


















































































































































































































































































































































































































































January 2006 — Various poultry sheds throughout the review area were demolished sometime between October
2003 and January 2006. The remaining shed concrete foundations visible in the January 2006 aerial exist to this

day. NWW-1, NWW-1A, NWW-2, NWW-2B, NWW-2C, NWW-3, NWW-3A, NWW-3B, and NWW-3B1 are visible
in their current locations and extents. NWW-2A is primarily only visible near its convergence with NWW-2,

B-1 through B5 and EF-1 through EF-4 are visible in their current locations. EF-5 and S-2 continue to receive
runoff downslope from the farming operations. S-1 is still only defined by the slight concave topography and lacks
any other distinguishable features. S-3 has reemerged and is slightly visible in the January 2006 aerial. Active
farming activities between October 2003 and January 2006 likely resulted in further defining S-4, S-5, and EF-6
through EF-8. D-1 is now fully evident in the January 2006 aerial. The northernmost poultry sheds appear to
create downslope runoff which defined and created D-1 between October 2003 and January 2006.
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March 2011 — Based on GoogleEarth aerials, the last remaining poultry sheds throughout the review area were
removed between January 2006 and August 2006. By March 2011, NWW-1, NWW-1A, NWW-2, NWW-2B,
NWW-2C, NWW-3, NWW-3A, NWW-3B, and NWW-3B1 are visible in their current locations and extents. NWW-
2A is primarily only visible near its convergence with NWW-2.

B-1 through B5 and EF-1 through EF-4 are visible in their current locations. EF-5 and S-2 are less distinguishable
in the May 2011 aerial, likely a result from the total removal of farming operations within the review area. S-1 is still
only apparent by the slight concave topography and lacks any other distinguishable features. The end of farming
operations also likely contributed to the significant reduction of S-3 between January 2006 and March 2011. S-3
is only slightly evident near its convergence with NWW-3A. EF-6 through EF-8 and S-4 are also less
distinguishable in the March 2011 aerial. S-5 and D-1 are still evident in the March 2011 aerial.
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February 2018 — Based on GoogleEarth aerials, the last remaining farming operation buildings located in the
northeastern corner were removed between October 2016 and February 2018. By February 2018, NWW-1,
NWW-1A, NWW-2, NWW-2B, NWW-2C, NWW-3, NWW-3A, NWW-3B, and NWW-3B1 are visible in their current
locations and extents. NWW-2A is primarily only visible near its convergence with NWW-2,

B-1 through B5 and EF-1 through EF-4 are visible in their current locations. EF-5 and S-2 are less distinguishable
in the February 2018 aerial. S-1 is still only defined by the slight concave topography and lacks any other
distinguishable features. S-3 is still only slightly evident near its convergence with NWW-3A. EF-6 through EF-8
and S-4 are also less distinguishable. S-5 and D-1 are still evident in the March 2011 aerial.
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APPENDIX D

ARID WEST WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORMS AND
EPHEMERAL AND INTERMITTENT STREAMS OHWM
DATASHEETS



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: Beaumont Summit Station City/County: Beaumont Sampling Date: _ 06/07/2021
Applicant/Owner: Exeter Cherry Valley Land, LLC State: CA Sampling Point: WDP 1
Investigator(s): Shanti Santulli, Sarah Krejca, lan Hirschler Section, Township, Range: 125, R1W, 530

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): _In basin (constructed) Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope (%): __0-1%
Subregion (LRR): LRR C - Mediterranean California Lat: 33.965328 Long: -117.022071 Datum: WGS 84

Soil Map Unit Name: Terrace escarpments NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes___ No L (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation __ , Soil _____, or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ ¥ No__
Are Vegetation __ , Soil ______, or Hydrology v naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No ; Is the Sampled Area
i i ?
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yes No v
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes _ Vv No
Remarks:

Sample point taken within constructed earthen basin, near three individual mulefat. Drought conditions per APT (i.e., atypical hydrologic
conditions/naturally problematic); however, wetland hydrology parameter still met based on presence of surface soil cracks.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: N/A ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. NA That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species
. . A = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: __ 10-footradius )
1. Baccharis salicifolia 25% Yes FAC Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5 FAC species 28 x3= 84

25% = Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5-foot radius ) UPL species 17 x5= 85
1. Hirschfeldia incana 15% Yes NL/UPL Column Totals: 45 (A) 169 (B)
2. Polygonum aviculare 3% No FAC
3. Croton setiger 2% No NL/UPL Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.76
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ___ Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is <3.0'
7. __ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

' Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain

20% = Total Cover - yarophy 9 (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: N/A )
1. N/A "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
9 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

N/A__ = Total Cover Hydrophytic

Vegetation

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 80% % Cover of Biotic Crust 0% Present? Yes No_ Vv
Remarks:

Sample point taken near three individual mulefat within area mapped as non-native grassland.
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SOIL Sampling Point: WDP 1

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-7 7.5YR4/3 100% N/A N/A N/A N/A Clay loam No evidence of redox observed.

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
__ Histosol (A1) __ Sandy Redox (S5) __ 1 .cm Muck (A9) (LRR C)
___ Histic Epipedon (A2) ___ Stripped Matrix (S6) ___ 2cm Muck (A10) (LRR B)
___ Black Histic (A3) __ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) __ Reduced Vertic (F18)
__ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) __ Red Parent Material (TF2)
__ Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C) __ Depleted Matrix (F3) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)
__ 1 .cm Muck (A9) (LRR D) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6)
__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) __ Redox Depressions (F8) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) __ Vernal Pools (F9) wetland hydrology must be present,
___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):
Type: Shovel refusal - compact soils
Depth (inches): 7 inches Hydric Soil Present? Yes No_ Vv

Remarks:

Soil moistened with spray bottle to record soil color. Uniform soil throughout. No hydric soil indicators
observed.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
__ Surface Water (A1) ___ Salt Crust (B11) __ Water Marks (B1) (Riverine)

High Water Table (A2)

Saturation (A3)

Water Marks (B1) (Nonriverine)
Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine)
Drift Deposits (B3) (Nonriverine)

v_ Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

Biotic Crust (B12) Sediment Deposits (B2) (Riverine)
Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) Drift Deposits (B3) (Riverine)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Drainage Patterns (B10)

Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) __ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
Thin Muck Surface (C7)

Other (Explain in Remarks)

Shallow Aquitard (D3)
FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No _¥  Depth (inches): N/A
Water Table Present? Yes No _ ¥  Depth (inches): N/A
Saturation Present? Yes No_ ¥ Depth (inches): N/A Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes _ v No

(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
N/A

Remarks:

Abandoned farm/stock pond that may still collect water during rains but no other wetland hydrology
indicators observed beyond soil surface cracks. Did not meet FAC-Neutral Test.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: Beaumont Summit Station City/County: Beaumont Sampling Date: _ 06/07/2021
Applicant/Owner: Exeter Cherry Valley Land, LLC State: CA Sampling Point: WDP 2
Investigator(s): Sarah Krejca, Shanti Santulli Section, Township, Range: 125, R1W, 530

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): _In channel Local relief (concave, convex, none): Slightly concave Slope (%): __1-3%
Subregion (LRR): LRR C - Mediterranean California Lat: 32.964923 Long: -117.023427 Datum: WGS 84

Soil Map Unit Name: Terrace escarpments NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes___ No L (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation __ , Soil _____, or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ ¥ No__
Are Vegetation __ , Soil ______, or Hydrology v naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No ; Is the Sampled Area
i i ?
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yes No v
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No_ ¥
Remarks:

Sample point taken within earthen channel. Drought conditions per APT (i.e., atypical hydrologic conditions/naturally problematic); no hydrology indicators
observed. However, sampling point within ephemeral channel not anticipated to function as wetland - hydrophytic vegetation and hydric soils also not observed.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

o of di )
Tree Stratum (Plot size: __ 10-footradius ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Sambucus nigra 5% Yes FACU That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)
4.
. Percent of Dominant Species
. . A %%  =Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 25% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: __ 10-footradius )
1. Baccharis salicifolia 25% Yes FAC Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5 FAC species 25 x3= 75
25% = Total Cover FACU species 10 x4= 40
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ___ Sfootradius ) UPL species 75 x5= 375
1. Brachypodium distachyon 35% Yes NL/UPL Column Totals: 110 (A) 490 (B)
2. Bromus diandrus 25% Yes NL/UPL
3. Hirschfeldia incana 15% No NL/UPL Prevalence Index = B/A = 4.45
4. Marrubium vulgare 5% No FACU HydrOPhyﬁC Vegetation Indicators:
5. ___ Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is <3.0'
7. __ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
80% = Total Cover - yarophy 9 (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: N/A )
1. N/A "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
9 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
N/A__ = Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 20% % Cover of Biotic Crust 0% Present? Yes No_ Vv
Remarks:

Sample point taken within area mapped as non-native grassland.
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SOIL Sampling Point: WDP 2

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-11 10YR3/3 100% N/A N/A N/A N/A Loam No evidence of redox observed.

