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Ashton Hydroelectric Project (FERC No. 2381)

2.0 RECONNAISSANCE WETLAND PLANT AND WILDLIFE SURVEY

2.1 Introduction

PacifiCorp is licensed by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC or Commission) to
operate its 6.7-Megawatt (MW) Ashton Hydroelectric Project (Project, FERC No. 2381) located
on the Henry’s Fork of the Snake River near the City of Ashton, Idaho. The Project is currently
undergoing relicensing following the Traditional Licensing Process (TLP).!

As described in the Pre-Application Document (PAD; PacifiCorp 2022), PacifiCorp seeks to
continue to operate the Project in run-of-river mode, but proposes to adjust Project discharges
when the reservoir water surface elevation exceeds +/-0.25 feet (+/- 3.0 inches) of the summer or
winter target reservoir elevations. PacifiCorp proposes to implement this +/- 0.25-foot operating
band year-round. This additional +/-0.1 feet (+/- 1.2 inches) would allow PacifiCorp to minimize
plant trips and downtime caused by the existing +/-0.15-foot operating band. PacifiCorp
anticipates this proposed change would result in a downstream flow regime that is more
protective of instream resources.

At the Joint Meeting and Site Visit held pursuant to the TLP, PacifiCorp informed the resource
agencies and interested parties of its intention to perform a reconnaissance wetland plant and
wildlife study. No stakeholder comments were received regarding this intention to complete the
reconnaissance study. Following the stakeholder meeting, PacifiCorp prepared a Draft Study
Plan (DSP), which contained an individual study plan for the reconnaissance wetland plant and
wildlife study and distributed the DSP for review and comments to the resource agencies and
interested parties. Comments on the DSP were received from the Idaho State Historic
Preservation Office (ISHPO), the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), and the Idaho
Office of Energy and Mineral Resources (IOEMR). PacifiCorp then prepared a Final Study Plan
(FSP), which addresses comments received from the resource agencies and other interested
parties on the DSP; and, (2) provides a revised set of individual study plans for those studies
adopted and proposed by PacifiCorp. The FSP serves as the guidance document on how to
achieve the goals and objectives of the reconnaissance wetland plant and wildlife study.? This
report provides the results of the reconnaissance wetland plant and wildlife study performed in
accordance with the FSP.

2.1.1 Goals and Objectives

The goal of this study is to update baseline wetland resource information on the wetland complex
and shoreline protection areas along the Project reservoir. To accomplish this goal, the study has
the following objectives:

Lon August 29, 2022, the Commission approved PacifiCorp’s request to use the TLP, which authorized PacifiCorp
to relicense the Project following the TLP.

2 The FSP is provided as Attachment 1 to this study report.
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1) Identify changes in the location, extent, and type of wetlands in the wetland complex and
shoreline protection areas.

2) Identify the dominant plant and wildlife species occupying these wetlands.

3) Characterize the changes in these wetland resources that have occurred since the last
baseline inventory was completed.

2.2  Methods
2.2.1 Study Area

The study area includes all wetlands within the wetland complex and shoreline areas in the
Project boundary (Figure 2.2-1), including wetlands on PacifiCorp fee-title property (i.e.,
PacifiCorp Pond and areas abutting the Project reservoir) and on other private lands managed
under various conservation-related easements (i.e., the Cordingley, Marshall, Jenkins, Baum, and
temporary shoreline conservation easements, as described in PAD section 4.5.5).

2.2.2 Data Collection

Wetland Survey

The wetland survey involved a two-step process. First, prior to the field surveys, high-resolution
aerial imagery was obtained for the study area from July 14, 2019, and June 14, 2021. These
images were used to identify and map wetland types in the Project area. Second, a field survey of
the Project area (the wetland complex and the shoreline area of the reservoir) was conducted on
July 25 and July 26, 2023, to ground truth the photo-interpreted wetland boundaries. The
dominant plant species in the wetland areas were noted and a subset of boundaries between
wetland types, such as marsh-wetland meadow and wetland meadow-upland pasture, were
mapped with GPS for ground truthing purposes. Invasive species and noxious weeds were
recorded when they were encountered during the survey. Limited field observations were also
made during a site visit on August 5, 2024, regarding noxious weeds. The data collected during
the field surveys was used to refine the photo-interpreted wetland boundaries and typing.

