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EASY GUIDE TO USING THE BINDER

1. Download and open the binder document using your Adobe Acrobat program/app.

2. If a bookmark panel does not automatically appear on either the top or left side of the
screen, click/tap on the “bookmark symbol” located near the top left-hand corner.

3. To make adjustments to the view, use the Page Display option in the View tab. You
should see something like:
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4. We suggest leaving open the bookmark panel to help you move efficiently among the
staff summaries and numerous supporting documents in the binder. It's helpful to think
of these bookmarks as a table of contents that allows you to go to specific points in the
binder without having to scroll through hundreds of pages.

<+
5. You can resize the two panels by placing your cursor in the dark, vertical line
located between the panels and using a long click /tap to move in either direction.

6. You may also adjust the sizing of the documents by adjusting the sizing preferences
located on the Page Display icons found in the top toolbar or in the View tab.

7. Upon locating a staff summary for an agenda item, notice that you can obtain more
information by clicking/tapping on any item underlined in blue.

8. Return to the staff summary by simply clicking/tapping on the item in the bookmark
panel.

9. Do not hesitate to contact staff if you have any questions or would like assistance.



Important Commission Meeting Procedures Information

Welcome to a Meeting of the California Fish and Game Commission

This year marks the 155" year of operation of the Commission in partnership with the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife. Our goal is the preservation of our heritage and
conservation of our natural resources through informed decision making; Commission
meetings are vital in achieving that goal and we provide this information to be as effective and
efficient toward that end. Welcome, and please let us know if you have any questions.

Persons with Disabilities

Persons with disabilities needing reasonable accommodation to participate in public meetings
or other Commission activities are invited to contact the Department’s Civil Rights Office
(CRO) at civilrights@wildlife.ca.gov. Accommodation requests for facility and/or meeting
accessibility and requests for American Sign Language interpreters should be submitted at
least two weeks prior to the event. Requests for real-time captioners should be submitted at
least four weeks prior to the event. These timeframes are to help ensure that the requested
accommodation is met. If a request for an accommodation has been submitted but is no longer
needed, please contact the CRO immediately.

Stay Informed

To receive meeting agendas and regulatory notices about those subjects of interest to you,
visit the Commission’s website, www.fgc.ca.gov, to sign up on our electronic mailing lists.

Submitting Written Comments

The public is encouraged to comment on any agenda item. Submit written comments by one of
the following methods: E-mail to fgc@fgc.ca.gov; mail to California Fish and Game
Commission, P.O. Box 944209, Sacramento, CA 94244-2090; deliver to California Fish and
Game Commission, 715 P Street, 16" Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814 (you must call at least
one business day in advance to arrange delivery); or hand-deliver to a Commission meeting.
Materials provided to the Commission will be available to the general public.

Comment Deadlines

The Comment Deadline for this meeting is 5:00 p.m. on April 4, 2024. Written comments
received at the Commission office by this deadline will be made available to Commissioners
prior to the meeting.

The Supplemental Comment Deadline for this meeting is noon on April 12, 2024.
Comments received by this deadline will be made available to Commissioners at the meeting.

After these deadlines, written comments may be delivered in person to the meeting. Please
bring 12 copies of written comments to the meeting and give them to the designated staff
member just prior to speaking.

Petitions for Regulation Change

Any person requesting that the Commission adopt, amend, or repeal a regulation must
complete and submit form FGC 1, Petition to the California Fish and Game Commission for
Regulation Change, available at https://fgc.ca.gov/Requlations/Petition-for-Regulation-Change.
To be received by the Commission at this meeting, petition forms must be delivered by the
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Supplemental Comment Deadline (or delivered in person at the meeting during the
regulation change petitions agenda item). Petitions received at this meeting will be scheduled
for consideration at the next regularly scheduled business meeting, unless the petition is
rejected under staff review pursuant to subsection 662(b).

Non-Regulatory Requests

All non-regulatory requests follow a two-meeting cycle to ensure proper review and thorough
consideration of each item. All requests submitted by the Supplemental Comment Deadline
(or heard during general public comment at the meeting) will be scheduled for receipt at this
meeting and scheduled for consideration at the next regularly scheduled business meeting.

Speaking at the Meeting

To speak on an agenda item in-person, please complete a “speaker card" and provide it to
the designated staff member before the agenda item is announced. Please complete one
speaker card per item. Cards will be available near the entrance of the meeting room.

To speak on an agenda item by webinar/phone, please “raise” your hand either through the
Zoom function or by pressing *9 once on your phone when prompted at the beginning of the
agenda item.

In-person and Webinar

1. In-person speakers will be identified in groups; please line up when your name is called.
Speakers by webinar/phone will be identified by your Zoom display name or last three
digits of your phone number; please pay attention to when your name or number is
called.

2. When addressing the Commission, please give your name and the name of any
organization you represent before providing your comments on the item under
consideration.

3. If there are several speakers with the same concerns, please appoint a spokesperson
and avoid repetitive testimony.

4. The presiding commissioner will allot between one and three minutes per speaker per
agenda item, subject to the following exceptions:

a. The presiding commissioner may allow up to five minutes to an individual
speaker if a minimum of three individuals who are present when the agenda item
is called have ceded their time to the designated spokesperson, and the
individuals ceding time forfeit their right to speak to the agenda item.

b. In-person participants ceding their time shall complete a speaker card and
approach the staff table with the spokesperson so that staff may confirm the
presence of those ceding their time. If you are participating via Zoom and ceding
your time to another speaker, please notify the Commission at fgc@fgc.ca.gov
prior to the start of the agenda item, including to whom you are ceding your time,
and be present on Zoom during the agenda item.

c. Individuals may receive advance approval for additional time to speak if such
requests are received by email or delivery to the Commission office by the
Supplemental Comment Deadline. The president or designee will approve or
deny the request no later than 5:00 p.m. two days prior to the meeting.
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d. Anindividual requiring an interpreter is entitled to at least twice the allotted
speaking time pursuant to Government Code Section 11125.7(c).

e. An individual may receive additional time to speak to an agenda item at the
request of any commissioner.

Agenda items may be heard in any order and on either day pursuant to the discretion of
the presiding commissioner.

Visual Presentations and Associated Materials

All electronic presentations must be submitted by the Supplemental Comment Deadline and
approved by the Commission executive director before the meeting.

1. Electronic presentations must be provided by email to fgc@fgc.ca.gov. If the
presentation file is too large to send via email, contact staff to identify an alternative
method for submitting the file.

2. All electronic formats must be Windows PC compatible.

If presenting at the in-person meeting location, it is recommended that you bring a print
copy of your presentation in case of technical difficulties.

4. If you have written materials to accompany your presentation, please bring 12 copies to
the meeting and give them to the designated staff member just prior to presenting.
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Overview of California Fish and Game Commission Meeting

Welcome to a meeting of the California Fish and Game Commission. This is the 155th
year of operation for the Commission, in partnership with the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife. Both organizations originated from the Board of Fish Commissioners
in 1870.

The Commission’s goals include preserving our wildlife heritage and conserving our
natural resources through informed decision making. These meetings are vital in
achieving those goals and, in that spirit, we provide the following information to be as
effective and efficient toward that end.

We are operating under the Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act and these proceedings are
being recorded and broadcast.

In the unlikely event of an emergency, please note the location of the nearest emergency
exits at your location.

Items may be heard in any order pursuant to the determination of the presiding
commissioner, which is President Murray today.

The amount of time for each agenda item may be adjusted based on time available and
the number of speakers.

If you are here in the in-person location, speaker cards need to be filled out legibly and
turned in to staff before we start the agenda item.

If you are online or on the phone, you will receive additional instructions in a few minutes.

We will ask how many speakers we have before taking public comment; please be
prepared and listen closely for your name or phone number to be called.

When you speak, please state your name and any affiliation. Please be respectful and
note that disruptions will not be tolerated. Time is precious so please be concise.

To receive meeting agendas and regulatory notices about those subjects of interest to
you, please visit the Commission’s website, www.fgc.ca.gov, and sign up for our
electronic mailing lists.

If you want the Commission to consider a regulation change, all petitions for regulation
change must be submitted in writing on the authorized form, FGC 1, which is available on
the Commission’s website or directly from staff.

For members of the public, if you have access to the Internet and are not planning to
make public comment, you may listen to the meeting via our regular webcast by visiting
the commission website at www.fgc.ca.gov (link is on right side).

Reminder! Please silence your mobile devices and computers to avoid interruptions.
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Introductions for California Fish and Game Commission Meeting

Commission Members

Samantha Murray

Erika Zavaleta

Jacque Hostler-Carmesin
Eric Sklar

Darius W. Anderson

Commission Staff

Melissa Miller-Henson
David Thesell
Mike Yaun

Susan Ashcraft
Ari Cornman

Kimi Rogers
Sherrie Fonbuena
Jenn Bacon
David Haug
Kelsey Leaird
Jessica Shaw
Devon Rossi

President (La Jolla)

Vice President (Santa Cruz)
Member (McKinleyville)
Member (Saint Helena)
Member (Kenwood)

Executive Director

Deputy Executive Director

Legal Counsel

Marine Advisor

Wildlife Advisor

Environmental Scientist

Associate Governmental Program Analyst
Associate Governmental Program Analyst
Associate Governmental Program Analyst
Executive Analyst

Seasonal Clerk

California Sea Grant State Fellow

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Staff

Chuck Bonham
Chad Dibble
Nathaniel Arnold
Josh Grover
Craig Shuman
Scott Gardner
Sarah Mussulman

Director

Deputy Director, Wildlife and Fisheries Division

Acting Deputy Director and Chief, Law Enforcement Division
Deputy Director, Ecosystem Conservation

Regional Manager, Marine Region

Branch Chief, Wildlife Branch

Acting Branch Chief, Fisheries Branch

| would also like to acknowledge special guests who are present:
(i.e., elected officials, including tribal chairpersons, and other special guest




Commissioners STATE OF CALIFORNIA Melissa A. Miller-Henson

Samantha Murray, President Gavin Newsom, Governor Executive Director
La Jolla P.O. Box 944209
Erika Zavaleta, Vice President : . . Sacramento, CA 94244-2090
Santa Cruz Fish and Game Commission (916) 653-4899
Jacque Hostler-Carmesin, Member fgc@fgc.ca.gov
McKinleyville

Eric Sklar, Member www.fgc.ca.gov
Saint Helena
Darius W. Anderson, Member

Kenwood

Wildlife Heritage and Conservation
Since 1870

Revised* Meeting Agenda
April 17-18, 2024

Participate in Person

San Jose Scottish Rite Center
2455 Masonic Drive
San Jose, CA 95125

or
Participate via Webinar/Phone

The meeting will be live streamed; visit www.fgc.ca.gov the day of the meeting to watch
or listen. To provide public comment during the meeting, please join at the in-person
location, via Zoom, or by telephone; you may join the webinar directly at
https://lus02web.zoom.us/|{/85095560390. For complete instructions on how to join via
Zoom or telephone, click here or visit fgc.ca.gov/meetings/2024.

* This revised agenda is amended to clarify the scope of item 3, and add a sub-item to
item 9(C).

Notes: (1) Seeimportant meeting deadlines and procedures, including written
public comment deadlines, starting on page 11.

(2) Unless otherwise indicated, the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife is identified as Department.

(3) All section and subsection references are to Title 14 of the California
Code of Regulations, unless otherwise noted.

Invitation: The Commission invites members of the public to join commissioners
and staff for a field trip currently under development for Wednesday,
April 17. Details will be available in advance of the Commission
meeting. Members of the public are welcome to join but must provide
their own transportation.

California Natural Resources Building
715 P Street, 16" Floor, Sacramento, California 95814
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Day 1 - April 17, 2024; 10:00 AM

Call to Order and Roll Call to Establish a Quorum

1.

Consider approving agenda and order of items

Discussion and Action Items

2.

Commission executive director and Department reports

(A) Commission executive director’s report
l. Justice, equity, diversity and inclusion (JEDI) plan update

(B) Department director and Law Enforcement Division

Commercial California halibut and white seabass set gill net

Consider authorizing publication of notice of intent to amend regulations regarding set
gill net service interval, gear marking, and mesh depth in the commercial California
halibut and white seabass set gill net fisheries.

(Add Section 174.1)

Fisheries logbook forms and fishing block charts

Consider authorizing publication of notice of intent to amend regulations regarding
fisheries logbook forms and fishing block charts.

(Amend sections 120.7, 122, 165, 180, 190, 197 and 705.1)

Experimental Fishing Permit (EFP) Program Major Amendment Request

Consider approving a major amendment to the permit for EFP Application 2023-02
related to pop-up gear testing in the Dungeness and rock crab fisheries.
(Pursuant to Section 91)

Commission policies
Discuss potential amendments to five Commission policies currently under review.
(Pursuant to Section 703, California Fish and Game Code)

(A) Code of Conduct

(B)  Planting Fish in Youth Camps
(C©)  Youth Fishing Programs

(D) Research

(E) Naming Installations

Regulation change petitions (marine, wildlife, and inland fisheries)
(A)  New petitions

Receive new petitions for regulation change.

(Pursuant to Section 662)

Consideration of whether to grant, deny, or refer for additional review is expected
to be scheduled for the June 19-20, 2024 meeting.



(B) Previously received petitions
Consider whether to grant, deny, or refer for additional review, petitions for
regulation change received at previous meetings.
(Pursuant to Section 662)

l. Petition 2023-12: Request to amend recreational groundfish regulations to
require use of descending devices to protect groundfish stocks

Il. Petition 2024-01: Request to amend sport fishing regulations to allow
increased take and reduce size limitations of trout in Stony Creek in
Colusa County

[I. Petition 2018-016(a): Request to remove Hope Valley Wildlife Area from
the Department Lands Pass Program

Non-regulatory requests from previous meetings (marine, wildlife and inland
fisheries)

Consider and potentially act on requests for non-regulatory action received from
members of the public at previous meetings.

Committee and Department reports
Receive updates on items of note since the previous Commission meeting from
Commission committees and Department divisions.

(A)  Tribal Committee
Receive summary and consider approving recommendations from the April 16,
2024 Committee meeting. Discuss referred topics and consider revisions to
topics and timing.

(B) Marine Resources Committee
Receive summary and consider approving recommendations from the March 19,
2024 Committee meeting. Discuss referred topics and consider revisions to
topics and timing.

(C) Department Marine Region

l. Update on annual recreational ocean salmon and Pacific halibut
regulations, and automatic conformance to federal regulations

Il. Public discussion of action taken by the director of the Department in the
recreational Dungeness crab fishery to temporarily prohibit the use of crab
traps between the Sonoma/ Mendocino county line and Point Conception,
Santa Barbara County (fishing zones 3, 4 and 5), and remain under a fleet
advisory for all open fishing zones (1, 2 and 6), to protect marine life from
entanglement risk. (Pursuant to Section 29.80)

General Public Comment

10.

General public comment for items not on the agenda

Receive public comment regarding topics within the Commission’s authority that are not
included on the agenda. Agenda item 28 on day 2 is an extension of this general public
comment agenda item; as such, speakers may comment on one day or the other.

Note: The Commission may not discuss or take action on any matter raised during this item,
except to decide whether to place the matter on the agenda of a future meeting (sections 11125
and 11125.7(a), Government Code).



Day 2 — April 18, 2024; 8:30 AM

Call to Order and Roll Call to Establish a Quorum

Consent Items

Note: Items on the consent calendar are expected to be routine and non-controversial. After public
comment, the Commission will consider approving items on the consent calendar in a single vote
without discussion. The presiding commissioner may choose to remove any item from the consent
calendar and allow a separate discussion and potential action on that item in response to a request by
a Commission member, staff, or an interested person.

11. Initial private lands wildlife habitat enhancement and management area (PLM)
plan and licence (consent)
Consider approving initial PLM plan and 2024-2028 license for:
(Pursuant to Section 601)

(A)  Merced
l. Stevinson Ranch

12. Five- year PLM plans (consent)
Consider approving five-year PLM plans and 2024-2028 licenses for:
(Pursuant to Section 601)

(A)  Del Norte (D) Monterey

l. Smith River PLM l. Gabilan Ranch
(B) Humboldt (E)  San Luis Obispo

l. Redwood House Ranch I.  Carrizo Ranch
(C) Mendocino [I.  Herst Ranch

I.  Capistran Ranch (F) Tehama

Il.  Four Pines Ranch l. Bell Ranch

[1l.  Schneider Ranch

13. Annual PLM plans (consent)
Consider approving annual PLM plans for:
(Pursuant to Section 601)

(A)  Del Norte _ (C)  Humboldt and Trinity

l.  Alexandre Dairy l.  Wilkinson Hunting Club
(B) Humbgldt (D)  Kern and San Luis Obispo

l.  Big Lagoon I.  Temblor Ranch

[I.  Diamond C Ouftfitters
[ll.  Hunter Ranch

IV. Klamath PLM

V. Rainbow Ridge PLM
VI. Stover Ranch

VII. Wiggins Ranch



14.

15.

(E)

(F)

(G)

(H)

Mendocino

I.  Ackerman-Southy
Daughtery WMA

[I.  Amann Ranch

[ll.  Antler Hill Ranch

IV. Bridges Ranch

V. Carley Ranch

VI. Christensen Ranch
VIl. Eden Velley Ranch
VIII. Miller-Eriksen Ranch
IX. R-R Ranch

X. Seven Springs Ranch
XI.  Shamrock Ranch

XIll. Six Point Ranch

XIll. Spring Valley Ranch
XIV. Summer Camp Ranch

Merced

|.  DeFrancesco / Eaton
Ranch

Monterey

I.  Alexander Ranch

[I.  Bardin Ranch

[Il.  Hartnell Ranch

IV. Indian Valley Cattle
Company — Lombardo
Ranch

V. Peachtree Ranch
VI. San Bartolome Ranch
VII. Sky Rose Ranch

Monterey and San Benito
I.  Morisoli Ranch

U]

()

(K)

(L)

(M)

(N)

(©)

(P)

Q)

Monterey and San Luis

Obispo

I.  Camp 5 Ouftfitters - Roth
Ranch

San Benito

l. Lewis Ranch

[I.  Lone Ranch

[ll.  Pine Mountain Ranch

IV. Rancho Le Cuesta

V. Trinchero Ranch

San Joaquin
l. Corral Hollow Ranch

San Luis Obispo

I.  Avenales Ranch

[I. Carnaza Ranch

[ll.  Chimney Rock Ranch
IV. Clark & White Ranch
V. D-Rafter L Ranch

Santa Clara
l. Coon Creek Ranch

Shasta
l. Stackhouse Ranch

Stanislaus
l. Rooster Comb Ranch

Tehama

l. 3D Ranch

II. R Wild Horse Ranch
Trinity

l. Stewart Ranch

[I.  Travis Ranch

Readoption of white sturgeon emergency regulation (consent)
Consider adopting a 90-day extension of emergency regulations concerning
recreational take of white sturgeon (Acipenser transmontanus) to support recovery

populations and to track fishing pressure and success.
(Amend sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 27.92)

Greater sage-grouse (consent)
Consider approving the Department’s request for a six-month extension to deliver the
one-year status review report on the petition to list greater sage-grouse (Centrocercus
urophasianus) as threatened or endangered under CESA.

(Pursuant to Section 2074.6 Fish and Game Code)



Discussion and Action ltems

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Inland sport fishing

Consider authorizing publication of notice of intent to amend regulations for freshwater
sport fishing bag limits, gear, and low-flow information.

(Amend sections 2.30, 5.50, 7.50, 8.00, and 703)

White sturgeon sport fishing regular rulemaking

Consider authorizing publication of notice of intent to amend regulations through a
regular rulemaking to adopt the emergency rules for the recreational take of white
sturgeon.

(Amend sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 27.92)

Central Valley sport fishing
Discuss proposed amendments to Central Valley sport fishing regulations.
(Amend subsections 7.40(b)(4), (43), (66) and (80))

Klamath River Basin sport fishing
Discuss proposed amendments to Klamath River Basin sport fishing regulations.
(Amend subsection 7.40(b)(50))

Waterfowl hunting

Consider adopting proposed amendments to waterfowl hunting regulations and taking
final action under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

(Amend Section 502)

Mammal hunting

Consider adopting proposed amendments to mammal hunting regulations and taking
final action under CEQA).

(Amend sections 362, 363, 364, 364.1, 554, 555 and 708.14 and add Section 555.1)

Southern California steelhead

Consider the petition, Department’s status review report, and comments received to
determine whether listing southern California steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss) as
endangered under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) is warranted.
(Pursuant to sections 2075 and 2075.5, Fish and Game Code)

Mohave desert tortoise

Consider the petition, Department’s status review report, and comments received to
determine whether changing the status of Mohave desert tortoise (also known as
Agassiz’s desert tortoise) (Gopherus agassizii) from threatened to endangered under
CESA is warranted.

(Pursuant to sections 2075 and 2075.5, Fish and Game Code)

Ballona Wetlands Ecological Reserve

Ballona Wetlands Ecological Reserve consistency determination as to whether the
visitor uses associated with the parking lots in Area A and the baseball fields in Area C
are compatible with the purposes of the reserve.



25. California grizzly bear
Recognize the 100-year anniversary of the extirpation of California’s state animal,
grizzly bear (Ursus arctos californicus).

26. Committee and Department reports
Receive updates on items of note since the previous Commission meeting from
Commission committees and Department divisions.

(A)

(B)

Wildlife Resources Committee

Discuss referred topics and consider revisions to topics and timing. Consider
approving draft agenda topics and changing the meeting location for the next
committee meeting on May 16, 2024.

Department Wildlife and Fisheries Division, and Department Ecosystem
Conservation Division

27. Commission administrative items

(A)

(B)

(©)

Legislation
Receive updates on legislative activity and consider providing direction to staff on
potential actions.

Rulemaking timetable updates
Review and potentially approve changes to the perpetual timetable for
anticipated regulatory actions.

Future meetings and new business — May 15, 2024 and June 19-20, 2024
Review logistics and approve draft agenda items for the next Commission
meetings, consider any changes to approved meeting dates or locations, or
introduce new business for a future meeting agenda.

General Public Comment

28. General public comment for items not on the agenda
Receive public comment regarding topics within the Commission’s authority that are not
included on the agenda. This item is an extension of the “general public comment for
items not on the agenda (Agenda Item 9); as such, speakers may comment on one day
or the other.

Note: The Commission may not discuss or take action on any matter raised during this item,
except to decide whether to place the matter on the agenda of a future meeting (sections 11125
and 11125.7(a), Government Code).

Adjourn



Public Receipt of Documents

This section of the agenda highlights reports or other documents received by the Commission
since the previous meeting. Any Commission discussion or action on these documents will be
noticed and placed on the agenda of a future meeting. Since February 15, 2024, the
Commission received two documents:

1. The Department’s evaluation report on the petition to list white sturgeon (Acipenser
transmontanus) as threatened under California Endangered Species Act. Additional
information about the petition is available at https://fgc.ca.qov/CESA#wS.

2. A petition from the Center for Biological Diversity, Defenders of Wildlife, Burrowing
Owl Preservation Society, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society, Urban Bird
Foundation, Central Valley Bird Club, and San Bernardino Valley Audubon Society to
list western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia hypugaea) as threatened or
endangered under the California Endangered Species Act. The petition is available at
https://fgc.ca.qov/CESA#wbo.

Executive Session
(Not open to the public)

At a convenient time during the regular agenda of the meeting listed above, the Commission
will recess from the public portion of the agenda and conduct a closed session on the agenda
items below. The Commission is authorized to discuss these matters in a closed session
pursuant to Government Code Section 11126, subdivisions (a)(1), (c)(3), and (e)(1), and Fish
and Game Code Section 309. After closed session, the Commission will reconvene in public
session, which may include announcements about actions taken during closed session.

(A)  Pending litigation to which the Commission is a Party

l. The Ballona Wetlands Land Trust v. California Fish and Game Commission
(Ballona Wetlands Ecological Reserve petition for regulation change)

Il. Fall River Conservancy and California Trout v. California Fish and Game
Commission and California Department of Fish and Wildlife (California
Environmental Quality Act determination regarding amendments to inland trout
regulations)

II. United Water Conservation District v. California Fish and Game Commission
(southern California steelhead “may be warranted” determination under the
California Endangered Species Act and regulation authorizing limited take under
Fish and Game Code Section 2084)

(B) Possible litigation involving the Commission
(C) Staffing
(D) Deliberation and action on license and permit items

I. Consider the proposed decision in FGC Case No. 21ALJ02-FGC, regarding
revocation of Attila Molnar’s application to renew a restricted species exhibiting
permit.


https://fgc.ca.gov/CESA#ws
https://fgc.ca.gov/CESA#wbo

California Fish and Game Commission
Meeting Schedule

Note: As meeting dates and locations can change, please visit www.fgc.ca.gov for the
most current list of meeting dates and locations. All Commission meetings will
include a webinar/teleconference option for attendance and every effort will be
made to ensure that committee meetings include the same.

Meeting Date Commission Meeting Committee Meeting

Teleconference
Trinidad, Fairfield, Sacramento,

May 15, 2024 Santa Cruz and La Jolla (see
website for facility details)
Wildlife Resources
May 16, 2024 Yreka
June 19-20, 2024 Mammoth Lakes
July 18, 2024 Marine Resources

Santa Rosa area

Tribal

River Lodge Conference Center
1800 Riverwalk Drive

Fortuna, CA 95540

August 13, 2024

River Lodge Conference Center
August 14-15, 2024 1800 Riverwalk Drive
Fortuna, CA 95540

Wildlife Resources

September 12, 2024 San Jose

California Natural Resources
Headquarters Building

October 9-10, 2024 Auditorium, 15t Floor

715 P Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Marine Resources
California Natural Resources
November 7, 2024 Headquarters Building
715 P Street, 2" Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Tribal

December 10, 2024 .
San Diego area

December 11-12, 2024 | San Diego area



http://www.fgc.ca.gov/

Other Meetings of Interest

Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies
e September 22-25, 2024 — Madison, WI

Pacific Fishery Management Council
e June 6-13, 2024 — San Diego, CA
e September 18-24, 2024 — Spokane, WA
e November 13-19, 2024 — Costa Mesa, CA
e March 5-11, 2025 — Vancouver, WA
e April 9-15, 2025 — San Jose, CA

Pacific Flyway Council
e August 30, 2024 — Jackson, WY

Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies
e June 3-7, 2024 — Stevenson, WA

Wildlife Conservation Board
e May 23, 2024 — Sacramento, CA
e August 22, 2024 — Sacramento, CA
e November 21, 2024 — Sacramento, CA
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11. Initial Private Lands Wildlife Habitat Enhancement and Management Area
(PLM) Plan and License (consent)

Today’s Item Information [ Action

Consider approving initial PLM plan and 2024-2028 license.
Summary of Previous/Future Actions (N/A)

Background

California Fish and Game Code sections 3400-3408 and Title 14 Section 601 prescribe
conditions for a PLM program that provides incentives for landholders to manage their property
for the benefit of fish and wildlife in exchange for access to increased recreational
opportunities, such as hunting tags or extended seasons (“harvest program”). In return for a
harvest program, the landholder must prepare a biologically-sound wildlife management plan
and complete specific wildlife habitat improvements on the PLM property.

The Department has reviewed the initial management plan for one new property in one county,
consisting of approximately 4,988 acres.

The Department recommends that the Commission approve the wildlife management plan,
license application, and 2024-2028 harvest program under conditions specified in Exhibit 2.
Habitat improvements accomplished under this plan will enhance and maintain wildlife
resources on and around the PLM area. The goals and objectives stated in the management
plan are compatible with Department management plans for appropriate species in this area
and the Department finds it is in compliance with Commission regulations and policies for PLM
licenses and plans.

At the June 2024 Commission meeting, the Department will give a presentation on its PLM
Program, as requested by the Commission.

Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Approve the initial PLM license for the 2024-2028 seasons and
associated PLM management plan with proposed season, harvest, and habitat improvements
under a motion to adopt the consent calendar.

Department: Approve the initial PLM license, and management plan and proposed season,
harvest, and habitat improvements under the conditions specified in Exhibit 2.

Exhibits

1. Department memo, received March 29, 2024

2. PLM Area License Initial Management Plans, 2024-2028, Proposed Seasons,
Harvests, and Habitat Improvements, received March 29, 2024
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Motion

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission adopts the staff
recommendations for items 11-15 on the consent calendar.
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12. Five-Year Private Lands Wildlife Habitat Enhancement and Management
Area (PLM) Plans and Licenses (consent)

Today’s Item Information [ Action

Consider approving five-year PLM plans and 2024-2028 licenses.
Summary of Previous/Future Actions (N/A)

Background

California Fish and Game Code sections 3400-3408 and Title 14 Section 601 prescribe
conditions for a PLM program that provides incentives for landholders to manage their property
for the benefit of fish and wildlife in exchange for access to increased recreational
opportunities, such as hunting tags or extended seasons (“harvest program”). In return for a
harvest program, the landholder must prepare a biologically-sound wildlife management plan
and complete specific wildlife habitat improvements on the PLM property.

The Department has reviewed the five-year renewals for nine properties in six counties,
consisting of approximately 112,818 acres.

The Department recommends that the Commission approve the five-year wildlife management
plan renewals, license renewal applications, and each 2024-2028 harvest program under
conditions specified in Exhibit 2. Habitat improvements accomplished under these plans will
enhance and maintain wildlife resources on and around the PLM areas. The goals and
objectives stated in the management plans are compatible with Department management
plans for appropriate species in these areas and the Department finds them compliant with
Commission regulations and policies for PLM licenses and plans.

At the June 2024 Commission meeting, the Department will give a presentation on its PLM
Program, as requested by the Commission.

Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Approve five-year PLM license renewals for 2024-2028, and proposed
seasons, harvests and habitat improvements for 2024-2028 as recommended by the
Department for nine properties, under a motion to adopt the consent calendar.

Department: Approve five-year PLM license renewals for nine properties, under the
conditions specified in Exhibit 2.

Exhibits

1. Department memo, received March 29, 2024

2. PLM Area License 5-Year Renewals, 2024-2028, Proposed Seasons, Harvests, and
Habitat Improvements, received March 29, 2024
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Motion

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission adopts the staff
recommendations for items 11-15 on the consent calendar.
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13. Annual Private Lands Wildlife Habitat Enhancement and Management Area
(PLM) Plans and Licenses (consent)

Today’s Item Information [ Action

Consider approving annual PLM plans for 2024-25.
Summary of Previous/Future Actions (N/A)

Background

California Fish and Game Code sections 3400-3408 and Title 14 Section 601 prescribe
conditions for a PLM program that provides incentives for landholders to manage their property
for the benefit of fish and wildlife in exchange for access to increased recreational
opportunities, such as hunting tags or extended seasons (“harvest program”). In return for a
harvest program, the landholder must prepare a biologically-sound wildlife management plan
and complete specific wildlife habitat improvements on the PLM property.

The Department has reviewed the annual reports for 52 properties in 14 counties, consisting of
approximately 550,079 acres.

The Department recommends that the Commission approve the wildlife management plans,
license renewal applications, and each 2024-25 harvest program under conditions specified in
Exhibit 2. Habitat improvements accomplished under these plans will enhance and maintain
wildlife resources on and around the PLM areas. The goals and objectives stated in the
management plans are compatible with Department management plans for appropriate
species in these areas and the Department finds them compliant with Commission regulations
and policies for PLM licenses and plans.

At the June 2024 Commission meeting, the Department will give a presentation on its PLM
Program, as requested by the Commission.

Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Approve continuing PLM licenses and approve the annual seasons,
harvests, and habitat improvements for 2024-2025 as recommended by the Department for 52
properties, under a motion to adopt the consent calendar.

Department: Approve continuing the PLM licenses and approve the annual seasons,
harvests, and habitat improvements for 52 properties, under the conditions specified in
Exhibit 2.

Exhibits

1. Department memo, received March 29, 2024

2. PLM Area License Annual Renewals, 2024-2025, Proposed Seasons, Harvests, and
Habitat Improvements, received March 29, 2024
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Motion

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission adopts the staff
recommendations for items 11-15 on the consent calendar.

Author: Kelsey Leaird 2
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14. Readoption of White Sturgeon Emergency Regulation (consent)

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Consider adopting a 90-day extension of emergency regulations concerning recreational take
of white sturgeon (Acipenser transmontanus) to support recovery of populations and to track
fishing pressure and success.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Adoption hearing for emergency regulations October 11-12, 2023
concerning recreational take of white sturgeon
e Today consider adopting first 90-day April 17-18, 2024

extension of emergency regulations
concerning recreational take of white
sturgeon

Background

At its October 2023 meeting, the Commission adopted emergency regulations to amend
recreational take of white sturgeon to support recovery of populations and to track fishing
pressure and success (see Exhibit 1 for detailed background information). The Commission
adopted an emergency regulation that implemented four concepts:

1. Reduced the white sturgeon slot limit from 40 to 60 inches to 42 to 48 inches.

2. Reduced the number of fish harvested to one fish per report card per year but allowed
anglers to continue catch and release fishing after they have harvested one fish.

3. Applied a seasonal closure in upper spawning grounds only from January through May.
4. Reduced the vessel limit to two fish per day per boat.

The emergency regulation went into effect on November 16, 2023 for a period of 180 days; if
not extended by the Commission, the emergency regulation will expire May 15, 2024.

For today’s meeting, the Department has provided a draft finding of emergency and a draft
statement of proposed emergency regulatory action for the Commission to consider in re-
adopting the emergency regulation (exhibits 2 and 3).

Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Under a motion to adopt the consent calendar, determine, pursuant to
Section 399 of the California Fish and Game Code, that adopting these regulation changes is
necessary for the immediate conservation, preservation, and protection of birds, mammals,
fish, amphibians, or reptiles, including, but not limited to, their nests or eggs. Further
determine, pursuant to Section 11346.1 of the California Government Code, that an
emergency situation exists and that the proposed regulation changes are necessary to
address the emergency. Readopt for an additional 90 days the emergency regulations
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amending sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 27.92, related to the recreational take of white
sturgeon, as recommended by the Department.

Department: Adopt a 90-day extension of the emergency regulations amending sections
5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 27.92.

Exhibits
1. Staff summary from October 11-12, 2024 (for background purposes only)
2. Department transmittal memo, received March 19, 2024
3. Draft emergency statement
4. Draft proposed regulatory language
5. Economic and fiscal impact statement (STD. 399) and addendum
Motion
Moved by and seconded by that the Commission adopts the staff

recommendations for items 11 through 15 on the consent calendar.
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15. Greater Sage-Grouse (consent)

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Consider approving the Department’s request for a six-month extension to deliver the one-year
status review report on the petition to list greater sage-grouse (Centrocercus urophasianus) as
threatened or endangered under CESA.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Received petition November 21, 2022

e Transmitted petition to Department December 1, 2022

e Published notice of receipt of petition January 6, 2023

e Received Department's 90-day evaluation report April 19-20, 2023

e Determined petitioned action may be warranted, June 14-15, 2023
initiating Department's one-year status review

e Today’s consider Department's request for April 17-18, 2024

six-month extension

Background

On November 21, 2022, the Commission received a petition from the Center for Biological
Diversity requesting the Commission list greater sage-grouse as threatened or endangered
under CESA.

At its June 2023 meeting, the Commission determined that the petition contains sufficient
information to indicate that the petitioned action may be warranted. The Commission published
a notice of its determination and of greater sage-grouse’s protected, candidate species status
on June 30, 2023. Pursuant to California Fish and Game Code Section 2074.6, the
Department has one year from the date of notice to complete a status review, unless the
Commission grants an extension of time.

Today the Commission will consider a request by the Department for a six-month extension to
further analyze and evaluate the available science, to undergo the peer review process, and to
complete its status review (Exhibit 1). The Commission must receive the Department’s status
review report before the Commission can make a final listing decision.

Significant Public Comments

1. The Lassen County Board of Supervisors urges the Commission to not list greater sage-
grouse under CESA. The board states that conservation efforts are planned for the next
few years and lists several conservation accomplishments from previous years, such as
slowing juniper encroachment, enhancing spring ecosystems, riparian restoration,
invasive grass control, and planting sagebrush. The board states that CESA listings work
against collaborative efforts, as many partners will be reluctant to participate in
conservation processes with a CESA-listed species, and current conservation work in
Lassen County will be significantly reduced or cease. Lastly, the board indicates that
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CESA restrictions could result in the loss of jobs, revenue and tax base for Californians.
(Exhibit 2)

2. The Inyo County Board of Supervisors provides a bi-state, 10-year accomplishment report
for sage-grouse that illustrates the increase in bi-state greater sage-grouse populations.
The board states that the results of the study show listing sage-grouse as endangered is
not warranted. (Exhibit 3)

Recommendation
Commission staff: Approve the Department’s request for a six-month extension to complete
the status review report for greater sage-grouse under a motion to adopt the consent calendar.

Department: Approve request for a six-month extension to complete the status review report
for greater sage-grouse.

Exhibits

1. Department memo, received March 26, 2024
2. Letter from County of Lassen Board of Supervisors, received April 2, 2024
3. Letter from Inyo County Board of Supervisors, received April 4, 2024

Motion

Moved by and seconded by , that the Commission adopts the
staff recommendations for items 11 through 15 on the consent calendar.
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16. Inland sport fishing

Today’s Item Information [ Action

Consider authorizing publication of notice of intent to amend regulations for freshwater sport
fishing bag limits, gear, and low-flow information.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Wildlife Resources Committee (WRC) vetting January 16, 2024; WRC

e Notice hearing April 17-18, 2024

e Discussion hearing June 19-20, 2024

e Adoption hearing August 14-15, 2024
Background

The Department recommends the Commission amend inland sport fishing regulations to align
with current fisheries management goals and objectives, improve angling opportunities, correct
errors and inaccuracies in existing regulations, and improve regulatory enforcement (Exhibit 1).
The proposed amendments include:

e Section 2.30: Include American shad as a species that may be taken by spearfishing in
the Valley District and clarify spearfishing boundaries. These amendments incorporate
regulatory changes proposed in regulation change petition 2021-028, granted by the
Commission at its December 2023 meeting.

e Section 5.00: Reduce the 15-inch total length minimum size limit for black bass at
Castaic Lake (Los Angeles County) to the statewide standard 12-inch total length
minimum size limit.

e Section 7.50: Correct the fishing boundary for Deep Creek (San Bernardino County).

e Section 7.50: Amend trout regulations for Parker Lake (Mono County) to year-round
angling, a two-fish bag limit, a 14-inch minimum size limit, and restrict gear to artificial
lures only. Since Parker Lake is currently subject to the General Statewide Regulations
for trout, the proposed amendments will require adding it to Section 7.50, Special
Fishing Regulations for Trout.

e Section 7.50: Reduce the daily bag limit from five fish per day to catch-and-release
fishing only on Willow Creek (Alpine County) upstream from the confluence with the
West Fork Carson River to the main tributary of Willow Creek, and restrict gear to
artificial lures with barbless hooks only. Since Willow Creek is currently subject to the
General Statewide Regulations for trout, the proposed amendments will require adding
it to Section 7.50, Special Fishing Regulations for Trout. These amendments
incorporate regulatory changes proposed in regulation change petition 2022-13, granted
in part by the Commission at its February 2024 meeting.

e Section 8.00: Remove the three different phone lines that fishers currently rely on for low-
flow restriction information and replace them with a single department webpage URL.

e Section 703: Update the mailing address for the Department’s Fisheries Branch.
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Visual aids and further details and rationale regarding all components of the proposed changes
can be found in the draft initial statement of reasons (Exhibit 2).

Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Authorize publication of a notice of intent to amend regulations related to
inland sport fishing, as recommended by the Department and supported by the Wildlife
Resources Committee.

Committee: Support the proposed changes related to inland sport fishing.

Department: Authorize publication of a notice of intent to amend regulations as detailed in the
draft initial statement of reasons.

Exhibits
1. Department memo, received March 26, 2024

2. Dratft initial statement of reasons
3. Draft proposed regulatory language
4. Draft economic and fiscal impact statement (STD. 399) and addendum
5. Department presentation
Motion
Moved by and seconded by that the Commission authorizes

publication of a notice of its intent to amend sections 2.30, 5.00, 7.50, 8.00 and 703 related to
inland sport fishing.
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17. White Sturgeon Sport Fishing Regular Rulemaking

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Consider authorizing publication of notice of intent to amend regulations through a regular
rulemaking to adopt the emergency rules for the recreational take of white sturgeon.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Adoption hearing for emergency regulations October 11-12, 2023
regarding recreational take of white sturgeon

e Wildlife Resources Committee (WRC) discussed a January 16, 2024; WRC
regular rulemaking regarding recreational take of
white sturgeon in 2025

e Today’s adoption hearing for first 90-day extension April 17-18, 2024
of emergency regulations

e Today’s notice hearing for regular rulemaking April 17-18, 2024
regarding recreational take of white sturgeon

e Discussion hearing for regular rulemaking June 19-20, 2024

e Notice hearing for rulemaking concerning June 19-20, 2024
recreational take of white sturgeon in 2025

e Adoption hearing for regular rulemaking August 14-15, 2024

e Discussion hearing for rulemaking regarding August 14-15, 2024
recreational take of white sturgeon in 2025

e Adoption hearing for rulemaking regarding October 9-10, 2024

recreational take of white sturgeon in 2025

Background

Three rulemakings related to white sturgeon are actively being advanced or considered by the
Commission: extension of the regulation changes first adopted through an emergency
rulemaking in October 2023, a request to publicly notice a regular rulemaking for the same
regulation changes that would be effective for as long as necessary once adopted and
approved, and another regular rulemaking for different regulation changes to take effect for
white sturgeon in 2025. If approved at this meeting, the white sturgeon in 2025 rulemaking will
be introduced for potential notice at the June 2024 Commission meeting.

Emergency Regulations

At its October 2023 meeting, the Commission took emergency action to amend regulations
regarding inland and ocean recreational take of white sturgeon to support recovery of
populations and to track fishing pressure and success. The emergency regulation went into
effect on November 16, 2023 and, if not extended by the Commission, will expire May 15,
2024. The Commission will be asked to consider re-adopting the emergency regulations for an
additional 90-day period during Agenda Item 14 of today’s meeting. If approved, the
emergency regulations will then expire August 13, 2024. Staff may recommend a second and
final extension at the June 2024 Commission meeting.
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Prior to the effective date of the emergency regulations, recreational anglers were permitted to
keep one white sturgeon per day, and a combined total of three per year, between 40- and 60-
inches fork length. The season was open year-round, with some limited regional and/or
seasonal closures.

At the October 2023 Commission meeting, the Department recommended the Commission
adopt regulations for recreational catch-and-release only for white sturgeon (see Exhibit 1).
However, after receiving public testimony regarding the impact of a catch-and-release only
fishery on the recreational fishing industry, the Commission adopted regulations that allow

limited recreational harvest of white sturgeon. The emergency regulations:

e Reduced the annual bag limit for white sturgeon from three fish to one fish;

e reduced the legal slot limit from 40 to 60 inches fork length to 42 to 48 inches fork
length;

e established a limit of two white sturgeon per day per vessel;

e closed white sturgeon fishing in the migrating and spawning reaches of the Sacramento
and San Joaquin rivers from January 1 through May 31, and specified other portions of
the Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers and ocean waters remained open year-round
except for a seasonal closure in the San Fransisco Bay;

e specified that once an angler has retained and tagged a white sturgeon, they may not
continue to catch-and-release white sturgeon on the same day, but may catch-and-
release white sturgeon starting the day after;

e specified that once the white sturgeon vessel limit is reached, only anglers who have
not retained and tagged a white sturgeon that day may continue to catch-and-release
white sturgeon;

e amended white sturgeon report card and tagging requirements for consistency with the
changes to the white sturgeon annual bag limit and catch-and-release restrictions;

e added a requirement to report length of sturgeon caught and released on the report
card; and

e required anglers to report additional sturgeon caught and released on the back of the
report card once all the lines on the front of the card are filled.

Proposed Regulations through Regular Rulemaking

The proposed regulatory action under this agenda item seeks to continue through a regular
rulemaking the emergency amendments to sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 27.92 that specify
report card and tagging requirements, and seasons and bag limits for white sturgeon sport
fishing in inland waters and ocean waters. The intent is to continue the limited harvest regimen
until the effective date of the 2025 regulations concerning recreational take of white sturgeon.
Further details on the proposed changes are available in the draft initial statement of reasons
(ISOR) and proposed regulatory language (exhibits 3 and 4).
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Future Rulemaking for 2025

At the January 16, 2024 WRC meeting, the Department proposed for 2025 a limited-entry
harvest tag system with a set number of tags for a regular rulemaking. Guides and sturgeon
anglers proposed an alternative tag system with an unlimited number of tags and close
monitoring of harvest levels. Discussions considered the status of white sturgeon populations
and potential economic losses from businesses that support the recreational sturgeon fishery.
The Department underscored the importance of protecting spawning areas to conserve white
sturgeon populations in the long-term. Some stakeholders voiced reservations about the
reliability of data presented by the Department and whether population declines are real.

WRC Chair Zavaleta explained the range of options, from closure through catch-and-release,
to the tag system proposals, to the current emergency regulations. She expressed concerns
about the status of white sturgeon as a species and requested that the Department include an
option for catch-and-release fishing only in the proposal it presents to the Commission.

At its February 14-15, 2024 meeting, the Commission approved WRC’s recommendation that
the Commission support a future regular rulemaking regarding white sturgeon, with options for
both the Department’s recommendation and catch-and-release. Under Agenda Item 27 today,
the Department proposes that the Commission, at its June 2024 meeting, issue a notice of
intent to amend white sturgeon regulations for the 2025 rulemaking.

Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Authorize publication of notice of proposed changes to regulations
regarding recreational take of white sturgeon as recommended by the Department.

Department: Authorize publication of notice of proposed changes to regulations regarding
recreational take of white sturgeon as described in the draft ISOR.

Exhibits

1. Staff summary for October 11-12, 2023 Commission meeting, Agenda Item 9 (for
background purposes only)

2. Department memo, received April 8, 2024
3. DraftISOR
4. Draft proposed regulatory language
5. Draft economic and fiscal impact statement (STD. 399) and addendum
Motion
Moved by and seconded by that the Commission authorizes

publication of a notice of its intent to amend sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 27.92 related to
recreational take of white sturgeon.
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18. Central Valley Sport Fishing

Today’s Item Information X Action O

Discuss proposed changes to Central Valley sport fishing regulations.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Wildlife Resources Committee (WRC) vetting September 12, 2024; WRC

e Notice hearing February 14-15, 2024

e Today’s discussion hearing April 17-18, 2024

e Adoption hearing May 15, 2024
Background

The Commission generally adopts Central Valley sport fishing on an annual basis, informed by
Department recommendations intended to align state regulations with federal fishery
management objectives set by the Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC). In February
2024, the Commission authorized publication of a notice of proposed changes to bag and
possession limits for the Sacramento River fall-run Chinook salmon (SRFC) in the American,
Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers to reflect PFMC management objectives for
SRFC stocks. The scope of the options in the initial statement of reasons (ISOR; Exhibit 1) is
intentionally broad to allow flexibility during Commission adoption based on the harvest
projections identified by PFMC.

In mid-April 2024, PEMC will adopt its recommendation for the upcoming ocean salmon
season. At today’s meeting, the Department will recommend specific regulation changes
based on PFMC'’s final ocean salmon recommendations. Changes to state regulations are
expected to be adopted at the Commission’s May 15, 2024 teleconference meeting.

