at each data logger location during each flycatcher survey
period. Vegetation data were also collected after the surveys were completed.
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FY06 Accomplishments: The previously identified 372 acres of SWFL breeding habitat at 11
sites, along with two control sites, were monitored between Parker and Imperial Dams by
collecting and analyzing microclimate data, groundwater monitoring, and vegetation monitoring,
using similar protocols to those in place for the life history studies. Analyses of groundwater data
indicate a strong correlation between well levels and releases from Parker Dam. Data did not
show strong correlations between well water levels and either soil moisture or absolute humidity
with the habitat. Most microclimatic variables at combined habitat monitoring sites differed
significantly from those at Topock Marsh, with Topock Marsh being cooler and exhibiting
higher relative humidity.

FYO7 Activities: To allow comparison of data, the 372 acres of SWFL breeding habitat between
Parker and Imperial Dams will be monitored by collecting and analyzing microclimate data,
groundwater monitoring, and vegetation monitoring utilizing similar protocols as those in place
for the life history studies. Data will be analyzed and results will be provided in the 2007 annual
SWEFL report.

Proposed FYO08 Activities: The 372 acres of SWFL breeding habitat between Parker and
Imperial Dams will be monitored by collecting and analyzing microclimate data, groundwater
monitoring, and vegetation monitoring utilizing similar protocols as those in place for the life
history studies. Data will be analyzed and results will be included in an annual report.

Pertinent Reports: Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Surveys, Demography, and Ecology along
the LCR and Tributaries, 2006 is posted to the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task D4: Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Presence/Absence
Survey — Hualapai Tribal Lands

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$68,000 $66,046 $130,703 $76,000 $78,000 $0 $0

Contact: Theresa Olson, (702) 293-8127, tolson@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: FY08 decision point

Long-term Goal: System monitoring for the SWFL on Hualapai tribal lands within the Grand
Canyon.

Conservation Measures: AMM1, AMM3, MRM1, MRM2, and WIFL2
Location: Hualapai Tribal Lands in the Grand Canyon downstream of Separation Canyon; AZ.

Purpose: Conduct SWFL surveys on Hualapai tribal lands in the Grand Canyon as part of the
system monitoring program. ldentify SWFL population, breeding sites, and specific threats to
SWEFL habitat on tribal lands.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Surveys conducted under this work
task provide system monitoring coverage for SWFL in areas not covered by D2. Protocols used
in D2 are replicated under this work task to provide comparable data.

Project Description: Reclamation provided the Hualapai Tribe funding to conduct
presence/absence surveys for SWFL on tribal lands within the Grand Canyon. These surveys are
conducted on sensitive tribal lands not included in the system-wide SWFL monitoring program.
These surveys enable the Tribe to manage occupied SWFL by avoiding and minimizing
disturbance to nesting SWFL, as well as providing data to the system monitoring program.

Previous Activities: Reclamation has funded SWFL surveys on Hualapai tribal lands since
1997.

FY06 Accomplishments: The Hualapai Tribe surveyed 11 sites on tribal lands within the Grand
Canyon between Separation Canyon and the river delta with Lake Mead. Important recreational
areas, such as Spencer Creek, were surveyed and appropriate management actions have been
undertaken to minimize impacts to SWFL breeding sites (limiting visitor access, changing
helicopter flight patterns). Surveys were conducted from May 9 to July 20, 2006. Three pairs and
two additional singing males were located during the breeding season. Although habitat has
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declined in quality in many areas, suitable habitat was still present in 2006. However, areas
nearer to Lake Mead have developed into denser higher quality habitat.

FYO7 Activities: Hualapai Tribal biologists will conduct presence/absence surveys on sensitive
Hualapai tribal lands below Separation Canyon and will continue to coordinate with other
banding and nest-monitoring activities.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Hualapai Tribal biologists will conduct presence/absence surveys on
sensitive Hualapai tribal lands below Separation Canyon. The current agreement between
Reclamation and the Hualapai Tribe extends through 2008. Reclamation will re-evaluate the
need for future studies and surveys.

Pertinent Reports: Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Surveys in Lower Grand Canyon, FY2006
is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task D5: Monitoring Avian Productivity and Survivorship

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$300,000 | $245,205 $539,050 $300,000 | $300,000 | $300,000 | $300,000

Contact: Chris Dodge, (702) 293-8115, cdodge@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: System monitoring for avian covered species by conducting intensive
monitoring of habitat creation sites and sites that typify current conditions along the LCR.

Conservation Measures: MRM1 and MRM2.
Location: Cibola NWR and Havasu NWR.

Purpose: To collect data on avian species demographics, physical condition, species
composition and diversity, and site persistence at existing and created habitat sites for the system
monitoring program.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Data from this work task is used in
conjunction with data collected from the system-wide bird monitoring program (D6) to monitor
overall bird use of the LCR. Data collected at MAPS stations located at habitat creation sites
may also be used for post-development monitoring.

Project Description: This project intensively monitors habitat creation sites and sites that
represent habitat typically found along the LCR for avian use. Banding collects more detailed
information about actual use patterns and demographics of avian species collected. This site-
specific data can be used to characterize habitats and, along with less intensive, widespread
monitoring methods, is used to monitor habitat use, population trends, and demographics of
avian species along the LCR.

The MAPS program monitors avian populations, using a standardized protocol, throughout the
United States, Canada, and Mexico. Long-term population trend data is collected by conducting
intensive banding throughout the breeding season. Data collected are analyzed by the Institute
for Bird Populations (IBP), and long-term population trends are determined on a regional and
continental level. Population trends can be more readily determined by using a national database
as larger databases have increased statistical power that can not be economically duplicated at a
site specific level.
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In 2002, prior to LCR MSCP implementation, Reclamation established a MAPS station at the
Cibola Nature Trail Demonstration site on Cibola NWR. In 2005, an additional MAPS station
was established on Havasu NWR, near South Dike, in mixed cottonwood-saltcedar habitats.
These sites provide data from different reaches of the LCR and from different habitat types to
allow comparisons between habitat creation sites and other areas more typically found along the
LCR. The IBP recommends conducting MAPS stations a minimum of five years to acquire site
specific data. The MAPS station located at the Cibola Nature Trail site will be run through at
least 2007. The Havasu MAPS station will continue through at least 2009. After five years, each
site will be evaluated and a decision will be made to continue, discontinue, or move each MAPS
site.

Data on fall migration and winter use are also being recorded at the Cibola Nature Trail site,
Havasu NWR site, and the Pratt restoration site, using an adapted MAPS protocol similar to
protocols from migration banding projects throughout the west and the MOSI protocol used in
Mesoamerica. Data from these surveys will help define habitat use by birds during the non-
breeding season.

Previous Activities: Winter banding was conducted from 2002 through 2005 at the Pratt
restoration site, at the Cibola Nature Trail site since 2002, and at the Havasu NWR site since
2005. Summer MAPS banding has been conducted at the Cibola NWR site since 2002 and at
Havasu NWR since 2005. In addition, a MAPS station was run for 5 years on Colorado River
Indian Tribe lands, near Headgate Rock Dam (2000-04), in mixed native and non-native habitat.

FY06 Accomplishments: During the winter, banding was conducted at all three sites, for 2 days
per month, from October to February. Banding was conducted for 6 hours a day, using twelve
12-meter nets at each site. During the summer, banding was conducted at Cibola Nature Trail
and Havasu NWR using the MAPS protocol. Banding was conducted once every 10-day period,
at each site, for a total of 10 days of banding. Banding was conducted for 5 hours a day,
beginning one half-hour before sunrise. For the winter banding period, there were 368 captures at
the Cibola site, 187 captures at the Havasu site, and 159 captures at the Pratt site. During the
breeding season, there were a total of 254 captures at Cibola and 174 captures at Havasu. At the
Cibola site, ash-throated flycatcher and house finch were the most commonly captured species.
At the Havasu site, Bewick’s wren, yellow-breasted chat, and Lucy’s warbler were the most
commonly captured species. Four LCR MSCP covered species were captured, including Gila
woodpecker (1 at Cibola), summer tanager (1 at Havasu), willow flycatcher (1 unknown sub-
species at Cibola), and yellow warbler (8 at Cibola and 6 at Havasu).

FYO07 Activities: Winter banding will be continued in 2007 at the Cibola Nature Trail and
Havasu NWR sites. The MAPS banding stations will be continued at both sites during the 2007
breeding season.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Intensive winter and breeding season monitoring will continue in
2008. Information obtained will be used for the system monitoring program and to inform habitat
creation projects listed in Section E.
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Pertinent Reports: Operation of Two Monitoring Avian Productivity and Survivorship (MAPS)
Stations Along the LCR, 2006, and Operation of Two Winter Banding Stations along the LCR,
2005-6 will be posted to the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task D6: System Monitoring for Riparian Obligate Avian
Species

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FYO06
$100,000 | $158,961 $158,961 $100,000 $135,000 | $135,000 | $135,000

Contact: Matthew Voisine, (702) 293-8123, mvoisine@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: System monitoring for avian covered species
Conservation Measures: MRM1 and MRM2

Location: System-wide

Purpose: Monitor riparian obligate bird species covered under the LCR MSCP to document
long-term population trend and habitat use.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Sample transects, completed under
C18, were used to design this monitoring program. Information obtained through this work task
will be used in conjunction with data from D5 to conduct system monitoring for avian covered
species. Data collected during post-development monitoring of habitat creation sites listed in
Section E may also be used in this work task.

Project Description: The LCR MSCP includes conservation measures for 26 covered species
and 5 evaluation species, including 9 neo-tropical migratory bird species. It is inefficient to
monitor every covered species individually throughout the entire LCR MSCP planning area.
Many bird populations can be monitored effectively using multi-species survey protocols.

Reclamation has worked with the GBBO, USGS, and other state and federal agencies to develop
a point-count system monitoring design for the state of Nevada, through Partners-in-Flight. By
utilizing the GBBO monitoring system, data from the LCR can be incorporated into a larger,
regional database, which makes the data more powerful during analysis. Population trends can be
derived over time, thus enabling Reclamation to monitor existing avian populations.

Previous Activities: In FY05, 18 point-count transects were conducted. Vegetation
classification was characterized using the Anderson and Ohmart classification system.

FY06 Accomplishments: Twelve point-count transects were conducted in 2006. Five transects
began in mixed saltcedar-mesquite stands, three transects began in monotypic saltcedar, and four
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transects began in mixed cottonwood-willow-saltcedar stands. Transects crossed several
vegetation classifications due to the small patch size typically found along the LCR. Sixty-three
avian species, totalling 1,936 individuals were observed, including six LCR MSCP covered
species. Data collected from these sample transects were used to create a draft monitoring plan.

Costs for FY06 included conducting sample transects in the field and developing the monitoring
plan for this system monitoring activity; therefore, expenditures were higher than anticipated.

FYO7 Activities: The monitoring plan will be finalized in the winter of 2006-2007.
Implementation of the system monitoring for avian species will begin in May 2007. Up to 600
individual points will be selected. Ten territories for each of the six breeding covered species
(gilded flicker, Gila woodpecker, vermilion flycatcher, Arizona Bell's vireo, Sonoran yellow
warbler, and summer tanager) will be delineated. Habitat measurements within covered species
territories will be collected and analyzed.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Point counts, territory delineation of the six breeding covered
species, and habitat measurements will be conducted. Data will be analyzed to assess the covered
species breeding habitat requirements.

Pertinent Reports: The study design is available upon request from the LCR MSCP. The 2006
annual report will be posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task D7: Yellow-billed Cuckoo Presence/Absence Surveys

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$500,000 | $454,775 $454,775 $500,000 | $500,000 | $500,000 | $500,000

Contact: Gregory Clune, (702) 293-8635, gclune@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Acquire yellow-billed cuckoo data as part of the system monitoring program.
Conservation Measures: AMM1, AMM2, AMM3, AMM6, MRM1, MRM2, and YBCU2

Location: General presence/absence surveys are conducted in 55 sites of suitable habitat within
the LCR MSCP project boundary.

Purpose: Conduct surveys to determine existing yellow-billed cuckoo (YBCU) populations
along the LCR from the Grand Canyon to the Southerly International Boundary with Mexico and
monitor long-term trends.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Information obtained from C21 and
C22 in FY05 was used to develop the monitoring protocol currently being utilized in D7.

Project Description: Yellow-billed cuckoo utilize mature cottonwood-willow habitat and may
act as an umbrella species for other covered avian species that use these mature habitats. Existing
YBCU populations and habitat are being determined along the LCR as systematic surveys are
conducted over the project area. This work task assesses existing YBCU populations and
evaluates required habitat characteristics. Data collected on vegetation characteristics of
occupied sites enables Reclamation to design habitat creation sites for YBCU and recommend
future demographic studies necessary to understand more about the YBCU populations along the
LCR.

Previous Activities: This project is a new start for FY06.

FY06 Accomplishments: Yellow-billed cuckoo surveys were conducted at 55 sites, within 17
areas, between June 11 and September 13, 2006. In 2006, field biologists conducted 243 visits
and recorded 180 YBCU detections. Cuckoos were detected at 27 of 55 sites, primarily at the
Bill Williams River NWR (117 detections) and the Grand Canyon National Park/Lake Mead
NRA sites (29 detections). There were also YBCU detections at the Colorado/Gila River
Confluence, AZ (9 detections), Overton Wildlife Management Area, NV (7 detections), and
Limitrophe Division North, AZ (6 detections). In 2006, five breeding events were confirmed,
including one nesting observation and sightings for four juveniles; all confirmed breeding events
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were recorded on the Bill Williams and the Lake Mead delta sites. There were also 17 probable
breeders detected (e.g., carrying nesting material or food) and 40 possible breeders (e.g., detected
in same area during repeated surveys).

Preliminary analysis of vegetation data collected at occupied and unoccupied sites in 2006
focused on general patterns of the distribution and abundance of woody species within riparian
habitats of the study region. The dominant tree species at YBCU survey sites were cottonwood,
willow, and tamarisk. Tamarisk was the most common tree due to the abundance of small
individuals. When occupied and unoccupied sites were compared, occupied sites tended to have
greater canopy cover, attributable to the mid and low canopy. Microclimate variables
(temperature, relative humidity, soil moisture) were also measured at occupied and unoccupied
sites.

FYO7 Activities: Presence/absence surveys, vegetation measurements, and microclimate data
collection will continue for the 2007 field season. Existing survey effort will be evaluated and
recommended changes will be implemented during FY08.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Presence/absence surveys will be conducted at approximately 55
sites along the LCR. Habitat characteristics will be recorded, including vegetation measurements,
for micro-habitat creation projects targeting YBCU. Demographic studies will be conducted on
detected YBCU populations. Survey effort, protocols, and studies will be modified following
FYO07 evaluation.

Pertinent Reports: Yellow-billed Cuckoo Distribution, Abundance, and Habitat Use Along the

Lower Colorado and Gila Rivers — 2006 Annual Report, will be posted to the LCR MSCP Web
site.
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Work Task D8: Razorback Sucker and Bonytail Stock Assessment

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$285,000 | $306,624 $472,624 $325,000 | $300,000 | $300,000 | $300,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Conduct long-term system monitoring of RASU and BONY.
Conservation Measures: RASU6 and BONY5

Location: Lower Colorado River within the LCR MSCP planning area, including reservoirs and
connected channels, from Lake Mead downstream to Imperial Dam.

Purpose: Supplement and maintain sufficient knowledge and understanding of razorback sucker
(RASU) and bonytail (BONY) populations within the LCR MSCP planning area to have an
effective Adaptive Management Program.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Monitoring data for RASU and
BONY have been or will be gleaned from work accomplished under C8, C12, C13, C15, and
C23.

Project Description: This project collects and organizes RASU and BONY population and
distribution data to maintain up-to-date, system-wide, stock assessments for these species. Data
acquisition work will be accomplished by application of two strategies: 1) gleaning information
from ongoing fish monitoring and fish research activities, and 2) direct data collection through
field surveys within the LCR MSCP planning area not covered by other work tasks. These data
will be organized to show current, end-of-year status for distribution and abundance for each
LCR MSCP river reach.

Under the first strategy, LCR MSCP staff will gather and organize data from existing monitoring
programs. For example, sport-fish surveys and native-fish surveys are conducted annually on
lakes Mead, Mohave, and Havasu by multi-agency teams, with LCR MSCP fishery staff
participating in each survey. In each survey, the lake is divided into different zones with one
survey group assigned to each zone. All zones are sampled within a set time period using similar
equipment. When the survey is complete, each participating agency receives information for the
entire lake at a reduced cost incurred by only needing to survey a portion of the whole system.
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Also under the first strategy, data will be gleaned from ongoing species research actions. For
example, a RASU study is being conducted on Lake Mead (C13) and another study is being
conducted in the lower river below Parker Dam (C8). Data for RASU population status and
distribution will be gathered from these studies.

Under the second strategy, areas not being sufficiently surveyed through ongoing activities will
be surveyed either by LCR MSCP fishery staff or another entity hired via contract, grant, or
agreement. For example, the current surveys for RASU between Davis and Parker dams are
being conducted jointly by USGS and Reclamation and are financially supported through D8.
Another major monitoring action funded by this work task is the survey work conducted by
Reclamation on Lake Mohave to assess survival and distribution of repatriated RASU. Areas
along the lower two-thirds of the lake are netted monthly between October and May. The upper
third of the lake, including the area above Willow Beach and up to Hoover Dam are electro-
fished and netted during the June to September period (due to cool water releases from Lake
Mead).

In some cases, LCR MSCP fishery staff conducted native fish surveys to fill in seasonal gaps left
by other research activities. For example, USGS surveys for RASU between Davis Dam and
Lake Havasu are only conducted during the January to April spawning period. Staff from the
LCR MSCP monitor sonic-tagged fish in this reach during the summer and conduct electro-
fishing in the fall, to provide a more complete assessment of the fishery.

Work routinely includes trammel netting and electro-fishing, but visual surveys using
Reclamation's helicopter are also conducted within different river reaches throughout the year.
Other specialized equipment and techniques are periodically utilized for monitoring, such as
aerial and underwater photography and video recordings.

All project costs described under this work task are for salary, travel, and materials necessary for
Reclamation staff to accomplish this work. In cases where Reclamation staff assist contractors or
researchers, or conduct work in similar areas or at similar times, Reclamation’s presence allows
for improved quantity and quality of observations (i.e., additional effort, additional spatial
coverage, additional temporal coverage). Project costs include all costs associated with
conducting field surveys, gleaning or capturing data from ongoing research actions and
monitoring programs (both internal and external to the LCR MSCP), transfer of these data into
record archives, and organizing these data into a cohesive report.

Previous Activities: Reclamation has cooperatively conducted fish surveys with Nevada and
Arizona on Lake Mead each fall since 1999, and has provided funding and support to the Lake
Mead Razorback Study (C13) since 1995. Interagency cooperative native fish roundups have
been occurring since 1987 on Lake Mohave and since 1999 on Lake Havasu (including the river
reach below Davis Dam). Fish monitoring on reaches 4 and 5 has been conducted by
Reclamation and ASU as part of the Razorback Sucker Survival Study (C8) annually since 2003.
Reclamation financially supports the Colorado River Fishes database maintained by ASU
through G1.

FY06 Accomplishments: Accomplishments for this work task have been summarized by river
reach for clarity.

154



Reach 1 (Lake Mead) — Reclamation participated in annual fall netting and electro-fishing
surveys on Lake Mead. This lake-wide effort (totaling over 140 net nights) was completed in
cooperation with AGFD and NDOW; no native fishes were captured. Collection of RASU larvae
was conducted over the course of the spawning season, capturing a total of 1,716 larvae while
sampling all major spawning sites. These larval fish are being reared at Lake Mead SFH (B6).
Evaluations of new off-channel repatriation stocking sites were completed, which included
Driftwood Cove and Grand Wash Bay (C13). Evaluations consisted of netting for existing
species, collecting water quality data, and bathymetry. A rough population estimate for RASU
generated from contacts made during FYO06 investigations is 250 adults (no BONY occur in Lake
Mead.)

Reach 2 (Lake Mohave) — Reclamation repatriated 11,344 RASU into Lake Mohave in 2006.
Lake-wide surveys for native fish were conducted monthly and included both trammel netting
(99 total net nights) and electro-fishing (18,230 seconds), which resulted in the capture of 130
and 166 RASU, respectively. All native fish capture data were provided to ASU, and used to
derive a current population estimate of 4,221 adult RASU (C12). Reclamation also assisted with
tracking sonic-tagged RASU in accordance with the ASU telemetry study.

Annual spring BONY round-up and spring and fall RASU round-ups were conducted. The LCR
MSCP partners and cooperators for these efforts included NPS, USFWS, AGFD, NDOW, and
ASU. Biweekly helicopter surveys to verify the presence of RASU on known spawning beds
and to search for new spawning congregations were completed during the spawning season. A
total of 64,000 RASU larvae were collected and delivered to Willow Beach NFH for rearing
(B2).

Reach 3 (Davis Dam to Parker Dam or Lake Havasu) — Reclamation participated in the ongoing
multi-agency native fish round-up, and collected data from LCR MSCP partners fall
electrofishing surveys. The first field season of FLSU surveys associated with work task C15
was completed, and the RASU population was monitored through work task G3. Data were
collected using dive surveys, seines, trammel nets, hoop nets, and electrofishing. Electrofishing
proved most effective in sampling riverine populations of native suckers and will provide
increased accuracy in the development of mark/recapture population estimates in 2007.

The FLSU population estimate based on netting and electrofishing was 2,437, calculated based
on more than 350 contacts between Davis Dam and RM 257. The RASU population was
congregated near Needles, California, during the spawning months and a population estimate of
3,431 fish was calculated based on more than 200 contacts. The majority of the BONY contacts
for the year were recently stocked fish, thus not allowing for the generation of a population
estimate. The nonnative fish community did not show any significant changes and was
represented by 15 different species.

Reaches 4 and 5 (Parker Dam to Imperial Dam) — Reclamation and ASU conducted fish
surveys from Parker Dam to Imperial Dam, with the exception of CRIT Reservation (C8).
Surveys included a suite of standard fishery techniques including electro-fishing, trammel
netting, gill netting, and hoop netting and resulted in 489 RASU captured. A circular PIT-tag
antenna installed into a 36-inch culvert connected to the river was tended throughout the year,
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and results suggest that few fish moved from the backwater into the river. A radio telemetry
study was initiated to examine post-stocking dispersal. Studies were initiated to determine
possible effects of RASU that imprint on surface feeding and remain near the surface after
stocking. Reclamation repatriated 4,185 RASU in Reach 4, and 7,270 RASU in Reach 5; also,
4,006 BONY were repatriated in Reach 5.

Status Report for RASU and BONY — Due to the seasonality of fish surveys, the development
of a comprehensive status report for RASU and BONY in the LCR MSCP program area will
cover a calendar year. The report for calendar year 2006 will be available in mid-2007.

FYO7 Activities: Monitoring data will continue to be collected for RASU and BONY from
reaches 1 through 5, including the stretch of river from Headgate Rock Dam downstream to Palo
Verde Diversion Dam. This area encompasses the CRIT Reservation and was not surveyed in
2006. An agreement has been reached with CRIT to allow for incorporation of this stretch into
the fishery monitoring program. A comprehensive status report for RASU and BONY in the
LCR MSCP program area will be completed.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Monitoring data will be collected for reaches 1 through 5. A
comprehensive status report for RASU and BONY in the LCRMSCP program area will be
completed.

Pertinent Reports: The status report for RASU and BONY in the LCR MSCP program area for
calendar year 2006 is in production and will be posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task D9: System Monitoring and Research of Covered Bat
Species

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$110,000 | $99,887 $154,887 $100,000 $100,000 | $100,000 | $100,000

Contact: Theresa Olson, (702) 293-8127, toloson@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY04
Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: System monitoring and species research will be conducted for LCR MSCP bat
species to determine distribution and to evaluate habitat implementation success.

Conservation Measures: AMM1, AMM6, MRM1, WRBA1, WYBA1, CLNB1,
PTBB1, WRBAZ2, and WYBA3

Location: System-wide along the lower Colorado River below Hoover Dam.

Purpose: Conduct system monitoring and research for the distribution of covered bat species
utilizing roost surveys, acoustic survey techniques, and capture techniques following a protocol
developed in FY06.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): System monitoring data will be used
in conjunction with post-development monitoring (F4) to determine habitat needs and
characteristics of covered bat species. Data collected will be used in future habitat creation
projects listed in Section E.

Project Description: Several survey techniques will be utilized to detect covered species or
provide equivalent data using indicator species. Acoustic surveys, conducted with Anabat or
Sonabat technology, will be used to identify foraging behavior in native riparian stands for
covered bat species. Roost surveys will be conducted to track bat populations and to survey
species that are not readily detected by acoustic technology, such as Townsend’s big-eared bat
and California leaf-nosed bat. Individual bats will be captured using techniques such as mist
netting to obtain reference calls for bat identification.

Previous Activities: Indigenous bat species were surveyed annually along the LCR from 2001-
2006. A Lower Colorado River Bat Monitoring Protocol was produced to assist in the
development of a system-wide distribution and demography monitoring plan for covered bat
species.

FY06 Accomplishments: Through coordination with state and Federal resource agencies and
other interested parties, an LCR system-wide distribution and demography monitoring plan and
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protocol was developed for the LCR MSCP covered bat species. This protocol was initiated in
FYO06. Four field trips were conducted: May 5-12, 2005, January 18-25, 2006, May 27-June 2,
2006, and September 19-24, 2006. Acoustic monitoring was done at multiple sites during most
visits, as well as at Cibola Valley Conservation Area. Other recording sites were Davis Dam,
LCR along the Parker Strip, LCR south of Imperial Dam, the All American Canal, Lost Lake,
and Lake Havasu. During warm-season surveys, mist nets were set in the cottonwood
revegetation sites at Havasu, Cibola, and Imperial NWR. Pallid bats and California leaf-nosed
bats were the only species captured.

To census and monitor bat populations, exit counts were conducted twice per year (winter and
spring) at mines along the LCR from Davis Dam to Yuma: Homestake (Lake Mead NRA),
Jackpot (Havasu NWR), Islander and Californian (Lake Havasu BLM), Mountaineer and
Stonehouse (Palm Springs BLM), Hart and 3C (Yuma BLM), and Golden Dream and Eureka
(Imperial NWR). The Stonehouse Mine lower adits had been gated in fall 2005, and May was the
first warm-season census. The cave Myotis maternity colony has accepted the gates, as have male
California leaf-nosed bats. No female cave Myotis were captured at the Mountaineer Mine in the
harp trap. However, one lactating Townsend’s big-eared bat was found, along with several
lactating big brown bats, California leaf-nosed bats, and pallid bats. The September surveys of
the Hart and Californian mines demonstrated that they are used as breeding display sites by
California leaf-nosed bats.

FYO07 Activities: Acoustic surveys will continue for covered bat species at Havasu NWR, Bill
Williams River NWR, Cibola NWR, and Imperial NWR. Preliminary mist netting will be
completed at cottonwood-willow restoration sites on Imperial NWR, or a similar habitat creation
site, to determine best net placement for netting LCR MSCP covered species or riparian indicator
species. Bat populations continue to be monitored at maternity sites to determine abundance and
distribution of covered bat species. Maternity sites include the Homestake, Jackpot, Islander,
Californian, Mountaineer, Stonehouse, Eureka, and 3C mines, and the Palo Verde Bridge. Guano
from the mine roosts may be collected for future studies.

Proposed FYO08 Activities: Acoustic surveys will continue for covered bat species. Mist netting,
in conjunction with post-development monitoring (F4), will take place at least twice at both
mature cottonwood/willow stands and in more mature restoration areas. Bat populations will
continue to be monitored at maternity sites to determine abundance and distribution of covered
bat species.

Pertinent Reports: Annual Report: Baseline Surveys and the Development of Monitoring

Protocol for Lower Colorado River Bat Species, Survey Period Between April 1, 2005-
September 30, 2006 will be posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task D10: System Monitoring and Studies on Small Mammal
Populations

FY06 FYO06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FYO06
$60,000 $19,344 $19,344 $65,000 $0 $0 $0

Contact: Chris Dodge, (702) 293-8115, cdodge@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06
Expected Duration: FYO07

Long-term Goal: System monitoring and research to determine distribution, habitat
requirements, and genetics of covered small mammal species.

Conservation Measures: MRM2, DPMO1, CRCR2, and YHCR2
Location: System-wide along the Lower Colorado River below Hoover Dam.

Purpose: Implement distribution, habitat, and genetics studies for system monitoring of LCR
MSCP covered small mammal species. These studies are being conducted to determine
geographic range limits of the Yuma hispid cotton rat and the Colorado River cotton rat, and to
determine habitat characteristics utilized by these species. Data will be used in the adaptive
management process to coordinate surveys of habitat creation sites and design habitat for
covered mammal species.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Data collected as part of Small
Mammal Colonization (F3) will also be analyzed as part of the effort to determine species
distribution of the two cotton rat species found along the LCR.

Project Description: Studies will be designed to determine the habitat usage, population status,
genetic differentiation, and distributional range of two covered small mammal species: the
Colorado River cotton rat and the Yuma hispid cotton rat. Reclamation will trap in various
habitat types along the LCR to collect genetic samples from these species. Samples will be sent
to a genetics laboratory for DNA analysis to determine the species of each animal sampled.
Genetic differentiation data for animals captured along the LCR may also be compared with data
from animals of different sub-species located within Arizona, east of the LCR MSCP planning
area, to obtain genetic markers. These data will be used to compare and contrast specific
subspecies. In conjunction with this work, Reclamation will also initiate a 3-year study to
determine the general distribution and habitat usage of these species along the LCR. The 3-year
study will better define the habitat characteristics utilized by the two species of cotton rats, and
will be used to design future habitat creation projects.
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Previous Activities: Cotton rats have been captured at the Pratt Agricultural and at the Cibola
Nature Trail site in the previous 3 years during presence/absence surveys.

FY06 Accomplishments: After completion of species accounts (C3), data gaps were identified
for Colorado River cotton rat and Yuma hispid cotton rat. Preliminary work was completed to
design system monitoring and research studies to provide information on habitat use, population
status, and distribution range of these covered species. Presence/absence surveys were conducted
at several sites to gather data on distribution and to refine protocols. A notable observation
during these surveys was that one cotton rat was detected at the Beal Lake (see E1) site.

Cost estimates for FY06 assumed implementation of life history, habitat use, and distribution
studies would begin in 2006. These studies are now expected to begin in 2007.

FYO7 Activities: Studies on cotton rat genetics, distribution, and habitat characteristics will be
initiated in 2007.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Moved to C27.