Note that the wetland mapping is a survey of wetland resources in the Project area. It is not a
jurisdictional delineation of wetland boundaries, i.e., data from sample points were not collected
to document vegetation, soils, and hydrology. Wetland boundaries were mapped based on aerial
imagery interpretation with ground truthing.

Wetland/landcover mapping from the 1995 Wildlife Enhancement Plan (PacifiCorp 1995) was
used as a baseline in the wetland complex for comparison with the 2024 wetland mapping to
assess changes in wetland type and extent. The wetland/landcover mapping in the Wildlife
Enhancement Plan was based on mapping completed in 1993 using aerial imagery.

Study 2 — Reconnaissance Wetland Plant and Wildlife Survey Page 2
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Figure 2.2-1. Wetland and wildlife survey study area.
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Wildlife Survey

The wildlife survey included a review of existing information to identify the dominant wildlife
species that are known to be or are likely to be present in the study area. The review of existing
information used a 2-mile buffer surrounding the FERC boundary to fulfill part of objective 2,
identification of the dominant wildlife species. This buffer was used to encompass the home
range of the species and included mostly wetland, riparian, and open water habitat. The review
addressed specific seasonal habitat requirements for these wildlife species (e.g., forage, cover,
reproduction, etc.). Existing information sources included published literature, past baseline
information compiled by PacifiCorp, studies conducted by state or federal agencies, Idaho
Natural Heritage Program’s Idaho Fish and Wildlife Information System (IDFG 2024), Cornell
Lab of Ornithology’s eBird data (eBird 2024), Breeding Bird Survey data, and data collected by
the Henry’s Fork Foundation and other non-governmental organizations (NGOs) or non-profit
groups.

Wildlife observations were noted during field visits and were used to refine results from the
review of existing information. Wildlife surveys consisted of two visits to the study area, one
during June 2023 and another in August 2023. Wildlife surveys were conducted from a half hour
before sunrise and lasted for approximately 8 hours. The observer walked a transect around the
wetlands, stopping at regular intervals to look and listen for wildlife. Using binoculars and a
spotting scope, all wildlife species identified by sight and sound were recorded.

Avian species were considered dominant if they utilize wetland, riparian, or open water habitat
during a portion of their life cycle and had 10 or more observation records from the Idaho Fish
and Wildlife Information System and eBird databases, or if they were observed multiple times
during the field survey. Due to the lack of data on amphibian, invertebrate, mammal, and reptile
species, any species with multiple observations or those recorded during the field surveys were
considered dominant and included in Appendix A.

223 Data Analysis

Wetland Survey

The data analysis consisted of using the data gathered during the field work to refine the photo-
interpreted wetland mapping and wetland classification. The field survey data was used to define
the wetland communities depicted on the wetland map. The acreage of each wetland type in the
Project area was generated using GIS. The 2024 wetland map was compared to the 1995 wetland
map (PacifiCorp 1995) to assess differences in the wetland community distribution.

Wildlife Surveys

To determine what wildlife species have been observed in the study area, the analysis used
consultation with pertinent databases and agencies and literature reviews, including ldaho
Natural Heritage Program’s Idaho Fish and Wildlife Information System (IDFG 2024).
Consultation with the FWS’s Information for Planning and Consultation tool identified federally
listed species recorded in the study area. Additional desktop analyses used the Cornell Lab of
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Ornithology’s eBird database (eBird 2023) to further inform the list of dominant wildlife species
expected to occur in the study area.