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
__ Histosol (A1) __ Sandy Redox (S5) __ 1 .cm Muck (A9) (LRR C)
___ Histic Epipedon (A2) ___ Stripped Matrix (S6) ___ 2cm Muck (A10) (LRR B)
___ Black Histic (A3) __ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) __ Reduced Vertic (F18)
__ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) __ Red Parent Material (TF2)
__ Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C) __ Depleted Matrix (F3) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)
__ 1 .cm Muck (A9) (LRR D) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6)
__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) __ Redox Depressions (F8) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) __ Vernal Pools (F9) wetland hydrology must be present,
___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):
Type: Shovel refusal - compact soils
Depth (inches): 11inches Hydric Soil Present? Yes No_ Vv

Remarks:

Soil moistened with spray bottle to record soil color. Uniform soil throughout. No hydric soil indicators
observed.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
__ Surface Water (A1) ___ Salt Crust (B11) __ Water Marks (B1) (Riverine)

High Water Table (A2)

Saturation (A3)

Water Marks (B1) (Nonriverine)
Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine)

Biotic Crust (B12) Sediment Deposits (B2) (Riverine)
Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) Drift Deposits (B3) (Riverine)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Drainage Patterns (B10)

Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) __ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Drift Deposits (B3) (Nonriverine)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
Thin Muck Surface (C7)

Other (Explain in Remarks)

Shallow Aquitard (D3)
FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No _¥  Depth (inches): N/A
Water Table Present? Yes No _ ¥  Depth (inches): N/A
Saturation Present? Yes No_ ¥ Depth (inches): N/A Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No_ Vv

(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
N/A

Remarks:

Did not meet FAC-Neutral Test. No wetland hydrology indicators observed.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: Beaumont Summit Station City/County: Beaumont Sampling Date: _ 06/07/2021
Applicant/Owner: Exeter Cherry Valley Land, LLC State: CA Sampling Point: WDP 3
Investigator(s): Sarah Krejca, Shanti Santulli, lan Hirschler Section, Township, Range: 125, R1W, 530

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): _In channel Local relief (concave, convex, none): Slightly concave Slope (%): __1-2%
Subregion (LRR): LRR C - Mediterranean California Lat: 33.962825 Long: -117.022836 Datum: WGS 84

Soil Map Unit Name: Terrace escarpments NWI classification: Riverine

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes___ No L (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation __ , Soil _____, or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ ¥ No__
Are Vegetation __ , Soil ______, or Hydrology v naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No ”; Is the Sampled Area
i i ?
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yes No v
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No_ ¥
Remarks:

Sample point taken within earthen channel. Drought conditions per APT (i.e., atypical hydrologic conditions/naturally problematic); hydrophytic vegetation
parameter still met at sampling point, but no hydric soils or wetland hydrology. Sampling point within ephemeral stream not anticipated to function as wetland
despite presence of mulefat (FAC).

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: N/A ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. N/A That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species
. . , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 5-foot radius )
1. Baccharis salicifolia 10% Yes FAC Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5 FAC species x3=

10% = Total Cover FACU species x4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size: N/A ) UPL species x5=
1. /A Column Totals: (A) (B)
2.
3. Prevalence Index =B/A =
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. _v_ Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is <3.0'
7. __ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

' ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
= Total Cover

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: N/A )
1. N/A "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
9 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

N/A__ = Total Cover Hydrophytic

Vegetation

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 97% % Cover of Biotic Crust 0% Present? Yes _ vV No
Remarks:

Sample point taken within area mapped as mulefat scrub. Less than 5% herbaceous cover (approximately
3%), therefore, per AW manual, no herb stratum. 5-foot radius plot size used for sapling/shrub stratum to
only account for vegetation within area with same soil and hydrologic conditions (i.e., within the channel).
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SOIL Sampling Point: WDP 3

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-16 10YR4/3 100% N/A N/A N/A N/A Sand No evidence of redox observed.

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
__ Histosol (A1) __ Sandy Redox (S5) __ 1 .cm Muck (A9) (LRR C)
___ Histic Epipedon (A2) ___ Stripped Matrix (S6) ___ 2cm Muck (A10) (LRR B)
___ Black Histic (A3) __ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) __ Reduced Vertic (F18)
__ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) __ Red Parent Material (TF2)
__ Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C) __ Depleted Matrix (F3) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)
__ 1 .cm Muck (A9) (LRR D) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6)
__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) __ Redox Depressions (F8) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) __ Vernal Pools (F9) wetland hydrology must be present,
___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):
Type: Shovel refusal - compact soils
Depth (inches): 16inches Hydric Soil Present? Yes No_ Vv

Remarks:

Soil moistened with spray bottle to record soil color. Uniform soil throughout. No hydric soil indicators
observed.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
__ Surface Water (A1) ___ Salt Crust (B11) __ Water Marks (B1) (Riverine)

High Water Table (A2)

Saturation (A3)

Water Marks (B1) (Nonriverine)
Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine)

Biotic Crust (B12) Sediment Deposits (B2) (Riverine)
Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) Drift Deposits (B3) (Riverine)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Drainage Patterns (B10)

Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) __ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Drift Deposits (B3) (Nonriverine)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
Thin Muck Surface (C7)

Other (Explain in Remarks)

Shallow Aquitard (D3)
FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No _¥  Depth (inches): N/A
Water Table Present? Yes No _ ¥  Depth (inches): N/A
Saturation Present? Yes No_ ¥ Depth (inches): N/A Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No_ Vv

(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
N/A

Remarks:

Did not meet FAC-Neutral Test. No wetland hydrology indicators observed.
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Arid West Ephemeral and Intermittent Streams OHWM Datasheet

Project: Beaumont Summit Station Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 0815
Project Number: N/A Town: Beaumont State: CA
Stream: ODP 1 Photo begin file#: 2 Photo end file#: 2

Investigator(s): Chelsea Polevy, Sarah Krejca

Location Details:
Beaumont Summit Station Aquatic Resource Delineation Report Review Area

Y /] /N [_] Do normal circumstances exist on the site?

Projection: WGS 84 Datum:NAD 83

L . 0
Y [v] /N [] Is the site significantly disturbed? Coordinates: 33.068238, -117.025022

Potential anthropogenic influences on the channel system:
Surrounding area has been recently mowed; area is undeveloped but site was formerly used as a ranch/poultry farm.

Brief site description:
Disturbed site formerly used as ranch/poultry farm. Lower topographic area between two gentle slopes, just south of
developed road (Cherry Valley Boulevard).

ChecKlist of resources (if available):
Aerial photography [] Stream gage data
Dates: Gage number:
Topographic maps Period of record:
[ ] Geologic maps [ ] History of recent effective discharges
Vegetation maps [ ] Results of flood frequency analysis
Soils maps [ ] Most recent shift-adjusted rating
Rainfall/precipitation maps [] Gage heights for 2-, 5-, 10-, and 25-year events and the
Existing delineation(s) for site most recent event exceeding a S-year event
Global positioning system (GPS)
[ ] Other studies
Hydrogeomorphic Floodplain Units
" Active Floodplain I Low Terrace ‘
Low-Flow Channels OHWM  Paleo Channel

Procedure for identifying and characterizing the floodplain units to assist in identifying the OHWM:

1. Walk the channel and floodplain within the study area to get an impression of the geomorphology and
vegetation present at the site.
2. Select a representative cross section across the channel. Draw the cross section and label the floodplain units.
3. Determine a point on the cross section that is characteristic of one of the hydrogeomorphic floodplain units.
a) Record the floodplain unit and GPS position.
b) Describe the sediment texture (using the Wentworth class size) and the vegetation characteristics of the
floodplain unit.
c) Identify any indicators present at the location.
4. Repeat for other points in different hydrogeomorphic floodplain units across the cross section.
5. Identify the OHWM and record the indicators. Record the OHWM position via:
Mapping on aerial photograph GPS
Digitized on computer [ ] Other:




Wentworth Size Classes

||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||
Ocm 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

|I|I|I|I|I|I|I|I|l|I|I|l|l|I|I|I|I|I|I|1|I|I|I|I|I|I|I|
1 2 3
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Project ID: seaumont summitsiaion Cross section ID: ODP 1 Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 0815

Facing west

Cross section drawing:
we

Lower topographic area

OHWM

GPS point: 33.968238, -117.025022

Indicators:
[ ] Change in average sediment texture [ ] Break in bank slope
[] Change in vegetation species [ ] Other:
[ ] Change in vegetation cover [ ] Other:

Comments:

Lower topographic area did not exhibit bed and bank indicators; no change in sediment texture or break in slope;
vegetation did not differ from lower topographic area to adjacent slopes (dominated by non-native grassland and scrub
oak). Data was collected during a drought year; however, historic aerials and previous delineation note consistent
conditions.