Pertinent Reports: The study plan is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task E1: Beal Lake Riparian Restoration

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$200,000 | $272,378 $1,897,645 $358,000 $150,000 | $265,000 | $275,000

Contact: Barbara Raulston, (702) 293-8396, braulston@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY04

Expected Duration: FYQ9 decision point

Long-term Goal: Restoration research

Conservation Measures: WIFL 1, WRBA 2, WYBA 3, CRCR 2,
YBCU 1, ELOW 1, GIFL1, GIWO 1, VEFL 1, BEVI 1, YWAR 1, SUTA 1, MNSW 2

Location: Reach 3, Havasu NWR, AZ, 0.5 miles east of river miles 238 and 239

Purpose: Backwater habitat creation along the Colorado River typically involves excavation or
dredging of large quantities of material. Placement and reuse of the excavated material is often a
limiting factor when estimating the total cost of creating a backwater. This research project
addresses that issue by tracking the process and costs associated with clearing, blending dredge
material with existing soils, leveling, and planting various native plants. In addition, the
reclaimed area has been divided into cells or small fields with independent flood irrigation
capabilities, which allows testing of various planting and seeding methods while potentially
creating habitat. Results of this project are expected be used elsewhere on the LCR in the
creation and management of backwater and riparian habitats.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Dredge material from Beal Lake
Native Fish (E2) was leveled in 2001 to create the substrate for planting the riparian habitat
adjacent to Beal Lake. Vegetation and species monitoring are being addressed under F1-F4.

Project Description: Reclamation has partnered with the USFWS to conduct restoration
research at Beal Lake until FY09. In FY09, a decision will be made to continue research
activities, manage any habitat created during the research for the life of the program, or
discontinue funding. In this restoration research project, planting, irrigation, and management
techniques, coupled with vegetation and species monitoring, are being demonstrated along with
the creation of more than 100 acres of native riparian land cover types. Planning includes
clearing, root plowing, and leveling areas previously consisting of sparse arrowweed and
saltcedar, and replanting these areas with cottonwood, willow, and mesquite. Irrigation, as
needed, is through a pump, pipe, and valve system with dates and amounts documented and
reported to Reclamation monthly. The site provides an opportunity to test various methods of

LR 11

seeding combined with flood irrigation such as direct “hand seeding”, “whole branch” seeding,
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hydro-seeding, and perimeter seeding. Trees are planted around the perimeter of the field to
block wind-borne weed seeds, and to naturally seed the center of the field when mature.
Monitoring will determine if these methods can produce the desired results:

1. Produce densities of cottonwood and willow high enough to shade out competing non-
native vegetation and provide habitat for SWFL.
2. Provide habitat for other LCR MSCP targeted species.

Future management of any created habitat for targeted species such as SWFL and YBCU may
include increased irrigation to specific areas and cutting and clearing to re-establish and maintain
high vegetation density. Monitoring vegetation and irrigation will provide guidance on future
riparian establishment and management procedures.

Previous Activities: Restoration began in 2001. Site preparation and planting for Phase 1 (57
acres) and site preparation for Phase 2 (50 acres) are completed. Phase 3 (80 acres) was cleared
and has developed into a mix of screwbean mesquite, saltgrass, tumbleweed, arrowweed, and
sparse saltcedar. In FY04-05, honey mesquite seed was collected and placed in piles in Phase 3
for possible scarification and distribution by resident wildlife.

FY06 Accomplishments:

Maintenance/Restoration/Management — Approximately 107 acres in Phases 1 and 2 were
irrigated throughout the growing season. An irrigation schedule and further details on
management are in Beal Riparian and Marsh Restoration Development Plan, 2006 and Beal
Riparian and Marsh Restoration Annual Report, 2006.

Plans for management of the site include two areas of approximately 15 acres each, which will
be managed for SWFL as the habitat progresses from cottonwood-willow (CW) 11l and IV to
CW I and Il. In December 2005 and January 2006, water retention features were installed to
maintain wet or moist soils within these areas to create the micro-habitat characteristics preferred
by SWFLs: higher humidity and lower temperatures. In FY06, 15 acres were irrigated one time
per week throughout the growing season.

Approximately 15 acres, which were planted with a perimeter of cottonwood and willow trees,
will be allowed to seed naturally. Clearing and irrigating the centers of these areas will occur
when the trees around the areas mature and begin to seed. Once this area develops into CW IlI
and IV, it will be irrigated weekly.

Monitoring — In FY06, post-development monitoring of abiotic and biotic habitat components
was conducted. Initial survivorship of trees planted on approximately 20 acres in December
2005, was determined in March 2006, and ranged from 40% to 95% per field.

Herbaceous cover was monitored on approximately 90 acres in April 2006. Herbaceous species
present were crinklemat, Russian thistle, heliotrope, Bermuda grass, and blue grass. The density
of herbaceous species present was low; percent cover characterized as bare ground and leaf litter
averaged 85%.
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Trees planted or seeded on approximately 45 acres in 2005-06 were monitored for survivorship
in November 2006. Growth was determined for a subsample of trees by measuring height and
DBH. Fixed radius plots were established on approximately 57 acres planted prior to 2005.
Density, basal area, canopy cover, and vertical foliage density were recorded. Results are
described in Beal Riparian and Marsh Restoration Annual Report, 2006.

Soil samples were taken in March 2006, at 30 locations evenly distributed throughout phases 1
and 2. Samples were analyzed for percent saturation, soil salinity, texture, pH, ortho-phosphate,
ammonia, and nitrate. Microclimate data, including relative humidity, temperature, and soil
moisture, were collected at eight locations. Water depth was measured monthly at four wells that
were installed in October 2005.

The site was classified, using Anderson and Ohmart vegetation classifications, in November
2006. Eight acres were classified as cottonwood/willow (CW) 111, 22 acres as CW 1V, 21 acres
as CW V, 6 acres as saltcedar/screwbean mesquite (SM) 111, 15 acres as SM 1V, 3 acres as SM
V, and 5 acres as arrowweed (AW). Twenty-seven acres were classified as bare ground or
undeveloped, including cover crops and other unplanted areas.

Post-development avian point counts and southwestern willow flycatcher surveys were
conducted during the 2006 breeding season. One migratory willow flycatcher was detected at the
site. The only LCR MSCP covered avian species detected at the site was the yellow warbler,
which comprised 1% of the avian population. The three most abundant species detected at the
site were the house finch, great-tailed grackle, and Abert’s towhee. Post-development monitoring
for small mammal species was conducted at the site during the spring and fall. One cotton rat
was detected, species undetermined. Other small mammal species detected at the site were deer
mouse, desert pocket mouse, Merriam’s kangaroo rat, and brush mouse. Post-development
monitoring for bat species was also conducted, but no covered bat species were detected.

FY 07 Activities:

Management/Maintenance — The SWFL management areas will be irrigated at least once per
week to provide moist micro-climate conditions that may encourage SWFL use during the
breeding season. The habitat will be evaluated through monitoring to determine if additional
management is required, such as weed control and replanting. Cover crops that have been
planted will be replanted and irrigated as needed. Saltcedar and other weed control may be
conducted. This site has also been used as a source for plant material used at the Colorado River
Indian Tribes’ “‘Ahakhav Tribal Preserve (E3), Palo Verde Ecological Reserve (E4), Cibola
Valley Conservation Area (E5), and the Needles-Topock bankline stabilization project (E19).

Monitoring — Post-development monitoring of abiotic and biotic habitat characteristics will be
conducted. In recently planted or seeded plots, tree survivorship and growth will be monitored
after the first and second growing season. After three growing seasons, habitat characteristics
will be monitored using fixed radius plots. Soil samples will be taken in Phase 1 and 2 and
analyzed for percent saturation, soil salinity, texture, pH, ortho-phosphate, ammonia, and nitrate.
Microclimate, including temperature, relative humidity, and soil moisture, will be monitored at
the site from April to September. Water depth at four wells will be measured once per month.
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Land cover type will be classified using the Anderson and Ohmart classification system. Post-
development monitoring for avian, small mammal, and bat species will be conducted.

Proposed FYO08 Activities:

Management/Maintenance — Management through irrigation, weed control, and cover crop
maintenance will continue as in FYOQ7. If perimeter trees are mature and seeding, the inner
portions of those areas will be managed to encourage germination. The site will be evaluated to
determine if structural management or replanting is needed.

Monitoring — Post-development monitoring for habitat, avian species, small mammal species,
and bats will continue as in FYQ7. Data will be obtained, analyzed, and utilized to make on-site
management decisions.

Pertinent Reports: Beal Lake Habitat Restoration, April 2005; and Beal Riparian Restoration,
Annual Report 2005 are posted on the LCR MSCP web site; Beal Lake Riparian Restoration
Development and Monitoring Plan; and 2006 Beal Lake Riparian Annual Report are posted on
the Web site.
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Work Task E2: Beal Lake Native Fish

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$210,000 | $270,840 $485,412 $100,000 $50,000 $70,000 $70,000

Contact: Gregg Garnett, (702) 293-8644, ggarnett@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Habitat Creation

Conservation Measures: BONY2 and RASU2

Location: Reach 3, Arizona, Havasu NWR, one-half mile east of River Mile 237

Purpose: Reclamation intends to maintain the backwater created for native fishes under the
1997 BO. Reclamation is simultaneously making improvements to the backwater and conducting
restoration research at the site. Information from this research will be used to adaptively manage
the backwater and increase efficiency and effectiveness in future backwater habitat creation
projects.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Monitoring of native fish is being
addressed under F5.

Project Description: Beal Lake was approximately 225 acres of shallow, low-quality aquatic
habitat that was dredged, beginning in 2001, to create a functioning backwater dedicated to
native fish. The Beal Lake restoration project is a continuation of the commitment to construct
habitat for protected native fish under the 1997 BO. Continued maintenance and management of
Beal Lake and research and development of the backwater as native fish habitat have been
included in LCR MSCP activities.

The restoration research and management of Beal Lake included the installation of a cylindrical
wedge wire screen system. Beal Lake was initially isolated from Topock Marsh with a passive
rock filtration system. After the filtration system performed poorly for several months (the
system was unable to keep up with evaporative losses in Beal Lake), Reclamation decided to test
a new technology that would supplement water flow into Beal Lake and would be effective in
excluding all life stages of non-native fishes. A cylindrical wedge-wire screen system was
selected because of ease of maintenance and long-term performance. Because cylindrical wedge-
wire screen technology had never been used for this application, information was needed to
estimate the hydraulic capacity of the system and its true exclusion capabilities. A two-phase
investigation, including in situ hydraulic testing and a laboratory exclusion evaluation, was
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contracted to provide these data. Results from these studies will provide a clearer picture of the
appropriateness of this technology in this situation and for future applications.

To increase efficiency, a number of the existing water control structures at Beal Lake were
replaced during the screen system installation. The existing features performed poorly and were
not adequately sized to supply the necessary water volume to the irrigation pump or to Beal
Lake.

Additional improvements have been proposed to allow for more effective management of water
in Beal Lake. A water management system that would enable large-scale water removal, water
level control for fisheries management, and large-scale water circulation capabilities is preferred.
The system would consist of a permanent platform, ramp, and discharge pipe that allow for the
intermittent deployment of various pumps, depending on the specific management need. The
water management system will be used to assist the irrigation pump in lowering the water level
in Beal Lake for lake renovation (this process includes pre-treatment fish salvage, chemical
treatment of the water to kill remaining non-native fish, post-detoxification sampling, and
restocking with native fish). In addition, the system will be used as a regular management tool to
circulate water from the south end of Beal Lake and induce freshening flows into Beal Lake from
Topock Marsh to maintain adequate levels of water quality to support native fish. Without the
ability to provide water exchange, native fish populations and their associated biological
communities in Beal Lake may be impacted. To maintain adequate water quality in Beal Lake
over the long term, there must be a mechanism for large-scale water circulation.

Previous Activities: The costs of initial backwater creation, including dredging and isolating
the backwater with a semi-permeable rock structure were incurred prior to FY05 and
implementation of the LCR MSCP.

FY06 Accomplishments: In March 2006, a water management system was constructed on the
south end of Beal Lake and a 50-cfs hydraulic pump was deployed. Due to successful installation
and testing of the water management system, promising performance of the screen system
(previously installed at Beal Lake), and availability of native fish for stocking, renovation plans
for Beal Lake were accelerated under the direction of the USFWS. Immediately after installation,
the water management system was used to lower water levels in Beal Lake in preparation for
renovation. A salvage effort was led by USFWS to remove any remaining RASU and significant
game species and was conducted prior to renovation with cooperators from AGFD, USFWS, and
Reclamation.

In two treatment events on April 6 and April 20, rotenone was applied to Beal Lake by
helicopter. The two applications were performed to increase the likelihood of complete removal
of nonnative fish. The treatments appeared to be effective; immediately after the first treatment,
cooperating agencies patrolled the entire lake surface (areas accessible by boat) and collected
any affected remaining native or game species. No native fishes were observed. All live game
species were returned to Topock Marsh. Immediately after the second treatment, cooperating
agencies thoroughly searched the entire lake surface (areas accessible by boat) to determine if
any addition fish were killed by the treatment. No additional native or nonnative fishes were
observed alive or dead in Beal Lake during the second treatment.

167



Prior to stocking, USFWS conducted sampling to ensure that nonnative fishes were not present
in Beal Lake, post-renovation. On June 14, 2006, approximately 1,844 untagged bonytail were
stocked into Beal Lake by USFWS. On June 15, 69 razorback sucker were transferred by
USFWS to Beal Lake. During razorback stocking, USFWS and Reclamation personnel observed
approximately 30 largemouth bass ranging from 25 to 75 mm in length. This was the first
observation of nonnative fish presence in Beal Lake since renovation in April.

Additional schools of nonnative fishes were observed near the rock structure and near the water
management system ramp on June 19. On June 16, a USFWS refuge employee identified an area
of flow on the south (Beal Lake) side of the rock structure that appeared to have water moving
from the Topock side of the rock structure into the Beal Lake side of the structure. No breech
could be found on the Topock Marsh side of the rock structure; however, the structure has been
identified as a possible vector for invasion of Beal Lake by nonnative fishes.

During winter 2006-2007, the USFWS surveyed the entire lake to assess native and nonnative
species composition. The USFWS is currently monitoring for water quality and fisheries at Beal
Lake.

During FY06, biological evaluations of the screen system at Beal Lake were conducted. These
biological evaluations included:

1. Determining if there were differences in bio-fouling/bio-accumulation in two screen
materials: 304 stainless steel (304 SS) and Z-Alloy.

2. Determining the effectiveness of the screen system in excluding small life stages (eggs
and larvae) of selected species of nonnative fishes.

Screen material evaluations were conducted in-situ at two sites on the LCR and screen exclusion
trials were conducted in a laboratory setting. For the evaluations that compared screen materials,
the Z-Alloy samples had much less biofouling than was observed on the 304 SS samples. This
suggests that the Z-alloy screen material would be superior to 304 SS in terms of lower
maintenance for long-term deployment at these sites. A final report is posted on the LCR MSCP
Web site.

The screen system was effective in excluding the eggs and larvae of fathead minnow,
smallmouth bass, and blue catfish at all of the velocities tested during laboratory trials. A portion
of the gizzard shad eggs and larvae were entrained during the testing. It was concluded that the
screen system was not effective in excluding gizzard shad eggs and larvae and that this type of
screen system would also not be effective in excluding 100% of threadfin shad eggs and larvae in
situ. Presence of threadfin shad is not considered to have a major impact on native fishes. Shad
are not a predatory species and in their small life stages may provide forage for bonytail. These
preliminary results suggest that screen systems with these slot sizes can, however, effectively
exclude all life stages of nonnative fishes that are larger than the representative species
successfully tested in this study. These results also suggest that these types of screen systems
may be an effective means of protecting backwaters for native fishes in future projects.
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FYO07 Activities: No major construction projects are anticipated for Beal Lake in FY07.
Activities covered under this work task in FYO07 will be limited to continued coordination with
USFWS regarding future construction (including rehabilitation of the rock structure) and
maintenance of the features in place at Beal Lake. Other expenditures in FYO7 will include
continuation of the restoration research component at Beal Lake. Funding in FYO07 will allow for
upgrading and maintaining the water level sensors at Beal Lake and for the preparation and
submission of a manuscript on the screen system research to a peer-reviewed journal for
publication.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Coordination with resource agencies will continue to determine
future operations and maintenance of existing features at Beal Lake. Long-term monitoring of
the screen system’s hydraulic performance will continue using the installed water level sensor
system. Real-time data will be transmitted from the remote data loggers and is expected to be
available on a Web site by summer of FYQ7. This work task also covers the routine maintenance
of the screen system and water level sensors. This work will include regular flushing and manual
cleaning of the screen system and periodic calibration and maintenance of the sensor system.
Water quality and fisheries monitoring activities will be coordinated with USFWS and are
covered under F5.

Pertinent Reports: Evaluation of a Cylindrical Wedge-Wire Screen System at Beal Lake,
Arizona, 2005; and Evaluation of a Cylindrical Wedge-Wire Screen System at Beal Lake,
Arizona, 2006 Phase Il Testing is posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task E3: ‘Ahakhav Tribal Preserve

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$120,000 | $53,580 $1,135,299 $60,000 $145,000 $145,000 | $195,000

Contact: Barbara Raulston, (702) 293-8396, braulston@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY04

Expected Duration: FYQ09 Decision Point

Long-term Goal: Restoration Research

Conservation Measures: CLRA, WIFL1, WRBA2, WYBA-3, CRCR2, YHCR?2, LEBI1,
BLRA1, YBCU1, ELOWI], GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI1, YWAR1, SUTA1, and MNSW?2.

Location: Reach 4, Colorado River Indian Tribes, river miles 173-174, AZ

Purpose: This demonstration project is designed to test planting, maintenance, and irrigation
methods on fallow agricultural fields while developing more than 200 acres of cottonwood,
willow, and mesquite.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Vegetation and species monitoring
are being addressed in F1-F4.

Project Description: In September 2004, Reclamation finalized a 5-year agreement with the
CRIT to conduct habitat restoration at the ‘Ahakhav Tribal Preserve (Preserve), located just
south of Parker, Arizona. This agreement expires in FY09 at which point a decision will be made
to continue restoration activities, manage created land cover types for the 50-year term of the
LCR MSCP, or discontinue funding.

In 1995, the CRIT established the Preserve to protect fish, wildlife, and plants in the riparian
areas along the river. Reclamation began assisting the Preserve with restoration activities in
2003, prior to implementation of the LCR MSCP. A variety of methods and techniques such as
seeding, planting cuttings of various sizes, etc. are being used to create approximately 200 acres
of cottonwood-willow and mesquite land cover types on out-of-production agricultural areas
dominated by tumbleweed and sparse saltcedar. All work is done in an effort to evaluate efficient
and cost-effective methods for various re-vegetation projects. Maintenance and management of
approximately 135 acres of riparian land cover types created since 2003 is ongoing, and an
additional 120 acres of restoration are planned.

Previous Activities: Work began in 2003 by restoring CRIT 9 (154 acres) with native riparian

plant species including cottonwood, willow, and mesquite. This involved site preparation
(clearing, root-ripping, leveling), soil testing, installation of irrigation infrastructure, and
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planting. Monitoring of irrigation and maintenance of planted areas has been on-going
throughout the process.

FY06 Accomplishments: Maintenance/Restoration/Management — Previously established
cottonwood-willow and mesquite land cover types totaling 154 acres (CRIT 9) were irrigated.
No additional planting occurred. General maintenance of CRIT 9 included clearing canals of
debris, repairing ditches and gates, and re-establishing berms between irrigated sections. To
improve the movement of water across each field, small trenches were dug from the irrigation
gates to the opposite side of each irrigated section.

Plans outlined in FY05 for CRIT 10 and 11 (disking, burning of debris piles, purchase and
installation of irrigation infrastructure, lining of canals) were delayed until FYQ7, resulting in
approximately half of the projected funds expended. Some saltcedar control of re-sprouts was
implemented in CRIT 11. Preserve staff consulted with the local USDA Natural Resource
Conservation Service (NRCS) office in Parker, Arizona, and Reclamation to re-evaluate
irrigation infrastructure and planting designs in CRIT 10 and 11. Site preparations planned for
CRIT 10 and 11 were delayed due to staff shortages and personnel changes at the Preserve. Firm
dates for completion of these tasks have been set. Reclamation and CRIT are in discussions
regarding a future 50-year land use agreement. This agreement will solidify which areas on the
Preserve will be included in the LCR MSCP, roles and responsibilities of each partner, and
management plans for all created habitat.

Monitoring — Post-development monitoring of habitat components was conducted at the CRIT
9. Herbaceous cover was monitored in April 2006, at 22 locations. Herbaceous species present
were Bermuda grass, sandbur, alfalfa, mustard, bursage, Russian thistle, crinkle mat, pygmy
grass, palofox, and desert sunrise. Fixed radius plots, which measured habitat characteristic such
as density, basal area, canopy cover and vertical foliage density, were measured at 62 points
throughout the site. The site was classified into Anderson and Ohmart vegetation classifications
in November, 2006. Forty-seven acres were classified as CW 11, 28 acres as CW 111, 29 acres as
CW 1V, 19 acres saltcedar/screwbean mesquite (SM) 111, and 11 acres as honey mesquite (HM)
I11in CRIT 9. The remaining 17 acres within the irrigated areas were either bare ground or
unclassified.

Post-development avian point counts, southwestern willow flycatcher surveys and yellow-billed
cuckoo surveys were conducted at the site during the 2006 breeding season. One migratory
willow flycatcher was detected at the site. No yellow-billed cuckoos were detected. A small
population of vermilion flycatchers were the only LCR MSCP covered avian species detected at
the site. The four most abundant species detected were the brown-headed cowbird, western
kingbird, mourning dove, and Bullock’s oriole.

Further information on irrigation and management are in ‘Ahakhav Tribal Preserve Restoration
Development Plan, 2006 and ‘Ahakhav Tribal Preserve Annual Report, 2006.

FYO07 Activities: Maintenance/Restoration/Management — Reclamation is assisting CRIT with
management plans for CRIT 9. Areas that can be kept wet between irrigations are being inter-
planted with cottonwood and willow poles to create dense patches of vegetation. Small plastic
pools have been buried throughout these areas to maintain a moist, humid micro-climate within
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the vegetation. VVegetation adjacent to the irrigation ditches will be flooded at least once per
week during the SWFL breeding season.

The lined irrigation ditches for CRIT 10 were installed in January 2007. Once irrigation
infrastructure is in place, a cover crop will be planted on the 60 acre site in order to begin
conditioning the sandy soils for the eventual planting of riparian vegetation. It is expected that
approximately half of CRIT 10 (in areas furthest from the irrigation source) will be planted with
honey mesquite seed in 2007. This will be a demonstration project to determine if drilling
mesquite seed is a viable alternative to using container plants. Areas closest to the irrigation ditch
will be maintained with a cover crop throughout 2007. Various mulching materials that may
increase the water holding capacity of sandy soils are being investigated. For example, during the
growing season of 2007, CRIT and Reclamation will be experimenting with cotton-gin waste
from a nearby cotton gin for mulch. The material will be analyzed for herbicide and pesticide
content as well as for the presence of weed seeds before use on a large scale.

Possible planting designs for CRIT 11 will be explored during FY07. This area spans roughly 3
tiers of elevation that could be used to simulate a natural “tiered” riparian corridor. The site will
be surveyed, an excavation plan will be developed, and soil sampling will be conducted. Based
on this information, a Restoration Development Plan for this project will be developed.

Monitoring — Post-development monitoring of abiotic and biotic habitat characteristics will be
conducted. In recently planted or seeded areas, tree survivorship and growth will be monitored
after their first or second growing season. After three growing seasons, habitat characteristics
will be monitored using fixed radius plots. Microclimate data, including temperature, relative
humidity and soil moisture, will be recorded at the site from April to September. The CRIT 9 site
will be classified by land cover type using the Ohmart and Anderson vegetation classification
system. Post-development monitoring for avian species will be conducted in 2007.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Maintenance/Restoration/Management — CRIT 9 and 10 will
continue to be irrigated and maintenance activities will be implemented as needed. Additional
cottonwood and willow will be planted in CRIT 10 on areas adjacent to the irrigation source.
Methods of planting these areas (poles, container plants, or seed), mulch materials and/or water
retention features that may be utilized have yet to be determined. Installation of irrigation
infrastructure and planting of an appropriate cover crop may be implemented at CRIT 11 in
FYO08.

Monitoring: (CRIT 9 and 10) — Post-development monitoring of habitat characteristics and
avian use will be continued. Data will be obtained, analyzed, and utilized to make on site
management decisions.

Pertinent Reports: ‘Ahakhav Tribal Preserve, CRIT 9 Restoration, June 2006; ‘Ahakhav Tribal

Preserve Restoration Development Plan, 2006 and ‘Ahakhav Tribal Preserve Annual Report,
2006 will be posted to the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task E4: Palo Verde Ecological Reserve

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$310,000 | *$590,486 $657,231 $976,000 | $1,185,000 | $1,460,000 | $2,000,000

*FY06 actual reflects the advance purchase, propagation, and planting of trees and shrubs in FY07 as Phase 2. Future estimates
reflect this advance purchase strategy.

Contact: Gail Iglitz, (702) 293-8138, giglitz@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Habitat creation

Conservation Measures: CLRA1, WIFL1, WRBA2, WYBA3, CRCR2, YHCR?2, LEBI1,
YBCUL, ELOW1, GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI1, YWAR1, SUTA1, and MNSW?2

Location: Reach 4, CDFG, river miles 129-133, CA

Purpose: Create and manage a mosaic of native land cover types for LCR MSCP covered
species.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Vegetation and species monitoring
are being addressed under F1-F4. Insect populations are being evaluated under C5 and C6.

Project Description: The Palo Verde Ecological Reserve (PVER) encompasses more than 1,300
acres. This property (formerly known as the Travis Ranch) has been made available to the LCR
MSCP for habitat restoration activities by CDFG.

The eastern boundary of the property (more than four miles) is adjacent to the Colorado River;
the western boundary is adjacent to active agricultural fields. The PVER has an extensive
infrastructure consisting of miles of lined irrigation ditches, roads, and a pump. Currently, the
acreage is leased to a contract farmer and is planted with crops of alfalfa and wheat. Each year a
portion of the active crop acreage will be taken out of production to develop the next phase of
native habitat. The intent is to create as much riparian habitat as practical. Generally, all phases
at PVER are targeted for SWFL, YBCU, and other covered species.

To date, standard farming practices are an efficient and effective way to convert agricultural
cropland to habitat. Costs for development and maintenance of the habitat include such farming
methods as land leveling, disking, irrigation of crops, repair and maintenance of the irrigation
system, fertilizer, and herbicide. Palo Verde Irrigation District provides water to PVER. The
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costs associated with irrigation, electricity, and water are proportional to the amount of acreage
that has been converted to habitat.

The mass transplanting demonstration (E7) has proven to be a cost-effective method for planting
riparian trees and shrubs. This method includes the collection of plant material, propagation, and
planting of native species.

It is essential to have a mosaic of habitats that contain areas of riparian species (including
mesquite), and ground covers or open areas. Ground cover is an effective method of controlling
nonnative species and provides another layer of vegetation for habitat. Ground covers are
planted with transplants or by seed; costs vary by methods of planting used. Mesquite trees are
generally planted by the use of a tree planter or auger. Typically, mesquite costs are based on a
1-gallon planted tree.

Agricultural areas have irrigation systems in place that are conducive for water management of
riparian species. However, standing or saturated soil areas for covered species may need to be
created or amended, and managed throughout the term of the program.

Previous Activities: N/A

FY06 Accomplishments: The Palo Verde Ecological Reserve Development Plan: Overview,
Phase 1 and Phase 2 documents were reviewed and approved by CDFG. A 50-year restoration
agreement with CDFG describing each party’s responsibilities was developed.

In the spring of 2006, a total of 31 acres were developed for the nursery as Phase 1 to provide
native plant material for future phases at PVER and other restoration sites in the LCR floodplain.
More than 2,200 trees and shrubs were planted in two fields; Field A encompasses 20 acres and
Field B 11 acres. Each field was planted with native species according to water requirements.
Field A is dedicated to plantings with higher water requirements: cottonwood, coyote willow,
Goodding’s willow, and mule’s fat. Vegetation with lower water requirements such as Atriplex,
saltgrass, and honey mesquite were planted in Field B.

Field A had an existing alfalfa crop, which was incorporated as a ground cover to limit invasive
weeds and add nitrogen. The field was disked using a tractor with GPS capability. The GPS was
set for every 20 feet in two-dimensional x-y coordinates, creating an exact grid pattern in the
field. The trees were planted at the intersection of the disking, ensuring consistent space between
the trees for future access for plant material collection.

Field B was an abandoned agricultural field that required root plowing, clearing, and burning
prior to disking. The entire 11 acres was prepared and mass transplanted with saltgrass, which
will provide soil stabilization and future seed stock. Approximately 1 acre of Baccharis and
Atriplex species were planted over the salt grass base. Unfortunately, a week after planting, an
aggressive wind storm passed through the area, damaging and burying most of the Baccharis and
a portion of the saltgrass. Approximately 50% of the saltgrass and 100% of the Baccharis was
lost. Saltgrass is a spreading crop, so there is a strong chance the remaining saltgrass will
significantly increase in 2007.
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The honey mesquite trees were planted in October through existing grasses. Two treatments were
installed to discourage rabbits from damaging the trees. Chicken wire and garlic clips were
placed around and on the trees.

The opportunity to pre-purchase the collection, propagation, and planting of trees for Phase 2
arose and was completed in FY06; therefore, expenditures in FY06 were more than anticipated.

At the end of the year, cottonwood and willow species were noted to be greater than 6 feet tall
and in some cases greater than 9 feet with significant branching. A small amount of morning
glory was found in the cottonwood-willow trees. Initiation of an invasive weed management
program will begin in the spring.

Pre-development monitoring was conducted for targeted covered species, including neotropical
migratory birds, small mammals, and bats. Monitoring for small mammals and bats was
conducted on Phase 2. Neotropical migratory bird monitoring was conducted on the entire
reserve utilizing a point-count protocol. The Arizona Bell’s vireo was the only targeted covered
species observed. Two observations were made during separate survey dates in different areas.

Implementation monitoring of the vegetation was conducted for the native plant nursery (Phase
1). Year-1 survivorship was measured at 95%. Additional information can be found in the Palo
Verde Ecological Reserve Annual Report, 2006.