224 Variances to the Study Plan

The objectives of the original study plan remain the same. The study scope was refined,
however, in the following ways:

e The Baum Conservation Easement was not originally planned to be included in the
surveys.® However, permission to access the easement was received, and it was included
in the surveys as described above. This addition permitted PacifiCorp to collect baseline
wetland and wildlife resource information within that parcel and provide updated wetland
resource information for all wetland complexes in the study area.

e Wildlife surveys were originally planned to be conducted during field verification of the
wetland boundaries. However, due to scheduling constraints, they were surveyed
separately. This change did not affect the overall achievement of the goals or objectives
of the study.

2.3  Results
2.3.1 Wetland Survey

The results of the 2024 wetland/landcover mapping in the wetland complex are shown in Figure
2.3-1. Figure 2.3-2 shows the 1995 wetland/landcover mapping in the wetland complex that was
developed as part of the Wildlife Enhancement Plan (PacifiCorp 1995). Table 2.3-1 presents the
acreage of wetland/landcover types within the wetland complex by lease/ownership based on the
1995 and 2024 mapping.

Figure 2.3-3 shows the wetland areas that occur around Ashton Reservoir based on the 2024
mapping, including in the easements held by PacifiCorp. Table 2.3-2 lists the corresponding
wetland types and acres shown in Figure 2.3-3. Areas of the shoreline without wetland
vegetation are associated with areas that abruptly transition from the water surface to upland
vegetation communities. The shoreline area of Ashton Reservoir was not included in the 1995
Wildlife Enhancement Plan. Consequently, a comparison to previous wetland mapping within
the FERC Project boundary is not presented in Table 2.3.2.

The following wetland/landcover types were mapped in the Project area in the 2024 coverage.
They reflect a hydrologic gradient and are discussed from most to least water. The corresponding
Cowardin classification is presented in parentheses.

3 The Baum Conservation Easement is held by the Teton Regional Land Trust

Study 2 — Reconnaissance Wetland Plant and Wildlife Survey Page 5
Draft Study Report



Ashton Hydroelectric Project (FERC No. 2381)

PacifiCorp|Pond|

MEERaIWets - e

1\

Marshall]
S E 2 sement](South)!
4

Cordingley; Baum)
[Easement;

:!" Legend
o MT FERC Boundary [ Lease Area ASht?n .
) Hydroelectric Project
n&‘ ]"“”_"* Wetland/Landcover Type FERC NO. 2381
t(,&fuv-l‘\ Agricultural Land [ Irrigated Field Upland
‘ Farm Yard Emergent Marsh  [JIll Water
|D | WY Wetland Meadow vé PACIFICORP
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
i ——+—+———+—+—+—— Miles
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Figure 2.3-2. Wetland/landcover mapping in the wetland complex that was developed

as part of the Wildlife Enhancement Plan.
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Table 2.3-1.

Wetland/landcover classification in the wetland complex area.

Wetland Complex

Area Wetland/Landcover Types | 1995 (Acres) 2024 (Acres)
Agricultural Land 2.3 16.4
Emergent Marsh 43.4 19.9
) Irrigated Field 22.5 0.0
Ezg;; (gr:)tnservatlon Water 0 238
Wetland Meadow 0 12.6
Willow 2.1 0
Total 2.7 72.7
Agricultural Land 2.0 22.2
Emergent Marsh 35.6 33.4
Farmyard 5.7 1.9
. Irrigated Field 20.6 20.0
Cordingley Easements Upland 348 12
Water 11 24.6
Wet Meadow 16.2 16.9
Total 116.0 120.2
Agricultural Land 0.3 1.3
Emergent Marsh 134 6.2
Irrigated Field 11.2 0.6
Marshall Preservation Upland 4.4 5.4
Easement (South) Water 0 8.5
Wet Meadow 0 8.0
Willow 0.8 0
Total 30.1 30.0
Agricultural Land 5.9 10.1
Irrigated Pasture 7.6 0
) Emergent Marsh 19.2 24.6
Marshall Preservation 89 36
Easement (North) Upland '
Water 3.7 4.8
Wet Meadow 5.2 8.0
Total 50.5 51.1
Agricultural Land 7.1 4.1
Emergent Marsh 9.7 9.0
Irrigated Field 7.6 2.7
PacifiCorp Pond Fee- Upland 0 4.6
owned Parcel Water 20.7 215
Wet Meadow 0 3.2
Total 45.1 45.1
Grand Total 314.4 319.1
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Table 2.3-2. 2024 Wetland vegetation mapping within the project boundary.