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel [ ] Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

Total veg cover: %  Tree: %  Shrub: %  Herb: %
Community successional stage:
[ ] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)
[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development
[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief
[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:
[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:

Comments:




Project ID: seumontsummitsiaion Cross section ID: ODP 1

Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 0815

Floodplain unit: [ | Low-Flow Channel

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

[] Active Floodplain [] Low Terrace/Upland

Total veg cover: % Tree:
Community successional stage:

[] NA
[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings)

%

Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks
[ ] Ripples
[ ] Drift and/or debris
[ ] Presence of bed and bank
[ ] Benches

Comments:

Shrub: %  Herb: %
Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)

Soil development
Surface relief

[]
[]
[]
L]
[]
[]
[]

Floodplain unit: [ | Low-Flow Channel

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

L] Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

%

Total veg cover: % Tree:
Community successional stage:

[ ] NA

[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings)

Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks
[ ] Ripples
[ ] Drift and/or debris
[ ] Presence of bed and bank
[ ] Benches

Comments:

Shrub: % Herb: %
[ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

[ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)

[ ] Soil development
[ ] Surface relief

[ ] Other:

[ ] Other:

[ ] Other:




Arid West Ephemeral and Intermittent Streams OHWM Datasheet

Project: Beaumont Summit Station Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 0830
Project Number: N/A Town: Beaumont State: CA
Stream: ODP 2 Photo begin file#: 4 Photo end file#: 4

Investigator(s): Chelsea Polevy, Sarah Krejca

Location Details:
Beaumont Summit Station Aquatic Resource Delineation Report Review Area

Y /] /N [_] Do normal circumstances exist on the site?

o . Projection: WGS 84 Datum:NAD 83
Y V|/N Is the site significantly disturbed?
- 8 Y Coordinates: 33.967162, -117.025097

Potential anthropogenic influences on the channel system:
Area has been recently mowed; area is undeveloped but site was formerly used as a ranch/poultry farm.

Brief site description:
Disturbed site formerly used as ranch/poultry farm; gully/erosional feature adjacent to western site boundary. Highly
incised area.

ChecKlist of resources (if available):
Aerial photography [] Stream gage data
Dates: Gage number:
Topographic maps Period of record:
[ ] Geologic maps [ ] History of recent effective discharges
Vegetation maps [ ] Results of flood frequency analysis
Soils maps [ ] Most recent shift-adjusted rating
Rainfall/precipitation maps [] Gage heights for 2-, 5-, 10-, and 25-year events and the
Existing delineation(s) for site most recent event exceeding a S-year event
Global positioning system (GPS)
[ ] Other studies
Hydrogeomorphic Floodplain Units
" Active Floodplain I Low Terrace ‘
Low-Flow Channels OHWM  Paleo Channel

Procedure for identifying and characterizing the floodplain units to assist in identifying the OHWM:

1. Walk the channel and floodplain within the study area to get an impression of the geomorphology and
vegetation present at the site.
2. Select a representative cross section across the channel. Draw the cross section and label the floodplain units.
3. Determine a point on the cross section that is characteristic of one of the hydrogeomorphic floodplain units.
a) Record the floodplain unit and GPS position.
b) Describe the sediment texture (using the Wentworth class size) and the vegetation characteristics of the
floodplain unit.
c) Identify any indicators present at the location.
4. Repeat for other points in different hydrogeomorphic floodplain units across the cross section.
5. Identify the OHWM and record the indicators. Record the OHWM position via:
Mapping on aerial photograph GPS
Digitized on computer [ ] Other:




Wentworth Size Classes

||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||
Ocm 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
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Project ID: seaumont summitsiaion Cross section ID: ODP2 Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 0830

Cross section drawing:

Facing downstream Upland Upland

(southwest)

gully/incised area

OHWM

GPS point: 33.967162, -117.025097

Indicators:
[ ] Change in average sediment texture Break in bank slope
[] Change in vegetation species [ ] Other:
[ ] Change in vegetation cover [ ] Other:

Comments:

Gully/erosional feature that exhibited a slight break in bank slope, but did not exhibit a distinctive change in average
sediment texture, change in vegetation species or cover, or any other OHWM indicators. Gully and surrounding upland
were both heavily vegetated with non-native grasses.

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel [ ] Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

Total veg cover: %  Tree: %  Shrub: %  Herb: %
Community successional stage:
[ ] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)
[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development
[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief
[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:
[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:

Comments:




Project ID: seumontsunmitsiaion Cross section ID: ODP2

Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 0830

Floodplain unit: [ | Low-Flow Channel

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

[] Active Floodplain [] Low Terrace/Upland

Total veg cover: % Tree:
Community successional stage:

[] NA
[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings)

%

Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks
[ ] Ripples
[ ] Drift and/or debris
[ ] Presence of bed and bank
[ ] Benches

Comments:

Shrub: %  Herb: %
Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)

Soil development
Surface relief

[]
[]
[]
L]
[]
[]
[]

Floodplain unit: [ | Low-Flow Channel

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

L] Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

%

Total veg cover: % Tree:
Community successional stage:

[ ] NA

[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings)

Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks
[ ] Ripples
[ ] Drift and/or debris
[ ] Presence of bed and bank
[ ] Benches

Comments:

Shrub: % Herb: %
[ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

[ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)

[ ] Soil development
[ ] Surface relief

[ ] Other:

[ ] Other:

[ ] Other:




Arid West Ephemeral and Intermittent Streams OHWM Datasheet

Project: Beaumont Summit Station Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 0915
Project Number: N/A Town: Beaumont State: CA
Stream: ODP 3 Photo begin file#: 8 Photo end file#: 9

Investigator(s): Chelsea Polevy, Sarah Krejca

Location Details:
Beaumont Summit Station Aquatic Resource Delineation Report Review Area

Y /] /N [_] Do normal circumstances exist on the site?

Projection: WGS 84 Datum:NAD 83

L . 0
Y [v] /N [] Is the site significantly disturbed? Coordinates: 33.966030, 117.024921

Potential anthropogenic influences on the channel system:
Surrounding area has been recently mowed; area is undeveloped but site was formerly used as a ranch/poultry farm.

Brief site description:
Disturbed site formerly used as ranch/poultry farm; north and south leg of feature within lower topographic area adjacent to
western site boundary.

ChecKlist of resources (if available):
Aerial photography [] Stream gage data
Dates: Gage number:
Topographic maps Period of record:
[ ] Geologic maps [ ] History of recent effective discharges
Vegetation maps [ ] Results of flood frequency analysis
Soils maps [ ] Most recent shift-adjusted rating
Rainfall/precipitation maps [] Gage heights for 2-, 5-, 10-, and 25-year events and the
Existing delineation(s) for site most recent event exceeding a S-year event
Global positioning system (GPS)
[ ] Other studies
Hydrogeomorphic Floodplain Units
" Active Floodplain I Low Terrace ‘
Low-Flow Channels OHWM  Paleo Channel

Procedure for identifying and characterizing the floodplain units to assist in identifying the OHWM:

1. Walk the channel and floodplain within the study area to get an impression of the geomorphology and
vegetation present at the site.
2. Select a representative cross section across the channel. Draw the cross section and label the floodplain units.
3. Determine a point on the cross section that is characteristic of one of the hydrogeomorphic floodplain units.
a) Record the floodplain unit and GPS position.
b) Describe the sediment texture (using the Wentworth class size) and the vegetation characteristics of the
floodplain unit.
c) Identify any indicators present at the location.
4. Repeat for other points in different hydrogeomorphic floodplain units across the cross section.
5. Identify the OHWM and record the indicators. Record the OHWM position via:
Mapping on aerial photograph GPS
Digitized on computer [ ] Other:




Wentworth Size Classes
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Project ID: seaumont summitsiaion Cross section ID: ODP 3 Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 0915

Cross section drawing:

Upland
Northern leg of Upland
feature; facing

downstream (west)

25' Top of bank

6' LF/AF/OHWM

<——>

OHWM

GPS point: 33.966030, -117.024921

Indicators:
[ ] Change in average sediment texture Break in bank slope
[] Change in vegetation species [ ] Other:
Change in vegetation cover [ ] Other:

Comments:

Approximately 6-foot wide OHWM defined by a faint break in slope and change in vegetation cover. Data was taken during
a drought year. No distinguishable difference in sediment texture from active floodplain (AF) to upland. More defined bed
and bank occurs downstream, but off site.

