












































































































































ADELANTO GATEWAY LOGISTICS CENTER PROJECT
AQUATIC RESOURCES DELINEATION APPENDIX A

Photograph 27: Representative photograph of potential drainage area observed on aerial photography. Note
there were no drainage or OHWM indicators observed on the ground.

Photograph 28: Representative photograph of potential drainage area observed on aerial photography. Note
there were no drainage or OHWM indicators observed on the ground.

FCS



ADELANTO GATEWAY LOGISTICS CENTER PROJECT
AQUATIC RESOURCES DELINEATION APPENDIX A

Photograph 29: Representative photograph of potential drainage area observed on aerial photography. Note
the small mammal burrow which is indicative of uplands and an inactive fluvial area.

Photograph 30: Representative photograph of potential drainage area observed on aerial photography. Note
there were no drainage or OHWM indicators observed on the ground.
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Photograph 31: Representative photograph of potential drainage area observed on aerial photography. Note
the small mammal burrow which is indicative of uplands and an inactive fluvial area.

Photograph 32: Representative photograph of potential drainage area observed on aerial photography. Note
there were no drainage or OHWM indicators observed on the ground.
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Photograph 33: Representative photograph of potential drainage area observed on aerial photography. Note
there were no drainage or OHWM indicators observed on the ground.

Photograph 34: Representative photograph of potential drainage area observed on aerial photography. Note
there were no drainage or OHWM indicators observed on the ground. The areas with lower vegetation
appeared to be vehicle access paths at one point in time.
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Photograph 35: Representative photograph of potential drainage area observed on aerial photography. Note
the small mammal burrow which is indicative of uplands and an inactive fluvial area.

Photograph 36: Representative photograph of potential drainage area observed on aerial photography. Note
there were no drainage or OHWM indicators observed on the ground.
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|

Photograph 37: Historic imagery from June 1959 depicting the approximate location of the Study Area.

Photograph 38: Historic imagery from May 1968 depicting the approximate location of the Study Area. Note that
the imagery appears to contain what looks like water features but were not observed on the ground.
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APPENDIX B:

Antecedent Precipitation Tool Analysis
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Arid West SDAM Field Form

October 2024

6. Algal cover

Page 4 of 5

Mark the appropriate box for the percent of the streambed covered by live or dead algae on the streambed.

[= Not detected

[0 <2% cover

[ 2 to 10% cover

(1 10 to 40% cover

1 >40% cover

[J Check here if algae exclusively appears to have been deposited from an upstream
source, and no local growth is evident.

Notes on algal cover on the streambed:

No algal cover detected.

7. Differences in vegetation

0

— (03

Half-scores (0.5,
1.5,2.5) are
allowed.

Compare the composition and density of plants growing on the banks and riparian areas to plants in
the adjacent uplands. For this indicator, an upland species is not defined by its wetland indicator
status, but rather by its location relative to the channel.

0

(Poor) No compositional or density differences in vegetation are present between the banks
and the adjacent uplands.

(Weak) Vegetation growing along the reach may occur in greater densities or grow more
vigorously than vegetation in the adjacent uplands, but there are no dramatic compositional
differences between the two.

(Moderate) A distinct riparian corridor exists along part of the reach. Riparian vegetation is
interspersed with upland vegetation along the length of the reach.

(Strong) Dramatic compositional differences in vegetation are present between the banks and
the adjacent uplands. A distinct riparian vegetation corridor exists along the entire reach.
Riparian, aquatic, or wetland species dominate the length of the reach.

Notes on differences in vegetation:
The vegetation along the reach is non-hydrophytic and similar to the surrounding uplands.




Arid West SDAM Field Form
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8. Riffle-pool sequence

0 0

—(0-3) 1
2

Half-scores (0.5, 1.5,
2.5) are allowed.

Evaluate the prevalence of riffles, pools, and other microhabitats in the streambed.

(Poor) No riffle-pool sequences observed.

(Weak) Mostly has areas of pools or riffles.

(Moderate) Represented by a less frequent number of riffles and pools. Distinguishing the
transition between riffles and pools is difficult to observe.

(Strong) Demonstrated by a frequent number of structural transitions (e.g., riffles followed by
pools) along the entire reach. There is an obvious transition between riffles and pools.

Notes about riffle-pool sequence:
No riffle pools observed.

Photo log
Indicate if any other photographs taken during the assessment:
Photo ID Description
1 Photo of reach showing bed of the channel and surrounding upland vegetation.
2 Photo of reach showing bed of the channel and surrounding upland vegetation.

Additional notes about the assessment:

Model classification:

| Ephemeral
[] At least intermittent
[ Intermittent

L] Less than perennial
[ Perennial

] Needs more information




Photograph 1



Photograph 2
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