Wetland Type Area (acres)
PacifiCorp Lands

Emergent Marsh 7.7

Wetland Meadow 3.7

Willows 3.7

Total 15.1
Jenkins Easement

Wetland Meadow 15

Total 1.5

Grand Total 16.6

Note that mapping is not available for 1995.

Open Water (Lacustrine Littoral Aquatic Bed, Permanently Flooded, and

Palustrine Aquatic Bed, Permanently flooded). Open water occurs in several places in the
Project area, most notably the PacifiCorp Pond, and the Cordingly, Baum and Marshall ponds.
Ashton Reservoir is also predominantly comprised of open water.

Emergent Marsh (Palustrine Emergent Marsh Permanently Flooded). This wetland type is
dominated by bullrush (Schoenoplectus acutus) and cattails (Typha latifolia). It is found around
the margins of open water habitat, or where there is shallow water for much of the growing
season.

Wetland Meadow (Palustrine Emergent Marsh Seasonally/Temporarily Flooded). This
wetland type is dominated by wetland sedges and grasses, including Nebraska sedge (Carex
nebraskensis), creeping bentgrass (Agrostis stolonifera), wire grass (Juncus arcticus), and reed
canary grass (Phalaris arundinacea). Wetland meadows occur where saturated soil occurs for
part of the growing season from a high-water table or surface water. Hydrology may be
augmented by irrigation in some cases.

Irrigated Field (Upland). This landcover type is dominated by seeded grass species, including
timothy (Pleum pratense), tall fescue (Festuca arundinacea), bluegrass (Poa pratensis) and
smooth brome (Bromis inermis). These fields are irrigated by ditches or sprinkler irrigation and
are typically grazed or cut for hay.

Agricultural Land (Upland). Agricultural land may be similar to irrigated fields, but it tends to
be drier. It may be used for grazing or more intensive crops such as grain.

Upland (Upland). Upland areas are dry areas on hills that are dominated by native species,
including sagebrush (Artermisia tridentata), Idaho fescue (Festuca idahoensis), and intermediate
wheatgrass (Thinopyrum intermedium).

Study 2 — Reconnaissance Wetland Plant and Wildlife Survey Page 10
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A comparison of the 2024 wetland/landcover mapping with the 1995 wetland/landcover mapping
is shown in Table 2.3-1. Comparing the 2024 wetland mapping with the 1995 mapping, found
that wetlands and open water generally occur in the same areas. However, the extent of open
water is less in the 1995 mapping compared to the 2024 mapping. Areas that were emergent
marsh in 1995 have become open water in 2024, most notably in the western portion of the
wetland complex (i.e., the Marshall Wetland Preservation Lease and Cordingley Preservation
Easement). Additional review of the aerial imagery record available through Google Earth for
the period from 1985 to 2021 shows that the ratio of open water versus emergent marsh is
dynamic, likely influenced by time of year of the imagery (early summer versus late summer),
and the water year (wet versus dry year). Wetter years generally have more open water in the
wetlands compared to drier years.

A comparison of the open water versus emergent marsh wetland types in imagery from July 14,
2019, (Figure 2.3-4) with imagery from June 14, 2021 (Figure 2.3-5) is illustrative of the
dynamic nature of the wetland types. The imagery from June 2021 corresponded more closely to
the conditions observed on the ground during the 2023 field survey in the ponds on the
Cordingley Preservation Easement and Baum Conservation Easement, while the July 2019
imagery corresponded more closely to conditions observed in the wetlands east of the
Cordingley and Baum ponds. Irrigation patterns and shallow groundwater behavior may play a
role in changing conditions.