FYO07 Activities: The development of Phase 2 (80 acres) is the focus in FY07. The ground will
be prepped for Phase 2 planting, which includes disking, laser leveling, and plowing as needed to
mass transplant the trees and shrubs. Because a small amount of morning glory was found in
2006 (less than 10 plants) in the nursery, a heavy application of ground cover seed will be
applied prior to planting of Phase 2 to help reduce any infestation of morning glory. A matting of
vegetative ground cover has proven effective on other restoration sites for reducing invasive
weeds. Mass transplanting of approximately 60 acres of riparian species (approximately 128,000
of cottonwood, willow, saltgrass, and Baccharis) will take place in March. Spacing will be
increased to 6-foot inline with 40 inches between rows to reduce cost and still provide the
structural density required by the species. A 1-acre area has been dedicated as an open area and
will be mass transplanted with saltgrass on 1-foot inline spacing. Atriplex will be planted using
the same technique in the spring. Mesquite trees typically need one growing season prior to
planting; as a result, mesquite trees will be planted in October. More than 17,000 coyote willow,
Goodding’s willow, and cottonwood will be hand planted to complete the development of the
remaining lands.

Vegetation plantings will take advantage of proximity to irrigation gates and be planted in areas
between borders where irrigation schedules can be controlled. Irrigation will be monitored to
keep the root balls moist during the first crucial few weeks. A diligent approach will be taken to
monitor and eliminate morning glory. Hand picking, along with the use of herbicides, will be
used to manage the weed.

The plan and design for Phase 3 development of approximately 87 acres will be drafted. In Phase

3, cottonwood-willow land cover type will be established to provide habitat for SWFL, in
accordance with the SIA BO obligation being accomplished by the LCR MSCP.
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The planting will integrate a random mixing of Goodding’s willow and coyote willow with edges
of cottonwood. Open areas will be incorporated along the borders, allowing the flexibility to
rework the borders if needed, without disturbing the trees and shrubs.

Pre-development monitoring for targeted covered small mammals and bats will continue for
Phase 2 and begin for Phase 3. Pre-development neotropical migratory bird monitoring will
continue reserve-wide, utilizing the point-count protocol. Implementation monitoring of
vegetation for Phase 2 will commence in the spring after the trees are planted. Monitoring for
bats and neotropical migratory bird use will begin for Phase 2. Additional information can be
found in the Phase 2 development plan posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Field preparation and planting of Phase 3 will be conducted to
create as much riparian habitat as practical with the intent to target habitat for SWFL, YBCU,
and other covered species. Previous phases will be monitored and adaptively managed for the
targeted species. Site preparation for mass transplanting of riparian trees and shrubs on
approximately 87 acres will be conducted. The plan and design for continued development of
riparian habitat will be included in Phase 4.

Pre-development monitoring for targeted covered small mammals and bats will continue for
Phase 3 and begin for Phase 4. Pre-development neotropical migratory bird monitoring will
continue reserve-wide, utilizing point counts. Monitoring of vegetation will continue for Phase 2
and begin for Phase 3. Monitoring for bats and neo-tropical migratory birds will continue for
Phase 2. Monitoring for small mammals will begin for Phase 3.

Pertinent Reports: The Palo Verde Ecological Reserve Restoration Development Plan:
Overview, which outlines the general development of the property, the Palo Verde Ecological
Reserve Restoration Development Plan: Phase 1, which described the restoration activities
planned for FY06, and the Palo Verde Ecological Reserve Restoration Development Plan: Phase
2, which described the restoration activities planned for FYQ7 are posted on the LCR MSCP
Web site. Acoustic Bat Surveys Lower Colorado River Pilot Study: April 2006, and Palo Verde
Ecological Reserve Annual Report, 2006 will be posted when available.
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Work Task E5: Cibola Valley Conservation Area

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate Estimate Estimate
FY06
$1,633,000 | *$1,292,929 $1,410,645 $2,656,000 | $1,703,000 | $1,800,000 | $1,950,000

*FY06 actual reflects the advance purchase, propagation, and planting of trees and shrubs in FY07 as Phase 3. Future estimates
reflect this advance purchase strategy.

Contact: Bill Singleton, (702) 293-8159, wsingleton@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Habitat creation

Conservation Measures: CLRA1, WIFL1, WRBA2, WYBA3, CRCR2, YHCR?2, LEBI1,
BLRA1, YBCU1, ELOWI], GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI1, YWAR1, SUTA1 and MNSW2

Location: Reach 4, river miles 99-104, AZ

Purpose: Create and manage a mosaic of native land cover types for LCR MSCP covered
species.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Vegetation and species monitoring
are being addressed under F1-F4. Insect populations are being investigated as described in C5.

Project Description: Mohave County Water Authority (MCWA) owns and manages 1,309
acres of land in Cibola Valley, of which 1,019 acres are active agricultural lands serviced by the
Cibola Valley Irrigation and Drainage District. The MCWA has made the lands available for
restoration by the LCR MSCP. These lands are referred to as the Cibola Valley Conservation
Area (CVCA).

Cibola Valley Conservation Area is located in southwestern La Paz County, Arizona, about 15
miles south of Blythe, California. The valley encompasses the land inside an engineered bend of
the lower Colorado River and a remnant oxbow on the west side of the river (Palo Verde
Oxbow). It is farmed primarily for cotton and alfalfa. It is bordered to the south by Cibola NWR
and on the east by unimproved land under the jurisdiction of BLM. The river forms the north and
west boundaries, except for the Palo Verde Oxbow, from river miles 98.8 to 104.9.

Reclamation has an option to secure up to 1,381 ac-ft per year from the MCWA and up to 1,500
ac-ft per year from the Hopi Tribe. The one-time fee to secure this fourth-priority Colorado River
Water is $1,400 per ac-ft adjusted for inflation. In addition, Reclamation already maintains a
fourth-priority entitlement of 118.94 ac-ft per year at CVCA.
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Work is underway in conjunction with U of A to determine the optimal quantity of irrigation
water that should be supplied during native tree establishment. This research is exploring the
relationships between soil water supply and tree physiological response and will conclude in
February 20009.

Previous Activities: Environmental compliance activities were completed to allow for planting
of Phase 1 and included a class 11 cultural resources inventory for the entire 1,309 acres owned
and managed by MCWA.

FY06 Accomplishments: The Cibola Valley Conservation Area Restoration Development Plan:
Overview, Phase 1, Phase 2, and Phase 3 were completed and will be posted on the LCR MSCP
Web site in FYQ7. Planning for development and creation of habitat on CVCA continued.
Documents for ensuring long-term commitments of all parties and securing interest in land and
water were initiated. Further discussions on land ownership, water issues, and management
options are ongoing.

Environmental compliance was initiated, signed, and approved for the 1,309 acres owned and
managed by MCWA. This allows for further development activities throughout the entire Cibola
Valley Conservation Area.

In March 2006, more than 150,000 coyote willow, Goodding’s willow, and Fremont cottonwood
were mass transplanted on 59 acres in less than 5 days in accordance with the Phase 1 restoration
development plan. Initial survivorship (30 days) was greater than 95%. By June 2006,
survivorship was still extremely high and many of the trees had already reached 6 feet in height.
In response to an invasion of morning glory, a farm advisory board meeting was held. The
advisory board was formed to address farming issues, tap into local resources, and provide
information to the local communities. Control measures for morning glory were researched and
discussed by the group. Unfortunately, the invasion was too widespread to use herbicide without
damaging the existing tree crop. The decision was made to conduct a review of control
approaches and available herbicides, monitor the site, mow areas with heavy infestation for
future redevelopment, and formulate a morning glory control plan for management of Phase 1
and development of future phases. It is not uncommon for native trees established to have to
compete with other invasive plant species, and the prognosis for controlling the outbreak is
positive.

Phase 1, an 86-acre parcel, was planted using a vegetable mass transplanter, creating 64 acres of
future SWFL habitat. Field B-2 (4.8 acres) was not planted due to a shortage of Goodding’s
willow stock and was left as alfalfa. All the fields were planted with an alfalfa cover crop, after
which the trees were planted. A 22-acre native plant nursery was planted. The nursery will
provide plant material for future restoration activities. A local farmer was contracted to prepare
the fields for planting, irrigate as required, and provide repairs as required to the irrigation
system infrastructure.

Ivyleaf morning-glory invaded the fields beginning in May. This aggressive plant can establish a

strong foothold and will smother whatever plants it can climb; if nothing is available to climb, it
simply covers the ground in a dense mat. By June, more than half of the fields were covered, and
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by late summer, the alfalfa cover crop was unsuccessful in keeping out the morning glory and
was threatening the growing native trees. Some fields were invaded with morning glory to a
much lesser extent. Approximately 17 acres were mowed in an attempt to stop the invasive
morning glory. Plans are currently ongoing to combat the invasive morning glory next season
both mechanically and with herbicides.

Irrigation regime research was conducted in Phase 1 to gather soil moisture and irrigation data
for future sites. This 3-year field experiment will evaluate the response of three native tree
species to two different surface irrigation regimes and fertilization. Phase 1 fields were
thoroughly mapped using electromagnetic induction, which allows for spatial mapping of soil
texture and salinity. Whole plant measurements were made including plant height, diameter, and
leaf area index. During the growing season, leaf water potential and leaf gas exchange was
measured monthly. Unfortunately, the invasive morning glory affected the data gathering for all
the intended sites, limiting scientific conclusions that could be drawn.

Reclamation conducted an analysis of the CVCA irrigation system for Phases 1 through 3 to
assess the current status of the irrigation infrastructure, and to recommend alternatives for
irrigation rehabilitation/improvement. As a result, contract negotiations were initiated for
concrete lining of approximately 6,000 feet of irrigation canals.

The opportunity to pre-purchase the collection, propagation, and planting of trees for Phase 3
arose and was completed in FY06. Costs estimated to secure land and water for long-term
program use were not completed during the fiscal year. The overall results of these two actions
was a reduction in FY06 actual costs.

Pre- and post-development monitoring was conducted at Phase 1, Phase 2, Phase 3, and the
control site on CVCA. Soil samples were obtained, and all nutrients and salinity were within
normal parameters. Vegetation survivorship data was collected on Phase 1 two weeks after
planting and was collected again in October 2006. Survival varied between and within fields.
After one growing season, estimated percent survival for all species planted ranged from 31% for
Field A to 43% for Field C. Within-field transects ranged from zero to 71% survival.
Survivorship was influenced by the morning glory infestation, either through direct mortality or
as a result of methods initiated to control the infestation (mowing sections of Fields A, B, and
D). In areas heavily infested with morning glory, survivorship was difficult to measure. More
accurate survivorship data will be available after FY07 monitoring has been completed. The
nursery was not monitored for percent survival.

Avian point counts were conducted on Phase 1, Phase 2, and at the control site. Approximately
24 species were observed at all sites, with the control site having the greatest species diversity
and richness. Small mammal trapping occurred on Phase 1 and at the control site. Only four field
mice were caught at both sites. Acoustic bat surveys were conducted utilizing Anabats in April
2006 and October 2006. In April, 13 bat passes, accounting for 5 bat species/bat groups, were
recorded on Phase 1, while 9 bat passes, accounting for 5 bat species/bat groups, were recorded
on the control site. Data has not been analyzed for the October visit, and will be presented with
2007 data analysis.
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FYO07 Activities: Phase 2, originally scheduled for planting in FY07, will be postponed due to
morning glory concerns. However, Phase 2 fields will be mechanically disked and treated with
herbicides in an attempt to control morning glory propagation prior to planting in FY08. Phase 2
fields are scheduled for planting in FY08. Phase 3 will be planted, converting approximately 105
acres of active agricultural fields to cottonwood-willow land cover type, which is designed to
eventually duplicate the native vegetation mosaic documented in occupied SWFL habitat.
Automated mass planting techniques will be employed to plant the trees within all the fields. The
fields will be prepared for planting and irrigated as required, and repairs will be provided as
needed to the irrigation system infrastructure. A crop consultant may be utilized to recommend
schedules for water and fertilizer applications. During the growing season, the crop consultant
may sample and analyze plant tissue for nitrogen levels and other nutrients as necessary.

Phase 1 will be replanted as required as a result of morning glory infestation and the shortage of
native plants in Field B-2 (approximately 4.8 acres). Additionally, portions of the 17 acres that
were mowed will be replanted with native plant species. The irrigation infrastructure for phases 1
and 2 will be modified to provide irrigation water for the next 20-30 years. Main access roads
will be graveled with Type-11 base to control dust, in accordance with local regulations.

Irrigation research conducted by the U of A will continue in the Phase 1 location to gather data
for future sites. Soil moisture content, drainage, and tree response will be measured with distance
from the irrigation ditch in single plots of each irrigation-treatment tree/species combination.
Measurements at varying distances from the irrigation ditch allow for monitoring along gradients
of water availability. Additional sub-plots will receive periodic nitrogen fertilization, and plant
response will be measured. Tentatively, two water regimes (6 acre-feet per year and 9 acre-feet
per year) will be applied. By measuring soil water content in near real-time and measuring tree
response to irrigation treatments on several temporal scales, the study will determine tree
response to irrigation. Soil/water content, drainage, and plant response are being measured for
three growing seasons. The research and results will allow estimation of an appropriate irrigation
regime for successful habitat restoration.

Pre- and post-development monitoring will continue on phases 1-4 and the control site at CVCA.
Habitat, avian, small mammal, and bat monitoring will continue.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Planting and field preparation of Phase 2, designed to create 76
acres of SWFL habitat, is located south of Phase 1, and is scheduled for FY08. Planting of Phase
2, combined with trees planted in Phase 1, will form a larger block of native vegetation with the
intent of creating an integrated mosaic of habitats. All the acreage will be developed and
maintained for riparian habitat targeting SWFL. Research being conducted by the University of
Arizona, which began in FY06, would continue throughout FY08. Irrigation and management of
86 acres of native plant species in Phase 1 and 105 acres in Phase 3, as described in the Cibola
Valley Conservation Area Restoration Development Plan: Overview will be conducted. A
document titled, Cibola Valley Conservation Area Restoration Development Plan: Phase 4, will
be created that includes design and planting plan of Phase 4 that would be established in FY09.
Approximately 64 acres of honey mesquite will be planted. Pre- and post-development
monitoring will continue on completed and anticipated phases and the control site at CVCA.
Habitat monitoring and monitoring for covered species will continue.
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Pertinent Reports: Soil-Plant-Water-Nutrient Relationships of Populus Fremontii, Salix
gooddingii, and Salix exigua During Native Habitat Restoration, the study plan from the
Department of Soil, Water, and Environmental Science, University of Arizona, is available upon
request. Cibola Valley Conservation Area Draft Report for Phase 1; Cibola Valley Conservation
Area Restoration Development Plan: Overview; Cibola Valley Conservation Area Restoration
Development Plan: Phase 1; Cibola Valley Conservation Area Restoration Development Plan:
Phase 2; Cibola Valley Conservation Area Restoration Development Plan: Phase 3; and Cibola
Valley Conservation Area Annual Report, 2006 will be posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task E6: Cottonwood Genetics Study

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$25,000 $23,438 $243,369 $15,000 $15,000 $0 $0

Contact: Gregg Garnett, (702) 293-8644, ggarnett@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY04

Expected Duration: FY09

Long-term Goal: Restoration Research

Conservation Measures: WIFL1, WRBA2, WYBA3, CRCR2, YHCR2, YBCUL1, ELOW1,
GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI1, YWARL, and SUTA1

Location: Reach 4, Cibola National Wildlife Refuge, %2 mile east of River Mile 97, AZ

Purpose: This research project is designed to determine the relative levels of genetic diversity in
the remaining stands of Fremont cottonwood across the Southwest, and investigate the influence
of this genetic diversity and local genetic adaptations on community diversity in the context of
habitat restoration. The expression of these genetic adaptations may manifest in trees possessing
superior traits with respect to growth, reproduction, survival, and the habitat quality they
influence. Previous research indicates that diversity in cottonwoods can have a direct effect on
associated trophic communities and can lead to increases in wildlife diversity. A benefit of
genetically diverse stands of trees in dominant riparian communities is increased plasticity to
varying environmental perturbation including disease, insect outbreaks, and climate change.
Reclamation will use the information gained from this study to increase knowledge and success
in creating functional wildlife habitat, and to insure that adequate genetic diversity of dominant
riparian plants are included in habitat creation projects.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): All work tasks in Section E that
target cottonwood-willow habitat. Starting in FY09, operation and maintenance costs for E6 will
be included in Cibola NWR Unit 1 (E24).

Project Description: Reclamation has entered into a 5-year land use agreement with the
USFWS to conduct restoration research in Unit 1 at Cibola NWR. Information is lacking
regarding the relative levels of genetic diversity within the remaining cottonwoods along the
LCR and the impact of this genetic diversity as it pertains to community structures and
ultimately, wildlife diversity within restoration sites. In an effort to increase knowledge and
success in creating functional wildlife habitat, Reclamation solicited the scientific community for
proposals to investigate these relationships. The NAU was awarded a cooperative agreement and
contributed matching funds from a National Science Foundation grant to undertake these
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investigations. The project includes genetically screening remaining stocks of Fremont
cottonwood trees in stands throughout the Southwest and selecting genetically distinct trees,
representative of these locations, to be planted in an experimental garden with a replicated
design. The experimental garden will be monitored to observe how these genetic differences may
be expressed in terms of growth, reproduction, and survival in a typical restoration site, and
genetic traits that influence superior habitat quality (including those that may support LCR
MSCP covered species). These genetic traits will likely be important for long-term survival and
for maintaining habitat quality and health throughout the life of the program. Sampling will be
conducted to indicate species diversity and richness at multiple trophic levels with respect to soil
microbes, invertebrates, and vertebrate communities associated with specific cottonwood
genotypes. The experimental garden will be located at Cibola NWR on agricultural land with
water and irrigation infrastructure.

Previous Activities: None

FY06 Accomplishments: Baseline arthropod data were collected through September 2006, and
additional genetic data are being gathered for the remaining primer combinations for all 56
cottonwood genotypes. A number of publications have been generated based partially on these
preliminary data (see pertinent reports).

Initial spring 2006, survival surveys indicated that mortality was approximately 30% in the
experimental garden; however, follow-up fall 2006 surveys indicated that mortality had
increased to approximately 90%. Researchers suspect that fall planting may have influenced this
high mortality. Trees were planted dormant in fall of 2005 (FY06), but warm temperatures
induced early bud break using up important food reserves for the trees’ growth in the following
spring. Without these reserves, the trees may not have been able to adequately compete with an
already tall and vigorously growing cover-crop and other weedy species. This experience has
been recognized as an important lesson that will influence all future LCR MSCP plantings with
respect to planting season.

FYO7 Activities: The cottonwood genetics experimental garden will be replanted in spring of
FY07. The design and composition of the garden will be identical to the original garden as
detailed in the study plan. Reclamation is assisting with field preparation and personnel for
planting; however, the majority of the replanting and labor costs (recollection, propagation,
transportation, and planting) are being assumed by NAU. This replanting will necessarily mean a
delay in information from the experimental research, but it is not expected to impact budget
projections for this work task. Additional measures are being used (spring planting season,
rigorous field preparation, and weed management) to ensure successful establishment of the
experimental garden.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Data collection including recording trophic responses and
measuring physical parameters will continue through FY08. These data will include samples of
soil microbes, invertebrate communities, and monitoring growth and development of trees. This
information is necessary to determine if genotype differences important for restoration are being
expressed. The majority of this portion of the study will be funded through NAU cost share.
Support from Reclamation will be limited and may include staff time for agreement coordination
and administration, equipment purchase or rental, and minor field support.
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Pertinent Reports: Nature Reviews, July 2006; Science Daily, July 2006; U.S. Dept of State
Washington File, August 2006; and Ecological Society of America Frontiers in Ecology and the
Environment, October 2006, are posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task E7: Mass Transplanting Demonstration

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$10,000 $12,309 $319,309 $15,000 $15,000 $0 $0

Contact: Gail Iglitz, (702) 293-8138, giglitz@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY09

Long-term Goal: Restoration Research

Conservation Measures: WIFL1, WRBA2, WYBA3, CRCR2, YHCRZ2, LEBI1, BLRAL,
YBCUL, ELOWLI, GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI1, YWAR1, and SUTA1

Location: Reach 4, Cibola NWR, one-half mile east of River Mile 97, AZ

Purpose: This research project evaluates mass transplanting techniques for cottonwood and
willow using commercially available mechanized transplanting equipment. To meet the
requirement to create 5,940 acres of cottonwood-willow land cover type habitat, a significant
number of native trees will need to be established each year. Mass transplanting is an approach
used successfully by commercial growers. If mass transplanting of native species proves
effective, it is expected to provide a useful cost-effective tool in the creation of future habitat.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Beginning in FYQ9, operation and
maintenance costs for this work task will be included in Cibola NWR Unit 1 (E24).

Project Description: Reclamation has entered into a 5-year land use agreement with the
USFWS to conduct restoration research in Unit 1 at Cibola NWR. This work task demonstrates
automated mass transplanting techniques using native riparian species. The intent is to
investigate the feasibility and effectiveness of using this technique for creation of land cover
types in existing agricultural fields. The cost benefit of this method will be evaluated along with
its effectiveness and appropriateness in the creation of native habitat to meet LCR MSCP goals.
The technique involves mechanized, rapid, dense planting of up to 4,500 seedlings per acre to
inhibit growth of non-native plant species and to achieve dense growth of native tree species. Up
to 36 acres of cottonwood-willow land cover type may be created as a result of the
demonstration.

Previous Activities: See FY05 accomplishments.

FY06 Accomplishments: Due to the unusual amount of rain and early warming in spring 2005,
the collection time (dormancy) was narrowed for the first contractor. This limited the amount of
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plant material from cottonwood and willow collected in 2005; as a result, only 8.5 acres were
planted, which left a remaining 11.5 acres to plant in 2006. Plant material was collected in
December 2005 for propagation. In April 2006, the field was prepared by disking and pre-
irrigation for mass planting. This field was planted predominately with willow and

cottonwood trees in a 4-hour period. The trees were spaced at 6-foot inline spacing with rows 38
inches apart.

In November, the trees appeared to be at the same growth stage as the previous years’ planting.
As in the previous year, grasses have keep other invasive weeds out while somewhat limiting the
trees’ growth. It is anticipated that the trees will respond quickly in the spring of 2007 and
achieve good growth during their second growing season.

The mass transplanting method has demonstrated a feasible option for planting trees at a high
density over large acreage in a short period of time. Using 2006 cost comparison, mass
transplanting significantly reduced the cost of plantings trees on active agricultural fields.

This technique can be appropriate for most agricultural conversions for the creation of habitat;
however, the genetic diversity is minimal because of the current collection method of cuttings. A
possible choice may be growing the plantings from seeds. Seed propagation for mass
transplanting is not an option at this time. Mass transplanting is limited to level ground
conversion. Mass transplanting on contoured fields has not yet been demonstrated.

FYO07 Activities: We anticipate irrigating the mass transplanted trees until FYQ9, at which point
operation and maintenance of the site will be included under E24.

Proposed FY08 Activities: We anticipate the same activities as FY07.
Pertinent Reports: The final report, Work Task E7: Mass Transplanting Demonstration, Final

Report, Cibola National Wildlife Refuge: 2005 & 2006 has been drafted and will be posted to the
LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task E8: Seed Feasibility Study

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$150,000 $488,610 $492,610 $160,000 | $65,000 | $210,000 $0

Contact: Barbara Raulston, (702) 293-8396, braulston@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY09

Long-term Goal: Restoration Research

Conservation Measures: WIFL1, WRBA2, WYBAS3, CRCR2, YHCR?2,
YBCUL1, ELOW]1, GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI1, YWAR]1, and SUTA1

Location: Reach 4, Cibola NWR, one-half mile east of River Mile 97, AZ

Purpose: This research project documents the feasibility of establishing native riparian habitat
(cottonwood, willow, and other native groundcovers and shrubs) from seed to potentially
increase the cost effectiveness and quality of future habitat creation projects.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Beginning in FYQ9, operation and
maintenance costs for this work task will be included in Cibola NWR Unit 1 (E24).

Project Description: Through a series of laboratory and field experiments, this study will
document the necessary steps involved in using seed to create dense mosaics of native riparian
land covers. Steps in the process include seed collection, storage, treatment, planting,
germination, and seedling growth and survival. Using seeds in lieu of, or in conjunction with,
cuttings may be feasible if it involves less labor, is more cost effective, or preserves the

genetic diversity of the riparian habitat created under the LCR MSCP. The amount of nonnative
to native vegetation resulting from using seed for restoration will also be an important factor in
determining the feasibility of this method. The preferred outcome of this study will be a series of
protocols developed from careful documentation, which can be used to create native riparian
habitat. Reclamation has entered into a 5-year land use agreement with the USFWS to conduct
restoration research in Unit 1 at Cibola NWR.

Previous Activities: N/A
FY06 Accomplishments: Fremont cottonwood, coyote willow, and Goodding’s willow seeds
were collected from Cibola NWR, and a series of greenhouse and laboratory experiments

determined germination rates, growth, and survival, as affected by seed collection, storage, seed
treatment, planting method, planting density, soil type, irrigation, and soil treatments. Seeds of
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these species that were dried, cleaned of all fibrous material, and kept at 70°F continued to
germinate at high rates 8-10 weeks after collection. Seeds that were dried, cleaned of all fibrous
material, and stored in a freezer have maintained a germination rate of at least 80% up to 28
weeks after collection. Previously reported data on longevity of cottonwood and willow seeds
indicated that seeds remain viable for only 1-5 weeks after collection. This new information will
greatly improve the logistics of using seed in restoration projects.

Tests conducted in the greenhouse indicated high-density seeding of cottonwood and willow had
successful growth and survivorship in the presence of natives and nonnatives in the soil
transported from Cibola NWR. Shrub seeds had a lower success rate in competition with non-
targets present in the seed bank.

Expenditures in FY06 were significantly higher than anticipated as all 3 years of the contract
were awarded rather than an annual obligation, which results in lower obligations in FY07 and
possibly FY08.

FYO07 Activities: As planned, small test plots will be planted on-site at Cibola NWR to measure
and document numerous variables that may affect successful germination, growth, and survival
of seeded riparian species under more natural, existing conditions. However, this phase of the
study will be conducted with modifications based on results of greenhouse testing. Germination
tests will continue as long as seeds remain viable. Testing of additional shrub species will be
conducted in the greenhouse to determine salinity tolerance and germination/survival
requirements. These shrubs are being examined for use in restoration activities because not all
soils on the LCR can support cottonwood, willow, and mesquite. Unless a native plant is
established, saltcedar and other invasive plants will take its place. Additional seed collection,
processing of seed, testing of seed dispersal techniques, and testing of irrigation techniques will
be included in this phase of the research. The small-scale test plot study results will help
determine the optimum seed treatment, seed application, seeding rate, seed placement (relative to
other seeds in the plot) and initial irrigation treatment. Results of this phase will subsequently
provide Reclamation with initial engineering cost estimates for riparian habitat restoration using
seed. Expenditures in FY07 are anticipated to be less than $60,000 as the award for year 1 of the
study was obligated in FY06.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Results from 2006 and 2007 will determine the exact planting plan
for large test plots at CNWR in 2008. Expenditures in FY08 are anticipated to be less than
$65,000 as the award for year 2 of the study was obligated in FYO6.

Pertinent Reports: Year 1 Research Plan, Feasibility Study using Native Seeds in Restoration,
July 17, 2006; Technical Proposal, Feasibility Study using Native Seeds in Restoration, and the
2006 annual report, Feasibility Study using Native Seeds in Restoration, will be posted to the
LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task E9: Hart Mine Marsh

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate Estimate Estimate
FY06
$100,000 | $117,539 $170,859 $125,000 | $250,000 | *$1,000,000 *$1,250,000

*The estimated cost of FY09-FY10 construction is based on 100 acres of created habitat using the LCR MSCP guidelines of
$22,500 per acre. The estimated cost will be revised upon completion of final design in FY08.

Contact: Gregg Garnett, (702) 293-8644, ggarnett@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FYO08 decision point

Long-term Goal: Habitat creation

Conservation Measures: CLRA1, LEBI1, and CRCR2
Location: Reach 4, Cibola NWR, River Mile 92, AZ

Purpose: Create and manage marsh habitat for Yuma clapper rail, least bittern and Colorado
River cotton rat.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future):

Project Description: Hart Mine Marsh is a decadent marsh located on Cibola NWR. Currently,
drainage water from the Refuge’s agricultural fields enters Hart Mine Marsh through gated
structures in the Arnett Ditch. Previous management practices have not allowed any outflow
from the marsh, therefore the drain water terminates in the marsh to evaporate and stagnate. The
result is poor water quality, limited marsh habitat, and saline upland areas, some completely
devoid of vegetation or dominated by saltcedar.

In general, habitat requirements for marsh-covered species include areas of permanent open
water and larger areas of adjacent emergent marsh vegetation with water depths ranging from 1
inch to12 inches. For estimating purposes, approximately 20 acres of the marsh will be deepened
by dredging or excavating. At least 80 acres adjacent to the deepened areas will be re-graded to
provide more suitable marsh areas, adjacent permanent open water, and controllable water levels.
This would provide permanent open water adjacent to emergent vegetation. By managing water
levels and providing appropriate vegetation, suitable habitat for covered marsh species can be
created. Water, diverted by gravity from the Arnett Ditch, would be used to flood leveled fields
and create marsh habitat conditions. Water levels would be managed by a series of small water
control structures such as culverts or stop logs.
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To refine the cost estimates and project the quantity of created habitat, a detailed topographic
survey will be necessary. The survey will allow estimates of the amount of material to be
excavated and determine the acreage that can be flooded and managed for rail species. The cost
of these improvements, estimated from the topographic survey and conceptual design, would
then be used to decide if habitat creation is cost effective. To determine the long-term water
commitment from the USFWS, information is needed to understand how the site currently
functions hydraulically and the amount of additional water that will be required for maintaining
successful marsh habitat.

Upon completion of the final design, a restoration development plan will be prepared and posted
on the Web site. The cost of construction and expected acreage of created habitat will be refined
in FY08 and included in the FY09 Work Plan, prior to implementation. Prior to beginning
construction, a land use agreement between USFWS and Reclamation securing land and water
resources will be prepared.

FY06 Accomplishments: NEPA compliance, cultural surveys, topographic surveys, and marsh
bird surveys were completed. Using the data from the surveys, a report detailing relative water
balance estimates, hydrology, baseline hydraulic conditions, and requirements for restoration and
habitat creation at Hart Mine Marsh was initiated. These baseline conditions will assist in setting
limits for restoration design.