Options included in the ISOR may be adopted independently or in combination and would
apply in the anadromous areas of and tributaries to the American, Feather, Mokelumne, and/or
Sacramento rivers:

* Option 1 — Allows take of any size Chinook salmon up to the daily bag limits [0-4] and
possession limits [0-12].

» Option 2 — Allows take of a limited number of adult Chinook salmon, with grilse Chinook
salmon making up the remainder of the daily bag limits [0-4] and possession limits
[0-12].

* Option 3 — Allows a grilse-only Chinook salmon fishery up to the daily bag limits [0-4]
and possession limits [0-12].

* Option 4 — Closed to take and possession of Chinook salmon.

The four options provide the Commission flexibility; it can choose to adopt various options for
each river section independently or combine them to meet PFMC SRFC management
objectives and maximize recreational salmon fishing opportunities.
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At today’s meeting, the Department will present its recommendation.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

In compliance with CEQA, the Department prepared a draft addendum (Exhibit 3) to 2022
Negative Declaration (SCH No. 2022040250) for the Central Valley Sport Fishing - 2022; the
negative declaration was certified by the Commission in May 2022. The addendum is intended
to inform Commission consideration of proposed amendments to daily bag and possession
limits for Chinook salmon, as described in the proposed rulemaking.

The 2022 negative declaration concluded that there would be no significant impacts for the
range of daily bag and possession limits considered under regulatory options 1, 2, and 3.
Since the proposed daily bag and possession limits for 2024 fall within the previously analyzed
range, and the proposed amendments use similar regulatory options, there are no anticipated
new, significant, or substantially more severe environmental impacts.

Significant Public Comments (N/A)
Recommendation (N/A)

Exhibits

1. Central Valley sport fishing ISOR, dated January 9, 2024
2. Department memo, transmitting draft CEQA addendum
3. 2024 CEOA Central Valley sport fishing addendum

Motion (N/A)
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19. Klamath River Basin Sport Fishing

Today’s Item Information X Action O

Discuss proposed amendments to Klamath River Basin sport fishing regulations.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Wildlife Resources Committee (WRC) vetting September 12, 2024; WRC

e Notice hearing February 14-15, 2024

e Today’s discussion hearing April 17-18, 2024

e Adoption hearing May 15, 2024
Background

The Commission annually adopts Klamath River Basin sport fishing regulations for consistency
with federal fishery management objectives. As part of the annual process, specific bag,
possession and size limits for Klamath River fall-run Chinook salmon (KRFC) are scheduled
for adoption by the Commission after the Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC) reviews
the status of West Coast salmon stocks and recommends fishery allocations.

At its February meeting, the Commission authorized publication of notice of its intent to amend
Klamath and Trinity rivers (referred to as Klamath River Basin) sport fishing regulations; the
initial statement of reasons (ISOR; Exhibit 1) includes ranges for proposed bag possession
and size limits.

At its April 2024 meeting, PFMC adopted its recommendation for the upcoming ocean salmon
season. At today’s meeting, the Department will recommend specific regulation changes
based on PFMC'’s final ocean salmon recommendations. Changes to state regulations are
expected to be adopted by the Commission at its May 15, 2024 meeting.

Options included in the ISOR for Commission consideration are:

e Option 1: KRFC Adult Stocks (Sport Fishery Quota Management)

- Quota range of 0-67,600 adult KRFC

- Bag limit of [0-4] Chinook salmon — of which no more than [0-4] fish over [20-24]
inches total length may be retained until the subquota is met, then 0 fish over
[20-24] inches total length.

- Possession limit of [0-12] Chinook salmon — of which no more than [0-4] fish over
[20-24] inches total length may be retained when the take of salmon over [20-24]
inches total length is allowed.

e Option 2: KRFC Fishery Closure
- Closed to the take and possession of Chinook salmon

At today’s meeting, the Department’s will present its recommendation
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California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

In compliance with CEQA, the Department prepared a draft addendum (Exhibit 3) to the 2022
Negative Declaration (SCH No. 2022040251) for the Klamath River Basin Sport Fishing — 2022
Rulemaking, certified by the Commission in May 2022. The addendum is intended to inform the
Commission's consideration of the proposed amendments to the daily bag and possession limits
for the proposed rulemaking.

The 2022 negative declaration concluded that varying the KRFC daily bag and possession
limits, along with the Klamath River Basin quota, would have not significant environmental
impacts. The proposed 2024 Klamath River Basin quota, and daily bag and possession for
KRFC, fall within the previously analyzed scope. Therefore, amending the Klamath River Basin
regulations to adjust KRFC daily bag and possession limits on the Klamath and Trinity rivers is
unlikely to cause new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts.

Significant Public Comments (N/A)
Recommendation (N/A)

Exhibits

1. Klamath River Basin sport fishing ISOR, dated January 15, 2024
2. Department memo, transmitting Draft CEQA addendum
3. Draft 2024 CEQA Klamath River Basin sport fishing addendum

Motion (N/A)

Author: David Thesell 2



ltem No. 20
Staff Summary for April 17-18, 2024

20. Waterfowl Hunting

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Consider adopting proposed amendments to waterfowl hunting regulations and taking final
action under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Wildlife Resources Committee (WRC) vetting September 19, 2023, WRC

e Notice hearing December 13-14, 2023

e Discussion hearing February 14-15, 2024

e Today’s adoption hearing April 17-18, 2024
Background

Waterfowl hunting regulations are reviewed annually by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) to adjust federal regulations based on waterfowl surveys, population trends, and
other information. The result is a federal regulatory framework within which states may adjust
their regulations. In developing the federal framework for the 2024-25 hunting seasons,
USFWS published in the Federal Register (Volume 89, No. 27) on February 8, 2024 a
proposal to amend federal migratory bird hunting regulations.

In December 2023, the Commission authorized a notice of rulemaking to set the bag and
possession limits for migratory waterfowl for the 2024-25 hunting seasons to comply with the
proposed federal framework. Federal processes require states to provide season selections to
USFWS by the end of April each year for inclusion in the final framework, which is anticipated
to be published in May 2024. Commission adoption of state regulation changes is scheduled
for today’s meeting given the federal timing requirements and expectation that the final federal
framework will not differ substantially from the proposed regulations due to lack of new
biological data or harvest strategies.

The initial statement of reasons (ISOR; Exhibit 1) includes ranges for bag and possession
limits and seasons. The proposed regulations also include an option that would allow geese to
be taken during the Veterans and Active Military Personnel waterfowl hunting days for the
Balance of State Zone. Today the Department will present its final, specific recommendations
(Exhibit 5).

Significant changes in the rulemaking include:

e decreasing the duck season length from 103 to 98 days for the Southern San Joaquin
Valley Zone, the Southern California Zone, and the Balance of State Zone;

e decreasing the goose season length from 103 to 98 days for the Southern San Joaquin
Valley Zone and the Southern California Zone, and from 100 to 98 for the Balance of
State Zone; and

e allowing up to five days of falconry-only season for the San Joaquin Valley, Southern
California and Balance of State zones.
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California Environmental Quality Act

The Department prepared a draft environmental document consistent with the Commission’s
CEQA certified regulatory program. Commission staff evaluated the draft document and
determined that the document reflects the independent judgment of the Commission. Staff
submitted the environmental document for public comment (State Clearinghouse Number
#2023120465, available at CEQAnet.opr.ca.gov). A final environmental document, updated to
reflect public comment, will be included in the Commission’s supplemental handouts for this
meeting (Exhibit 3).

Significant Public Comments

1. The California Farm Bureau is concerned about potential changes to goose hunting
regulations and opposes allowing public land hunting during the late season as it
could push geese to private farms and increase crop damage. California Farm Bureau
also disagrees with shortening the goose hunting season and advocates for keeping
the current duration. (Exhibit 6)

2. A waterfowl hunter states that the Aleutian goose hunting season in the North Coast
Management Area is unfair as the season was moved away from the peak period and
public lands are closed during the proposed time. The hunter believes the proposed
change only benefits private landowners and urges the Commission to return the
season dates to the regular waterfowl season for equal opportunity. (Exhibit 7)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Certify the final environmental document, adopt the proposed project, and
adopt the proposed waterfowl hunting regulation changes as presented by the Department
today.

Department: Adopt the waterfowl hunting regulation changes as presented in the ISOR.

Exhibits

1. ISOR and original proposed regulatory language

Email in lieu of a pre-adoption statement of reasons, received March 20, 2024
Waterfowl final environmental document (to be provided separately)
Economic and fiscal impact statement (STD. 399)

Department presentation

Letter from Chris Reardon, Director of Government Affairs, California Farm Bureau,
received February 13, 2024

7. Email from Dustin Kuehn, received March 12, 2024

o gk WD

Motion

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission finds that the
environmental document reflects the independent judgment of the Commission, certifies the
final environmental document, adopts the proposed project, and adopts the staff
recommendations to amend Section 502, regarding migratory waterfowl hunting regulations for
the 2024-2025 seasons.
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21. Mammal Hunting

Today’s Item Information [ Action

Consider adopting proposed amendments to mammal hunting regulations and taking final
action under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Wildlife Resources Committee (WRC) vetting May 17, 2023; WRC

e WRC discussion and recommendation September 21, 2023; WRC

e Notice hearing December 13-14, 2023

e Discussion hearing February 14-15, 2024

e Today’s adoption hearing April 17-18, 2024
Background

At its December 2023 meeting, the Commission authorized publication of a notice of its intent
to amend mammal hunting regulations. The notice was published in the California Regulatory
Notice Register on February 2, 2024. The proposed changes affect several species and hunt
programs, as well as regulations pertaining to preference points reinstatement:
e Section 362, Nelson bighorn sheep
- Modify hunt tag quotas

e Section 363, Pronghorn antelope
- Modify hunt tag quotas
e Sections 364 and 364.1, Elk and Shared Habitat Alliance for Recreational Enhancement
(SHARE) elk hunting
- Modify hunt tag quotas
- Increase SHARE tag allocations in tandem with the modifications to Section 555

e Section 554, Cooperative deer hunting areas
- Clarify application process
- Limit the number of tags per landowner for zones X3a, X5a, and X5b.

e Sections 555 and 555.1, Cooperative elk hunting areas

- Modify qualifying criteria and tag allocation within “conflict zones” in existing
Section 555

- Define conflict zones, increase hunting opportunity, and address chronically
elevated levels of human-elk conflict on private property in a new Section 555.1
e Section 708.14, Big game license tag drawing system

- Require junior hunters to return all first-choice tags to be eligible for preference
points reinstatement
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- Require the carcass portion of tags to be included with harvest reports for point
reinstatement

- Clarify how tag-holder-return requirements apply within the context of a hunting
party.

The proposal also makes several non-substantive edits to regulatory language across the
affected sections, such as corrections to spelling and grammar, corrections to addresses,
updates to outdated language, and improvements in clarity.

When the Commission authorized notice, several sections where hunt tag quota changes were
proposed contained ranges of tag amounts rather than finite quotas. Ranges were necessary
because the collection and analysis of species data was not available at the time the
Commission issued its notice. The Department completed its data collection and analysis in
March of 2024. (Exhibit 24).

Department Recommendations

Based on its analysis of mammal populations, the Department has provided final
recommendations on tag quotas for Nelson bighorn sheep (Exhibit 3), pronghorn antelope
(Exhibit 8), and elk (Exhibit 12). All tag quotas for each species and associated hunt zones fall
within the ranges publicly noticed by the Commission in February of 2024, except for those
discussed below.

Necessity of Continuation Notices

At its February 2024 meeting, the Commission directed staff to explore ways to ensure that the
Commission has the flexibility at its April 2024 meeting to either omit or include Siskiyou
County and/or the Siskiyou Hunt Zone in the new section of regulation. The direction came as
a result of concerns raised by the Siskiyou County Board of Supervisors regarding the
proposal’s original inclusion of the Siskiyou Hunt Zone as a “conflict zone” in Section 555.1 —
Conflict Zone Cooperative Elk Hunting Areas. On April 5, 2024, the Commission sent a notice
to interested and affected parties that included revised proposed regulatory language,
providing an option that omits the Siskiyou Hunt Zone from the list of elk “conflict zones.”

The Commission also included revisions to the tag quota ranges for pronghorn antelope in its
April notice. The revisions expanded the proposed tag ranges for pronghorn antelope Zone 3 —
Likely Tables from 15-25 tags to 0-25 tags for General Season Period 1 Buck and from 10-25
tags to 0-25 tags for General Season Period 2 Buck. Expansion of the ranges provided
flexibility for the Commission to consider a lower tag quota for that species and zone, since it is
below the range in the original notice. While most of the Department’s tag quota
recommendations throughout this proposal fall within the originally-noticed ranges, survey data
for pronghorn antelope revealed drastically lower population numbers in the affected zone than
the Department anticipated when recommending the original tag quota ranges.

On April 10, 2024, the Commission sent a subsequent notice that included another revision to
Section 363; this revision changed the originally-noticed 15 tag allotment for Zone 3 — Likely
Tables Archery Only Season (Buck) to a tag quota range of 0-15. The change to a range
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provides flexibility for the Commission to consider the Department’s recommended tag quota
since it is less than the quota originally noticed.

California Environmental Quality Act (By Species)

Section 362: Bighorn Sheep. An initial CEQA review of the proposed project was conducted
in accordance with CEQA in 2019, and the Commission certified a Final Environmental
Document Regarding Bighorn Sheep Hunting (SCH No. 2018112036). In the 2019
environmental document, the Commission assessed the then-proposed project’s increase of
10 tags, creation of new hunt zones, and reallocation of a fundraising tag. In total, a range of
between 0 and 42 bighorn sheep tags was assessed.

As lead agency, the Commission certified the 2019 environmental document and determined
that adopting the regulations as proposed would not result in any new significant or
substantially more severe environmental effects. The Commission adopted the proposed
regulations.

The bighorn sheep tag quota ranges in the 2019 environmental document are the basis for the
current proposal. All of the Department’s recommended tag quotas fall within the previously
analyzed ranges. Therefore, the Department drafted an addendum to the 2019 environmental
document which Commission staff has evaluated and determined to be reflective of the
independent judgment of the Commission. No new significant or substantially more severe
impacts under CEQA than those analyzed and disclosed in the 2019 environmental document
will occur due to this proposal. Details of the CEQA analysis and conclusions can be found in
the addendum (Exhibit 4).

Section 363: Pronghorn Antelope. An initial CEQA review of the proposed project was
conducted in accordance with CEQA in 2004, and the Commission certified a Final
Environmental Document Regarding Pronghorn Antelope Hunting (SCH No. 2003112078). In
the 2004 environmental document, the Commission assessed a pronghorn antelope tag
allocation not to exceed 60 in the Mount Dome Hunt Zone; 80 in the Clear Lake Hunt Zone;
150 and 130 for Periods 1 and 2, respectively, in the Likely Tables Hunt Zone; 150 tags each
in Periods 1 and 2 in the Lassen Hunt Zone; 150 tags in the Big Valley Hunt Zone; and 25 in
the Surprise Valley Hunt Zone.

As lead agency, the Commission certified the 2004 environmental document and determined
that adopting the regulations and tag quotas as proposed — within the assessed ranges in each
hunt zone — would not result in any new significant or substantially more severe environmental
effects. The Commission adopted the proposed regulations.

The pronghorn antelope tag quota ranges described in the 2004 environmental document are
the basis for the current proposal. All of the Department’s recommended tag quotas fall within
the previously analyzed ranges. Therefore, the Department drafted an addendum to the 2004
environmental document which Commission staff has evaluated and determined to be
reflective of the independent judgment of the Commission. No new significant or substantially
more severe impacts under CEQA than those analyzed and disclosed in the 2004
environmental document will occur due to this proposal. Details of the CEQA analysis and
conclusions can be found in the addendum (Exhibit 9).
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Sections 364, 364.1, 555 and 555.1: Elk. An initial CEQA review of the proposed project was
conducted in accordance with CEQA in 2010, and the Commission certified a Final
Environmental Document Regarding Elk Hunting (SCH number 2009112083) as part of its
review and adoption of elk hunting regulations. In 2019, the Commission again amended elk
hunting regulations and certified a final supplemental environmental document (SCH number
2018112037) which assessed an increase in the tag quota range in the Northwestern Elk
Zone, concluding that it would not result in any new significant or substantially more severe
environmental effects than previously identified by the Commission in 2010.

Most recently, in 2023 the Commission as lead agency adopted regulations: (1) amending elk
hunting tag quotas in the Siskiyou and Northwestern hunt zones, adding 10 and 22 tags,
respectively; (2) modifying the boundaries of the Bear Valley, Cache Creek, and La Panza
hunt zones; and (3) creating the Gabilan, Central Coast, and Tehachapi hunt zones, adding 70
elk tags across these new zones. In adopting the regulations, the Commission determined that
they would not result in any new significant or substantially more severe environmental
impacts than previously analyzed in the 2010 and 2019 elk hunting environmental documents.

The Department has prepared an addendum to the 2019 elk supplemental environmental
document which Commission staff has evaluated and determined to be reflective of the
independent judgment of the Commission. Amending the current elk hunting regulations as
proposed will not result in any new significant or substantially more severe environmental
impacts than those previously analyzed and disclosed in the 2010 and 2019 elk hunting
environmental documents. Details of the CEQA analysis and conclusions can be found in the
addendum (Exhibit 13).

Significant Public Comments

1. A commenter opposes increases to Roosevelt elk tags in the Northwestern Hunt Zone.
(Exhibit 25)

2. The Siskiyou County Fish and Game Commission opposes classifying the Siskiyou Hunt
Zone as a “conflict zone” in the new Section 555.1, supports the existing SHARE
program, and expresses concerns about the size of SHARE properties. The county
advocates for a minimum acreage of 640 acres and allowing adjacent properties to
combine acreage for a total size increase. (Exhibit 26)

3. A commenter opposes the entirety of the new proposed Section 555.1 and opposes
increased tag allocations for Roosevelt elk on the grounds that elk are facing a number of
threats, particularly an outbreak of treponeme-associated hoof disease, and therefore
need conservative management to provide a population buffer against loss. (Exhibit 27)

4. The Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians supports sustainable hunting of bighorn
sheep and pronghorn antelope as culturally important animals integral to the tribe’s
economic, social, and religious fabric. (Exhibit 28)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Approve the revised projects pursuant to CEQA and adopt the regulations
as recommended by the Department.

Department: Adopt the proposed regulations, including option 2 of Section 555.1, and the tag
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allocations as outlined in the pre-adoption memoranda.

Exhibits

1. Initial statement of reasons (ISOR) for Section 362 — Bighorn sheep hunting

2. Noticed requlatory language (Section 362)

3. Department pre-adoption memo with recommended tag allocations, received April 11,
2024 (Section 362)

4, Addendum to 2019 Final Environmental Document Regarding Bighorn Sheep Hunting

5. ISOR for Section 363 — Pronghorn antelope hunting

6. Noticed requlatory language (Section 363)

7. Revised proposed requlatory language (Section 363)

8. Department pre-adoption memo with recommended tag allocations, received April 11,
2024 (Section 363)

9. Addendum to 2004 Final Environmental Document Regarding Pronghorn Antelope
Hunting

10. ISOR for Sections 364 and 364.1 — Elk hunting

11. Noticed regulatory language (Sections 364 and 364.1)

12. Department pre-adoption memo with recommended taqg allocations, received April 11,
2024 (Sections 364 and 364.1)

13. Addendum to 2019 Supplemental Environmental Document to the 2010 Final
Environmental Document Regarding EIk Hunting

14. ISOR for Section 554 — Deer cooperative hunting

15. Noticed regulatory language (Section 554)

16. Department pre-adoption memo, received April 11, 2024

17. ISOR for Sections 555 and 555.1 - EIk cooperative hunting

18. Noticed regulatory language (Sections 555 and 555.1)

19. Revised proposed regulatory language (Section 555.1)

20. Pre-adoption statement of reasons (PSOR), received April 11, 2024 (Section 555.1)

21. ISOR for Section 708.14 — Preference points reinstatement

22. Noticed requlatory language (Section 708.14)

23. Department pre-adoption memo, received April 11, 2024 (Section 708.14)

24. Department presentation

25. Email from Phoebe Lenhart, received February 9, 2024

26. Letter from the Siskiyou County Fish and Game Commission, received February 12,
2024

27. Email from Marie Kyle, received April 1, 2024

28. Email from Timothy Wilcox, Tribal Archaeologist, Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla
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Motion

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission, having considered
the addenda and associated environmental documents, approves the revised projects
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, and adopts the proposed regulations and
regulation changes related to mammal hunting as discussed today, including adoption of
Option 2 for Section 555.1 to exclude the Siskiyou Hunt Zone.

Author: David Haug 6



ltem No. 22
Staff Summary for April 17-18, 2024

22. Southern California Steelhead

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Consider the petition, Department’s status review report, and comments received to determine
whether listing southern California steelhead as endangered under the California Endangered
Species Act (CESA) is warranted.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Received petition June 14, 2021

e Transmitted petition to Department June 23, 2021

e Published notice of receipt of petition July 16, 2021

e Receipt of petition at public meeting; approved August 18, 2021
Department’s 30-day extension request

e Receipt of Department’s 90-day evaluation report December 15, 2021
at public meeting

e Closed public hearing and administrative record, February 16-17, 2022
and continued deliberations to April 2022 meeting

e Determined petitioned action may be warranted, April 20-21, 2022
initiating Department's one-year status review

e Approved Department’s six-month extension October 12-13, 2022
request

e Public notice of having received the Department’s February 14-15, 2024
one-year status review

e Today, potentially determine if listing is April 17-18, 2024
warranted

Background

On June 14, 2021 the Commission received a petition to list southern California steelhead
(SCS; Oncorhynchus mykiss) as endangered under CESA (Exhibit 1). At its April 2022
meeting, the Commission determined that listing may be warranted, and subsequently
provided notice regarding SCS’s protected, candidate species status. The notice prompted the
Department’s status review of the species, as required by California Fish and Game Code
Section 2074.6.

The Commission received the Department's status review report on January 18, 2024
(exhibits 2 and 3), and highlighted receipt of the report on its February 14-15, 2024 meeting
agenda for public awareness. The status review report represents the Department’s final
written review of the status of SCS. Based on the information provided, possessed, and
received, the Department has concluded that the petitioned action to list SCS as endangered
under CESA is warranted, and further recommends implementing the management
recommendations and recovery measures described in the status review report.
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At today’s meeting, the Commission may consider the petition, the Department’s written
evaluation and status review report, written and oral comments received, and the remainder of
the administrative record, to determine if listing SCS as endangered under CESA is warranted.
Findings will be adopted at a future meeting.

Significant Public Comments

1.

The Endangered Habitats League urges the Commission to classify SCS as
endangered under CESA, stating that research shows the fish is critically endangered
due to urbanization, agriculture, and water development damaging its habitat.
Additionally, the league states that the petition and the Department’s report provide
strong scientific backing for the listing. (Exhibit 5)

A member of the public supports listing SCS under CESA, stating that research shows
that the species populations are in danger of extinction. (Exhibit 6)

The Cachuma Conservation Release Board requests that the Commission hold the
hearing for the listing in southern California (rather than San Jose), as southern
California is closer to the natural range of the fish and the agencies that would be
most impacted by the listing. (Exhibit 7)

The Cachuma Operation and Maintenance Board (COMB) notes concerns about how
its data was used in the Department’s status review report, stating that data from
different surveys was mixed and may lead to inaccurate comparisons of steelhead
abundance, and that there are limits to using migrant trapping data. COMB
recommends using snorkel survey data to provide a more representative picture of
steelhead abundance in the Santa Ynez River basin. COMB questions the report’s
recommendation and believes COMB’s data presents a different conclusion.

(Exhibit 8)

The Pasadena Casting Club supports listing SCS as endangered, stating that club
members have observed its decline due to habitat loss, and that the fish is a
barometer of watershed and environmental health. The club states that protecting the
fish will benefit water quality, watersheds, recreation, and Californians. (Exhibit 9)

A law firm representing the United Water Conservation District (UWCD) argues that
the potential CESA listing of SCS as endangered is not supported by sufficient
evidence. The firm states that the Department’s status review report fails to address
key evidence necessary for the Commission’s final listing decision, including evidence
on resident populations, the interplay between anadromous and resident populations
and its effect on species persistence, and the effect of barriers on the long-term
persistence of the fish. Additionally, the firm claims that the status review did not
follow judicial guidance that examination of this evidence would likely be necessary for
any final listing decision. The firm holds that the Commission should either find the
listing not warranted or remand the status review to the Department for
reconsideration. Attachments sent with the letter include a transcript from previous
SCS litigation, a technical memorandum on an SCS lifecycle model, an SCS recovery
plan, a South-Central/Southern California Coast Steelhead recovery planning domain
five-year review, and a report on the occurrences of steelhead trout in southern
California between 1994 and 2018. (Exhibit 10)
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7. UWCD submits comments regarding the Department’s status review, as well as
previously submitted comments, for the Commission’s review. UWCD states that the
status review does not provide an analysis of the status of the species based on the
best available science and that the recommendation from the Department to list SCS
under CESA is premature. UWCD states that the Commission should find that listing
is not warranted at this time and should delay the listing decision until after additional
data collection. UWCD also states that the information it has provided demonstrates
the need for a more transparent analysis of the data. (Exhibit 11)

8. Rancho Mission Viejo maintains that it follows the Southern Subregion Habitat
Conservation Plan (SSHCP) to protect endangered species and their habitats on the
southern Orange County ranch, and that it has already addressed a steelhead
passage barrier in San Juan Creek by building a bridge and removing an old crossing,
as outlined in the steelhead recovery plan. If steelhead return to the area, the ranch
hopes ongoing conservation efforts under the SSHCP will be recognized and the need
for incidental take permits under CESA can be avoided. (Exhibit 12)

9. A coalition of 26 non-governmental organizations supports listing SCS, stating that the
populations are nearing extinction due to habitat loss from urbanization, agriculture,
and water development. The coalition further states that a healthy steelhead
population benefits California’s future by signaling a resilient ecosystem. Also included
are signatures from over 2000 individuals who support listing the fish. (Exhibit 13)

10. The Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (SCV) disputes the steelhead distribution map
in the Department’s status review report. SCV points out that the map shows
steelhead presence in the upper Santa Clara River east of Piru Dry Gap, although
SCV believes there is no evidence to support this distribution, and requests that the
Department correct the map to show no steelhead in that section of the river. If the
Department disagrees, SCV asks that supporting data be provided, and an
explanation of how steelhead distribution was determined for the area. Additionally,
SVC provides a white paper titled Review of Current and Historical SCS in the Upper
Santa Clara River Watershed. (Exhibit 14)

11. The Association of California Water Agencies (ACWA) expresses concern that the
Department’s status review does not consider all available science, particularly the
role of resident rainbow trout populations in the overall steelhead population health.
ACWA claims that listing SCS under CESA would not provide additional protections
beyond those from the federal Endangered Species Act listing, but would create
redundancies and potentially hinder water management projects. ACWA requests that
the Commission consider resident rainbow trout contributions to steelhead populations
in its final decision and exclude coastal watersheds with concrete-lined flood channels
from the listing, as they block steelhead passage. Additionally, ACWA provides two
technical memoranda, one from Four Peaks Environmental Science & Data Solutions
and one from Cramer Fish Sciences. (Exhibit 15)

12. CalTrout forwarded a public support letter with over 4700 signatures collected by
EnviroVoters. (Exhibit 16)

13. The Los Angeles County Sanitation District expresses concern for the potential
impacts from an SCS listing on wastewater treatment operations, which it states could
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result in the need for expensive upgrades to treatment facilities. The district also
states that the Department’s distribution map is inaccurate and requests that the
Commission correct the map to remove SCS designation from the upper Santa Clara
River. The district also requests to work with the Department to develop regulations
that will protect the fish but allow essential services to continue. (Exhibit 17)

The California Building Industry Association opposes listing SCS, stating that there is
not enough solid science to justify the listing and that the Department's report relies on
uncertain data sources, leading to inaccurate range maps showing steelhead in
places where they likely are not present. The association suggests using data from
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for better accuracy. Additionally, the association is
concerned for the listing’s impact on water agencies and homebuilding. (Exhibit 18)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Determine that listing southern California steelhead as endangered is
warranted, as recommended by the Department.

Department: List southern California steelhead as endangered under CESA.

Exhibits

1. Petition, received June 14, 2021

2. Department transmittal memo, received January 18, 2024

3. Department status review report, dated February 2024

4, Department presentation

5. Letter from Dan Silver, Executive Director, Endangered Habitats League, received
March 18, 2024

6. Letter from Stephen Kanne, received March 20, 2024

7. Letter from Lauren Hanson, Board President, Cachuma Conservation Release Board,
received March 21, 2024

8. Letter from Polly Holcombe, Board President, COMB, received March 26, 2024

9. Letter from Edward Wallace, Conservation Chair, Pasadena Casting Club, received
March 29, 2024

10. Letter from David Boyer and Christopher Francis, attorneys for United Water
Conservation District, Atkinson, Andelson, Loya, Ruud & Romo, received April 3, 2024
(Note: This link goes to an external document due to file size)

11. Letter from Mauricio Guardado, General Manager, UWCD, received April 3, 2024

12. Letter from Laura Coley Eisenberg, Senior Vice President, Regulatory Compliance &
Open Space Management, Rancho Mission Viejo, received April 3, 2024

13. Co-written letter from 26 non-governmental organizations, received April 3, 2024

14. Letter from Stephen Cole, Assistant General Manager, SCV, received April 4, 2024

15. Letter from Stephen Pang, State Relations Advocate, ACWA, received April 4, 2024

16. Email from Russell Marlow, Senior Project Manager, CalTrout, received April 4, 2024

17. Letter from Raymond Tremblay, Department Head, Facilities Planning, Los Angeles
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18. Letter from Nick Cammarota, Senior Vice President & General Counsel, California
Building Industry Association, received April 4, 2024

19. Department memo, Evaluation of Additional References Received for the Status
Review of southern California steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), received
April 11, 2024

Motion

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission, pursuant to
Section 2075.5 of the California Fish and Game Code, finds the information contained in the
petition to list southern California steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), and the other information
in the record before the Commission, warrants listing southern California steelhead as an
endangered species under the California Endangered Species Act, consistent with the
Commission staff and Department recommendations. Findings will be adopted at a future
meeting.

OR

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission, pursuant to
Section 2075.5 of the California Fish and Game Code, finds the information contained in the
petition to list southern California steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), and the other information
in the record before the Commission, does not warrant listing southern California steelhead
as an endangered species under the California Endangered Species Act.

Author: Jenn Bacon 5



ltem No. 23
Staff Summary for April 17-18, 2024

23. Mohave Desert Tortoise

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Consider the petition, Department’s status review report, and comments received to determine
whether listing Mohave (also known as Agassiz’'s) Desert tortoise as endangered under the
California Endangered Species Act (CESA) is warranted.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Received petition to change status from March 20, 2020
threatened to endangered

e Transmitted petition to Department April 13, 2020

e Public receipt of petition April 15-16, 2020

e Published notice of receipt of petition May 1, 2020

e Public receipt of Department’s 90-day evaluation June 24-25, 2020
report

e Determined petitioned action may be warranted, October 14, 2020
initiating Department's one-year status review

e Approved Department’s six-month extension October 14, 2021
request

e Public notice of having received the Department’s February 14-15, 2024
one-year status review

e Today, potentially determine if changing the April 17-18, 2024
listing from threatened to endangered is
warranted

Background

On March 20, 2020, the Commission received a petition to change the status of Mohave
Desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii) from threatened to endangered under CESA (Exhibit 1).
At its October 2020 meeting, the Commission determined that listing may be warranted, and
subsequently provided notice of that determination. The notice prompted the Department’s
status review of the species, as required by California Fish and Game Code Section 2074.6.

The Commission received the Department's status review report on January 9, 2024 (exhibits
2 and 3), and highlighted receipt of the report on the February 14-15, 2024 meeting agenda for
public awareness. The status review report represents the Department’s final written review of
the status of Mohave Desert tortoise. Based on the information provided, possessed, and
received, the Department has concluded that the petitioned action to list Mohave Desert
tortoise as endangered under CESA is warranted, and further recommends implementing the
management recommendations and recovery measures described in the status review report.

At today’s meeting, the Commission may consider the petition, the Department’s written
evaluation and status review report, written and oral comments received, and the remainder of
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the administrative record, to determine if listing Mohave Desert tortoise as endangered under
CESA is warranted. Findings will be adopted at a future meeting.

Significant Public Comments

A co-written letter submitted by Defenders of Wildlife, the Desert Tortoise Council, and the
Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee states that the organizations have reviewed the
Department’s status review and agree with the Department’s recommended actions. They urge
the Commission to list the tortoise as endangered under CESA and further state that the
desert tortoise population is in decline despite past efforts at protection. Lastly, the authors
believe that the change in listing status would likely increase funding for conservation efforts
and lead to stricter regulations on activities that harm the species. (Exhibit 6)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Determine that listing Mohave Desert tortoise as endangered is
warranted, as recommended by the Department.

Department: List Mohave Desert tortoise as endangered under CESA.

Exhibits
1. Petition, received March 20, 2020

2. Department transmittal memo, received January 9, 2024
3. Department status review report, dated February 2024
4. Department presentation
5. Letter from Defenders of Wildlife, the Desert Tortoise Council, and the Desert Tortoise
Preserve Committee, received March 29, 2024
Motion
Moved by and seconded by that the Commission, pursuant to

Section 2075.5 of the California Fish and Game Code, finds the information contained in the
petition to list Mohave Desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii), and the other information in the
record before the Commission, warrants listing Mohave Desert tortoise as an endangered
species under the California Endangered Species Act, consistent with the Commission staff
and Department recommendations. Findings will be adopted at a future meeting.

OR

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission, pursuant to
Section 2075.5 of the California Fish and Game Code, finds the information contained in the
petition to list Mohave Desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii), and the other information in the
record before the Commission, does not warrant listing Mohave Desert tortoise as an
endangered species under the California Endangered Species Act.
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24. Ballona Wetlands Ecological Reserve

Today’s Item Information [ Action

Ballona Wetlands Ecological Reserve consistency determination as to whether the visitor uses
associated with the parking lots in Area A and the baseball fields in Area C are compatible with
the purposes of the reserve.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Adoption hearing for regulations designating August 19, 2005
ecological reserve and authorizing special
uses
e Today make a consistency determination April 17-18, 2024
Background

In August 2005, the Commission adopted regulation amendments designating approximately
577 acres along coastal Los Angeles County, which the Department had recently acquired, as
Ballona Wetlands Ecological Reserve (Ballona Reserve). The amendments also included
special regulations that allowed for specific public uses on Ballona Reserve beyond those
allowed by the general regulations for ecological reserves.

Ballona Reserve included some parking lots and Little League baseball fields at the time of
acquisition. The special regulations adopted in 2005 included two provisions related to the
parking lots and Little League fields:

1. Existing recreational uses may be allowed under license agreement with Playa Vista
Little League in that portion of Area C identified in the license agreement unless it is
determined by the department that restoration or other uses in this area are more
appropriate.

2. Existing parking areas under leases to the County of Los Angeles may be allowed
unless it is determined by the Department that restoration or other uses in those areas
are more appropriate.

The substance of the two provisions has remained in the Commission’s regulations through
today and is currently codified in Section 630(h)(3).

In September 2020, Ballona Wetlands Land Trust filed a petition for a writ of mandate and
complaint for declaratory relief in Los Angeles County Superior Court. The court issued a writ
directing the Commission to make a compatibility determination pursuant to Section 630 as to
whether the parking lots in Area A and baseball fields in Area C of Ballona Reserve are
compatible with the purpose of the reserve (Exhibit 1).

Since adopting the special regulations for Ballona Reserve, the Commission has never
interpreted the two provisions as affirmatively requiring the Department to evaluate the existing
uses. Based on the plain language, the provisions allow for the continued use until the
Department determines “that restoration or other uses in those areas are more appropriate.”
However, recently the Department evaluated the special uses related to the parking lots and
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Little League fields. The Department “determined that restoration or other uses of the Little
League baseball fields or parking lots is not more appropriate at this time” and transmitted a
memorandum to the Commission to that effect (Exhibit 2).

Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Based on the analysis in the Department’s memorandum, determine that
the visitor uses associated with the parking lots in Area A and the baseball fields in Area C are
compatible with the purposes of Ballona Wetlands Ecological Reserve.

Exhibits

1. Writ of mandate from the Los Angeles County Superior Court, dated November 7,
2023

2. Department memorandum with attachments, dated April 2, 2024

Motion

Moved by and seconded by that Commission determines the
visitor uses associated with the parking lots in Area A and the baseball fields in Area C are
compatible with the purposes of the Ballona Wetlands Ecological Reserve.
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26A. Wildlife Resources Committee (WRC)

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Discuss referred topics and consider revisions to topics and timing. Consider approving draft
agenda topics and changing the meeting location for the next committee meeting.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Previous committee meeting January 16, 2024; WRC

e Today consider approving agenda topics April 17-18, 2024

e Next committee meeting May 16, 2024; WRC
Background

WRC works under Commission direction to set and accomplish its work plan.

Committee Work Plan

Topics that have been referred by the Commission to WRC are displayed within a work plan
for scheduling and tracking. The updated work plan is provided as Exhibit 1 and includes
proposed topics for September 2024.

New Topics
Staff has no recommendations for new topics for Commission referral to WRC.

Next Committee Meeting

The next committee meeting is scheduled for May 16, 2024, with webinar and phone options.
In addition to standing agenda items (Department updates and future agenda items), four
topics are proposed:

1. Periodic and Annual Rulemakings: Initial vetting for upland (resident) game birds,
mammal hunting, waterfowl hunting, Central Valley sport fishing, and Klamath River
Basin sport fishing.

Take of Nongame Mammals: Discuss concerns regarding take of nongame mammals.

Shotgun Wads: Continue discussion of plastic pollution caused by shotgun debris from
waterfowl! hunting.

4. Waterfowl Hunting in Southampton Bay: Continue exploration and vetting of potential
regulation changes to address waterfowl hunting noise concerns specific to
Southampton Bay, consistent with Commission direction at its October 2023 meeting.

The May WRC meeting is currently scheduled to be held in Yreka to accompany a site visit to
the Klamath River dam removal sites; that site visit will now be held separately. Staff requests
to move the next WRC meeting to the Redding area to simplify travel and to facilitate locating a
suitable meeting venue.

Significant Public Comments (N/A)
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Recommendation
Commission staff: Approve the topics and work plan as proposed and approve the Redding
area as the location for the next WRC meeting.
Exhibits
1. WRC work plan, updated April 8, 2024

Motion

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission approves the
Wildlife Resources Committee topics and work plan as proposed and approves the change of
location for the May 16, 2024 meeting to Redding.

Author: Ari Cornman 2



ltem No. 26B
Staff Summary for April 17-18, 2024

26B. Department Wildlife and Fisheries Division, and Department Ecosystem
Conservation Division Report

Today’s Item Information X Action O
The Department will highlight items of note since the last Commission meeting.
Summary of Previous/Future Actions (N/A)

Background

The Department will provide a verbal update on items of interest since the last Commission
meeting.

Three news releases of potential interest are provided as exhibits 1-2.
Significant Public Comments (N/A)
Recommendation (N/A)

Exhibits

1. CDFW news: CDFW Introduces License Application for Mobile Devices, dated
March 20, 2024

2. CDFW news: CDFW Seeks Artists to Enter Annual California Duck Stamp Art Contest,
dated March 20, 2024

Motion (N/A)
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27B. Rulemaking Timetable Updates

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Review and potentially approve changes to the perpetual timetable for anticipated regulatory
actions.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Commission approved rulemaking timetable February 14-15, 2024

e Today consider approving changes to the April 17-18, 2024
rulemaking timetable

Background

This is a standing agenda item for staff and the Department to request changes to the
Commission’s rulemaking timetable (Exhibit 2), confirm changes made by the Commission
during this meeting, and highlight minor changes made by staff.

The Department recommends two changes to the rulemaking timetable:

e Schedule a “Possession of Wildlife and Wildlife Rehabilitation” rulemaking, which is
currently under “Future Rulemakings: Schedule to be Determined,” to repeal Section
679 and add Sections 679.1, 679.2, 679.3, 679.4, 679.5, 679.6, 679.7, 679.8, and
679.9, as well as a manual and associated forms. This rulemaking is necessary to
overhaul how the Department administers the wildlife rehabilitation program. The
proposed rulemaking schedule is notice in June 2024, discussion in August 2024, and
adoption in October 2024.

e Add a “White Sturgeon Harvest and Reporting” rulemaking to amend Sections 1.74,
5.79, 5.80, 27.90, 27.92 and 701, and add Section 701.1. This rulemaking is necessary
to revise management of the white sturgeon sport fishery and would provide the
Commission with three different management options to consider: (1) catch-and-release
only; (2) limited entry harvest tag; and (3) real-time quota. The proposed rulemaking
schedule is notice in June 2024, discussion in August 2024, and adoption in October
2024.

Proposed regulation changes for both wildlife rehabilitation and white sturgeon have been
discussed at multiple Commission Wildlife Resources Committee meetings.

Staff requests additional adjustments as shown under Agenda Item 27C, Future Meetings and
New Business. Commission staff suggests adjusting the days upon which items are heard by
moving wildlife and inland fisheries items to day one and marine items to day two for the June
2024 meeting. Additionally, staff requests that two recently withdrawn rulemakings be added
back to the timetable for adoption: (1) Special Hunts Permits and Drawings and (2) Mitigating
Risks for Cervid Importation and Movement. If approved under Agenda Item 27C, the
schedule will be adjusted on the draft timetable accordingly.
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Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Approve the proposed changes to the rulemaking timetable as identified
in this staff summary and Exhibit 2, and any other additional changes identified during this
meeting.

Exhibits

1. Department memo, received April 8, 2024
2. Perpetual Timetable for Requlatory Actions, dated April 11, 2024

Motion

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission approves
the proposed changes to the rulemaking timetable as discussed today.

Author: David Haug 2



ltem No. 27C
Staff Summary for April 17-18, 2024

27C. Administrative Items - Future Meetings and New Business

Today’s Item Information [ Action

This is a standing agenda item to review logistics and approve draft agenda items for the next
Commission meetings, consider any changes to approved meeting dates or locations, or
introduce new business for a future meeting agenda.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions (N/A)

Background
Upcoming Commission Meetings

The next Commission meetings are scheduled for May 15, 2024 as a teleconference — with an
in-person option in Trinidad, Fairfield, Sacramento, Santa Cruz, and San Diego where
commissioners will be located — and June 19-20, 2024 in Mammoth Lakes. For all Commission
and committee meetings, we continue to provide the ability to participate via webinar and
phone, in addition to physical meeting locations. Potential agenda items for both meetings are
provided in Exhibit 1 for consideration and potential Commission approval.

For the June meeting only, a commissioner proposes to move marine items to Thursday and
wildlife and inland fisheries items to Wednesday. Staff has confirmed the change is feasible for
rulemaking purposes and for colleagues at the Department. Most meeting attendees can expect
additional travel time to Mammoth Lakes; otherwise, there are no special logistics to consider.

Approved Meeting Dates and Locations

For the May 16, 2024 Wildlife Resources Committee meeting, staff proposes to move the
location to the Redding area. The meeting was originally approved for Yreka to accommodate
a possible commissioner visit to the Klamath River dams removal site and restoration areas;
due to scheduling challenges, that trip will be accommodated separately.

Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation

Commission staff: Approve agenda items for the May 15, 2024 and June 19-20, 2024
meetings as presented in Exhibit 1 and amended during this meeting; approve moving the
May 16, 2024 Wildlife Resources Committee meeting location to the Redding area.

Exhibits

1. Potential agenda items for May 15 and June 19-20, 2024 Commission meetings

Motion

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission approves
the draft agenda items for the May 15, 2024 and June 19-20, 2024 Commission meetings, as
amended during this meeting, and approves moving the May 16, 2024 Wildlife Resources
Committee meeting to the Redding area.
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28. General Public Comment for Items Not on the Agenda

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Receive public comment regarding topics within the Commission’s authority that are not
included on the agenda.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Today’s receipt of requests and comment April 17-18, 2024
e Consider granting, denying, or referring June 19-20, 2024
Background

This item is to provide the public an opportunity to address the Commission on topics not on
the agenda. Staff may include written materials and comments received prior to the meeting as
exhibits in the meeting binder (if received by the written comment deadline), or as
supplemental comments at the meeting (if received by the supplemental comment deadline).

General public comments are categorized into two types: (1) requests for non-regulatory action
and (2) informational-only comments. Under the Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act, the
Commission cannot discuss or take action on any matter not included on the agenda, other
than to schedule issues raised by the public for consideration at future meetings. Thus, non-
regulatory requests generally follow a two-meeting cycle (receipt and direction); the
Commission will determine the outcome of the non-regulatory requests received in today’s
meeting at the next regularly scheduled Commission meeting, following staff evaluation
(currently June 19-20, 2024)

Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation (N/A)

Commission staff: Consider whether to add any future agenda items to address issues that
are raised during public comment.

Exhibits
See exhibits for Agenda item 10.

Motion (N/A)
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Executive Session

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Executive session will include four standing topics:

(A) Pending litigation to which the Commission is a party
(B) Possible litigation involving the Commission

(C) Staffing

(D) Deliberation and action on license and permit items

Summary of Previous/Future Actions (N/A)

Background

During the public portion of its meeting, the Commission will call a recess and reconvene in a
closed session pursuant to the authority of California Government Code Section 11126,
subdivisions (a), (c)(3) and (e)(1). The Commission will address four items in closed session:

(A)

(B)
(©

(D)

Author: Michael Yaun

Pending Litigation to Which the Commission is a Party

See agenda for a complete list of pending civil litigation to which the Commission is a
party, at the time the agenda was made public.

Possible Litigation Involving the Commission

Staffing

For details about staffing, see the executive director’s report under Agenda Item 2(A) for
today’s meeting.

Deliberation and Action on License and Permit ltems

Consider the proposed decision in Agency Case No. 21ALJ02-FGC, regarding the
denial of Attila Molnar’s restricted species exhibiting permit renewal application.

On December 18, 2020, the Department sent Attila Molnar a notice of denial of a
renewal application for a restricted species permit. The denial letter stated the
Department’s decision was based on multiple violations of regulations regarding
restricted species.

Molnar timely appealed the denial to the Commission and filed a written statement in
support of the appeal. The Department filed a response with the Commission arguing
that the denial should be affirmed.

Commission staff referred the appeal to the California Office of Administrative
Hearings (OAH). After Molnar submitted a supplemental brief to OAH, OAH
submitted a proposed decision (Exhibit 1) to the Commission. The proposed decision
finds the Department proved violations occurred that were cause for denial and the
denial of the renewal application was the correct result.
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Significant Public Comments (N/A)

Recommendation

Commission staff: (D)I. Adopt the proposed decision for Agency Case No. 21ALJ02-FGC.

Exhibits
1. Proposed decision regarding Molnar appeal, dated February 7, 2024

Motion

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission adopts the
proposed decision for Agency Case No. 21ALJ02-FGC.
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Memorandum

Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

March 25, 2024

Melissa Miller- Henson
Executive Director
Fish and Game Commission

Charlton H. Bonham
Director

Agenda Item for the April 17-18, 2024 Fish and Game Commission Meeting
Private Lands Wildlife Habitat Enhancement and Management (PLM) Area
Licenses

California Fish and Game Code Section 3406(c) requires that the activities conducted
pursuant to each Private Lands Wildlife Habitat Enhancement and Management Plan
(PLM) shall be reviewed annually by the Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department)
and by the Fish and Game Commission (Commission) at a public hearing. Licenses
for such areas may be granted by the Commission for a period of five (5) years
following department review and approval of the management plan (Title 14, California
Code of Regulations Section 601(a)).