Differences in photo interpretation and mapping likely also affect the extent of mapped wetlands.
Thus, some of the differences in the wetland mapping between 2024 and 1995 are likely due to
where decisions were made to draw the boundaries as opposed to actual changes in wetlands on
the ground. The 2024 work also integrated on-the-ground sampling and GPS mapping to ground
truth the imagery-based mapping, which was particularly useful in mapping similar-appearing
map units, such as wetland meadow and irrigated pasture.

The preceding paragraphs note that much of the differences observed between the 1995 and the
2024 wetland/landcover mapping are likely attributable to seasonal and inter-seasonal hydrologic
variability and the wetland mapping process itself (i.e., where the boundaries were digitized).
One area that stood out during the field work conducted in 2023 was the pond and emergent
marsh around the pond on the Cordingley and Marshall parcels. Emergent marsh areas on the
north and west sides of this pond had lower water levels and drier conditions than are typically
associated with this wetland type. Emergent marsh cover is persistent in these areas, but if the
water regime continues to be drier, emergent marsh may be replaced by wetland meadow.
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232 Invasive Species and Noxious Weeds

PacifiCorp maintains a noxious weed control program as part of its site operations at the Project.
Within the Project boundary, three noxious weeds of concern have been identified through the
PacifiCorp noxious weed control program: leafy spurge (Euphorbia esula), Canadian thistle
(Cirsium arvense), and plumeless thistle (Caardus acanthoides). A small population of leafy
spurge occurs on the north side of the reservoir, near the boat launch site. Canada thistle
primarily occurs in the mesic grass areas on the south side of the reservoir. Plumeless thistle
primarily occurs in the wetland complex area south of the reservoir in pastures that are managed
with livestock grazing.

During the field surveys for this study report, additional weeds were noted in the Project area.
Russian knapweed (Rhaponticum repens), leafy spurge, and bull thistle (Cirsium vulgare) occur
along the north shore of Ashton reservoir on the west end. Russian knapweed is the most
common. More Russian knapweed plants were noted during the 2024 surveys than during the
2023 surveys. Leafy spurge occurs in a small patch, and bull thistle occurs as scattered plants
near the shore.

In the wetland complex, small patches of yellow toadflax (Linaria vulgaris) and leafy spurge
were noted to occur on the south side of PacifiCorp Pond. A small patch of Burdock (Linaria
vulgaris) was also found on the east edge of the pond on the Marshall Wetland Preservation
Lease.

233 Wildlife Survey

Results from the review of existing information yielded the dominant wildlife species that are
likely to be present in the study area. These species are detailed in Appendix A. The review also
generated special status wildlife species that are categorized as federally-listed species under the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) and species identified by the Idaho Department of Fish and
Game (IDFG) State Wildlife Action Plan as species of greatest conservation need (SGCN; IDFG
2023). Dominant species that are listed as ESA or SGCN can also be found in Appendix A. The
biologist observed 4 SGCN during the wildlife field surveys in the study area including:
American White Pelican (Pelecanus erythrorhynchos), Clark's Grebe (Aechmophorus clarkii),
Sandhill Crane (Grus canadensis), and White-faced Ibis (Plegadis chihi). Also observed was the
Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), a U.S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM) sensitive
species. No species listed under the ESA have been recorded in the study area or were identified
during the field surveys. Species observed during the field surveys are identified in Appendix B
for the sites visited.

