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This is in response to your letter of March 27, 2006, initiating informal coJ~gli~~~~~-'er 4(16
section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) with NOAA's National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) for the San Luis Drainage Feature Re-Evaluation project. Your letter indicates that you
believe the proposed project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect, Federally listed
endangered Sacramento River winter-run Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha),
threatened Central Valley spring-run Chinook salmon (0. tshawytscha), threatened Central
Valley steelhead (0. mykiss), or their designated critical habitat. In addition, this consultation
concerns the Southern Distinct Population Segment (DPS) of North American green sturgeon
(Acipenser medirostris) which is listed as threatened (effective July 6,2006). Your office also
has determined that the proposed project may adversely affect Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) for
Pacific salmon and is requesting consultation under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation
and Management Act (MSA).

Dear Mrs. Wood:

The U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) proposes to provide drainage service for the San
Luis Unit (SLU) and the Grassland Drainage Area over the next 50 years to fulfill the
requirements of the Court Order filed in Firebaugh Canal Co. et al. v. United States of America,
et al. The drainage area is located in the western San Joaquin Valley and consists primarily of
the lands within the boundary of the Central Valley Project's (CVP) SLU, and includes the
agricultural districts within the CVP's SLU located in the northwest portion of Kings County, in
western Fresno County, and in the southwestern tip of Merced County, California. In addition,
the project area includes the drainage of impaired lands for the San Joaquin Exchange
Contractors and Delta-Mendota Canal Unit. Lands immediately adjacent to the Unit, in the
Grassland Drainage Area have also been included.

The proposed project consists of approximately 730,000 acres, most of which are intensively
managed agricultural land. Of the 730,000 acres, about 379,000 acres are, or are projected to be,
drainage impaired within the 50-year planning horizon. The proposed project consists of four
potential alternatives that include varying ranges of land retirement, reuse areas, conveyance
collection systems, reverse osmosis treatment plants, selenium biotreatment facilities, and
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evaporation basins. The alternatives include up to 71 miles of inter-facility pipelines, a
maximum of 16 regional reuse facilities on as much as 19,000 acres, as many as four evaporation
basins on up to 3,290 acres, and up to four reverse osmosis treatment plants and selenium
biotreatment plants on a maximum of 14 acres. Effluent flow rates may be up to 5,179 acre feet
per year in the Northerly area of the project, and up to 4,050 acre feet per year in the Westlands
North, Central, and South areas. As the amount of land retired increases, the amount of land
converted to reuse areas or evaporation basins decreases.

ESA Section 7 Consultation

The proposed project site is not within the geographic range of the Sacramento River winter-run
Chinook salmon and the Central Valley spring-run Chinook salmon Evolutionarily Significant
Units, or their designated critical habitat. In addition, the project site does not fall within the
geographic range of the Southern DPS of the North American green sturgeon. The proposed
project area is within the Central Valley steelhead DPS, and is designated critical habitat for this
specIes.

Adverse impacts to listed salmonids and sturgeon are not expected due to the use of reverse
osmosis, selenium biotreatment, and evaporation basins to reduce selenium levels of effluent to
levels at or below levels considered to be toxic to salmonids and sturgeon. In addition, the
proposed project alternatives include drainage reduction solutions such as recycling rainwater,
managing shallow groundwater, and reducing canal seepage, reducing effluent levels and the
potential for adverse effects to aquatic organisms including listed salmonids and sturgeon. Land
retirement options common among all four alternatives also will reduce future effluent levels,
thus reducing effects of effluent to listed salmonids and sturgeon. NMFS has determined that the
proposed San Luis Drainage Feature Re-Evaluation project is not likely to adversely affect
Sacramento River winter-run Chinook salmon, Central Valley spring-run Chinook salmon, and
Central Valley steelhead and their designated critical habitat, as well as the Southern DPS of
North American green sturgeon. This finding is based on Reclamation implementing all
conservation and protective measures intended to avoid or minimize adverse effects to fish and
fish habitat as identified in the project description. This concludes informal consultation for the
proposed action. Reinitiation of consultation is required where discretionary Federal agency
involvement or control over the action has been retained (or is authorized by law), and if: (1)
new information reveals effects of the action that may affect listed species or critical habitat in a
manner or to an extent not previously considered; (2) the action is subsequently modified in a
manner that causes an effect to the listed species or critical habitat not considered; or (3) a new
species is listed or critical habitat designated that may be affected by the action.

EFH Consultation

Based on our review of the project description and conservation and protective measures
included, NMFS finds that the project activities will not adversely affect EFH for Pacific salmon.
We find the project activities incorporated in the project description include conservation
measures that will reduce adverse affects to EFH for Pacific salmon, as described in Amendment
14 of the Pacific Salmon Fishery Management Plan pursuant to the MSA; therefore, EFH
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conservation recommendations will not be provided. Written response as required under section
305(b)(4)(B) of the MSA, and Federal regulations (50 CPR 600.920) will not be required.
Should additional information reveal that the project may affect EFH and/or impact salmonids in
a way not previously considered, or should the action be modified in a way that may cause
additional effects to EFH, this determination may be reconsidered.

Please contact Jeff McLain at (916) 930-5648, or via e-mail atJeff.Mclain@noaa.govif you
have any questions concerning this project or require additional information.

Sincerely,

/1jd/~
~... ~~~ R.McInnIs

Regional Administrator

cc: NMFS-PRD, Long Beach, CA
Mike Kinsey, USBR, 1243 N Street, Fresno, CA 93721



 