The Department has reviewed the initial management plan for one new property in
one county consisting of approximately 4,988 acres and the 5-year renewals for nine
properties in six counties consisting of approximately 112,818 acres. Additionally, the
Department has reviewed the annual reports for 52 properties in 14 counties
consisting of approximately 550,079 acres.

The Department recommends that the Commission approve the wildlife management
plans, applications, and each 2024/25 harvest program under conditions specified in
the attached tables. Habitat improvements accomplished under these plans will
enhance and maintain wildlife resources on and around the PLM areas. The goals and
objectives stated in the management plans are compatible with Department
management plans for appropriate species in these areas.

The remaining PLM areas will be submitted to the Commission for approval at the
June 19-20, 2024 meeting.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Victoria Barr at (916) 203-0567 or by
emalil at Victoria.barr@wildlife.ca.gov.

Attachment

ec: Chad Dibble, Deputy Director
Wildlife and Fisheries Division
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Mario Klip, Environmental Program Manager
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Brett Furnas, Senior Environmental Scientist Supervisor
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Victoria Barr, Environmental Scientist
Wildlife Branch



California Department of Fish and Wildlife
PLM Area License
Initial Management Plan, 2024-2028
Proposed Seasons, Harvests, and Habitat Improvements

CENTRAL REGION

PLM Area

2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest

Habitat Improvement Program

Stevinson Ranch
A Deer Zone
Merced

4,988 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 9 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 9 buck deer tags for the
period July 13, 2024 through
September 22, 2024

Maintain 20 existing mature valley oak
trees.

Mow 5 acres of non-native grass in oak
woodland to promote oak generation.

Install and maintain cattle exclusion
fencing around 5 valley oak saplings.

Disk or mow 5 acres in areas adjacent to
riparian habitats.

Install and maintain 5 wood duck nesting
boxes per year.

Install and maintain 3 nesting boxes for
American Kestrel.

Install and maintain 3 raptor perch poles
in appropriate areas.

Disk 10 acres and plant legumes and
cereal grains in areas not grazed by
cattle.

Install 3 wildlife friendly fence crossings.

Cut and maintain 5 wildlife travel
corridors to open up dense vegetation.
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following department review and approval of the management plan (Title 14, California
Code of Regulations Section 601(a)).
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one county consisting of approximately 4,988 acres and the 5-year renewals for nine
properties in six counties consisting of approximately 112,818 acres. Additionally, the
Department has reviewed the annual reports for 52 properties in 14 counties
consisting of approximately 550,079 acres.

The Department recommends that the Commission approve the wildlife management
plans, applications, and each 2024/25 harvest program under conditions specified in
the attached tables. Habitat improvements accomplished under these plans will
enhance and maintain wildlife resources on and around the PLM areas. The goals and
objectives stated in the management plans are compatible with Department
management plans for appropriate species in these areas.

The remaining PLM areas will be submitted to the Commission for approval at the
June 19-20, 2024 meeting.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Victoria Barr at (916) 203-0567 or by
emalil at Victoria.barr@wildlife.ca.gov.
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5-Year Management Plan Renewals, 2024-2028

Proposed Seasons, Harvests, and Habitat Improvements

NORTHERN REGION
PLM Area 2024 Proposed Season and Habitat Improvement Program
Harvest
Bell Ranch Authorized Harvest: 15 forked- | Maintain 16 previously developed springs

Deer Zone C4
Tehama

15,000 Acres

horn or better buck deer

Issue 15 buck deer tags for the
period October 26, 2024
through November 30, 2024

by checking for broken pipes and
repairing as necessary.

Maintain 30 water sources by inspecting
and making any necessary repairs to the
ponds, springs, guzzlers, and water
troughs.

Install 1 new guzzler near Campbell
Creek.

Mechanically treat (by crushing with a
bulldozer or masticating) at least 15 acres
of decadent brush annually to encourage
the growth of nutritious deer forage.

Restrict off-road vehicle use within the
recent brush treatment areas and
minimize disturbance to wildlife.

Spray invasive plants including star thistle
and ltalian thistle.

Capistran Ranch
Deer Zone B1
Mendocino

14,510 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 20 deer of
which no more than 15 may be
forked-horn or better buck deer
and 5 may be antlerless deer,
2 bull elk, and 2 antlerless elk

Issue 10 either-sex deer tags
for the period of August 1,
2024 through November 30,
2024

No antlerless deer shall be
harvested before September
15, 2024.

No more than 10 buck deer
may be harvested after
October 27, 2024.

Managed livestock grazing (no more than
500 cow/calf pairs on 13,200 acres) for
the period of November 15 through June
20 annually will be used to manage
invasive plant species and thatch build

up.

Masticate at least 10 acres of decadent
brush annually to create browsing
opportunities.

Manage invasive plants by focused high-
intensity, short-term grazing.

Maintain 24 springs by checking the flow
and wildlife escape ramps and repairing
any damaged parts.




California Department of Fish and Wildlife
PLM Area License
5-Year Management Plan Renewals, 2024-2028
Proposed Seasons, Harvests, and Habitat Improvements

PLM Area

2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest

Habitat Improvement Program

Capistran Ranch
Cont.

On or before October 15, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 10 additional
either-sex tags to accomplish
the authorized harvest.

Issue 2 bull elk tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through December 1, 2024

Issue 2 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024 through December 1,
2024

Exclude trespass livestock from USFS
and BLM grazing allotments by inspecting
and repairing the boundary fence.

Replace the nesting material in 4 bluebird
nest boxes. Boxes will be relocated if not
used the previous season.

Maintain 10 wood duck nest boxes
annually.

Maintain 8 elk crossings annually.

Construct 15 brush piles for wildlife cover
and oak seedling protection. The 20 foot x
5-foot pile will be created using slash from
down trees and brush and will be located

near a routinely used water source.

Maintain and monitor 2 approximately
1,000-sq. foot food plots spread out over
the property and in areas where green
summer browse is limited. Each food plot
is fenced from cattle and wild pigs. Each
will have a motion-sensing camera to
record day and night deer activity. The
annual report will include a table of total
number and composition of deer
photographed.

Using a tractor, create a 6 foot wide by
300 foot long trail through decadent
chaparral to provide access and new
palatable forage for wildlife.

Maintain 20 mallard hen nest tubes
annually.

Treat 10 acres of yellow star thistle with
appropriate herbicide annually.

At least 5 acres of elk and deer forage will
be planted and irrigated through the
summer months.
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5-Year Management Plan Renewals, 2024-2028
Proposed Seasons, Harvests, and Habitat Improvements

PLM Area 2024 Proposed Season and Habitat Improvement Program
Harvest
Four Pines Authorized Harvest: 12 forked- | Maintain at least 7 previously improved
Ranch horn or better buck deer and 4 | springs and 3 existing ponds.

Deer Zone B1
Mendocino

2,001 Acres

antlerless deer

Issue 12 buck deer tags and 4
antlerless deer tags for the
period of July 16, 2024 through
November 30, 2024

No more than 6 buck deer may
be harvested after October 27,
2024.

No antlerless deer shall be
harvested before September
15, 2024.

Develop 1 additional spring site for wildlife
use.

Maintain all previously established forage
plots with legume mix for wildlife use.

Develop 0.25-acre forage plot for
enhanced wildlife browse opportunity.

Treat at least 3 acres annually of invasive
weeds through hand manipulation,
herbicides or vegetation management
plan burns with CalFire to encourage
native vegetation growth.

Remove at least 100 feet of unnecessary
interior fence to enhance wildlife passage.

Create at least a 1 acre opening through
dense brush to enhance browse feeding
opportunities for wildlife.

Remove encroaching conifer seedlings
and saplings in at least 3 acres of oak
woodlands.

Restrict livestock grazing to no more than
50 head of cattle during the winter and
spring. In addition manage grazing to only
assigned pastures during the specific
grazing season.

Plant at least 25 willow shoots annually at
existing water sources; there will be an
expected 75% survival of these shoots
after the second year or replanting will be
required the next season.

Create at least 2 brush piles measuring at
least 6 feet high and 15 feet in diameter
annually. Older piles (at least 5 years old)
will be burned.
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PLM Area License
5-Year Management Plan Renewals, 2024-2028
Proposed Seasons, Harvests, and Habitat Improvements

PLM Area

2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest

Habitat Improvement Program

Redwood House
Ranch

Deer Zone B1
Humboldt

8,419 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 20 either-
sex deer of which no more
than 10 may be antlerless deer
and 1 bull elk

Issue 20 either-sex deer tags
for the period of August 10,
2024 through November 30,
2024

Issue antlerless deer may be
harvested for the period of
October 1, 2024 through
November 30, 2024

No more than 7 buck deer may
be harvested after October 27,
2024.

Issue 1 bull elk tag for the
period of August 1, 2024
through October 31, 2024

Treat at least 200 acres of oak woodlands
by removing encroaching conifers less
than or equal to 12 inches DBH from oak
woodlands and prairies.

Schneider Ranch
Deer Zone B1
Mendocino

5,222 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 6 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 6 buck deer tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through November 30, 2024

No more than 3 buck deer may
be harvested after October 27,
2024.

Burn or mechanically treat at least 7
acres of decadent brush annually.

Cultivate with equipment and irrigate the
1-acre Cabin food plot, which provides a
year-round deer feeding area annually.

Create at least 6 brush piles for wildlife
cover. The piles will each be
approximately 10 feet in diameter and 6
feet tall and will provide good habitat for
both deer and quail.

Burn at least 6 brush piles. The remnant
charcoal and ashes are nutrient rich and
deer roll in them, perhaps for control of
external parasites.

Inspect 6 previously improved springs
and repair any damaged parts, clear any
brush that is intruding on the collection
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Schneider Ranch
Cont.

galleries, cleaning out accumulated debris
and mud, and ensure the box is
structurally sound.

Exclude all livestock from the ranch.

Smith River PLM
Del Norte

25,229 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 4 bull elk
and 6 antlerless elk

Issue 4 bull elk tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through October 31, 2024

On or before October 15, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 1 additional bull
tag to accomplish the harvest
goal.

In no case shall the number of
tags issued be used to exceed
the authorized harvest.

The number of tag holders
actively hunting shall not
exceed the number of elk
available to harvest.

Issue 6 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 4,
2024 through October 31, 2024

Within the 5-year term, provide and
deliver 30 merchantable trees 12 inches-
24 inches DBH to project site. Enhance
Coho salmon habitat in Rowdy Creek
and/or Savoy Creek through the
placement of 30-40-foot-long tree
segments with root wads attached to be
placed instream for large woody debris
habitat for salmonids.

At least 125 acres of invasive plant
species will be treated with herbicide,
hand tools, and/or heavy equipment.
Treated areas will be revegetated with
reseeding and/or planting with native
species. Effectiveness monitoring will
occur post treatment.

3 wood duck boxes will be installed and
annually monitored and maintained.
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2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest

Habitat Improvement Program

Carrizo Ranch

San Luis Obispo
County

27,056 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 3 bull elk,
2 antlerless elk, 5 forked-horn
or better buck deer and 4
antlerless deer

Issue 3 bull elk tags for the
period of July 15, 2024 through
December 1, 2024

Issue 3 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024 through December 1,
2024

Issue 5 buck deer tags for the
period of July 15, 2024 through
December 31, 2024

Issue 3 antlerless deer tags for
the period of September 1,
2024 through December 31,
2024

Burn tule grass at Big Spring.

Managed and appropriately timed grazing
to improve habitat.

Leave gates open to ease movement
between pastures and neighboring
properties (CDFW and Nature
Conservancy lands).

Manage invasive plants.

Install basking structures for turtles at Big
Spring.

Gabilan Ranch
Deer Zone A
Monterey

10,000 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 3 bull elk
and 1 antlerless elk

Issue 3 bull elk tags for the
period of July 1, 2024 through
December 31, 2024

Gabilan Ranch is not
requesting their antlerless elk
tag for the 2024 season.

Maintain perennial water for wildlife and
water retention devices and pipes as
needed.

Burn 200 acres of decadent brush to
improve forage for wildlife.

Remove cattle in May to provide feed and
reduce competition for wildlife.

Treat 0.50 acre of purple star thistle to
enhance and maintain habitats for wildlife.

VMP burns, follow Smoke Management
Plan with CDF and Monterey Air Quality
Control Board in order to improve burn
scheduling flexibility.
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Harvest
Gabilan Ranch Continue an erosion control program to
Cont. reduce sedimentation in the area creeks.

Construct 10 brush piles.
Maintain wood duck boxes.

Grow out gathering field between March
and May.

Contribute to CDFW chronic wasting
disease surveillance by providing
samples from harvested elk.

Hearst Ranch Authorized Harvest: 6 bull elk Improve stock pond for red-legged frogs.
and 6 antlerless elk

San Luis Obispo Irrigate approximately 152 acres in the
Issue 2 bull elk tags for the Arroyo de la Cruz drainage and, if

5,381 Acres period of July 15, 2024 through | necessary, seed with native grassed to
December 1, 2024 produce year-round forage for wildlife.

Issue 3 antlerless elk tags for Continue rotational grazing practices to

the period of September 15, meet the standard for ‘light’ grazing.
2024 through December 1,
2024 Exclude livestock with approximately.

2.50 miles of fencing from the 105-acre
Arroyo de la Cruz riparian corridor during
stream flow.

Treat 1 acre for Spanish broom using
hand pulling and digging. Application of
3% glyphosate or mechanical cutting as
needed.

Treat 1 acre of jubata grass with hand
pulling and application of 2% glyphosate
as needed. Control flower plumes by
bagging and removing or burning.

Install 4 raptor perches.

Monitor/repair/replace escape ramps in
wildlife troughs.




State of California
Department of Fish and Wildlife

Signed original on file,
received March 29, 2024

Memorandum

Date:
To:

From:

Subject:

March 25, 2024

Melissa Miller- Henson
Executive Director
Fish and Game Commission

Charlton H. Bonham
Director

Agenda Item for the April 17-18, 2024 Fish and Game Commission Meeting
Private Lands Wildlife Habitat Enhancement and Management (PLM) Area
Licenses

California Fish and Game Code Section 3406(c) requires that the activities conducted
pursuant to each Private Lands Wildlife Habitat Enhancement and Management Plan
(PLM) shall be reviewed annually by the Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department)
and by the Fish and Game Commission (Commission) at a public hearing. Licenses
for such areas may be granted by the Commission for a period of five (5) years
following department review and approval of the management plan (Title 14, California
Code of Regulations Section 601(a)).

The Department has reviewed the initial management plan for one new property in
one county consisting of approximately 4,988 acres and the 5-year renewals for nine
properties in six counties consisting of approximately 112,818 acres. Additionally, the
Department has reviewed the annual reports for 52 properties in 14 counties
consisting of approximately 550,079 acres.

The Department recommends that the Commission approve the wildlife management
plans, applications, and each 2024/25 harvest program under conditions specified in
the attached tables. Habitat improvements accomplished under these plans will
enhance and maintain wildlife resources on and around the PLM areas. The goals and
objectives stated in the management plans are compatible with Department
management plans for appropriate species in these areas.

The remaining PLM areas will be submitted to the Commission for approval at the
June 19-20, 2024 meeting.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Victoria Barr at (916) 203-0567 or by
email at Victoria.barr@wildlife.ca.gov.

Attachment

ec: Chad Dibble, Deputy Director
Wildlife and Fisheries Division


mailto:victoria.barr@wildlife.ca.gov

Melissa Miller-Henson, Executive Director
Fish and Game Commission

March 25, 2024

Page 2

Scott Gardner, Branch Chief
Wildlife Branch

Mario Klip, Environmental Program Manager
Wildlife Branch

Brett Furnas, Senior Environmental Scientist Supervisor
Wildlife Branch

Victoria Barr, Environmental Scientist
Wildlife Branch
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Harvest
3D Ranch Authorized Harvest: 8 forked- Mechanically crush 18 acres of decadent

Deer Zone B5

horn or better buck deer, 7
bear and 75 quail

brush to improve forage for wildlife. These
areas may also be burned dependent
upon CalFire, all environmental

Tehama Issue 8 buck deer tags for the | evaluations have been completed.
period of August 15, 2024
2,052 Acres through November 30, 2024 Cattle grazing has been planned on a rest
and utilization rotation that considers
No more than 5 buck deer may | forage availability for wildlife.
be harvested after October 27,
2024. Maintain a minimum of 7 acres of forage
plots planted with legumes by replanting
Issue 7 bear tags for the period | as necessary and irrigating.
of August 1, 2024, through
December 31, 2024, or when Plots 6 and 7 will be managed to promote
the season closes because the | turkey mullein through chiseling to
Department has determined remove competition from pasture
that 1,700 bears have been grasses.
harvested. No cubs or females
with cubs will be harvested. Maintain 5 water sources to provide water
Cubs are defined as bears less | for wildlife by checking for broken pipes
than one year of age or bears | and repairing as necessary.
weighing less than 50 pounds.
Remove at least 0.50 mile of unnecessary
Issue 75 quail seals for the interior fencing to prevent wildlife
period of September 1, 2024 entanglement.
through February 28, 2025
Deepening and sealing all water sources
to a depth of at least 5 feet to maintain
available water for wildlife during the year.
Ackerman- Authorized Harvest: 18 forked- | All habitat projects have been completed
Southy horn or better buck deer for this 5-year management plan.
Daugherty WMA
Issue 18 buck deer tags for the
Deer Zone A period of July 15, 2024 through
November 30, 2024
Mendocino

10,831 Acres

No more than 9 buck deer tags
may be harvested after
September 15, 2024
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Harvest
Ackerman- On or before October 15, 2024,
Southy the licensee may request (in
Daugherty WMA | writing) up to 10 additional
Cont. buck tags to accomplish the

authorized harvest.

In no case shall the number of
tags issued be used to exceed
the authorized harvest.

The number of tag holders
actively hunting shall not
exceed the number of deer
available to harvest.

Alexandre Dairy
PLM

Del Norte

1,728 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 2 bull elk
and 4 antlerless elk

Issue 2 bull elk tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through December 31, 2024

Issue 4 antlerless elk tags for
the period of October 1, 2024
through December 31, 2024

Finalized removal of a fish passage
barrier on Tryon Creek.

Finalize installation of the 20 water
troughs for this 5-year management plan.
All water troughs will be maintained and
have wildlife escape ramps.

30 Sitka spruce will be planted and
protected with elk exclusion fencing to
allow proper propagation of the trees.

Seasonal grazing of 30 acres of wetlands
will be excluded from January 1 through
July 15.

Amann Ranch

Mendocino

375 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 1 bull elk
and 1 antlerless elk

Issue 1 bull elk tag for the
period of August 1, 2024
through November 30, 2024.

Issue 1 antlerless elk tag for
the period of September 15,
2024 through November 30,
2024

Irrigate and sub-irrigate at least 225 acres
of pasture for use by wildlife.

Install 2 new elk friendly fence crossing
and repair 2 damaged elk friendly fence
crossings.

Maintain 100 cattle to reduce competition
with elk for forage. Cattle and horses will
be removed from the pastures in October
and allow for wildlife use.

Maintain 16 water troughs and water
tanker by ensuring they are holding
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Amann Ranch
Cont.

adequate water for wildlife and install
escape ramps.

Mow, disc and reseed 25 acres in the
yellow star-thistle treatment area.

Leave unharvested the second cutting of
hay on 342 acres. This will retain
approximately 500 tons of forage
accessible to elk.

Preserve the tri-colored blackbird habitat.

Antler Hill Ranch

Authorized Harvest: 5 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Remove at least 2 acres of coyote brush
that is encroaching into grasslands.

Deer Zone A
Issue 5 buck deer tags for the | Remove final 200 feet of woven wire
Mendocino period July 7, 2024 through fencing in deer travel corridors.
November 30, 2024
900 Acres Clear at least 1.50 acres of chamise by
No more than 3 buck deer may | hand, mechanically or burning.
be taken after September 15,
2024. Remove at least 75% of the overstory on
1.50 acres of timberland, to allow the
growth of new browse.
Remove at least 200 conifer trees up to
16 inches DBH encroaching into
grasslands.
Big Lagoon Authorized Harvest: 5 bull elk All habitat projects have been completed
and 2 antlerless elk for this 5-year management plan.
Humboldt

113,933 acres

Issue 5 bull elk tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through October 31, 2024

On or before October 1, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 1 additional bull
elk tag to accomplish the
authorized harvest.
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Big Lagoon Cont.

In no case shall the number of
tags issued be used to exceed
the authorized harvest.

The number of tag holders
actively hunting shall not
exceed the number of elk
available to harvest.

Issue 2 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 4,
2024 through November 15,
2024

Bridges Ranch
Deer Zone A
Mendocino

1,144 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 10 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 10 buck deer tags for the
period of August 13, 2022
through November 30, 2022

No more than 5 buck deer may
be harvested after September
25, 2022.

All burning has been completed for the 5-
year management plan.

Remove 3 acres of conifer trees 12
inches DBH or less in oak woodland
areas.

Create at least 5 brush piles measuring at
least 15 feet in diameter and 6 feet high.

Install 1 wood duck nesting box near the
lake.

Remove 1 abandoned structure of at least
150 square feet.

Remove 30 yards of woven wire fencing.

Carley Ranch
Deer Zone B1
Mendocino

1,660 acres

Authorized Harvest: 15 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 6 buck deer tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through November 30, 2024

No more than 8 buck deer may
be harvested after October 27,
2024.

On or before October 15, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 9 additional buck

20 acres of controlled burn in the annual
grasslands and chaparral. If this burning
cannot be accomplished, brush rake
removal of at least 5 acres of montane
chaparral will occur.

Maintain all previously developed water
sources (3 springs, 6 guzzlers, and six
associated water tanks) to provide water
for wildlife. Maintenance includes
repairing broken and deteriorating pipes
and other components.
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Carley Ranch
Cont.

deer tags to accomplish the
authorized harvest.

Maintain wildlife-friendly livestock
exclusion fencing around developed
springs and repairing any damage.

Irrigate the 1-acre alfalfa food plot during
the dry season. The plot is fenced with
wildlife-friendly fencing to exclude
livestock.

Maintenance of 30 fruit trees have been
planted and protected with wire fencing to
provide a wildlife food source.

Plant at least 3 acres of dryland forage
mix for wildlife.

Road maintenance and erosion control
practices will be completed on roads.

No livestock grazing on the ranch as it is
used for wildlife habitat only.

Christensen
Ranch

Deer Zone B1
Mendocino

1,061 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 22 deer of
which no more than 15 may be
forked-horn or better buck deer
and 7 may be antlerless deer

Issue 22 either-sex deer tags
for the period of August 1,
2024 through November 30,
2024

No antlerless deer shall be
harvested before September
15, 2024.

No more than 7 buck deer may
be harvested after October 27,
2024.

On or before October 15, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 12 additional
either-sex tags to accomplish
the authorized harvest.

Erosion control on ranch roads to reduce
chances of sediment run off into nearby
watercourses.

Continue to promote bald eagle nesting
through the retention of snags and large
trees.

Annual maintenance on 8 previously
developed springs and repair any broken
water pipes.

Plant Brassica seed in the fall by
manually seeding and raking in fresh pig
rooting areas. The extent of this activity
will depend on pig activity but is expected
to represent at least 3 sites this year,
scattered throughout the ranch.

Exclude cattle from the ranch; no cattle
leases are proposed under the PLM 5-
year management plan.
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Christensen The number of tag holders
Ranch Cont. actively hunting shall not Remove conifers up to 12 inches DBH
exceed the number of deer from oak woodlands on 2 acres.
available to harvest.
In no case shall the number of | Install 2 escape ramps into water troughs.
tags issued be used to exceed
the authorized harvest. Maintain Star thistle control project using
appropriate herbicide treatments on 2
acres.
Create 3 slash piles that are at least 6
feet high and 10 feet wide at the base.
Diamond C Authorized Harvest: 17 forked- | Remove or replace (with wildlife friendly
Outfitters horn or better buck deer fencing) at least 522 yards of wildlife

Deer Zone B1

Issue 17 buck deer tags for the
period of July 15, 2024 through

unfriendly fencing.

Maintain at least 125 acres of previously

Humboldt November 30, 2024 treated oak woodlands by removing all
conifers.
3,200 Acres No more than 7 buck deer may
be harvested after October 27, | Remove all conifers from at least 10
2024. acres of oak woodlands in new areas.
Treat at least 8 acres and 2.25 linear
miles of star thistle through hand pulling
or herbicide.
Create at least 1 brush pile measuring at
least 15 feet by 6 feet.
Eden Valley Authorized Harvest: 8 bull elk, | Maintain 23 water sources by repairing
Ranch 7 antlerless elk, 20 forked-horn | any damaged parts.

Deer Zone B1
Mendocino

20,789 Acres

or better buck deer, and 5
antlerless deer

Issue 8 bull elk tags for the
period of July 13, 2024 through
December 15, 2024

Issue 7 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024 through December 15,
2024

To improve wildlife forage plant, fertilize
and irrigate a 100-acre area with oats,
legumes, and grasses in pivot #1, pivot
#2, and the canon field.

Reseed at least 100 acres of pastures
used by wildlife.

Exclude livestock from 10,000 acres on
the east side of Eden Valley to improve
wildlife forage.

Monitor and maintain the 4 existing rail-
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Harvest
Issue 20 buck deer tags for the | type elk crossings and add 5 per year to
Eden Valley period of July 13, 2024 through | fences outside the valley.
Ranch Cont. November 30, 2024

No more than 7 buck deer may
be taken after October 27,
2024.

Issue 5 antlerless deer tags for
the period of September 15,
2024 through November 30,
2024

To improve wildlife forage, manage
livestock grazing in the 4 pastures on a
rest-rotation basis, with cattle primarily
spending spring/summer in the upland
pastures and fall/winter in the lowland
pastures.

Remove 0.25 miles of woven wire
fencing.

Maintain road surfaces and culverts to
reduce sedimentation of waterways.

Maintain exterior and interior wildlife
friendly fences.

Treat with herbicide at least 25 acres of
yellow starthistle per year.

Burn at least 30 acres of yellow star
thistle per year.

Plant all burned brush piles in M&M mix
#2.

Create 10 brush piles per year for wildlife
at least 20 feet in diameter and 10 feet
high.

Plant 25 willow shoots near
impoundments excluded from livestock to
shade and help maintain cooler
temperatures.

Develop or redevelop and add one water
tank if required in at least one pasture per
year.

Install 6 wood duck boxes.
Develop and create at least a 0.25-acre

plot planted in M&M seed mix in the Jarbo
Pasture.
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Add escape ramps in water troughs in
Paradise Mountain pasture.

Hunter Ranch
Deer Zone B1
Humboldt

16,103 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 20 forked-
horn or better buck deer and 2
bull elk

Issue 20 buck deer tags for the
period of July 15, 2024 through
November 30, 2024

No more than 7 buck deer may
be harvested after October 27,
2024.

Issue 2 bull elk tag for the
period September 1, 2024
through October 31, 2024

Remove encroaching conifers from at
least 60 acres of oak woodland. A total of
414 acres have been identified to provide
flexibility to meet this 300-acre
requirement:

Treatment Group 1 consists of
approximately 74 acres. These
woodlands are encroached by pre-
emergent Douglas-fir. Restoration
activities shall include removal of all
conifers < 12 inches DBH.

Treatment Group 2 consists of
approximately 200 acres. These
woodlands have emergent Douglas-fir
and will be treated under a Timber
Harvest Plan (THP) currently in
development. These areas are to be
treated using a combination of special
prescriptions; White and Black Oak
Woodland Management and Meadow
Restoration silviculture. Restoration
activities shall include removal of conifers
= 12 inches DBH. Larger Douglas-fir may
be retained as wildlife trees as per the
THP where they exist. Further treatments
for conifers <12 inches DBH will be
considered in the next PLM 5-year
management plan.

Treatment Group 3 consists of
approximately 140 acres. These
woodlands are encroached by pre-
emergent and emergent Douglas-fir.
Restoration activities shall include
removal of all conifers < 10 inches DBH
where noncommercial treatments are
implemented, and removal of all conifers
between 10 feet and 24 feet in diameter
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Harvest
under an Oak Woodland Management
Exemption.
Klamath PLM Authorized Harvest: 2 bull elk All habitat projects have been completed
and 2 antlerless elk for this 5-year management plan.
Humboldt

32,594 acres

Issue 2 bull elk tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through October 31, 2024

On or before October 1, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 1 additional bull
elk tag to accomplish the
authorized harvest.

In no case shall the number of
tags issued be used to exceed
the authorized harvest.

The number of tag holders
actively hunting shall not
exceed the number of elk
available to harvest.

Issue 2 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 7,
2024 through November 15,
2024

Miller-Eriksen
Ranch

Deer Zone B1
Mendocino

983 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 16 deer of
which no more than 14 may be
forked-horn or better buck and
2 may be antlerless deer and 1
bull elk

Issue 10 either-sex tag for the
period of July 13, 2024 through
November 30, 2024

Plant 100 pounds of commercial pasture
seed mix in the areas of feral hog rooting
to provide food and cover for wildlife.

Maintain 0.50 mile of low elk crossing
fences.

Timber thinning on at least 0.50 acre to
create new browse.

Build 100 brush piles throughout the
property to provide wildlife cover.
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Miller-Eriksen

No antlerless deer shall be
harvested before September

Maintain the reduced number of livestock,
not to exceed 25 cow/calf pairs.

Ranch Cont. 15, 2024.
Herbicide treatment of at least 1 acre of
Issue 14 buck deer tags for the | yellow star thistle.
period of July 8, 2024 through
November 30, 2024 Burn 125 brush piles created in previous
years.
Issue 2 antlerless deer tags tag
for the period of September 15, | Maintain livestock exclusion pasture
2024 through November 30, totaling at least 33 acres.
2024
Maintain 15 water developments.
No more than 7 buck deer may
be harvested after October 27, | Burn at least 8 acres of oak woodlands.
2024.
Burn or thin at least 2 acres of decadent
On or before October 15, 2024, | chaparral.
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 7 additional
either-sex tags to accomplish
the authorized harvest.
Issue 1 bull elk tags for the
period of July 10, 2024 through
November 9, 2024
R-R Ranch Authorized Harvest: 2 bull and | Irrigate a 7-acre alfalfa pasture. If the
6 antlerless elk alfalfa production falls below a total cover
Mendocino of 50% in the fall, rip, replant and roll the
Issue 2 bull elk tags for the pasture at a rate of 20 Ibs./acre the
1,470 Acres period of July 18, 2024 through | following March or April with a clover and

November 30, 2024

Issue 4 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 5,
2024 through November 30,
2024

On or before October 15, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 2 additional
antlerless elk tags to

alfalfa seed mix to provide high quality
forage for wildlife. The first cutting of hay
will be removed and all subsequent
growth will be left for wildlife use.

Maintain the existing 100-acre dryland
plot with a rye grass/clover mix by
harvesting and thatching every summer.

Maintain 2 ponds, 3 springs, and 2 water
troughs for wildlife use.
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accomplish the authorized
harvest.

Exclude livestock from the ranch to
improve forage and cover for wildlife.

Create at least 4 wood piles at least 15
feet in diameter and 6 feet high for
wildlife. Recycle 50% of existing decadent
wood piles by burning.

Finalize a control burning plan for the
ranch with the goal of burning at least 15
acres per year.

Evaluate invasive species on at least 100
acres each year. Initiate treatment on at
least 10 acres if invasive species reach
25% cover.

Rainbow Ridge
PLM

Humboldt
Deer Zone B4

21,300 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 15 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 15 buck deer tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through November 30, 2024

No more than 8 buck deer may
be harvested after September
29, 2024.

Finalize treatment of at least 6 acres of
conifer removal less than or equal to 12
inches DBH from oak woodlands and
prairies in unit E.

All other habitat projects have been
completed for this 5-year management
plan.

R Wild Horse
Ranch

Deer Zone B5
Tehama

4,000 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 4 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 4 buck deer tags for the
period of November 19, 2024
through November 22, 2024

Mechanically treat at least 10 acres of
decadent brush to promote new growth
and create wildlife travel corridors.

Create a 0.50-acre dugout water
catchment basin to provide a water
source for wildlife.

Build at least 10 brush piles (each 20 feet
in diameter) to provide escape cover for
wildlife.

Burn brush piles created in 2019.
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Seven Springs
Ranch

Deer Zone A
Mendocino

2,250 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 9 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 9 buck deer tags for the
period of July 13, 2024,
through November 30, 2024.

No more than 4 buck deer may
be harvested after September
15, 2024.

Exclude livestock grazing from the PLM
area to increase habitat quality for wildlife.

Remove 0.20 miles of dilapidated woven
wire fencing.

Plant 0.125 acres of clover and vetch
seed on washouts along roads and slides.

Cut and mechanically treat, by uprooting,
approximately 1 acre of young Douglas fir
which are growing on ridges within the
oak woodland area.

Mechanically treat at least 1.25 acres,
with heavy equipment, by removing and
crushing decadent brush above the root
crown (chaparral areas).

Will cut the decadent branch growth off
willows that were planted in springs and
washouts in prior years.

Shamrock Ranch
Deer Zone B1
Mendocino

16,400 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 8 bull elk,
10 antlerless elk, 50 deer of
which no more than 30 may be
forked-horn or better buck
deer, and 20 may be antlerless
deer

Issue 8 bull elk tags for the
period of July 12, 2024 through
December 12, 2024

Issue 10 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024 through December 12,
2024

Issue 35 either-sex deer tags
for the period of July 12, 2024
through November 30, 2024

No antlerless deer shall be
harvested before September
15, 2024.

Continued removal and/or treatment of
invasive scotch broom in the Anderson
pasture near the springs.

Fertilize and irrigate 15 acres of hay
meadow from mid-July through mid-
September to provide forage for wildlife.

Rebuild the fencing at the 6-acre Meyer
pasture livestock exclosure.

Initiate a high intensity/ short duration
cattle grazing treatment in the Meyers
exclosure to remove accumulated mature,
decadent forage.

Remove and/or treat 4 acres of invasive
scotch broom and restore and protect 2
springs.

Create 3 new brush piles in the Meyer
Pasture sub-area. 3 mature brush piles
will be burned and reseeded.
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Shamrock Ranch
Cont.

No more than 15 buck deer
may be taken after October 27,
2024.

On or before October 15, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 15 additional
either-sex deer tags to
accomplish the authorized
harvest.

Leave approximately 10.5 acres of hay
meadow in the North Meadow and 30 feet
wide by approximately 1,900 feet long
buffer strip along Long Valley Creek in the
South Meadow during haying to provide
mature forage for elk and cover for the
calves.

Limit cattle grazing in the hay meadows
and surrounding area which
encompasses approximately 200 acres to
mid-October through mid-December.

Remove 660 feet of old woven wire
fencing in the Meyers Pasture sub-area to
reduce wildlife entanglement.

Check and maintain 21 ponds and 8
springs. Repair an existing spring box
which feeds an off-channel pond (Sawmill
Pond and spring). The pond will be
fenced to provide water and habitat for
wildlife.

Six Point Ranch
Deer Zone A
Mendocino

3,960 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 12 forked-
horned or better deer, 3 bull elk
and 5 antlerless elk

Issue 12 buck deer tags for the
period of July 15, 2024 through
November 30, 2024

No more than 4 buck deer may
be harvested after September
27, 2024.

Issue 3 bull elk tags for the
period of July 20, 2024 through
December 1, 2024

Issue 5 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024 through November 1,
2024

On or before October 15, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 1 bull elk tag and
3 additional antlerless elk tags

Maintain 7 miles of roads and water bars
where slopes are greater than 15% to
reduce sediment entering waterways.

Seed along 7 miles roads for wildlife
forages and erosion control.

Create 15 wildlife brush piles at least 8
feet high and 30 feet in diameter.

Place tree stems and brush in the head
cuts in at least 5 locations to decrease
soil erosion on the upland areas.

There will be no cattle grazing on the
ranch this year in accordance with the
rest period outlined in the management
plan.

Maintain exclusion fencing around
Matthews Ranch Lake and riparian.
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Six Point Ranch
Cont.

to accomplish the authorized
harvest.

In no case shall the number of
tags issued be used to exceed
the authorized harvest.

The number of tag holders
actively hunting shall not
exceed the number of elk
available to harvest.

Remove at least 50 feet of fence barriers
and replace with elk crossings of wildlife
friendly fencing.

Maintain all the water developments,
name and map them all for better
management in the future.

Plant 10 acres of forage plots for deer
utilization.

Establish a 2-acre exclusion plot for deer
fawning area.

Treat at least 10 acres of yellow star
thistle.

Spring Valley
Ranch

Deer Zone A
Mendocino

4,860 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 24 forked-
horn or better buck deer, 4 bull
elk and 1 antlerless elk tag

Issue 24 buck deer tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through November 30, 2024

No more than 8 buck deer may
be harvested after September
15, 2024.

Issue 4 bull elk tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through November 30, 2024

On or before October 15, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 1 additional bull
elk tag to complete the
authorized harvest.

In no case shall the number of
tags issued be used to exceed
the authorized harvest.

The number of tag holders
actively hunting shall not
exceed the number of elk
available to harvest.

Remove at least 10 acres of conifer
removal in oak woodlands.

Maintain 10 previous water development
projects.

Create at least 10 brush piles at least 6
feet tall and 10 feet in diameter at the
base.

Remove and manipulate at least 5 acres
of brush manipulation by tractor, hand,
and/or herbicide to control scotch broom
and coyote brush to improve wildlife
forage.

Mechanical removal of at least 1 acre of
blackberries to create clearings for
wildlife.

Mechanical removal of at least 2 acres of
manzanita to create clearings for wildlife.

Repair existing elk crossings as
necessary and construct 1 new elk
crossing.

Remove at least 1,000 feet of woven wire
cross fencing to reduce wildlife
entanglement.
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Issue 1 antlerless elk tag for
the period of September 15,
2024 through November 30,
2024

Maintain 2 ponds (1-large 5-acre pond
with 1-smaller pond) for use by migratory
birds and other wildlife, including large
mammals. The pond provides year-round
water, as well as roosting, feeding, and
nesting habitat.

At least 1 mile of road maintenance and
erosion control measures to lessen the
sedimentation in waterways.

Burn at least 5 decadent brush piles.

Stackhouse
Ranch

Shasta

Deer Zone C3

400 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 2 deer of
which no more than 1 may be
antlerless deer

Issue 2 either-sex deer tags for
the period of September 1,
2024 through November 30,
2024

No antlerless deer shall be
harvested before September
15, 2024.

Conduct at least a 5-acre prescribed burn
under the mature oak stands.

Allow regrowth of important brush species
to 3 feet in the 100 acres of thinned
plantations.

Plant black oak seedlings.

Complete 20 acre thinning and fuels
management project.

Control invasive blackberries on 15 acres
at the pond and restored meadows
through spraying with appropriate
herbicide.

Maintain 6 wood duck nesting boxes.

Complete 20 acre thinning and fuels
management project.

Stewart Ranch
Deer Zone B1
Trinity

11,006 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 36 forked-
horn or better buck deer and 5
antlerless deer

Issue 36 buck deer tags for the
period of July 20, 2024,
through November 30, 2024.
10 of those tags shall be
provided to apprentice or
first-time hunters, and 1 shall
be donated to a Hunter
Education Instructor.

Rebuild wildlife friendly fencing and
rebuild irrigation for all wildlife food plots
that burned. Replant 4 irrigated food plots
(10 acres total) with clover, chicory, and
brassica to provide forage for wildlife at
least every 4 years.

Replant at least 11 acres of dryland food
plots with barley, wheat, oats, plantain,
and grains.

Maintain 8 water sources (ponds and
springs) with cattle exclusion fencing by
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Stewart Ranch
Cont.

Issue 3 antlerless deer tags for
the period of September 15,
2024 through November 30,
2024

No more than 18 buck deer
may be harvested after
October 23, 2024.

On or before October 15, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 5 additional
either-sex deer tags to
accomplish the authorized
harvest.

In no case shall the number of
tags issued be used to exceed
the authorized harvest.

The number of tag holders
actively hunting shall not
exceed the number of deer
available to harvest.

inspecting and repairing any damaged
parts.

Maintain the 200-yard buffer Golden
Eagle nesting site protection area below
“TinaMarie’s Rock”

Maintain all 15 wood duck nesting boxes
by repairing and replacing damaged
boxes and checking annually for nesting

activity.

Retreat conifer removal projects that have
regrown.

Stover Ranch
Humboldt

7,000 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 4 bull elk
and 2 antlerless elk

Issue 4 bull elk tags for the
period September 1, 2024,
through November 15, 2024.

Issue 2 antlerless elk tags for
the period September 4, 2024
through November 15, 2024

One of the antlerless elk tags
will be made available for DFW
to distribute to an Apprentice
Hunter through the SHARE
Program. The SHARE
program will reimburse the
PLM for the tag fee, but the
PLM will otherwise provide the
hunt free of charge.

Treat at least 33 acres of oak woodland/
prairie margin. Removing all conifer trees
less than or equal to 12 inches DBH.

Treat at least 50 acres of Grassland core
treatment. Removing all conifer trees less
than or equal to 18 inches DBH.
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Summer Camp
Ranch

Deer Zone B1
Mendocino
38,502 Acres

Summer Camp
Ranch Cont.

Authorized Harvest: 80 forked-
horn or better buck deer and 1
bull elk

Issue 80 buck deer tags for the
period of July 13, 2024 through
November 30, 2024

No more than 40 buck deer
may be taken after October 27,
2024.

Issue 1 bull elk tag for the
period of July 13, 2024 through
November 30, 2024

On or before October 15, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 20 additional
buck deer tags and 1 additional
bull elk tag to accomplish the
authorized harvest.

In no case shall the number of
tags issued be used to exceed
the authorized harvest.

The number of deer or elk tag
holders actively hunting shall
not exceed the number of deer
or elk available to harvest.

Maintain 3 irrigated wildlife forage areas,
totaling 12.50 acres.

Maintain RE2 riparian exclusion areas
totaling 0.50 acre by repairing any
damaged fencing and willows will be
monitored for survival.

Maintain 14 developed springs by
checking and repairing any damage.

Exclude livestock grazing from July
through October.

Improved grazing management on the 9-
acre Garcey Unit to leave a minimum of
1000 pound per acre RDM.

Create a 25-acre shaded fuel break
throughout this 5-year period (5 acres
each year). The fuel break will be up to
100 feet in width along both sides of
approximately 1 mile of existing
permanent roadway.

Create at least 20 slash piles that are a
minimum of 10 feet in diameter.

Remove planted conifers in 5 acres of
grassland areas to improve forage for
wildlife.

Cattle will be removed from the PLM from
July through October.

Maintain approximately 7 miles of

riparian fencing on the Eel River and
repair any damage.

Maintain a minimum of 10 miles of road to
prevent sedimentation into the Eel River
system. Road maintenance will generally
include grading roads, pulling inside
ditches where they exist, shaping the
road surface to promote proper drainage,
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Summer Camp
Ranch Cont.

and inspection/repair of drainage facilities
such as cross drains and culverts.

Burn 100 acres of brush and grasslands
in coordination with CalFire Vegetation
Management Program to rejuvenate
vegetation and control conifers invading
oak woodlands.

Burns throughout the 5-year period with
the CAL FIRE Vegetation Management
Program are dependent upon conditions,
if burning cannot be conducted during the
five-year project, 25 acres of planted
ponderosa pine in grassland areas will be
treated for conifer removal as an
alternative.

Travis Ranch
Deer Zone B1
Trinity

11,907 Acres

Travis Ranch
Cont.

Authorized Harvest: 15 deer of
which no more than 5 may be
antlerless deer

Issue 15 either-sex deer tags
for the period of July 15, 2024
through November 30, 2024

Buck deer must be forked-horn
or better.

No antlerless deer shall be
harvested before September
15, 2024.

No more than 8 buck deer may
be harvested after October 27,
2024.

Remove all dead plant material less than
or equal to 10 inches DBH from at least
20 acres of oak woodlands.

Create 5 brush piles at least 6 feet tall
and 10 feet in diameter at the base.

Wiggins Ranch
Humboldt

16,657 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 2 bull elk
and 2 antlerless elk

Issue 2 bull elk tags for the
period of August 1, 2024
through October 31, 2024

Issue 2 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 4,

Remove encroaching conifers less than
or equal to 12 inches DBH from at least
50 acres of oak woodland and adjacent
grasslands.

Within the treatment area at least 20
conifers greater than 12 inches DBH wiill
be girdled.
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2024 through November 15,
2024

On or before October 1, 2024,
the licensee may request (in
writing) up to 1 additional bull
elk tag to complete the
authorized harvest.

One of the antlerless elk tags
will be made available for DFW
to distribute to an Apprentice
Hunter through the SHARE

Program. The SHARE program
will reimburse the PLM for the
tag fee, but the PLM will
otherwise provide the hunt free
of charge.

Wilkinson
Hunting Club

Deer Zone B1
Humboldt/ Trinity

5,376 acres

Authorized Harvest: 14 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 14 buck tags for the
period of August 19, 2024,
through November 30, 2024.

No more than 7 buck deer may
be harvested after October 27,
2024.

Remove 10 acres of conifer trees 12
inches DBH or less in oak woodland
areas.

Remove at least 2,200 feet of abandoned
fencing.

Create at least 2 brush piles measuring at
least 15 feet in diameter and 6 feet high.

Create a 1 acre planted food plot
enclosed by 3-foot electric fencing to
keep wild pigs and cattle out but allow
deer passage.

Develop or rehabilitate 2 springs.
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BAY DELTA REGION

PLM Area

2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest

Habitat Improvement Program

Corral Hollow
Ranch

Deer Zone A

San Joaquin
County

2,772 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 1 bull elk

Issue 1 bull elk tag for the
periods of July 15, 2024
through September 15, 2024
and November 15, 2024
through December 15, 2024.

Provide 480 acres of grasslands for
exclusive use by elk.

Continue to implement a rotational cattle
grazing regime to provide adequate
forage for elk.

Leave downed and standing dead trees,
including those that are a result of the
SCU Lightning Complex and Corral Fires.

Fence off a 30-acre section to establish
elk forage plots. Five-acre plots are to be
disked and planted each year for the next
5 years, resulting in 25 acres of planted
forage. Seed mixes should contain a
mixture of native grasses and forbs.

Build and install 5 peeler-core elk
crossings over the next 5 years. Two of
these crossings will be located on the
forage plot boundary fence and should be
completed during the first year of this
plan.

Coon Creek
Ranch

Deer Zone A

Santa Clara
County

1,650 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 8 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 8 buck deer tags to take
for the periods of July 11, 2024
through November 30, 2024.

Brush approximately 10 new acres of
chaparral.

Pile brush and burn.
Maintain springs and pond.

Limit cattle grazing to 80 acres of ranch.
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CENTRAL REGION

PLM Area

2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest

Habitat Improvement Program

Alexander Ranch
Deer Zone A
Monterey

786 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 1 bull elk,
2 antlerless elk and 1 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 1 bull elk tag for the
period of July 2, 2024, through
December 31, 2024

Issue 2 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 31,
2024

Issue 1 buck deer tag for the
period of July 2, 2024, through
November 30, 2024.

Maintain existing springs, troughs and
reservoirs to provide water for wildlife.

Conduct 2 elk counts per year (count deer
when possible, too).