2.4  Discussion

The wetland data collected in this study documents the current wetland condition in the Project
area. A variety of wetland types occur in the Project area and support other functions, including
wildlife habitat. In addition, this study documents the existing wildlife resources in the Project
area, and documents that suitable habitat is present for a variety of wildlife species, particularly
avian species that utilize wetland, riparian, and open water habitats.
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At present, PacifiCorp is proposing to maintain reservoir water surface elevations within +/- 0.25
feet of current target winter and summer elevations. This proposed change would result in an
additional +/- 0.1 feet (1.2 inches) of water level fluctuation around the target water surface
elevations. Given this proposed change is minor, PacifiCorp anticipates its proposal would not
have an adverse effect on existing wetland and wildlife resources discussed in this report.
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Table A-1.

Dominant wildlife species observed near the study area.

Records
Scientific Name Common Name SLEisSt':\d Sﬁlc Se'?wls_il;?vgz A[\slﬁ_{tjlgn Oir?slgire\ﬁd
pecies Species Project
Area®
Birds
Fulica americana American Coot - - - Yes Yes
Corvus brachyrhynchos American Crow - - - Yes Yes
Spinus tristis American Goldfinch - - - Yes No
Falco sparverius American Kestrel - - - Yes No
Turdus migratorius American Robin - - - Yes Yes
Pelecanus erythrorhynchos American White Pelican - Tier 2 - Yes Yes
Anas americana American Wigeon - - - Yes Yes
Haliaeetus leucocephalus Bald Eagle - - Yes Yes Yes
Riparia riparia Bank Swallow - - - Yes Yes
Hirundo rustica Barn Swallow - - - Yes Yes
Bucephala islandica Barrow's Goldeneye - - - Yes No
Megaceryle alcyon Belted Kingfisher - - - Yes Yes
Pica hudsonia Black-billed Magpie - - - Yes Yes
Euphagus cyanocephalus Brewer's Blackbird - - - Yes Yes
Spizella breweri Brewer's Sparrow - - - Yes No
Icterus bullockii Bullock's Oriole - - - Yes Yes
Branta canadensis Canada Goose - - - Yes Yes
Bombycilla cedrorum Cedar Waxwing - - - Yes Yes
Anas cyanoptera Cinnamon Teal - - - Yes Yes
Aechmophorus clarkii Clark's Grebe - Tier 2 - No Yes
Petrochelidon pyrrhonota Cliff Swallow - - - Yes No
Bucephala clangula Common Goldeneye - - - Yes No
Mergus merganser Common Merganser - - - Yes No
Corvus corax Common Raven - - - Yes No
Geothlypis trichas Common Yellowthroat - - - Yes Yes
Phalacrocorax auritus Double-crested - - - Yes Yes
Cormorant

Streptopelia decaocto Eurasian Collared-Dove - - - Yes No
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Records
Scientific Name Common Name LF?sSt?d Sﬁlc Se'?wls_il;?vgz A[\slﬁ?gn Oir?slgire\ﬁd
Species Species Project
Area®
Sturnus vulgaris European Starling - - - Yes No
Ardea herodias Great Blue Heron - - - Yes Yes
Eremophila alpestris Horned Lark - - - Yes No
Haemorhous mexicanus House Finch - - - Yes No
Passer domesticus House Sparrow - - - Yes No
Charadrius vociferus Killdeer - - - Yes Yes
Aythya affinis Lesser Scaup - - - Yes Yes
Anas platyrhynchos Mallard - - - Yes Yes
Zenaida macroura Mourning Dove - - - Yes Yes
Colaptes auratus Northern Flicker - - - Yes Yes
Circus cyaneus Northern Harrier - - - Yes Yes
Anas clypeata Northern Shoveler - - - Yes Yes
Pandion haliaetus Osprey - - - Yes Yes
Buteo jamaicensis Red-tailed Hawk - - - Yes Yes
Agelaius phoeniceus Red-winged Blackbird - - - Yes Yes
Columba livia Rock Pigeon - - - Yes No
Buteo lagopus Rough-legged Hawk - - - Yes No
Oxyura jamaicensis Ruddy Duck - - - Yes Yes
Grus canadensis Sandhill Crane - Tier 3 - Yes Yes
Melospiza melodia Song Sparrow - - - Yes No
Buteo swainsoni Swainson's Hawk - - - Yes Yes
Cygnus buccinator Trumpeter Swan - Tier 2 Yes Yes No
Tyrannus verticalis Western Kingbird - - - Yes Yes
Plegadis chihi White-faced Ibis - Tier 2 - Yes Yes
Setophaga petechia Yellow Warbler - - - Yes Yes
Xanthocephalus Yellow-hgaded i i i Yes Yes
xanthocephalus Blackbird
Invertebrates