In anticipation of marsh habitat creation at Hart Mine Marsh, pre-development surveys for marsh
birds and riparian obligate birds began in 2006. Eight marsh bird survey points were established
adjacent to suitable habitat and surveys were conducted on March 21, April 19, and May 23,
2006. A total of two least bitterns and 4 Yuma clapper rail detections were recorded during the
three survey efforts. Thirteen points were established on roads surrounding the site. Surveys
were conducted on May 25, June 21, and July 18, 2006. Approximately 160 individuals were
recorded, comprising 36 species. Red-winged blackbirds, song sparrows, white-winged doves,
brown-headed cowbirds, and common yellowthroats were the most commonly encountered
species. No LCR MSCP covered species were detected during the 2006 point counts.

FYO07 Activities: The Comprehensive Conceptual Restoration Plan and workshop will occur in
August-September. This will allow for additional data collection during high river stages and
irrigation regimes and would provide a more realistic picture of the hydraulic conditions at Hart
Mine Marsh. A coarse water balance and preliminary findings is expected in March.

In August 2007, a workshop will be conducted shortly after an initial review of the options in the
Comprehensive Conceptual Restoration Plan, and will be used as a decision point for project
continuation. Based on review of the Comprehensive Conceptual Restoration Plan and
preliminary projected costs for design and construction, a decision will be made to continue the
project into design or to cancel the project. FY08 and FY09 budgets and activities will be
adjusted accordingly to reflect any changes.

The suitability of Hart Mine Marsh for habitat creation will be determined in 2007. Pre-
development surveys will continue if the decision is made to go forward with this project.
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Proposed FY08 Activities: If a decision is made in FYO07 to proceed with this work task,
Reclamation will finalize the restoration design for marsh habitat early in FY08. Using the final
design, a Restoration Development Plan and appropriate section 404 permit application will be
prepared, and posted on the LCR MSCP Web site. In addition, during FY08 and prior to
beginning construction, agreements outlining party responsibilities and securing interest in land
and water will developed. Completion of these activities would allow construction to begin early
in FYQ9. Pre- and post-development monitoring will be contingent on decisions made during
FYO07.

Pertinent Reports: Hart Mine Marsh, Existing Conditions Report.
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Work Task E12: Butler Lake

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$140,000 | $32,151 $109,717 $120,000 $0 $0 $0

Contact: Nathan Lenon, (702) 293-8015, nlenon@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY04

Expected Duration: FY07

Long-term Goal: Restoration Research

Conservation Measures: BONY2, RASU2, LEBI1, CLRA1
Location: Reach 5, Imperial NWR, River Mile 61, AZ

Purpose: Evaluate potential lower-cost alternatives to dredging such as aeration, in situ
bioremediation, or temporarily opening the backwater to the river, while meeting the needs of the
LCR MSCP to provide habitat for covered native fish.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work task was previously
included in the FY04 Work Tasks as Butler Lake, Imperial National Wildlife Refuge (D5).
Species monitoring is being addressed under F2 and F4.

Project Description: Backwaters are an expensive land cover type to create. Studies are being
conducted on this backwater to develop technology to effectively restore existing backwaters to
levels of sustainable backwater habitat. Butler Lake, and other existing backwaters, contain
many of the components required to sustain native fish, but suffer from poor water quality. This
research project will evaluate the water quality of the lake by conducting seasonal sampling,
identify options to improve water quality in the eutrophic backwater, and develop a range of
alternatives for improving water quality.

Located on Imperial NWR, Butler Lake is a 43-acre disconnected floodplain lake with an
approximate mean depth of 3 feet. This backwater is seepage-driven, with no known surface
connection to the Colorado River, or any other body of water. The lack of freshwater flushing
has caused the lake to become hypereutrophic (an advanced state of nutrient enrichment) to the
extent that, in its present condition, Butler Lake provides little benefit to fish or wildlife.

During FY06, the U of A initiated their limnological assessment of Butler Lake. The purpose of

this assessment is to address the uncertainty related to restoring an eutrophic backwater system
and identify whether any of the alternatives to dredging would be feasible in this situation. This

192



mailto:nlenon@lc.usbr.gov

agreement was executed at the end of FY05; therefore, all the work funded out of FY05 was
completed during FYO06.

Previous Activities: In FY05, Reclamation completed a preliminary assessment report, based
on limited data collection during FY04, which evaluated conditions at Butler Lake, and proposed
various restoration alternatives. Because of the uncertainty related to experimental treatments,
Reclamation, in consultation with Imperial NWR, decided to collect additional data prior to
selecting a restoration approach.

FY06 Accomplishments: A limnological assessment of Butler Lake was initiated. The purpose
of this assessment is to address the uncertainty related to restoring a eutrophic backwater system
and identify whether any of the alternatives to dredging would be feasible in this situation. This
agreement was executed at the end of FYO05; therefore, all the work funded out of FY05 was
completed during FY06.

A monitoring protocol was developed to address the concerns regarding uncertainty and includes
data collection on major and minor ions, nutrients, metals, sediment chemistries, algal toxins,
zooplankton, and macro-invertebrates. This will provide Reclamation with an increased
understanding of the ecological dynamics of the system, as well as a solid baseline from which to
measure the effectiveness of any proposed restoration activities.

A larger, graded and graveled boat ramp was originally planned; however, the decision was
made in consultation with Imperial NWR to scale back site access to provide minimal boat
access only. In-house staff from Reclamation and Imperial NWR cooperatively cleared
vegetation and made minor improvements to a restricted-access road to provide access for small
boats to create site access for sampling purposes.

Three sampling trips in FY06 were conducted and a preliminary report of initial impressions
after the first site visit was submitted.

Two marsh bird surveys were conducted at Butler Lake on April 18 and May 9, 2006. Two
points were surveyed at either end of the lake, and two least bitterns were detected during the
first survey period and one was detected during the second. No other marsh bird or LCR MSCP
covered species were detected.

FYO07 Activities: A full year of quarterly sampling trips have been completed. The year-end
report will include recommendations for the best course of action to restore the backwater for
native fish. Preliminary findings indicated that only through large-scale restoration could Butler
Lake be made suitable for native fish.

After a review of the final report, Reclamation will decide, in consultation with the Imperial
NWR, whether to pursue the project.

Because a large-scale restoration technique such as dredging or excavation of an inlet/outlet

channel is likely to be required, Reclamation will evaluate this site relative to all other candidates
included in the Backwater Site Selection (E15) for reaches 5 and 6. Under this scenario, no
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further activity would occur under this work plan in FYQ07, which would reduce expenditures for
FYO07 below the current estimate.

Proposed FY08 Activities: At this time, no activities are planned at Butler Lake in FY08. This
site will be evaluated relative to all other candidates included in the Backwater Site Selection
(E15) for reaches 5 and 6.

Pertinent Reports: Butler Lake Native Fish Refugium, Preliminary Assessment is posted to the

LCR MSCP Web site. Limnological Survey and Assessment of Butler and McAllister Lakes will
be posted to the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task E13: McAllister Lake

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$75,000 $82,437 $153,488 $50,000 $0 $0 $0

Contact: Nathan Lenon, (702) 293-8015, nlenon@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FYQ7 decision point

Long-term Goal: Habitat creation

Conservation Measures: BONY2, RASU2, and LEBI1
Location: Reach 5, Imperial NWR, River Mile 61, AZ

Purpose: Evaluate a method of water quality improvement by dewatering the lake and
inducing groundwater recharge to dilute the lake’s existing high salt concentrations.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Species monitoring is being
addressed under F2 and F4.

Project Description: Located on Imperial NWR, McAllister Lake is a shallow 32-acre isolated
floodplain lake with no known surface connection to the LCR. The lack of freshwater flushing
had caused the lake to become highly saline, to the extent that it provides limited fish and
wildlife value. Because backwaters are expected to be the most expensive land cover type to
create under the LCR MSCP, Reclamation has been, through the restoration of existing
backwaters, developing the technology to more effectively create sustainable backwater habitat.
The purpose of this ongoing investigation is to determine whether this experimental method of
pumping water out of the lake, followed by induced groundwater recharge from the river aquifer,
may be a sustainable method of improving water quality in isolated backwaters with high salinity
levels on the LCR. Potentially, this method provides a high degree of safety against intrusion by
non-native fish species by eliminating the need for engineered fish barriers.

Previous Activities: Reclamation initiated a series of experimental pump-tests during FY03
and FY04, which dewatered the lake to about one-fourth of its normal volume. Before, during,
and after these tests, a variety of environmental data were collected to measure the lake’s
response to the pumping and the consistency of the groundwater supply through the river aquifer.
This monitoring includes groundwater and surface water levels, and water quality measurements
of the river and lake. These pump tests were conducted from December 2002 through March
2004, during the fall and winter months only, to avoid potential impacts to Yuma clapper rails.
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The lake was left unmanaged during FY05. Monitoring was continued to determine how quickly
the lake’s water quality would degrade if pumping is stopped, so that Reclamation may decide
whether the lake can be maintained in a manner that is cost effective.

An agreement was executed to initiate limnological investigations at McAllister Lake. This effort
will evaluate the sustainability of maintaining McAllister Lake as a backwater for native fish,
and provide recommendations to Reclamation as to how to best manage the site.

FY06 Accomplishments: A report was drafted, documenting the methods and results of the
experimental pump-tests performed during FY03 and FY04. A final draft report is expected in
FYO07. Three dewatering events were conducted. Each dewatering event removed approximately
75% of the lake’s volume, which was subsequently replaced by groundwater recharge. Water
quality parameters were monitored in conjunction with each event.

Marshbird surveys were conducted at McAllister Lake on April 18 and May 9, 2006. Two points
were surveyed at either end of the lake. No marshbird or LCR MSCP listed species were
detected.

Anabat acoustic surveys for bat species were conducted at McAllister Lake for one night on
April 5, 2006. Six species were detected. None of the species detected was an LCR MSCP listed
species.

FYO7 Activities: A report detailing the methodology and results of all experimental dewatering
conducted from FY03-FY05 was finalized and posted to the LCR MSCP Web site. The report
documents all five pump tests between FY03 and FY04, as well as the degradation of water
quality, which occurred during FY05 while the site was left unmanaged.

A full year of quarterly water quality sampling events have been completed. A final report
documenting the quarterly sampling and recommendations on practices for long-term
management of the lake for native fish is due in FY07.

Activities in FYQ7 are expected to be limited to the discussion of the alternatives listed in the
report, a review of available water data, and the determination by the fisheries group as to the
value and intended use of McAllister Lake. All decisions will be made in consultation with
Imperial NWR. Therefore, expenditures in FYQ7 are likely to be less than approved.

Proposed FY08 Activities: At this time, no activities are planned for FY08 pending the
decision on whether to continue the management of McAllister Lake under the LCR MSCP. If
the decision is made to continue management of this site, Reclamation will prepare a land use
agreement securing the necessary land and water interests for the duration of the LCR MSCP
program. A restoration plan will be prepared and posted to the LCR MSCP Web site for review.

Pertinent Reports: Experimental Design Plan for McAllister Lake Study; Hydrologic
Characterization of McAllister Lake, Arizona; and the study plan are available upon request from
the LCR MSCP. Induced Recharge in McAllister Lake, Arizona to Reduce Salinity for the
Possiblelntroduction of Native Fish Species is posted on the LCR MSCP Web site. Limnological
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Survey and Assessment of Butler and McAllister Lakes will be posted to the LCR MSCP Web
site.
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Work Task E14: Imperial Ponds Conservation Area

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$595,000 | $2,114,868 $2,219,177 $2,070,000 | $974,000 | $498,000 | $252,000

Contact: Nathan Lenon, (702) 293-8015, nlenon@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Habitat creation

Conservation Measures: CLRA1, BONY2, RASU2, LEBI1, and BLRA1
Location: Reach 5, Imperial NWR, River Mile 59, AZ.

Purpose: Expansion of the existing ponds to satisfy the backwater requirements of the
2001 SIA.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Vegetation and
species monitoring is being conducted under F1, F2, F3, F4, F5, and DO9.

Project Description: Located on Imperial NWR, the Imperial Ponds, previously referred to as
the DU2 Ponds, were originally constructed to provide a mixture of habitat types, including
isolated backwater for native fish, marsh, and riparian land cover types. The site consists of four
ponds, which are connected by a single channel that supplies fish free water from a dedicated
well. The ponds were originally renovated in the fall of 2002, and stocked with RASU in the
spring of 2003.

In FY05, an interdisciplinary group of 13 subject matter experts from four agencies
collaboratively prepared a conceptual design for the re-construction and expansion of the ponds.
Subject matter experts in the fields of fisheries, hydrology, wetland science/botany, and
engineering participated. This report was finalized in July 2005. Reclamation initiated detailed
planning and engineering for the site in FY05.

Previous Activities: In December 2004, the interdisciplinary group developed
recommendations for how to best manage the site. Under the new design, the existing ponds will
be deepened and enlarged by approximately 50 surface acres. The ponds will be deepened and
divided into six ponds, each with their own independent water delivery and drainage system.

Soils excavated from the ponds during expansion will be incorporated into 104 acres of existing
adjacent farm fields, raising them an average of 3-5 feet. This feature of the project was added
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during the post-conceptual design phase to provide a location to place approximately 500,000
cubic yards of fill. The existing field irrigation system will then be retrofitted and the fields will
be re-leveled. This will result in an additional 34 acres of flood-irrigated fields, which will be
planted for cottonwood-willow habitat. In addition, a 12-acre field, adjacent to a currently
functional BLRA marsh field, will be developed for BLRA.

FY06 Accomplishments: Construction was originally scheduled for FY07. However, the
opportunity arose to start construction in June 2006, allowing excavation activities to be
conducted and completed in the winter, during low-flow river conditions. As a result,
significantly higher costs were incurred in FYQ06 than originally estimated.

During FY06, Reclamation and USFWS executed a Land Use Agreement that secured the land
and water interests for the duration of the LCR MSCP program. Reclamation completed all
necessary environmental compliance activities for this project, conducted a harvest of the
remaining razorback suckers (in cooperation with USFWS), and dewatered the ponds. Imperial
NWR then arranged and supervised a prescribed burn, which reduced the volume of vegetation
around the ponds, which would have otherwise required clearing.

Engineering design drawings were completed and construction rental equipment was procured.
Site clearing was initiated and completed in May, and construction of the ponds began in June.
By the end of FY06, two of the six ponds were fully excavated, with the third 75% completed. In
addition, a large portion of the pipe materials were procured and delivered to the site.

Increased construction costs due to price increase in services and suplies, and higher than
expected water intrusion within the excavation areas resulted in several modifications to the
original design. First, the piping system was reconfigured to reduce the amount of pipe required,
thereby mitigating for increased pipe costs. Second, excavation of the western shores of the
ponds (adjacent to the river) is being modified to leave a shallow bench, to avoid deep
excavation in areas where water intrusion was causing productivity losses. Finally, improved
excavation techniques have reduced handling requirements for the excavated materials and
minimized issues with equipment sticking.

Construction work on the ponds began during the period when bird surveys would normally be
conducted; therefore, no bird surveys were conducted.

Anabat acoustic bat surveys were conducted at ponds 1 and 5 for one night on April 5. At Pond
1, 56 bat passes were detected at a rate of 5.09 per hour, and at Pond 5, 18 bat passes were
detected at a rate of 1.64 per hour. At Pond 1, four species were detected and at Pond 5, three
species were detected. No LCR MSCP covered species were detected at either pond.

A point-count survey of the area to be planted with cottonwood and willow was attempted, but
was hindered by construction work being conducted at the site. Only 6 points out of 10 were
surveyed as construction work caused too much noise disturbance to continue the remaining
point counts. No vegetation besides some grass and low, sparse, herbaceous vegetation was
present and almost all bird detections came from areas adjacent to the fields. A total of 21
species were detected and 3 LCR MSCP covered species were detected. Sonoran yellow warbler
and summer tanager were detected in the nursery site adjacent to the creation site. A Western
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least bittern was detected in the marsh habitat located to the south of the cottonwood-willow
creation site.

Anabat acoustic surveys were not conducted in the cottonwood/willow creation site itself, but
were conducted at the adjacent nursery site. One night was surveyed on April 5, and six species
were detected. One LCR MSCP evaluation species, the California leaf-nosed bat, was detected in
the interior of the nursery site. On the nursery edge, 48 bat passes at a rate of 8 per hour were
detected, and in the interior a total of 32 bat passes were detected ar a rate of 2.91 per hour.

FYO07 Activities: Excavation of the ponds, placement of all associated rip-rap and gravel
substrates, and construction of the new pump platform, wedge-wire screen system, water supply,
and drainage ditch will be completed. All major purchases of materials to support these tasks
have been completed. Due to the wet site conditions in FY06, excavation was extended into
March of 2007.

Preliminary designs for the 104 acres of filled fields have been completed for the leveling and
new concrete-irrigation canal, which will be finalized and executed early in FY08. Following
these tasks, a salt-tolerant cover crop will be established to facilitate salt flushing and soil
stabilization. The fill area and associated 34 acres of cottonwood-willow land cover were
incorporated into the design after the original FY07 work plans, and were therefore not included
in the previous cost estimates.

A conceptual design for the 12 acres of BLRA marsh (Field 18) has been completed. A contract
will be prepared using FY07 funds to clear and level this field, but will be awarded during winter
FYO08.

A draft restoration development plan has been prepared detailing the design, construction,
vegetation planting, species monitoring, and management of the site. Upon completion, this
document will be posted to the LCR MSCP Web site.

Proposed FYO08 Activities: Ground clearing, contouring, and leveling of the 12 acres of marsh
habitat for BLRA (Field 18) will occur during the winter of FY08. Following this work, Field 18
will be planted with wetland species during the spring of FY08. In addition, wetland plants will
be planted in selected areas within the ponds, and within the drainage ditch during the

spring of FY08.

Ground preparation and planting of a cover crop on 34 acres eventually targeted for cottonwood-
willow will occur in the fall of FY08. These fields will be managed to flush salts and condition
the soils for approximately 1.5 years, prior to planting with cottonwood and willow in the spring
of FY09. In addition, an automation system is being discussed to reduce the irrigation labor
requirements for the cottonwood-willow fields.

Additional site maintenance tasks during FY08 will include herbicide control of nonnative
plants, operation and maintenance of the pumps and screen system, and other tasks to be
determined.

Pertinent Reports: Imperial National Wildlife Refuge, Imperial Native Fish Habitat
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Reconstruction; Design Workshop Final Report; and Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permit —
Final Site Plan have been posted to LCR MSCP Web site. Imperial Ponds Development Plan
will be posted to the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task E15: Backwater Site Selection

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$200,000 | $265,497 $265,497 $430,000 | $387,000 | $285,000 | $460,000

Contact: Nathan Lenon, (702) 293-8015, nlenon@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY10

Long-term Goal: Habitat Creation

Conservation Measures: BONY2, RASU2, and FLSU1

Location: Reaches 3-6, CA and NV; river miles 22-276, AZ, CA, and NV

Purpose: To establish and validate a consistent standardized technique for evaluating and
selecting backwaters with the highest probability of success, based on biological and physical
attributes, as well as other program considerations (e.g., cost, land ownership, and feasibility).
The technique will then be used to inventory backwaters in reaches 3-6. This inventory is
expected to identify potential backwater creation sites, develop conceptual restoration
approaches, estimate the relative cost of habitat creation, and estimate the habitat credit potential
of the backwater. This would generate a list of potential sites to be developed as habitat, which
would be sequenced into the Work Plan process based on habitat creation goals and budget
constraints.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): E16 is used with this work
task to identify projects for habitat creation.

Project Description: Reclamation has developed a standardized technique for evaluating and
selecting backwaters for habitat creation, considering biological attributes and other program
considerations (e.g., cost, land ownership, and feasibility).

The backwater inventory process is being completed in two phases. The first phase, which
started in FY06 and is scheduled to be completed in FYQ8, is the inventory and evaluation of
backwaters in reaches 5 and 6. The second phase, which began in FY07 and has been
rescheduled to be completed in FY11, is the inventory and evaluation of backwaters in reaches 3
and 4. Upon completion of the inventory and evaluation, backwaters selected for restoration will
be addressed under site-specific work tasks. An additional effort may be undertaken in the future,
specific to flannelmouth suckers in Reach 3, as additional information becomes available on life
history and habitat creation requirements.
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For planning purposes, each phase of the backwater inventory process is divided into three steps.
The first step is the inventory of existing backwaters. Basic information that can be obtained
without visiting the sites will be used to make these determinations. This information includes
backwater size and connectedness to the river, and willingness of the landowner/manager to
participate in the program.

During the second step, approximately 30 backwaters will be visited during the summer, with
one site visit to each backwater. Physical and biological data will be collected to generate
biological ranking scores and habitat opportunity rankings as described in the Draft Final
Guidelines for the Screening and Evaluation of Potential Conservation Areas. Trip reports will
be completed for review by the LCR MSCP Program Manager and a technical work group. The
estimated cost for the initial site visit, sampling effort, and bathymetry is $10,000 per backwater.

In the third step, habitat assessments will be completed for the final highest priority four or five
sites, which would include four quarterly monitoring trips. These sampling and assessment
methodologies will be included in the updated Final Guidelines for the Screening and
Evaluation of Potential Conservation Areas. At the conclusion of these assessments, final reports
will be completed and reviewed by the technical work group. The estimated cost for 1 year of
quarterly sampling is $40,000 per backwater.

Previous Activities: None. This was a new start in FY06.

FY06 Accomplishments: The Draft Final Guidelines for the Screening and Evaluation of
Potential Conservation Areas was completed, and will include guidelines specific to selecting
backwaters. To validate the backwater model for accuracy and applicability, these guidelines
were used at seven sites with known histories of razorback sucker introductions. All sites were
visited in the summer. An integrated GPS-sonar system was procured to facilitate the data
collection for this and future backwater site-selection efforts.

The backwater inventory data review (Step 1) of Reach 5 and Reach 6 backwaters was
completed and generated a list of approximately 25 candidate backwater sites (with 5 alternate
sites) for site visits to be conducted during summer FYQ7.

FYO07 Activities: The Model Evaluation report has been completed and is posted on the LCR
MSCP Web site. The final report updated the parameters and values for generating the biological
rating for backwaters.

Reclamation conducted a helicopter survey of reaches 5 and 6 to determine the degree of
permanence of the candidate backwater sites. During this survey, Reclamation performed a
visual inspection of the permanence of open water, potential site access issues, approximate
percentage of vegetation cover, qualitative assessment of water quality/water clarity, recreational
use, and limited water quality profiling of several selected backwaters.

Right-of-entry permits are under development with the appropriate landowners to allow for the

initial site visits (Step 2). Site visits will be conducted in the summer of FY07. A report detailing
the initial inventory (Step 1) will be posted to the LCR MCSP Web site upon completion.
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During the summer of FYQ7, Reclamation will conduct site visits (Step 2) at each of the 25
candidate backwater sites. Trip reports for these site visits will be completed during FY08.

Using in-house staff and data resources, Reclamation has initiated the initial backwater inventory
data review (Step 1) of Reach 3 and Reach 4 backwaters. During FY07, Reclamation will
complete the data review of Reach 3 and Reach 4 backwaters and generate the list of backwaters
for site visits in summer of FY08, using in-house staff and data resources.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Reclamation will apply the updated biological and evaluation
ratings criteria (Step 3) for the candidate backwater sites in reaches 5 and 6 and select four or
five sites to initiate backwater site assessments (Step 4), which will include conceptual habitat
creation plans and preliminary cost assessments. These assessment reports will be completed in
FY10. The inventory process for reaches 3 and 4 has been postponed at this time until FY10.

Pertinent Reports: Draft Guidelines for the Screening and Evaluation of Potential
Conservation Areas is posted on the LCR MSCP Web site. Colorado River Backwaters
Restoration Final Model Evaluation Report, February 2007 is also posted. Backwater Inventory:
Reaches 5 & 6, Step 1: Identification of Backwaters for Screening and Evaluation will be posted
to the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task E16: Conservation Area Site Selection

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual Accomplishme | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
nt Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$200,000 | $158,330 $293,144 $50,000 $200,000 | $200,000 | $200,000

Contact: Terry Murphy, (702) 293-8140, tmurphy@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: FY30

Long-term Goal: Identify and prioritize potential conservation areas to develop under the
habitat creation requirements of the LCR MSCP.

Conservation Measures: None
Location: Reaches 1-7, AZ, CA, and NV

Purpose: Develop and utilize guidelines to provide Reclamation with a consistent and
transparent method for screening and evaluating the suitability of lands that are made available to
the program for use as Conservation Areas.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): The process developed under this
work task will guide the selection of future Conservation Area sites to be developed under
Section E work tasks.

Project Description: Guidelines have been developed to describe the process for working with
interested parties to identify sites for screening and evaluation as potential Conservation Areas
for creating and maintaining habitat over the term of the LCR MSCP. Screening of potential sites
will be conducted under this work task.

Reclamation intends to work with land owners to secure an interest in land and water resources
sufficient to create and maintain LCR MSCP habitats. It is anticipated that willing landowners

will enter into some form of long-term commitment that secures resources for the 50-year term
of the LCR MSCP.

FY06 Accomplishments: The Draft Final Guidelines for the Screening and Evaluation of
Potential Conservation Areas were reviewed and accepted by the Steering Committee and have
been posted on the LCR MSCP Web site. Expenditures in FY06 were less than projected and a
modification scheduled for FY06 was not completed until FYOQ7. Therefore, expenditures in
FYOQ7 are expected to be approximately $40,000 higher than projected due to the modification
being delayed.
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FYO7 Activities: In November of 2006, the riparian screening criteria were applied to four
locations along the LCR. The first area was identified in response to a recent fire on Cibola
NWR and targeted honey mesquite land cover type. The second area was also on Cibola NWR
and targeted cottonwood-willow land cover type as an expansion of activities already funded by
the LCR MSCP. The third area was an existing backwater and adjacent lands near Laughlin,
Nevada. The final area included active agricultural lands being assessed by the Metropolitan
Water District in the Palo Verde Irrigation District, and if secured, would target cottonwood-
willow, honey mesquite, and marsh land cover types. Site-specific information can be found in
trip reports.

Proposed FY08 Activities: A request for potential conservation areas is anticipated to be issued
in the summer of FY07. A maximum of 10 sites (current estimate) will be evaluated in FY08
using the Draft Final Guidelines for the Screening and Evaluation of Potential Conservation
Areas.

Pertinent Reports: Draft Guidelines for the Screening and Evaluation of Potential
Conservation Areas are posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task E17: Topock Marsh Pumping

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$70,000 $1,127 $1,127 $70,000 $5,000 $70,000 $70,000

Contact: Terry Murphy, (702) 293-8140, tmurphy@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06
Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Avoid impacts of flow-related covered activities on covered species habitats at
Topock Marsh.

Conservation Measures: AMM?2
Location: Reach 3, Havasu NWR, river miles 235-244, AZ

Purpose: To avoid flow-related covered impacts on covered species habitats at Topock Marsh.
One option identified includes the design, permitting, and construction of a reliable and
manageable water delivery system for Topock Marsh.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): None.

Project Description: Topock Marsh has been identified as an important area for LCR MSCP
covered species such as Yuma clapper rail and the SWFL. At times, flow-related activities could
lower river elevations to levels that could disrupt existing gravity diversions of water from the
river to the marsh. The option identified in the LCR MSCP HCP assumed two pumps would be
purchased and installed at the existing inlet canal for Topock Marsh. The cost of the purchase,
installation, and operation of the pumps throughout the life of the 50-year program would be
funded by the LCR MSCP. It is anticipated that the gravity diversion of water, along with
supplemental pumping to maintain the water surface elevation, would avoid negative effects on
the groundwater elevation.

FY06 Accomplishments: The specific actions required to satisfy AMMZ2 have not been
determined at this time. Therefore, expenditures were less than anticipated. However, in FY06
the Draft Havasu National Wildlife Refuge Water Management Plan was reviewed by Dr.
Charles Burt of the California Polytechnic State University and by Reclamation’s Denver
Technical Service Center. Both reviews were funded outside the LCR MSCP and are focused on
addressing any water accounting issues associated with water management of the refuge. The
revised draft is scheduled to be submitted by the USFWS to Reclamation in FY07.
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FYOQ7 Activities: Discussion of the technical reviews, water accounting issues, and feasibility of
implementation are scheduled to begin in April of 2007. After a decision is reached, the
commitments or obligations of the LCR MSCP will be determined.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Funding has been reduced until a strategy for completing AMM2 is
finalized.

Pertinent Reports: N/A

208



Work Task E18: Law Enforcement and Fire Suppression

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$50,000 $0 $0 $75,000 $25,000 $75,000 $75,000

Contact: Terry Murphy, (702) 293-8140, tmurphy@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Created habitat protection.

Conservation Measures: CMM1

Location: Reaches 1-7

Purpose: Provide law enforcement and fire suppression in support of habitat created under the
LCR MSCP.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Law enforcement and fire
suppression are anticipated to be integral management components for all habitat created through
Section E work tasks.

Project Description: Fund law enforcement and fire protection for created habitat. It is assumed
that BLM, USFWS, AGFD, CDFG, NDOW, and other local agencies will conduct law
enforcement and fire fighting activities on the river. The LCR MSCP will provide funding to
agencies to cover additional LCR MSCP lands (lands that were not already in public ownership).
There is a need to develop a comprehensive approach to address these issues along the Colorado
River.

FY06 Accomplishments: As discussed in the FY05 annual accomplishment report,
implementation of this work task was delayed until FY07 and therefore no funds were expended.

FYO07 Activities: Options will be evaluated for system-wide, site specific law enforcement, and
fire suppression. A strategy will be developed which that will form the basis for future law
enforcement and fire suppression activities for the LCR MSCP.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Funding has been reduced to allow sufficient time to identify both
the law enforcement and fire suppression strategies.

Pertinent Reports: N/A
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Work Task E24: Cibola NWR Unit #1

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$0 $0 $0 $120,000 | $1,213,000 | $1,072,000 | $1,236,000

Contact: Gregg Garnett, (702) 293-8347, ggarnett@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FYQ7

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Habitat Creation

Conservation Measures: WIFL1, WRBA2, WYBA3, CRCR2, YHCR2, YBCUL1, ELOW1,
GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI1, YWARL, and SUTA1

Location: Reach 4, Cibola National Wildlife Refuge, one-half mile east of River Mile 97, AZ

Purpose: Create and manage a mosaic of native land cover types for LCR MSCP covered
species.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This work task incorporates
Cottonwood Genetics Study (E6), Mass Transplanting Demonstration (E7), and Seed Feasibility
Study (E8) with additional adjacent acreage on Unit 1 of Cibola NWR. After completion of the
research projects in FY09, operation and maintenance of these work tasks will be tracked under
E24.