Create 5 brush piles for use by wildlife.

Mechanically crush or manipulate 5 acres
of decadent brush to improve forage for
wildlife.

Limit cattle stocking rate to 75 animals to
enhance and provide habitat and feed for
wildlife.

Avenales Ranch

San Luis Obispo
County

11,300 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 4 bull elk
and 3 antlerless elk

Issue 3 bull elk tags for the
period of July 15, 2024,
through December 1, 2024.

Issue 3 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 1,
2024.

Repair, maintain, and upgrade wildlife
projects which were built in 2019.

Install a 5,000-gallon water tank, rain
catch cover, fencing, and Wildlife friendly
water trough for wildlife usage on the
lower Power line road.

Install an extra 5000-gallon water tank for
extra water storage.

Install 1 wildlife friendly water trough.

Work with local college students on
research on the mountain king snake.
This would consist of allowing them to
access the ranch, helping with access to
remote back county and recording any
sighting we come across.
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PLM Area

2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest

Habitat Improvement Program

Bardin Ranch
Deer Zone A
Monterey

8,000 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 2 bull elk
tags (every other year), and 1
antlerless elk tag (annually)

Issue 2 bull elk tag for the
period of October 1, 2024,
through December 31, 2024.

Issue 4 antlerless elk tags for
the period of October 1, 2024,
through December 31, 2024.

Plant forage in the Gabilan elk and two
hay fields.

Mechanically clear and pile brush to
improve grazing and enhance bird nesting
habitat.

Maintain all water supplies, springs, water
troughs, and dams and remove brush in
springs.

Continue livestock grazing rotation and
construct elk crossings.

Implement improvements to storage
reservoirs.

Contribute to CDFW chronic wasting
disease surveillance by providing
samples from harvested elk.

Camp 5 Ouitfitters
— Roth Ranch

Deer Zone A

Monterey/San
Luis Obispo

5,800 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 2 bull elk,
1 antlerless elk, 6 forked-horn
or better buck deer, and 3
either-sex deer

Issue 2 bull elk tags for the
period of July 2, 2024, through
December 31, 2024.

Issue 1 antlerless elk tag for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 31,
2024.

Issue 6 buck deer tags for the
period of July 2, 2024, through
November 30, 2024.

Issue 3 either- sex deer tags
for the period of September 1,
2024 through November 30,
2024 for antlerless deer.

Maintain perennial water for wildlife and
water retention devices and pipes as
needed.

Plant 100 acres of grain for wildlife.
Plant 20 acres safflower for wildlife
Build a 20 foot x 20 foot brush pile.

Continue to keep cattle grazing at 20% of
carrying capacity.

Contribute to CDFW chronic wasting
disease surveillance by providing
samples from harvested elk.
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PLM Area

2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest

Habitat Improvement Program

Carnaza Ranch

San Luis Obispo
County

8,475 acres

Authorized Harvest: 3 bull elk
and 3 antlerless elk

Issue 3 bull elk tags for the
period of July 15, 2024,
through December 31, 2024.

Issue 3 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 31,
2024.

Plant 100 acres of barley for wildlife.
Plant 10 trees.

Keep water troughs full year-round.

Chimney Rock
Ranch

San Luis Obispo
County

Authorized Harvest: 3 bull elk
and 10 forked-horn or better
buck deer

Issue 3 bull elk tags for the
period of July 15, 2024,

Construct 10+ brush piles for wildlife
cover. Will burn old, collapsed piles,
weather/burn days permitting.

Defer cattle from Lake Pasture from early
spring thru mid-fall.

6,500 Acres through November 30, 2024.
Continue to monitor/repair and/or improve
Issue 16 buck deer tags for the | all water sources.
period beginning July 15, 2024,
through November 30, 2024. Spray yellow star thistle, medusa head,
thistles, etc. in Lake Pasture and on San
At the request of the licensee Marcos Dam.
on or before October 25th, the
licensee may request an
addition of 4 deer tags to
accomplish the authorized
harvest.
Clark & White Authorized Harvest: 3 bull elk Plant 1,000 acres of barley for use by elk
Ranch and 2 antlerless elk and other wildlife.

San Luis Obispo
County

5,660 Acres

Issue 3 bull elk tags for the
period of July 15, 2024,
through December 15, 2024.

Issue 2 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 15,
2024.

Repair 1 dam to increase standing water
and enhance riparian/marsh habitats.
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PLM Area 2024 Proposed Season and Habitat Improvement Program
Harvest
D- Rafter L Authorized Harvest: 2 bull elk, | Maintain existing brush piles by adding
Ranch 1 antlerless elk new brush to the tops/edges of the brush

San Luis Obispo
County

3,156 Acres

Issue 2 bull elk tags for the
period of July 15, 2024,
through December 31, 2024.

Issue 1 antlerless elk tag for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 31,
2024.

piles.

Create brush pile #11 near Pond 2 for bird
and small animal cover.

Maintain duck boxes at Ponds 1-8.

Maintain goose/turtle platforms at Ponds
2 and 3.

Maintain pond turtle basking structures at
Ponds 4 and 10.

Maintain oak trees for mast production by
preserving existing oak trees and
woodlands, and preventing brush
encroachment through livestock grazing.

Leave downed woody material for wildlife
use.

Maintain operational status of two existing
water projects.

Plant 5 valley oak trees from acorns
collected on site.

DeFrancesco/
Eaton Ranch
Deer Zone: A
Merced

4,149 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 10 forked-
horn or better buck deer, 3 bull
elk, and 3 cow elk

Issue 10 buck deer tags for the
period of July 13, 2024,
through November 30, 2024.

Issue 3 bull elk tags for the
period of July 13, 2024,
through November 30, 2024.

Issue 3 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 14,
2024, through November 30,
2024.

Plant and maintain 5 acres of winter
forage in area where juniper removal took
place.

Eliminate cattle grazing on APNs 087-
070-011 and 087-070-013 between June
1, 2024 and December 31, 2024.

Maintain water supply troughs at Main
spring, Deer Camp, Laurel spring,
Squirrel Spring, & Hay Barn.
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PLM Area

2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest

Habitat Improvement Program

Hartnell Ranch

Authorized Harvest: 1 bull elk,
2 antlerless elk and 2 forked-

Maintain existing springs, troughs and
reservoirs to provide water for wildlife.

Deer Zone A horn or better buck deer
Conduct 3 elk counts per year (count
Monterey Issue 1 bull elk tag for the deer, when possible, t00).
period of July 2, 2024, through
4,600 Acres December 31, 2024. Create 8 brush piles for use by wildlife.
Issue 2 antlerless elk tags for Mechanically crush or manipulate 10
the period of September 15, acres of decadent brush to improve
2024, to December 31, 2024. forage for wildlife.
Issue 2 forked horn or better Limit Cattle stocking rate to 250 animals
buck deer tags for the period of | to maintain reserve habitats for wildlife.
July 2, 2024, to November 30,
2024.
Indian Valley Authorized Harvest: 3 bull elk, Burn or brush crush 3-5 acres of
Cattle Company | 2 antlerless elk and 4 forked- chaparral.
(IVCC) - horn or better bucks
Lombardo Ranch Create 4-6 brush piles for use by wildlife.
Issue 3 bull elk tags for the
Deer Zone A period of July 15, 2024, Maintain cattle stocking rate of
through December 31, 2024. approximately 300 animals to provide
Monterey feed and reduce competition with wildlife.

12,500 Acres

Issue 2 antlerless elk tag for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 31,
2024.

Issue 4 buck deer tags for the
period of July 2, 2024, through
November 30, 2024.

Plant 350 acres of barley.

Rotationally graze all pastures and rest
others to increase wildlife access. No
grazing in the Big Sandy Creek.

Rotate cattle grazing of volunteer barley
to facilitate wildlife use.

Rehabilitate 25-50 acres of abandoned
farmland to improve habitat value.

Lewis Ranch

Deer Zone A

San Benito

512 Acres

Authorized Harvest: Issue 1
bull elk tag (every other year),
and 1 antlerless elk tag
(annually)

Issue 1 bull elk tag for the
period of July 15, 2024,
through December 31, 2024.

Maintain perennial water for wildlife and
repair collection devices and troughs as
needed.

Clean and repair 4 existing owl boxes.
Check 4 bat boxes.

Create 12 brush piles for use by wildlife.
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PLM Area 2024 Proposed Season and Habitat Improvement Program
Harvest
Lewis Ranch Issue 1 antlerless elk tag for Disc/plant/fertilize 8 fields with barley.
Cont. the period of September 15,
2024, to December 31, 2024. No grazing of livestock on 512 acres.
Lone Ranch Authorized Harvest: 3 bull elk, | Maintain perennial water for wildlife and
2 antlerless elk and 4 forked- repair collection devices and troughs as
Deer Zone A horn or better buck deer needed.
San Benito Issue 3 bull elk tags for the Repair and improve Red Mountain Pond

12,500 Acres

period of August 1, 2024,
through December 31, 2024.

Issue 2 antlerless elk tag for
the period of September 15,
2024, to December 31, 2024.

Issue 4 forked horned or better
buck deer tags for the period of
July 2, 2024, through
November 30, 2024.

Spring to provide clean drinking water for
wildlife.

Rest Lower McCoy Pasture (1,500 acres),
Cabin Pasture (300 acres), Loco Flat
Pasture (200 acres) and Johnson Pasture
(1,200 acres).

Install 3 elk crossings in McCoy.
Treat noxious weeds, such as yellow-star

thistle, with herbicide in Driveway and
Devil's Canyon.

Morisoli Ranch
Deer Zone A
Monterey and
San Benito

Counties

14,700 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 4 bull elk
and 4 antlerless elk

Issue 4 bull elk tags for the
period of July 1, 2024, through
December 31, 2024.

Issue 4 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 31,
2024.

Maintain perennial water for wildlife and
water retention devices and pipes as
needed — develop one new water source
for wildlife.

Mechanically clear 5 acres of old growth
brush to stimulate new forage growth for
use by wildlife.

Upgrade/improve old elk crossings and
install one additional crossing.

Construct and install 1 owl next box.

Construct additional water storage tank,
lines and troughs.

Plant a minimum of 10 acres of dryland
forage mix to provide wildlife forage.
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PLM Area

2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest

Habitat Improvement Program

Contribute to CDFW chronic wasting
disease surveillance by providing
samples from harvested elk.

Peachtree Ranch
Deer Zone A
Monterey

32,104 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 7 bull elk
and 4 antlerless elk

Issue 7 bull elk tags for the
period of July 2, 2024, through
December 31, 2024.

Issue 4 antlerless elk tag for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 31,
2024.

*This represents an increase in
tag allocation (2 additional bull
elk tag and 1 additional
antlerless tag)

Maintain perennial water for wildlife and
water retention devices and pipes as
needed.

Build 1 elk crossing.

Conduct 10-12 elk counts.

Report the vegetation height by pasture
after the steers have shipped.

Install 15 escape ramps in water troughs.
Contribute to CDFW chronic wasting

disease surveillance by providing
samples from harvested elk.

Pine Mountain
Ranch

Deer Zone A

San Benito
County

1,621 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 4 forked-
horn or better buck deer

Issue 4 buck deer tags for the
period of July 2, 2024, through
November 20, 2024.

Maintain perennial water for wildlife and
water retention devices and pipes as
needed — develop 1 new water source for
wildlife.

Continue to mechanically clear or brush
crush decadent to stimulate new forage
growth for use by wildlife.

Plant a minimum of additional dryland
forage mix to provide wildlife forage.

Repair and maintain fencing as needed —
continue to remove interior fencing to
encourage wildlife to traverse the
property.
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Harvest
Contribute to CDFW chronic wasting
disease surveillance by providing
samples from harvested elk.
Rancho La Authorized Harvest: 2 bull elk, | Clean and maintain water points on the
Cuesta 1 antlerless elk, and 4 forked- | ranch to provide water for wildlife.
horn or better buck deer
Deer Zone A Provide water for the upper ranch.
Issue 2 bull elk tags for the
San Benito period of July 15, 2024, Continue to repair pond damage that
through December 31, 2024. | occurred in 2023.
4,000 Acres

Issue 1 antlerless elk tag for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 31,
2024.

Issue 2 buck deer tags for the
period of July 15, 2024,
through November 30, 2024

Rancho La Cuesta is not
requesting their full allocation of
deer tags.

Plant 5 acres of grass and legumes to
provide high quality food for elk and deer.

Maintain 2,350-acre cattle free refuge on
the upper portion of the ranch for
exclusive use by wildlife.

Burn or mechanically manipulate 5 acres
of decadent chaparral to stimulate growth
of quality browse for wildlife.

Contribute to CDFW chronic wasting
disease surveillance by providing
samples from harvested elk.

Rooster Comb
Ranch

Deer Zone: A
Stanislaus

4,862 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 6 forked-
horn or better buck deer and 2
bull elk

Issue 6 buck deer tags for the
period of August 10, 2024,
through November 24, 2024.

Issue 2 bull elk tags for the
period of September 6, 2024,
through December 31, 2024.

Plant 20 acres with rye/vetch/sudan mix
in Area A.

Clear 5 acres of decadent chapparal and
use cuttings to make quail habitat.

Maintain and/or repair all water sources.

Maintain and/or repair all elk crossings.
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2024 Proposed Season and
Harvest
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San Bartolome
Ranch

Deer Zone A
Monterey

3,500 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 1 bull elk,
1 antlerless elk, 3 forked-horn
or better buck deer, and 3
either- sex deer

Issue 1 bull elk tag for the
period of July 2, 2024, through
December 31, 2024.

Issue 1 antlerless elk tag for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 31,
2024.

Issue 2 buck deer tags for the
period of July 2, 2024, through
November 30, 2024

San Bartolome Ranch is not
requesting their full allocation of
tags.

Maintain perennial water for wildlife and
water retention devices and pipes as
needed.

Build 1 elk crossing in the back pasture.

Mow or disk a 3-mile fire break.

Provide water in the back pasture for
wildlife access.

Build a 20 foot x 20 foot brush pile.

Contribute to CDFW chronic wasting
disease surveillance by providing
samples from harvested elk.

Sky Rose Ranch
Deer Zone A
Monterey

14,039 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 7 forked-
horn or better buck deer, 2
antlerless deer, and 2 bull elk

Issue 7 buck deer tags for the
period of July 1, 2024, through
November 30, 2023.

Issue 2 antlerless deer tags for
the period of July 1, 2024,
through November 30, 2023.

Issue 2 bull elk tags for the
period of July 1, 2023, through
December 31, 2023.

Plant 10 acres of barley and grass mix to
provide forage and cover for wildlife.

Remove and dispose of mature tree of
heaven; seed with site-appropriate native
seed mix.

Open dense juniper stands by trimming
lower branches to create refuge and
shaded sites.

Install any combination of blue bird
nesting boxes or bat roosting boxes
totaling 10 units at locations to be
determined on the ranch.

Construct 10 brush piles in appropriate
areas to enhance wildlife habitat.

Maintain existing wildlife watering
sources.




California Department of Fish and Wildlife
PLM Area License
Annual Management Plan Renewals, 2024-2025
Proposed Seasons, Harvests, and Habitat Improvements
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Temblor Ranch
30,000 Acres

Kern/San Luis
Obispo Counties

Authorized Harvest: 9 bull elk
and 10 antlerless elk

Issue 9 bull elk tags for the
period of July 15, 2024,
through December 31, 2024.

Issue 10 antlerless elk tags for
the period of September 15,
2024, through December 31,
2024.

Plant 100 acres of barley.
Plant 5 shade trees and 5 fruit trees.

Install 1 water trough.

Trinchero Ranch
Deer Zone A
San Benito

4,452 Acres

Authorized Harvest: 2 bull elk
and 1 antlerless elk

Issue 2 bull elk tags for the
period of July 15, 2024,
through December 31, 2024.

Trinchero Ranch is not requesting
their full allocation of tags.

Maintain perennial water for wildlife and
water retention devices and pipes as
needed.

Control invasive tamarisk along San
Benito River adjacent to house pasture.

Plant dryland range mix in brush cleared
areas.

Construct 4-6 brush piles for wildlife use.

Limit cattle grazing on approximately
4000 acres in Black Mountain and Red
Mountain pastures from December
through May.

Contribute to CDFW chronic wasting
disease surveillance by providing
samples from harvested elk.
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9. WHITE STURGEON EMERGENCY REGULATION

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Discuss and consider adopting emergency regulations concerning recreational take of white
sturgeon to support recovery of sturgeon populations and to track fishing pressure and
success.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Wildlife Resources Committee (WRC) discussion September 19, 2023; WRC
and recommendation

e Today’s adoption hearing October 11-12, 2023

Background

White sturgeon is an anadromous fish species that resides primarily in the San Francisco Bay-
Delta and migrates as adults into the major rivers of the Central Valley to spawn. White
sturgeon are long lived, potentially in excess of 100 years, with most individuals reaching
maturity by approximately 14 to 15 years. Mature white sturgeon spawn every 2 to 5 years.
Successful recruitment to the adult population is uncommon, occurring approximately every
s6to 7 years, and is highly correlated with above normal water years as measured by high
mean daily Sacramento—San Joaquin River Delta outflow. The abundance of legal-sized white
sturgeon in California has declined considerably since the 1980s, when abundance was
estimated to be approximately 175,000 fish. In 2015, the Department estimated abundance in
California at about 48,000 fish, and the Department’s 2023 estimate was about 33,000 fish.

At present, recreational anglers can keep one white sturgeon per day, with a combined total of
three per year, between 40 and 60 inches (fork length). The season is open year-round, with
some limited regional and/or seasonal closures. Fishing pressure for white sturgeon, as
measured by the number of fish harvested by anglers, has remained relatively stable;
however, the number of fish caught and released has declined precipitously, indicating that
fewer fish overall are being caught. The exploitation rate (i.e., the age-specific proportion of the
population or biomass that is removed each year) of white sturgeon is estimated to be very
high, ranging from 8 to 29.6% between 2007 and 2015. It has been suggested that the highest
exploitation rate that a white sturgeon population can sustain is approximately 5 to 10%.

During July and August 2022, the San Francisco Bay region experienced a major harmful algal
bloom (HAB) of Heterosigma akashiwo that resulted in significant mortality of fishes, including
sturgeon. The resulting mortality has exacerbated what the Department believes to be an
already unsustainable level of fishery exploitation of white sturgeon into a crisis situation.

Synopsis of Events

The Commission was first informed about the existence of an emergency through WRC. At the
January 2023 WRC meeting at the request of the chair, the Department responded to an op-ed
written by various sturgeon researchers in the academic field, calling on the Department to
close the recreational white sturgeon fishery. The Department’s response included a brief
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discussion of white sturgeon population declines, and the status of white sturgeon data being
processed from various sources, including ongoing evaluation of impacts caused to the
species by the summer of 2022 HAB, the possibility of future regulatory actions, data collection
and modelling, and future stakeholder input. At the January meeting, the Department indicated
that, based on the information available at the time, emergency action was not warranted, but
that data was still being analyzed.

During the May 2023 WRC meeting, the Department outlined its previous and future plans for
stakeholder engagement on the subject of potential white sturgeon regulation changes, stating
its intent to develop a proposed regular rulemaking for Commission consideration that would
change white sturgeon regulations for the 2025 calendar year, and that the Department was
continuing to analyze data to determine the status of white sturgeon and appropriate
management measures, including options for changes to sport fishing.

At the September 2023 WRC meeting, the Department presented new evidence on the white
sturgeon population, the effects of the HAB, current and historical rates of sturgeon
exploitation, and other information, all of which led the Department to conclude that an
emergency situation exists. To protect the surviving population of white sturgeon and maintain
a recreational fishery into the future, the Department stated that immediate steps are
necessary to (1) stop angler-associated harvest of adult white sturgeon and (2) minimize
harassment and handling on the spawning grounds so that adults can successfully spawn, and
new individuals can recruit to the population.

Given this new information, WRC decided to recommend to the full Commission that it consider
an emergency regulation at its next scheduled meeting, in October 2023. As a result of that
WRC decision, Commission staff requested the Commission president add an agenda item to
the October meeting to allow the Commission to consider emergency action.

Proposed Emergency Regulations

This proposed regulatory action amends sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 29.72, which describe
report card and tagging requirements, seasons, and associated bag limits for white sturgeon
recreational fishing in inland waters.

e Section 5.79: Removes language regarding white sturgeon harvest tags, as no harvest
would be allowed under the proposed emergency regulations. Adds a requirement for
anglers to report the length of any fish caught, to provide the Department with additional
data for future management options. Adds language to instruct anglers to report
additional sturgeon caught and released to provide data on fishing pressure and success.

e Section 5.80: Specifies white sturgeon fishing seasons from the west Carquinez Bridge
east to the Highway 50 bridge on the Sacramento River, and above the Highway 50
bridge on the Sacramento River and the I-5 bridge on the San Joaquin River; changes
the fishing to catch-and-release only; and changes the daily bag limit to O.

e Section 27.90: Specifies white sturgeon fishing seasons for the Carquinez Bridge area,
which falls under the jurisdiction of marine fisheries; changes the fishing to catch-and-
release only; and changes the daily bag limit to 0.
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e Section 27.92: Updates language to a bag limit of 0 and specifies that white sturgeon is
catch-and-release only in ocean waters.

Further details on the proposed changes are available in the emergency statement and
proposed regulatory language (exhibits 4 and 5).

Significant Public Comments

1. Anowner of a bait shop writes in opposition to the proposed emergency regulations,
stating that the closure is not necessary and will have a dire effect on small
businesses and the fishing industry (Exhibit 6).

2. A member of the public expresses concern that the urgency for the rulemaking is
exaggerated. They state that the information provided is only from the last 4 years and
that historical information from the past 80 years should also be considered. Lastly,
they indicate that they are unaware of any successful catch-and-release fisheries on
the West Coast, and are skeptical of the survey results that inquired if people would
continue to fish without the option of harvest (Exhibit 7).

Recommendation
Commission staff: Adopt the emergency regulations amending sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90,
and 27.92 related to white sturgeon catch and release as recommended by the Department.

Committee: The Wildlife Resources Committee recommends the Commission adopt an
emergency regulation regarding recreational take of white sturgeon.

Department: Adopt the emergency regulations as presented in the emergency statement in
Exhibit 4 to pause all harvest of white sturgeon within the recreational fishery until new
regulations can be developed that will limit exploitation to sustainable rates based on
monitoring data.

Exhibits

1. Department presentation

Supplementary material from the Department, received October 4, 2023
Department memo, received September 22, 2023

Draft emergency statement and informative digest

Draft proposed regulatory language

Email from Leonard Butcher, received September 18, 2023

Email from Jacob Linard, received September 25, 2023

No gk wbd

Motion

The Commission determines, pursuant to Section 399 of the California Fish and Game Code,
that adopting these regulations is necessary for the immediate conservation, preservation, and
protection of birds, mammals, fish, amphibians, or reptiles, including, but not limited to, their
nests or eggs.
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The Commission further determines, pursuant to Section 11346.1 of the California
Government Code, that an emergency situation exists and finds the proposed regulations are
necessary to address the emergency.

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission adopts the
emergency regulations amending sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 27.92 related to white
sturgeon catch and release fishing regulations.
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Memorandum

Date:
To:

From:

Subject:

March 15, 2024

Melissa Miller-Henson
Executive Director
Fish and Game Commission

Charlton H. Bonham
Director

Submittal of Emergency Statement for Readoption of Sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and
27.92, Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Re: White Sturgeon

Please find attached the Findings of Emergency and Statement of Proposed
Emergency Regulatory Action to Readopt amendments to sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90
and 27.92, of Title 14, California Code of Regulations. At its October 11, 2023 meeting,
the Fish and Game Commission (Commission) approved an emergency rulemaking
amending sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90, and 29.72, Title 14, CCR, which describe report
card and tagging requirements, and seasons and bag limits for White Sturgeon sport
fishing in inland waters. The current emergency rule will expire after six months, on
May 15, 2024, unless it is readopted for an additional 90 days at the April 18, 2024
Commission meeting. The continuation of the emergency action reducing the bag limit,
reducing the size limit, instituting a per-day vessel limit, and closing fishing in migrating
and spawning habitat is necessary to protect the White Sturgeon population until a
permanent regulation can be implemented.

During July and August 2022, the San Francisco Bay region experienced a major
Harmful Algal Bloom (HAB) that resulted in significant mortality of sturgeon. The
Department recorded over 850 sturgeon carcasses, the majority legal-sized or

larger. Based on carcass studies and fish kills of other species of sturgeon, it is thought
that only a small percentage of the fish killed floated long enough to be detected. The
absolute magnitude of this impact on the White Sturgeon population is unknown but is
thought to be significant.

To protect the surviving population and maintain a recreational fishery into the future,
immediate steps are necessary to reduce angler associated harvest of adult White
Sturgeon and to minimize harassment and handling on the spawning grounds.
Continuing the emergency action directed at reducing exploitation rate and protecting
reproduction of the species is necessary until long term regulations are enacted that
will adequately protect the remaining White Sturgeon population.

We request submission of this emergency action to the Office of Administrate Law after
consideration at the April meeting. If you have any questions or need additional
information, please contact Jay Rowan, Chief, Fisheries Branch at
fisheries@wildlife.ca.gov. The Department point of contact for this emergency
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Melissa Miller-Henson, Executive Director
Fish and Game Commission

March 15, 2024
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regulation should identify Statewide Sturgeon Coordinator, John Kelly. He can be
reached at sturgeon@wildlife.ca.gov.

ec: Chad Dibble, Deputy Director
Wildlife and Fisheries Division

Jay Rowan, Branch Chief
Fisheries Branch
Wildlife and Fisheries Division

Dan Kratville, Senior Environmental Scientist (Supervisor)
Fisheries Branch
Wildlife and Fisheries Division

John Kelly, Statewide Sturgeon Coordinator
Fisheries Branch
Wildlife and Fisheries Division

Robert Pelzman, Captain
Law Enforcement Division

Anthony Cusato, Attorney
Office of General Counsel

Ona Alminas, Env. Program Manager
Regulations Unit
Wildlife and Fisheries Division

Chelle Temple-King, Sr. Regulatory Scientist
Regulations Unit
Wildlife and Fisheries Division

David Thesell, Program Manager
Fish and Game Commission

Jenn Bacon, Analyst
Fish and Game Commission
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Draft Document

State of California
Fish and Game Commission
Finding of Emergency and
Statement of Proposed Emergency Regulatory Action

Readoption of Emergency Action to Amend Sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90, and 27.92
Title 14, California Code of Regulations
Re: White Sturgeon

Date of Statement: February 15, 2024

Throughout this document, Department or CDFW refer to the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife and Commission refers to the California Fish and Game Commission. Unless otherwise
specified, all section references in this document are to Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations (CCR).

|. Emergency Regulations in Effect to Date

At its October 11, 2023 meeting, the Commission approved an emergency rulemaking amending
sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90, and 27.92, Title 14, CCR, which describe report card and tagging
requirements, and seasons and bag limits for White Sturgeon sport fishing in inland and ocean
waters.

Background
White Sturgeon Sport Fishing

White Sturgeon (Acipenser transmontanus) are an anadromous species of fish that reside
primarily in the San Francisco Bay Delta (SF Bay) and migrate as adults into the major rivers of
the Central Valley to spawn. Most spawning occurs in the Sacramento River approximately
between Verona and Colusa (Schaffter 1997), with a lesser amount of spawning on the lower San
Joaquin River (Jackson et al. 2015). Some additional spawning may occur in tributaries such as
the Feather, Bear, and Yuba rivers. White Sturgeon are long lived, potentially in excess of 100
years, with most reaching maturity by approximately 19 years, spawning every two to four years
once mature (Chapman et al. 1996; Hildebrand et al. 2016). Successful recruitment to the adult
population is uncommon, occurring approximately every six to seven years, highly correlated with
above normal water years as measured by high mean daily Delta outflow (CDFW 2023; Fish
2010). The abundance of legal-sized White Sturgeon has declined considerably since the 1980s,
when abundance was estimated to be approximately 175,000 fish (CDFW 2023; Danos et al.
2019). In 2015, the Department estimated abundance at about 48,000 fish (Danos et al. 2019),
and the most recent estimate was about 33,000 fish (CDFW 2023).

Fishing pressure for White Sturgeon has remained stable at roughly 40,000 to 45,000 anglers per
year since 2013 when fees were first charged for the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card (Card). Based
on Card returns, the number of fish harvested by anglers has remained relatively stable. However,
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the number of fish caught and released has declined precipitously, indicating that fewer fish
overall are being caught. According to Card data, in 2021, anglers kept 46% of landed fish (Hause
et al. 2021). The majority of anglers that harvest fish keep only one a year (75%), with only about
5% of anglers that harvest (1% of Cardholders) keeping the full three-fish limit. Exploitation rate of
White Sturgeon is estimated to be very high, ranging from 8 to 29.6% between 2007 and 2015
(Blackburn et al. 2019) and averaging 8.1% in the years since that time (CDFW 2023). It is
suggested that the highest exploitation rate that a sturgeon population can sustain is
approximately 5 to 10% (Beamesderfer and Farr 1997), and that does not account for other
anthropogenic sources of mortality such as habitat loss, altered hydrology, or contaminants. For
comparison, Washington and Oregon use 3.8% as a target for management in areas that permit
harvest.

Section 5.79, White Sturgeon Report Card and Tagging Requirements for Inland Waters

The emergency regulations amended White Sturgeon report card and tagging requirements for
inland waters in the following subsections:

e All subsections: White Sturgeon has been capitalized for consistency throughout the
regulation.

e Subsection (b): Edit text to reflect that report cards will come with only one tag rather than
three. Add subsections (7) and (8) to clarify when anglers can continue to fish catch and
release after harvesting a fish. Anglers will not be permitted to fish catch and release the
same day they harvest a fish in order to prevent 1) take over the daily possession limit and
2) “high grading” (holding a fish in captivity while continuing to fish in the hopes of catching
a larger individual).

e Subsection (c)(1): Add a requirement for anglers to report length of caught fish. This is
necessary to provide more data availability on the nature of size to inform future
management options related to age.

e Subsection (c)(2): Remove the current language that tells anglers if all lines on the card are
filled, any additional sturgeon caught and released do not need to be recorded, and replace
with language guiding anglers to report additional sturgeon caught and released on the
back of the card. This is necessary in order to track fishing pressure and success. It is
valuable to track all fish caught by anglers and this should not be restricted simply by the
size of the printed card. This type of data allows the Department to form a better
understanding of the fishery as we plan long-term regulations for the fishery.

Section 5.80, White Sturgeon

The proposed regulations will amend the White Sturgeon open season and daily and annual bag
limit in the following subsections:

e All subsections: White Sturgeon has been capitalized for consistency throughout the
regulation.

e Subsection (a); from the west Carquinez Bridge east to the Hwy 50 bridge on the
Sacramento River and the I-5 bridge on the San Joaquin River the fishing season will



Draft Document
remain open all year. Above the Hwy 50 bridge on the Sacramento River and the I-5 bridge
on the San Joaquin River, including all tributaries of both rivers, fishing will be allowed from
June 1 through December 31 and all fishing for sturgeon will be unlawful from January 1 to
May 31. This is necessary to maintain recreational fishing, which has economic and cultural
benefits, while preventing additional mortality of the impacted White Sturgeon population
and minimizing harassment and handling of migrating and spawning individuals. White
Sturgeon are known to handle catch and release fishing with minimal adverse impacts
except during migration and spawning season when additional stress of catch can cause
fish to abort spawning activities.

Subsection (b), now (b) and (c); Divide this subsection so there are individual sections for
daily and annual limits. This will allow unambiguous clarification of when catch and release
angling is permitted. Change the annual bag limit of “three fish per year statewide” to “one
fish per calendar year statewide”. This is necessary to reduce harvest of White Sturgeon in
inland waters to ensure protection of the population impacted by the HAB-induced fish Kill
and provide protection during migration and spawning.

Add subsection (d); add vessel daily limit of two fish per day per vessel, regardless of how
many sturgeon report card holders are on board. This will help reduce the daily amount of
harvest associated with multi-angler vessels, both private and professional, and should
contribute to less overall harvest of the adult population.

Subsection (c), now (e): change the minimum legal size from 40 to 42 in. fork length and
the maximum size from 60 to 48 in. fork length. Reducing the slot limit to target a lower size
range of adults is expected to reduce overall harvest and provide more protection of the
larger, most reproductively valuable fish in the population.

Subsections (e) through (I) will need to be re-lettered to account for the splitting of
subsection (b) and the addition of subsection (d) daily vessel maximum harvest.

Section 27.90, White Sturgeon

These regulations refer to areas west of the Carquinez Bridge, which fall under the jurisdiction of
marine fisheries. The emergency regulations will amend the White Sturgeon open season and
daily and annual bag limit in the following subsections:

All subsections: White Sturgeon has been capitalized for consistency throughout the
regulation.

Subsection (a): west of the Carquinez Bridge, angling will be allowed all year, except as
described in Section 27.95. This note has been added to explicitly draw attention the
existing seasonal closure in San Francisco Bay.

Subsection (b), now (b) and (c); Divide this subsection so there are individual sections for
daily and annual limits. This will allow unambiguous clarification of when catch and release
angling is permitted. Change the annual bag limit of “three fish per year statewide” to “one
fish per calendar year statewide”. This is necessary to reduce harvest of White Sturgeon in
marine waters to ensure protection of the population impacted by the HAB-induced fish kill
and provide protection during migration and spawning.

Add subsection (d); add vessel daily limit of two fish per day per vessel, regardless of how
many sturgeon report card holders are on board. This will help reduce the daily amount of
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harvest associated with multi-angler vessels, both private and professional, and should
contribute to less overall harvest of the adult population.

e Subsection (c), now (e): change the minimum legal size from 40 to 42 in. fork length and
the maximum size from 60 to 48 in. fork length. Reducing the slot limit to target a lower
size range of adults is expected to reduce overall harvest and provide more protection of
the larger, most reproductively valuable fish in the population.

e Subsections (c) through (h) will need to be re-lettered to account for the splitting of
subsection (b) and the addition of subsection (d) daily vessel maximum harvest.

Subsection 27.92, White Sturgeon Report Card and Tagging Requirements for Ocean
Waters

The proposed regulations will amend White Sturgeon report card and tagging requirements for
ocean waters in the following subsections:

e All subsections: White Sturgeon has been capitalized for consistency throughout the
regulation.

e Subsection (b): Edit text to reflect that report cards will come with only one tag rather than
three. Add subsections (7) and (8) to clarify when anglers can continue to fish catch and
release after harvesting a fish. Anglers will not be permitted to fish catch and release the
same day they harvest a fish in order to prevent 1) take over the daily possession limit and
2) “high grading” (holding a fish in captivity while continuing to fish in the hopes of catching
a larger individual).

e Subsection (c)(1), now subsection (b)(1); add a requirement for anglers to report length of
caught fish to provide more data availability to inform future management options.
Subsection (c)(2), now subsection (b)(2); remove the current language that tells anglers if
all lines on the card are filled any additional sturgeon caught and released do not need to
be recorded and replace with language guiding anglers to report additional sturgeon caught
and released on the back of the card. This is necessary in order to track fishing pressure
and success. It is valuable to track all fish caught by anglers and this should not be
restricted simply by the size of the printed card. This type of data allows the Department to
form a better understanding of the fishery as we plan long-term regulations for the fishery.

Il. Request for Approval of Readoption of Emergency Regulations

At the October 11, 2023 FGC meeting, the Commission voted in support of an emergency action
that limited harvest via reductions in the bag and legal slot limits, and instituted per-day vessel
limits and seasonal and geographic closures of migrating and spawning habitat. This was
intended to protect the existing population in the short term while allowing time for the Department
to develop new long-term management measures for the future population.

The current emergency rule will expire after six months, on May 15, 2024, unless it is readopted
for an additional 90 days at the April 18, 2024 meeting of the Fish and Game Commission
(Commission). The continuation of the emergency action reducing the bag limit, reducing the size
limit, instituting a per-day vessel limit, and closing fishing in migrating and spawning habitat is
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necessary to protect the White Sturgeon population until a permanent regulation can be
implemented.

It is anticipated that a standard rulemaking to permanently adopt these White Sturgeon fishery
changes will be received by the Commission at its June 14-15, 2024 meeting at which time the
Commission may authorize publication of a notice of its intent to adopt the regulations. It is
expected that the permanent regulations would become effective in January 2025.

lll. Statement of Facts Constituting the Need for Readoption of Regulatory Action

Until the start of the emergency action on November 16, 2023, recreational anglers were
permitted to keep one White Sturgeon per day, and a combined total of three per year, between
40 and 60 in. fork length, meaning the measurement of the fish from the front of its head to the
fork in its tail. The season was open year-round, with some limited regional and/or seasonal
closures. The emergency action accomplished the following:

a) reduced the annual bag limit for White Sturgeon from three to one fish,

b) reduced the legal-sized slot limit from 40-60" total length (TL) to 42-48" TL,

c) placed a limit of two fish per day per boat, and

d) closed White Sturgeon fishing in the migrating and spawning reaches of the Sacramento

and San Joaquin rivers from January 1 through May 31.

It is likely to have resulted in the desired effect of reducing exploitation rate and protecting
spawning fishes; however, the actual effect of the emergency action will not be quantifiable until
summer 2025 due to how data are collected in this fishery. The Department monitors harvest
using the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card (card) which must be returned after the end of the
calendar year. Card data are analyzed and trends are reported in the summer of the year
following the card year (e.g. 2023 data will be reported in summer 2024) after sufficient time is
given for cards to be returned to the Department, entered in the database, QA/QC by staff, and
then analyzed. The emergency regulations went into effect on November 16, 2023, so only 1.5
months of data under the emergency action will be available for analysis later in 2024. It is
possible that trends associated with the emergency action will become apparent in those data, but
the Department will not be able to accurately assess the effects of this action until the summer of
2025 when 2024 data are available. The continued emergency action directed at reducing
exploitation rate and protecting reproduction of the species is necessary until long term
regulations are enacted that will adequately protect the remaining White Sturgeon population.

. Existence of an Emergency and Need for Inmediate Action

The Commission considered the following factors in determining that an emergency does exist at
this time:

The magnitude of potential harm:

During July and August 2022, the SF Bay region experienced a major HAB of Heterosigma
akashiwo that resulted in significant mortality of fishes, including both White and Green sturgeon.
The unprecedented fish kill resulting from the 2022 HAB killed at least 850 sturgeon, primarily
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White Sturgeon (CDFW 2023). Of these carcasses, 86% were legal-sized or greater, representing
mature, spawning broodstock (CDFW 2023). This estimate represents the minimum mortality
experienced, which may have been an order of magnitude greater based on data from other
sturgeon populations. This added mortality from the HAB was equivalent to 62% of the mortality
due to harvest in 2022. Further, H. akashiwo bloomed again in the summer of 2023, resulting in a
less intense HAB that resulted in the loss of at least 15 White and one Green sturgeon,
suggesting that recuring HABs should be anticipated in the future. The abundance of legal-sized
White Sturgeon has already declined considerably in the past forty years, and these HAB fish kills
exacerbated the situation considerably. Abundance was estimated to be approximately 175,000
legal-sized fish in the 1980s (Danos et al. 2019). The Department’s most recent population
estimate of White Sturgeon was around 33,000 fish. Without knowledge of the true size of the
population reduction resulting from the HAB fish kills, these mortality events could be impacting a
considerable portion of the population.

The existence of a crisis situation:

The fish kill resulting from the HAB exacerbated what the Department believed to be an already
unsustainable level of fishery exploitation of White Sturgeon into a crisis situation. In order to
protect the surviving population of White Sturgeon and maintain a recreational fishery into the
future, immediate steps were necessary to reduce angler associated harvest of adult White
Sturgeon and to minimize harassment and handling on the spawning grounds so that these adults
can spawn successfully, and new individuals can recruit to the population. The Department
recommended that all harvest of White Sturgeon within the recreational fishery be paused until
new regulations could be developed to limit exploitation to sustainable rates based on monitoring,
which was opposed by the recreational sturgeon fishing industry. Based on carcass studies and
fish kills of other species of sturgeon, it is thought that only a small percentage of the fish killed
floated long enough to be detected (Fox et al. 2020). A second, less intense HAB of the same
organism resulted in additional mortality, indicatingthat HABs are likely to recur in the future. The
absolute magnitude of this impact on the White Sturgeon population is unknown, but is thought to
be quite significant. Based on fishery data, the White Sturgeon population was already
overexploited under current regulations, and updated regulations were needed and were being
considered. The mortality from the HAB fish kills elevated an unsustainable situation into a crisis.

The immediacy of the need:

Immediate steps are necessary to reduce harvest of White Sturgeon, and allow the remaining
population to persist after the die-offs. Take of White Sturgeon peaks in the fall and winter, so
individuals are at risk if action is not taken quickly. Harassment and handling must be eliminated
on White Sturgeon spawning grounds to ensure new individuals are recruiting to the population
and maintain a recreational fishery in the future. These steps will protect the population while long
term fishery changes are implemented, reducing fishery mortality and protecting spawning.
Furthermore, In July and August 2023, a new HAB of the same species formed in the Northern
San Francisco Bay. As of mid-August, 15 White Sturgeon carcasses and one Green Sturgeon
carcass have been reported. It is imperative that we act to mitigate anthropogenic sturgeon
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mortality during this or future HAB events. These steps will protect the population while long term
fishery changes are implemented, reducing fishery mortality and protecting spawning.

Whether the anticipation of harm has a basis firmer than simple speculation:

The Department has monitored the White Sturgeon population since the 1950s, focusing primarily
on abundance of legal-sized fish that are targeted in the fishery. Records indicate that the
population has declined substantially from ~175,000 legal sized in the 1980s to ~33,000 in the
most recent estimate. The historic SF Bay fish kill in 2022 is also known to have killed a large
number of mature, spawning-age sturgeon though the absolute magnitude of that impact is
unknown. Harvest of the adult population is known to be high, routinely exceeding exploitation
rates recommended in the scientific literature and used by other natural resource agencies of
management. Recruitment in the population is known to be poor, infrequent, and closely
associated with above normal water years, making it difficult for the species to recover from
overharvest. Under current environmental and management conditions, the White Sturgeon
population cannot handle the current rate of exploitation and is not sustainable. Long term
permanent regulation changes are needed to limit harvest to sustainable levels. Until new
regulations are in place, the reduction of harvest of White Sturgeon will minimize fishery related
impacts to the population and minimize the magnitude of potential harm, while still offering
recreational fishing opportunities to anglers.

V. Readoption Criteria
Same as or Substantially Equivalent

Pursuant to Government Code subdivision 11346.1(h), a readoption may be approved only if the
text is “the same as or substantially equivalent to an emergency regulation previously adopted by
that agency.” The language proposed for this rulemaking is the same as the language of the
original emergency regulation.

Substantial Progress

Government Code subdivision 11346.1(h) specifies “Readoption shall be permitted only if the
agency has made substantial progress and proceeded with diligence to comply with subdivision
(e)” [sections 11346.2 through 11347.3, inclusive].

A regular rulemaking (certificate of compliance) is currently underway and will be presented to the
Commission for public notice at its April 17-18, 2024 meeting.

Proposed Action by the Commission

The Commission proposes the readoption of the emergency amendments to sections 5.79, 5.80,
27.90, and 27.92 that are the same as previously effective.
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VI. Impact of Regulatory Action

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result from the
proposed regulatory action has been assessed, and the following initial determinations relative to
the required statutory categories have been made:

(a) Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to the State

None. No costs or savings to state agencies or costs/savings in federal funding to the state are
anticipated. The Department’s existing level of monitoring and enforcement activities is
expected to be unchanged by this emergency action. However, the Department anticipates a
reduction in White Sturgeon Report Cards sales revenue estimated to be (-$13,596) over the 90
day emergency readoption period in fiscal year 2023-2024.

(b) Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies
None.

(c) Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School Districts
None.

(d) Costs Imposed on Any Local Agency or School District that is Required to be
Reimbursed Under Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Division 4, Government
Code
None.

(e) Effect on Housing Costs
None.

IV. Technical, Theoretical, and/or Empirical Studies, Reports, or Documents Relied Upon:

The Department relied on the following documents in proposing this emergency rulemaking
action:

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). 2023. White Sturgeon 2023 Emergency
Regulation Change: Supporting Material. California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Fisheries
Branch, West Sacramento, California.

Danos, A., J. DuBois, R. Baxter, J. T. Kelly, and M. L. Gingras. 2019. White Sturgeon, Acipenser
transmontanus, Enhanced Status Report. California Department of Fish and Wildlife.
https://marinespecies.wildlife.ca.gov/white-sturgeon/

Hause, C. L., C. Parker, D. Kratville, D. Stompe, J. A. Hobbs, and J. T. Kelly. 2023. Sturgeon
Fishing Report Card: 2022 Summary Data Report. California Department of Fish and Wildlife,
West Sacramento, California. https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=213586
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Hause, C. L., C. Parker, D. Kratville, D. Stompe, J. A. Hobbs, and J. T. Kelly. 2022. Sturgeon
Fishing Report Card: 2021 Summary Data Report. California Department of Fish and Wildlife,
West Sacramento, California. https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?Document|D=202750

V. Documents Providing Background Information

Beamesderfer, R. C. P., and R. A. Farr. 1997. Alternatives for the protection and restoration of
sturgeons and their habitat. Environmental Biology of Fishes 48:407-417.

Blackburn, S. E., M. L. Gingras, J. DuBois, Z. J. Jackson, and M. C. Quist. 2019. Population
Dynamics and Evaluation of Management Scenarios for White Sturgeon in the Sacramento—San
Joaquin River Basin. North American Journal of Fisheries Management 39(5):896—-912.

Chapman, F. A., J. P. Van Eenennaam, and S. |. Doroshov. 1996. The reproductive condition of
white sturgeon, Acipenser transmontanus, in San Francisco Bay, California. Fishery Bulletin
94:628-634.

Fish, M. A. 2010. White Sturgeon Year-Class Index for the San Francisco Estuary and its Relation
to Delta Outflow. IEP Newsletter 23(2):80—-84.

Fox, D. A, E. A. Hale, and J. A. Sweka. 2020. Examination of Atlantic Sturgeon Vessel Strikes in
the Delaware River Estuary: Final Report. NOAA-NMFS Award No. NA16NMF4720357.

Halvorson, L. J., B. J. Cady, K. M. Kappenman, B. W. James, and M. A. H. Webb. 2018.
Observations of handling trauma of Columbia River adult white sturgeon, Acipenser
transmontanus Richardson, 1836, to assess spawning sanctuary success. Journal of Applied
Ichthyology 34(2):390-397.

Hildebrand, L. R., A. Drauch Schreier, K. Lepla, S. O. McAdam, J. McLellan, M. J. Parsley, V. L.
Paragamian, and S. P. Young. 2016. Status of White Sturgeon (Acipenser transmontanus
Richardson, 1863) throughout the species range, threats to survival, and prognosis for the future.
Journal of Applied Ichthyology 32:261-312.

Jackson, Z. J., J. J. Gruber, and J. P. Van Eenennaam. 2015. White Sturgeon Spawning in the
San Joaquin River, California, and Effects of Water Management. Journal of Fish and Wildlife
Management 7(1):171-180.

Lamansky, J. A., K. A. Meyer, J. M. DuPont, B. J. Bowersox, B. Bentz, and K. B. Lepla. 2018.
Deep hooking, landing success and gear loss using inline and offset circle and J hooks when bait
fishing for white sturgeon. Fisheries Management and Ecology 25(2):100-106.