Floodplain unit: Low-Flow Channel [ ] Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

Total veg cover: %  Tree: %  Shrub: %  Herb: %
Community successional stage:
[ ] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)
[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development
[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief
[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:
[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:
[ ] Benches [ ] Other:
Comments:

Low-flow channel (LF) is indistinguishable/cannot be determined from AF/OHWM.




Project ID: seumontsunmitsiaion Cross section ID: ODP 3 Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 0915

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: Same as OHWM

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture: Medium silt
Total veg cover: 80 % Tree: 0 %  Shrub: 0 % Herb:80 %
Community successional stage:

[] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:

[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development

[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief

[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:

Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:
Comments:

AF defined by faint break in bank slope; AF heavily vegetated with non-native grasses.

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel [] Active Floodplain Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: Just above AF/OHWM

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture: Medium silt
Total veg cover: 50 % Tree: O %  Shrub: 0 % Herb: 50 %
Community successional stage:

[ ] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:

[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development

[ ] Ripples Surface relief

[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:

[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:
Comments:

No true low terrace; uplands defined by surface relief. Uplands partially vegetated with non-native grasses.




Arid West Ephemeral and Intermittent Streams OHWM Datasheet

Project: Beaumont Summit Station Date: 06/07/2021 Time: 0900
Project Number: N/A Town: Beaumont State: CA
Stream: ODP 4 Photo begin file#: 18 Photo end file#: 19

Investigator(s): Shanti Santulli, Sarah Krejca

Location Details:
Beaumont Summit Station Aquatic Resource Delineation Report Review Area

Y /] /N [_] Do normal circumstances exist on the site?

Projection: WGS 84 Datum:NAD 83

L . 0
Y [v] /N [] Is the site significantly disturbed? Coordinates: 33.964881, 117.023514

Potential anthropogenic influences on the channel system:
Area has been recently mowed; area is undeveloped but site was formerly used as a ranch/poultry farm.

Brief site description:
Disturbed site formerly used as ranch/poultry farm; north and south leg of drainage within lower topographic area adjacent
to western site boundary.

ChecKlist of resources (if available):
Aerial photography [] Stream gage data
Dates: Gage number:
Topographic maps Period of record:
[ ] Geologic maps [ ] History of recent effective discharges
Vegetation maps [ ] Results of flood frequency analysis
Soils maps [ ] Most recent shift-adjusted rating
Rainfall/precipitation maps [] Gage heights for 2-, 5-, 10-, and 25-year events and the
Existing delineation(s) for site most recent event exceeding a S-year event
Global positioning system (GPS)
[ ] Other studies
Hydrogeomorphic Floodplain Units
" Active Floodplain I Low Terrace ‘
Low-Flow Channels OHWM  Paleo Channel

Procedure for identifying and characterizing the floodplain units to assist in identifying the OHWM:

1. Walk the channel and floodplain within the study area to get an impression of the geomorphology and
vegetation present at the site.
2. Select a representative cross section across the channel. Draw the cross section and label the floodplain units.
3. Determine a point on the cross section that is characteristic of one of the hydrogeomorphic floodplain units.
a) Record the floodplain unit and GPS position.
b) Describe the sediment texture (using the Wentworth class size) and the vegetation characteristics of the
floodplain unit.
c) Identify any indicators present at the location.
4. Repeat for other points in different hydrogeomorphic floodplain units across the cross section.
5. Identify the OHWM and record the indicators. Record the OHWM position via:
Mapping on aerial photograph GPS
Digitized on computer [ ] Other:




Wentworth Size Classes
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Project ID: seaumont sunmitsaion Cross section ID: ODP 4 Date: 06/07/2021 Time: 0900

Cross section drawing:

25' Top of bank

Facing downstream (west)

4' LF/AF/OHWM

A

OHWM

GPS point: 33.964891, -117.023514

Indicators:
[ ] Change in average sediment texture Break in bank slope
[] Change in vegetation species [ ] Other:
Change in vegetation cover [ ] Other:

Comments:

Approximately 4-foot wide OHWM defined by a break in slope and a change in vegetation cover. Data was taken during a
drought year; however, indicators still observed and consistent with anticipated extent of OHWM based on review of aerials
and site conditions/topography. No distinguishable difference in sediment texture from active floodplain (AF) to upland.

Floodplain unit: Low-Flow Channel [ ] Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

Total veg cover: %  Tree: %  Shrub: %  Herb: %
Community successional stage:
[ ] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)
[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development
[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief
[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:
[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:
[ ] Benches [ ] Other:
Comments:

Low-flow channel (LF) is indistinguishable/cannot be determined from AF/OHWM.




Project ID: seawmontsimmitsiaion Cross section ID: ODP 4 Date: 06/07/2021 Time: 0900

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: Same as OHWM

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture: Coarse silt
Total veg cover: 30 % Tree: 0 %  Shrub: 0 % Herb:30 %
Community successional stage:

[] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:

[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development

[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief

[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:

Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:

Comments:

AF defined by faint break in bank slope; AF sparsely vegetated, becoming less vegetated downstream. Vegetation
dominated by non-native grasses, including short-pod mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), ripgut brome (Bromus diandrus), and
false brome (Brachypodium distachyon).

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel [] Active Floodplain Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: Just above AF/OHWM

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture: Coarse silt
Total veg cover: 65 % Tree: O %  Shrub: 0 % Herb: 65 %
Community successional stage:

[ ] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:

[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development

[ ] Ripples Surface relief

[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:

[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:

Comments:

No true low terrace; uplands defined by surface relief. Uplands dominated by non-native grasses, including short-pod
mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), ripgut brome (Bromus diandrus), and false brome (Brachypodium distachyon).




Arid West Ephemeral and Intermittent Streams OHWM Datasheet

Project: Beaumont Summit Station Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 1200
Project Number: N/A Town: Beaumont State: CA
Stream: ODP 5 Photo begin file#: 27 Photo end file#: 28

Investigator(s): Chelsea Polevy, Sarah Krejca

Y /] /N [_] Do normal circumstances exist on the site?

Y ] /N [] Is the site significantly disturbed?

Location Details:
Beaumont Summit Station Aquatic Resource Delineation Report Review Area

Projection: WGS 84 Datum:NAD 83
Coordinates: 33.963128, -117.017059

Potential anthropogenic influences on the channel system:
Area has been recently mowed; area is undeveloped but site was formerly used as a ranch/poultry farm.

Brief site description:
Disturbed site formerly used as ranch/poultry farm; drainage feature adjacent to/south of developed concrete slabs near
southeast site boundary.

ChecKlist of resources (if available):
Aerial photography [] Stream gage data
Dates: Gage number:
Topographic maps Period of record:
[ ] Geologic maps [ ] History of recent effective discharges
Vegetation maps [ ] Results of flood frequency analysis
Soils maps [ ] Most recent shift-adjusted rating
Rainfall/precipitation maps [] Gage heights for 2-, 5-, 10-, and 25-year events and the
Existing delineation(s) for site most recent event exceeding a S-year event
Global positioning system (GPS)
[ ] Other studies
Hydrogeomorphic Floodplain Units
" Active Floodplain I Low Terrace ‘
Low-Flow Channels OHWM  Paleo Channel

Procedure for identifying and characterizing the floodplain units to assist in identifying the OHWM:

1

2.
3.

. Walk the channel and floodplain within the study area to get an impression of the geomorphology and

vegetation present at the site.