Project Description: Reclamation currently has a number of established projects at Unit 1,
which include restoration research and demonstrations projects that began as a pre-cursor to the
LCR MSCP. In 1999, USFWS and Reclamation planted the Cibola Nature Trail and established
34 acres of cottonwood-willow and mesquite land cover type within Unit 1. In 2002, USFWS
and Reclamation planted another approximately 18 acres of cottonwood/willow in Unit 1 north
of the Nature Trail. Four additional approximately 20-acre fields in Unit 1 are occupied by three
projects that have been fully or partially funded by the LCR MSCP. These include E6
(Cottonwood Genetics Study), E7 (Mass Transplanting Demonstration), and E8 (Seed Feasibility
Study). To the east of these projects are an additional two agricultural fields. The six fields
combined are currently included in a 5-year land use agreement with USFWS to continue
research activities on Unit 1 (expires in FY09).

Work task E24 incorporates the aforementioned existing projects and agricultural land as well as
substantial additional adjacent acreage into a single conservation area. Research projects that are
currently ongoing will retain their individual work task designation until the termination of
research or in FYQ09. The land included in Unit 1 (E24) encompasses approximately 900 acres
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and ranges in cover and use from agricultural fields, to partially improved land, to undeveloped
land. The acreage in Unit 1 is targeted primarily for cottonwood/willow cover type development
for SWFL, but will also likely include a mosaic of native habitats including riparian, wetland,
and riparian-upland interface areas.

The acreage in Unit 1 (E24) has been categorized into five areas. Area #1 (180 acres) includes
active agricultural fields, existing (converted agriculture) cottonwood/willow cover-type, and
ongoing LCR MSCP research and demonstration projects. Area #2 (Hippy Fire) includes 313
acres that have been cleared as a result of the Hippy Fire. Cibola NWR has performed substantial
capital improvements to this area over the past few years including clearing, laser-leveling, field
construction, and irrigation and drainage infrastructure installation. The area is currently planted
in a cover crop and is being conditioned to improve soil salinity. Areas #3 (Baseline 90) and #4
(North 160) are 100 and 146 acres of undeveloped land and fallowed agricultural land,
respectively. The areas will require clearing, leveling, installation of irrigation infrastructure, and
soil conditioning before development for native riparian species. Area #5 (Crane Roost, 147
acres) has been cleared and leveled and is currently irrigable. A portion of this area has been
planted with cottonwood, willow, and mesquite species. The area will require upgrades to the
irrigation system and needs further soil conditioning to continue development.

Previous Activities: N/A
FY06 Accomplishments: This is a new start in FYQ7.

FYO07 Activities: In November 2006, in coordination with the Refuge Manager, five areas of
cottonwood-willow land cover development were selected within Unit 1 using the site-selection
review process. The potential for development of a large block of cottonwood-willow land cover
type, available land and water, existing investments already made by the LCR MSCP, the large
amount of land and infrastructure improvements already made, protection from unrestricted
public use, and willingness of the refuge manager to work in partnership with the LCR MSCP
made this project an ideal candidate for incorporation into the LCR MSCP.

A land use agreement securing land and water resources for the life of the program is currently
being developed and a Conservation Area Development Plan is being drafted. This long-term
agreement will supersede the original short-term research agreements. Compliance with NEPA is
covered under the Lower Colorado River National Wildlife Refuges Comprehensive
Management Plan and Associated Environmental Assessment. Any additional compliance
documentation will be secured in FY07.

Several areas on Unit 1 require immediate stabilization measures to ensure proper water delivery
and drainage. In addition, ongoing measures to prevent encroachment of invasive nonnative
species (primarily saltcedar), such as herbicide application and establishment and maintenance of
a cover crop will be continued in FYQ7. Specific activities in FYQ7 include: 1) the addition of
irrigation supply turnouts to the Crane Roost (Area #5) and establishment of a soil-conditioning
cover crop, 2) uninterrupted continuation of invasive weed control over the entire site, 3)
continuing existing cover-crop maintenance and soil conditioning in Area #2 (Hippy Fire), 4)
drafting the land use agreement, development plan, and compliance documentation, and 5) initial
survey of the irrigation and drainage infrastructure to determine necessary system upgrades for
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future development and expansion. The development plan will allow us to refine acreage cost
estimates for site development.

Proposed FY08 Activities: The majority of work planned for FY08 involves infrastructure
upgrades and repair. Approximately 5,000 feet of roads will be repaired to allow equipment
access to the site (planting, hauling, and construction). A number of the existing drains will be
cleaned, others will require further excavation for proper function, and additional drains will be
constructed to improve drainage (particularly on acreage surrounding the Hippy Fire). In
addition, trees will be ordered (FYO08 dollars obligated) for mass transplanting of Crane Roost
(150 acres). Regular irrigation cycles, cover crop and soil management practices, invasive weed
control, and general maintenance activities will continue in FY08.

Pertinent Reports: Cibola NWR Unit 1 Trip Report, November 2006 is available from the LCR
MSCP.
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Work Task F1: Habitat Monitoring

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$250,000 | $138,256 $375,470 $275,000 | $325,000 | $350,000 | $390,000

Contact: John Swett, (702) 293-8574, jswett@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Post-development monitoring

Conservation Measures: MRM2, CLRA1, WIFL1, WRBA2, WYBA3, CRCR2, YHCR?2,
LEBI1, BLRA1, YBCUL, ELOWI, GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI1, YWAR1, SUTAL, and
MNSW?2

Location: Beal Lake, Havasu NWR, Arizona; CRIT 9, Ahakhav Tribal Preserve, Arizona;
PVER, California; CVCA, Arizona; Cibola Nature Trail, Cibola NWR, Cibola, Arizona;
Imperial Ponds, Imperial NWR; Arizona

Purpose: Habitat creation projects will be monitored for initial survivorship and successional
changes over time to determine if habitat acreage goals are met. To evaluate habitat, a
monitoring plan will be written prior to project implementation, pre-development monitoring
may occur (if necessary), and post-development monitoring will occur through the LCR MSCP
time period. These data will be used to manage the habitat creation sites and to plan future
projects through the adaptive management process. As each demonstration or habitat creation
site is established, Reclamation will monitor initial survivorship for 2 years. Monitoring
successional changes will occur on a periodic basis over time, with the interval dependent on the
age of each stand.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Post-development habitat monitoring
is being conducted at habitat creation sites detailed in Section E.

Project Description: To implement the adaptive management program, habitat creation
projects must be monitored to determine whether necessary habitat components have been
provided to qualify as habitat as described in the LCR MSCP. Monitoring the biotic components
(vegetation) and abiotic components (e.g., soil moisture) will provide data to incorporate into
future restoration efforts. Prior to the development of each proposed restoration site, monitoring
plans will be written in conjunction with restoration plan development, and pre-development
monitoring will be conducted, when necessary, to document baseline conditions to evaluate
change in site conditions.

214



mailto:jswett@lc.usbr.gov

Vegetation will be monitored using two protocols. Immediately after development, each habitat
creation site will be monitored to determine survivorship at the newly restored sites and to
determine if all necessary habitat components have been provided. After 2 years, successional
changes within stands will be monitored as each habitat creation site matures. Changes in habitat
quality over time, in conjunction with covered species monitoring, will guide the management of
each habitat creation site.

Previous Activities: Habitat restoration demonstration sites were monitored using

established protocols, including Beal Lake, Cibola Nature Trail, and Pratt Restoration. Survival
and growth rates were recorded at each site. Survival and growth rates were dependent on a
number of factors, including planting technique. Results were summarized and evaluated for
each restoration site.

FY06 Accomplishments: Monitoring plans were written for habitat creation projects listed in
Section E, including CVCA, PVER, Imperial Ponds, Beal Lake, and 'Ahakhav Tribal Preserve.
Pre-development habitat monitoring at planned habitat creation sites was not necessary in 2006.
Habitat restoration demonstration sites were monitored using established protocols, including
'‘Ahakhav Tribal Preserve, Beal Lake, and Cibola Nature Trail. Post-development monitoring of
restoration sites was conducted at CVCA and PVER. Specific data for each habitat creation site
are reported in Section E of this report.

Habitat monitoring occurs mainly after the onset of dormancy in September/October. In 2006,
habitat monitoring was delayed until late October due to other project needs. These staff costs
will be reflected in FY07.

FYO7 Activities: Pre-development monitoring will be conducted at habitat creation sites
identified in Section E, when necessary. Post-development monitoring will be conducted at
existing restoration sites, including Beal Lake, Cibola Nature Trail, Imperial Ponds, CVCA, and
PVER. Monitoring plans will be created for new habitat creation sites.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Pre-development monitoring will be conducted at habitat creation
sites identified in Section E, when necessary. Post-development monitoring will be conducted at
existing restoration sites. Monitoring plans will be created for new projects.

Pertinent Reports: The monitoring plans are included in the restoration development plans and

will be available for CVCA, PVER, Beal Lake, and 'Ahakav Tribal Preserve. Annual reports for
Beal Lake, CRIT 9, CVCA, PVER will be posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task F2: Avian Use of Habitat Creation Sites

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$125,000 | $28,524 $106,095 $150,000 $150,000 | $150,000 | $150,000

Contact: John Swett, (702) 293-8574, jswett@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Conduct pre- and post-development monitoring for avian species.

Conservation Measures: AMM1, AMM3, MRM1, MRM2, CLRA1, WIFL1, LEBI1, BLRA1,
YBCUL, ELOWL1, GIFL1, GIWO1, VEFL1, BEVI, YWAR1, SUTA1, and CMM2

Location: Beal Lake, Havasu NWR, Arizona; CRIT 9, 'Ahakav Tribal Preserve, Arizona;
PVER, California; CVCA, Cibola Nature Trail, Hart Mine Marsh, Cibola NWR, Cibola,
Arizona; Imperial Ponds, and Imperial NWR, Yuma, Arizona.

Purpose: Monitor avifauna use of habitat creation sites to provide data for the adaptive
management process and develop management guidelines for created habitat sites.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Post-development avian monitoring
will be conducted at habitat creation sites listed in section E. In addition, information obtained

from this work task may be used to provide data to avian system monitoring by using the same
protocols established in the system monitoring program (D1, D2, D5, D6, and D7).

Project Description: Riparian habitat creation will benefit nine LCR MSCP covered avian
species, including SWFL and YBCU. Habitat creation and restoration demonstration sites will be
monitored for bird activity, using a variety of techniques including point counts, area searches,
and species-specific survey protocols. Data gathered will be used to guide the design of future
riparian habitat creation projects to provide covered species habitat.

Previous Activities: During FY05, monitoring for avian covered species occurred at three
restoration sites: Pratt, Beal Lake, and the Cibola Nature Trail. Mean relative abundance of
individual birds was highest at the Cibola Nature Trail site. The Cibola Nature Trail site
contained more habitat generalists than Pratt due to its small patch size, open habitat, and
surrounding agricultural fields. Riparian associated species, such as song sparrow and common
yellowthroat, benefit from adjacent water sources, as occurred at the Beal Lake Site. Avian use
was summarized and evaluated for each site and compared between sites. Surveys for SWFL
were conducted under D2 at the Cibola Nature Trail Site.
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FY06 Accomplishments: Avian post-development monitoring was conducted at four
restoration sites: Cibola Nature Trail, CRIT 9 'Ahakav Tribal Preserve, Beal Lake, and CVCA
Phase 1. The LCR MSCP covered species detected at these restoration sites were the yellow
warbler and vermilion flycatcher. The house finch, great-tailed grackle, and Abert's towhee were
the most abundant species detected at the Beal Lake restoration site. Brown-headed cowbirds,
western kingbirds, and mourning doves were the most abundant species detected at CRIT 9. Red-
winged blackbirds were the most abundant species detected at CVCA Phase 1.

Avian pre-development monitoring was conducted at three restoration sites: CVCA Phase 2 and
Control, PVER, and Hart Mine Marsh. No LCR MSCP species were detected at these sites. Red-
winged blackbirds were the most abundant species detected at the PVER and CVCA Phase 2 and
Control restoration sites.

When possible, pre- and post-development avian monitoring was conducted in conjunction with
other monitoring activities, including system monitoring, small mammal monitoring, and bat
monitoring. In this fiscal year, combining monitoring efforts resulted in cost savings for pre-
development surveys. In the future, habitat suitability models may reduce pre-development
monitoring in non-riparian areas, such as agricultural fields.

FYO7 Activities: Pre-development monitoring is being conducted at habitat creation sites
identified in Section E, including CVCA, PVER, and Hartmine Marsh. Post-development
monitoring is being conducted at existing restoration sites, including Beal Lake, Cibola Nature
Trail, Imperial Ponds, CVCA, PVER, and CRIT 9 'Ahakav Tribal Preserve. Surveys for SWFL
will be conducted under D2 for CRIT 9 'Ahakav Tribal Preserve, Beal Lake, and Cibola Nature
Trail. Surveys for YBCU will be conducted under D7 for CRIT 9 'Ahakav Tribal Preserve and
Beal Lake. Marsh bird presence/absence surveys will be conducted for Imperial Ponds, Butler
Lake, McAllister Lake, and Hart Mine Marsh.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Pre-development monitoring will be conducted at habitat creation
sites identified in Section E, including CVCA, PVER, and Hart Mine Marsh. Post-development
monitoring will be conducted at existing restoration sites, including Beal Lake, Cibola Nature
Trail, Imperial Ponds, CVCA, PVER, and CRIT 9 'Ahakav Tribal Preserve. Surveys for SWFL
will be conducted under D2 for CRIT 9 Ahakav Tribal Preserve, Beal Lake and Cibola Nature
Trail. Surveys for YBCU will be conducted under D7 for CRIT 9 'Ahakav Tribal Preserve and
Beal Lake. Marsh bird presence/absence surveys will be conducted for Imperial Ponds and Hart
Mine Marsh.

Pertinent Reports: The following reports will be posted on the LCR MSCP Web site: Beal Lake
Riparian and Marsh 2006 Annual Report; Palo Verde Ecological Reserve 2006 Annual Report;
Cibola Valley Conservation Area 2006 Annual Report; Hart Mine Marsh 2006 Annual Report;
CRIT 9 Ahakav Preserve 2006 Annual Report; Monitoring Avian Productivity and Survivorship
2006 Annual Report; Imperial Ponds 2006 Annual Report; Butler and McCalllister Lake 2006
Annual Report; Avian use of restoration sites along the lower Colorado River, 2006; Marsh bird
2006 Annual Report; Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Surveys, Demography, and Ecology Along
the Lower Colorado River and Tributaries 2006; and Yellow-Billed Cuckoo Distribution,
Abundance, and Habitat Use Along The Lower Colorado and Gila Rivers 2006 Annual Report.
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The monitoring plans are included in the restoration development plans and have been drafted
for each habitat creation project listed in Section E.
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Work Task F3: Small Mammal Colonization of Restoration Sites

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$45,000 $10,384 $37,761 $50,000 $55,000 $55,000 $55,000

Contact: Chris Dodge, (702) 293-8115, cdodge@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Conduct pre- and post-development monitoring for small mammal species.

Conservation Measures: AMM1, AMM5, AMM6, MRM2, DPMO1, CRCR1, CRCR2,
YHCR1, and YHCR2.

Location: Beal Lake, Havasu NWR; PVER, California; CVCA, Cibola Nature Trail, Hart Mine
Marsh

Purpose: Monitor small mammal populations within habitat creation sites. Data will be used in
the adaptive management process to guide the design of future habitat creation projects targeting
covered small mammal species.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Post-development small mammal
monitoring will be conducted at habitat creation sites listed in Section E. In addition, information
obtained from this work task, in conjunction with C27, will be used to define habitat
requirements for future habitat creation projects.

Project Description: Reclamation will conduct presence/absence surveys in restoration
demonstration and habitat creation sites to determine small mammal occurrence. These efforts
will be focused on detecting the presence of Yuma hispid cotton rats and Colorado River cotton
rats at these sites. The data will be used to guide the design of habitat restoration for covered
small mammal species.

Previous Activities: Small mammal surveys have been conducted at the Cibola Nature Trail site
and at the Pratt Agricultural site. Several animals from the genus Sigmodon have been captured
at each site. At the Pratt Agricultural site Sigmodon spp. Was captured in dense habitat of
Baccharus spp., and at the Cibola Nature Trail site they were captured in dense habitat
dominated by Johnsongrass.

FY06 Accomplishments: Presence/absence live trapping surveys were conducted at several

sites during FY06, but only one Sigmodon spp. Was captured at the Beal restoration site. The one
Sigmodon individual was captured in dense arrowweed habitat. The following numbers of trap-
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nights were conducted at each site: Beal Lake restoration site, 1,104; Pratt Agricultural site, 270;
CVCA, 775; Imperial NWR nursery site, 75; and PVER, 180.

Pre- and post-development small mammal surveys were conducted in conjunction with other
monitoring programs in an effort to keep costs to a minimum. As the habitat creation projects
listed in Section E become established, additional surveying effort will be required.

FYO7 Activities: Presence/absence live trapping surveys will continue as part of the post
development monitoring efforts at LCR MSCP habitat creation sites. Any Sigmodon spp.
Captured will have small tissue samples collected and these samples will be analyzed to
determine species and subspecies.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Post-development monitoring activities for small mammals at
habitat creation sites will continue.

Pertinent Reports: A summary of mammal trapping results at LCR MSCP restoration sites for
2006 will be posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task F4: Post-Development Monitoring of Covered Bat Species

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$0 $0 $0 $60,000 $70,000 $70,000 $70,000

Contact: Theresa Olson, (702) 293-8127, tolson@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FYQ7

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Pre- and post-development monitoring of covered bat species
Conservation Measures: AMM1, MRM1, MRM2, WRBA2, WYBA2, and WYBA3

Location: Beal Lake, Havasu NWR; PVER, California; CVCA, Cibola Nature Trail, Cibola
NWR, Cibola, Arizona; Imperial Ponds, and Imperial NWR, Arizona.

Purpose: Monitor bat use of habitat creation sites to provide data for the adaptive management
process and develop management guidelines for created habitat sites. Pre- and post-development
monitoring for the presence/absence of covered bat species will be conducted following a
protocol developed in 2006. Information obtained through this work task, in conjunction with
D9, will help determine the distribution of these species.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Post-development bat monitoring
will be conducted at habitat creation sites listed in Section E. In addition, information obtained
from this work task may be used to provide data to D9.

Project Description: Indigenous bat species were surveyed annually along the LCR from 2001
to 2006. Post-development monitoring will utilize a protocol developed in 2006. Acoustic
monitoring will be conducted at habitat creation sites, including CVCA, PVER, Cibola NWR
Nature Trail, and Beal Lake on Havasu NWR. These surveys will utilize either active or
stationary Anabat™ systems to record bat sounds for presence/absence surveys. In some
circumstances, capture techniques may be used for those species not readily recorded by the
Anabat™ system. These surveys will provide data on foraging habitat and use by covered
species. Reclamation staff will conduct bat surveys before and after habitat creation utilizing
Anabat™, Sonabat™, infrared cameras, stationary detection equipment, and mist netting, where
appropriate.

Previous Activities: This is a new start in FY07.

FY06 Accomplishments: This is a new start in FYQ7.
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FYO07 Activities: Conduct pre- and post-development bat surveys on habitat creation sites,
including Beal Lake, Cibola Nature Trail, CVCA, Imperial Ponds, and PVER. Anabat™ files
will be analyzed to determine species richness and abundance at restoration sites.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Pre- and post-development bat surveys will be conducted on habitat
creation sites, including Beal Lake, Cibola Nature Trail, CVCA, Imperial Ponds, and PVER.
Anabat™ files will be analyzed to determine species richness and abundance at restoration sites.

Pertinent Reports: The work protocol will be posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task F5: Post-Development Monitoring of Fish Restoration Sites

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$0 $0 $0 $65,000 $130,000 | $130,000 | $130,000

Contact: Tom Burke, (702) 293-8310, tburke@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FYQ07

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Post-develop monitoring

Conservation Measures: RASU6 and BONY5

Location: Reaches 3-6, backwater habitats developed and stocked with RASU and BONY, NV,
AZ, and CA

Purpose: Monitor fish use of habitat creation sites to provide data for the adaptive management
process and develop management guidelines for created backwater habitats.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): All backwaters created in Section E.

Project Description: This work will monitor the fish and fish habitat at restoration sites. It is
anticipated that fish restoration sites will play various roles for conservation of target fish species
throughout the term of the LCR MSCP. Some habitats will be able to develop self-sustaining
populations, others may become overpopulated requiring harvest or thinning, and some will
require continuous population augmentation. Most isolated fish habitats will require some stock
rotation to maintain genetic diversity through time. Basic surveys of the fish population and the
physical and chemical habitat developed or restored will be required. Fish monitoring will
include trapping (hoop, fyke, and minnow traps), trammel netting, electro-fishing, larvae light
trapping, and ocular surveys (including scuba and snorkeling where necessary and practical).
Water quality assessment will require annual measurements of temperature, oxygen, pH, and
conductivity (salinity), as well as periodic monitoring of chemical makeup, including electro-
ions and selenium.

Previous Activities: N/A.

FY06 Accomplishments: New start in FY07.

FYO7 Activities: An interagency meeting was held at Bill Williams River NWR to scope
monitoring parameters for native fish backwater habitats. The USFWS developed a draft fishery

management plan for Beal Lake. Physical and chemical habitat at Beal Lake is being monitored,
and monitoring of fish will be conducted (electrofishing and netting). All nonnative fish
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encountered will be removed to reduce the biological demand in the pond and allow for greater
growth of the remaining RASU and BONY.

Reclamation is in the process of finalizing a monitoring plan for the Imperial Ponds (E14).
Stocking and monitoring of these ponds is likely to commence during winter 2007/2008.

Proposed FYO08 Activities: Post-development monitoring of Beal Lake similar to FY07
monitoring will be continued. Increased monitoring of the Imperial Ponds will be continued to
include physical and chemical conditions in the ponds and surveys of the fish populations.
Netting and electrofishing will be used when water temperatures are less stressful to fish. Larvae
light trapping will be conducted monthly from February to May to assess reproduction and
recruitment. If needed, funds will be utilized for Imperial Pond non-native fish removal.

Pertinent Reports: N/A
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SECTION G

ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT
PROGRAM
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Work Task G1: Data Management

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$225,000 | $97,959 $332,959 $650,000 $450,000 | $450,000 | $450,000

Contact: Theresa Olson, (702)293-8127, tolson@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06
Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Data management will be an ongoing task for the species research, system
monitoring, habitat creation, post-development monitoring, and habitat maintenance programs.

Conservation Measures: All
Location: System-wide

Purpose: Develop and maintain an accessible, multi-disciplinary, spatially referenced, relational
database to consolidate, organize, document, store, and distribute scientific information related to
the LCR MSCP.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Database management is integral in
the successful completion of work tasks undertaken for Fish Augmentation (Section B), Species
Research (Section C), System Monitoring (Section D), Habitat Creation (Section E), Post-
Development Monitoring (Section F), Adaptive Management (Section G), and Habitat
Maintenance (Section H).

Project Description: To fully implement the LCR MSCP, a robust database management
system needs to be developed to manage data collected through the species research, system
monitoring, habitat creation, post-development monitoring, adaptive management, and habitat
maintenance programs. Conservation measure completion and financial data also need to be
managed to effectively and efficiently implement the LCR MSCP. Database design, initial
implementation, and maintenance are funded through this work task.

Previous Activities: All RASU and BONY tagging and stocking data have been included in the
Lower Colorado River Native Fishes database maintained by ASU in Tempe, Arizona. Arizona
State University received a federal grant in FY04 to continue this work for 4 years. Reclamation
accounted for these funds in its request for financial credit. The grant provides funds to support
this work through FY07.

FY06 Accomplishments: The LCR MSCP Database Management Framework Requirements

Analysis was completed in FY06, which outlined several options for implementing an accessible,
multi-disciplinary, spatially referenced, relational database to consolidate, organize, document,
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store, and distribute scientific information related to the LCR MSCP. This analysis will be used
to develop the implementation strategy for the LCR MSCP database management system.

In the interim, a document/calendar management system was identified and implemented to
facilatate the efficient collaboration among staff. Modifications were made to this off-the-shelf
software package tailoring it to the needs of the LCR MSCP.

All tagging and stocking data for RASU and BONY collected in FY06 were provided to ASU
and included in the Lower Colorado Native Fishes database.

Initial FY06 cost estimates assumed implementation of the database management system will
begin in FYQ06.

FYO07 Activities: The database management system will be implemented by staffing a database
manager position and developing high priority modules. All tagging and stocking data for RASU
and BONY will continue to be provided to ASU for inclusion into the Lower Colorado River
Native Fishes database.

Proposed FY08 Activities: Database design and implementation will continue. A pilot project
will be conducted and a plan developed to begin work on high priority modules. The native
fishes database will continue to be maintained by ASU through 2010 until the LCR MSCP
database is fully functional. Annual cost for management of the fishery database is estimated to
be $110,000 per year.

Pertinent Reports: Draft LCR MSCP Database Management Framework Requirements
Analysis is available upon request from the LCR MSCP.
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Work Task G2: Annual Report Writing and Production

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$35,000 $57,263 $92,263 $75,000 $0 $0 $0

Contact: Jed Blake, (702) 293-8165, jblake@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY05
Expected Duration: FY07

Long-Term Goal: Transparent program communications between internal and external
stakeholders.

Conservation Measures: N/A
Location: Boulder City, NV
Purpose: The creation of annual program documents as stated in the FMA section 7.3.12(A)

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): This is an ongoing activity that will
continue through the term of the program.

Project Description: Funds are reserved for labor and materials associated with creating the
yearly annual Implementation Report, Work Plan, Budget and Contribution Schedule, as
required by the LCR MSCP FMA.

FY06 Accomplishments: The Draft and Final Implementation Report Fiscal Year 2007 work
plans and the Budget and Fiscal Year 2005 Accomplishments Report were completed. Based on
the feedback from the Work Group review, the report was restructured to show multi-year
activities, connections between work tasks and pertinent reports.

FYO7 Activities: Preparation of the Implementation Report Fiscal Year 2008 work plans and the
Budget and Fiscal Year 2006 Accomplishments Report will be completed.

Proposed FY08 Activities: This work task will be folded into A-1 Program Administration
commencing in FY2008.

Pertinent Reports: Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program Final
Implementation Report, Fiscal Year 2007 Work Plan, and Budget and Fiscal Year FY2005
Accomplishment was posted on LCR MSCP Web site; the Draft and Final Implementation
Report, Fiscal Year 2008 Work Plan, and Budget and Fiscal Year 2006 Accomplishment will be
posted to the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task G3: Adaptive Management Research Projects

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYOQ7 FY08 FYQ9 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$230,000 | $281,328 $281,328 $275,000 | $230,000 | $230,000 | $230,000

Contact: John Swett, (702) 293-8574, jswett@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Species Research

Conservation Measures: MRM1, MRM2, MRM4, WIFL1, AMM1, MRM5, BONY5, RASUS,
CRCR1, YHCR1, MRM3, FLSU3, LLFR1, and LLFR3

Location: System-wide

Purpose: Evaluate existing knowledge for each LCR MSCP covered species to determine
research needs, develop a research program to complete appropriate conservation measures, and
provide data for the habitat creation and maintenance program. As data gaps are identified for
each covered species and their habitats, a research activity will be developed to provide
information for the Adaptive Management Program. This work task enables Reclamation to
implement priority research projects in a timely manner.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): Research projects initiated under this
work task may be continued as Species Research (Section C). Information obtained may be used
for Fish Augumentation (Section B), System Monitoring (Section D), Habitat Creation (Section
E), Post-Development Monitoring (Section F), or Habitat Maintenance (Section H).

Project Description: To achieve successful habitat creation and an effective Fish Augmentation
Program over a long period of time, an Adaptive Management Program must be implemented.
Data gaps will be identified during C3 and species research priorities will be defined. These
research opportunities will be developed into projects/studies and be implemented by
Reclamation staff or via contracts, grants, and agreements. Miscellaneous research projects that
relate to LCR MSCP covered species and habitats may also be executed in this work task. New
knowledge accumulated during the adaptive management process will be used in planning
habitat creation projects for covered species, fish augmentation strategies, and system monitoring
programs.

Previous Activities: This is a new start in FY06.
FY06 Accomplishments: Research needs were identified in the Fish Augmentation Program

(Section B) to evaluate monitoring techniques for assessing relative abundance of RASU,
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especially in riverine reaches. The standard technique used successfully in lakes Mohave and
Havasu is trammel netting; however, this technique is not as successful in the river and causes
bycatch mortalities of waterfowl and mammals. Techniques evaluated included video and still
photography from helicopters, visual counts by drift boats, and using night-time electrofishing.
Aerial photography showed promise; however, fish detection was highly influenced by wind,
which distorts visibility. Spawning RASU in the Needles, California area proved far more
accessible to night electrofishing than to standard trammel netting. More fish were contacted for
staff hour, resulting in better population size estimates. Population estimates derived by boat
surface counts fell within the population confidence limits resulting from the electrofishing. All
three techniques will be tested further.

Also during FY06, Reclamation personnel met with USGS personnel to observe and discuss
remote-sensing applications used to detect PIT tags implanted in native sucker species in Upper
Klamath Lake and its tributaries. Applications were of two basic types. Multi-channel arrays
were deployed in the Sprague River with capabilities for PIT-tag detection across an entire
stream channel (stream widths in excess of 15 meters), and smaller (<1 m?), single-channel
arrays were deployed on spawning grounds in Upper Klamath Lake. Conditions and substrate are
very similar to RASU spawning areas on Lake Mohave and for pilot study purposes, the single
channel detection system was selected. A flat plate antenna was acquired and tested at WBNFH
for detection of PIT tags implanted in a cohort of 20 adult RASU. Contact data was successfully
logged and downloaded. This technique was promising enough that a research work task was put
together to be implemented in FYQ7 (C23).

FYO7 Activities: An external science review of the strategy for implementing the conservation
measures for avian species will be initiated. Current and proposed activities will be evaluated
and recommendations for increasing overall program efficiency will be made.

Three weeks have been dedicated during the RASU spawning period to test, analyze, and refine
remote sensing techniques. Reclamation’s helicopter will be used to take aerial photography
during the second and fourth week of February. During this same period the spawning
community will be surveyed by boat surface counts and electrofishing. These data will be
compared to data from standard mark/recapture protocols using electrofishing for accuracy, cost,
and overall impact and the least favorable survey method will be discontinued. An annual report
will be written during the summer of FY07.

Proposed FY08 Activities: The avian program review will be completed and results will be
published in refereed outlets. Based on the outcome of the remote sensing work for RASU
monitoring from FY 07, a final monitoring protocol will be developed, further tested, and refined.
A final report will be written in FY08 presenting the outcome of these tests in terms of
estimating population trends, cost, and overall impact to the resource.