Schaffter, R. G. 1997. White sturgeon spawning migrations and location of spawning habitat in the
Sacramento River, California. California Fish and Game 83(1):1-20.
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VI. Authority and Reference

Section 5.79

Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265 and 399, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205 and 265, Fish and Game Code.

Section 5.80

Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265, 275 and 399, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 110, 200 and 205, Fish and Game Code.

Section 27.90

Authority cited: Sections 200, 202, 205, 220 and 399, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205 and 206, Fish and Game Code.

Section 27.92

Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265 and 399, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205 and 265, Fish and Game Code.

VII. Fish and Game Code Section 399 Finding

In accordance with subdivision (a) of section 399 of the Fish and Game code, the Commission
finds that adopting this regulation is necessary for the immediate conservation, preservation, or
protection of adult White Sturgeon during the State of Emergency proclaimed to exist in California
and directs state officials to take immediate action to prepare for and mitigate the effects of HAB-
induced White Sturgeon mortality.

10
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Informative Digest/Policy Statement Overview

White Sturgeon (Acipenser transmontaus) are a species of fish native to California which live
primarily in the San Francisco Bay Delta and migrate to the rivers of the Central Valley to spawn.
White Sturgeon live potentially more than 100 years. Most reach sexual maturity by approximately
19 years of age and spawn every 2-4 years once mature. It is rare for larval sturgeon to survive to
adulthood; successful broods occur every 6-7 years and are associated with above-average water
flow in the Delta. The population of White Sturgeon has declined considerably in the last forty
years. In the 1980s, the abundance of adult White Sturgeon was estimated to be 175,000 fish.
The Department’s most recent estimate is about 33,000 fish.

Until the emergency action, recreational anglers could keep one White Sturgeon 40-60 inches
long per day and a total of three per year. The season was year-round, with some limited
exceptions. As of November 16, 2023, the Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department)
recommended an emergency action that a) reduced the annual bag limit for White Sturgeon from
three to one fish, b) reduced the legal-sized slot limit from 40-60" total length (TL) to 42-48" TL, c)
placed a limit of two fish per day per boat, and d) closed White Sturgeon fishing in the migrating
and spawning reaches of the Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers from January 1 through May 31.
Since the Department established its Sturgeon Fishing Report Card (Card) in 2013, about 40-
45,000 recreational anglers have purchased cards every year. Based on data gathered from
Cards, the number of fish kept by anglers has remained steady, but the number of fish caught and
released has declined significantly, which indicates that fewer fish overall are being caught. The
exploitation rate of White Sturgeon is estimated to be very high in California, between 8 and 30%
between 2007-2015 and averaging 8.1% since that time. The sustainable exploitation rate of
White Sturgeon is likely less than 4%. The Department believes that the current exploitation rate
of sturgeon is unsustainable, and has been investigating ways to better manage the population.

The unsustainable exploitation rate of White Sturgeon was exacerbated to a crisis in 2022, when
the San Francisco Bay experienced a major Harmful Algal Bloom (HAB) that resulted in significant
mortality of many fishes, including White Sturgeon. The Department recorded over 850 sturgeon
carcasses, the majority legal-sized or larger. Based on carcass studies and fish kills of other
species of sturgeon, it is thought that only a small percentage of the fish killed floated long enough
to be detected. The absolute magnitude of this impact on the White Sturgeon population is
unknown, but is thought to be quite significant. A less intense HAB in 2023 killed at least 15 White
Sturgeon and 1 Green Sturgeon.

Immediate steps are necessary to reduce harvest of White Sturgeon to protect the surviving
population after the unprecedented fish kill until revised long-term regulations can be developed.
Harassment and handling of fish must be eliminated on their migrating and spawning grounds to
allow current adults to spawn successfully, ensuring a recreational fishery into the future.

Benefits of the Regulation:

These harvest restrictions will protect the remaining population while new long-term regulations
are developed during proposed re-adoption actions, providing opportunity for surviving fish to
spawn unmolested.

11
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Consistency and Compatibility with Existing Regulations

Article 1V, Section 20 of the State Constitution specifies that the Legislature may delegate to
Commission such powers relating to the protection and propagation of fish and game as the
Legislature sees fit. The Legislature has delegated to the Commission the power to regulate sport
fishing in waters of the state (Fish and Game Code sections 200, 205, and 315). The Commission
has reviewed its own regulations and finds that the proposed regulations are consistent with other
recreational fishing regulations in Title 14, CCR, and therefore finds that the proposed regulations
are neither inconsistent nor incompatible with existing state regulations. The Commission has
searched the California Code of Regulations and finds no other state agency regulations
pertaining to temporarily prohibiting harvest of White Sturgeon due to population decline.

12
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Proposed Emergency Regulatory Language
Sections 5.79, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read as follows:

8 5.79. White Sturgeon Report Card and Tagging Requirements for Inland Waters
(FG 683, See Section 701).

(a) Sturgeon Fishing Report Card Required. All anglers must have a valid Sturgeon
Fishing Report Card in their possession while fishing for or taking Wwhite Ssturgeon.
Cardholders must complete and return the card pursuant to regulations in this
Section and in Section 1.74.

(b) Tagging and Recording Requirements for Retained Fish. A Sturgeon Fishing Report
Card includes a detachable tagstag that shall be used to tag any Wwhite Ssturgeon
that is taken and retained in the sport fishery. Any Wwhite Ssturgeon possessed by
any person shall be tagged.

(1) Upon taking and retaining a Wwhite Ssturgeon, the cardholder shall immediately
record the following information:

(A) The fishing location, time of catch and length of the fish shall be recorded
legibly and permanently in the appropriate spaces on the tag. The cardholder
shall immediately and completely punch out the date of catch (month and
day) on the sturgeon tag.-Fags-shall-be-used-in-sequential-order-

(B) The month, day, fishing location and length of the fish shall be recorded in the
appropriate spaces on the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card-which-corresponds
to-the-number-on-the-tag.

(2) Immediately after recording the information above, the cardholder shall remove
and completely detach the tag from the card and affix it to the Wwhite
Ssturgeon. Cardholders shall not wait until completion of fishing activity to tag
any Wwhite Ssturgeon in possession.

(3) The tag shall be securely fastened to the fish. To affix the tag, a “zip tie”, string,
line or other suitable material shall be passed through the tag at the location
specified on the sturgeon tag and attached to the fish.

(4) FagsThe tag shall not be removed from the report card until immediately prior to
affixing to a Wwhite Ssturgeon. Any tags detached from the report card and not
affixed to a Wwhite Ssturgeon shall be considered used and therefore invalid.
No person shall possess any used or otherwise invalid sturgeon tags.

(5) Records of Prior Activity. The tag AlHtags must be accounted for at all times by
entry of arecord on the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card-cerresponding-to-al-tags
that-are-notin-the-cardholders-possession. Any tag that was lost or destroyed
shall be recorded as such on the corresponding line on the Sturgeon Fishing
Report Card.

(6) If the sturgeon has a department reward disk attached, write the reward disk
number in the space provided on the report card.

(7) After retaining and tagging a White Sturgeon, a cardholder shall not continue to
fish catch and release for White Sturgeon on the same day.
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(8) Cardholders that have retained and tagged a White Sturgeon are permitted to

catch and release White Sturgeon starting on the day after the tag was used.

(c) Reporting Requirements for Released Fish.

(1) Whenever the cardholder catches and releases a sturgeon, the cardholder shall
immediately record the month, day, location code, length, and species of
sturgeon.

(2) If all lines in the “sturgeon released” field of the report card are filled, any
additional sturgeon caught and released need-notberecorded-onthe-cardmay
be recorded on the back of the card.

(3) If the sturgeon has a department reward disk attached, write the reward disk
number in the space provided on the report card.

(d) Sturgeon tags must be left affixed to the fish in place, including while stored at a
residence or non-transient location, until the fish is processed for immediate
consumption.

(e) The annual fee for the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card is specified in Section 701(c).

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 200, 205-ard-265, 265 and 399, Fish and Game
Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205 and 265, Fish and Game Code.
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Proposed Emergency Regulatory Language

Section 5.80, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read as follows:

§ 5.80. White Sturgeon.

(a) Open season: Albyear-exceptioreclosureslisted-underspecialregulations: (1)

All year: from the west Carquinez Bridge east to the Hwy 50 bridge on the
Sacramento River and the |I-5 bridge on the San Joaquin River.

(2) From June 1 through December 31: above the Hwy 50 bridge on the Sacramento
River and the |-5 bridge on the San Joaquin River, including all tributaries of both
rivers. From January 1 through May 31: it is unlawful to take White Sturgeon.

(b) Daily limit: One fish per day. After harvesting a White Sturgeon, anglers shall not
continue to catch and release White Sturgeon on the same day. Anglers that have
retained and tagged a fish are permitted to fish catch and release for White Sturgeon
starting on the day after the tag was used.

(c) Annual bag limit: One fish per calendar year statewide.

(d) Daily vessel maximum harvest: All persons aboard a vessel may be cited for
violation of a daily vessel maximum harvest limit. No more than two White Sturgeon
may be harvested per day on a vessel, regardless of the number of anglers on
board. Anglers must have in their possession a report card with a valid tag in order
to retain a White Sturgeon. When the daily vessel maximum harvest is reached, only
anglers that have not tagged a White Sturgeon that day may continue to fish catch
and release for White Sturgeon.

(ee) Size limit: No fish less than 4042 inches fork length or greater than 6848 inches
fork length may be taken or possessed.

(éf) Methods of take: Only one single point, single shank, barbless hook may be used
on a line when taking sturgeon. The sturgeon must voluntarily take the bait or lure
inside its mouth. No sturgeon may be taken by trolling, snagging or by the use of
firearms. Sturgeon may not be gaffed, nor shall any person use any type of firearm
or snare to take any sturgeon. For the purposes of this section, a snare is a flexible
loop made from any material that can be tightened like a noose around any part of
the fish.

(eg) Removal from water. Any sturgeon greater than 68 inches fork length may not be
removed from the water and shall be released immediately.

(fh) Report card required: Any person fishing for or taking sturgeon shall have in their
possession a nontransferable Sturgeon Fishing Report Card issued by the
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department and shall adhere to all reporting and tagging requirements for sturgeon
defined in Sections 1.74 and 5.79, Title 14, CCR.

(gi) Special North Coast District Sturgeon Closure (Humboldt, Del Norte, Trinity and
Siskiyou cos.). It is unlawful to take any sturgeon in the North Coast District at any
time.

(k) For regulations on take and possession of sturgeon in ocean waters as defined in
Section 27.00, see Sections 27.90, 27.91, and 27.95.

(ik) Special Sierra and Valley District Sturgeon Closure from January 1 to December 31
(Shasta, Tehama, Butte and Glenn cos.).

(1) Sacramento River from Keswick Dam to the Highway 162 Bridge.
(A) It is unlawful to take any sturgeon.
(B) It is unlawful to use wire leaders.
(C) Itis unlawful to use lamprey or any type of shrimp as bait.

(31) Special Yolo Bypass Flood Control System Sturgeon Closure. It is unlawful to take
any sturgeon in the Yolo Bypass, Toe Drain Canal, and Tule Canal upstream of
Lisbon Weir at any time.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265-ard-27#5, 275 and 399, Fish and Game
Code.
Reference: Sections 110, 200 and 205, Fish and Game Code.
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Proposed Emergency Regulatory Language

Section 27.90,Title 14, CCR, is amended to read as follows:
§ 27.90. White Sturgeon.

(@) Open season: All year except as descrlbed in Sectlon 27.95 of these requlatlons

(b) Da|Iy I|m|t One fISh per day After harvestlnq a White Sturqeon anqlers shall not
continue to catch and release White Sturgeon on the same day. Anglers that have
retained and tagged a fish are permitted to fish catch and release for White Sturgeon
starting on the day after the tag was used.

(c) Annual bag limit: One fish per calendar year statewide.

(d) Daily vessel maximum harvest: All persons aboard a vessel may be cited for
violation of a daily vessel maximum harvest limit. No more than two White Sturgeon
may be harvested per day on a vessel, regardless of the number of anglers on
board. Anglers must have in their possession a report card with a valid tag in order
to retain a White Sturgeon. When the daily vessel maximum harvest is reached, only
anglers that have not tagged a White Sturgeon that day may continue to fish catch
and release for White Sturgeon.

(ee) Size limit: No fish less than 4042 inches fork length or greater than 60648 inches fork
length may be taken or possessed.

(éf) Methods of take: Only one single point, single shank, barbless hook may be used
on a line when taking sturgeon. The sturgeon must voluntarily take the bait or lure
in its mouth. No sturgeon may be taken by trolling, snagging or by the use of
firearms. Sturgeon may not be gaffed, nor shall any person use any type of firearm
or snhare to take any sturgeon. For the purposes of this section, a snare is a flexible
loop made from any material that can be tightened like a noose around any part of
the fish.

(eq) Removal from water. Any sturgeon greater than 68 inches fork length may not be
removed from the water and shall be released immediately.

(fh) Report card required: Any person fishing for or taking sturgeon shall have in their
possession a nontransferable Sturgeon Fishing Report Card issued by the
department and shall adhere to all reporting and tagging requirements for sturgeon
defined in Sections 1.74 and 27.92, Title 14, CCR.

(gi) For regulations on take and possession of sturgeon in inland waters as defined in
Section 1.53, see Section 5.80 and Section 5.81.

(b)) Boat limits, as defined in Subsection 27.60(c) and Section 195, are not authorized
for sturgeon fishing and shall not apply to the take, possession or retention of
Wwhite Ssturgeon.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202; 205-ard-220, 265, 275, and 399, Fish and
GameCode.
Reference: Sections 110, 200, and 205, and-206; Fish and Game Code.
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Proposed Emergency Regulatory Language

Section 27.92, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read as follows:

§ 27.92. White Sturgeon Report Card and Tagging Requirements for OceanWaters
(FG 683, See Section 701).

(a) Sturgeon Fishing Report Card Required. All anglers must have a valid Sturgeon
Fishing Report Card in their possession while fishing for or taking Wwhite
Ssturgeon. Cardholders must complete and return the card pursuant to regulations
in this Section and in Section 1.74.

(b) Tagging and Recording Requirements for Retained Fish. A Sturgeon Fishing Report
Card includes a detachable tags that shall be used to tag any Wwhite Ssturgeon
thatis taken and retained in the sport fishery. Any Wwhite Ssturgeon possessed by
any person shall be tagged.

(1) Upon taking and retaining a Wwhite Ssturgeon, the cardholder shall immediately
record the following information:

(A) The fishing location, time of catch and length of the fish shall be recorded
legibly and permanently in the appropriate spaces on the tag. The cardholder
shall immediately and completely punch out the date of catch (month and

day) on the sturgeon tag.-Fags-shall-be-used-in-sequential-order-

(B) The month, day, fishing location and length of the fish shall be recorded in
the appropriate spaces on the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card-which

corresponds—to-the-number-on-the-tag.

(2) Immediately after recording the information above, the cardholder shall remove
and completely detach the tag from the card and affix it to the Wwthite
Ssturgeon. Cardholders shall not wait until completion of fishing activity to tag
any Wwhite Ssturgeon in possession.

(3) The tag shall be securely fastened to the fish. To affix the tag, a “zip tie”, string,
line or other suitable material shall be passed through the tag at the location
specified on the sturgeon tag and attached to the fish.

(4) The Fagstag shall not be removed from the report card until immediately prior to
affixing to a Wwhite Ssturgeon. Any tags detached from the report card and not
affixed to a Wwhite Ssturgeon shall be considered used and therefore invalid.
Noperson shall possess any used or otherwise invalid sturgeon tags.

(5) Records of Prior Activity. The tag-AlHtags must be accounted for at all times by
entry of arecord on the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card eerresponding-to-al-tags
that-are-notinthe-cardholders-possession. Any tag that was lost or destroyed

shall be recorded as such on the corresponding line on the Sturgeon Fishing
Report Card.



Draft Document

(6) If the sturgeon has a department reward disk attached, write the reward disk
number in the space provided on the report card.

(7) After retaining and tagging a White Sturgeon, cardholders shall not continue to
catch and release White Sturgeon on the same day.

(8) Cardholders that have retained and tagged a White Sturgeon are permitted to
fish catch and release for White Sturgeon starting on the day after the tag was
used.

(c) Reporting Requirements for Released Fish.

(1) Whenever the cardholder catches and releases a sturgeon, the cardholder shall
immediately record the month, day, location code, length, and species of
sturgeon.

(2) If all lines in the “sturgeon released” field of the report card are filled, any
additional sturgeon caught and released need-notberecorded-on-the-cardmay
be recorded on the back of the card.

(3) If the sturgeon has a department reward disk attached, write the reward disk
number in the space provided on the report card.

(d) Sturgeon tags must be left affixed to the fish in place, including while stored at a
residence or non-transient location, until the fish is processed for immediate
consumption.

(e) The annual fee for the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card is specified in Section 701,
Title 14, CCR.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 200, 205-ard-265, 265 and 399, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205 and 265, Fish and Game Code.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE

ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)

ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

DEPARTMENT NAME CONTACT PERSON EMAIL ADDRESS
Fish and Game Commission David Thesell fgc@fgc.ca.gov

TELEPHONE NUMBER
916 902-9291

DESCRIPTIVE TITLE FROM NOTICE REGISTER OR FORM 400
Readopt Emergency Action: Amend Section 5.79, 5.80, 27.90, and 27.92, Title 14, CCR, Re: White Sturgeon

NOTICE FILE NUMBER
zZ

A. ESTIMATED PRIVATE SECTOR COST IMPACTS Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.

1. Check the appropriate box(es) below to indicate whether this regulation:

|:| a. Impacts business and/or employees |:| e. Imposes reporting requirements

D b. Impacts small businesses D f. Imposes prescriptive instead of performance
|:| c. Impacts jobs or occupations |:| g. Impacts individuals

D d. Impacts California competitiveness Iz h. None of the above (Explain below):

Emergency action: no economic assessment only fiscal impact assessment

If any box in Items 1 a through g is checked, complete this Economic Impact Statement.
If box in Item 1.h. is checked, complete the Fiscal Impact Statement as appropriate.

Fish and Game Commission

2. The estimates that the economic impact of this regulation (which includes the fiscal impact) is:

(Agency/Department)
Below $10 million

[ ] Between $10 and $25 million
[ ] Between $25 and $50 million

D Over $50 million [If the economic impact is over $50 million, agencies are required to submit a Standardized Regulatory Impact Assessment

as specified in Government Code Section 11346.3(c)]

3. Enter the total number of businesses impacted:

Describe the types of businesses (Include nonprofits):

Enter the number or percentage of total
businesses impacted that are small businesses:

4, Enter the number of businesses that will be created: eliminated:

Explain:

5. Indicate the geographic extent of impacts: D Statewide

|:| Local or regional (List areas):

6. Enter the number of jobs created: and eliminated:

Describe the types of jobs or occupations impacted:

7. Will the regulation affect the ability of California businesses to compete with
other states by making it more costly to produce goods or services here? D YES D NO

If YES, explain briefly:
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE

ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)
ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT (CONTINUED)

B. ESTIMATED COSTS Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.

1. What are the total statewide dollar costs that businesses and individuals may incur to comply with this regulation over its lifetime? $

a. Initial costs for a small business:  $ Annual ongoing costs: $ Years:
b. Initial costs for a typical business: $ Annual ongoing costs: $ Years:
c. Initial costs for an individual: S Annual ongoing costs: $ Years:

d. Describe other economic costs that may occur:

2. If multiple industries are impacted, enter the share of total costs for each industry:

3. If the regulation imposes reporting requirements, enter the annual costs a typical business may incur to comply with these requirements.
Include the dollar costs to do programming, record keeping, reporting, and other paperwork, whether or not the paperwork must be submitted. $

4. Will this regulation directly impact housing costs? [ ] YES [ ]NO

If YES, enter the annual dollar cost per housing unit: $

Number of units:

5. Are there comparable Federal regulations? |:| YES |:| NO

Explain the need for State regulation given the existence or absence of Federal regulations:

Enter any additional costs to businesses and/or individuals that may be due to State - Federal differences: $

C. ESTIMATED BENEFITS Estimation of the dollar value of benefits is not specifically required by rulemaking law, but encouraged.

—_

. Briefly summarize the benefits of the regulation, which may include among others, the
health and welfare of California residents, worker safety and the State's environment:

2. Are the benefits the result of: D specific statutory requirements, or |:| goals developed by the agency based on broad statutory authority?

Explain:

w

What are the total statewide benefits from this regulation over its lifetime? $

4. Briefly describe any expansion of businesses currently doing business within the State of California that would result from this regulation:

D. ALTERNATIVES TO THE REGULATION Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record. Estimation of the dollar value of benefits is not
specifically required by rulemaking law, but encouraged.

—_

. List alternatives considered and describe them below. If no alternatives were considered, explain why not:
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE

ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)
ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT (CONTINUED)

2. Summarize the total statewide costs and benefits from this regulation and each alternative considered:

Regulation: Benefit: $ Cost: $
Alternative 1:  Benefit: $ Cost: $
Alternative 2:  Benefit: $ Cost: $

3. Briefly discuss any quantification issues that are relevant to a comparison
of estimated costs and benefits for this regulation or alternatives:

4. Rulemaking law requires agencies to consider performance standards as an alternative, if a
regulation mandates the use of specific technologies or equipment, or prescribes specific
actions or procedures. Were performance standards considered to lower compliance costs? D YES D NO

Explain:

E. MAJOR REGULATIONS Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.

California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) boards, offices and departments are required to
submit the following (per Health and Safety Code section 57005). Otherwise, skip to E4.

1. Will the estimated costs of this regulation to California business enterprises exceed $10 miIIion?D YES D NO

If YES, complete E2. and E3
If NO, skip to E4

2. Briefly describe each alternative, or combination of alternatives, for which a cost-effectiveness analysis was performed:

Alternative 1:

Alternative 2:

(Attach additional pages for other alternatives)

3. For the regulation, and each alternative just described, enter the estimated total cost and overall cost-effectiveness ratio:

Regulation: Total Cost $ Cost-effectiveness ratio: $
Alternative 1: Total Cost $ Cost-effectiveness ratio: $
Alternative 2: Total Cost $ Cost-effectiveness ratio: $

4. Will the regulation subject to OAL review have an estimated economic impact to business enterprises and individuals located in or doing business in California
exceeding $50 million in any 12-month period between the date the major regulation is estimated to be filed with the Secretary of State through12 months

after the major regulation is estimated to be fully implemented?

[] YES [ ]NO

If YES, agencies are required to submit a Standardized Regulatory Impact Assessment (SRIA) as specified in
Government Code Section 11346.3(c) and to include the SRIA in the Initial Statement of Reasons.

5. Briefly describe the following:

The increase or decrease of investment in the State:

The incentive for innovation in products, materials or processes:

The benefits of the regulations, including, but not limited to, benefits to the health, safety, and welfare of California
residents, worker safety, and the state's environment and quality of life, among any other benéefits identified by the agency:
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE

ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

A. FISCAL EFFECT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 6 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the
current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year which are reimbursable by the State. (Approximate)
(Pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution and Sections 17500 et seq. of the Government Code).

$

D a. Funding provided in

Budget Act of or Chapter , Statutes of

|:| b. Funding will be requested in the Governor's Budget Act of

Fiscal Year:

2. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year which are NOT reimbursable by the State. (Approximate)
(Pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution and Sections 17500 et seq. of the Government Code).

$

Check reason(s) this regulation is not reimbursable and provide the appropriate information:

[ ] a. Implements the Federal mandate contained in

|:| b. Implements the court mandate set forth by the
Court.

Case of: VS.

D c. Implements a mandate of the people of this State expressed in their approval of Proposition No.

Date of Election:

|:| d. Issued only in response to a specific request from affected local entity(s).

Local entity(s) affected:

D e. Will be fully financed from the fees, revenue, etc. from:

Authorized by Section: of the Code;

|:| f. Provides for savings to each affected unit of local government which will, at a minimum, offset any additional costs to each;

D g. Creates, eliminates, or changes the penalty for a new crime or infraction contained in

[ ] 3. Annual Savings. (approximate)

$

D 4. No additional costs or savings. This regulation makes only technical, non-substantive or clarifying changes to current law regulations.
5. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any local entity or program.

[ ] 6. Other. Explain
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE

ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (CONTINUED)
B. FISCAL EFFECT ON STATE GOVERNMENT /ndicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the current

year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

D 1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

It is anticipated that State agencies will:

|:| a. Absorb these additional costs within their existing budgets and resources.

|:| b. Increase the currently authorized budget level for the Fiscal Year

D 2. Savings in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

|:| 3. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any State agency or program.
4. other. Bxplan WWhite Sturgeon Report Card sales are anticipated to drop resulting ina $13,596
decline in CDFW revenue for the remainder of fiscal year 2023-24.

C. FISCAL EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDING OF STATE PROGRAMS Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal
impact for the current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

|:| 1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

D 2. Savings in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

3. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any federally funded State agency or program.

[ ] 4. Other. Explain

FISCAL OFFICER SIGNATURE DATE

=

The signature attests that the agency has completed the STD. 399 according to the instructions in SAM sections 6601-6616, and understands
the impacts of the proposed rulemaking. State boards, offices, or departments not under an Agency Secretary must have the form signed by the

highest ranking official in the organization.
AGENCY SECRETARY

=

Finance approval and signature is required when SAM sections 6601-6616 require completion of Fiscal Impact Statement in the STD. 399.
DATE

DATE

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE PROGRAM BUDGET MANAGER

=

PAGE 5




STD399 ADDENDUM

Emergency Action to Amend Sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90, and 27.92
Title 14, California Code of Regulations
Re: White Sturgeon

Readopt |

Economic Impact Statement

Under the 90-day extension of this emergency regulation, take will still be permitted to
anglers that purchase a Sturgeon Report Card, but harvest will be limited by 1)
reduction of the legal slot limit, 2) reduction of the annual bag limit, 3) adding a vessel
limit of two fish per day, and 4) protecting critical migrating and spawning behavior via a
seasonal and geographic closure of river habitat. Catch and release angling will be
permitted after anglers reach their annual harvest limit to preserve recreational angling
opportunities.

This emergency action is necessary to maintain current and future recreational fishing’s
economic and cultural benefits, while preventing additional mortality of the impacted
White Sturgeon population and minimizing harassment of spawning individuals.

A. ESTIMATED PRIVATE SECTOR COST IMPACTS
1. Answer: h. None of the above. (Explain below):

Emergency regulations do not require an economic impact statement; only fiscal
impacts must be evaluated (California Government Code Section 11346.1).

Fiscal Impact Statement details are provided below.

Fiscal Impact Statement
A. FISCAL EFFECT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Answer: 5. No fiscal impact.

The proposed amendment to Section 5.79, Title 14, CCR will not have the potential for
a fiscal effect on local governments.

B. FISCAL EFFECT ON STATE GOVERNMENT

Answer: 4. Other.

The Fish and Game Commission (Commission) anticipates that the readoption of the
proposed emergency action for another 90 days will not introduce new costs or savings
for state agencies. The Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (Department) existing level of
monitoring and enforcement activities is expected to be unchanged. However, the
Department anticipates that the continued reduced take limits may result in a continued
drop in White Sturgeon Report Cards sales revenue estimated to be (-$13,596) over the
90-day emergency readoption period during that later part of fiscal year 2023-2024.



Sales of Sturgeon report cards since a fee has been charged are plotted in Figure 1,
showing purchases throughout the year. Most cards are sold in the first months of the
year, with a small bump in sales in the later months of the year. Sales in years 2020 and
2021 may have been elevated due to the Covid-19 pandemic surge in outdoor
recreation. For this fiscal year, as of July 2023, Sturgeon card sales have reached about
30,000, which is about 17% less than the amount sold in 2022, and 19% less than
2019, which are more historically-typical years with no pandemic affects. While difficult
to discern with certainty, the lower 2023 numbers to date may be a result of the new
365-day sportfish license and the recent closure of the salmon fishery. Many other
states with 365-day licenses experienced absolute declines in license sales and for
some sport fishers, no sSalmon opportunity induces them to forego all fishing trips for
any other fish. Thus, acknowledging the probable influence of those factors, 2023-24
fiscal year total sales were already projected to be about 32,92933,491 or 18 percent
less than the 40,851 average sold during a typical year.

Figure 1. Cumulative license sales quantity 2019-2023 for sturgeon report card
Multiple Year Cumulative License Sales Quantity Comparison For Fish - Sturgeon Report Card - 0260

Quantity

L a ¥1-03-05 10803 Y1050 ¥108-29 10628 3 2
YO 1129 Y0127 ¥1-01-28 Yia22 ¥1-03.20 ¥10817 10815 Y1.06-12 Y1790 Yi-oe-ar Y0504 ¥1.1002 ¥1-10-30 Y1127 ¥1.12:28

License Sale Date (Biweekly)

A Department survey of White Sturgeon fishery participants reveals that while over 67
percent report the main reason to fish for White Sturgeon is recreation and 70 percent
state that their goal is only or mostly catch and release; approximately 27 percent state
their goal is to fish for food and 43 percent answer that they would not participate in a
catch and release only fishery. These sentiments have been recognized in the proposed
emergency action in efforts to balance resource protection with recreational fishery
opportunity.

Recent spatial and temporal take patterns suggest that the emergency action’s
proposed January to May upper spanning ground closure is the one component that
may induce a small decline in report card sales during the 180-day emergency period.



The evidence that six percent of the seasonal catch has occurred in the area of the
proposed January to May spanning ground closure, may induce those individual fishers
to not purchase a Sturgeon Report Card, if that is the only time and area that they fish.
Many may pursue Sturgeon in other areas at different times as well as the spawning
grounds. But for some, that may be the only area and time for Sturgeon fishing, so it is
reasonable to project a six percent drop in card sales revenue in 2024. This amounts to
an estimated 1,025 fewer cards sold in 2023 and 1,320 fewer in 2024.

Table 1. White Sturgeon Report Card Price 2023 and 2024

2023 DFG 2024 DFG
0,
AVZY ERELS il Revenue 2024 Base Fee Revenue per
Fee Surcharge
per Card Card
$9.50 $0.29 $9.79 $10.00 $10.30

The 2023 Department revenue per card is $9.79 and $10.30 in 2024. The projected
revenue losses to the Department for reduced White Sturgeon report card sales are
$10,037 for the calendar year 2023, and $13,596 for 2024. The fiscal year 2023-2024
losses are projected to total $23,633.

C. FISCAL EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDING OF STATE PROGRAMS
Answer: 3. No fiscal impact.

The proposed emergency action will not have the potential for a fiscal effect on the
federal funding of state programs.



State of California

Department of Fish and Wildlife
Signed original on file,
received March 26, 2024

Memorandum

Date: March 25, 2024

To: Melissa Miller-Henson
Executive Director
Fish and Game Commission

From: Charlton H. Bonham
Director

Subject: Request for 6-Month Extension, Greater Sage-Grouse Status Review Report

The Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) requests a 6-month extension of
time pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 2074.6 to produce and make publicly
available the final peer reviewed greater sage-grouse (Centrocercus urophasianus)
status review report. The Department anticipates receiving substantial comments
and/or scientific information from tribes, stakeholders, and other interested parties
regarding the petition to list greater sage-grouse as threatened or endangered under
the California Endangered Species Act (CESA). The Department has determined that
an extension is necessary to complete independent peer review of the status review
report and to provide a minimum of 30 days for public review prior to the public hearing
specified in Fish and Game Code section 2075.5. The requested extension would
change the due date of the Department’s status review report to December 28, 2024,
which is 18 months from the date the Fish and Game Commission published the Notice
of Findings (Cal. Reg. Notice Register 2023, No. 26-Z, p. 852).

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact
Scott Gardner, Wildlife Branch Chief at wildlifemgt@wildlife.ca.gov or (916) 801-6257.

ec. Chad Dibble, Deputy Director
Wildlife and Fisheries Division

Scott Gardner, Chief
Wildlife Branch

Pete Figura
Environmental Program Manager
Wildlife Branch

Katrina Smith
Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist)
Wildlife Branch


mailto:wildlifemgt@wildlife.ca.gov

County of Lassen

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
e

CHRIS GALLAGHER
District 1

GARY BRIDGES
District 2

TOM NEELY County Administration Office
221 S. Roop Street, Sulte 4

District 3 i

Susanville, CA 96130
MRQN ALBAUGH Phone: 530-251-8333
District 4 Fax: 530-251-2663

JASON INGRAM
District 5

April 1, 2024

Samantha Murray, President
California Fish and Game Commission
P.O. Box 944209

Sacramento, CA 94244-2090

Wade Crowfoot, Secretary

California Natural Resources Agency
715 P Street, 20" Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Charlton “Chuck” Bonham, Director
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Wildlife Diversity Program

ATTN: CESA UNIT

P.O. Box 944209

Sacramento, CA 94244-2090

Dear Secretary Crowfoot, President Murray and Director Bonham:

On behalf of the County of Lassen, | offer Lassen County’s comments in response to
the “notice and request for information: Greater Sage-Grouse is a candidate for listing
under the California Endangered Species Act.”

The issue of the Greater Sage Grouse and its habitat is a significant issue for
economic, recreational and business interest in Lassen County for decades and
continues to be a primary concern of the Lassen County Board of Supervisors; | write to
urge your leadership in supporting and expediting locally important conservation efforts
that will be further delayed or terminated by a listing under the CESA by the California
Fish and Game Commission. Conservation efforts are planned for the next few years.
For these reasons, | ask that you strongly recommend against a proposed listing of the
Greater Sage Grouse until such conservation efforts can be implemented and such
efforts be monitored and adjusted for success.

The primary pathway supporting sage grouse conservation in Lassen County is via the
Buffalo-Skedaddle Sage-Grouse Working Group’, of which CDFW is a member.

The Buffalo-Skedaddle Sage-grouse Working Group, is comprised of federal, state, and
local agencies, industry organizations, and other stakeholders and has been actively

Choose Civility



engaged in collaborative conservation efforts for over two decades. The group is
solution-oriented and focused on completing on-the-ground work at a meaningful scale.

Notable conservation accomplishments from recent years are listed below:

Juniper removal: In the Buffalo-Skedaddle Population Management Unit (PMU),
juniper encroachment threatens priority sage-grouse habitat. Collaborative efforts have
successfully treated juniper at a landscape scale, covering over 15,000 acres of public,
state, and private land since 2021.

Spring enhancement and protections: Fencing installations around fragile spring
ecosystems within the Buffalo-Skedaddle PMU enhance water availability, cover, and
forage diversity for sage-grouse. Over 30 spring systems have been protected through
new or maintained fence enclosures in recent years.

Riparian restoration: Restoration techniques such as Beaver Dam Analog and Zeedyk
rock structures have been implemented to rehabilitate degraded spring and stream
systems. Over 300 low-tech stream restoration structures have been constructed at 10
locations, fostering healthy riparian habitats essential for sage-grouse survival.

Invasive annual grass control and restoration seeding: Efforts to control annual
grasses through aerial herbicide sprays and subsequent re-seeding have enhanced
habitat structure and diversity, benefiting sage-grouse populations. Since 2021, over
20,000 acres have been treated with herbicide and 15,000 acres have been seeded.

Sagebrush plantings: Native sagebrush seedling plantings have been conducted to
further improve sage-grouse habitat. Over 26,000 sagebrush seedlings have been
planted since 2021.

Continued conservation efforts are planned for the next few years, including extensive
juniper removal (30,000+ acres), riparian restoration projects (~15 locations), new
spring fencing initiatives (~5 locations), and the planting of thousands of sagebrush
seedlings. More information on conservation efforts can be found in the Conservation
Strategy for Greater Sage-grouse in the Buffalo-Skedaddle Population Management,
updated in 2021.

The limiting factors are limited human capacity, logistical challenges to conduct projects
at meaningful scale and the deflection of workforce and time required to overcome the
existing regulatory framework. The current institutional bottlenecks reducing the pace
and scale of conservation work include slow and onerous permitting from state and
federal agencies to do stream restoration projects, limited capacity to conduct
archaeological clearances necessary to conduct large scale vegetation management
and habitat restoration projects.

Most recently, CDFW's bureaucratic processes which are restricting the well-
documented necessity to conduct raven population control measures, is working
against sage grouse nesting success. The current raven population is well above that
threshold that significantly reduces sage grouse nest success therefore restricting sage

Thitps://ucanr.edu/sites/buff-sked-rangeland-project//
2https://www.usgs.gov/publications/a-spatially-explicit-modeling-framework-guide-management-
subsidized-avian-predator
3 https://ucanr.edu/sites/buff-sked-rangeland-project/files/381538. pdf
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grouse population recovery (O’Neill, et al 20232?). In conjunction with the
implementation of the Buffalo-Skedaddle Sage Grouse Conservation Strategy?, raven
control, similar to what is done in support of the desert tortoise, is needed.

The consequences of state CESA listing are difficult to quantify, but there is no
evidence that such a listing will provide any additional capacity to implement work on
the ground. To the contrary, experience has consistently demonstrated that once such
state-level actions are taken, energy is redirected into arguments about the regulatory
program itself rather than completing conservation projects that would benefit sage
grouse and other wildlife. Furthermore, CESA listings work against the collaborative
efforts such as Buffalo-Skedaddle as many partners will be reluctant to participate in
conservation processes with CESA listed species.

A CESA listing will not improve regulatory efficiency to cut “green tape” to expedite
beneficial environmental conservation and restoration efforts such as the Buffalo-
Skeddle strategy. CDFW does not have the staffing and funding capacity itself, nor the
credibility with local partners or federal agencies to overcome the loss of the multi-
partner collaborative conservation work that currently exists. The pace, scale, and
quality of on-the-ground conservation work in Lassen County will be significantly
reduced or cease to exist in California in the event of a CESA listing by the California
Fish and Game Commission.

Loss of planned conservation investments in Lassen County from CESA restrictions
could result in the loss of jobs, revenue and tax base for Californians. According to the
U.S. Census, 19 percent of our residents live in poverty, and per capita income is
approximately $21,214 in the unincorporated communities and $14,002 in the City of
Susanville. The countywide labor force has declined approximately 35 percent over the
past decade and that situation has not been helped by the State’s recent closure of the
California Correctional Center; an estimated net loss of 600 State jobs and $160 million
in local payroll. The February 2024 preliminary unemployment rate is 7.8% in Lassen
County, which is 3.6% higher than the U.S. Unemployment Rate and 2.2% higher than
the California Unemployment Rate.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

S

Richard Egan, County Administrative Officer

cc: Lassen County Board of Supervisors
Assembly Member Megan Dahle
Senator Brian Dahle
Rural County Representatives of California (RCRC)
California State Association of Counties (CSAC)
City of Susanville, City Council

Thttps://ucanr.edu/sites/buff-sked-rangeland-project//
2https://www.usgs.gov/publications/a-spatially-explicit-modeling-framework-guide-management-
subsidized-avian-predator
3 https://ucanr.edu/sites/buff-sked-rangeland-project/files/381538.pdf
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NATE GREENBERG DARCY ELLIS

COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER ASST. CLERK OF THE BOARD

April 2, 2024

California Fish and Game Commission
P.O. Box 944209
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: The Greater Sage-Grouse being a candidate for listing under California Endangered Species Act (CESA)

Dear Commissioners:

The Inyo County Board of Supervisors supports the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) in its
management of the greater sage-grouse. As verified by the information in the most recent ten-year (2014-2024)
CDFW study results (study attached), there has been a substantial 39% increase in the Bi-State Greater Sage-
Grouse population levels. The information demonstrates the effectiveness of the Department’s activities to
ensure the continued success of the greater sage-grouse in the Eastern Sierra. The Commission believes that the
Department’s successes should be used to improve, enhance, and protect all species of sage-grouse throughout
the state.

The study results show that the greater sage-grouse populations are recovering thus the need to list the species
as endangered is not needed. CDFW has done an exceptional job in the past ten years of managing the local
populations. The study confirms that recovery is in progress. Any effort to list the species as endangered may
detrimentally affect the success of the current management activities and adversely impact ongoing
improvements. The listing of this species as endangered is not warranted.

The Commission commends CDFW and supports its continued management of the greater sage-grouse. The
success of the Department’s program will ensure a strong future for the greater sage-grouse in California.

Sincerely,

. A2~

Chairpersbn Matt Kingsley,
Inyo County Board of Supervisors

Attachment: Ten Year (2014-2024) Greater Sage-grouse Study

P. O. Drawer N | 224 N. Edwards St. | Independence, CA 93526
(760) 878-0373



Bi-State Sage-Grouse
10-Year Accomplishment Report
2012-2021

BISTATESAGEGROUSE.COM
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Figure 1: Ancestral lands of the Bi-State area (map source: Indian Claims Commussion)

ANCESTRAL LANDS ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The Bi-State area is located in the heart of the Northern Paiute (Numu) territory and extends to include the lands of the Washoe
(Wa She Shu) in the north, and Western Shoshone (Newe) in the south. We honor the Indigenous caretakers who have stewarded
these lands, waters, and animals since time immemorial and pay respect to the elders who lived before, the people of today, and
the generations to come.
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CONSERVATION HISTORY
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Figure 2: Timeline of Bi-State conservation efforts and USFWS listing decisions
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Bi-State sage-grouse, habitat, and people

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Bi-State Sage-Grouse Conservation Action Plan was written
in 2012 to provide a roadmap to conservation for the Bi-State
greater sage-grouse distinct population segment (Bi-State DPS).
The Bi-State area, located along the California and Nevada state
border, is divided into six Population Management Units (PMUs)
(Figure 4). In each PMU, threats were identified and ranked, and
unique conservation strategies were created to address threats
(Table 3). The Action Plan called out priority actions deemed
necessary to protect sage-grouse populations and their habitats.
Projects in the Action Plan sought to:

implement a coordinated interagency approach,
incorporate science-based adaptive management,
increase regulatory mechanisms,

minimize and eliminate risk,

improve and restore habitat,

monitor sage-grouse populations,

and maintain stakeholder involvement.

At every step it was assumed that projects would be altered
or added as priorities change based on new information, and
new priorities occur that were unknown when the Action Plan
was written.

Action Plan strategies and objectives are implemented through
the Bi-State Local Area Working Group (Bi-State LAWG), a
collaborative conservation network of federal, state, and local
government agencies, Native American tribal members and
representatives, nonprofits organizations, and private landowners.

The Bi-State LAWG receives guidance from a team of agency
scientists and biologists that make up the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC), as well as support from agency directors and
leadership that make up the Executive Oversight Committee
(EOC). Each year projects outlined in the Action Plan are
implemented utilizing a science-based adaptive management and
collaborative conservation approach. In 2014, agency partners
announced a $45 million dollar commitment to implement the
Action Plan over a 10-year period.

The purpose of this report is to provide a 10-year summary of
Bi-State Action Plan implementation which includes population
monitoring, vegetation monitoring, and the implementation of
a wide variety of habitat improvement projects. Understanding
Action Plan implementation and the effectiveness of conservation
actions will help Bi-State partners to prioritize future conservation
actions for Bi-State sage-grouse.

BSSG 10-YR ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT



ACCOMPLISHMENTS

Much has been accomplished since the implementation of the
Action Plan in 2012 (Figure 3). Bi-State partnerships remain
strong and active and the Action Plan, while flexible, remains the
guiding framework for Bi-State conservation efforts. Additionally,
partners are well on their way to meeting the $45 million dollar
funding commitment established in 2014. To date, approximately
84% of that funding has been allocated with a total of $37.6
million dollars spent on sage-grouse conservation efforts over
the last eight years.

The objectives, strategies, and actions outlined in the Action
Plan include population monitoring, habitat monitoring, and
the implementation of a wide variety of conservation actions
to maintain healthy sage-grouse populations and habitat in the
Bi-State conservation planning area. Population monitoring
includes sage-grouse capture, intensive monitoring of survival,
nest success, and brood success, and annual lek monitoring.
The collection of these data provides information on habitat
selection and utilization as well as factors influencing sage-
grouse population trends. Vegetation monitoring efforts aim
to evaluate habitat quality and the effectiveness of completed
conservation actions including post-fire restoration and conifer
treatment. Finally, Action Plan directed conservation projects are
carried out to address the following threats to Bi-State sage-
grouse and their habitats:

e Wildfire e Small populations

e Urbanization e Human disturbance

e Conifer expansion e Wild horse grazing

® |nvasive species e Permitted livestock

e Infrastructure grazing

e Loss of sagebrush/ e Predation
meadows

Since 2012, 945 sage-grouse have been captured and fitted
with very high frequency (VHF) or Global Positioning System
(GPS) transmitters across all Bi-State Population Management
Units (PMUs) (Table 2, Figure 6). Population monitoring has
occurred through annual lek counts and through the tracking of
marked birds to better understand survival, reproduction, and
recruitment. Vegetation monitoring has been completed at 816
sites to measure vegetation response to habitat improvement
projects including changes in sagebrush cover, perennial grass
cover, species richness and presence of non-native and invasive
species. A total of 141 of the 159 actions identified in the Action
Plan have been implemented. These projects have improved
habitat conditions for sage-grouse on more than 143,000 acres
of land in the Bi-State.

Over the last ten years, the Action Plan has provided a clear
framework to guide this collaborative conservation effort. It
has helped the Bi-State LAWG increase their understanding
of sage-grouse population trends, gain a better understanding
of factors influencing populations, and learn how and where to
implement conservation actions to provide the greatest benefit to

sage-grouse and their habitats. Recent USGS research suggests
the implementation of the Action Plan has bolstered Bi-State
sage-grouse populations by 3.9% annually and 31.1% since 2012
(Bi-State TAC, 2022). Bi-State partners are currently evaluating
the most recent science and working to update the Action Plan
so that it may continue to act as a guiding document for sage-
grouse related conservation efforts in the Bi-State.

Bi-State sage-grouse

Bi-State partners

Conservation Highlights
$37.6 million dollars allocated to BSSG conservation effort since 2014
945 sage-grouse monitored within all PMUs
816 Vegetation monitoring plots completed
89% of Action Plan identified projects implemented
143,000 acres of sage-grouse habitat improved

31% increase in Bi-State sage-grouse population success as a result of Bi-State
conservation efforts

Figure 3: Bi-State highlights
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Bi-State sage-grouse on lek

INTRODUCTION

The Bi-State Local Area Working Group (Bi-State LAWG) was
formed in 2002 to establish a landscape-level approach to
conservation and management of the Bi-State greater sage-
grouse distinct population segment (Bi-State DPS). This
diverse group of stakeholders includes, federal, state, and local
government agencies, Tribal members and representatives, non-
profit organizations, and private landowners.

This group has been striving to implement a collaborative
approach to sage-grouse conservation and management for
twenty years and has been lauded nationally as a model of
collaborative conservation success. Together they developed the
first Bi-State sage-grouse conservation plan in 2004. In 2012,
the Bi-State LAWG organized a planning and strategy approach
to build and improve upon the multi-pronged effort to affect the
conservation of the Bi-State DPS. While an important milestone,
it was not the beginning of the Bi-State LAWG’s effort but a
continuation of efforts that began a decade before.

Encouraged by a potential listing of the species under the
Endangered Species Act, the Bi-State LAWG set out to evaluate
threats to Bi-State sage-grouse and identify tangible on-the-
ground actions to alleviate these concerns. This effort culminated
in the 2012 Bi-State Conservation Action Plan (Action Plan), which
provided a 10-year adaptable scope of work, grounded in the

best available science, and supported by funding commitments
provided by local, state, and federal agency partners. The Action
Plan summarized relevant threats and prior conservation efforts
and outlined a comprehensive set of strategies, objectives,
and actions designed to achieve conservation of sustainable
populations and habitats for the Bi-State DPS (Bi-State TAC,
2012).