Select a representative cross section across the channel. Draw the cross section and label the floodplain units.

Determine a point on the cross section that is characteristic of one of the hydrogeomorphic floodplain units.

a) Record the floodplain unit and GPS position.

b) Describe the sediment texture (using the Wentworth class size) and the vegetation characteristics of the
floodplain unit.

c) Identify any indicators present at the location.

. Repeat for other points in different hydrogeomorphic floodplain units across the cross section.
. Identify the OHWM and record the indicators. Record the OHWM position via:

Mapping on aerial photograph GPS
Digitized on computer [ ] Other:




Wentworth Size Classes
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Project ID: seaumont sunnitsaion Cross section ID: ODP 5 Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 1200

Cross section drawing:

30' Top of bank Upland

Facing upstream
(northeast)

6' LF/AF/OHWM

OHWM

GPS point: 33.963128, -117.017059

Indicators:
Change in average sediment texture Break in bank slope
Change in vegetation species [ ] Other:
[ ] Change in vegetation cover [ ] Other:

Comments:

Approximately 6-foot wide OHWM defined by a break in slope, change in sediment texture, and change in vegetation
species. Data was taken during a drought year; however, indicators still observed and consistent with anticipated extent of
OHWM based on review of aerials and site conditions/topography.

Floodplain unit: Low-Flow Channel [ ] Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

Total veg cover: %  Tree: %  Shrub: %  Herb: %
Community successional stage:
[ ] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)
[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development
[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief
[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:
[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:
[ ] Benches [ ] Other:
Comments:

Low-flow channel (LF) is indistinguishable/cannot be determined from AF/OHWM.




Project ID: seumonsunmiseion Cross section ID: ODP5 Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 1200

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: Same as OHWM

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture: Medium silt with cobbles
Total veg cover: 80 % Tree: 0 % Shrub: 15 % Herb:65 %
Community successional stage:

[] NA Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:

[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development

[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief

[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:

Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:
Comments:

AF defined by break in bank slope; AF heavily vegetated with non-native grasses, including shortpod mustard (Hirschfeldia
incana).

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel [] Active Floodplain Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: Just above AF/OHWM

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture: Medium silt
Total veg cover: 80 % Tree: 5 % Shrub: 10 % Herb: 65 %
Community successional stage:

[ ] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings) Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:

[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development

[ ] Ripples Surface relief

[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:

[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:

Comments:

No true low terrace; uplands defined by surface relief. Uplands heavily vegetated with non-native grasses, including
shortpod mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), and also included horehound (Marrubium vulgare) and a black elder (Sambucus
nigra).




Arid West Ephemeral and Intermittent Streams OHWM Datasheet

Project: Beaumont Summit Station Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 1130
Project Number: N/A Town: Beaumont State: CA
Stream: ODP 6 Photo begin file#: 25 Photo end file#: 25

Investigator(s): Sarah Krejca, Chelsea Polevy

Location Details:
Exeter Cherry Valley Aquatic Resource Delineation Report Review Area

Y /] /N [_] Do normal circumstances exist on the site?

o . Projection: WGS 84 Datum:NAD 83
(7
Y W]/ N [] Is the site significantly disturbed? Coordinates: 35662849, -117.017148

Potential anthropogenic influences on the channel system:
Area has been recently mowed; area is undeveloped but site was formerly used as a ranch/poultry farm.

Brief site description:
Disturbed site formerly used as ranch/poultry farm; swale-like feature within area of non-native grassland

ChecKlist of resources (if available):
Aerial photography [] Stream gage data
Dates: Gage number:
Topographic maps Period of record:
[ ] Geologic maps [ ] History of recent effective discharges
Vegetation maps [ ] Results of flood frequency analysis
Soils maps [ ] Most recent shift-adjusted rating
Rainfall/precipitation maps [] Gage heights for 2-, 5-, 10-, and 25-year events and the
Existing delineation(s) for site most recent event exceeding a S-year event
Global positioning system (GPS)
[ ] Other studies
Hydrogeomorphic Floodplain Units
" Active Floodplain I Low Terrace ‘
Low-Flow Channels OHWM  Paleo Channel

Procedure for identifying and characterizing the floodplain units to assist in identifying the OHWM:

1. Walk the channel and floodplain within the study area to get an impression of the geomorphology and
vegetation present at the site.
2. Select a representative cross section across the channel. Draw the cross section and label the floodplain units.
3. Determine a point on the cross section that is characteristic of one of the hydrogeomorphic floodplain units.
a) Record the floodplain unit and GPS position.
b) Describe the sediment texture (using the Wentworth class size) and the vegetation characteristics of the
floodplain unit.
c) Identify any indicators present at the location.
4. Repeat for other points in different hydrogeomorphic floodplain units across the cross section.
5. Identify the OHWM and record the indicators. Record the OHWM position via:
Mapping on aerial photograph GPS
Digitized on computer [ ] Other:




Wentworth Size Classes
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Project ID: seaumont sunnitsaion Cross section ID: ODP 6 Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 1130

Cross section drawing:

Gentle slope

Gentle slope

Swale
OHWM
GPS point: 33.962849, -117.017148
Indicators:
[ ] Change in average sediment texture [ ] Break in bank slope
[] Change in vegetation species [ ] Other:
[ ] Change in vegetation cover [ ] Other:
Comments:

Area did not contain clear bed and bank indicators; no change in sediment texture or break in slope; vegetation in swale
and adjacent upland area did not differ (both heavily vegetated and dominated by non-native grasses). Data was collected
during a drought year; however, historic aerials and previous delineation note consistent conditions.

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel [ ] Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

Total veg cover: %  Tree: %  Shrub: %  Herb: %
Community successional stage:
[ ] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)
[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development
[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief
[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:
[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:

Comments:




Project ID: seumontsunmitsiaion Cross section ID: ODP 6

Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 1130

Floodplain unit: [ | Low-Flow Channel

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

[] Active Floodplain [] Low Terrace/Upland

Total veg cover: % Tree:
Community successional stage:

[] NA
[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings)

%

Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks
[ ] Ripples
[ ] Drift and/or debris
[ ] Presence of bed and bank
[ ] Benches

Comments:

Shrub: %  Herb: %
Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)

Soil development
Surface relief

[]
[]
[]
L]
[]
[]
[]

Floodplain unit: [ | Low-Flow Channel

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:

L] Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

%

Total veg cover: % Tree:
Community successional stage:

[ ] NA

[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings)

Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks
[ ] Ripples
[ ] Drift and/or debris
[ ] Presence of bed and bank
[ ] Benches

Comments:

Shrub: % Herb: %
[ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

[ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)

[ ] Soil development
[ ] Surface relief

[ ] Other:

[ ] Other:

[ ] Other:




Arid West Ephemeral and Intermittent Streams OHWM Datasheet

Project: Beaumont Summit Station Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 1415
Project Number: N/A Town: Beaumont State: CA
Stream: ODP 7 Photo begin file#: 33 Photo end file#: 34

Investigator(s): Chelsea Polevy, Sarah Krejca

Location Details:
Exeter Cherry Valley Aquatic Resource Delineation Report Review Area

Y /] /N [_] Do normal circumstances exist on the site?

o . Projection: WGS 84 Datum:NAD 83
(7
Y [v] /N [] Is the site significantly disturbed? Coordinates: 33.062262, -117.021353
Potential anthropogenic influences on the channel system:
Area receives upstream flows from runoff from developed road (Brookside Avenue) and from culvert that crosses under
Brookside Avenue; site was formerly used as a ranch/poultry farm.

Brief site description:
Disturbed site formerly used as ranch/poultry farm; large drainage feature in southern portion of site within area mapped as
tree of heaven.