Pertinent Reports: A draft progress report, Development of remote sensing techniques to

monitor relative abundance of razorback sucker found between Hoover and Parker Dams, is
under review and will be posted to the LCR MSCP web site.
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Work Task G4: Science/Adaptive Management Strategy

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$173,000 | $82,870 $82,870 $100,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000

Contact: John Swett, (702) 293-8574, jswett@Ic.usbr.gov
Start Date: FY06
Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: Ensure successful and efficient implementation of the LCR MSCP
conservation measures.

Conservation Measures: All conservation measures dealing with habitat creation, species
research, system monitoring, and fish augmentation.

Location: LCR MSCP planning area

Purpose: Define the process for implementing the LCR MSCP using the best available science
and adaptive management processes.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): All science-based work tasks.

Project Description: A draft science strategy was developed in FY06 that defines processes for
ensuring LCR MSCP implementation using the best available science. This strategy includes
processes for planning, adaptive management, status review, implementation elements, and
monitoring and research plans. Annual meeting or workshops will be held to provide a forum for
interested parties to discuss natural resource conservation along the LCR, especially LCR MSCP
implementation.

During FYQ7, a 5-year monitoring and research priorities report will be completed, outlining
priorities for FY08-FY12. It is anticipated that an interim workshop will be held in FY10,
highlighting ongoing research and monitoring activities.

The LCR MSCP will rear and stock some 1.2 million native fishes. Roughly 10% of these fish
are to be released over a 5-year period to allow for extensive research and monitoring. These
releases are targeted to begin in 2011 and run through 2016. The associated research and
monitoring program will also commence in 2011; however, the studies may continue through
2019 if necessary. During summer 2007, Reclamation will develop a science advisory panel
consisting of fishery scientists familiar with RASU and DONY life history and ecology. The
panel will convene quarterly during 2008 and 2009 to develop and prioritize a multi-year
research and monitoring program to coincide with fish releases. During 2010, Reclamation will
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organize, coordinate, and finalize study plans and scopes of work necessary to begin this
research program in 2011 in concert with the accelerated native fish stockings.

Previous Activities: None

FY06 Accomplishments: A draft science strategy was developed. It is anticipated that this
science strategy will be in draft form for approximately 1 year, after which it will be revised and
finalized. In January 2006, the first annual Colorado River terrestrial and riparian ecosystem
(CRITER) meeting was held to discuss research and monitoring of terrestrial, riparian, and
marsh wildlife and their habitats along the LCR.

FYO7 Activities: The draft science strategy will be revised and finalized. The 5-year monitoring
and research priorities for FY08-12 will be developed. A fisheries science advisory panel will be
organized to evaluate RASU and BONY life history and ecology.

The second annual CRITER meeting was held in January 2007. In conjunction with the meeting,
discussions were held on SWFL and YBCU research and monitoring along the LCR.

Proposed FY08 Activities: The final science strategy will be implemented. Additional
informational meetings, including CRITER, will be held. Quarterly meetings of the fisheries
advisory panel will be convened to develop and prioritize monitoring and research programs in
advance of expected large-scale RASU and BONY stocking efforts.

Pertinent Reports: The Draft Final Science Strategy is posted on the LCR MSCP Web site.
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Work Task G5: Public Outreach

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$35,000 $8,789 $8,789 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000

Contact: Laura Vecerina, (702) 293-8540, lvecerina@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY05

Expected Duration: FY55

Long-term Goal: To increase education and support for the LCR MSCP.
Conservation Measures: N/A

Location: N/A

Purpose: To define and establish outreach programs to increase public awareness.
Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): N/A

Project Description: To develop both short- and long-term outreach goals for LCR MSCP. To
communicate, coordinate, and educate LCR MSCP Steering Committee members, internal and
external stakeholders, and the general public about LCR MSCP implementation activities

Previous Activities: An LCR MSCP Web site was established, and a Farmers Advisory Board
was developed.

FY06 Accomplishments: Reclamation formed a core outreach group, consisting of
representatives from Reclamation and the Steering Committee. This group met frequently to
develop and implement short- and long-term outreach goals. For short-term goals, the group
updated the LCR MSCP logo and developed a standardized banner that will be used in various
outreach materials. In the short term, the group developed a standard LCR MSCP report cover
for publication that reflects the partnership aspect of the program.

For long-term goals, the core group helped develop a questionnaire to identify LCR MSCP
outreach goals. This questionnaire was used to guide two focus group meetings: one that was
held with Reclamation staff in March 2006, and another for the Steering Committee Work Group
in April 2006. Information from those focus group meetings will be used to develop an outreach
strategy for the program.

In addition, the core group helped to create a new display unit for the LCR MSCP, which was
used at the 2006 Colorado River Water Users Conference. Along with the display, life size
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cottonwood and willow trees, table runners, logo pens and notepads, and revised program fact
sheets were added.

FYO7 Activities: One of the recommendations from the focus group meetings held in FY06 was
that the content of the Reclamation Web site needed to be expanded to offer information for
interested stakeholders and the general public. Reclamation and the core group will redesign the
Web site to include the new partnership look and add more lay-friendly information to the site.
Reclamation will also continue to develop fact sheets and conference materials for specific
aspects of the program. In addition, information and photos of the covered species will be
obtained for various uses.

Proposed FYO08 Activities: Based on input from the focus group meetings, Reclamation will
draft a long-term outreach strategy for the program. This strategy will then be used as a guide for
continuing efforts.

Pertinent Reports: N/A
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WORK TASKS
SECTION H

EXISTING HABITAT
MAINTENANCE
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Work Task H1: Existing Habitat Maintenance

FY06 FY06 Cumulative FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10
Estimates | Actual | Accomplishment | Approved | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed
Through Estimate Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
FY06
$541,500 | $541,500 $541,500 $561,000 $593,500 | $593,500 | $593,500

Contact: Jed Blake, (702) 293-8165, jblake@Ic.usbr.gov

Start Date: FY06

Expected Duration: FY15

Long-term Goal: Maintenance of existing habitat.

Conservation Measures: N/A

Location: Lower Colorado River (reaches 1-7)

Purpose: Maintain existing habitat areas by implementing actions that will prevent the further
degradation or loss of habitat.

Connections with Other Work Tasks (past and future): N/A

Project Description: The LCR MSCP will contribute to maintaining the condition of a portion
of important existing habitat for southwestern willow flycatcher, yellow-billed cuckoo, Yuma
clapper rail, and California black rail within the LCR MSCP planning area. Maintaining
important existing habitat areas is necessary to help ensure the continued existence of these
species, provide source populations, and mitigate adverse affects of ongoing and future covered

actions.

Previous Activities: This is a new start in FY06.

FY06 Accomplishments: A total of $541,500 was deposited into interest bearing accounts
among the Arizona, California, and Nevada partners.

FYO7 Activities: A total of $561,000 was deposited into interest bearing accounts among

Arizona, California, and Nevada partners.

Proposed FY08 Activities: A total of $593,500 is expected to be deposited into the three non-
Federal interest bearing accounts.

Pertinent Reports: N/A
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Appendix A. Letter from Central Arizona Water Conservation District

P.0. Box 43020 « Phoenix, AZ 85080-3020
23636 North Seventh Street = Phoenix, AZ 85024

623-869-2333 « www.cap-az.com

May 15, 2007

Joseph A. Vanderhorst Christopher S. Harris

Deputy General Counsel Environmental Program Manager
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California Colorado River Board of California
P.O. Box 54153 770 Fairmont Avenue, Suite 100
Los Angles, CA 90054-0153 Glendale, CA 91203-1035

Phillip S. Lehr

Environmental Program Manager
Colorado River Commission of Nevada
555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 3100
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Gentlemen:

For the Federal Fiscal Year 2008, the Non-Federal share, both annually and quarterly by state are
detailed in this letter. The inflation index used is 1.187.

FY 2008 Non-Federal Share (2003 §) $5,607,000
FY 2008 Inflation Index 1.187
FY 2008 Non-Federal Share (Escalated $) $6,655,509
Existing
Habitat
FY 2008 Non-Federal Payments Maintenance Balance Total
Arizona (10% of Non-Federal Share) $148,375.00 $ 517,175.90 $ 665,550.90
Nevada (32.5% of Non-Federal Share) 148,375.00 2,014,665.43 2,163,040.43

California (57.5% of Non-Federal Share) 2 0.00 3.530.167.67 3.826,917.67

Total $593,500.00 $6,062,009.00 $6,655,509.00
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Existing

Habitat
EY 2 Payments Maintenance Balance Total
Arizona Q1 $ 37,003,775 § 12929398 § 166,387.73
Q2 37,093.75 129,203 98 166,387.73
Q3 37,093.75 129,293.98 166,387.73
Q4 37,093.75 129,293 .96 166,387.71
Nevada Q1 $ 37,093.75 § 503,666.36 § 540,760.11
Q2 37,093.75 503.666.36 540,760.11
Q3 37,093.75 503,666.36 540,760.11
Q4 37,093.75 503,666.35 540,760.10
California Q1 $ 74,187.50 $ 882,541.92 § 956,729.42
Q2 74,187.50 882,541.92 056,729.42
Q3 74,187.50 882,541.92 956,729.42
Q4 74,187.50 882,541.91 956,729.41

Please note that some of the quarterly amounts are not exactly equal due to annual numbers that
are not divisible by four.

If you have any questions, please call or e-mail either Dana Medlock, 623-869-2148
(dmedlocki@cap-az.com) or myself, 623-869-2167 (tcooke(@cap-az.com).

Sincerely,

7 Calee

Theodore Cooke

Central Arizona Project

Assistant General Manager

Finance and Information Technologies

Attachments

Cc Lorri Gray, MSCP Program Manager, Bureau of Reclamation
Jackie Brown, Financial Analysis and Planning Manager, CAP
Dana Medlock, Senior Financial Analyst, CAP
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Section 8.1.1 - Fiscal Year 2008 Inflation Calculation for Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program

Item Description / Formula Values Result
FY Federal Fiscal Year Being Adjusted for Inflation 2008 2008 |
T Federal Fiscal Year for 2 years prior to Federal Fiscal Year Being Adjusted
L i m-lnﬂanon 2008 0.
PP1 Inﬂah;; Index for = ' 191/ 162.1 1.2660
| “GDPIP Inflation Index T :
for FY Dumestr.c Product Im'phclt Pm;e Deﬂawr Sepl:amber 30, 2002 SEAEIRNY 11170
Inflation Index for FY (PPI Inflation Index for FY + GDPIP inflation Index for FY)2 {1.256+1.117)/2 1,187
4 . . $66,070 /6=
Non-Federal Funding (6 - year Amount from Table 7-1 of HCP 2003 dol ars adjusted to yearly
Al $11.214 $5,607
Obligation for FY amount)/2 $11,214/ 2
Federal Funding (6 - year Amount from Table 7-1 of HCP 2003 doliars adjusted to yearly
Obligation for FY amount)/2 $56,070/5/2 $6,607
Non-Federal Indexed
Funding Obligation for (Non-Federal Funding Obligation for FY) X (Inflation Index for FY) $5,607 X 1.1187 $6,655.509
FY
Federal Indexed Funding : = o :
Obligation for FY (Federal Funding Obligation for FY) X (Inflation Index for FY) $56,607 X 1.1187 $6,656.509
All § are in thousands Individual State's share in §
California Share 50.00% $3,327,764.50
Arizona Share 26.00% 31,663,877.25
Nevada Share 25.00% 51,663,877.25
Total Non-Federal Share $6,665,509.00
Adjusted Split in Individual State Shares q
California - 57.6% 57.6% $3,826,917.63
Arizona - 10% 10% $6656,560.90
Nevada - 32.5% 32.5%  $2,163,040.43
Total Non-Federal Share 100%

§8i655.509.00
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MSCP
Habitat Maintenance Account

Per Table 7-1 of the HCP

Years 1-5
Existing Habitat Maintenance Cost 2,500,000
Total Cost 56,070,000
Percent of Existing Habitat Cost to Total Cost 4.458712323880860%
FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008
Total Annual Funding Commitment $ 12,144,762.00 3 12,562,108.00 | | $ 13,311,018.00
X Existing Habitat Percentage Abave 4.458712323880860%| |4.458712323880860%| | 4.458712323880880%
Existing Habitat Maintenace Cost $ 541,500.00 $ 561,00000 | | § 593,500.00
Arizona - 25% $ 13537500 | |$ 140,25000 | [ $ 148,375.00
Nevada -25% 135,375.00 140,250.00 148,375.00
Califomia - 50% 270,750.00 280,500.00 296,750.00
Total Existing Habitat Maintenance Cost 2 541 ISUO.DD 3 561 IUOB‘UO 3 583&2.00
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Appendix B. Description of Take

AZ PROVISIONAL DATA - PROVISIONAL DATA — PROVISIONAL DATA — PROVISIONAL DATA — PROVISIONAL DATA — PROVISIONAL DATA — PROVISIONAL DATA — PROVISIONAL DATA

AZ

AZ DIVERSIONS FROM MAINS TREAM-AVAILABLE RETURN FLOW

Az AND CONSUMPTIVE USE OF SUCH WATER

AZ CALENDAR YEAR 2006

Az STATE OF ARIZONA

Az 03207 (ACRE-FEET)

Az e

AZ WATER USER Finis JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JuL AUG SEP ocT NOV DEC TOTAL 1/

AZ PUSEEEIE.

AZ LAKE MEAD MATL RECREATION, AZ.

AZ DIVERSIONS FROM LAKE MEAD DIVERSION 2 3 3 13 10 1 12 13 15 k] 5 3 2

AZ (TEMPLE BAR) MEAS. RETURNS [} o 0 0 0 ] [} o o [ 0 0 [

AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS o o a o o 0 o 0 o o o Q o

AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 2 3 3 & 10 1 12 13 15 3 5 3 92

AZ LAKE MEAD NATL RECREATIOM, AZ.

AZ DIVERSIONS FROM LAKE MOHAVE DIVERSION 10 12 15 4 20 25 o a2 22 2 13 12 226

AZ (KATHERINE, WILLOW BEACH) MEAS_ RETURNS ] 0o o o o L] o 0 o 1] o (] [}

AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS o o L] o o o o o o o o o

AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 10 12 15 " 20 25 a0 a2 22 21 13 12 226

AZ LOWER COLORADO RIVER DAMS PROJECT

AZ DIVERSION AT DAVIS DAM DIVERSION 1 2 2 2 3 4 L 5 5 5 13 4 44

AZ MEAS. RETURNS 1 2 2 2 2 4 5 5 5 5 6 3 43

AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS o o 0 0 0 o [} o [ [ 0 0 0

AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE [ ] 0 0 0 ] [} 0 (] (] ] 1 1

AZ BULLHEAD CITY

AZ PUMPED FROM WELLS DIVERSION 779 760 802 B43 1.018 1. L 5 1313 1021 1092 779 T4 149

AZ DIV. AT DAVIS DAM. MOHAVE CO. PARKS DIVERSION 8 3 7 9 1 12 9 1 9 8 [ 7 101

AZ MEAS. RETURNS [} 0 0 [ 0 ] [} o ] [ 0 0 [

AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS 260 253 267 281 M0 374 395 437 340 362 259 258 3826

AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 527 513 542 571 689 759 803 887 890 736 526 523 7.766

AZ MOHAVE WATER CONSERVATION DIST.

AZ PUMPED FROM WELLS DIVERSION 7 7 76 72 %8 101 @ 101 101 75 80 57 938

AZ MEAS. RETURNS o o ] o o o o 0 o o o Q o

AT UNMEAS RETURNS 24 2 25 24 a2 i3 L] 33 33 25 26 19 328

AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 49 48 51 48 &4 68 62 68 &8 50 54 k-] 668

AZ BROOKE WATER LLC

AZ PUMPED FROM RIVER DIVERSION 33 38 37 32 40 41 47 48 43 3% 34 30 459

AZ MEAS. RETURNS 0 0 0 [ 0 ] [} ] o 0 ] ] ]

AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS 1 13 12 iy 13 14 1% 16 4 12 11 10 153

AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 22 25 25 21 27 27 31 32 29 24 23 20 306

AZ MOHAVE VALLEY IDD.

AZ PUMPED FROM WELLS DIVERSION 1.057 1992 2428 3274 3.239 6,580 4139 3514 4042 2338 1.966 1574 36141
PUMPED FROM TOPOCK MARSH INLET DIVERSION

AL MEAS. RETURNS o 1} o o o 1] o o o o o Q [}

AZ UNMEAS, RETURNS 486 916 1117 1506 1490 3.027 1904 1616 1859 1075 204 724 16624

Az CONSUMPTIVE USE 571 1076 1311 1768 1748 3553 2235 1898 2183 1261 1,082 #50 19517

AZ FORT MOJAVE INDIAN RESERVATION

AZ 2/ DIVERSION o

AZ MEAS. RETURNS 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 (] 0 0 o 0

AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS 1] o o o o o 1] b} o 1} '] o ']

AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0

AZ GOLDEN SHORES WATER CONSERVATION DIST

AZ PUMPED FROM WELLS ¥ DIVERSION 23 27 37 40 50 60 66 63 50 42 28 29 515

AZ MEAS. RETURNS 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS 8 9 12 13 17 20 22 il 17 14 9 10 172

AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 15 18 25 27 33 40 44 42 33 28 19 19 343

AZ HAVASU NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

AZ TOPOCK MARSH INLET 4/ DIVERSIOMN 656 1.180 2972 5558 5544 4873 3115 2,165 1405 217 92 88 28571

AZ FARM DITCH DIVERSION 161 220 694 1186 1103 1N 781 563 585 444 85 32 6,995
PUMPED FROM ONE WELL IN THE FLOODPLAIN ¥ DIVERSION 10 1 15 17 20 25 27 26 20 17 12 12 212

AT MEAS RETURNS 13 n 10 B o o o o n 3 o 1] 57

AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS 716 1232 323 5927 5867 5.302 3452 2424 1.759 1.207 143 169 31434

AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 28 168 441 8oe 800 T23 47 330 240 165 20 23 4287
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AZ LAKE HAVASU 1L.DD. (CITY)

AZ DISTRICT PUMPED FROM WELLS DIVERSION 954 883 983 1.230 1458 1473 1,399 1.213 1.284 1,204 1,238 1230 14,533
AZ MEAS. RETURNS 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AZ LUNMEAS. RETURNS 363 338 366 467 554 560 532 461 488 458 470 467 5524
AL CONSUMPTIVE USE 591 551 997 783 904 913 867 752 T96 746 TE6 TE3 9.009
AZ CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT
AZ PUMPED FROM LAKE HAVASL DIVERSZION 163,116 127,155 88,380 165983 175473 181,764 77138 47,001 137,033 180,694 119,181 154,045 1,617,154
WATER DIVERTED TO STORAGE FOR SMWA 14/ DIVERSICN 1] ] o V] 0 ] ] ] V] 0 1] ]
AZ MEAS. RETURNS ] ] 0 1] 1] a a ] 1] 1] 0 ] 1]
AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS ] ] V] V] 1] ] ] ] V] 1] o ] 0
AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 153116 127155 96.360 165989 175473 181784 77438 47001 137.033 180834 1194181 154043 1617154
AZ TOWN OF PARKER
AZ PUMPED FROM 1 MUNICIPAL WELL 5 DIVERSION 50 51 54 66 t i) ar 107 103 o4 T4 63 53 833
AZ MEAS. RETURNS 23 20 23 23 22 20 25 22 12 20 20 20 257
AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS 14 15 15 13 26 28 3o 29 24 21 18 15 254
AL CONSUMPTIVE USE 13 18 16 24 43 49 62 52 41 i3 25 18 382
AZ COLORADO RIVER INDIAN RESERVATION
AZ DIVERZION AT HEADGATE ROCK DAM DIVERSION 26,330 31,510 45700 58,700 T4.180  T2640 76640 69,220 51,520 36,920 25510 32280 600,130
AZ 2 PUMPS AND MUNICIPAL & DIVERSION [ [ -] 12 1" 9 8 g T -3 6 7 93
AZ MEAS. RETURNS 19,041 17,692 22 740 23077 25688 26534 29,934 20,110 24497 22,8258 198,007 19,919 271,084
AZ LINMEAS. RETURNS ] ] a o 1] o ] ] o V] V] ] 1]
AZ COMSUMPTIVE USE 7,295 13,824 22 966 33635 48483 46115 46714 49,119 27,030 14,101 7,509 12,368 329,159
AZ EHREMBURG IMPROVEMENT ASSN.
AZ DIVERSION 32 26 ] M4 45 50 52 45 46 47 39 30 475
AZ MEAS. RETURNS ] ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ']
AL LINMEAS. RETURNS k] 7 & 10 13 14 15 13 13 13 11 4 135
AZ COMSUMPTIVE USE 23 19 21 24 32 36 37 32 33 34 28 Fal 340
AZ CIBOLA VALLEY IRRIGATION DISTRICT
AZ  CIBOLA VALLEY IRRIGATION DISTRICT DIVERSION 753 807 823 1180 1,558 2,118 1.914 2196 1404 386 187 298 13.625
AZ MOHAVE COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY DIVERSION 190 363 385 365 B47 1.170 1.043 1.134 921 163 96 o B.677
AZ HOPI TRIBE DIVERSIOMN 182 688 283 266 L) 177 1,168 1.082 |20 110 28 168 €686
AZ MEAS. RETURNS o 0 o o 1] o o 0 o 1] 1] ] 0
AZ UMMEAS. RETURNS a2 503 421 513 874 1,272 1,173 1,260 925 188 106 132 7,691
AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 812 1.263 1.066 1.287 2,192 3191 2,343 3,162 2320 471 266 333 19.296
AZ CIBOLA MATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
AZ PUMPED FROM 3 PUMPS DIVERSION 632 549 1.003 w42 1.263 1.226 1,503 950 1,559 1137 1.602 1.03% 13308
AZ MEAS. RETURNS o L] o 1] 1] o 0 [i] 1] o o o o
AL UNMEAS. RETURNS 240 209 ] 320 480 466 571 361 592 432 609 395 5.056
AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 392 340 v G22 783 760 932 589 967 705 993 644 8.249
AZ IMPERIAL NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
AZ PUMPED FROM 4 PUMPS 3 DIVERSION 218 169 122 118 196 154 115 125 131 121 123 79 1.671
AZ MEAS. RETURNS 0 0 1] o o o 0 0 o o o 0 0
AZ LNMEAS. RETURNS B3 64 46 45 74 59 44 48 50 465 47 30 636
AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 135 108 76 73 122 95 7 77 Ll 75 76 44 1.035
AZ YUMA PROVING GROUND
AZ DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM DIVERSION ] 1 3 1] 4 1 1 3 2 o 1] [ 15
AZ WELLS W, X, Y. Z DIVERSICN 19 22 12 &0 B3 128 a5 94 83 42 27 29 713
AZ MEAS. RETURNS ] ] o o o o L o 1] o o o [i]
AZ UMMEAS. RETURNS o0 0 o 1] 1] 0 0 0 1] o o 0 0
AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 19 23 22 &0 93 129 96 =1 91 42 27 29 728
AZ GILA MONSTER FARMS
AZ DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM DIVERSION 406 440 GE4 752 1.225 1532 1.485 831 B17 713 552 335 9.612
AZ "Use from ASLD lease has been deducted. MEAS. RETURNS 40 1 77 33 4 38 -] 19 -8 21 45 1" 402
AZ LINMEAS. RETURNS 154 167 252 286 466 562 564 339 234 o 210 127 3,652
AZ CONSUMPTIVE USE 212 266 335 433 725 912 536 533 39 421 297 197 5508
AZ WELLTON MOHAWK |. &D. D.
AZ DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM DIVERSION 18,953 24,3680 3182 43776 48627 46567 39,897 36.560 334685 30448 2284 23991 402,049
AZ GGME RETURMN 2,092 461 4079 2166 1531 1.279 ] 857 V] 991 2063 851 16.370
AL DOME RETURN 1.000 1.228 1.046 G54 596 7 378 ] 621 487 360 528 7.555
AZ 7 MOD RETURM 8420 T430 7.230 6770 7.070 8,600 3,110 9470 9,360 9,980 9930 9880 103,810
AZ RETURNS, TOTAL 11.512 8119 13415 9920 9197 10.196 9488 10.327 .50 11468 12,353 11.05% 127.735
AZ UNMEAS. RETURNS o ] 1] o o o ] 0 o o o ] 0
AZ COMNSUMPTIVE USE 7441 15,861 18,797 33858 23430 36371 30409 26253 23504 18,980 10478 12932 274314
AZ CITY OF YLIMA
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AZ DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM (AAC)

AZ DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM (GILA)

PUMP DIVERSION FOR YUMA EAST WETLANDS
MWD DESALTING STUDY

e

MARINE CORPS AIR STATION (YUMA)
DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM

SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY
DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM

YUMA MESA FRUIT GROWERS ASSN.
DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM

UMIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM
(WARREM ACT)

YLUMA UNION HIGH SCHOOL
DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM

CAMILLE, ALEC. JR.
DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM
(WARREN ACT)

DESERT LAWN MEMORIAL
DIVERSICN AT IMPERIAL DAM

NORTH GILA VALLEY IRRIGATION DISTRICT
DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM

YUMA IRRIGATION DISTRICT
DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM
PUMPED FROM PRIVATE WELLS

SURFACE RETURMS
PUMPED FROM WELLS

YUMA MESA |.D.D.
DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM

RERRARR R RRRRARARRRRRRRARRRRARRRARARARRRRARARRRARARARRAR

AZ LNIT®E" 1.D.D.
AZ DIVERSION AT IMPERIAL DAM

&R

Sew

2

DIVERSION
DIVERSION
DIVERSIOM
DIVERSION

MEAS. RETURNS
UNMEAS. RETURNS
COMSUMFTIVE USE

DIVERSION

MEAS. RETURNS
UNMEAS. RETURNS
COMSUMFTIVE USE

DIVERSION

MEAS. RETURNS
UNMEAS. RETURNS
CONSUMPTIVE USE

DIVERSION

MEAS. RETURNS
LINMEAS. RETURNS
COMSUMPTIVE USE

DIVERSION

MEAS. RETURNS
UNMEAS. RETURNS
COMSUMPTIVE USE

DIVERSION

MEAS. RETURNS
UMMEAS, RETURNME
CONSUMPTIVE USE

DIVERSION

MEAS. RETURNS
UNMEAS. RETURNS
COMSUMPTIVE USE

DIVERSICN

MEAS. RETURNS
UNMEAS. RETURNS
COMSUMPTIVE USE

DIVERSION

MEAS. RETURNS
LINMEAS. RETURNS
COMNSUMPTIVE USE

DIVERSIOM
DIVERSION
DELIVERED BY YID
MEAS. RETURNE
MEAS. RETURNS
UNMEAS. RETURNS
COMSUMPTIVE USE

DIVERSION

MEAS. RETURNS
UNMEAS. RETURNS
COMSUMPTIVE USE

DIVERSION
MEAS. RETURNS
UMMEAS. RETURNS
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C/ Estimated at 85 percent of Protective and Regulatory Pumpling Unit with balance credited to 'Unit B'.
D/ Estimated at 38 percent of the Norh Gila Valley Diversion al Imperial Dam plus 14 percent of Yuma |rigation District diversion at
Imperial Dam. (Based on analysis of the USGS Report 63-4220 entitled 'A Method for Estimaling Ground-Wat er Relum Flow to the
Lower Colorado River in the Yuma Area’)
E/ Diversion multiplied by the mileage weighted share of Gila Main Canal loss. less canal surface evaporation (1,397 affyr) and phreatephyle use (2,154 affyr).

8/ Diversion and 1elus L5 fraclude puing fioin AEW-6,7,8,10,11,41. These wells were pievi T il Arlzuna Supy | Seclion.

10/ This is waler diverled by YID and dehvered o users. with own entitlements. outside of the YID service Brea ¥ID's consumptive use has been reduced by an equal amount.

11/ Diversion amounts Include pumpage from AEW-15.16 and the Cocopah Bend R.. Park. These wells were previously reporfed in the Arizona Supplemental Section.

12/ Recl fion is
Untll comprehensive modeling of the Yuma area Is complete, this pumpage |z added to Arizona's measured relumns and subtracted from Arizona's unmeasured refums.

13/ Detalls en Arizona Supplemental Sheets.