Each year projects outlined in the Action Plan are implemented
utilizing a science-based adaptive management and
collaborative conservation approach. Understanding Action
Plan implementation and the effectiveness of conservation
actions will help Bi-State partners to update the Action Plan and
prioritize future conservation actions for Bi-State sage-grouse.
The purpose of this report is to provide a 10-year summary of
Bi-State Action Plan implementation which includes population
monitoring, vegetation monitoring, and the implementation of a
wide variety of habitat improvement and conservation projects.

BSSG 10-YR ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT



Figure 4: Bi-State Population Management Unats

BSSG 10-YR ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT 6



POPULATION MONITORING

There are six Population Management Units (PMUs) within the
Bi-State, including the Bodie Hills, Desert Creek/Fales, Mount
Grant, Pine Nut, South Mono and White Mountains (Figure 4).
Research and monitoring projects detailed in the Action Plan
include telemetry, habitat and vital rate data collection, and the
coordination of annual lek counts to better understand population
demographics and improve predictive models and adaptive
management capabilities.

Monitoring efforts were in place in 2012 when the Action Plan
was written but a cooperative plan to intensively monitor sage-
grouse populations was initiated during the fall of 2015. This
monitoring plan allows partners to identify long-term population
trends, understand key habitat characteristics, and ultimately
allows for a before and after study design to quantify sage-
grouse response to management actions (Table 1).

Since 2012, 945 sage-grouse have been captured in the spring
and fall seasons and fitted with Very High Frequency (VHF)
collars or Global Positioning Satellite (GPS) transmitters (Table
2, Figure 6). Sage-grouse movement and survival is tracked in
consecutive years. Intensive monitoring is conducted during
nesting and brood-rearing periods to track reproduction and
recruitment (Mathews et al., 2018). These vital rates provide data
for the Integrated Population Model (IPM) which can characterize
population growth rate and isolate factors affecting that rate for
individual sub-populations and the Bi-State DPS.

Bi-State sage-grouse capture and monitoring
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Figure 5: Bi-State sage-grouse locations and identified habitat
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PMU 2012

Pine Nut

Desert Creek-Fales

Bodie Hills

Mount Grant

South Mono

Parker Meadows *

White Mountains

PMU 2m2
Mount Grant 20

Desert Creek-Fales 6

Pine Nut 39
South Mono
Parker Meadows * 3

White Mountains
Bodie Hills 2

Bi-State Total 72

2013

10

14

27

2013

2017

2018
18

10

26
20
46
51

2014 2015 2016
e O
o ®
e o ®
e O @
e O @
o
o
Table 1: Bi-State monitoring schedule
* South Mono PMU
2014 2015 2016 2017
1 14 32 27
12 31 20
9 3
9 39 12 33
2 28
4 23
9 29 14 60
28 97 95 191

17

2018

2019

1
20
26
35
92

2019

2020

28
26
63

2020

2021

23

33

22

26
109

Table 2 Number of sage-grouse captured and marked each year within each Population Management Unit in the Bi-State.

* Birds were captured in Bodie Hills PMU and translocated to Parker Meadows (South Mono PMU)

200

2021

Total
145
79
65
172
80
151
253
945

2012 203

2014

2015

2016

27

® vir @ Gps

2018

Figure 6: Sage-grouse marked annually by collar type

2018

2020

2021
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Figure 7: Bi-State sage-grouse lek attendance trends

LEK MONITORING

Each spring, between the months of March and May, Bi-State
partners collaborate to monitor known leks to count sage-grouse
when they congregate and visibly display on lekking grounds.
These counts generate annual population estimates which help
Bi-State partners understand population trends over time. These
population trends are cyclical and count results fluctuate year
to year. To determine long-term trends, annual lek count data is
incorporated into an Integrated Population Model which accounts
for low counts or leks not counted and generates modeled
population estimates.

Within the Bi-State area, there are a total of 101 documented
lek locations between California and Nevada, of which 49 are
considered currently active (Figure 8) . The active lek status
is defined by two or more males present for at least two of
five recorded years (Connelly et al., 2003). The total number
of documented leks may be somewhat misleading due to the
presence of “satellite leks” within many of the PMUs. Satellite leks
are small leks that often occur near larger active leks during years
of relatively high abundance. The “active” definition is sometimes
difficult to apply to satellite leks that are utilized sporadically
and do not persist each year. State agencies including NDOW
and CDFW are currently working on delineating satellite leks as
autonomous or connected, thereby removing some uncertainty
surrounding lek counts as an index of population change.

BSSG 10-YR ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT

CALIFORNIA LEK SURVEYS

California sage-grouse lek counts are conducted by CDFW,
USFS, USGS, LADWP, BLM, Mono County, and others. The
primary method used to obtain lek count data in California
involves saturation counts which is the simultaneous survey of
all leks within a breeding complex on a minimum of three separate
days spaced throughout the survey period. The peak male count
is represented by the survey having the highest cumulative
number of grouse counted on all leks within a breeding complex
on any one day.

NEVADA LEK SURVEYS

Lek counts in the Nevada portion of the Bi-State are conducted
by NDOW, USFS, BLM, USGS personnel, and volunteers using
on-the-ground survey and aerial survey methods. Because many
leks in Nevada are remote in nature and difficult to access,
saturation counts are not attempted. Lek counts are attempted
at all known active leks multiple times during the lekking season,
and the highest recorded number of males is documented as
the annual count. Remote leks are often surveyed aerially by
helicopter.



Figure 8: Known Bi-State lek locations
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POPULATION MANAGEMENT UNIT SUMMARY

Sage-grouse population trends are cyclical and typically mirror
climatic conditions. During periods of adequate moisture, sage-
grouse populations often do well, while periods of drought bring
population declines (Blomberg, 2012). The five-year period
between 2012 and 2016 saw extreme drought conditions,
with record-high temperatures and record-low snow pack and
precipitation (Gleick, 2017). Since 2012, there have only been two
years that California reached or surpassed long-term average
precipitation levels and sage-grouse population trends have
reflected this. (Figure 9). The following PMU sections summarize
scientific research modeled by USGS’ IPM. The population
demographic descriptions that follow are for the reporting period
between 2012 and 2021. They are heavily influenced by recent
climactic conditions and do not accurately represent long-term
population trends in the Bi-State.

PINE NUT

The Pine Nut PMU is in the northernmost region of the Bi-State.
This area contains 574,373 acres of BLM, USFS, Tribal, private,
and state or county managed lands (Bi-State Action Plan, 2012).
This population of sage-grouse is relatively isolated from the
rest of the Bi-State and with population estimates of 48 birds it
is the smallest in the Bi-State area (Coates, 2022). Monitoring
efforts took place from 2012 through 2015. Over that time 109
birds were captured, marked, and monitored for survival, nest,
and brood success. Monitoring efforts were planned to initiate
again in 2020 but halted due to concerns around capturing birds
within such a small population.

Desert

Pine Creeks Bulclie Mount  South  White
Nut Fales Hills Grant  Mono  Muns.
Wildfire L * L L] L) [ ]
Clonifer Encroachment L L L e e L]
Invasive Species L ] [ ] [ ] L ] L L)
Sagebrush Habitar Conditions L]
Urbanization L] LJ L J L) L]
Human Disturbance
& Recreation ® . e .
Infrastructure [ ] [ ] [ ] ] L) L]
Landfill ]
Surface Water Management o
Licensed Hunting L]
Poaching
Grazing-Wild Horses ® L] . L ?
Grazing-Permitted Livestock hd L4 L ot ® ®
Predation L ] L L L L L
Disease L]
Energy Development ® L ®
‘Wind Energy Testing ®
Geothermal Development L] L] L

@ low ® moderate @ high

Table 3: Identified threats to sage-grouse by PMU

The greatest threats to sage-grouse populations and their habitats
in the Pine Nut PMU are wildfire, conifer encroachment, invasive
species, recreational use impacts, infrastructure, and energy
development (Table 3). Examples of completed conservation
actions to address identified threats include:

11,704 acres of post-wildfire restoration

20,837 acres of conifer expansion treatment

838 acres of invasive species monitoring and removal
651 acres of meadow restoration and improvement
14.8 miles of fence removal and fence marking

3 wild horse gathers to maintain AML

4 projects to improve livestock grazing management
7 education and outreach events

Since 2012, sage-grouse populations in the Pine Nut PMU
have been in decline. The likelihood that this population will
become extirpated within the next ten years is 67.7% (Coates,
2019). Drought, wildfire, and wild horse impacts have all played
a role in limiting habitat and reproductive success. Telemetry
data between 2013 and 2015 indicates that some birds have
moved from the Pine Nuts to the Bodie Hills PMU (Coates et al.,
2016). Considering the Pine Nut subpopulation only makes up
approximately 1% of the entire Bi-State population, changes in
the overall total of birds in this area will not have great effects on
the Bi-State as a whole, however, loss of population distribution
is concerning (Coates, 2019).
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Fagure 9: California drought and tlemperature data
(Source: Western Regional Climate Center California Climate Tracker)

BSSG 10-YR ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT



DESERT CREEK-FALES

The Desert Creek subpopulation is on the Nevada side of the
Bi-State and is bordered to the west by the Fales subpopulation
in California. These subpopulations are managed as one PMU.
The Desert Creek-Fales PMU contains 567,992 acres of USFS,
private, BLM, state or country, and Department of Defense
managed lands (Bi-State Action Plan, 2012). IPM population
estimates for Desert Creek total 237 birds while Fales is estimated
at 88 (Coates, 2022). Monitoring in Desert Creek occurred in
2012 and between 2015 through 2018. During that time 79
birds were captured, marked, and monitored for survival, nest
success, and brood success.

The greatest threats to sage-grouse populations and their
habitats in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU are urbanization, conifer
encroachment, wildfire, and infrastructure (Table 3). Examples
of completed conservation actions to address identified threats
include:

® 6,578 acres protected through conservation easements
21,016 acres of conifer expansion treatment

26 miles of fence marking

218 acres of sagebrush and meadow restoration

453 acres of invasive species removal

6 projects to improve livestock grazing management

1 education and outreach event

Since 2012, sage-grouse populations in the Desert Creek-Fales
PMU have been in a slight decline. The most recent IPM estimates
suggest that decline to be 4.5% annually (Coates, 2019). The
ten-year extirpation estimates were 23.4% for Desert Creek and
38.4% for Fales (Coates, 2019). Sage-grouse in Desert Creek are
located in lower elevation, drier habitats. Impacts from drought
have likely caused these declines. However, recent lek counts
suggest that sage-grouse numbers have been improving in the
Fales PMU.

BODIE HILLS

The Bodie Hills PMU is west of the Mount Grant PMU on the
California side of the Bi-State. It contains 349,630 acres of BLM,
USFS, private, state, county, and Tribal lands (Bi-State Action
Plan, 2012). This subpopulation is the largest in the Bi-State.
Recent IPM estimates suggest there are 819 birds in the Bodie
Hills PMU, which represents 36.6 percent of all sage-grouse
within the Bi-State DPS (Coates, 2022). The Bodie Hills are
higher in elevation compared to the rest of the Bi-State and
habitat and bird populations tend to fare better during periods
of drought as a result. Because the Bodie Hills subpopulation
accounts for the bulk of population abundance, Bodie Hills PMU
trends substantially influence overall trends across the Bi-State
DPS (Coates, 2022). Capture and monitoring in the Bodie Hills
occurred between 2012 and 2021. During that time 253 birds
were collared and monitored for survival, nest success, and
brood success.

Bodie Hills PMU n spring

The greatest threats to sage-grouse populations and their habitats
in the Bodie Hills PMU are wildfire and conifer encroachment
(Table 3). Examples of completed conservation actions to address
identified threats include:

e 825 acres of post-wildfire restoration

7,713 acres of conifer expansion treatment

1,690 acres of sagebrush and meadow restoration

32 miles of fence removal, modification, and marking
11,624 acres protected through conservation easements
170 acres of invasive species removal

Annual monitoring of the Montgomery

Pass wild horse herd

32 projects to improve livestock grazing management

3 education and outreach events

In 2012, sage-grouse populations were at an all-time high in
the Bodie Hills PMU. Since then, coincident with a long period
of drought, populations have declined slightly but population
estimates in the Bodie Hills PMU still remain four times higher
than they were two decades ago (Coates, 2019). The IPM
estimates the likelihood of ten-year extirpation to be low at
2.4% (Coates, 2019). The Bodie Hills PMU is higher in elevation
relative to other Bi-State PMUs and can withstand the effects of
drought longer than other lower elevation sites (Coates, 2019).
Bodie Hills also contains a relatively large amount of late brood-
rearing habitat in the Bi-State, which has led to higher recruitment
rates for this reporting period (Coates, 2019).
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Sage-grouse in Long Valley meadow

MOUNT GRANT

The Mount Grant PMU is east of the Bodie Hills on the Nevada
side of the Bi-State. This area contains 699,079 acres of USFS,
BLM, Department of Defense, private, and Tribal managed lands
(Bi-State Action Plan 2012). IPM estimates suggest there are 230
sage-grouse in the Mount Grant PMU (Coates, 2022). Capture
and monitoring in Mount Grant occurred between 2012 and
2018, and in 2021. During that time 145 birds were captured
and monitored for survival, nest, and brood success.

The greatest threats to sage-grouse populations and their habitats
in the Mount Grant PMU are wildfire, conifer encroachment,
infrastructure, mineral exploration and development, and energy
development (Table 3). Examples of completed conservation
actions to address identified threats include:

e 1,562 acres of post-wildfire restoration

e 8,862 acres of conifer expansion treatment

60 acres of sagebrush and meadow restoration
47 sites monitored to assess meadow conditions
26 miles of fence marking

2,607 acres of invasive species monitoring and removal
1 wild horse gather to maintain AML

2 projects to improve permitted

livestock grazing management

3 projects to limit recreational use impacts

2 education and outreach events

Between 2012 and 2018, sage-grouse populations in the Mount
Grant PMU remained very close to stable. Since 2019 there
have been sharper declines in male lek attendance, which is

likely a result of long-term drought in the higher elevations of the
Mount Grant PMU. USGS has documented movement of birds
from Mount Grant to the Bodie Hills PMU. The IPM estimates
the likelihood of ten-year extirpation to be moderate at 24.6%
(Coates, 2019). More intensive monitoring of this population will
begin in 2022, which may provide more understanding of the
demographic rates associated with population declines.

SOUTH MONO

The South Mono PMU contains 579,483 acres of BLM, USFS,
private, county, and Tribal managed lands (Bi-State Action Plan,
2012). This subpopulation is the second largest in the Bi-State
and includes the Parker Meadows, Sagehen, and Long Valley
subpopulations. Recent IPM estimates suggest there are 769
birds in the South Mono PMU, the majority of which utilize the
Long Valley area (Coates, 2022). As of spring 2021, the Long
Valley subpopulation represents 31 percent of all sage-grouse
within the Bi-State DPS. Because of its large size, population
changes at Long Valley have large impacts on the overall Bi-State
DPS trends (Coates, 2022). Capture and monitoring in the
Sagehen subpopulation occurred in 2014 and 2015. Capture
and monitoring in the Parker Meadows subpopulation occurred
in 2012 and between 2017-2021. Capture and monitoring in the
Long Valley subpopulation occurred from 2015 to 2021. During
that time a total of 250 birds were collared and monitored for
survival, nest success, and brood success.

The greatest threats to sage-grouse populations and their habitats
in the South Mono PMU are wildfire, infrastructure, recreation
and human disturbance, and urbanization (Table 3). Examples
of completed conservation actions to address identified threats
include:

e 2,926 acres of post-wildfire restoration
® Progress has been made to close the
Benton Crossing landfill by 2023
e 1,246 acres of seasonal road closures to limit
recreational use impacts during lekking season
52.8 miles of permanent road closures
in critical sage-grouse habitat
2,305 acres protected through conservation easements
5.7 miles of fence removal, modification, and marking
6,275 acres of conifer expansion treatment
Implementation of LADWP’s Adaptive
Management Plan for watering in Long Valley
e Raven monitoring and egg oiling efforts
to reduce predation impacts
e 5 acres of invasive weed treatment
e 4 projects to improve permitted
livestock grazing management
¢ 16 education and outreach events

The South Mono population has experienced slight declines over
the reporting period likely associated with drought, predation,
and high levels of recreational activity in the Long Valley area.
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White Mountain PMU

The 10-year extirpation probability remained low at 3.8 %. Birds
in the Long Valley portion of the South Mono PMU rely heavily
on wet meadows and irrigated pastures near Crowley Lake
during nesting and brood rearing periods. During long periods of
drought, birds may venture further out in those irrigated pastures
with little overhead protection from avian predators (Coates,
2022). Although the effect of outdoor recreation pressure on sage-
grouse has not been quantified, recreational use has increased
significantly over the reporting period and may be affecting
habitat selection patterns (Coates, 2022). Birds in the Sagehen
area have sharply declined, it is presumed that they have joined
the core population in the Long Valley area during the drought
period. Birds in the Parker Meadows area have experienced
a large increase after experimental translocation efforts were
implemented between 2017 and 2021 (see translocation section).

WHITE MOUNTAINS

The White Mountains PMU is the highest elevation sage-grouse
habitat in the Bi-State area and contains 1,753,875 acres of
BLM, USFS, and privately managed lands (Bi-State Action Plan,
2012). Recent IPM estimates suggest there are 40 birds in this
population (Coates, 2022). However, the White Mountains are
remote and difficult to access in the spring, sage-grouse in the
PMU have not been extensively monitored, and historic lek count
data is lacking. Therefore, the IPM should be interpreted with
caution as bird numbers could be much higher than the model
suggests (Coates, 2022). Capture and monitoring efforts took
place in 2013, 2015 and from 2017 to 2021. During that period
196 birds were collared and monitored for survival, nest success,
and brood success.

Sage-grouse and pronghorn

The greatest threats to sage-grouse populations and their
habitats in the White Mountains PMU are conifer expansion
and wild horses (Table 3). Examples of completed conservation
actions to address identified threats include:

e TAC members evaluated 5 conifer treatment sites
e Monitoring of White Mountain and
Silver Peak wild horse herds
e Coordinated management of Crooked
Creek grazing allotment
e 1.7 miles of fence marking
e 4 education and outreach events

Sage-grouse in the White Mountains were relatively understudied,
largely because these sage-grouse reside at high elevations that
are often inaccessible until mid-summer. The subpopulation
represents the most southwestern, and potentially highest
elevation occupancy of greater sage-grouse across the species
range, representing a unique and potentially extreme study site.
Thus, less is known about this population compared to other
Bi-State populations (Coates, 2022). Capture and monitoring
efforts will continue in an effort to increase understanding of
demographic rates and population trends in the White Mountains
PMU.
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Parker Meadow brood translocation

PARKER MEADOW
TRANSLOCATION

One management action specifically listed in the Action Plan
was the addition of birds, through translocation, from other
PMUs to critically small and isolated sub-populations of sage-
grouse. Translocations are designed to: 1) bolster population size
to reduce the eminent likelihood of local extinction that would
negatively impact the overall stability and persistence of the DPS;
and 2) infuse genetic variation to ‘rescue’ this population from the
harmful effects of low genetic diversity within the subpopulation.

Ongoing research conducted by the USGS highlighted the
potential for population declines within the Parker Meadow
subpopulation in the South Mono PMU to critically low levels.
It was determined that intervening management efforts were
necessary to maintain and increase the Parker Meadow
subpopulation.

After three years of planning, the first of a multi-year translocation
effort began in March 2017. That year, 28 sage-grouse (20 females,
8 males) were captured at Bodie Hills and translocated to Parker
Meadows. All captured birds were fitted with VHF or GPS (male
only) transmitters. As part of an experimental design, a subset
of females was artificially inseminated prior to release
to help increase the probability of nest initiation that
spring. Additionally, three post-hatch broods, females

Males

Data from 2017 efforts suggested that brood translocations are
more successful because they bypass the effects of low nest
initiation and success associated with the translocation of pre-
nesting females. In 2018, 20 more sage-grouse (13 females, 7
males) were translocated from Bodie Hills to Parker Meadows,
five of which were pre-nesting hens and eight were females with
broods. In 2019, a total of 20 birds (10 females with broods, 5
pre-nesting females, 5 males) were translocated from the Bodie
Hills PMU. Fifteen were outfitted with VHF transmitters and 5 with
GPS transmitters to track movement and monitor survival. No
translocations took place in 2020 due to the covid-19 pandemic.
In 2021, five hens with their broods were translocated to Parker
Meadows.

Given what has been learned during the initial years of
translocation efforts, measures have been identified to minimize
morality and dispersal rates. Design changes to transport boxes
and increasing the emphasis on brood translocations promise
to reduce the number of individuals required to be handled and
improve success of the translocation overall (Figure 10). Moving
forward USGS will be using a new protocol that involves mixed
brood translocations, where one hen is translocated with her
brood and part of another hen’s brood. The purpose of this
method is to limit the number of adults removed from the source
population, decreasing negative demographic impacts to that
population. The translocation effort in Parker Meadows will
continue in the coming years. Changes to protocols and methods
will continue to utilize a science based, adaptive approach to
allow this effort to be as successful as possible.

Total

2018

8 7 5 20

with newly hatched chicks, were translocated. These ~ femeies (pre-nesting & s ’ - - o
were the first greater sage-grouse brood translocations ~ femaies v/ broods) 3 8 10 - > 26
attempted range-wide. The expectation is that these G LY &) u = Y L)

Total 45 59 90 0 25 219

reproductive conditions would help “anchor” the female
to the release area, and their surviving chicks would
add new recruits to the population at Parker Meadows.

Table 4: Sage-grouse translocated to Parker Meadows annually
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Figure 11: Vegetation monitoring plot locations

VEGETATION MONITORING

The Nevada Partners for Conservation and Development (NPCD),
housed within the Nevada Department of Wildlife (NDOW), has
been collecting vegetation data across numerous sites across
all Bi-State PMUs since 2011.

In areas identified for conifer removal and at sites that have
experienced episodes of wildfire, the NPCD establishes
monitoring plots both within and outside of treatment and wildfire
boundaries. Sampling is conducted prior to treatment to establish
baseline conditions and sites are revisited post treatment to
determine treatment and fire restoration effectiveness. Plots
outside of treatment and wildfire boundaries serve as controls
against which the restoration projects’ effectiveness can be
compared. The methods NPCD employs are consistent with the
BLM'’s Assessment, Inventory and Monitoring protocols (AIM;
Taylor et al. 2014) and are designed to be easily replicated,
requiring little or no expensive equipment.

Since the Action Plan was implemented, 816 vegetation plots
have been monitored across the Bi-State. Monitoring measures
vegetation response to treatment including changes in sagebrush
cover, perennial grass cover, species richness and presence
of non-native and invasive species (Figure 12). Vegetation
response to treatment is often slow; however, preliminary results

from selected sites suggest that species richness, sagebrush,
perennial grass, and forb cover are elevated in treatment plots
compared to control sites. These results suggest that conifer
treatment and post wildfire restoration efforts are improving
habitat conditions for sage-grouse.

239

179 177

112
91

18

PN DCF BH MG SM
Figure 12: Completed vegetation monitoring plots
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Fagure 13: Acres of work completed to address identified threats to Bi-State sage-grouse

CONSERVATION ACTION IMPLEMENTATION

The Action Plan intended to provide a foundation and vision
for a coordinated and cooperative management approach for
conservation of the Bi-State sage-grouse, to ensure healthy
population levels, and to maintain and improve sage-

grouse habitat.

Pine Nut

Individual objectives, strategies, and actions outlined
in the Plan provide a strategic framework designed to
achieve these overall conservation goals. Conservation
actions are outlined using a hierarchal approach that
identifies each action relative to the broader conservation
objectives and strategies identified in the Plan (Bi-State
Action Plan, 2012). The highest priority threats were
identified and prioritized for each individual PMU.

Desert Creek-Fales

Bodie Hills

Mount Grant

H South Mone
In the last ten years, on-the-ground conservation efforts SRR

have been initiated to improve habitat conditions on
more than 143,000 acres in the Bi-State (Figure 13). The hiele B
following pages identify threats to Bi-State sage-grouse ———
and their habitats and detail actions taken to address
those threats. Work completed represents the highest @ Conifer Expansion @ Urbanization | Wildfire @ Infrastructure @ Invasive Grasses
priority actions in the Bi-State informed by research, Loss of Sagebrush /Meadows @ Crazing

a conservation planning tool developed by USGS,
input from the Bi-State Local Area Working Group, and
common-sense realities of implementing projects.

]

w

10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Fagure 14: Number of completed projects by PMU
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Post fire comifer removal

WILDFIRE

Large, intense wildfires are an increasing issue across the West
and the Bi-State is not immune to this threat. Addressing wildfire
is identified as a high priority in the Pine Nut, Desert Creek-Fales,
Mt. Grant, Bodie and South Mono PMUs.

Changing climate, periods of drought, encroaching conifer, and
the proliferation of non-native weeds, such as cheatgrass, alter
sagebrush ecosystems and increase the likelihood of ignition
and fuel load available for wildfire that can quickly devastate
large expanses of important sage-grouse habitat.

A disturbed ecosystem post-fire is more susceptible to further
invasion of non-native plant species and conversion of sagebrush
to annual grass monocultures, which in turn increases potential
for fire. This cycle alters fire regimes, causing more frequent
and intense fires that perpetuate loss of habitat and threats
to sage-grouse. Actions employed to address the threat of
wildfire include, strategic fire suppression, fuel breaks, conifer
removal, fuel reduction and post-fire rehabilitation. The removal
of encroaching conifer reduces fuel availability for wildfires in
sagebrush ecosystems and can act as a fuel break to halt
or slow the progress of a spreading wildfire. Fuel reduction
entails thinning thick stands of conifer, mosaic mowing and
prescribed burns to limit the spread and decrease the intensity
of wildfires while promoting native plant species production.
Post-fire rehabilitation helps avoid ecosystem type conversion
and promotes the return of suitable sage-grouse habitat though
erosion control and seeding of native shrubs and grasses.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

e To address the threat of wildfire, Bi-State LAWG
partners communicate across jurisdictional boundaries
to implement coordinated fire-management strategies
that minimize the loss of suitable sage-grouse habitat.

e A concerted effort is made to ensure that fire personnel
are informed and respond to wildfire with consistency
across management boundaries. This requires the
ability to: 1) identify locations that provide current
or potential habitat for sage-grouse and 2) prioritize
fire suppression and management actions in these
areas to minimize sage-grouse habitat loss.

¢ Interagency fire management and suppression
agreements were established between the BLM
and USFS. Existing fire management plans
were updated to include conservation measures
identified by the National Sage-Grouse Technical
Team to reduce long-term loss of sagebrush.

e Since 2012, a total of 18,034 acres of work, including

conifer removal, fuel breaks, fuels reduction and post-
fire rehabilitation has occurred in the Pine Nut, Desert
Creek-Fales, Mount Grant, Bodie and South Mono PMUs.

® Resource advisor kits are updated annually to

provide the most recent information on sage-grouse
populations and all fire personnel receive training
on fire protocols specific to sage-grouse habitat.

e Wildfire prevention activities include patrols

to locate fire starts, document campfires and
educate the public on fire regulations.

e | ADWP prohibits camping on their lands and

has adopted a no campfire policy to reduce
the potential for human caused fire.
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Bi-State conservation easement

URBANIZATION

Biomes in the arid west have uneven distributions of food and
cover, thus fragmentation can be particularly acute for the wildlife
that depend on these environments. Many sagebrush obligate
species have evolved to require very large areas of intact habitat
to meet their seasonal and annual resource needs. Therefore,
disturbance of a relatively small number of fragmented sagebrush
acres can have a disproportionate impact on the species that
need that habitat to survive (Crist, 2015).

Maintaining high quality, intact habitat conditions into the future
and addressing the risks associated with urbanization is a high
priority in the Desert Creek-Fales, Pine Nut, and South Mono
PMUs.

Conservation easements are implemented to limit urban
development that may fragment habitat. These are voluntary legal
agreements between a landowner and a qualified organization,
like a land trust, which places some conservation restrictions
on the use of a property to protect its natural values. These
agreements provide benefits to both landowners and wildlife.
They protect large quantities of suitable habitat from further
development and allow landowners to pursue available funding
to implement conservation projects on their land.

In addition to conservation easements on private lands, land
purchases or exchanges have occurred that resulted in public,
state, or federal ownership of occupied sage-grouse habitat.
These acquisitions ensure that land remains intact for generations
and managed in a way that will maintain quality habitat and
provide conservation value to Bi-State sage-grouse.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS
e The Action Plan identifies 12 actions to address the

threat of urbanization in the Desert-Creek Fales, Bodie
Hills, and White Mountain PMUs, seven of which are

complete. In total, 37,412 acres have been entered
into conservation easement agreements or have
been acquired through land purchase or exchange
since 2012. These completed projects insure that
connected, high-quality habitat is available for sage-
grouse and other wildlife species well into the future.

Partners have implemented new policies, plans and
programs to promote land conservation and to reduce
development and human disturbance impacts.

In 2014 the NRCS designated the Bi-State

region as “Grasslands of Special Environmental
Significance.” This designation raised the amount
of funds NRCS contributes to the acquisition of
easements from 50 percent to 75 percent.

In 2017, the Eastern Sierra Land Trust secured

$8 million dollars in funding through the USDA’s
Regional Conservation Partnership Program (RCPP)
which allowed ranchers and landowners to apply
for conservation funding for projects on their lands
that benefit both working lands and wildlife.

Mono County implemented new policies in
their County Plan to reduce the impact of
development in sage-grouse habitat.

Actions not completed include the following:

e MER2-2: Secure a conservation easement or

agreement with the Desert Creek Ranch to maintain
essential brood rearing habitat in proximity to
lek # 2 in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU.

MER2-5: Secure a conservation easement or agreement
with the Mormon Ranch to maintain essential brood
rearing habitat in proximity to the Bridgeport Canyon/
Little Mormon lek complex in the Bodie Hills PMU.

MER2-6: Secure a conservation easement or
agreement for the Aurora Meadow complex to
maintain brood rearing habitat in proximity to
the Aurora lek in the Mount Grant PMU.

MER2-8: Secure conservation easements or agreements
with willing landowners in the Burcham Flat, Wheeler
Flat and Fales Hot Springs vicinities to prevent further
development impacts in proximity to leks in the Fales
breeding complex in the Desert Creek Fales PMU.

MER2-12: Secure conservation easements or
agreements with willing landowners to maintain key
nesting or wintering habitats along the east side of
the White Mountains in the White Mountains PMU.
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CONIFER ENCROACHMENT

The loss and fragmentation of high-quality, intact sage-grouse
habitat to encroaching conifer is a high priority threat in the Pine
Nut, Desert Creek-Fales, Mt. Grant, Bodie and White Mountain
PMUs. Pinyon pine, juniper, and Jeffery pine are native species
in the Bi-State but expansion beyond historical limits due to fire
suppression, historic overgrazing by domestic livestock and
favorable climate conditions has become problematic (Brockway
et al. 2002). Across the Bi-State area, it is estimated that
approximately 40 percent of the historically available sagebrush
habitat has experienced woodland expansion over the past
150 years (USGS, 2012). Conifer encroachment into sagebrush
systems is problematic as it may increase fire severity and size,
deplete soil water and nutrients, reduce native understory,
provide perches for avian predators, and alter sage-grouse
habitat selection. All of which can affect behavioral decisions,
distribution, and population dynamics of sage-grouse.

Previous studies have shown that sage-grouse experience
population-level impacts at low levels of encroachment and
that leks are less likely to be active near small, dispersed trees
(Baruch-Murdo et al. 2013). In 2017, the USGS published a
study, conducted in the Bi-State, that demonstrated changes
in sage-grouse habitat selection and negative effects to vital
rates directly associated with encroaching conifer (Coates et al.
2017). To address the threat of conifer encroachment, the USGS
and TAC developed a spatially explicit Conservation Planning
Tool (CPT). The CPT is a model that ranks the relative benefit
of individual conifer removal projects. Bi-State partners can
utilize this tool to select and prioritize conifer removal projects
that will provide the most conservation value to sage-grouse
and maximize benefit from dollars spent. Addressing conifer
encroachment and infill provides a myriad of benefits to sage-
grouse that include increasing habitat connectivity, maintaining
native understory, eliminating perches for predators, conserving
soil water and nutrients, and increasing ecosystem resilience to
fire and resistance to cheatgrass invasion.

Conifer projects within the Bi-State are ranked using the CPT and
the TAC’s expertise regarding areas of occupied sage-grouse
habitat being impacted by conifer encroachment. Conifer removal
projects aim to improve habitat, increase connectivity, and reduce
risk to sage-grouse. Phase | conifer cover is targeted to provide
the most benefit at the lowest cost. Post-treatment maintenance
is often required in the years following initial treatment to ensure
that small seedlings and saplings were not missed in the original
treatment.

Parker Meadows pre conifer treatment

4

Parker Meadows post conifer treatment
ACCOMPLISHMENTS

e The Action Plan contains 20 actions that call for the
evaluation and implementation of conifer removal
projects as a method to restore and maintain intact
sagebrush habitat for sage-grouse. Of those 19 have
been initiated and are in various states of completion.

e |n total, 64,697 acres of conifer treatment
and 12,315 acres of conifer treatment
maintenance have been completed.

Actions not completed include the following:
MER4-2: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment and potential

connectivity issues in the Masonic Gulch, Red Wash, and Chinese
Camp vicinities in the Mount Grant PMU.
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Natwe seed collection

Chealgrass

Aerial seeding with natwe seed source post fire

INVASIVE AND NOXIOUS SPECIES

Non-native plants are not overly abundant in the Bi-State area,
except for cheatgrass, which occurs in all PMUs throughout
the range. It is most prevalent in the Pine Nut PMU, where it is
identified as a high priority threat and in the Mt. Grant PMU where
it is listed as a moderate threat. The infiltration of cheatgrass into
sagebrush systems can increase fire potential size and severity,
out-compete native understory species after fires, and perpetuate
a devastating disturbance cycle.

To counter the threat of habitat loss, Bi-State land management
agencies and their partners have implemented numerous
conservation actions and strategies. These include strategic fire
suppression to avoid ecosystem-type conversion, utilization of
native plant species to rehabilitate burned areas, and mechanical
and chemical weed treatments.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

e Since 2012, monitoring to detect invasive
annual grasses has occurred on 3,325 acres
across multiple PMUs in the Bi-State.

e Post fire restoration and conifer treatment sites are
assessed prior to treatment to select appropriate
methods to minimize site disturbance that could result
in the establishment of non-native plant species.

e Chemical and mechanical treatment of non-native plant
species have occurred on 1,786 acres in the Pine Nut,
Desert Creek-Fales, Bodie Hills, and South Mono PMUs.

¢ Native seeds are collected for future Bi-State
restoration and rehabilitation projects.
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Bi-State meadow habitat

LOSS OF SAGEBRUSH AND MEADOWS

Healthy sagebrush and meadow conditions are necessary
components of sage-grouse habitat, crucial to supporting sage-
grouse throughout their life cycle. Land managers make every
effort to implement best management practices to avoid the
degradation of intact sage-grouse habitat through adopted
regulatory mechanisms. When sagebrush and meadow conditions
are compromised, improvements are made through restoring
native hydrology, installing check dams to stabilize stream head-
cuts, fencing areas to allow recovery from livestock grazing,
prescribed fire, and irrigation.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

e Through the completion of 40 projects within all
Bi-State PMUs, 3,008 acres of meadow and sagebrush
were restored or enhanced through irrigation,
meadow improvement, and vegetation restoration.

e Meadow habitat improvement efforts on public
and private lands in upper Aurora Canyon in the
Bodie Hills PMU have been implemented.

e The Bishop BLM installed check dams to stabilize
stream area headcuts in 2010, since then additional
check dams have been installed in subsequent years
and maintenance of these structures occurs annually.

e Hydrological function was returned to Wheeler
Creek through restoration efforts to increase plant
cover and diversity on adjacent brood meadows.

e The Eastern Sierra Land Trust cleaned up two dump
sites and cleared out irrigation ditches in sage-
grouse habitat located on privately owned property.

¢ |[n 2018 and 2019, the Nevada State Parks conducted
proper functioning condition surveys to evaluate and
assess stream health within the Walker River State
Recreation Area. The objective of these projects is
to gather information on creeks and their associated
meadows to develop restoration projects designed
to reconnect fragmented habitat and restore
summer brooding habitat in the Mt. Grant PMU.

e Assessment, inventory, and monitoring (AIM)
vegetation plots are completed throughout the
Bi-State annually to evaluate ecosystem health.

e Through the Seeds of Success program native
seeds were collected at multiple sites to provide
a local seed source for restoration projects.

e Between 2015 and 2021, partners met seven times
to complete assessments for future wet meadow
and stream restoration sites in multiple PMUs.

e | ADWP developed an adaptive management plan for
irrigating meadows in the Long Valley area of the South
Mono PMU to maintain important sage-grouse habitat.

Actions not completed include the following:

HIR1-5-PN: Manage high elevation wet meadows in the southern
portion of the Pine Nut PMU. Maintain existing fences and mark
with diverters.

HIR2-1-PN: Restore previously burned sagebrush habitat within
a three mile radius of Mill Canyon Lek.

HIR2-2-PN: Maintain meadows in Mount Seigal and Bald
Mountain areas in proper functioning condition or improve
through livestock management.

HIR2-3-PN: Improve sagebrush habitat quality west of Big
Meadow.

HIR2-3-MG: Evaluate meadow habitat conditions in the Aurora
and Gregory Flat vicinities.

BSSG 10-YR ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT

23



Converting Bodie Hulls fence to let down
INFRASTRUCTURE & HUMAN DISTURBANCE

Infrastructure is identified as a high priority threat in the Pine
Nut, Desert Creek- Fales and Mount Grant PMUs. The threat
of human disturbance is high in the Pine Nut and South Mono
PMUs and moderate in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU.

Infrastructure features impacting sage-grouse in the Bi-State
region include linear features such as roads, power lines and
fences and location specific features like landfills, communication
towers and windmills. Impacts from linear features include
fragmentation of habitat (Braun 1998), direct mortality through
collisions and increased available perches for predators
(Connelly et al. 2000). Roads not only fragment habitat but
also increase potential for human access and disturbance. Site
specific infrastructure, such as landfills, attract and increase
predator populations. Recent studies found that transmission
lines in central Nevada affected multiple demographic rates
of sage-grouse and influenced raven abundance and habitat
selection, which had cascading effects to associated sage-
grouse populations (Gibson, 2018).

To address threats posed by infrastructure, fences in occupied
sage-grouse habitat are evaluated for strike hazards and are
either removed, modified, or marked as necessary. Permanent
and seasonal road closures serve to reduce disturbance and
potential fragmentation. Location specific infrastructure threats
are evaluated, and steps are taken to remove structures that
increase risk to sage-grouse.

Threats associated with human disturbance include illegal hunting
and recreational use impacts to sage-grouse habitat. These
threats have been addressed through increased law enforcement,
public education and the adoption of land management policies
that restrict access to key habitat through road closures,
regulation of new road development, and seasonally enforced
regulations.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

The Action Plan identifies 12 actions to decrease infrastructure
threats to Bi-State sage-grouse. Since 2012, 11 of these 12
actions have been addressed and include, fence evaluation, the
removal of the site-specific hazards, and the following actions:

e Fourteen miles of fence have been removed in
the Bodie Hills, Pine Nut, and South Mono PMUs.
An additional 7.5 miles of fencing was converted
to “let down”. Many miles of fence across the
Bi-State were marked with flight diverters.

e | ADWP imposes seasonal closures of their land
near Crowley Lake during the peak lekking period
to reduce the potential for human disturbance.
2,420 acres of land near leks and nesting habitat
benefit from seasonal road closures annually.

e Four windmills in Adobe Valley located within the South
Mono PMU were removed and converted to solar in
2014. Over six miles of the Fletcher power line located
in the Bodie Hills PMU was decommissioned and
removed. This project was completed in 2014. Progress
toward the closure and relocation of the Mono County
landfill has been made through planning and funding
acquisition. Closure is on track to be completed in 2024.

e With the new designation of the Walker River
State Recreation Area in the Mt. Grant PMU,
law enforcement patrols to deter poaching and
manage recreational use have increased.

e Partners worked together to develop public lek
viewing guidelines and produced outreach material
to disseminate information to the public.

e The BLM adopted a land use amendment that
regulates the development of new roads or OHV
trails in Bi-State sage-grouse habitat. Recreation
monitoring and management activities have increased
in the South Mono and Bodie Hills PMUs.

Actions not completed include the following:

MER3-7: Minimize impacts from traffic near the Aurora Borealis
mine in the Mount Grant PMU.
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Converting Bodie Hulls fence to let down

GRAZING PERMITTED LIVESTOCK

The grazing of permitted livestock is listed as a low priority threat
in all PMUs across the Bi-State. To address the threat of habitat
degradation caused by grazing and to implement beneficial
livestock management strategies, the NRCS and ESLT provided
$8 million in funding for habitat improvement and enhancement
projects on private lands through the Regional Conservation
Partnership Program. Land management agencies monitor active
grazing allotments on their land for compliance with permit terms
and conditions within all Bi-State PMUs.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

e USGS completed livestock surveys in conjunction
with sage-grouse monitoring efforts.

e Grazing management tactics to improve
sage-grouse habitat were employed across
1,127 acres in the Bodie Hills PMU.

e Fences were erected around the area burned during
the Hot Creek Fire in the South Mono PMU to
limit grazing impacts to recovering resources.

e Seven range improvement inspections were
completed in the Pine Nut and Mount Grant PMUs.

e A 15-year USDA Conservation Reserve

Program lease in the Bodie PMU was signed
this year protecting 1,054 acres of land.

GRAZING WILD HORSES

Grazing of wild horses and burros are listed as a low or moderate
threat in the Pine Nut, Bodie Hills and Mt. Grant PMUs. Each
year the USGS documents the presence of wild horses and
burros through the completion of raptor, raven, horse, and
livestock surveys. Land management agencies make efforts to
monitor Bi-State wild horse and burro populations to establish
and maintain Appropriate Management Levels (AML) to protect
their health as well as that of the habitat they and other species
rely upon.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

e The U.S. Forest Service and BLM completed
aerial surveys of the Montgomery Pass Wild
Horse Territory to generate a minimum count and
assess the herds size compared to the established
AML in the Desert Creek Fales PMU.

e USFS staff completed wild horse surveys in the
Powell Mountain herd in the Mt. Grant PMU.

e Bishop BLM completed wild horse surveys in
the South Mono and Bodie Hills PMUs.

* Horses were gathered in the Wassuk range
to maintain AML in the Mt. Grant PMU.

e Carson City BLM District Office organized and
implemented a wild horse gather in the Pine Nut
Mountain PMU to meet AML, a total of 404 horses
were gathered. Animals gathered were made
available for adoption at Palomino Valley Wild Horse
and Burro Center in Reno through the Wild Horse
and Burro Adoption Program. Those that were not
adopted are cared for in off-range pastures, where
they retain their “wild” status and protection under
1971 Wild Free-Roaming Horses and Burros Act.

e USFS and BLM employees attended the Wild Horse
and Burro National Overview meeting, held in Reno,
Nevada, to discuss new science and facts, public
involvement, ongoing and future planning regarding
the management of wild horses and burros.

e The Inyo National Forest filled a rangeland specialist
position whose duties include the management of wild
horse and burro territories on National Forest lands.
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Bi-State partners

COLLABORATIVE CONSERVATION

Additional actions to improve sage-grouse conservation
efforts are completed each year to implement a coordinated
interagency approach, incorporate a science-based adap-
tive management plan, improve regulatory mechanisms, and
maintain stakeholder involvement.

INTERAGENCY APPROACH

The Action Plan identifies three actions designed to implement a
coordinated interagency approach to sage-grouse conservation,
all of which have been initiated. These actions include:

e Development of a “Sage-Grouse Service Team”
approach to support the conservation and management
of sage-grouse populations in the Bi-State. This
requires that partners work collaboratively and
provide multi-jurisdictional funding to facilitate the
conservation of Bi-State sage-grouse and its habitats.

e Each year, Bi-State partners work together to leverage
expertise and develop conservation strategies to
develop a proposed program of work based on
priority, staff availability and funding. Agencies
work across jurisdictional boundaries to monitor
population demographics, complete vegetation
monitoring plots, and carry out Action Plan projects.

¢ In 2014, Bi-State partners announced a $45 million-
dollar commitment to implement the 2012 Action
Plan over a 10-year period (Table 5). Under the
direction of the Executive Oversight Committee,
each partnering agency drafted a commitment
letter to the Service, stating their acknowledgment

of responsibility and dedication to implement a
coordinated interagency approach to conservation.

e Since 2014, approximately 84% of that funding
has been allocated with a total of $37.6 million
agency dollars spent on sage-grouse conservation
efforts over the last eight years (Figure 15).

Agency
NDOW

CDFW

USFS

NRCS

BLM

USGS

Mono
County

USFWS

Figure 15: Allocated funding for sage-grouse conservation 2014-2021

Funding
Commitment

$3.6M
SIM

S13.9M

$12M

$6.5M

$2.5M

$5.9M

SIM

Conservation Role

Vegetation monitoring, population monitoring
Translocation, population monitoring, predator monitoring, habitat acquisition

NEPA planning for projects, planting and irrigation plans, grazing management, meadow
restoration, population monitoring

Land owner outreach on easement and habitat restoration opportunities, conservation
easements, matching funds for partners, utilize program funding to implement projects

NEPA planning for projects, conifer removal, meadow enhancement, infrastructure

wild horse assessment, population monitoring

Develop and apply modeling and science to inform adaptive management, CPT, IPM, population
monitoring

Coordinate on easement development and provide matching funds, relocate landfill, landowner
education and outreach, general plan update

Science and capacity support, and outreach, i ion of private

lands restoration opportunities

Table 5: Partner funding commitment and conservation role
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SCIENCE-BASED ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT

Bi-State partners utilize a science-based adaptive management
approach to generate a strategic process for guiding sage-
grouse management. This approach integrates the best available
science to inform local and landscape-level management and
conservation decisions for Bi-State sage-grouse.

Science-based adaptive management guides management
decisions based on data-driven models, implementation of
actions, outcome evaluation and modification of management
practices based on this iterative learning process (Bi-State Action
Plan, 2012). This management strategy provides insight into what
management actions should be conducted and which areas
should be targeted, while reducing the chances of carrying out
actions in areas where the effects are inconsequential and not
meaningful. The Action Plan identifies seven actions necessary
to manage sage-grouse populations and implement projects
through adaptive, science-based methods. These actions include:

e Establishment of inter-agency agreements and funding
mechanisms to support a USGS Science Adviser.
The primary duty of the Science Adviser was the
development of the Conservation Planning Tool (CPT)
to prioritize conservation projects (Bi-State Action
Plan, 2012). Funding for this position was initially
acquired in 2012 and has been secured annually.

e The six remaining actions detail necessary information to
be acquired and incorporated into the CPT to increase
its function and management value. These actions
include defining habitat, ranking risks, integrating
population performance, and identifying factors that
influence population vital rates. Each of these actions
is carried out annually to improve the predictive power
of the CPT and inform management decisions to
maximize benefit to Bi-State sage-grouse populations.

e The USGS has also furthered science based adaptive
management initiatives through additional research
and the development of analytical tools beyond
those originally identified in the Action Plan. Those
accomplishments include furthering research on
sage-grouse response to conifer density and conifer
treatment, appropriate normalized difference vegetation
index (NDVI) levels for irrigated meadows in sage-
grouse habitat, and by developing a targeted annual
warning system that helps to identify when sage-
grouse subpopulations are experiencing declines
that should trigger management actions.