ChecKlist of resources (if available):
Aerial photography [] Stream gage data
Dates: Gage number:
Topographic maps Period of record:
[ ] Geologic maps [ ] History of recent effective discharges
Vegetation maps [ ] Results of flood frequency analysis
Soils maps [ ] Most recent shift-adjusted rating
Rainfall/precipitation maps [] Gage heights for 2-, 5-, 10-, and 25-year events and the
Existing delineation(s) for site most recent event exceeding a S-year event
Global positioning system (GPS)
[ ] Other studies
Hydrogeomorphic Floodplain Units
" Active Floodplain I Low Terrace ‘
Low-Flow Channels OHWM  Paleo Channel

Procedure for identifying and characterizing the floodplain units to assist in identifying the OHWM:

1. Walk the channel and floodplain within the study area to get an impression of the geomorphology and
vegetation present at the site.
2. Select a representative cross section across the channel. Draw the cross section and label the floodplain units.
3. Determine a point on the cross section that is characteristic of one of the hydrogeomorphic floodplain units.
a) Record the floodplain unit and GPS position.
b) Describe the sediment texture (using the Wentworth class size) and the vegetation characteristics of the
floodplain unit.
c) Identify any indicators present at the location.
4. Repeat for other points in different hydrogeomorphic floodplain units across the cross section.
5. Identify the OHWM and record the indicators. Record the OHWM position via:
Mapping on aerial photograph GPS
Digitized on computer [ ] Other:




Wentworth Size Classes

||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||
Ocm 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

|I|I|I|I|I|I|I|I|l|I|I|l|l|I|I|I|I|I|I|1|I|I|I|I|I|I|I|
1 2 3

0in



Proj ect ID: seaumont summitsaion Cross section ID: ODP7

Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 1415

Cross section drawing:

Facing upstream
(east)

Upland

Upland
55' Top of bank

<

8' LF/AF/OHWM

OHWM

GPS point: 33.962282, -117.021353

Indicators:
Change in average sediment texture
Change in vegetation species
Change in vegetation cover

Comments:

Break in bank slope
[ ] Other:
[ ] Other:

Approximately 8-foot wide OHWM primarily defined by a change in average sediment texture, change in vegetation
species and cover, and faint break in bank slope. Data was collected during a drought year; however, indicators still
observed and consistent with anticipated extent of OHWM based on review of aerials and site conditions/topography.

Floodplain unit: Low-Flow Channel [ ] Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: N/A

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture:
Total veg cover: % Tree:
Community successional stage:

[] NA
[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings)

%  Shrub: % Herb: %

Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)
Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)

[]
[]
L]

Indicators:
[ ] Mudcracks Soil development
[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief
[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:
[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:
[ ] Benches [ ] Other:
Comments:

Low-flow channel (LF) is indistinguishable/cannot be determined from AF/OHWM.




Project ID: seumontsunmiseion Cross section ID: ODP7 Date: 06/03/2021 Time: 1415

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel Active Floodplain [ ] Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: Same as OHWM

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture: Medium sand
Total veg cover: O % Tree: 0 %  Shrub: 0 % Herb: 0 %

Community successional stage:

NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings) [ ] Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:

[ ] Mudcracks [ ] Soil development

[ ] Ripples [ ] Surface relief

[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:

Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:
Comments:

AF defined by faint break in bank slope; AF unvegetated.

Floodplain unit: [ ] Low-Flow Channel [] Active Floodplain Low Terrace/Upland

GPS point: Just above AF/OHWM

Characteristics of the floodplain unit:
Average sediment texture: Medium silt
Total veg cover: 100 %  Tree: 10 9%  Shrub: 5 % Herb: 85 %
Community successional stage:

[ ] NA [ ] Mid (herbaceous, shrubs, saplings)

[] Early (herbaceous & seedlings) Late (herbaceous, shrubs, mature trees)
Indicators:

[ ] Mudcracks Soil development

[ ] Ripples Surface relief

[ ] Drift and/or debris [ ] Other:

[ ] Presence of bed and bank [ ] Other:

[ ] Benches [ ] Other:
Comments:

No true low terrace; uplands defined by soil development and surface relief; uplands were dominated with non-native
grasses and tree of heaven (Ailanthus altissima).




APPENDIX E

ANTECEDENT PRECIPITATION TOOL OUTPUT



Rainfall (Inches)

Antecedent Precipitation vs Normal Range based on NOAA's Daily Global Historical Climatology Network

—— Daily Total
—— 30-Day Rolling Total

6 - 30-Year Normal Range
5 -
2021-03-23
4 -
2021-02-21
: /
2 -
1 -
2021-04-22
: . il S I N P . .
Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep
2020 2020 2020 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021
Coordinates 33.965141, -117.019732 30 Days Ending 30t %ile (in) 70t %ile (in) Observed (in) | Wetness Condition | Condition Value |Month Weight Product
Observation Date 2021-04-22 2021-04-22 0.279528 1.340945 0.153543 Dry 1 3 3
Elevation (ft) 2485.7 2021-03-23 1.466535 3.561024 4.992126 Wet 3 2 6
Drought Index (PDSI) Severe drought 2021-02-21 1.404331 5.958268 2.814961 Normal 2 1 2
WebWIMP H,0 Balance Dry Season Result Normal Conditions - 11
Weather Station Name Coordinates [ Elevation (ft) |Distance (mi) | Elevation A | Weighted A Days Normal Days Antecedent
CORONA 12.5 SE 33.7346, -117.4315 1301.837 28.496 1183.863 46.559 149 0
DESERT HOT SPRINGS 3.0 NW 33.9855, -116.5415 1338.911 27.438 1146.789 43.813 1581 0
HOMELAND 1.7 NNE 33.769, -117.0923 2248.032 14.177 237.668 9.749 10 3
IDYLLWILD 1.8 NW 33.7631, -116.735 6325.131 21.488 3839.431 92.171 1557 0
HEMET 4.1 ENE 33.7527, -116.9196 1698.163 15.763 787.537 19.507 1076 87
CORONA 12.8 SE 33.7307, -117.4276 1403.871 28.463 1081.829 43.6 102 0
BIG BEAR LAKE 34.2431, -116.9169 6752.953 20.086 4267.253 94.751 6722 0
ELSINORE 33.6861, -117.3458 1268.045 26.87 1217.655 44.81 135 0
HEMET 33.7381, -116.8939 1811.024 17.269 674.676 19.422 21 0




Rainfall (Inches)

Antecedent Precipitation vs Normal Range based on NOAA's Daily Global Historical Climatology Network

—— Daily Total
—— 30-Day Rolling Total

6 30-Year Normal Range
5 -
P021-04-04
4 -
3 -
2 -
1 -
2021-05-04
/ 2021-06-03
0 . —} . 1 A v . . / .
Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct
2020 2020 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021
Coordinates 33.965141, -117.019732 30 Days Ending 301" %ile (in) 70t %ile (in) Observed (in) | Wetness Condition [Condition Value |Month Weight Product
Observation Date 2021-06-03 2021-06-03 0.054331 0.403937 0.019685 Dry 1 3 3
Elevation (ft) 2485.7 2021-05-04 0.170079 1.26063 0.251969 Normal 2 2 4
Drought Index (PDSI) Extreme drought (2021-05) 2021-04-04 0.558661 2.34252 4.80315 Wet 3 1 3
WebWIMP H,0 Balance Dry Season Result Normal Conditions - 10
Weather Station Name Coordinates | Elevation (ft) [Distance (mi) | Elevation A | Weighted A Days Normal Days Antecedent
CORONA 12.5 SE 33.7346, -117.4315 1301.837 28.496 1183.863 46.559 149 0
DESERT HOT SPRINGS 3.0 NW 33.9855, -116.5415 1338.911 27.438 1146.789 43.813 1581 0
HOMELAND 1.7 NNE 33.769, -117.0923 2248.032 14.177 237.668 9.749 10 3
IDYLLWILD 1.8 NW 33.7631, -116.735 6325.131 21.488 3839.431 92.171 1557 0
HEMET 4.1 ENE 33.7527,-116.9196 1698.163 15.763 787.537 19.507 1076 86
CORONA 12.8 SE 33.7307, -117.4276 1403.871 28.463 1081.829 43.6 102 0
BEAUMONT 2.5 NW 33.9543, -117.012 2532.152 0.87 46.452 0.432 0 1
BIG BEAR LAKE 34.2431, -116.9169 6752.953 20.086 4267.253 94.751 6722 0
ELSINORE 33.6861, -117.3458 1268.045 26.87 1217.655 44.81 135 0
HEMET 33.7381, -116.8939 1811.024 17.269 674.676 19.422 21 0




Rainfall (Inches)

Antecedent Precipitation vs Normal Range based on NOAA's Daily Global Historical Climatology Network