Ameletus sparsatus A Mayfly - Tier 2 - Yes No
Cinara nigra A Giant Conifer Aphid - - - Yes No
Capitophorus elaeagni An Aphid - - - Yes No
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Records
Scientific Name Common Name LF?sSt?d Sﬁlc Se'?wls_il;?vgz A[\slﬁ?gn Oir?slgire\ﬁd
Species Species Project
Area®
Aphis fabae Black Bean Aphid - - - Yes No
Fluminicola coloradoensis Green River Pebblesnail - - - Yes No
Bombus occidentalis Western Bumble Bee - Tier 1 Yes Yes No
Danaus plexippus Monarch Butterfly Candidate | Tier 3 Yes Yes No
Mammals
Canis latrans Coyote - - - No Yes
Alces americanus Moose - - - Yes No
Odocoileus hemionus Mule Deer - - - Yes Yes
Thomomys talpoides Northern Pocket Gopher - - - Yes No
Reptiles

Thamnophis elegans Terrestrial Gartersnake - - - Yes No

!1dentified in the ldaho State Wildlife Action Plan as a species of greatest conservation need (SGCN).
2 |dentified by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) as a sensitive species.

3 Observations within 2 miles of the study area were considered based on data from Idaho Natural Heritage

Program’s Idaho Fish and Wildlife Information System (IDFG 2024) and Cornell Lab of Ornithology’s eBird data

(eBird 2024).
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APPENDIX B
Species Observed During 2023 Field Visits

Study 2 — Reconnaissance Wetland Plant and Wildlife Survey
Draft Study Report



Ashton Hydroelectric Project (FERC No. 2381)

Ashton Reservoir, Nedrow-Baker Preservation Easement, and Jenkins Conservation Easement — August
10, 2023:

e American Crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos)

e American White Pelican (Pelecanus erythrorhynchos)
o Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus)

e Bank Swallow (Riparia riparia)

¢ Belted Kingfisher (Megaceryle alcyon)

e Black-billed Magpie (Pica hudsonia)

e Cedar Waxwing (Bombycilla cedrorum)

e Clark's Grebe (Aechmophorus clarkii)

e Double-crested Cormorant (Nannopterum auritum)
e Eastern Kingbird (Tyrannus tyrannus)

e Great Blue Heron (Ardea herodias)

e Lazuli Bunting (Passerina amoena)

e Mallard Duck (Anas platyrhynchos)

o Northern Flicker (Colaptes auratus)

e Osprey (Pandion haliaetus)

e  Plumbeous Vireo (Vireo plumbeus)

e Red-tailed Hawk (Buteo jamaicensis)

e Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus)

e Sandhill Crane (Antigone canadensis)

e Song Sparrow (Melospiza melodia)

e Spotted Sandpiper (Actitis macularius)

e Swainson's Hawk (Buteo swainsoni)

e Trumpeter Swan (Cygnus buccinator)

e Western Kingbird (Tyrannus verticalis)

e Western Wood-Pewee (Contopus sordidulus)

o Yellow Warbler (Setophaga petechia)

¢ Yellow-headed Blackbird (Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus)

e Mule Deer (Odocoileus hemionus)