BSSG 10-YR ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT

IMPROVED REGULATORY MECHANISMS

The Action Plan outlines 13 actions for improved regulatory
mechanisms, 12 of which have been completed. These
actions provide consistent land management direction across
jurisdictional boundaries to conserve Bi-State sage-grouse and
their habitats into the future. Considering the majority of sage-
grouse habitat in the Bi-State is on federally managed public
lands, effective conservation of Bi-State DPS and its habitats
requires strong land use management plans.

Plans are implemented by land management agencies in close
coordination with state and federal wildlife agencies to ensure
there is seamless regulatory direction for all sage-grouse related
issues across management boundaries. These amendments
aim to minimize or eliminate threats affecting the status of
sage-grouse and to improve habitat conditions. Ongoing plan
maintenance occurs to incorporate the most recent information
ensuring that public lands containing Bi-State sage-grouse and
sage-grouse habitat are adequately protected.

Bi-State land management agencies agreed to adopt plan
amendments to incorporate best management practices,
standardize operating procedures, implement conservation
measures, and mitigate threats to increase regulatory effectiveness
and provide direction specific to conservation of the Bi-State
DPS. These plan amendments require that agencies consider
sage-grouse populations and habitat in land use planning and
activity plan analysis to limit potential impacts on sage-grouse
or their habitat.

Since the Action Plan was implemented:

¢ The Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest has signed
an amendment to their Land Use Plan.

e The Carson District and Tonopah Field Offices of the NV
BLM have signed ammendments to their Land Use Plans.

e The Inyo National Forest updated
their Land Management Plan.

e Mono County has updated their General
Plan to better manage Bi-State habitat and
protect sage-grouse populations.

Actions not completed include the following:

IRM2-2: Coordinate with local and county governments in Nevada
to incorporate sage-grouse conservation guidance.



MAINTAINING STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT

Relationships built on trust and cooperation among stakeholders
are essential to the goal of long-term conservation of sage-grouse
and its habitats. Participants involved in this conservation effort
include federal, state, and local governments; Native American
tribes; non-profit organizations; ranchers and landowners; among
others. The Action Plan identifies six priorities for maintaining
stakeholder involvement, all of which are implemented annually.
Actions include conducting Local Area Working Group meetings
developing outreach materials to facilitate the sharing and
distribution of information, and maintaining a Bi-State website
that provides accessible information to partners and the public.

Together, partners conduct Action Plan maintenance, carry ﬁ

out identified actions and track implementation progress to
ensure the Action Plan is effectively guiding conservation and
management efforts.

Since 2012, considerable progress has been made toward
maintaining stakeholder involvement. Accomplishments include:

e Formation of the Bi-State Tribal Natural Resource
Committee (BTNRC),20 BTNRC meetings, and two
Traditional Ecological Knowledge Summits.

e Thirteen Local Area Working Group meetings.

e Creation of the Bi-State Sage-Grouse website.

e Production of LAWG newsletters to provide sage-grouse
related updates and notifications to partners and public.

e 183 education and outreach accomplishments.

Bi-State partners
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Bi-State sage-grouse, habitat, and conservation efforts

EFFECTIVENESS MONITORING

The 2012 Action Plan was designed to provide a “road-map” to
conservation. It contains 159 actions intended to be implemented
over a ten-year span. The implementation of multiple projects
is often required to achieve the intended goal of a single action.
These projects represent the highest priority actions deemed
necessary to conserve Bi-State sage-grouse populations and
their habitats. Projects are prioritized through a science-based
adaptive management process that utilizes on-the-ground
evaluation to inform management decisions and prioritize
conservation actions. This process incorporates the best available
science and key lessons learned from prior efforts to: 1) identify
the most critical issues; 2) develop projects that address those
issues and 3) assess and adjust project implementation as
necessary to improve the probability of benefiting sage-grouse.

Population monitoring provides the basis of understanding for
what types of projects should be implemented and where they

should be placed. Utilizing monitoring data, the USGS developed
a resource selection function that identified key sage-grouse
habitat in the Bi-State. The highest priority projects are
in this identified habitat to provide the most ecological benefit
to sage-grouse. Published research regarding habitat selection,
population models, genetics and conservation strategies all
contribute to effective adaptive management. In 2014, the USGS
incorporated completed research into the development of a
Conservation Planning Tool (CPT), which measures ecological
benefits to sage-grouse for a given management action using
resource selection functions and estimates of abundance and
space use (Ricca et al., 2017). The CPT informs and prioritizes
habitat improvement project design and is especially valuable
for prioritizing conifer treatment and wildfire restoration projects.
Boundaries of these projects are initially drawn as a best guess
based on bird use, aerial imagery, and knowledge of the habitat.
The CPT then ranks these projects based on benefit to grouse
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and cost effectiveness. Each year additional research and
monitoring data is incorporated into the CPT, and it becomes
more valuable as a result.

In 2015 and again in 2017, the TAC used the CPT results as the
basis for re-prioritizing Bi-State conifer projects. This planning
tool has proven to be incredibly valuable when combined
with other information, such as on-the-ground knowledge of
an area, logistics of planning and implementing projects and
professional expertise. Combined, these tools provide the basis
for prioritization of conservation projects.

Another important scientific tool used to help direct conservation
efforts and understand their impacts is USGS’ Integrated
Population Model (IPM). The IPM helps partners understand
the demographic rates that are driving population trends and
aids in the development of targeted actions to improve those
rates and overall population trends.

Efforts to implement conservation projects across the Bi-State
have increased annually since 2012. Currently, 141 of 159
identified actions in the Action Plan have been initiated, meaning
they are in progress, ongoing or occur annually, or have been
evaluated as part of the planning process. These actions
represent 89% of all identified actions in the Action Plan.

The completion of these projects illustrates the effectiveness of
long-held and time-tested partnerships between stakeholders.
Together, they established and implemented a framework that

fostered ongoing problem solving and proactive engagement. This
collaborative process effectively integrates multiple perspectives
and interests and has proven to be more successful in providing
durable solutions to complex issues and challenges.

Over the last ten years, the Action Plan has provided a clear
framework to guide this collaborative conservation effort. The
Bi-State LAWG increased their understanding of sage-grouse
population trends, gained a better understanding of factors
influencing populations, and learned how and where to implement
conservation actions to provide the greatest benefit to sage-
grouse and their habitats. Recent USGS research suggests the
implementation of the Action Plan has bolstered Bi-State sage-
grouse populations by 3.9% annually and 31.1% since 2012
(Bi-State TAC, 2022).

Moving forward with maintained momentum, Bi-State
stakeholders will continue to conduct collaborative conservation
efforts at the landscape scale to benefit sage-grouse populations
and the sagebrush ecosystem in the Bi-State. The group is
currently working to expand the partnership to include the
diversity of stakeholders necessary to find solutions to these
large-scale and often complex ecological challenges. Together
the group will evaluate the most recent science and work to
update the Action Plan so that it may continue to act as a guiding
document for future sage-grouse related conservation efforts in
the Bi-State.

Bi-State sage-grouse lekking in spring
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Action
D

HIRI-5-
PN

HIR2-1-
PN

HIR2-2-
PN

HIR2-3-
PN

MER2-2

MER2-8

HIR2-4-
DCF

HIR2-6-
DCF

HIR2-7-
DCF

RAM3-6

MER2-6

HIR2-3-
MG

MER3-7

MER4-2

HIR1-7-B

MER2-5

MER2-12

IRM2-2

PMU

Pine Nut

Pine Nut

Pine Nut

Pine Nut

Desert
Creek/Fales

Desert
Creek/Fales

Desert
Creek/Fales

Desert
Creek/Fales

Desert
Creek/Fales

Desert
Creek/Fales

Mount Grant
Mount Grant
Mount Grant
Mount Grant

Bodie Hills
Bodie Hills

White
Mountain

Multiple
PMUs

Action Type Actions Identified Actions Initiated Total Projects

Coordinated Interagency Approach 3 3 46
Science Based Adaptive Management 7 7 16
Increased Regulatory Mechanisms 13 12 24
Wildfire 5 9 154
Urbanization 12 7 24
Infrastructure & Human Disturbance 12 1 85
Conifer Encroachment 13 13 85
Disease and Predation 4 4 12
Wild Horses 5 5 13
Small Populations 6 6 8
Habitat Restoration & Improvement 41 35 216
Research and Monitoring 28 27 94
Maintaining Stakeholder Involement 6 6 125
Total 159 145 902

Table 6: Compelted Action Plan assoctated projects

Action Description
Manage high elevation wet meadows in the southern portion of the Pine Nut PMU. Maintain existing fences and mark with diverters
Restore previously burned sagebrush habitat within a three mile radius of Mill Canyon Lek
Maintain meadows in Mount Seigal and Bald Mountain areas in proper functioning condition or improve through livestock management
Improve sagebrush habitat quality west of Big Meadow
Secure a conservation easement with Desert Creek Ranch

Secure conservation easements with willing landowners in the Burcham Flat, Wheeler Flat and Fales Hot Springs vicinities

Determine the feasibility for improving perennial grass and forb cover in proximity to Desert Creek Lek #2 in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU. Design and implement site specific habitat
improvement projects based on the results

Evaluate nesting habitat and brood meadow condition on Burcham/Wheeler Flats in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU. Design and implement site specific habitat improvement projects
based on the results

Improve meadow habitat on private lands in Huntoon Valley, Swauger Creek, and north Bridgeport Valley

Continue and supplement ongoing telemetry effort in Fales PMU
Secure conservation easement or agreement for Aurora Meadows complex
Evaluate meadow habitat conditions in the Aurora and Gregory Flat vacinities

Minimize impacts from traffic near the Aurora Borealis mine

Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment and potential connectivity issues in the Masonic Gulch, Red Wash, and Chinese Camp vicinities of the Mount Grant PMU. Design and implement
site-specific tree removal projects based on the results

Complete the Lime Kiln windmill removal and solar pump replacement project in the southern portion of the Bodie PMU

Secure conservation easement or agreement with Mormon Ranch

Secure conservation easements or agreements along the eastside of the White Mountains

Coordinate with local and county governments in Nevada to incorporate sage-grouse conservation guidance

Table 7: Action Plan associated projects not yet completed
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APPENDIX A: ACTION PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

Strategy

Identified Actions

Completed Projects

Coordinated Interagency Approach: Implement a co-
ordinated interagency approach towards conservation
and management of greater sage-grouse populations
and habitats within the Bi-State Plan area.

CIA1-1: Implement a “Sage-Grouse Service Team”
approach to support sage-grouse conservation and
management in the Bi-State area. Provide cross-ju-
risdictional staff support to facilitate the coordinated
interagency effort to conserve the Bi-State DPS and
its habitat.

Executive Oversight Committee meetings

Development of the Bi-State coordinator position

Updated Bi-State MOU

CIA1-2: Provide multi-jurisdictional funding to
support sage-grouse conservation and management
in the Bi-State area. Establish a process to identify
and support cross-jurisdictional funding opportuni-
ties to facilitate the coordinated interagency effort to
conserve the Bi-State DPS and its habitat.

2014 Partner funding commitment letters

2019 update of funding commitment letters

Interagency funding agreements to support on-the
-ground projects, USGS science and research,

lek monitoring, vegetation monitoring, Bi-State
coordinator position, translocation efforts, and the
Traditional Ecological Knowledge Summit

CIA1-3: Annually engage the Bi-State Local Area
Working Group (LAWG) via the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) to develop a proposed program
of work for the upcoming calendar year based on
available staff and funding. The proposed annual
program of work should be completed by January 31
each calendar year.

Technical Advisory Committee meetings

Annual accomplishment reporting

Science Based Adaptive Management: Implement
scientifically and economically sound management
strategies to conserve greater sage-grouse populations
and habitats within the Bi-State Plan area.

SAMI-1: Establish interagency agreements and
funding mechanisms needed to provide funding and
logistical support to secure the services of a USGS
Science Advisor.

Annual funding provided to USGS

SAM2-1: Acquire high resolution (5 meter or less),
multi-spectral (7 band minimum), imagery for the
entire Bi-State area and begin the image classifica-
tion and field verification process required to model
sage-grouse habitat selection and suitability based on
resource availability and use.

Bi-State Sage-Grouse resource selection function and
map developed

Critical habitat map created

Pinyon-juniper layer acquired to model habitat

Life-stage habitat selection maps generated

SAM2-2: Continually incorporate new sage-grouse
telemetry, habitat, and vital rate data into the CPT to
improve predictive modeling and adaptive manage-
ment capabilities.

Telemetry data has been incorporated into the CPT
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SAM2-3: Incorporate the CPT into habitat improve-
ment project design and population augmentation
and reintroduction evaluation processes to provide
managers with an interactive, spatially-explicit tool to
choose the most appropriate areas for management
action, as well as to evaluate and quantify project
effectiveness following implementation.

CPT was created and published in Ecological Appli-
cations

CPT used to rank conifer treatment projects in 2015
and 2017

Meetings held regarding updated and automated CPT

SAM2-4: Incorporate hypothesized risk factors into
the CPT to model and quantify the relative impor-
tance of each risk factor by life-history stage for each
PMU.

In progress

SAM2-5: Incorporate sage-grouse vital rates into

the CPT to identify which environmental factors are
likely exerting the greatest influence on sage-grouse
persistence to determine the probability of population
performance for each PMU.

Integrated Population Models completed and updated

Incorporating the IPM into CPT in progress

SAM2-6: Incorporate the vital rate adjusted CPT into
habitat improvement project design and population
augmentation and reintroduction evaluation process-
es to further improve managers abilities to choose
the most appropriate areas for management action, as
well as to evaluate and quantify project effectiveness
following implementation.

Life-stage habitat selection maps generated

Incorporating the IPM into CPT in progress

Improved Regulatory Mechanisms: Improve regula-
tory effectiveness and consistency for discretionary
agency actions that may affect the Bi-State DPS and
its habitats.

IRMI-1: Develop and issue interim BLM/USFS guid-
ance designed to increase the regulatory effectiveness
and consistency for Federal land management actions
that may affect the Bi-State DPS and its habitat until
land use plans are updated to include additional
guidance specific to sage-grouse conservation in the
Bi-State area. Land use plan updates are identified by
relative priority in this section.

2012 Inyo NF supervisors letter

2012 BLM NV Instructional Memorandum

IRM1-2: Coordinate and informally confer with

state wildlife agencies and the FWS when evaluating
Federal land management actions that may affect the
Bi-State DPS and its habitat or when developing and
implementing policies or land use plan objectives
designed to avoid or minimize impacts to the Bi-State
DPS and its habitat.

Inter-Agency Coordination for Land Management
Actions

USFWS Coordination and Conferencing

IRM1-3: Implement BLM Manual 6840 to increase
conservation efforts for the Bi-State DPS and its
habitat.

All projects for BLM follow guidance in Manual
Policies
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IRM1-4: Implement National Forest Manual 2670 to
increase conservation efforts for the Bi-State DPS and
its habitat.

BSSG designation as USFS Sensitive Species for
Region 4

Implementation of National Forest Plan Policies

Implement BSSG in policy and in LMP as “At Risk
Species”

Inyo Land Use Plan Implementation

IRM1-5: Revise the Carson City District Consolidat-
ed RMP (Sierra Front and Stillwater Field Offices) to
incorporate additional land use plan guidance specific
to greater sage-grouse conservation.

Land Use Planning Amendment for the Bi-State DPS
in the Carson City District RMP

IRM1-6: Revise or amend the Toiyabe National Forest
LRMP (Bridgeport and Carson Ranger Districts)
according to the Region 4 schedule.

The “Greater Sage-grouse Bi-state Distinct Popu-
lation Segment Forest Plan Amendment Record of
Decision” was signed in May 2016, revising the Forest
Plan with new conservation measures for the Bi-state
sage-grouse.

IRM1-7: Revise the Tonopah RMP (Tonopah Field
Office) to incorporate additional land use plan guid-
ance specific to greater sage-grouse conservation

Land Use Planning Amendment for the Bi-State DPS
in the Tonopah RMP

IRM1-8: Revise the Inyo National Forest LRMP
(Mono Lake, Mammoth, White Mountain and Mount
Whitney Ranger Districts) according to the Region 5
schedule.

Inyo NF Land Use Plan revised and updated

IRM1-9: Implement actions in support of the Bishop
RMP.

Implementation of Bishop BLM Supplemental Rules
to Land Use Plan

IRM1-10: Revise or amend the Bishop RMP accord-
ing to the California BLM schedule.

Current plan deemed adequate

IRM1-11: Annually conduct plan maintenance on
applicable RMPs (Carson City, Tonopah, and Bishop)
to incorporate the most recent information specific to
sage-grouse populations and habitats on public lands
administered by the BLM to insure the Bi-State DPS
and its habitats are adequately protected

Annual and ongoing incorporation of relevant sci-
ence into Annual Plans

IRM2-1: Coordinate with Mono County to develop
and incorporate sage-grouse conservation guidance
into applicable plans and programs.

Mono County General Plan update

Mono County review projects for consistency with
grouse policies

IRM2-2: Coordinate with county and local govern-
ments in Nevada to develop and incorporate sage-
grouse conservation guidance into applicable plans
and programs.

Efforts have been made to reach out to county and
local government but successful engagement is still
lacking
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Minimize and Eliminate Wildfire Risk: Implement a
coordinated interstate/interagency approach towards
management of wildfire incidents and suppression ac-
tivities designed to minimize the risk of catastrophic
wildfire and the associated loss of sage-grouse habitat
in the Bi-State area.

MERI-1: Develop and implement an interagency fire
management and suppression agreement specific to
the management of wildland fire incidents within and
immediately adjacent to known occupied and poten-
tial sage-grouse habitats in the Bi-State area prior to
the 2012 fire season.

Inter-agency fire agreement was signed for the Inyo
National Forest and the Bishop BLM

Inter-agency fire agreement was signed between
Carson BLM and H-T National Forest

MERI-2: Update existing Fire Management Plans
(FMPs) to incorporate fire and fuels management
conservation measures identified by the National
Sage-Grouse Technical Team prior to the 2012 fire
season.

Fire management plans were updated to incorporate
suppression direction to minimize loss of suitable
sage-grouse habitat.

MERI-3: Annually update dispatch systems and
protocols to include line officer and resource advisor
notifications and requirements for all wildland fire
incidents within and immediately adjacent to known
occupied and potential sage-grouse habitats in the
Bi-State area.

Annual Bishop BLM dispatch updates for fire proto-
cols in sage-grouse habitat

Annual Carson BLM dispatch updates for fire proto-
cols in sage-grouse habitat

Annual Inyo NF dispatch updates for fire protocols in
sage-grouse habitat

MERI1-4: Annually update resource advisor kits to
include to the most recent information specific to
sage-grouse populations and habitats within the
Bi-State area to insure the DPS and its habitat are
adequately protected.

Resource Advisor Kit Updates- BLM Bishop/ Inyo NF

Resource Advisor Kit Updates- Humboldt-Toiyabe
NF

Resource Advisor Kit Updates- BLM Carson

MERI-5: Develop and provide sagebrush and sage-
grouse habitat sensitivity training during required
annual fireline refreshers for federal fire personnel in
the Bi-State area. Focus training on sagebrush habitat
identification, basic sagebrush habitat ecology, and
initial attack strategies and tactics designed to mini-
mize long-term impacts to sagebrush ecosystems.

Bishop BLM annual fire refresher for sage-grouse
SOPs

Inyo NF annual fire refresher for sage-grouse SOPs

MERI-6: Establish an interagency cadre of sagebrush/
sage-grouse habitat resource advisors (READs) to
support fire suppression, burned area emergency re-
habilitation (BAER), and fuels management projects
in the Bi-State area. Include NDOW, CDFG, FWS,
NRCS, and NDF representation on this team.

Resource Advisor Development and Cadre

BSSG 10-YR ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT



MERI1-7: Prioritize fire suppression actions, fire re-
habilitation efforts, and fuels treatments to minimize
sagebrush habitat loss or type conversions in and im-
mediately adjacent to known occupied and potential
sage-grouse habitats in the Bi-State area.

Alpine County forest restoration project

Burbank fire rehabilitation seeding

Ray May fire rehabilitation seeding

TRE fire rehabilitation seeding

Como fire rehabilitation seeding

Preacher fire rehabilitation seeding

Doe Ridge fire rehabilitation, restoration, and
planting

Indian fire rehabilitation, seeding, planting, and
erosion control

Mono fire restoration seeding

Spring Peak fire rehabilitation and conifer removal

Spring Peak fire rehabilitation, seeding, sagebrush
planting, and conifer removal

Walker fire Sage-Grouse SOPs implemented

Bodie fire invasive plant removal

Indian fire seeding

Green Creek fire rehabilitation

Pine Nut Land Health Project (sunrise unit)

Fuel breaks on private land

Bodie State Park fuels reduction

Green Creek fire restoration

Owens River fire restoration

Slinkard post fire restoration, planting, seeding, inva-
sive species removal, and mowing

Buckskin Valley post-fire rehabilitation

Pipeline conifer thinning

Sunrise Pass firewood stewardship contract

Illinois Unit, Thinning/Pile Burning

Seeding of dozer lines on Hot Creek fire

Hot Creek fire restoration, grazing enclosure, seeding,
and planting

West Antelope fuel break maintenance

East Antelope fuel break maintenance

Mono City and Conway Ranch Estates fuel break
maintenance

Tufa fire suppression

Lyon Fire sagebrush seedling planting

Mountain View Fire ESR plan and treatment

Slink Fire soil stabilization, seeding, and planting

Topaz Marine Corps housing fuel break

MERI1-8: Increase wildfire prevention activities and
programs in and adjacent to known occupied and
potential sage-grouse habitats in the Bi-State area.

LADWP policy restricting campfires and stoves

Fire prevention patrols

Bodie State Park Fire Plan

Targeted wildfire prevention
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Fire related public education events

MERI1-9: Develop and implement a native species
seed bank program for the Bi-State DPS. Establish a
seed storage facility and conduct seed collections to
insure the availability of locally adapted seed for fire
rehabilitation efforts in important sage-grouse habi-
tats. Coordinate with the Nevada Division of Forestry
(NDF) and other interested agencies to collect and
store locally adapted seed for use in fire rehabilitation
efforts.

Seeds of Success program

Post fire native seeding contracts

Seed storage facility for native plants

Bishop native plant nursery

Native seed collection

Minimizing and Eliminating Urbanization Risk:
Secure conservation easements or agreements with
willing landowners to maintain private lands and
associated sage-grouse habitats values and minimize
the risk of future development impacts to important
sage-grouse habitats in the Bi-State area.

MER2-1: Provide technical assistance to willing land-
owners to develop Conservation Agreements or Can-
didate Conservation Agreements with Assurances.

Private Lands Conservation Plan

CDFW and Mono County workshop to share infor-
mation and develop project conditions/mitigations
for sage grouse

Designation of Walker River State Recreation Area

Funding aquisition for Black Lake Preserve easement

Annual conservation easement planning

Mono County conservation easement assistance

MER2-2: Secure a conservation easement or
agreement with the Desert Creek Ranch to maintain
essential brood rearing habitat in proximity to Desert
Creek Lek #2 in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU.

Incomplete

MER?2-3: Secure a conservation easement or agree-
ment with the Sceirine Ranch to maintain current
land use practices and associated sage-grouse brood
rearing/late summer habitat values in the Bodie,
Mount Grant and Desert Creek-Fales PMUs.

Easements secured in the Bodie Hills and Desert
Creek-Fales PMUs

MER2-4: Secure a conservation easement or agree-
ment with the Sweetwater Ranch to maintain essen-
tial brood rearing habitat in proximity to the Wiley
Ditch/Sweetwater Summit lek complex in the Desert
Creek-Fales PMU.

Easements secured near Sweetwater Summit

MER?2-5: Secure a conservation easement or agree-
ment for the Mormon Ranch to maintain essential
brood rearing habitat in proximity to the Bridgeport
Canyon/Little Mormon lek complex in the Bodie
PMU.

Incomplete
MER2-6: Secure a conservation easement or agree-
ment for the Aurora Meadows complex to maintain
brood rearing habitat in proximity to the Aurora lek
in the Mount Grant PMU.
Incomplete
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MER2-7: Secure a conservation easement or agree-
ment for Sinnamon Meadows to maintain brood
rearing/late summer habitat values in the western
portion of the Bodie PMU.

Easement secured

MER?2-8: Secure conservation easements or agree-
ments with willing landowners in the Burcham Flat,
Wheeler Flat and Fales Hot Springs vicinities to
prevent further development impacts in proximity
to leks in the Fales breeding complex in the Desert
Creek-Fales PMU.

Incomplete

MER2-9: Secure conservation easements or agree-
ments with willing landowners for important brood
meadow habitat in the Green Creek area.

Green Creek land donation

CDFW aquired lands

Conservation easement secured

MER2-10: Secure conservation easements or agree-
ments with willing landowners to maintain key brood
rearing/late summer habitats in Bodie Hills portion
of the Bodie PMU.

Easements secured

MER2-11: Secure conservation easements or agree-
ments with willing landowners in Huntoon Valley,
Swauger Creek and northern Bridgeport Valley to
maintain brood rearing/late summer habitat values
in the southwest portion of the Desert Creek-Fales
PMU.

Easement secured in Huntoon Valley

MER2-12: Secure conservation easements or
agreements with willing landowners to maintain key
nesting or wintering habitats along the eastside of the
White Mountains in the White Mountains PMU.

Incomplete

Minimize and Eliminate Infrastructure and Human
Disturbance Risk: Implement site-specific conser-
vation measures designed to minimize or eliminate
risks associated with existing infrastructure and
human disturbance in the Bi-State area.

MER3-1: Install flight diverters on the existing non-
let down fence adjacent to Long Valley Lek 2 to deter
documented fence strikes.

Fence near lek 2 converted to lek down

Flight diverters installed in surrounding area

MERS3-2: Identify and provide an alternate location
for the Mono County landfill and work towards
removing the existing landfill out of the Long Valley
portion of the South Mono PMU.

Mono County continued planning and funding
acquisition for the closure of the Benton Crossing
landfill. The project is projected to be completed by
2023

MER3-3: Design and implement public lek viewing
guidelines and other management strategies to reduce
human disturbance in the vicinity of Desert Creek
Lek #2 in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU.

Developed lek viewing guidelines consistent with
widely accepted policies to ensure minimization of
potential human impacts. Produced brochure for
public education and outreach
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MERS3-4: Evaluate existing fences in the Bodie PMU
for fence strike hazards. Remove extraneous fences
or mark existing fences with flight diverters to deter
fence strikes in areas where fence strike hazards are
documented. Focus initial efforts in the vicinity of
Bodie State Historic Park, 7-Troughs, and Lower
Summers Meadow.

Race Track fence removal and fence marking

Lower Summers meadow fence marking

Bodie Creek Electric Fence Removal

Sinnamon Meadows fence removal and fence mark-
ing

Bodie Bowl fence removal

Conway Ranch fence removal and fence marking

Private lands fence marking in Bodie

Bodie State Park Volunteer Day - fence and corral
Removal

Bodie Hills fence marking near Beideman lek

Big Flat fence marking

Bodie Hill fence maintenance

Potato Peak exclosure fence converted to let down

Converted Fence to Let Down in the Bodie Hills

BLM annual maintenance of all let down fencing in
Bodie Hills PMU

MER3-5: Work with private landowners in the Long
Valley portion of the South Mono PMU to evaluate
existing fences for fence strike hazards. Provide as-
sistance to modify or mark existing fences with flight
diverters to deter fence strikes in areas where fence
strike hazards are documented.

Cashbaugh fence marking

MER3-6: Remove or relocate the existing fence near
Wiley Ditch Lek #3 in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU
if flight diverters are ineffective at preventing fence
strikes.

Flight diverters installed in surrounding area

MER3-7: Develop and implement stipulations to
minimize disturbance impacts associated with in-
creased traffic from the Aurora-Borealis mine in the
Mount Grant PMU.

Incomplete

MER3-8: Increase warden presence during the sage-
grouse breeding season in the lower elevations of the
Mount Grant PMU to deter poaching.

Walker River State Recreation law enforcement and
park patrols

MER3-9: Avoid the construction of new roads and
other infrastructure within known occupied and
potential sage-grouse habitat in the Mount Siegel
and Bald Mountain vicinities in the Pine Nut PMU
unless these features are designed to improve habitat
conditions.

BLM Resource Management Plans contain actions
and best management practices to address new road
construction. Future planned Travel Management will
take into consideration limiting any new roads/OHV
trails in this area as well

MER3-10: Design and implement public lek viewing
guidelines to address potential human disturbance
impacts if demand increases in the Long Valley por-
tion of the South Mono PMU.
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Developed lek viewing guidelines consistent with
widely accepted policies to ensure minimization of
potential human impacts. Produced brochure for
public education and outreach

MER3-11: Install “grouse crossing” signs at strategic
locations along the Owens River Road in the Long
Valley portion of the South Mono PMU where
birds are known to roost and road kills have been
documented.

CDFW, BLM and Mono County met to discuss
“grouse crossing sign”. Action deemed not neces-
sary in Long Valley. Signs were installed in Parker
Meadow area

MER3-12: Provide educational opportunities to land-
owners about the importance of sage-grouse habitat
and the need to reduce predation caused by pets in
areas where sage-grouse occur.

NRCS, federal land management agencies, and ESLT
all interact with private landowners to stress the
importance of sage-grouse habitat

Minimize and Eliminate Conifer Encroachment Risk:
Map and quantify the spatial juxtaposition and level
of pinyon-juniper encroachment that has occurred in
relation to known occupied and potential sage-grouse
habitat in the Bi-State area. Develop and imple-

ment site specific treatments designed to maintain,
improve, or restore key seasonal ranges and habitat
connectivity within and among breeding populations
based on restoration potential.

MER4-1: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment and
potential connectivity issues between upper elevation
sagebrush habitats in the Bodie PMU and adjacent
low elevation habitats including the Bridgeport Valley
and East Walker River in the Bodie and Desert Creek-
Fales PMUs and the East Walker River, Ninemile

Flat, Aurora, and Alkali Valley portions of the Mount
Grant PMU. Design and implement site-specific tree
removal projects based on the results.

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Project
NEPA

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Project
Units A & C

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Project
Units F & B

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Project
Unit D

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Project
Unit B East

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Project
Unit B

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Project
Unit C

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Unit E

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Unit K

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Unit L

East Walker Landscape Habitat Improvement Unit N

Mormon Meadows Conifer Removal and pile scat-
tering

Bridgeport Canyon Conifer Removal

Bridgeport Canyon Sagebrush Restoration through
Conifer Removal

Big Flat Conifer Removal
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Bodie Hills Upland Vegetation Restoration Conifer

Removal DNA 2015
Bodie Hills Upland Vegetation Restoration Conifer
Removal DNA 2016
MER4-2: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment and
potential connectivity issues in the Masonic Gulch,
Red Wash, and Chinese Camp vicinities of the Mount
Grant PMU. Design and implement site-specific tree
removal projects based on the results.
Incomplete

MERA4-3: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment and
potential connectivity issues in the Huntoon Valley,
Swauger Creek and Mount Jackson vicinities of the
Desert Creek-Fales PMU. Design and implement
site-specific tree removal projects based on the
results.

The TAC evaluated these areas in 2015 (CPT rerank-
ing reports) and determined they were a lower pri-
ority than other work in the northern half of the Bi-
State. After high priority work is completed the TAC
will reevaluate using the CPT and local knowledge

MER4-4: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment and
potential connectivity issues in the Aurora and Greg-
ory Flats vicinities of the Mount Grant PMU. Design
and implement site-specific tree removal projects
based on the results.

The TAC evaluated these areas in 2015 (CPT rerank-
ing reports) and determined they were a lower pri-
ority than other work in the northern half of the Bi-
State. After high priority work is completed the TAC
will reevaluate using the CPT and local knowledge

MER4-5: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment
and potential connectivity issues in the lower Rough
Creek and Del Monte Canyon vicinities of the Mount
Grant PMU. Design and implement site-specific tree
removal projects based on the results.

Rough Creek Sage-Grouse Habitat Improvement
Project NEPA

Rough Creek Unit 5
Rough Creek Unit 1
Rough Creek Unit 2
Rough Creek Unit 3
Rough Creek Unit 6
Rough Creek Unit 7
Rough Creek Unit 8

MER4-6: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment
and potential connectivity issues in the Spring Peak,
Mount Hicks, and Powell Mountain vicinities of the
Mount Grant PMU. Design and implement site-spe-
cific tree removal projects based on the results.

Field evalutation determined that there were only
about 10 trees to cut in a drainage. Other trees were
in true conifer areas.

MER4-7: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment and
potential connectivity issues in the Baldwin Canyon
and Lapon Canyon vicinities of the Mount Grant
PMU. Design and implement site-specific tree remov-
al projects based on the results.

Hawthorne Army Depot meeting
Baldwin Canyon PJ] NEPA

Baldwin Canyon Habitat Improvement
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MERA4-8: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment and
potential connectivity issues between upper elevation
sagebrush habitats in the Bodie PMU and adjacent
low elevation habitats in the Mono Basin portion of
the Bodie PMU. Design and implement site-specific
tree removal projects based on the results.

Bodie Hills Upland Vegetation Restoration Conifer
Removal 2015

Bodie Hills Upland Vegetaion Restoration Conifer
Removal 2016

Sinnamon Cut Sagebrush Restoration through Coni-
fer Removal

Bodie Hills Pinyon-Juniper Removal NEPA 2021

Bridgeport Canyon Conifer Pile Burning

Action MER4-9: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroach-
ment and potential connectivity issues along the
northern flank of the Sweetwater Mountains between
Burcham Flat and Jackass Flat in the Desert Creek-
Fales PMU. Design and implement site-specific tree
removal projects based on the results.

Sweetwater P-] Re-treatment

Jackass Flat Pinyon-Juniper Removal NEPA

MER4-10: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment
and potential connectivity issues along the eastside
of the White Mountains and Palmetto Mountains

in the White Mountains PMU. Design and imple-
ment site-specific tree removal projects based on the
results.

TAC evaluated these areas in 2015 and determined
they were lower priority than other work in the
southern half of the Bi-State. Additional data from
telemetry studies will help define these areas

TAC evaluated these areas in 2017 and determined
they were lower priority than other work in the
southern half of the Bi-State. Additional data from
telemetry studies will help define these areas

MER4-11: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment
and potential connectivity issues along the eastside
in the Truman Meadows portion of the White Moun-
tains PMU. Design and implement site-specific tree
removal projects based on the results.

TAC evaluated these areas in 2015 and determined
they were lower priority than other work in the PMU

TAC evaluated these areas in 2017 and determined
they were lower priority than other work in the PMU

MER4-12: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment
and potential connectivity issues between Long Valley
and Adobe Valley in the South Mono PMU. Design
and implement site-specific tree removal projects
based on the results.

Arcularius Jeffrey Pine Removal
Long Valley Habitat Enhancement NEPA
INF Parker Jeffrey Pine Removal NEPA

Long Valley - Jeffery Pine Removal

South Mono Conifer Treatment Site Visits

Pre-NEPA Planning: Hilton and Clover Patch Conifer
Treatment

MER4-13: Evaluate pinyon-juniper encroachment
and potential connectivity issues in the Waterson
draw area and at the base of south slope of Glass
Mountains in the South Mono PMU. Design and
implement site-specific tree removal projects based
on the results.
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Long Valley Unit 4 Habitat Enhancement

Minimize and Eliminate Disease and Predation Risk:
Monitor, and quantify where possible, the extent of
disease and predation risks to greater sage-grouse
populations in the Bi-State area. Take appropriate
management action where causal effects can be iden-
tified and effectively mitigated.

MERS5-1: Evaluate raptor and raven use of the DC
Intertie transmission line in the Mount Grant PMU.
Install perch deterrents if the data indicate facilitated
predation is adversely affecting sage-grouse popula-
tion performance.

Raptor raven surveys were completed in Mount Grant
in association with telemetry efforts in 2016, 2017,
2018, and 2021

MERS5-2: Evaluate raptor and raven use of the double
wood transmission line that crosses brood meadows
along the upper Owens River east of Lek 9x at Inaja
Ranch. Install perch deterrents if the data indicate
facilitated predation is adversely affecting sage-grouse
population performance.

A field trip occurred to evaluate this transmission
line. No mitigation was implemented

Raptor raven surveys were completed in Long Valley
in association with telemetry efforts between 2014
and 2021

USGS implemented raven egg oiling effort to reduce
predation

MERS5-3: Evaluate raptor and raven use of the west-
side transmission lines in the Bodie PMU. Install
perch deterrents if the data indicate facilitated pre-
dation is adversely affecting sage-grouse population
performance.

Raptor raven surveys were completed annually in the
Bodie Hills in association with telemetry efforts

MERS5-4: Develop and implement a West Nile virus
surveillance and detection program. Implement mos-
quito abatement measures and/or Best Management
Practices (BMPs) designed to minimize or prevent
the potential for a West Nile virus outbreak if the
data indicate that West Nile virus is prevalent in the
Bi-State area.

Investigation of Inyo guzzlers resulted in their design
that prohibit larval development due to the enclosed

systems, lack of light, routine maintenance at off-site

drinker. County Abatement Program confirmed that
such guzzlers do not pose a risk to west Nile virus

Minimize and Eliminate Wild Horse Grazing Risks:
Maintain wild horse populations at the appropriate
management levels (AMLs) and within designated
herd management areas (HMAs) or wild horse terri-
tories (WHTS) to minimize the risk of excessive use
levels and range expansion

MERG6-1: Implement captures or contraceptive meth-
ods to maintain the Powell Mountain Wild Horse
Herd at or below AML and within the designated
WHT.

Annual monitoring of the Powell Mountain herd for
horses outside boundary

MERG6-2: Implement captures or contraceptive meth-
ods to maintain the Pine Nut Wild Horse Herd at or
below AML and within the designated HMA.

Pine Nut Mountains Herd Management Area Plan EA

Pine Nut wild horse gather

Pine Nut wild horse sterilization efforts
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MERG6-3: Evaluate the status of the White Mountain
and Silver Peak Wild Horse and Burro herds. Estab-
lish AML and implement captures or contraceptive
methods if needed to maintain the herds at or below
AML and within the designated WHT.

Wild Horse monitoring in White Mountain and
Silver Peak herds in White Mountains PMU

MERG6-4: Implement captures or contraceptive meth-
ods to maintain the Wassuk Wild Horse Herd at or
below AML and within the designated HMA.

Wassuks Mountain wild horse gather

MERG6-5: Evaluate the status of the Montgomery Pass
Wild Horse Herd. Establish AML and implement cap-
tures or contraceptive methods if needed to maintain
the herd at or below AML and within the designated
WHT.

2014 Montgomery Pass wild horse herd survey

2015 Montgomery Pass wild horse population esti-
mate completed

Annual wild horse monitoring in Sagehen

2020 aerial survey of the Montgomery Herd Wild
Horse Territory

2020 Montgomery Pass wild horse ground survey

Identify potential sage-grouse population augmenta-
tion and re-introduction sites and develop translo-
cation guidelines to support potential augmentation
and reintroduction efforts in the Bi-State area.

Minimize and Eliminate Small Population Size Risks:

MER?7-1: Develop a contingency plan for emergency
augmentation of small breeding populations at Parker
Meadows and Gaspipe Spring in the South Mono
PMU if the need arises.

Parker Meadow translocation efforts 2017, 2018,
2019, and 2021

MER?7-2: Develop a contingency plan for emergency
augmentation of small breeding populations in the
Pine Nut Range in the Pine Nut PMU if the need
arises.

TAC met to discuss translocations 2015. It was deter-
mined that only the Parker population was in need of
a translocation until the IPM or other data suggested
that there was an clear reason to begin translocation
elsewhere. Leks in the pine nuts are monitored yearly
to track the status of the population

MER?7-3: Evaluate the need for augmentation of the
Fales population in the Desert Creek- Fales PMU.

Discussions within the TAC have occurred , but
translocations have not been implemented at this
time?

MER7-4: Evaluate the Powel Mountain area in the
Mount Grant PMU as a potential sage-grouse habitat
restoration and reintroduction area.

BSSG TAC met to discuss translocations 2015. It was
determined that only the Parker population was in
need of a translocation until the IPM or other data
suggested that there was an clear reason to begin
translocation elsewhere

MER7-5: Evaluate the McBride Flat/Sagehen Spring
area in the Truman Meadows portion of the White
Mountains PMU as a potential sage-grouse habitat
restoration and reintroduction area.
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BSSG TAC met to discuss translocations 2015. It was
determined that only the Parker population was in
need of a translocation until the IPM or other data
suggested that there was an clearn reason to begin
translocation elsewhere. Telemetry work in the
White Mountain PMU will help determine if this is
necessary

MER?7-6: Evaluate Coyote Flat as a potential sage-
grouse habitat restoration and reintroduction area.

BSSG TAC met to discuss translocations 2015. It was
determined that only the Parker population was in
need of a translocation until the IPM or other data
suggested that there was an clear reason to begin
translocation elsewhere. Telemetry work in the
White Mountain PMU will help determine if this is
necessary

Habitat Improvement and Restoration: Implement
habitat improvement and restoration projects
designed to ensure the long-term viability of greater

Continue to implement on-going habitat improve-
ment and restoration projects on public and private
lands in the Bi-State area. Design and implement
additional site-specific sage-grouse habitat improve-
ment and restoration projects on public and private
lands in the Bi-State area in cooperation with the
Bi-State Local Area Work Group.

sage-grouse populations within the Bi-State Plan area.

HIR1-1-PN: Continue to implement pinyon and juni-
per removal projects in appropriate areas adjacent to
occupied sage-grouse habitat in Upper Mill Canyon
in the Pine Nut PMU.

Mill Canyon conifer treatment Lyon Unit

Mill Canyon conifer treatment unit 1

Mill Canyon conifer treatment unit 2

Mill Canyon conifer treatment Big Lake unit

Mill Canyon conifer treatment maintenance

Mt Siegel conifer treatment

HIR1-2-PN: Continue to implement pinyon and
juniper removal in the Buckskin Valley Vegetation
Treatment project area in the Pine Nut PMU.

EQIP contract to treat a portion of the BLM land in
Buckskin Valley project area (3 sites: 411, 147, 747)

2012 Buckskin Valley Vegetation Management
Project

2013 Buckskin Valley Vegetation Management
Project

Private Lands EQIP/WHIP program: P] Removal in
Buckskin Valley area

2013 EQIP contract to treat a portion of the BLM
land in Buckskin Valley project area

2014 EQIP contract to treat a portion of the BLM
land in Buckskin Valley project area

2015 EQIP contract to treat Crest Unit of Pine Nut
Land Health Project

Buckskin Valley conifer treatment

2013 private lands conifer treatment

Crest 2 conifer treatment

Lyons Fire conifer removal

Crest 3 conifer treatment

Buckskin Valley conifer treatment maintenance

Pine Nut Mountain Powerline Project
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2020 Buckskin Valley conifer treatment

2021 Buckskin conifer treatment

HIRI-3-PN: Maintain the existing fence around the
Big Meadow complex in the Pine Nut PMU and mark
with flight diverters to deter fence strikes.

Big Meadow fence marking

Big Meadow fence maintenance

HIR1-4-PN: Continue to manage livestock to main-
tain proper functioning condition of the Big Meadow
complex in the Pine Nut PMU.

Churchill Canyon grazing permit written with flexi-
bility to change grazing if probems arise

HIR1-5-PN: Manage high elevation wet meadows in
the southern portion of the Pine Nut PMU for proper
functioning condition and forb abundance and di-
versity. Maintain existing fences and mark with flight
diverters to deter fence strikes.

Incomplete

HIR2-1-PN: Restore previously burned sagebrush
habitat within a three-mile radius of the Mill Canyon
lek in the Pine Nut PMU.

Incomplete

HIR2-2-PN: Maintain meadows in the Mount Siegel/
Bald Mountain area in proper functioning condition
or improve through livestock management or fencing
in the Pine Nut PMU.

Incomplete

HIR2-3-PN: Evaluate options to improve sagebrush
habitat quality west of the Big Meadow complex in
the Pine Nut PMU. Design and implement site specif-
ic habitat improvement projects based on the results.

Incomplete

HIR2-4-PN: Control noxious weeds within and
surrounding the Big Meadow complex in the Pine
Nut PMU.

Ongoing weed treatments completed by Carson City
BLM

HIR1-1-DCF: Continue pinyon and juniper removal
across Sweetwater Flat and in adjacent pinyon and
juniper encroached sagebrush habitats in the Desert
Creek-Fales PMU.

2013 Sweetwater Summit conifer treatment mainte-
nance

2016 Sweetwater Summit conifer treatment

2017 Sweetwater Summit conifer treatment mainte-
nance

HIR1-2-DCF: Implement the Long Doctor pin-
yon-juniper removal project in the Desert Creek-
Fales PMU.

Long Doctor pinyon removal-Sweetwater Summit
area 2012

Long Doctor pinyon removal - Sweetwater Summit
Area 2013

Long Doctor pinyon removal - Sweetwater Summit
Area 2014

Long Doctor pinyon removal maintenance 2015

HIR1-3-DCF: Continue to work with the permittees
on Wheeler Flat to develop and implement grazing
management strategies that reduce the impacts of
early season grazing on key brood meadows in the
Desert Creek-Fales PMU.
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Wheeler Flat fence marking

Wheeler Flat trough installation

HIR1-4-DCF: Continue to develop and implement an
interagency restoration plan for Wheeler Creek to re-
store hydrologic function and increase forb cover and
diversity on adjacent brood meadows in the Desert
Creek-Fales PMU.

Wheeler Creek restoration NEPA

Wheeler Creek meadow restoration

HIR2-1-DCF: Design and implement site specific
projects to improve meadow habitat conditions on
Wheeler Flat in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU.

Wheeler Flat enclosure fence construction, marking,
and maintenance

HIR2-2-DCF: Investigate opportunities to implement | Private Lands-EQIP/WHIP conifer treatment
habitat improvement projects on the Sweetwater
Ranch in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU. Design and
implement site specific habitat improvement projects
where feasible.

Sweetwater Flat fence marking

HIR2-3-DCEF: Evaluate options to reduce cheatgrass
densities southeast of Desert Creek Lek #2 in the
Desert Creek-Fales PMU. Design and implement site
specific habitat improvement projects based on the
results.

2013 Smith Valley Conservation District weed

treatments
HIR2-4-DCF: Determine the feasibility for improving
perennial grass and forb cover in proximity to Desert
Creek Lek #2 in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU. Design
and implement site specific habitat improvement
projects based on the results.
Incomplete

HIR2-5-DCF: Determine the feasibility for improving
perennial grass and forb cover across Sweetwater Flat
to improve pre-laying and nesting habitat conditions
in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU. Design and imple-
ment site specific habitat improvement projects based
on the results.

Private Lands-EQIP/WHIP program irrigation
project

Private Lands-EQIP/WHIP program rabbit brush
removal project

HIR2-6-DCEF: Evaluate nesting habitat and brood
meadow condition on Burcham/Wheeler Flats in the
Desert Creek-Fales PMU. Design and implement site
specific habitat improvement projects based on the
results.