14/ Water recoversd by CAP for use by SNWA s accounted as a diversion for the year in which i was recovered

DIVERSIONS FROM MAINSTREAM-AVAILABLE RETURN FLOW
AND CONSUMPTIVE USE OF SUCH WATER
CALENDAR YEAR 2006
STATE OF CALIFORMIA

gaged in a modeling study to determine the amount of waler relurning to the Colorado River upsiream of MIB. and hew this retum is affecled by pumping of the DPOC wellfield.

o2mzo7 {ACRE-FEET)
WATER USER Finis JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JuL AUG SEP oCcT MOV DEC  TOTAL 1/
FORT MOJAVE INDIAN RESERVATION
DELIVERED BY CITY OF NEEDLES 2 DIVERSION 1]
PUMPED FROM RIVER AMD WELLS DIVERSION B79 1,260 1578 2322 2329 3187 2,244 2919 220 935 470 65 20,179
MEAS. RETURNS o [ a 1] o o o o 1] o 1] o a
LINMEAS. RETURNS 314 582 723 1073 1,078 1.459 1,037 1,349 1,028 432 217 30 9.324
CONSUMPTIVE USE 365 678 549 1.249 1,253 1.698 1.207 1570 1,195 503 253 35 10,855
CITY OF NEEDLES
PUMPED FROM FOUR WELLS IN FLOODPLAIN DIVERSION 160 143 164 216 281 203 297 03 219 198 192 160 2,626
MEAE. RETURME 9/ 26 22 26 36 16 A7 12 19 36 32 k3l 28 123
UNMEAS. RETURNS 20 17 20 26 4 36 a7 a7 27 24 24 20 322
¥ COMSUMPTIVE USE 114 103 118 155 202 210 212 217 157 142 137 114 1,881
CHEMEHUEV! INDIAN RESERVATION
PUMPED FROM RIVER AND WELLS DIVERSION o
MEAS. RETURNS o 0 o o o o 0 o o o o 0 o
UNMEAS. RETURME o o o o o o o i} o o o o o
COMNSUMPTIVE USE o o 0 o o o o L] o o o o ]
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
DIVERSION FROM LAKE HAVASU 4/5/ DIVERSION 45790  JEB42 41992 62563 TeJT0  TT.243 61320 67809 59524 24238 13991 25496 635,574
WATER DIVERTED TO STORAGE FOR SNWA 4/ DIVERSION /]
WATER EXCHANGED WITH SDCWA & DIVERSION o
MEAS. RETURNS 265 239 265 256 257 246 345 245 242 255 253 o 2568
UNMEAS. RETURNS o [ a 0 1] o o 0 0 0 0 [ a
COMSUMPTIVE USE 45,525 38,603 .77 62,307 76,513 76,997 80,375 B87.560 69,282 23,983 13,738 25496 632,706
PARKER DAM AND GOVERNMENT CAMP
DIVERSION AT PARKER DAM DIVERSION 1]
MEAS. RETURNE o
UMNMEAS. RETURNS o o o o o 0 o o o o o o 0
COMNSUMPTIVE USE o i} o o o o i} o o o o i} 1]
COLORADOC RIVER INDIAM RESERVATION
4 RIVER PUMPS DIVERESIOM o
BIG RIVER WATER DEPT. - & WELLS DIVERSION ]
MEAS. RETURNS o o 0 0 o o 1] o 0 1] o o ]
7/ UNMEAS. RETURMS o 1] 0 0 0 o 0 1] 0 o 0 o 0
CONSUMPTIVE USE o o o o o o o 0 o o 1] o ]
CITY OF WINTERHAVEN
PUMPED FROM 1 WELL IN FLOODPLAIN &/ DIVERSION ']
MEAS. RETURNS o [ a 1] a o o o 1] 1] 1] o a
UNMEAS. RETURNS o o o o o o o o o o o o 0
CONSUMPTIVE USE o a 1] 0 o o a o 0 1] 0 a 1]
PALO VERDE IRRIGATION DISTRICT
DIVERSION FROM PALO VERDE DAM DIVERSION 36,540 51,620 61,870 724390 91.720 98,680 102400 102,700 78,640 63,980 45,530 44 420 B51,650
MEAS. RETURNMNE 28,607 29,828 34,962 4973 40,147 40,383 41,203 43,244 39,508 42391 36,125 37.392 448,749
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HY CONSUMPTIVE USE im 162 183 174 222 260 280 273 247 196 168 o 2312
wy FORT MOJAVE INDIAM RESERVATION kN
Ny PUMPED FROM 2 WELLS IN FLOODPLAIM DIVERSION 99 M 283 528 590 42 659 807 314 a7 99 99 5.024
NV MEAS. RETURNS o o o o o o o (i} o o o o o
Ny UNMEAS. RETURNS 33 109 93 174 19% 278 216 266 104 124 33 33 1.658
i CONSUMPTIVE USE 66 222 190 354 395 564 439 541 210 253 66 66 3,366
Ny
Hv LAS VEGAS WASH RETURN FLOWS 4/ RETURNS 2/ 18,025 16397  18.837 17 644 17240 17368 1749 17353 16990 16290 17965 20059 213,659
n

OTHER USERS PUMPING FROM COLORADO

RIVER AND WELLS IN FLOOD PLAIN 5/ DIVERSION o [ o a 0 o o o a 0 o o a

DAVIS DAM TO CALIFORMIA BOUNDARY MEAS. RETURNE o o o o o o o o o o o o 0

UNMEAS. RETURNS o ] o 1] 0 o o o 1] 0 o o 1]
COMSUMPTIVE USE o o o o o o o 0 o o o o 0

ny NEVADA TOTALS
ny DIVERSION 33379 31,156 34,805 40,128 52,563 50,888 52,912 54,254 49,405 45471 39,889 37024 521,773
NV MEAS. RETURNS 18,708 17,015 19.438 18338 17,976 18.108 18,220 18,118 17,694 18.970 18,617 20,528 221,790
Ny UNMEAS. RETURNS 1 109 23 174 195 278 216 266 104 124 33 33 1,658
NY CONSUMPTIVE USE 14,838 14,01 15,014 21616 34,392 32,502 34478 35,870 31,607 26,277 21,239 16,563 298,325
NV
N
Y GROUNDWATER INJECTED STORAGE &/
v LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DIST. INJECTED 3,079 1,805 & 0 102 o o o 1] 2188 5819 13101
Ny WITHDRAWN o ] o 0 o o 0 6E 345 208 141 788
v CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS INJECTED o [ a 1] a o o o 1] 1] 1] a
Ny WITHDRAWN o o o o o o o o o o o o
n
NV NOTE: The lerm "CONSUMPTIVE USE in this means q q pumping, less return Mow and less current estimated unmeasured returmn New to The river.

Footnotoe:

1/ Totals may differ from the sum of the monthly values due to raunding to the nearast acre-foot.

2/ As of mid 2003 Boulder City had discontinued diverting water directly from Lake Mead but purchases ils water from SHWA.

3/ Diversions provided by the user, Calculated by adding M&I use lo the praduct of the acreage of sach crop type timas the crop specific times ;

4/ Estimaled return based on historic use method adopled by the lask force on unmeasured return flows on August 28, 1984 and revised as noted in USBR |etter fo SNWA and CRCN dated July 29, 2003,

5/ Delails on Nevada Supplemental Sheels.
NV
NV &/ Mevada Injected Slorage Balance: Al Beginning of Year Cumulative Injecled Storage 311,029
N Plus Current Year Additions 13,101
Ny Minus Current Year Withdrawals 758
v End of Year Cumulalive Injected Slorage 323,372

Af Colorado River waler injecled inlo ground waler storage is accounied as a censumplive use in the year inwhich it is diverted from Ihe Colorado River. It will not be accounied as a consumptive use in the year in which
It Is withdrawn from storage, but because It orlginated as Colorado River waler if will be accounted for as a return flow credit in Ihe year in which it retums to the Colorado River.

M DELIVERIES TO MEXICO IN SATISFACTION OF PART Il OF 1944 TREATY
M: AND
M3 WATER PASSING TO MEXICO IN EXCESS OF TREATY REQUIREMENTS
M CALENDAR YEAR 2006
M 03/02/07 (ACRE-FEET)
M —
M WATER USER Ftnts JAM FEB MAR APR MAY JUM JUL AUG SEP ocT NOV DEC TOTAL
M imeen;
12 DELIVERY TO NIE 1 115,827 138865 198,718 183,309 99289 119700 113585 87858 B2486 67740 87620 112024 1407021
M
v DELIVERY AT THE LIMITROPHE 2 799 859 658 445 615 a3z 316 n B5T B74 1,075 B3E
M=
vt DELIVERY AT TIJUAMNA a o i} o o o i} i} i} o 16 23 i}
b
r DELIVERY TO SIB 9,658 10,604 9,660 10,455 9,654 7957 10,591 10,755 10,686 11.032 11,245 9,090 121,388
b
toi TOTAL DELIVERY IN SATISFACTION OF TREATY 4 126264 150328 209036 194209 109556 127969 124492 98684 93829 79663 99963 122010 1.536.225
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M
v TO MEXICO AS SCHEDULED 122,771 143,057 206,284 193,325 108,570 127252 121879 92,704 89.307 70,098 98,763 118934  1.500,004
M
pe TO MEXICO IN EXCESS OF SCHEDULE & 2513 1.27 2,752 BE4 988 77 2813 &.180 4,522 9,585 1.200 30168 38,221
=9
rot WATER BYPASSED PURSUANT TO MINUTE 242 8,679 T.677 8437 7557 7407 5829 9,071 9.749 9970 10362 10071 9505 107.314
rx OF THE IBWC

Footnotes:
vz 1/ Flow In the river ai the Mortherly International Boundary.
M 2/ Wasteway deliveries to the river imitrophe via the Cooper, 11 mile, and 21 mile lateral wasleways in salisfaclion of [he 1344 Trealy requirements.
vz 3 Temporary emergency delivery of Colorado River water for Tijuana is diverted at Lake Havasu by MWD and delivered via the Colorado River Aqueduct,
M MWD, SDCWA. and Otay Water District's distribution systems pursuant to Minute No, 310 of the IBWC,

4/ Waler delivered to Mexico and charged against treaty requirements. It does nol include Water Bypassed Pursuani to Minute Mo. 242 of the IBWC.

5/ Water that is lost to the United Stales through fows andfor releases into the Colorade River above Morelos Dam In excess of Lower Division States deliveries.

and Mexican Trealy requirements.

S1 RELEASES OF WATER THROUGH REGULATORY STRUCTURES
sl CONTROLLED BY THE UNITED STATES
51 CALENDAR YEAR 2006
3T a7 (THOUSAND ACRE-FEET)
8T
37 STRUCTURE Fints JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JuL AUG SEP ocT MOV DEC TOTAL W/
8T
57 GLEM CANYON DAM 825 822 614 6817 616 826 865 877 573 627 629 834 8723
37T
37 HOOVER DAM 395 611 430 480 1071 1036 367 818 633 564 325 621 9259
aT
5T DAVIS DAM 662 670 03 a72 1046 1085 975 818 T 716 509 564 9590
8T
57 PARKER DAM 359 433 E0D 713 738 737 7139 624 533 451 354 328 B592
8T
57 HEADGATE ROCK DAM 2 333 402 554 B5T EE4 664 642 554 487 414 327 2594 5992
T
57 PALD VERDE DAM aong 378 503 E03 05 563 552 460 398 348 268 238 5228
5T
3T IMPERIAL DAM k1 3 26 43 34 23 25 29 36 33 33 25 30 369
T DIVERSION TO MITTRY LAKE FROM GILA MAINM CAL 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L |
5T SUM IMPERIAL DAM + DIVERSION TO MITTRY LAKE 32 27 44 34 24 26 30 37 34 3 26 30 37e
8T
3T LAGUNA DAM 3 29 v Eal 25 33 27 26 27 N 22 o8 347
8T
57 Footnotes:
=7 1/ Totals may differ from the sum of ihe monthly values due to ding lo the nearest th d faal.
ST 2/ Computed as Parker Dam release less diversion at Headgate Rock Dam.

3/ Flow below Imperial Dam. does not include diversions through the All American Canal {AAC) and the Gila Gravily Main Canal (GGMC).

SUMMARY
USE BY STATE, UNMEASURED RETURNS ESTIMATE, AND RESERVOIR CONTENTS

sU CALENDAR YEAR 2006
3u 0302407 (THOUSAND ACRE-FEET)
50
3u Fints JAM FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JuL AUG SEP ocT NOV DEC TOTAL
U Wit
su WATER USE SUMMARY
s ARIZONA 191.7489 183.7786 181.7235 268.2105 3276418 321816 2079822 1674701 2299545 2625709 145.2038 2028038 2
U CALIFORMIA o o ] o o o 0 0 o o o o ]
a1 NEVADA 14638 14031 15014 21616 34392 32502 34476 3587 31607 26377 21239 16.563 298
s TOTAL USE, LOWER BASIN STATES 2062889 197.8098 1967375 309.8265 362.0338 354318 2424582 20334071 2615615 2889479 1664488 2193728 3009

su
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EMND OF MONTH ACTIVE CONTENTS:

LAKE POWELL 11206
LAKE MEAD 15335
! LAKE MOHAVE 1631488 1
! LAKE HAVASL 561.856

LOWER BASIN TOTAL STORAGE 17528.34 1

USE ABOVE HOOVER DAM:

! ARIZOMA o
! NEVADA 14
! TOTAL USE 14
LISE BELOW PARKER DAM:
ARIZONA 30.358
! CALIFORMIA 176.74
MEXICO kT 134.963
TOTAL USE 342.081
Footnotes:
1/ Totale may diffor from 1ho eum of the menthly valuoe duo to g 1o the noaroct acro Tool,

2/ Sum of Total States, deliveries to Mexico In Satisfaction of Treaty and Bypass Pursuant to Min. 242,

¢ 3/ Includes waler delivered in satisfaction of the the treaty with Mexico and water bypassed pursuani to Minute 242,

! MEKXICO IN SATISFACTION OF TREATY 126.284 150.328
! WATER BYPASSED PURSUANT TO MINUTE 242 8679 7877
TOTAL USE, LOWER BAZIN STATES & MEXICO 2 341.3499 3508148

10793

15520
626,108
546.748
T692.86

a
14
14

49146
213.268
156.005
420419

209036 134.209

8437 7557

4142100 511.59825

10704 11093

15337 14366
166465 166546
563.935 557972

1756559 1718943

1] 1]
15 n
15 21

75994 113.366
284851  368.598
217473 201.766
678.318 683.732
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7407
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12256

14470
1690237
562,234
1672247

o
3
4
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116.965
672009
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12766

14178
1670.05
575842

1642389

o
3z
32

126699
394,559
136798
E58.056

124 492

3.071

3760212

12416

13993
1694605
584 268
16271.87

o
34
34

119.238
416.632
133.563
BE9434

98.884

9.749

3119731

12017

14005
1705.85
579.622

1629047

Li]
36
36

109415
379.771
108.633
597819

93.829
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385.3800

11917

13887
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555.028
16026 44
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16087 44

o
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110,024

336.29
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300.8878
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16327 56

o
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19487
6815
200135

295
285

479
3637
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APPENDIX B TABLE B-1
Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program

Federal Flow-Related Covered Actions and Accomplishments

Calendar Year 2008
Federal Coverad Actions Nundiw:rotbnnlry Actions
Biciogical Assessment MNondiscretionary Actions Discretionary Actions 1 2006 a:oomp"snmcntuz's
ipter 2 Related to Non-Federal Actions
2.2 BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

2.2.1 Ongoing Flow-Related Actions

2.2.1.1 Flood Control
(page 2-3; Tabls 2-1, page 2-5)

» Prascribad lood corlrol reeases per
Field Working Agreement and Waker
Contral Manual for Lake Maad/Hoover
| Chearrr

+ Terming of required releases may be vaned [« Mons
within the manth

= Arlicipalory lood control releases

+ Awvalable food control space in Laks
Maad can ba reduced 1o 1.5 maf August 1
to January 1ifprescrbed spacs is
available in upslream reservoirs

* Management of target elevations for Lake
Mahave (Dawis Dam ) and Lake Havasu
(Parker Diam)

Mo flood control releases were mads from Lake Meaad

The elevation of Lake Mead provided for flood control spacs that was well above
that required. The slevabion was bebwesn 112519 and 114137 toet mean sa
leval

Elavahons at Lake Mohave and Lake Havasy woers managed to target
slevabions

2.2.1.2 State Apportionment
and Water Confracts
(page 2-5, Tabls 2-2. page 2-8)

- Debvary of water to water users in the
[imbed States pursuant Lo applicable
Fedaral law, inchuding the Boulder Canyon
Froject Ad (BCPA), the Suprema Court
[Ciecrae of March 9, 1564, 3T61U.5. 340, as
amended (Dacras)

[+ Debvery of a State’s unused entitlement to
21 junior entitlement holdar within that State
on an annual basis

+ Daterminations and delivery of past-2016
urused apparhianmert water from one State|United States pursuant Lo applicabls
to ancther within the Lower Easin on an

el basis Decres

= Dalivary of water to water users in the

Federal law, Including the BCPA and the

Water deliveres wera mads to water users in Arizona, Califomia, and Nevaca to
sabshy the basic enbllements for delvery of Colorado Rer water, Unused
entitiement water wilhin a state’s apportionment was delivered to junior priorty
hiokdars in that slate

2.2.1.3 Annual Operations
Mormal, Surplus, Shortage,
and Unussd Apportisnment

= Issuance of an annuat opéarabng plan

- Dokvery of water to water users in the

+ Determination of shortage condibons

sheent specific guidebnes United States pursuant Lo applicable

= Dalvary of water to water users in tha

Faderal law, including the BCPA and the

The Annual Operating Plan for 2006, which governed raleases, was issued

Annual operations ware revised through the Annwal Operating Plan . pursuait to

(page 2-6, Table 2-3, page 2-9) United States pursuart 1o applicatil [ i af surplus Decree the long-range operating criteria, to reflact curent lydrologic condilions

Fadaral law, including the Baulder Canyon  |absent spacific guidanes
[Project Act {BCPA), the Supreme Court A Partial Domestic Surplus condiion was declared for 2008 However, ng
Ciecree of March 8, 1864, 376105 540, s |» Revision of armusl operabons hrough e surplus waler was akoen,
amended (Decres) Annual Operabing Flan (ACF), pursuart to

L1 long-range cperaling chtaria within (he Water was delivered fo water users inthe United States pursuant 1o spphcatie
= Dakvary of water to Mexieo pursuant o wiaar to reflect curmant Rydrologic condbons Faderal law, including the BCEA and the Dacres
the 1944 Water Traaty

+ Determinations and delivery of post-2018 VWater was delrverad to Mexico pursuant 1o the 1944 Water Treaty, Delverylo

Lnused apportionment water from one Maxico in excess of schedule was 36,221 acre-fest

Sctate lo another within the Lower Basin on

ian anmual basis Thane was a raview of the Long-Range Operating Cntena of Colorado River

Feservairs

* Execubion of agresments and Lhe delivery

of surplus waer pursuant te the

Reclamation Reform Ad and the

Reclamaton States Emergency Drought

Rediaf Act

« Fanodic raview of the Long Range

(Cperation of the Colorada (LROC)

Page 10f &
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APPENDIX B TABLE B-1
Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program
Federal Flow-Related Covered Actions and Accomplishments

Calendar Year 2008

Federal Coversd Actions
Biviogical Assessment
Chopberd

2.2.1.4 Dally Hoover Dam Operations
(Table 2-4, page 2-10)

2.2.1.4 Dally Davis Dam Operations
( Table 2.5, pags 2-11)

Nendiscretionary Actions

|- Water mizases ara mada to satisty

lge afar

Fiotders in the United Siates, delver 1944
Water Treaty water, and generate
ydropowear with hese waler releases

|- Water mizases ara mada to satisty

lge ts af r

Fiotders in the United Siates, delver 1944
Water Treaty water, and generate
ydropowear with hese waler releases

Discretionary Actions

|- Marthiy energy targets are set priar to

each month, based on the best infarmation
v antabile wilth respect 1o downstream waler
demands and lake elevation targets at
Lakes Mohave and Havasu, ensrgy lamgets
may be ravised dunng the month to mast
changing watsr demands and other
constraints (&g, o beneht nabve fishn
Lake Mohave)

|- Tming of rleases, to a limited degree,

may be vaned by a few days, based on
v antable downstream storags, Lake
Mohave and Lake Havasu operational

© X waler
requiramants, and Nydmpower nasds

Mondiscretionary Actions
Related to Non-F ederal .lclium'

1 Water raleases are mace to satishy

| usé regl af artit

holders in the United States and to
generate hydropower with these water
releasas

1 Water raleases are mace to satishy

| usé regl af artit

[holders in the Umnled States and generale
hydropower with these water releases

2006 Accomplishm ents™ T

Water raleases rom Haover Diam ware mada to satisty bensfios use
Faquiremeants of entéiemant holders inthe United States, 1o deliver 1944 VWatar
Treaty water, and Lo generate hydropower wilh these water releases.

Ensrgy targets were sel monthly based on the best information available with
respact to downstream wstor demands and lake alevation targets at Lakes
Mohave and Havasu Energy targets wene ravised dunng tha maonth to meat

wiales o dg and olher

Water raleases rom Davis Dam wers made to satisty beneficial use
Faquiremeants of entéiemant holders inthe United States, 1o deliver 1944 VWatar
Treaty water, and Lo generate hydropower wilh these water releases.

The timing of relaases was varisd based on available downstream storags,
cparational constraints for akes Mohava and Havasy, downstream water
requiremeants, and hydroposwer neads

2.2.1.4 Dally Parker Dam Operations
(Takie 3-8, page 2-11)

[* Water releases ars macs 1o satishy
benaboial use requirements of entiiemant
Folders in the United States deliver 1944
(Water Treaty water, and gernsrale
hydropowar with these water releases

+ Tening of releases. 1o a imiled degas,
may b vanad by the nour based on
Fydropower nesds, water requiremants, or
other operalions constrants immediataly
cownstream of the dam

* Water releases are made 1o satisfy

us® raqu afar
holders in the United States and generate
[tipdropower with these waler releases

VWater releages from Parker Dam wers madea Lo salisly bensfoal use
requiremants of antdiamant holders 0 the Unted States, 1o dalivar 1944 Water
Tresty water, and to generate hydropower with these water réleases

Tha timing of releases wes varied based on available downstream water
requirements, hydropower needs. and other operal O v
dawnsteam of Farker Dam

2.2.1.4 Daily Senator Wash, Imperial
Dam, and Laguna Dam Reservair
Operations

(Table 27 pags 2-11)

[+ Vader releases are mads 1o satishy

ahcial uza g af
noldirs in the United States, deliver 1044
(ater Treaty water, and generale
hydropower with water releases for
[Senalor Wash

[+ Senator Wash, Impenal Dam, and Laguna
Dam aperations to pravent overdeli ernas,
to releass water to entilement halders | for
sluicing operabons, o detives a portion of
thee 1944 Waber Treaty deliveries to Mexico,
and for fiood condral purposes

« Walar releasas ars mads (o ssdtsfy

use requ af ar
holdars in the United States

Water rsleases from Senalor Wash, Impenial, and Laguna dams were made to
sahsfy bonakcial use requiremaents of antitamant holdars in the Uinited States, to
deliver 1944 Water Traaty water, and o gansrate hydropower with water
reledses Eom Senalor Wash

Water releases from Senator Wash, Imperial, and Laguna dams were made to
pravant ovardelivenss, Lo release water to enbtiemant Rokdars, for siuicing
eperatons, bo deliver a porfion of the 1944 Watar Treaty delivenas to Mexico,
and for Mood cortrol purposes

2215 Electric Power Generation
(page 2-11)

43 CFR PART 431
(pags 2-14)

2216 Lower Colorado

‘Water Supply Project - California
(page 2-15. Table 2-8, page 2-16)

- Cperational requirements to satisfy
43 CF R Part 431 mequirsments

|- Cebvery ol water under execulsd Watsr

[Supply Project contracts

+Reclamation's execubion and
inistration of inc 1'Water Supply
Frojed contracts

] :.F.'-al:tl‘;lp@_la |r|'l.ﬁelas\l—el-uprrleri‘o‘fand-

consult in the execution of indwidual
corfracts under the VWater Supply Projed

Hydroelectnc power generated:

[+ Hoaver Dam 3 786,817 085 kWh
[+ Cravis Diam: 1,121,915, 200 K\vWh
+ Padker Dam: 448 850 850 kwh

(Gperations met the requirements to satisfy 43 CF R Part 431

Ten new sui;'cﬂr;rac-ls wera |§$uelt'|vﬁy-l-f.‘ls 67:3« ol"l';«l-eslales One ac.'e-.I;all:lll ol'
water is for immediste wse throwsgh a change in peint of diversion, consistent
wilh the subcontracts 15 acre-feet of water is reserved for fifure use

Page 2 of &
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APPENDIX B TABLE B-1

Lower Col River Multi-Sp

Conservation Program

Federal Flow-Related Covered Actions and Accomplishments
Calendar Year 2006

Federal Covered Actions
Biological Assessment
Chapter 2

Mondiseretionary Actions

Discretionary Actions

Meondiscretionary Actions
Related to Non-Federal Actions '

2006 Accomplishments™

L
|2.2.2 Future Flow-Related Covered
A

(2.2.2.1 Specific Surplus
and Shortage Guidelines
(page 2-22; Table 2-11, page 2-24)

+ Dwlivery of surplus water pursuant to the
Articte [{BY 2] of the Supremes Court
Diecres ol March 8, 1964, 378 LS 340, a5
amended {Decres)

* Delivery of water pursuant to the Atticle
BN 3} of the Decres |shortage )

+ Adoption of specific post-2016 surplus
puidalings

- Adoption of spacific shorage guidelines

+ Consult with States on development of
specific post-7016 surplus quiddnes or
development of specihic shorlage
[quidelines

[+ Dabveny of waler to water users in the
Linitad States pursuant to applicabls
Federal law, including the Boulcer Canyon
Froject Act and the Decres

Mo surplus water was delivered pursuart to Aricle [I{B)2) of the Decres
Mo water was delivered pursuant Lo Arbide I[BY3) of the Deces

Mo adopbon of specifc post-2017 suplus guidslines was made  Thens was no
adoglion of speafic shartags guidaknes

|2.2.2.2 Flood Release Contracts
(page 3-34, Table 2-12, pags 2-25)

» Delivery of water under executed lood
release contracts

* Execution of conlracts for waler released
dunng flood controd operations

[+ Fartiapate in the development of and
consult in the execution of filood releass
coriracts

Mo waler delwenss were made under lood release contracts

2223 Changesinthe Storage

and Dslivery of State Entitlement Waters
gh Various A Actions

(page 2-25. Table 2-13, page 2-26)

Mo administrative actions were taken to reduce the water delvenes as listed in
Table 2-13 af the Silogics! Assessmen!

Flow Changes Below Hoover Dam
to Davis Dam
(Table 2-14, after paga 2-26)

[Flow Changes Below Davis Dam
to Parker Dam
(Tabie 2-15, after page 2-26)

|Relsases wara not reduced as bsted in Tabls 2-14 Banking of 189, 127 aare-

test of water on behall of Mevada by Anzona moreased (he release of waler
[below Hoover Dam to Davis Dam. Banking is not accounted a5 a fransfor (see
(Changss in Delivery Related to Off-Straam Storage below ) Mo banking was

Ig;mg by Calborria lor Mevada in 2006
[Releases ware not reduced as bsted in Table 2-14 Banking of 188,127 acre-

feet of water on behalf of Mevada by Anizona moreased the reease of water
below Davis Dam to Parker Dam Banking is not acdounted a5 a transfer (see
(Changes in Delnvery Refated to Of-Stream Storage below ) No banking was
ne by Calitomia for Nevada in 2006

Flow Changes Below Parker Dam
to Imperial Dam
(Table 2-16, ater page 2-26

or d Sel
[Fregram
(page 2-27, Table 2-17, page 2-28)

: . tiev.e.w;-l -‘\‘

pursuant to Reclamation Reform Act
sacton 210{a)

[ implementation

Frogram

conservation plans pursuant to RRA
section 210(a)

[Feleases wers not reduced as bsted in Table 2-14 Banking of 139137 acre-
teet ol water on behall of Mevada by anzona did nol affect the amount af waler
released below Parker Dam. Banling 1s not accounted as a franster [see
[Changes in Delvvery Related to Off-Straam Storage below ) No banking was
done by Califoria for Meyvadan 2008 ——
Three water conservation plans were updated subco -
Management Plans were incuded in 2006). Al water conservation plans for the
[Lower Colorado Region are complete

-

Unauthorized Use
(page 2-28, Table 2-18, page 2-30)

* Enforcement of pravisions of the Boulder

Canyon Projed A in Anzana v Calfoms
1o imit the release and delvery of Colorado
River water to authonzed users

- Implementation of appropnate policy or
ruls ta sddress four types of unauthorized
(£

[+ Execuion ot water delivery confracts with
erihibies wdenlifed & non-contragt users

+ Consult with states in the devélopment of
policies or rules 1o addrass fourbypas of
Lnauthorzas use

= Consult with the states on the execution of
water delwery corfracts with arbibes

tified as noncontract users

The Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemalking was published in the Federal
Regeaiar on August 18, 2006 The §0-day public comment panod endad undsr
tne notice on Dctober 17, 2006, A govemment to govemment consultation was
held with Colorado River Indian Tribes on November 1, 2006

Unallocated or Noncontract Water
in Arizona, Exclusive of CAP
(page 7-30; Table 2-19, pags 2-31)

+ Dizlivery of water pursuant 1o avacuted
[contracts for unallocated water in Arizona
[nor-CAFY

- Execition of water delivery coniracts for
unallocated waterin Arzona (nen-CAP)

+ Review of water delivery conlracts and
consultation with Anzona on contract
recommendations

Uinallocated (non-CAP| Arzona water was delrvered 1o Central Anzong Water
(Conservation Cistrict as allowed under that agency's contract with the United
States This walsr remains unallocated and not yet placed under perrmansnt
contract. Anzona Departmaent of Water Resources |5 waiting for the wall
inventory to be completed befor it recommends to the Secretary the enties to
enter into cantracts for the unallocated Arizona watst The well inverfiory is
scheduled 1o be completed in 2008

Page 4 of &
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APPENDIX B TABLE B-1

Lower Col jo River Multi-Sp

Conservation Program

Federal Flow-Related Covered Actions and Accomplishments
Calendar Year 2006

Federal Covered Actions
Biological Assessment

Mondiseretionary Actions

Discretionary Actions

Meondiscretionary Actions
Related to Non-Federal Actions '

2006 Accomplishments™

Chapter 2
Central Arizena Froject * Delivery of water pursuant to executed - Completion of allocation and execulion of |+ Review of contracts and consultation on |Water was delivered to the CAP for use by CAP subcontractors and Indian
Contract Actions cantracts cotracts for delivery of CAP subject to proposed alocation tribes in satisfaction of water defivery confracts A Federal Requsher notice was

(page 2-31, Table 2-20, page 2-31)

Cengressional direction

developad and signed on August 22, 2008, to announce the allocation that was
implamentad by the Arzona Water Sattliemaents Act. The confracts to implement
the act have bean developad for éxécution

Changes in Delivery
Related to Water Transfers
(page 2-32_ Table 2-21, page 2-32

= Dielivery of water pursuant to contracts

+ Approval of new contracts or contract

thal recognize tamparany of
transters ot watar ar

h o recogrize Wor
transters ot water entidements

[» Reviews of contracts and consultation on
rew or amanded conlracts that recogmze
transtors of water antitlamants

(One assignment and transfer was executed Cibala Resourcss assigned and

to BEF Ir its ta BO faat par year of
Arzona 4th pnanty water  The documents far this assignment and transfer were
enecuted on Dctober 27, 2006

(Ciainvary of 135,700 acra-feet of water was mada undar the Colorada River
\Water Cralivery Agreement that reflects changes in points of diversion endis
used to | i the O witter iransfers

¥

Changes in Delivery
|Related to Off-Stream Storage
(page 2-32_ Table 2-22, page 2-33)

= Dalivery of water under sxscuted oft
slream slorage sgreements, pursusnt o 43
CFR Part414

+ Exscution of Storags and Irferstats
Felease Agrasments, pursuant Lo
43CFR Patdi4

[+ abvery of water under axeculed off-
stream storage agresments, pusuant to 43
CFR Patdid

Mo water was banked for Mevada in Califormia by The Metropalifan Welsr
(Custrict of Southemn Cahlomia

In Arzona, 189 127 acre-feet of water were divarted to storage for Nevada This
[weater was part of Anzona's apporbonment, Nevada was nol required Lo reduce
it dvarsians. Whan Anzona pumps water from storage in the fubie, Anzona
will rediscs its consumptive use onthe Colorado River in an amount equal to
Mevada's requested release. Nevada will recaiva the water through the
intantially craated unused sppartionment made avallable by Anzona. The
change in point of diversion for delivery to Mevada will be accounted for at that
time

[Changes in Amount of Delivery
(page 2-33. Table 2-23, page 2-34)

[Changes in Type of Water Use
(page 2-34_Table 2-24 page 2-34)

= Delivery of water pursuant b executed
conlracts ar amandmeris o recognize
changes in amounts of delivary ar changes
in poinks of diversion