—— Daily Total
—— 30-Day Rolling Total

6 30-Year Normal Range
5 -
2021-04-08
4 -
3 -
2 -
1 -
2021-05-08
/ 2021-06-07
0 . —} . 1 A v = . / . : . .
Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct
2020 2020 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021 2021
Coordinates 33.965141, -117.019732 30 Days Ending 301" %ile (in) 70t %ile (in) Observed (in) | Wetness Condition [Condition Value |Month Weight Product
Observation Date 2021-06-07 2021-06-07 0.017323 0.124409 0.019685 Normal 2 3 6
Elevation (ft) 2485.7 2021-05-08 0.314173 1.022047 0.251969 Dry 1 2 2
Drought Index (PDSI) Extreme drought (2021-05) 2021-04-08 0.422441 2.075591 4.80315 Wet 3 1 3
WebWIMP H,0 Balance Dry Season Result Normal Conditions - 11
Weather Station Name Coordinates | Elevation (ft) [Distance (mi) | Elevation A | Weighted A Days Normal Days Antecedent
CORONA 12.5 SE 33.7346, -117.4315 1301.837 28.496 1183.863 46.559 149 0
DESERT HOT SPRINGS 3.0 NW 33.9855, -116.5415 1338.911 27.438 1146.789 43.813 1581 0
HOMELAND 1.7 NNE 33.769, -117.0923 2248.032 14.177 237.668 9.749 10 3
IDYLLWILD 1.8 NW 33.7631, -116.735 6325.131 21.488 3839.431 92.171 1557 0
HEMET 4.1 ENE 33.7527,-116.9196 1698.163 15.763 787.537 19.507 1076 86
CORONA 12.8 SE 33.7307, -117.4276 1403.871 28.463 1081.829 43.6 102 0
BEAUMONT 2.5 NW 33.9543, -117.012 2532.152 0.87 46.452 0.432 0 1
BIG BEAR LAKE 34.2431, -116.9169 6752.953 20.086 4267.253 94.751 6722 0
ELSINORE 33.6861, -117.3458 1268.045 26.87 1217.655 44.81 135 0
HEMET 33.7381, -116.8939 1811.024 17.269 674.676 19.422 21 0




APPENDIX F

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS



Appendix F. Site Photographs'

Beaumont Summit Station Aquatic Resources Delineation — April 22, 2021; June 3 and 7, 2021

Photo 1. Looking southwest towards Erosional Feature (EF)-1
(vellow line). Vegetation surrounding EF-1 had been recently
mowed. EF-1 exhibited a slight break in bank slope, but did not
exhibit a distinctive change in average sediment texture, change
in vegetation species or cover, or any other Ordinary High Water
Mark (OHWM) indicators. (33.968462, -117.024590). June 3,
2021.

Photo 3. View of area of low topography between EF-1 and EF-2,
facing southwest (33.967847, -117.024635). June 3, 2021.

Photo 2. View of OHWM Datasheet Point (ODP) 1, facing west,
within the lower topographic area between two gentle slopes just
west of EF-1. The lower topographic area did not exhibit any bed
and bank indicators, there was no break in slope, and the
sediment texture and vegetation did not differ from the lower
topographic area to the adjacent slopes (33.968296,
-117.024925). June 3, 2021.

Photo 4. View of ODP 2, facing southwest, within EF-2. The
gully/erosional feature exhibited a slight break in bank slope but
did not exhibit a distinctive change in average sediment texture,
change in vegetation species or cover, or any other OHWM
indicators, and did not continue downstream (33.967305,
-117.025013). June 3, 2021.

'See corresponding Figure 5 series for Photo Point Locations. See Aquatic Resource Delineation Report Sections 6 through 8 for a discussion of each feature.



Photo 5. Overview of area of lower topography located east of Photo 6. Overview of area of lower topography located west of

EF-2, facing east (33.967002, -117.025087). June 3, 2021. Basin (B)-2, facing southwest (33.966258, -117.022864). June 3,
2021.

Photo 7. Overview of Non-Wetland Water (NWW)-1A and NWW-1, Photo 8. Upstream view of ODP 3, facing southeast, within NWW-

facing south. NWW-1A and NWW-1 converge just before 1A. The OHWM was defined by a faint break in bank slope and a

continuing off site and downstream and exhibiting a more defined change in vegetation cover. NWW-1A and NWW-1 continue

bed and bank (33.966304, -117.025167). June 3, 2021. downstream where OHWM indicators become more prominent

(33.966120, -117.025049). June 3, 2021.
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Photo 9. Downstream view of ODP 3, facing west, within NWW- Photo 10. Downstream view of NWW-1 from upstream extent,

1A. As NWW-1A continues downstream, OHWM indicators facing west. As NWW-1 continues downstream, OHWM
become more prominent (33.966076, -117.024773). June 3, indicators become more prominent (33.965835, -117.024734).
2021. June 3, 2021.

Photo 11. View of B-1, which contained several mulefat Photo 12. View of B-2, which contained some mulefat and tree
(Baccharis salicifolia), facing north. B-1 was previously used as a tobacco (Nicotiana glauca), facing northeast. B-2 was previously
settling basin to hold manure (33.966130, -117.021422). June 3, used as a settling basin to hold manure (33.966130,

2021. -117.021422). June 3, 2021.
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Photo 13. View of B-3, facing south. B-3 was previously used as
a settling basin to hold manure (33.965818, -117.021455). June
3, 2021.

Photo 15. View of B-5 facing southeast. B-5 was previously used
as a settling basin to hold manure (33.965122 -117.021874).
June 3, 2021.

Photo 14. View of Wetland Data Form Point (WDP) 1 (white arrow)
within small stand of mule fat, facing east, within B-4. WDP 1 met
the wetland hydrology parameter; however, hydrophytic
vegetation and hydric soil parameters were not met at WDP 1. B-
4 was previously used as a settling basin to hold manure
(83.965370, -117.022221). June 3, 2021.

Photo 16. View of area mapped by U.S. Geological Survey
(USGS) National Hydrography Dataset (NHD) as a “Reservoir,”
facing west. No evidence of hydrology was observed (33.965010,
-117.021979). June 3, 2021.
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Photo 18. Upstream view of ODP 4, facing east, within NWW-2.
The OHWM was defined by a faint break in bank slope and a
change in vegetation cover (33.964853, -117.023670). June 7,
2021.

Photo 17. Downstream view of NWW-2, facing west. (33.965125,
-117.022334). June 7, 2021.

Photo 20. View of WDP 2 (white arrow), facing west, within NWW-
2. WDP 2 did not meet the hydrophytic vegetation, hydric sail, or
wetland hydrology parameters (33.964962, -117.023251). June
7,2021.

Photo 19. Downstream view of ODP 4, facing west, within NWW-
2. Vegetation was dominated by non-native grasses, including
short-pod mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), ripgut brome (Bromus
diandrus), and false brome (Brachypodium distachyon)
(83.964874, -117.023356). June 7, 2021.
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Photo 21. View of NWW-2A (yellow line), which showed faint Photo 22. View of culvert outlets located along the southern

indicators of an OHWM, as it continues into NWW-2, facing extent of the review area under Brookside Avenue, facing south.

northwest (33.964876, -117.022516). June 7, 2021. Flows from the culvert outlets continue into NWW-3 (33.961603,
-117.018517). June 3, 2021.

Photo 23. Downstream view of NWW-3, facing northwest, located Photo 24. View of EF-4 within the review area, facing west. EF-4
just north of the two culvert outlets under Brookside Avenue continues west into Swale (S)-1, which ultimately converges with
before NWW-3 converges with NWW-3A (33.961636, NWW-3A (33.963245, -117.013837). April 22, 2021.

-117.018604). June 3, 2021.
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Photo 25. View of ODP 6, facing east, within S-1. S-1 did not Photo 26. View at upstream extent of NWW-3A, facing

exhibit any bed and bank indicators, there was no change in southwest, just west of S-2 (33.963458, -117.016526). June 3,
sediment texture or break in slope, and vegetation did not differ 2021.

between the swale and the adjacent upland area (33.962812,

-117.017420). June 3, 2021.

Photo 27. Upstream view of ODP 5, facing northeast, within Photo 28. Downstream view of ODP 5, facing southwest, within
NWW-3A. The OHWM was primarily defined by a a break in bank NWW-3A (33.963266, -117.017032). June 3, 2021.

slope, change in average sediment texture, and change in
vegetation species (33.963053, -117.017202). June 3, 2021.
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Photo 29. View of S-3, facing south, as it travels towards NWW-
3A (33.9632961, -117.018316). April 22, 2021.

Photo 31. Downstream view of area of NWW-3A exhibiting a faint
OHWM, facing west (33.962373, -117.019364). June 3, 2021.