Marshall Preservation Easement (south) — August 11, 2023:

o Black-billed Magpie (Pica hudsonia)
o Lesser Scaup (Aythya affinis)
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e Sandhill Crane (Antigone canadensis)
e Song Sparrow (Melospiza melodia)

e Swainson's Hawk (Buteo swainsoni)
e White-faced Ibis (Plegadis chihi)

o Yellow-headed Blackbird (Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus)

Baum Conservation Easement — August 11, 2023:

e American Coot (Fulica americana)

¢ American White Pelican (Pelecanus erythrorhynchos)
e American Wigeon (Mareca americana)

e Black-necked Stilt (Himantopus mexicanus)

e Brewer's Blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus)

e Canada Goose (Branta canadensis)

e Clark's Grebe (Aechmophorus clarkii)

e Common Yellowthroat (Geothlypis trichas)

e Mallard Duck (Anas platyrhynchos)

e Northern Shoveler (Spatula clypeata)

¢ Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus)

e White-faced Ibis (Plegadis chihi)

e Yellow-headed Blackbird (Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus)

Cordingley Wildlife Habitat Easement and Marshall Preservation Easement (north) — August 11, 2023:

e American Coot (Fulica americana)

e American Wigeon (Mareca americana)

e Mallard Duck (Anas platyrhynchos)

e Northern Shoveler (Spatula clypeata)

e Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus)

o Yellow-headed Blackbird (Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus)

Cordingley Wildlife Habitat Easement — June 19, 2023:

e American Robin (Turdus migratorius)
e Barn Swallow (Hirundo rustica)

e Cinnamon Teal (Spatula cyanoptera)
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o Common Yellowthroat (Geothlypis trichas)
e Great Blue Heron (Ardea herodias)

o Killdeer (Charadrius vociferus)

e Lesser Scaup (Aythya affinis)

e Mourning Dove (Zenaida macroura)

e Northern Harrier (Circus hudsonius)

e Osprey (Pandion haliaetus)

o Red-tailed Hawk (Buteo jamaicensis)

o Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus)
o Sandhill Crane (Antigone canadensis)

e Song Sparrow (Melospiza melodia)

e Swainson's Hawk (Buteo swainsoni)

o Western Wood-Pewee (Contopus sordidulus)
o Yellow Warbler (Setophaga petechia)

o Yellow-headed Blackbird (Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus)

PacifiCorp Pond — June 19, 2023:

e American Coot (Fulica americana)

e American Wigeon (Mareca americana)

e Bank Swallow (Riparia riparia)

e Barn Swallow (Hirundo rustica)

e Beaver (Castor canadensis)

e Black-billed Magpie (Pica hudsonia)

e Clark's Grebe (Aechmophorus clarkii)

e Common Yellowthroat (Geothlypis trichas)
e Lesser Scaup (Aythya affinis)

e Mallard Duck (Anas platyrhynchos)

o Marsh Wren (Cistothorus palustris)

o Northern Shoveler (Spatula clypeata)

o Redhead (Aythya americana)

o Red-tailed Hawk (Buteo jamaicensis)

¢ Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus)

¢ Ruddy Duck (Oxyura jamaicensis)
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e Song Sparrow (Melospiza melodia)
o Vesper Sparrow (Pooecetes gramineus)
o Wilson's Phalarope (Phalaropus tricolor)

o Yellow-headed Blackbird (Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus)

Marshall Preservation Easement (south) — June 19, 2023:

¢ American White Pelican (Pelecanus erythrorhynchos)
e Black-billed Magpie (Pica hudsonia)

e Brown-headed Cowbird (Molothrus ater)

e Bullock's Oriole (Icterus bullockii)

e Eastern Kingbird (Tyrannus tyrannus)

e Lesser Scaup (Aythya affinis)

e Red-tailed Hawk (Buteo jamaicensis)

e Sandhill Crane (Antigone canadensis)

e Song Sparrow (Melospiza melodia)

e  Western Kingbird (Tyrannus verticalis)

e Yellow-headed Blackbird (Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus)
e Mule Deer (Odocoileus hemionus)

e Coyote (Canis latrans)
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