~ Dialivery of water pursuant to executed
tracts or contract is that

"|+Execution af contracts or contract

+ Exgcition of contract amendments or
amendments to recognize changas in
amounts of delivery or changes in paints of
dversion

recogrize changed water use lypes

ts that recognize changed water
L5532 1ymes

[+ Rewview of contracts and consultaton on
new ar amended conlracls

|- Review ot contracts and consuitabion with

Ractamation on naw or amended contracts

Thers was one changs in pont of dversion Coola Resources assigned and
transferred (o BAF investments its lo B0 feal par year of
Arzona ath pronty water. The paint of diversion changad from the Cibala
Walley fmaation and Crainage Distrct erea to the Ehrenburg area. The
documents for s assignment and transfer ware axecuted on October 27, 2008

Mo confracts wane axacutad for changa in type of uss:

Inclusiens and Exelusions
to Service Areas
(page 2-34; Table 2-25, page 2-35)

= Delivery of water pursuant to executed
contract amendmerts or new cortracts that
Incildes or axcludes 1ands in s6rice areas

- Exgcifion of contract amendments or new
cotracts that mcudes or excludes lands n
sevich areas

- Review of contracts and consultation on
rew or amerded conlracts

The Hiliere st Water Company requested an ameandment 1o its contract 1o indlude
[1arids walhin the Hillcrest Water Company servica area hal am owned by
Spnngs Dl Sal. This action was complatad on Jeruary 5, 2006, The Goldan
Shores YWater Conservation Distnct requested an amendmert to its service area
to include soms prvate lands owned by Topook Villags Estatas, second phase
This achon was complated on Apnil 11, 2006,

Contract Termingtions
(pags 2-35, Table 2-26_ pags 2-36)

= Nana

+ Tormnatian ot watar contract dus b
abandonment

* Execulion of contradt amendments when
enfitlement holder has relinquished water

[+ Consultatian on the dispasbon of any
water allocated for use but not
consumplively used within a state

M contracts ware terminated.
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APPENDIX BE TABLE B1
Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program
Federal Flow-Related Covered Actions and Accomplishments

Calendar Year 2006
Federal Cevared Acticns Nendiscretionary Actions i
Biokogical Assessment Mondiscretionary Actions Discretionary Actions 1 2006 Accomplishments™
Chapter 2 Related to MonFederal Actions

|, L .
2.3 WESTERN AREA POWER
ADMINISTRATION®

See section 2.2.15 accomplishmerts n this table

2.4 NATIOMAL PARK SERVICE

[+ Water artitlemart holdar

Sea saction 2 2 1 & accomplishmants m (his table

2.5 BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

[2.5.2.2 Ongeing Water Conservation
Practices
(page 2-T7)

» Condudt consarvation measurss for
ethcient water use

Existmg praclices were corlinued

2.5.2.6 Flow-Related Actions
(page 2-82)

[+ Water enftlameant Rolder

See section 2 21 & accomplishmants o this table

2.5.3.2 Future Water Conservation
Practices
(page 2-77)

« Institute new conservation measuras for
efficient water use

Wo implementation in 2006

2.5.3.6 Headgate Rock Dam Operation
and Maintenance

(page 288} . ;

2.6 FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

2.7 BUREAL OF LAND MANAGEMENT

- Water releases and genenate hydnipowar
wih these water releases

[+ Water ertitlemerd holder

= Wialer ardtlermernt holder

Existing practicss ware continusd

asection 2218 Htl‘.‘t‘.‘ﬂlp|l.‘.ihl'l'lliri|h m this table

Ses secion 2218 accomphshmeants m s Bble

NOTES:

1. See LCR MSCP Habial Conservalion Plan, section 2.1.1, Relationship of Mon-Federal Covered Activities to Federal Mondiscretionary Actions, This can be accessed at hitp.fwwwilomscp gowipublicationsiolume | pof
2 Reporting for the Non-Federal Flow-Related Covered Acialies (Appendic B, Table B-3) s imcduded in the Federal Flow-Related Covered Achons sad Accomplishments
3 Flow-Retated Federsl Covered Actions and FloweRalated Non-F ederal Covered Achvibes are repomzd for Calendar Year 7008
4 Bureau of Reclamation Provisianal data from Draft Coloragd River Accounting and Waler Use Repod, Arizona, Caiifornia, Nevada, Carendar Year 2008 (see Appendix B, Atachment 1) This can be acce ssed at hitp /ey Lsbr goviiciregionigd B0 houryluse0B paf
S Actions associsted with water releases, and assncisted power generation, are described i the LCR MBCP Sinkgical Asgessment | sectan 7 2, Bureau of Reclamanon Covered Actons This can be accessed at hitp iwaw iermsep govipublicatons/volumelll pot
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APPENDIX B TAELE B-2

Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program
ital Take S

Federal Non-Flow-Related C

and |

¥
Fiscal Year 2006
Coversd Actions Summary Covered Actions implementad
F;;tnl.c:\:td Actlons .Num i Complisd with s
togical Assessment Nondiscrationary Actions River |Habitat Type Avoldance and 2
Chaprer2 Nandiscrationary Actions Discrationary Actions Ral t6 Mon-Faderal Actigns | F236R|  Location Miles | Impacted Acres Mintmization
Impacted
Measures
22 BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
2.2.3 Ongoing Non-Flow-Related |+ Unerate, maintain, and control meer in AnIona, = AAMINSITaton of COntracts for water 58 ineitems in this tahle
{Facilities and Channel Activities) |Calformia, and Mevada district aperaban and maintenance of
(page 2-36; Table 2-77, page 2-37) Foderally oemed faciliies
» Conglruct, maintain, and ingrave dianage
waorhs for water projects
- Mantain floadway ta sccommedate food flows
tor 100-year event or 40 000 cubic feet per
sEcond, whichever (s greater
= Measure drversions and return flaws b and
trom the rronstem of the Colorado Riner
2231 Channel Maintenance | Wule Wash [ATTA| Tione i T 5 and
ipage 2.38)
4 GuouldVWash |A103.9 None o 1.8, and @
4 Piute Wash | C253.8 Maone o 1,3, and &
4 Widal Wash | C184.0 Mone 1] 1.8 and 8
[Wash Fans - ~VVash fan re mval = [Faimplementaton n F Y05
{page 2-40, Table 2.30, page 243}
Protected Bankline Maintenance = Protected bankline locaton and mantenance 4 cead Mone = 1.0 acre 1.3 and § (Walter's Camp area,
and Care of Unprotacted Hanklines
(page 2-43) 4 - A179.2 Mane <1 0 are 1,3, and 8 |Parker Stog above Hlus Water
Cazing
4 — C1337 Mone <1 .0 ace 1.8 and B [Eciow Palo Verde Dam
Leves Maintenance - - Levee location and maintenance — [ta srrplemenitation in FYO6
(page 2-44)
|Gesiiting Basins - Sediment dredging upstream of principal canal [ 4873 Mone [ 1,2, and § 1,250,000 cubic yards dredged
(page T-46, Tabie 7-37, page J-16) diversions and cisposal sites abave Imperial Dam
* Mamtenance of SEMing Basns 1o remove
sediment and maintam flows; four prncipal
basing
Jetties and Training Structuras — » Jielly and [rning Sbructune [ocation and — Mo irplemeritation in FY08
(page 247 Tables 233 - 7-34, page mamienance
2-48)
Steckpiles « Locanon of three future stock piles Min implementatan in FYOE
(page 2-4%; Table 2.37, page 2-4%)
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APPENDIX B TAELE B-2
Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program

Federal Non-Flow-Related C

and Incid

ital Take S

7
Fiscal Year 2006
Coverad Actlons Summany Ceversd Actions Implemeanted
s Number of | SomPIRa VY Notes
al Asses:
Chaprer2 Nandiscrationary Actions Discrationary Actions m::::ﬂm‘?::yuzﬁ::m Reach| Location :iil‘l':: I’I:':I:!‘E:l Acres H;T:;T;;::‘
Impacted
Measures
rﬁpup Flacement and Haul Reads = Haul roads and nprap storage locaban and 3 2350 Mone [1] 1.3, and 6 Mohave Diasion; 726 miles
(page 2-50) mantenance o road maintenance
4 BY 5 Mong o 1.3 and 8 Cibola, Palo Verde, and Parker
1750 aviziang 1666 miles mad
maintEnance
[ — 1. Mong i 1,3, and B |Yuemm and Laguns drisany
490 Gata corllugnce 107 8 rmiles
raad mantenance
7 — 0g- Mone ] 1.8 and B Lirritropae Division: 84.2 miles
k=R road maintenance
2232 Major Federal Facllities and - Maintenance o Yuma aea drainage wells and Band 7| US Bypass | CO.O- “Mone [1] 1,3,and 6 |Concrets lining repairs
Miscellaneous Operation, conveyance faciities including mantenance and Dirain 40
Maintenance, and Reglacem ant acess roads
(page 2.50; 6 Yurma Mess Mone 1] 1.3, and & Repair of assoerated
Table 2-35, after page 2-50) = Mamtenance o open channel drains and Condut AZTD componznts, Yuma Valley
outfall channels
& Yurro Mesa, Mong ] 1.3, and B [Pusnp and motors, Yo Mexs
+ Maritenance and replacemsnt of gauging Turra Valey, & 431 0
=1ations, survey Ine markers, and boat rarmgs Sauth Gia ]
wells
i Mone a 1,3 and @ [Concrete hining repairs
OFOC T Ad1.0-
DPoC 2.8 | 360
DPOC3
Maintenance Activities atthe SIB |- + Mamtenance d faciities to gravide flaod flaw  [— 7 |ZaEveiFeld | — None [1] 1,3, and6  |Pump and mator work
(pane 7-52) Capacity
2233 Backwater Mzintenance = Backwater mantenance Mo implsmentation in FY0R
(page 2-53, Tavte 2-37, page 2-54)
Meohave Division — - Backwater martenance — Ha irplementation in FY 05
(page 2.85; Table 2-38, page 2-56)
Parker Division . » Hackwater rmantenasnce — Mo srplerneritahion in FY08
(page 2.57, Tsbie 7-39, page 2-57)
|Pale Verde Division — T Bachvater marienance — [Fa irrplermeritauon i F v os
Table 2-40, page 2.58)
sion — - Backwater martenance — N irrplemenitation in F Y06
. Table 2-11, page 2.58)
imperial Division - - + HRCkWALET mANTENANCR — i irrplemeniation in F v 06
(page 2.50, Tsbie 7-47, page 2-59)
Laguna Divizien -— v S evalen (il ErEng — [P gt o FYOE.
(page 2-B0; Table .42, page 2.60)
Yuma Divisien ) — [+ Bachwater mamt enance - [ FM 3T PR Mo [1] 1.5 and8  |Sackwater dredging
(page 2-B0. Tahle 244, page 2-61) Backwater
[ RM 33 4330 None [ {,2.a0d8  |Backwater dredging
Backwater
Limitrophe Division Mitigation = = Mo imglermentatan in FYOG
Obligations
(page 2-61. Table 245, page 2:63)
2234 Limktraphe Division Mo implementatan in FYOE
Maintenance
(page 2-67)
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APPENDIX B TAELE B-2

Lower Colorado River Multi-Specles Conservation Program

Federal Non-Flow-Related Covered Acti and Incidental Take § ¥
Fiscal Year 2006
Covered Actions Summarny Coversd Actions implementad
F;;ml.('.:\:rd Actlons Ndbi Complisd with s
togical Assessment Neondiscrationary Actions River |Habitat Type Avoldance and 2
Chaprer2 Nandiscrationary Actions Discrationary Actions Related to Hon-Federal Actions | F23CH|  Lecation Miles | Impacted Acres Mintmization
Impacted
Measures
224 Future Non-Flow-Related

Actions
(page 2.83)
22.4.1 Topock Marsh

(page 2-63)

No rrplernentation in FY0OE

2242 Laguna Resmveir
(pane 2.63)

(Mo irmplementation in F0E

2243 Bankline Maintenance -
Unprotacted Banklines
(page 2-65, Table 2-46, page 2-68)

(Mo irrplementation in Fy IR

2244 Proposed Jeties
(page 2-B7, Table 2-48, page 2-67)

F wrrplernerLanGn i F ¥ OE
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APPENDIX B TAELE B-2
Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program

Federal Non-Flow-Related C

and Incid

ital Take S

¥
Fiscal Year 2006
Coverad Actions Summary Coversd Actions implementad
F;;tnl.c:\:td Actlons .Num i Complisd with s
togical Assessment Nondiscrationary Actions River |Habitat Type Avoldance and 2
Chaprer2 Nandiscrationary Actions Discrationary Actions Ral t6 Mon-Faderal Actigns | F236R|  Location Miles | Impacted Acres Mintmization
Impacted
Measures
2.3 WESTERN AREA FOWER = Oparabon and raintenance of a 18 otec na zafcedar =05 acres Jand § (Rieplaced 18 transmission poles
ADMINISTRATION switchyards, substatons, and develpped
transmiszan lnes
2.4 NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
2.4.2 Riparian Habitat Resteration + Riparsan habital restoration on Lake Mead and Mo inplementation in F¥ 08
(page 2.70) Lake Mohave
2.4.3 Fishary Management « Habitat modficanons an Lake Mead and Lake Fio irrplsmentation in FY 06
ipage 2-71) Mohave, including development and
enhancermint of grow-out ponds, construction
of docks, and craatan of sngier enhancement
siructures
244 Boating Access = Mamtenance and enhancarment of boating 1 Soulder Harbor] Mone 15 Tand 3 Launch ramp and connector
(page 2-72) access on Lake Mead and Lake Mohave road were rehabiliated
26 BUREAU OF INDILM AFFAIRS
25.2.1 Ongoing Irigation System + IMMQ3NBN SyRLEM OPErancnA And MEALENAnce 3 ForrMonave | — Hone 1] 1and 3 (Connnued masming pracices
Operation and Maintsnance far existing Irrigation Projects
(page 7.74) 2 Chemehues) - Mone a 1 and 3 Contirued exging practices
4 CRIT Mona a 1and3 Continued exdsting practices
2] Fort Yuma - Mone o 1and3 Continued eashing prachices
7 Cocopah Mone 1] 1ana 3 |Conunued easnng pracuces

2522 Ongeing Water
(Conservation Practices
(pane 2.77)

» Operation and mantenance of existing
equipment

[Contimaed existing praciices

2.5.24 Ongeing Wildand Fire
Management
(page 2-80)

= Implementation of fuels management projects

[*io yrplementation in FYDE

(page 2-85)

2626 Ongoing Woadland and = o U (Contirued easting pracices
Shoraline Maintenance Project

(page 2-82)

2.5.3.1 Future Canal Lining » Fepae, relne, and hoe rngation canals Mo srplernentaton in FyOR
(page 2.84) .

2532 Future Water Conservatien + Instaiiation, apzraton, and of Mo imgiemerntation in FY 08
Practices N equipment

2533 Future Farmland

- Develop addional agricutural acreage,
including construction of imgabon systems

Mo implementaban in FY0E.

+ Implementabion of new fUels management
projects

Mo implementaban in FYOE

Mo Non-Flow-Felated Acbons
are covered by the LCR MSCP

2.7 BUREAU OF LAND
| MANAGEMENT

Mo Mon-Flow Relaed Actions
are covered by the LCR MSCP
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APPENDIX B TABLE B-3
Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program

Non-Federal Covered Acti

Fiscal Year 2006

s and Incidental Take Summary

Covered Activities Implem ented

Non-Federal Covered Activities Complied with
Habitat Conservation Plan Covered Activities Summary Habitat Type | NUMPr Of | 4 voidance and Notes
Reach Location River Miles Acres M
Chapter 2 Impacted Minimization
Impacted
Measures
2.2 ARIZONA
2.2.1 Ongoing Flow-Related » Diversion of up to 2.8 maf of Arizona's full annual entitlement, plus Non-Federal Flow-Related Covered
Covered A ctivities' SUMpIUS, plus ANZona's share of ahy UNUS ed apportionment, pius the volume [Activities are included in the Federal
o of return flow, as applicanie Flow-Related Covered Actions and

(Page 2+4) [accamplishments (see Appendix B,

- Generation and transmissian of hydroelectric power Table B-1)

« Power contracting
2.2.2" Future FlowRelated FUture Afizona water contract holder activities may inciude: No implementation in Fy 06
Covered A ctivities' = Diversions, tischarges, and return flows through existing facilities

e 25 - Changes to paints of diversion

(Page 2:6) - New points of diversion

= Interstate water banking

- Water marketing

= Water transfers

- Any other actions as made possible fram any future agreements andsar

measures taken by the Arizona Department of Water RESOUITES OF contract

holden(s)

Future Aizona hyoroelectric power contract halder activities may include:

- Execution, administration, and operation of extended, renswed, new, or

additional contracts for hyoroglectric power from hydroelectic faciities at

Hoover Dam, Davis Dam, Parker Dam, Headgate Rock Dam, Siphon Drop

FPowerPlant, and Pilot Knob Power Plant
2.2.3 Ongoing Non-Flew-Related iOperation, maintenance, and replacement of. & Yuma Yalley — - 1and 3 42 miles of drain maintenance
Covered Activities - The facilities and ecuipm ent through which water is diverted and conveyed
(page 2-7)

= The facilities through which retum flows are returned to the river

- Drainage wells in the Yuma area

- The facilities and ecuipm ent through which electric power is generated

and transmitted

- The appurtenant works that support these facilities, including access and

service roads, electric power and communication transmis sion lines and

substations, docks, boat ramps, and bankline protection
2.2.3.1 Arizona Game and Fish
Department Programs and
Activities
[Vegetation and Habitat - Aquatic, wetiand, and riparian habitat maintenance and restoration o implementation in Fy06
Managem ent Programs activities
(page 2-8)
Fish Surveys - Surveys for Federally listed and nonnative fish species 215 nights of electro-fishing surveys
(page 2-8)
Fish §tocking +Backing of oLt RS i pigmentation in b v 6
(page 2-9)
Maintenance of Aids to - Place and maintain aids {0 navigation 188 buoys inspected and maintained
Navigation and Beating Access
(page 2-9)
Law Enforcement Patrol - Administer |aw enforcement and boating safety program Using w atercraft 263 person-tays of watert raft patrol
Activities patrals
(page 2-9)
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APPENDIX B TABLE B-3
Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program
s and Incidental Take Summary
Fiscal Year 2006

Non-Federal Covered Acti

Non-Federal Covered Activities
Habitat Conservation Plan
Chapter 2

Covered Activities Summary

Covered Activities Implem ented

Reach

Lecation

Habitat Type

River Miles |mpacted

Number of
Acres
Impacted

Complied with
Avoidance and
Minimization
Measures

Notes

2.3 CALIFORNIA

231 Ongoing Fiow-Related

Covered A CﬁVItIeS1
(page 2-11)

< Diversion of up to 4.4 maf of Cailfomia’s full annual entitement ( onsistent
with the Quantific ation Settlement Agreement), plus Califarnia's share of
any unused apportionment and designated surpluses, plus volume of returmn
fiows, as applicable

+ Generation and transmission of hydroglectric power

- POw er contracting

fion-Federal Flow-Reiated Covered
(Activities are included in the Federal
Flow-Related Covered Actions and
[Accomplishments (see Appendix B,
Table B-1)

2.3.2 Future Flow-Related

Covered A CﬁVItIES1
(page 2-13)

Future Califomia water contract holder activities may incluce

- Diversions, discharges, and return flow s thraugh existing facilities

= Changes to paints of diversion

« New points of diversion

- Interstate water banking

= Water marketing

- Water transfers

= Ay Other actions as made possible from arny future agreements and/or
tmeasures taken by the Coloracdo River Board of California or contract
holder(s)

Future Califomia hydroelectric power contract holder activities may include
- Execution, administration, and aperation of extended, renewed, new, or
additional contracts for hydroglectric power from hydroglectric facilities at
Hoover Dam, Davis Da, Parker Dam, Headgate Rock Dam, Siphon Drop
PowerPlant, and Pilot Knob Power Plant

Nor-Federal Flow-Related Covered
(Activities are included in the Federal
Flow-Related Covered Actions and
[Accomplishments (see Appendix B,
Table B-1)

2.3.3 Ongoing Non-Flow-Related
Activities

Gperation, maintenanc e, and repiat em ent o
- The facilities and equipment through which water is diverted and conveyed

» The facilities through which return flows are returned to the river

- The facilities and equipment through which electric power is generated
and transmitted

= The appurtenant works that support these facilities, including access and
service roads, electric power and communication ransmission lines and
substations, docks, boat ramps, and bankiine protection

Palo Verde
Irrigation
District

Bard Water
District

1and 3

1and 3

1945 miles of drain maintenance

5.61 miles of drain maintenance
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APPENDIX B TABLE B-3
Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program

Non-Federal Covered Acti

Fiscal Year 2006

s and Incidental Take Summary

Covered Activities Implem ented

Non-Federal Covered Activities Complied with
Habitat Conservation Plan Covered Activities Summary Habitat Type | NUMPr Of | 4 voidance and Notes
Reach Location : River Miles Acres M
Chapter 2 Impacted Minimization
Impacted
Measures
2.4 NEVADA
.41 Bngoing Flow-Reiated = Biversion of up to 03 maf of Nevada's ull annLUal entitiement, piis surpins Ron-Federal Fiow-Related Covered
Covered A ctivities' flows, plus Nevatia's share of any unused apportionment, plus volume of [Activities are included in the Federal
e return flows, as applicable Flow-Related Covered Actions and

(Page 2-15) [accamplishments (see Appendix B,

- Generation and transmissian of hydroelectric power Table B-1)

« Power contracting
2.4.2" Future FlowRelated Future Nevata water contract holder activiies may include non-Federal Flow-Related Covered

. 1 = Diversions, tischarges, and return flows through existing facilities [Activities are included in the Federal

c‘;"z’;j’;C"v't'es - Changes to points of diversian Flow-Related Covered Actions and
(Page 217) - New points of diversion [Accomplishments (see Appendix B,

» Interstate water banking Table B-1)

- Water marketing

= Water transfers

- Any other actions as made possible fram any future agreements andsar

measures taken by the Coloraco River Commission of Nevada or contract

holden(s)

Future MNevaca hydroelectiic power conract holder activities may include:

- Execution, administration, and operation of extended, renewed, new, or

additional contracts for hyoroglectric power from hydroelectric faciities at

Hoover Dam, Davis Dam, Parker Dam, and Headgate Rock Dam
2.4.3 Ongoing Non-Flow-Related ; Operation, mantenance, and replacement o o implementation in Fy06
Activities + The facilities and equipment through which water is diverted and conveyed
(page 2-18)

- The facilities through which retum flows are returned to the river

- The facilities and ecuipm ent through which electric power is generated

and transmitted

- The appurtenant works that support these facilities, including access and

SEIVICE roads, electric power and commurication ransmission lines and

substations, docks, boat ramps, and bankline protection
2.4.3.1 Nevada Game and Fish iImplementation of select Federally funded.
Department Programs and - Afjuatic, wetiand, and fipar an habitat maintenanc e and restoration - - o implementation in FY06
activities activities
(page 2-18)

- Aquatic, wetiand, and riparian revegetation ennhancement activities - - No implementation in FY06

- Place and maintain aids to navigation and boating access 3 Clark County, . 257 5-275.0 None 0 1and 3 Performed routine maintenance and

downstream ot inspection of aids to navigation
Davis Dam
= Administer [aw enforcement and boating safety program using watercraft 1and2 — Lake Mead- Mane 0 1and 3 Conducted routine |aw enforcement
patrols 2750 patrals on Lake Mead, Lake Mohave,
mainstem of LCR, and Laughiin
Lagoon

NOTE:
1. See LCR MSCP Hakitat Conservation Plan , section 2.1.1, Relationship of Non-Federal Covered Activities to Federal Mondiscretionary Actions. This can be accessed at http:#www. lcrmsep.govd ublication shvo lumell pdf.
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Appendix C. Recommendations from Resource Agencies

State of California - The Resources Agency ARNOLD !
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME RECEIVED </ //0) /O e
http://www.dfg.ca.gov RIPLY DATE

Eastern Sierra Inland Deserts Region - R6 [DATE | MIMALS

C
4665 Lampson Avenue, Suite | Sﬁfeﬁ..
Los Alamitos, CA 90720 s (500

March 30, 2006 e

Mr. Tom Burke

Bureau of Reclamation
Lower Colorado Region 7
Boulder City, NV 89006-1470

Re: Preliminary Comments on the Lower Colorado River Muft
Conservation Program Draft Fish Augmentation Plan

Dear Mr. Burke:

The California Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewed the
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation's (Reclamation) Draft Fish Augmentation Plan (Plan)
and provides comment on biological resources that may be affected by the
implementation of those activities. The Department finds the Plan to be
consistent with requirements pursuant to section 3(e)(vi) of permit # 2081-2005-
008-06. No changes or additions are warranted by the Department at this time.
The Department, as an LCR-MSCP partner, shall continue to review
Reclamation's annual stocking plan as defined on page 6, under stocking
considerations of the Fish Augmentation Plan.

The Department appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Plan. If you
have any questions regarding this letter please contact me at (760) 921-2974.

| Scientist

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870

266



United States Department of the Interior
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Arizona Ecological Services Field Office
2321 West Royal Palm Road, Suite 103
Phoenix, Arizona 85021-4951
Telephone: (602) 242-0210 Fax: (602) 242-2513

In Reply Refer to:

AESO/SE
02-21-04-F-0161

September 26, 2005

cmeoee =gy ) 1]

Memorandum o
| ‘ (s ZARTE
To: Program Manager, Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Programj%:‘:f__a Yordr -
Bureau of Reclamation, Boulder City, Nevada (LC-8000) B
From: Field Supervisor

Subject: Request for Consistency Review for Implementation Report, Fiscal Year 2006 Work
Plan, and Budget for the Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program,
Arizona, California, and Nevada

This responds to your August 29, 20035, request for review by the Fish and Wildlife Service
(FWS) of the subject document describing conservation actions undertaken or that will be
undertaken by the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) as part of the implementation of the
Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program (LCR MSCP). The subject
document contains information on conservation actions funded in Fiscal Year (FY) 2004,
conservation measures proposed for FY 2006 (with some projections for 2007-2008), and the
proposed budget for FY 2006. The FY 2006 report also contains sections to describe completed
conservation measures, the amount of incidental take reported, monitoring and research results,
and minor modifications made to the LCR MSCP. These sections are for future use, as there has
been no activity for these sections in the six months since the LCR MSCP section 10(a)(1)(B)
permit and biological opinion were issued.

The focus of our review is the FY 2006 Work Plan, containing a total of 63 work tasks in eight
categories. Total funding for the work plan is $12,144,762.00.

We have reviewed the work tasks for FY 2006 and have the following observations. The
conservation actions described therein are directed to the implementation needs of the LCR
MSCP in several areas, including research on riparian and backwater restoration techniques,
management of restoration areas, background information for system- and species-monitoring
needs, information management, equipment for monitoring programs, and hatchery production
of native fish for augmentation. All of these funded activities have direct application to the
implementation needs of the LCR MSCP and allow for the appropriate initiation of the 50-year
program. The work plan tasks are consistent with the requirements of the LCR MSCP section
10(a)(1)(B) permit and the biological opinion.
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Thank you for the opportunity to review this FY 2006 work plan. We also appreciate the efforts
to maintain connectivity between conservation efforts initiated in previous years and the FY
2006 program and advance information for the next two future program years. We look forward
to working with you and the permittees on the implementation of this important conservation

program. If there are any questions regarding this response, plegse contact me (602) 242-0210
(x244) or Lesley Fitzpatrick (x236).

7/

/

W
Steven L. Spangle

cc: Lower Colorado River Coordinator, Fish and Wildlife Service, Phoenix, AZ

WiLesley Fitzpatrick\FY06 Work Plan approval.dociege
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United States Department of the Interior
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Arizona Ecological Services Field Office
2321 West Royal Palm Road, Suite 103
Phoenix, Arizona 85021-4951
Telephone: (602) 242-0210 Fax: (602) 242-2513

In Reply Refer to:

AESO/SE
02-21-04-F-0161
May 15, 2006

Memorandum

To: Program Manager. Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program,
Bureau of Reclamation, Boulder City, Nevada (LC-8000)

From: Field Supervisor
Subject:  Consistency Review for New FY 2006 Work Plan Tasks, LCR MSCP

This responds to your memorandum of May 5, 2006, requesting comment from the Fish and
Wildlife Service (FWS) on changes to the Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation
Program (LCR MSCP) FY 2006 Work Plan expenditures. The two new projects are B9
(Overton Wildlife Management Area) which replaces the Boulder City Wetland Ponds work task
and B10 (Uvalde National Fish Hatchery) which transfers funds from the Bubbling Ponds State
Fish Hatchery work task. We reviewed these existing projects as part of the FY 2006 Work Plan
and provided our concurrence on the consistency of these tasks with the terms of the
Conservation Plan and the section 10(a)(1)(B) permit on September 26, 2005.

We have reviewed the two new work plan tasks and concur that they are consistent with the
terms of the Conservation Plan and the permit. We have no concerns about the use of the
Overton Wildlife Area as a replacement for the Boulder City Wetlands Ponds since both sites are
near Las Vegas and Lake Mead. Because the LCR MSCP relies on the existing bonytail

* broodstock. it is consistent with the goals of the program to contribute to the development and
maintenance of a second broodstock to ensure that fish are available for the program in the
future.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide a consistency review for these two new work tasks. If
there are questions regarding our review, please contact me at (602) 242-0210 x244 or Lesley

Fitzpatrick at x236.
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Appendix D. LCR MSCP Closed Work Tasks

Work Task

C17 Senator Wash Razorback Sucker Stock Assessment

C18 Point Count Design and Sample Size Evaluation

C19 Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Feather Colorimetry

C20 Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Prey Base Study

C21 Yellow-Billed Cuckoo Demographics Study

C22  Yellow-Billed Cuckoo Survey’s, Demographic Study,
And Survey Protocol Evaluation

D11 Vegetation Type Mapping

E19 Needles-Topock (AZ RM 240) Stabilization

E20 Pintail Slough

E21 Planet Ranch, Bill Williams River

E22  Pratt Agricultural Lease

E23  Mittry Lake Fire Rehabilitation Project

B9 Boulder City Wetland Ponds

E10 Walker Lake

E11 Draper Lake

C1 Brown-Headed Cowbird Trap Assessment

Fiscal Year Closed*

FY05
FYO05
FY05
FY05
FY05

FY05
FY05
FY05
FY05
FY05
FY05
FY05
FY05
FY05
FY05
FY06

*Fiscal Year Closed is the last fiscal year in which the work task received funding. Information
about the work task can be found in the accomplishment report for that fiscal year.
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