Photo 30. Downstream view of NWW-3A, facing southwest
(33.962811, -117.018492). June 3, 2021.

Photo 32. Downstream view of NWW-3, located west of the
convergence of NWW-3 and NWW-3A, facing southwest
(33.962054, -117.02037). June 3, 2021.
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Photo 33. Upstream view of ODP 7, facing east, within NWW-3.

The OHWM was primarily defined by a change in average
sediment texture, change in vegetation species and cover, and
faint break in bank slope (33.962257, -117.021513).

Photo 35. View of WDP 3, facing north, within NWW-3. WDP 3
met the hydrophytic vegetation parameter; however, hydric soil
and wetland hydrology parameters were not met within WDP 3
(83.962696, -117.022892). June 7, 2021.

Photo 34. Downstream view of ODP 7, facing west, within NWW-
3(33.962335, -117.021187). June 3, 2021.

Photo 36. View of EF-6 (yellow line), facing northwest, which
travels into area with some mulefat and tree tobacco, just east of
NWW-3B. EF-6 did not appear to contribute flows to NWW-3B
(33.963667, -117.020341). June 3, 2021.
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Photo 37. View of EF-7 (yellow arrow), just south of EF-6, facing Photo 38. Looking downstream from the south side of the
south/southwest. EF-7 converges with EF-8 (white arrow), neither upstream extent of NWW-3B, facing northwest (33.963553,
of which appeared to contribute flows to NWW-3B (33.963581, -117.021142). June 3, 2021.

-117.020494). June 3, 2021.

Photo 39. View of D-1, facing east (33.965103, -117.019365). Photo 40. View of area where D-1 abruptly stops, facing south.
April 22, 2021. Flows likely continue as sheet flow into S-5, before continuing into
NWW-3B1 (33.964824, -117.020845). June 3, 2021.
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Photo 41. View of NWW-3B1, facing south. Flows continue Photo 42. Downstream view of NWW-3B, facing west
south/southwest into NWW-3B (white arrow) (33.964550, (833.963775, -117.022856). April 22, 2021.
-117.021793). June 3, 2021.

Photo 43. Downstream view of the convergence of NWW-3 and Photo 44. View of slight depressional area surrounded by mulefat
NWW-3B, facing west, before NWW-3 continues off site scrub, located south of NWW-3B, facing west. No evidence of
(33.963316, -117.023726). June 3, 2021. hydrology was observed (33.963283, -117.021269). June 3, 2021.
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Photo 45. East facing view of area mapped by USGS NHD as a Photo 46. Southeast facing view of area where a basin was
“Reservoir” and where a basin was previously located east of EF- previously located west of S-3. No evidence of hydrology was
8. No evidence of hydrology was observed (33.963493, observed (33.963274, -117.019648). June 3, 2021.
-117.020227). June 3, 2021.
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APPENDIX G

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION REQUEST FORMS



Appendix 1 - REQUEST FOR CORPS JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD)
To: District Name Here

| am requesting a JD on property located at: South of Cherry Valley Blvd., north of Brookside Ave., and east/northeast of I-10

(Street Address)
City/Township/Parish: Beaumont County: Riverside State: CA
Acreage of Parcel/Review Area for JD: 215.96
Section: 30 Township: 2.8 Range: 1 W

Latitude (decimal degrees):33.965141___ Longitude (decimal degrees): -117.019732

(For linear projects, please include the center point of the proposed alignment.)
e Please attach a survey/plat map and vicinity map identifying location and review area for the JD.
e ¥ |currently own this property. ___ | plan to purchase this property.

____lam an agent/consultant acting on behalf of the requestor.

____Other (please explain):
* Reason for request: (check as many as applicable)

| intend to construct/develop a project or perform activities on this parcel which would be desighed to

avoid all aquatic resources.

____lintend to construct/develop a project or perform activities on this parcel which would be designed to

avoid all jurisdictional aquatic resources under Corps authority.

____lintend to construct/develop a project or perform activities on this parcel which may require

authorization from the Corps, and the JD would be used to avoid and minimize impacts to jurisdictional

aquatic resources and as an initial step in a future permitting process.

¢ _lintend to construct/develop a project or perform activities on this parcel which may require authorization from

the Corps; this request is accompanied by my permit application and the JD is to be used in the permitting process.

___lintend to construct/develop a project or perform activities in a navigable water of the U.S. which is

included on the district Section 10 list and/or is subject to the ebb and flow of the tide.

____ACorps JD is required in order to obtain my local/state authorization.

__lintend to contest jurisdiction over a particular aquatic resource and request the Corps confirm that

jurisdiction does/does not exist over the aquatic resource on the parcel.

____I believe that the site may be comprised entirely of dry land.

__ Other:
o Type of determination being requested:

____lam requesting an approved JD.

/| am requesting a preliminary JD.

____lam requesting a “no permit required” letter as | believe my proposed activity is not regulated.

___lam unclear as to which JD | would like to request and require additional information to inform my decision.

By signing below, you are indicating that you have the authority, or are acting as the duly authorized agent ofa
person or entity with such authority, to and do hereby grant Corps personnel right of entry to legally access the
site if needed to perform the JD. Your signature shall be an affirmation that you possess the requisite property .
rights to request a JD on the subject property.

*Signature: ___ : Date:
o Typed or printed name: Andrew Greybar -
Company name: Exeter Cherry Valley Land, LLC

Address: 5060 North 40th Street, Suite 108
Phoenix, AZ 85018

Daytime phone no.: 708-341-9821
Email address: andrew.greybar@eqtexeter.com

*Authorities: Rivers and Harbors Act, Section 10, 33 USC 403; Clean Water Act, Section 404, 33 USC 1344; Marine Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act,
Section 103, 33 USC 1413; Regulatory Program of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; Final Rule for 33 CFR Parts 320-332.

Principal Purpose: The information that you provide will be used in evaluating your request to determine whether there are any aquatic resources within the project
area subject to federal jurisdiction under.the.reguiatory authorities referenced above.

Routine Uses: This information may be shared with the Department of Justice and other federal state and Iocal government agencies, and the public, and may be
made available as part of a public notice as required by federal law. Your name and property location where federal jurisdiction is to be determined will be included in
the approved jurisdictional determination (AJD), which will be made available to the public on the District's website and on the Headquarters USACE website.
Disclosure: Submission of requested information is voluntary; however, if information is not provided, the request for an AJD cannot be evaluated nor can an AJD be
issued.
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Waters_Name

NWW-1
NWW-1A
NWW-2
NWW-2A
NWW-2B
NWW-2C
NWW-3
NWW-3A
NWW-3B
NWW-3B1

State
CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA

Cowardin_Code HG M_Code|Meas_Type Amount

R6
R6
R6
R6
R6
R6
R6
R6
R6
R6

Area
Area
Area
Area
Area
Area
Area
Area
Area
Area

0.018
0.021
0.087
0.004
0.012
0.007
0.385
0.146
0.117

Units
ACRE
ACRE
ACRE
ACRE
ACRE
ACRE
ACRE
ACRE
ACRE

0.0301001 ACRE

Waters_Type
DELINEATE
DELINEATE
DELINEATE
DELINEATE
DELINEATE
DELINEATE
DELINEATE
DELINEATE
DELINEATE
DELINEATE

Latitude
33.965908
33.966006
33.964929
33.964977
33.965185
33.964845
33.962391
33.962760
33.963540
33.964055

Longitude
-117.025153
-117.025084
-117.023925
-117.022656
-117.022994
-117.023224
-117.021747
-117.018132
-117.022834
-117.021934
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SITE SOILS MAP



- Gorgonio loamy sand, deep, 2 to 8 percent slopes
Greenfield sandy loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes, eroded
Greenfield sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes, eroded
Hanford coarse sandy loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes APPENDIX
Ramona sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes, eroded F
Ramona sandy loam, 5 to 8 percent slopes, eroded
Ramona sandy loam, 5 to 8 percent slopes, severely eroded ! ‘ N oo oo A
Ramona sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes, severely eroded Al [— —1 1
ROCKS

Site Soils Map

BEAUMONT SUMMIT STATION

Ramona sandy loam, 15 to 25 percent slopes, severely eroded

Terrace esca rpments . BIOLOGICAL CONSULTING | Aerial Photo: Maxar, Esri 2020
2! Source: USDA NRCS 2018
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