Incomplete

HIR2-7-DCF: Investigate opportunities for meadow
habitat improvement on private lands in the Huntoon
Valley, Swauger Creek and north Bridgeport Valley
vicinities in the Desert Creek-Fales PMU. Design and
implement site specific habitat improvement projects
where feasible.

Incomplete

HIR1-1-MG: Continue pinyon and juniper removal
in the China Camp area and adjacent public and
private lands in the Mount Grant PMU.

China Camp pinyon removal 2012

China Camp pinyon removal 2013

China Camp pile burning 2016
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Flying M conifer treatment

China Camp (Long Meadow) conifer treatment

Private lands conifer treatment

HIR2-1-MG: Develop and implement a management
strategy to restore brood habitat on the Rosachi
Ranch in the Mount Grant PMU.

2012 Meadow restoration Rosaschi Ranch

2014 Rosaschi Ranch brood rearing habitat improve-
ment

Rosachi Ranch annual irrigation

2013 Meadow Restoration Rosaschi Ranch

Rosaschi Ranch upland field restoration (east field)

Rosaschi Ranch upland field restoration (west field)

HIR2-2-MG: Work with Flying M Ranch to maintain
and improve brood habitat conditions in the Rough
Creek and lower Bodie Creek vicinities of the Mount
Grant PMU. Design and implement site specific habi-
tat improvement projects where feasible.

Flying M Ranch project demonstration sites (seeding
and fuel break)

FM Ranch sage-grouse habitat enhancement

Meadow and stream proper functioning condition
surveys completed

UAYV surveys in Walker River State Recreation Area

9 Mile Ranch fence marking
Installed HOBOs on Bodie and Rough Creeks

Streamflow monitoring

HIR2-3-MG: Evaluate meadow habitat conditions in
the Aurora and Gregory Flats vicinities of the Mount
Grant PMU. Design and implement meadow habitat
restoration projects based on the results.

Incomplete

HIR2-4-MG: Work with the Hawthorne Army Depot
to maintain and improve brood habitat quality at
Lapon Meadows in the Mount Grant PMU. Design
and implement site specific habitat improvement
projects where feasible.

2013 Hawthorne Army Depot meeting

HIR2-5-MG: Investigate options to control noxious
weeds and cheatgrass within and around the Nin-
emile Ranch Unit in the Mount Grant PMU. Design
and implement site specific habitat restoration proj-
ects based on the results.

2012 Smith Valley Conservation District weed moni-
toring and treatment

2013 Smith Valley Conservation District weed moni-
toring and treatment

2015 Smith Valley Conservation District weed moni-
toring and treatment

2016 Smith Valley Conservation District weed moni-
toring and treatment

2017 Smith Valley Conservation District weed moni-
toring and treatment

2019 Nine Mile weed monitoring and treatment

2020 Nine Mile weed monitoring and treatment

HIR1-1-B: Complete ongoing pinyon and juniper
removal projects in the Lower Summers (Lek 10),
Green Creek, Stringer Meadows (Lek 9A), and Upper
Aurora Canyon vicinities in the Bodie PMU.
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Lek 9a conifer treatment maintenance

Lower Summers conifer treatment

Lower Summers conifer treatment East Unit

Lower Summers conifer treatment Meadow Unit

Lower Summers conifer treatment maintenance

2012 Upper Aurora conifer treatment maintenance

2013 Upper Aurora conifer treatment maintenance

2014 Upper Aurora conifer treatment maintenance

Stringer Meadow Unit conifer treatment

Green Creek conifer treatment

Green Creek conifer treatment

2012 Green Creek conifer treatment maintenance

2014 Green Creek conifer treatment maintenance

2018 Green Creek conifer treatment maintenance

2017 Greeen Creek pile burn

HIR1-2-B: Maintain existing meadow habitat protec-
tive enclosures in the Bodie Hills portion of the Bodie
PMU. Incorporate targeted short-duration grazing

to improve brood meadow forb production where
appropriate.

Murphy Meadow #1 fence conversion and yearly
exclosure maintenance

Upper Bodie Creek riparian pasture

Aspen B1072 exclosure

Artesian Spring exclosure

Murphy Meadows exclosure #2

Aspen P1094 exclosure

7 Troughs Riparian Pasture

Fourway Meadow exclosure

N. Potato Peak Meadow exclosure

Aspen P1094A exclosure

Aspen B1075 exclosure

Aspen B1076 exclosure

Upper Geiger meadow exclosure

Geiger Meadow #1 exclosure maintenance

Geiger Meadow #2 exclosure maintenance

Kirkwood Meadow restoration

HIR1-3-B: Continue meadow habitat improvement
efforts on public and private lands in Upper Aurora
Canyon in the Bodie PMU.

Private Lands-EQIP/WHIP program rabbitbrush
control

Upper Aurora Canyon meadow improvement

Aurora meadow owing

Aurora Canyon electric fence

Aurora Canyon headcut stabilization

Aurora Canyon exclosure maintenance

HIR1-4-B: Complete the planned removal of the
Bodie to Fletcher transmission line that traverses
portions of both the Bodie and Mount Grant PMUs.

Bodie sub to Fletcher sub power line removal
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HIR1-5-B: Continue to manage permitted livestock
grazing to maintain current nesting habitat quality in
the Bodie Hills breeding complex in the Bodie PMU.

Bodie Mountain Allotment

Dog Creek Allotment

Green Creek Allotment

Mono Sand Flat Allotment

Mormon Ranch Allotment

Potato Peak Allotment

Rancheria Gulch Allotment

Aurora Canyon Allotment

15 Year CRP Lease

HIR1-6-B: Complete the ongoing NEPA analysis to
support implementation of sage-grouse habitat im-
provement projects in the Bodie PMU consistent with
the findings of the Bodie Hills Conservation Action
Plan (Provencher et al. 2009).

Bodie Hills Upland Vegetation Restoration Program-

matic NEPA
HIR1-7-B: Complete the Lime Kiln windmill removal
and solar pump replacement project in the southern
portion of the Bodie PMU.

Incomplete

HIR2-1-B: Evaluate stringer meadows, spring com-
plexes, and irrigated meadows in the Bodie PMU as
potential brood habitat improvement sites. Design
and implement site specific habitat improvement
projects based on the results.

Warm Springs meadow improvement

Private Lands - EQIP/WHIP program project-water-
ing facility to redistribute livestock

Field tour with Sherm Swanson to assess riparian
areas

Drafted EA and NEPA for Bodie Hills meadow
restoration

HIR2-2-B: Evaluate mid-elevation sagebrush habitats
in the Bodie Hills breeding complex for potential
early brood habitat improvement sites in the Bodie
PMU. Design and implement site specific habitat
improvement projects based on the results.

Noxious weed survey and treatment

HIR1-1-SM: Continue to implement and enforce
seasonal road closures designed to reduce human
disturbance on public lands in the vicinity of Lek 1,
Lek 5, and Lek 8 in the Long Valley portion of the
South Mono PMU.

Lek 8 nesting habitat seasonal closure

Lek 1 nesting habitat seasonal closure

Lek 5 nesting habitat seasonal closure

Long Valley seasonal road closure

HIR1-2-SM: Continue to monitor for illegal vehicle
use and camping within the Long Valley portion of
the South Mono PMU. Increase law enforcement
presence and enforcement activities were required to
minimize or eliminate recreation impacts.

Shepherd’s Tub vegetation restoration

Habitat protection through boulder placement

Inyo NF Long Valley recreation monitoring

Long Valley restoration project
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Bishop BLM Long Valley recreation monitoring

HIR1-3-SM: Implement the proposed tree encroach-
ment removal project near Sagehen Summit in the
South Mono PMU.

2014 Sagehen Summit conifer treatment

Sagehen II Sage-Grouse Habitat Enhancement Project
NEPA

2018 Sagehen II conifer treatment

HIR1-4-SM: Continue to monitor implementation of
new grazing permit terms and conditions in the Long
Valley portion of the South Mono PMU. Identify
priorities for more intensive management attention,
especially in upland sagebrush types.

Annual livestock grazing monitoring

HIR1-5-SM: Complete the windmill removal and
solar pump replacement projects in the Adobe Valley
portion of the South Mono PMU.

Four Adobe Valley windmills removed and conver-
sion to solar

HIR1-6-SM: Maintain the Indian Spring protective
fence in the Mono Basin portion of the South Mono
PMU.

Fence removed after fire. Now riparian area is moni-
tored and maintained.

HIR2-1-SM: In drought years, work with the LADWP
to prioritize irrigation for important brood meadows
(e.g., Laurel meadows) in the Long Valley portion of
the South Mono PMU.

CDFW works with LADWP to advise on best irriga-
tion practices

LADWP, CDFW, USFWS, Audubon met to discuss
water allocation strategies in Long Valley that provide
adequate habitat for bird and fish species while main-
taining LADWP’s mission to provide water to paying
customers

LADWP submitted a commitment letter to the USF-
WS stating willingnes to manage their land with best
management practices for sage-grouse in mind

LADWP developed and implemented and Adaptive
Management Plan for watering in Long Valley

Research and Monitoring: Implement a coordinated
interagency research and monitoring program to
support the conservation and management of greater
sage-grouse populations and habitats within the Bi-
State Plan area.

RAM1-1: Coordinate annual lek monitoring efforts
across state and federal jurisdictional boundaries.

Annual lek counts are carried out by a diversity of
partners across the Bi-State

RAM1-2: Increase the level of interagency support
and effort for annual lek counts in the Pine Nut,
Desert Creek-Fales, Mount Grant, and White Moun-
tains PMUs. Implement “saturation counts” where
logistically feasible.

Beginning in 2012 NDOW, Bishop BLM, Carson
BLM, USGS, CDFW determine staff needs and coor-
dinate lek surveys in Pine Nut, Desert Creek-Fales,
Mt. Grant, and White Mountain PMUs

RAM1-3: Maintain the current level of interagency
support and effort required to conduct annual “satu-
ration counts” in the Bodie and South Mono PMUs.
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Annual coordinated saturation counts. BIFO/CDFW
leads the coordination of these counts. LADWP,
NRCS, USFS and volunteers are involved

RAMI1-4: Conduct a systematic aerial inventory of
potential breeding habitats in the Bi-State area to
identify new or previously undocumented leks.

Aerial lek inventory occurred in 2012

RAM1-5: Focus aerial lek monitoring efforts on
remote or otherwise inaccessible locations. Augment
aerial surveys with ground counts when and where
logistically feasible.

Aerial helicopter surveys are conducted most years in
hard to access areas in the the Pine Nut, Desert Creek
and Mount Grant PMUs

RAMI-6: Increase the level of volunteer training
and support for annual lek monitoring efforts in the
Bi-State area.

Mono County Lek tour and training

Annual Bi-State volunteer lek survey training

RAM1-7: Incorporate lek habitat inventory and
assessment protocols identified in the interagency
Sage-Grouse Habitat Assessment Framework (Stiver
et al. 2010) into lek inventory and monitoring efforts
in the Bi-State area.

Sage-grouse HAF conducted on leks within Mount
Grant PMU in FY19 included Baldwin Canyon, Nine
Mile Flat, Nine Mile 2, and Mudspring leks. 4 more in
Pine Nut PMU

RAMI1-8: Develop and implement a standardized lek
location database for documented (active and histor-
ic) leks in the Bi-State area.

Development of the California Lek database

Development of the integrated lek database (CA and
NV)

RAM2-1: Identify and map existing sagebrush
habitats and important sage-grouse habitats within
each PMU. Develop a draft interim habitat map for
the Bi-State area by April 30, 2012. Complete a final
interim habitat map for the Bi-State area by Septem-
ber 30, 2012.

Published map of BSSG habitat

RAM2-2: Incorporate standardized vegetation and
environmental characteristics data sampling into
existing agency vegetation inventory and monitoring
protocols to support the development and implemen-
tation of the Conservation Planning Tool (CPT).

Standardized vegetation sampling protocols for
treatment efficacy

Standardized vegetation sampling protocols for nest
and brood sites

RAM2-3: Incorporate multi-scale sage-grouse habitat
inventory and assessment protocols identified in the
interagency Sage-Grouse Habitat Assessment Frame-
work (Stiver et al. 2010) into habitat inventory and
monitoring efforts in the BiState area.

Annual vegetation monitoring and treatment efficien-
cy monitoring

RAM3-1: Continue and expand the on-going teleme-

try effort in the Pine Nut PMU. Incorporate addition-
al capture locations into the study design based on lek
inventory results.

BSSG 10-YR ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT 53



Capture and monitoring efforts in the Pine Nut PMU
(2012-2015)

RAM3-2: Implement a new telemetry effort in the
Mount Grant PMU to supplement and expand on
previous efforts focused in the Bodie PMU. Focus
initial capture efforts in the China Camp, Baldwin
Canyon, Aurora and Lapon Meadows lek areas, as
well as brood rearing habitat on Ninemile Ranch

and Scierine Ranch. Incorporate additional capture
locations into the study design based on lek inventory
results.

Capture and monitoring efforts in the Mount Grant
PMU (2012-2018 and 2021)

RAM3-3: Implement a new telemetry effort in the
Desert Creek portion of the Desert Creek-Fales PMU
to supplement and expand on previous efforts. Focus
initial capture efforts in the Desert Creek, Sweetwater
and Wiley Ditch lek areas, as well as brood-rearing
habitats on the Desert Creek Ranch, Sweetwater
Ranch and Scierine Ranch. Incorporate additional
capture locations into the study design based on lek
inventory results.

Capture and monitoring efforts in the Desert Creek-
Fales PMU (2012, 2015-2018)

RAM3-4: Implement a new telemetry effort in the
White Mountains PMU to supplement and expand
on previous efforts. Incorporate the use of GPS
technology to improve data collection capabilities in
the White Mountains. Incorporate additional capture
locations into the study design based on lek inventory
results.

Capture and monitoring efforts in the White Moun-
tain PMU (2013, 2016-2021)

RAM3-5: Continue and supplement the on-going
radio telemetry effort in the South Mono PMU. Focus
new capture efforts in the Sagehen Summit, Sagehen
Meadows, Gaspipe Spring and McLaughlin Spring
areas. Incorporate additional capture locations into
the study design based on lek inventory results.

Capture and monitoring efforts in the South Mono
PMU (2014-2021)

RAM3-6: Continue and supplement the on-going
telemetry effort in the Fales Portion of the Desert
Creek-Fales PMU. Focus additional capture efforts in
the upper elevations of the Sweetwater Range and in
the Huntoon Valley. Incorporate additional capture
locations into the study design based on lek inventory
results.

Incomplete

RAM3-7: Continue and supplement the on-going
radio telemetry effort in the Bodie PMU. Focus ad-
ditional capture efforts in previously un-sampled lek
areas and habitat restoration project areas. Incorpo-
rate additional capture locations into the study design
based on lek inventory results.

Capture and monitoring efforts in the Bodie Hills
PMU (2012-2021)

RAM3-8: Collect vegetation and environmental
characteristics data at telemetry relocation points and
random points following standardized protocols to
support the development and implementation of the
Conservation Planning Tool (CPT).

Vegetation characteristics collected at telemetry
locations
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RAMS3-9: Incorporate the use of GPS technology into
the study design for ongoing and planned telemetry
efforts to collect data on intra-day and potential long-
range and inter-PMU movements.

USGS deploys GPS collars to monitor sage-grouse
movement

RAM3-10: Collect feces in addition to environmental
and vegetation characteristics data at winter reloca-
tions for diet quality analysis using gas chromatog-
raphy

UC Davis diet and behaviorial study was completed

RAM4-1A: Collect a blood sample from each cap-
tured bird and submit these samples to the University
of Denver for genetic analyses.

Blood samples are collected

RAM4-1B: Collect feathers from each captured

bird and submit these samples to the University of
Idaho and/or the US Forest Service Rocky Mountain
Research Station (RMRS) genetics lab in Missoula,
Montana for genetic analyses.

Feathers are collected

RAM4-1C: Collect morphological measurements
from each captured bird to calculate body condition
index (BCI) by obtaining mass, flat wing, tarsus, and
culmen measurements.

Morphological measurements are collected

RAM4-2: Collect feathers from each monitored lek
and submit these samples to the University of Idaho
and/or the US Forest Service RMRS genetics lab in

Missoula, Montana for genetic analyses.

Feathers are collected and genetic analyses are
complete

RAMS5-1A: Develop and implement a standardized
spatial database (ArcMap geodatabase) to collect

and store all greater sage-grouse conservation related
project work occurring in the Bi-State area. Coor-
dinate geodatabase development with signatories to
the Bi-State MOU and the Bi-State LAWG to ensure
end user compatibility. Populate the geodatabase with
conservation actions completed to date by September
30, 2012. Establish procedures for effective and effi-
cient geodatabase maintenance and distribution.

Geodatabase to track BSSG projects was developed

RAMS5-1B: Develop and implement a standard-

ized tabular database (Microsoft Access database)

to collect and store all greater sage-grouse related
conservation work occurring in the Bi-State area.
Coordinate database development with signatories to
the Bi-State MOU and the Bi-State LAWG to ensure
end user compatibility. Populate the database with
conservation actions completed to date by Septem-
ber 30, 2012. Establish procedures for effective and
efficient database maintenance and distribution.

Tabular database was developed

RAMS5-2: Investigate options to develop and imple-
ment an Interagency BiState Sage-Grouse Conserva-
tion sharepoint site to facilitate collaborative projects
and data sharing. If determined to be feasible,
establish the sharepoint site and provide access to
signatories of the Bi-State MOU.

Google Drive created
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Maintaining Stakeholder Involvement: Develop
active, well informed, local planning groups com-
mitted to the development and implementation of
sage-grouse conservation actions within the Bi-State
Plan area.

MSI1: Continue to support the stakeholder based Bi-
State Local Area Working Group (LAWG) process to
identify, develop, and implement PMU specific con-
servation actions for greater sage-grouse populations
and habitats in the Bi-State area.

The Sage-Grouse Conservation Plan for Bi-State Area
is updated through meetings held by the Technical
Advisory Committe

MSI1-2: Conduct PMU planning meetings on an as
needed basis to address PMU specific issues and to
identify, develop, and prioritize PMU specific conser-
vation actions.

Minden NRCS SGI SWAT Workshop

Long Valley Tribal Forum
Adobe Field Tour
Parker Meadow Field Tour

Presentation on the BSSG to the LA Audubon in
Bishop

Aurora Canyon Road Hydrology Restoration Field
Trip

Pine Nut Project Field Tour with Assistant Secretary
of Interior

Pine Nut Project, Field tour with NCCS regional
director

Pine Nut Land Health Annual Meeting
LAWG Field Tour of 9 Mile Ranch
Nevada PMU Meeting

Parker Meadow Disturbance Meeting

MSI1-3: Conduct Bi-State LAWG planning meetings
on a semi-annual basis to review the status of greater
sage-grouse populations and habitats in the Bi-State

area and to identify, prioritize, and coordinate imple-
mentation of annual conservation actions. Continue
University of Nevada Cooperative Extension facilita-
tion of the BiState LAWG meeting.

Annual Bi-State LAWG meetings held

MSI2-1: Conduct workshops to provide information
about programs available to assist ranchers and other
private landowners that may be interested in the
implementation of sage-grouse conservation projects
and to explore opportunities for cooperative conser-
vation of sage-grouse in the Bi-State area.

Bi-State landowner open house

RCPP Grant meeting

Deep Springs resource management team meeting

Mono County meetings

MSI2-2: Develop and publish a Bi-State LAWG sage-
grouse conservation newsletter.

Mailchimp e-newsletter was created

MSI2-3: Develop and implement a publically ac-
cessible Bi-State LAWG Sage-Grouse Conservation
webpage to facilitate the sharing and distribution of
information specific to greater sage-grouse conserva-
tion efforts in the Bi-State area.

Website was created and is mainainted to provide
BSSG related information
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Memorandum

Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

March 25, 2024

Melissa Miller-Henson
Executive Director
Fish and Game Commission

Charlton H. Bonham
Director

Submission of Initial Statement of Reasons for the April 17-18, 2024, Fish and
Game Commission Meeting to Amend Sections 2.30, 5.00, 7.50, 8.00, and 703
Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Re: Inland Sport Fishing Regulations
Update

The Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) requests the Fish and Game
Commission (Commission) authorize publication of notice of its intent to amend
sections 2.30, 5.00, 7.50, 8.00, and 703 for the upcoming sport fishing regulatory cycle.
The proposed regulatory changes are needed to effectively manage California’s sport
fisheries and correct errors and inaccuracies in the existing regulations to reduce public
confusion and improve regulatory enforcement. Authorization of this request will allow
for possible adoption at the August 2024 Commission meeting.

The Department is submitting the attached Initial Statement of Reasons (ISOR) with
proposals to reduce the daily bag limit for trout in Parker Lake and Willow Creek,
reduce the minimum size limit for black bass in Lake Castaic, allow take of American
Shad by spearfishing in the Valley District, simplify and streamline access to low-flow
fishing information, amend the fishing boundary for Deep Creek, and update the
Department’s mailing address.

If you have any questions regarding this item, please contact Jay Rowan, Fisheries
Branch Chief or Karen Mitchell, Senior Environmental Scientist, at
Fisheries@wildlife.ca.gov.

ec: Chad Dibble, Deputy Director
Wildlife and Fisheries Division

Jay Rowan, Branch Chief
Fisheries Branch
Wildlife and Fisheries Division

Robert Pelzman, Captain
Law Enforcement Division

Anthony Cusato, Attorney
Office of General Counsel
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David Haug, Analyst
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Ona Alminas, Env. Program Manager
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State of California
Fish and Game Commission
Initial Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action

Amend Sections 2.30, 5.00, 7.50, 8.00, and 703
Title 14, California Code of Regulations
Re: Inland Sport Fishing Regulations Update

|. Date of Initial Statement of Reasons: January 24, 2024
Il. Dates and Locations of Scheduled Hearings
(a) Notice Hearing
Date: April 18, 2024 Location: San Jose, CA
(b) Discussion Hearing
Date: June 20, 2024 Location: Mammoth Lakes, CA
(c) Adoption Hearing
Date: August 15, 2024 Location: Fortuna, CA
lll. Description of Regulatory Action

(a) Statement of Specific Purpose of Regulatory Change and Factual Basis for Determining that
Regulation Change is Reasonably Necessary

Unless otherwise specified, all section references in this document are to Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations (CCR).

This California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) proposal combines Department
and public requests for changes to Title 14, sections 2.30, 5.00, 7.50, 8.00 and 703, for the
2024 sport fishing regulatory cycle. This proposal will reduce the daily bag limit for trout in
Parker Lake and Willow Creek, reduce the minimum size limit for black bass in Lake Castaic,
allow take of American Shad by spearfishing in the Valley District, simplify and streamline
access to low-flow fishing information, amend the fishing boundary for Deep Creek, and
update the Department’s mailing address. These proposed regulatory changes are needed to
effectively manage California’s sport fisheries, and correct errors and inaccuracies in the
existing regulations to reduce public confusion and improve regulatory enforcement.

(b) Proposed Regulations

The Department is proposing changes to the following regulations in Title 14, CCR:

e Section 2.30, Spearfishing

o The proposal would amend the freshwater sport fishing regulations to include American
Shad as a species that may be taken by spearfishing in the Valley District, and
clarification of the spearfishing boundaries (Section 2.30 Spearfishing, subsection (b)).

o Currently several species of fish can be taken by speargun in the Valley District
between May and September. Those species include Striped Bass, carp, goldfish,
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Sacramento (Western Sucker), Sacramento Blackfish, Hardhead, Sacramento
Pikeminnow, and lamprey. The regulations do not include American Shad as a species
that can be taken by spearfishing. The Department would like to add spearfishing as a
method of take for American Shad. The Department does not believe that adding this
method of take will impact the American Shad population, or any other fish species.
Additionally, this regulation change will increase angling opportunities for the angling
community.

The Department would also like to more clearly define spearfishing boundaries written
in the regulations so that the need to look up Fish and Game Code Section 1505 is
reduced. Additionally, the department would like to add language for anglers to check
their local city and/or county ordinances for speargun (firearm) restrictions.

Section 5.00, Black Bass, Subsection (b)(7), Castaic Lake (Los Angeles Co.)

o

The proposal is to reduce the 15-inch total length minimum size limit at Castaic Lake to
the statewide standard of 12-inch total length minimum size limit. The daily bag limit of
five fish will remain unchanged.

The current regulation for black bass at Castaic Lake is inadequate and was enacted to
protect a “trophy” black bass fishery that no longer exists. Castaic Lake has limiting
factors that are not conducive to maintaining a large population of “trophy” black bass.
Habitat for juvenile bass and sunfish is limited as shorelines are generally steep in both
arms and contain few small coves. Aquatic vegetation, which is important for
recruitment of black bass, is lacking due to water level fluctuations. There is also a large
population of striped bass which are additional competitors of forage resources.
Department electrofishing data from 2013-2022 show the black bass fishery has
declined in condition and has stunted between 10-15 inches. The average Relative
Weight (body condition) was 78 in 2022, where 100 is considered adequate health.
Harvest is needed to reduce the population, warranting the regulation change. In
addition to the black bass fisheries data, the Department has been contacted multiple
times by local angling groups calling for the regulation change. Castaic Lake is the only
water in the area with a special regulation, aligning it with the statewide black bass
regulation would create regulation simplification and expand angler opportunity for
resource utilization.

Section 7.50, Subsection (b)(42), Deep Creek (San Bernardino Co.)

(0]

This proposal would amend the fishing boundary for Deep Creek for clarity purposes.
The current boundary reads “from headwaters at Little Green Valley to confluence of
Willow Creek.” The proposed new boundary is “from below Green Valley Lake Dam to
the confluence of Willow Creek. This change is necessary to ensure law enforcement
officers are clear on which area the regulations apply. Current regulations mention Little
Green Valley, which does not exist.

Section 7.50, Parker Lake (Mono County)

o

This proposal would amend the trout regulations for Parker Lake to year-round angling,
two fish bag limit, 14-inch minimum size limit, and an artificial lures only gear restriction
from the General Statewide Regulations for trout (i.e., Section 5.85) of all year, 5 fish

2
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bag limit with 10 in possession. This will require adding Parker Lake to Section 7.50,
Special Fishing Regulations for Trout.

o Parker Lake has been a designated Heritage Wild Trout water since 2011. Historically,
Parker Lake was a fast action Brook Trout fishery that produced trophy size Brown
Trout. Recent survey efforts by the Department in 2021 have shown a consistent
decline in both species population numbers since surveys conducted in 2003 and 2011.
The large decline in Brook Trout numbers in the lake indicates Parker Lake is no longer
a fast action Brook Trout fishery, suggesting there is overharvest. Brown Trout have
also decreased in size since 2003 and 2011 and are trending towards no longer
reaching trophy sizes. Parker Lake has become more popular in recent years due to
increasing interest and advertisement of the lake on various social media platforms,
which most likely caused the increase in angling pressure. Since this water is not
stocked, the current fishing methods and 5 fish bag limit with an additional 10 Brook
Trout over 10 inches is most likely resulting in overfishing and a decline in both species.

e Section 7.50, Willow Creek (Alpine County)

o This public proposal seeks to amend the fishing regulations on Willow Creek upstream
from the confluence with the West Fork Carson River to the main tributary of Willow
Creek to protect the declining populations of trout in the creek. This proposal would
reduce the daily bag limit for trout from five fish per day to catch and release fishing
only, with a gear restriction of artificial lures and barbless hooks only. This change
would require adding Willow Creek to Section 7.50, Special Fishing Regulations for
Trout.

o The Department has little data on the status of trout populations in Willow Creek, but
given the small size of the watershed, and multiple exceptional droughts of the past
decade, the Department supports actions to ensure this fishery continues to be viable.
This aligns with the Department’s mission to conserve and provide fishing opportunities
for future generations.

e Section 8.00, Low Flow Fishing Restrictions

Low-flow restrictions provide protection to listed and targeted game fish when stream flows are
low. Low-flow restrictions affect fishing seasons for ten coastal counties: Del Norte, Humboldt,
Mendocino, Sonoma, Marin, Napa, San Mateo, Santa Cruz, Santa Clara, and Monterey.
Currently, the Department reports low-flow information via three different phone lines reflected
in this section. Each phone line is associated with specific waters and each line is supported
by one of the three Department regions (Northern Region 1, Bay Delta Region 3, and Central
Region 4).

o The low-flow phone lines are problematic, and a continued source of concern for the
Department. The phone line messages for all three low-flow phone lines are inefficient
as it requires the public to navigate a phone line and potentially listen to information that
is not relevant to their needs. Additionally, if the public is not engaged, they may miss
the pertinent information requiring them to listen to the message again. Constituents
have expressed concerns with the phone line and have requested a web-based
message on public forums and with Department staff.

3
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o Inthe event of inclement weather and/or power outages, the phone lines have been
down and unable to communicate low-flow updates. The Department’s Telecom
Representative has identified multiple options to improve the phone lines, however
these options will be expensive and time and labor intensive.

o With the proposed amendments to Section 8.00, the Department seeks to simplify and
streamline access to low-flow information by transitioning the three low-flow phone lines
to a Department webpage. A single source of information will be more efficient for the
state and its constituents. An online system will be much more efficient for CDFW to
operate. The proposed regulation changes show the phone number in existing
regulation struck out and the Department website’s regulations page
(www.wildlife.ca.gov/regulations) added for Low-Flow Restrictions and information. This
regulation will not impact where or when low-flow closures occur.

e Other Changes

The Department is proposing additional changes to correct errors in the regulations,
including:

1. Section 703(a)(3): The mailing address for the Department’s Fisheries Branch in this
section needs to be changed from 830 S Street, Sacramento, CA 95811 to 1010
Riverside Pkwy, West Sacramento, 95605.

2. Section 7.50: Non-substantive renumbering of subsections (b)(106) through (b)(169)
to account for the addition of Parker Lake and Willow Creek.

(c) Necessity of the Proposed Regulation Changes

The proposed changes are necessary to align California’s inland sport fishery regulations with
the Department’s current fisheries management goals and objectives. Specifically, the
changes are necessary to: (1) protect declining populations of trout in Parker Lake and Willow
Creek; (2) increase fishing opportunity for black bass in Castaic Lake; (3) increase fishing
opportunity for spearfishers in the Valley District; (4) make access to low-flow fishing
information more efficient; and (5) make needed corrections to existing regulations to reduce
public confusion and improve regulatory enforcement.

(d) Goals and Benefits of the Regulation

As stated in Fish and Game Code Section 1700, Conservation of Aquatic Resources, it is the
policy of this state to encourage the conservation, maintenance, and utilization of the living
resources of the ocean and other waters under the jurisdiction and influence of the state for the
benefit of all the citizens of the state and to promote the development of local fisheries and
distant water fisheries based in California in harmony with international law, respecting fishing
and the conservation of the living resources of the ocean and other waters under the
jurisdiction and influence of the state. The objectives of this policy include, but are not limited
to, the maintenance of sufficient populations of all species of aquatic organisms to ensure their
continued existence, and the maintenance of a sufficient resource to support a reasonable
sport use. Adoption of scientifically-based sport fish seasons, size limits, and bag and
possession limits provides for the maintenance of sufficient populations sport fish to ensure
their continued existence.
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The benefits of the proposed regulations are consistent with the sustainable management of
California’s sport fisheries, general health and welfare of California residents, and promotion of
businesses that rely on sport fishing throughout California.

(e) Authority and Reference Sections from Fish and Game Code for Regulation

Authority: Sections 200, 205, 255, 265, 270, 275, 315, and 399 Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205, 255, 265, 270, and 275 Fish and Game Code.

(f) Specific Technology or Equipment Required by Regulatory Change
None.

(9) Identification of Reports or Documents Supporting Regulation Change
None.

(h) Public Discussions of Proposed Regulations Prior to Notice Publication

The Department presented the proposed amendments to the sport fishing regulations at the
Commission’s Wildlife Resources Committee meetings on September 19, 2023 and January
16, 2024.

On December 12, 2023, the Department released an online survey associated with the
proposed low-flow regulation change to gauge the public’s use of the current phone lines,
preference to recorded phone line messages vs a web-based platform, and ability to access
online low-flow information. The survey was completed on February 22, 2024 and results
indicated overall support for a web-based provision of low flow information.

. Description of Reasonable Alternatives to Regulatory Action

(a) Alternatives to Regulation Change

No alternatives were identified by or brought to the attention of Commission staff that would
have the same desired regulatory effect.

(b) No Change Alternative
The no change alternative would leave the current regulations in place.
Mitigation Measures Required by Regulatory Action

The proposed regulatory action will have no negative impact on the environment; therefore, no
mitigation measures are needed.

Impact of Regulatory Action

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result from the
proposed regulatory action has been assessed, and the following initial determinations relative to
the required statutory categories have been made:

(a) Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact Directly Affecting Businesses, Including the
Ability of California Businesses to Compete with Businesses in Other States
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The proposed action will not have a significant statewide adverse economic impact directly
affecting business, including the ability of California businesses to compete with businesses in
other states. The proposed changes provide clarification of existing regulations that are
necessary for the continued preservation of the resource, while providing inland sport fishing
opportunities and thus, the prevention of adverse economic impacts.

(b) Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the State, the Creation of New
Businesses or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or the Expansion of Businesses in
California; Benefits of the Regulation to the Health and Welfare of California Residents, Worker
Safety, and the State’s Environment

The Commission does not anticipate adverse impacts on the creation or elimination of jobs
within the state. The Commission does not anticipate adverse impacts on the creation of new
business, the elimination of existing businesses or the expansion of businesses in California.
The proposed changes are to provide clarification of existing regulations that are not
anticipated to change the level of fishing activity and thus the demand for goods and services
related to sportfishing that could impact the demand for labor, nor induce the creation of new
businesses, the elimination, nor the expansion of businesses in California.

The Commission anticipates benefits to the environment by the sustainable management of
fishery resources throughout the state. The Commission does not anticipate any benefits to the
health and welfare of California residents or to worker safety.

(c) Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person or Business

The Commission is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative private person or
business would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed action.

(d) Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to the State: None.
No changes to costs or savings to state agencies or in federal funding are anticipated by the
proposed clarification of existing regulations. The Department program implementation and
enforcement are projected to remain the same with a stable volume of fishing activity.

(e) Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies: None.
() Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School Districts: None.

(g) Costs Imposed on Any Local Agency or School District that is Required to be Reimbursed
Under Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Division 4, Government Code: None.

(h) Effect on Housing Costs: None.
VII. Economic Impact Assessment
(a) Effects of the Regulation on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the State

The Commission does not anticipate adverse impacts on the creation or elimination of jobs
within the state because the proposed amendments are not anticipated to impact the level of
fishing activity and thus the demand for goods and services related to sportfishing that could
impact the demand for labor.

(b) Effects of the Regulation on the Creation of New Businesses or the Elimination of Existing
Businesses Within the State
6
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The Commission does not anticipate that any of the proposed amendments would induce
impacts on the creation of new business or the elimination of existing businesses, because the
economic impacts of the proposed clarifications of existing regulations are unlikely to be
stimulate or lessen the demand for goods or services related to sport fishing, travel, or tourism
to the affected areas.

(c) Effects of the Regulation on the Expansion of Businesses Currently Doing Business Within the

State

The Commission does not anticipate that any of the proposed clarification of existing
regulations would induce impacts on the expansion of businesses currently doing business
within the state. The proposed regulations are not anticipated to increase demand for services
or products from the existing businesses that serve individuals who engage in inland sport
fishing. The number of fishing trips and angler economic contributions are expected to remain
within the range of historical averages.

(d) Benefits of the Regulation to the Health and Welfare of California Residents

The Commission does not anticipate direct benefits to the health and welfare of California
residents besides the furtherance of opportunities for sport fishing which is healthy outdoor
recreation and form of relaxation for many. Sport fishing also provides opportunities for multi-
generational family activities and promotes respect for California’s environment by younger
generations, the future stewards of California’s natural resources.

(e) Benefits of the Regulation to Worker Safety

(f)

The Commission does not anticipate any benefits to worker safety from the proposed
regulations because inland sport fishing does not impact working conditions.

Benefits of the Regulation to the State’s Environment

Under the proposed regulations, the Commission anticipates benefits to the environment in the
sustainable management of inland fishery resources. It is the policy of this state to encourage
the conservation, maintenance, and utilization of the living resources of waters under the
jurisdiction and influence of the state for the benefit of all the citizens of the state. The
objectives of this policy include, but are not limited to, the maintenance of sufficient populations
of all species of aquatic organisms to ensure their continued existence, and the maintenance
of a sufficient resource to support a reasonable sport use.

(g) Other Benefits of the Regulation

Other benefits of the regulation include consistency with federal fishery management goals,
and support for businesses that rely on inland sport fishing.
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Informative Digest/Policy Statement Overview

This California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) proposal combines Department and
public requests for changes to California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, sections 2.30, 5.00,
7.50, 703, and 8.00, for the 2024 sport fishing regulatory cycle. This proposal will reduce the daily bag
limit for trout in Parker Lake and Willow Creek, reduce the minimum size limit for black bass in Lake
Castaic, allow take of American Shad by spearfishing in the Valley District, simplify and streamline
access to low-flow fishing information, amend the fishing boundary for Deep Creek, and update the
Department’s mailing address. These proposed regulatory changes are needed to effectively manage
California’s sport fisheries, and correct errors and inaccuracies in the existing regulations to reduce
public confusion and improve regulatory enforcement.

The Department is proposing changes to the following regulations in Title 14, CCR:

Section 2.30, Spearfishing

o

The proposal would amend the freshwater sport fishing regulations to include American
Shad as a species that may be taken by spearfishing in the Valley District, and
clarification of the spearfishing boundaries (Section 2.30 Spearfishing, subsections (b)
and (c)).

Section 5.00, Black Bass, Subsection (b)(7), Castaic Lake (Los Angeles Co.)

o

The proposal is to reduce the 15-inch total length minimum size limit at Castaic Lake to
the statewide standard of 12-inch total length minimum size limit. The daily bag limit of
five fish will remain unchanged.

Section 7.50, Subsection (b(42), Deep Creek (San Bernardino Co.)

(0]

This proposal would amend the fishing boundary for Deep Creek for clarity purposes.
The current boundary reads “from headwaters at Little Green Valley to confluence of
Willow Creek.” The proposed new boundary is “from below Green Valley Lake Dam to
the confluence of Willow Creek.” This change is necessary to ensure law enforcement
officers are clear on which area the regulations apply. Current regulations mention Little
Green Valley which does not exist.

Section 7.50, Parker Lake (Mono Co.)

(0]

This proposal would amend the trout regulations for Parker Lake to year-round angling,
two fish bag limit, 14-inch minimum size limit, and an artificial lures only gear restriction
from the General Statewide Regulations for trout (i.e., Section 5.85) of all year, 5 fish
bag limit with 10 in possession. This will require adding Parker Lake to Section 7.50,
Special Fishing Regulations for Trout.

Section 7.50, Willow Creek (Alpine Co.)

o

This public proposal seeks to amend the fishing regulations on Willow Creek upstream
from the confluence with the West Fork Carson River to the main tributary of Willow
Creek to protect the declining populations of trout in the creek. This proposal would
reduce the daily bag limit for trout from five fish per day to catch and release fishing
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only, with a gear restriction of artificial lures and barbless hooks only. This will require
adding Willow Creek to Section 7.50, Special Fishing Regulations for Trout.

e Section 8.00, Low Flow Fishing Restrictions.

o This proposal seeks to simplify and streamline access to low-flow information by
transitioning the three different phone lines in current regulations to a single-source
CDFW webpage.

e Other Changes

The Department is proposing additional changes to correct errors in the regulations,
including:

1. Section 703(a)(3): The mailing address for the Department’s Fisheries Branch in this
section needs to be changed from 830 S Street, Sacramento, CA 95811 to 1010
Riverside Pkwy, West Sacramento, 95605.

2. Section 7.50: Renumber subsections (b)(106) through (b)(169) to account for the
addition of Parker Lake and Willow Creek.

Benefits of the Proposed Regulations

As stated in Fish and Game Code Section 1700, Conservation of Aquatic Resources, it is the policy
of this state to encourage the conservation, maintenance, and utilization of the living resources of the
ocean and other waters under the jurisdiction and influence of the state for the benefit of all the
citizens of the state and to promote the development of local fisheries and distant water fisheries
based in California in harmony with international law, respecting fishing and the conservation of the
living resources of the ocean and other waters under the jurisdiction and influence of the state. The
objectives of this policy include, but are not limited to, the maintenance of sufficient populations of all
species of aquatic organisms to ensure their continued existence, and the maintenance of a sufficient
resource to support a reasonable sport use. Adoption of scientifically-based sport fish seasons, size
limits, and bag and possession limits provides for the maintenance of sufficient populations sport fish
to ensure their continued existence.

The benefits of the proposed regulations are consistent with the sustainable management of
California’s sport fisheries, general health and welfare of California residents, and promotion of
businesses that rely on sport fishing throughout California.

Consistency and Compatibility with Existing Regulations

Article IV, Section 20 of the State Constitution specifies that the Legislature may delegate to the Fish
and Game Commission such powers relating to the protection and propagation of fish and game as
the Legislature sees fit. The Legislature has delegated to the Commission the power to regulate
recreational fishing in waters of the state (Fish and Game Code sections 200, 205, 315, and 316.5).
The Commission has reviewed its own regulations and finds that the proposed regulations are neither
inconsistent nor incompatible with existing state regulations. The Commission has searched the
California Code of Regulations and finds no other state agency regulations pertaining to trout sport
fishing seasons, bag, and possession limits.
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Proposed Regulatory Language
Subsection (b) of Section 2.30, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read:
§ 2.30. Spearfishing.
Spearfishing is permitted only in:
(a) The Colorado River District for carp, tilapia, goldfish and mullet, all year.

(b) The Valley District and Black Butte Lake (Tehama County) for American Shad, carp,
tilapia, goldfish, striped bass, Sacramento (Western) Sucker, Sacramento blackfish,
hardhead, Sacramento pikeminnow and lamprey, from May 1 through September 15,
except that no spearfishing is permitted in:

(1) Shasta County (see Section 2.12).

)
(2) Tehama County except Black Butte Lake.
(3) Butte Creek (Butte Co.).
(4) Feather River below Oroville Dam (Butte Co.).

(5) Yuba River upstream of Simpson Lane Bridge (Yuba Co.).

(6) American River upstream of Howe Ave. Bridge (Sacramento Co.).

(7) Mokelumne River upstream of Elliot Road Bridge (San Joaquin Co.).

(8) San Joaquin River upstream of State Route 99 Bridge (Madera and Fresno

Co.).
(9) Stanislaus River upstream of S. Santa Fe Road (J7) Bridge (Stanislaus Co.).

(10) Tuolumne River upstream of the Geer Road (J14) Bridge (Stanislaus Co.).
(11) Merced River upstream of N. Santa Fe Drive (J7) Bridge (Merced Co.).

(12) All designated salmon spawning areas (See Fish and Game Code Section

1505).

(13) Refer to all county, city, and/or local requlations and ordinances to confirm if
use and/or possession of projectile weapons is prohibited.

(c) The Kern River from the Kern-Tulare county line upstream to the Johnsondale
Bridge for carp, goldfish, Sacramento (Western) Sucker, hardhead and Sacramento
pikeminnow, from May 1 through September 15.

(d) See bullfrogs (Section 5.05).
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Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 255 and 265, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205, 255 and 265, Fish and Game Code.
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Subsection (b)(7) of Section 5.00, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read:

§ 5.00. Black Bass.

... No changes to subsections (a) and (b)(1) through (b)(6), just shown for background

information. . .

It is unlawful to take or possess black bass except as provided in this section:

(Note: Some waters are closed to all fishing under Sections 7.40 and 7.50.)

(a) General Statewide Restrictions:

(1) Lakes/Reservoirs and the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta: The following

waters, except for those listed in subsection (b), are open to fishing all year, with
a 12-inch total length minimum size limit and a five-fish daily bag limit: All lakes
and reservoirs in the State, and the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta (see

Section 1.71 for definition of the Delta).

(2) Rivers/Streams and Private Ponds: Rivers, streams, canals, and lakes or
ponds entirely on private lands that are not listed in subsection (b) are open all
year with no size limit and a five-fish daily bag limit.

(b) Special Regulations: Counties and individual waters listed below are those having
regulations different from the General Statewide Restrictions in subsection (a).

DISTRICTS AND COUNTIES WITH SPECIAL REGULATIONS

Area or Body of Water Open Season | Size (total | Bag
length) Limit

(1) Colorado River District: All waters (Bag and | All year. 13-inch 6
size limits conform with Arizona regulations.). minimum.
(2) Inyo Co.: All streams east of Highway 395 All year. 12-inch 5
from the southern Inyo Co. line north to the minimum.
junction of Highway 6 and east of Highway 6 to
the Mono Co. line, except those streams listed
by name in Section 7.50(b), Special Fishing
Regulations.
The remaining streams of Inyo Co., except those | Last Sat. in 12-inch 5
waters listed in Section 7.50(b), Special Fishing | Apr. through minimum.
Regulations Nov. 15.

Closed to

bass fishing

from Nov. 16
through the
Fri. preceding




DRAFT DOCUMENT

the last Sat. in
Apr.
All Lakes, Big Pine Canal, Fish Spring Canal, All year. 12-inch 5
and Millpond in Inyo Co. minimum.
(3) Mono Co.: All streams except for Fish Slough | Last Sat. in No size 5
(see subsection (b)(10)) and those waters listed | Apr. through limit.
by name in Section 7.50(b), Special Fishing Nov. 15.
Regulations Closed to
bass fishing
from Nov. 16
through the
Fri. preceding
the last Sat. in
Apr.
(4) Plumas Co.: All waters. All year. No size 5
limit.

INDIVIDUAL BODIES OF WATER WITH SPECIAL REGULATIONS

Area or Body of Open Season Size (total length) | Bag Limit

Water

(5) Barrett Lake All year. Catch and Release | 0

(San Diego Co.) only.

(Also see Section

2.08.)

(6) Casitas Lake All year. 12-inch minimum. 5

(Ventura Co.) No more than one
over 22 inches.

(7) Castaic Lake All year. 1512-inch 5

(Los Angeles Co.). minimum.

(8) Cuyamaca Lake | All year. No size limit for 5

(San Diego Co.). Largemouth Bass.
Catch and Release
only for Smallmouth
Bass.

(9) Fish Slough All year. No size limit. 5

(Mono Co.), except

the fenced portions

of Fish Slough

within the BLM

Spring, which are

closed to all fishing

all year. See

Section

7.50(b)(49), Special
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Area or Body of
Water

Open Season

Size (total length)

Bag Limit

Fishing
Regulations.

(10) Hodges Lake
(San Diego Co.).

All year.

15-inch minimum.

(11) Lett’'s Lake
(Colusa Co.).

All year.

No size limit.

(12) Plaskett
Meadows lakes,
upper and lower
(Glenn Co.).

All year.

No size limit.

(13) Shaver Lake
(Fresno Co.).

All year.

No size limit.

(14) Upper Otay
Lake (San Diego
Co.). (Also see
Section 2.08.)

All year

Catch and Release

only.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265, 270 and 275, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200 and 205, Fish and Game Code.
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Proposed Regulatory Language

Subsection (b) of Section 7.50, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read:

§ 7.50. Alphabetical List of Trout Waters with Special Fishing Regulations

[...No changes to subsection (a)...]

(b)

[...No changes to subsections (b)(1) through (b)(41)...]

§ 7.50. Alphabetical List of Trout Waters with Special Fishing Regulations.

(b)

Body of Water

Open Season and Special
Restrictions

Daily Bag and Possession
Limit

(42) Deep Creek (San
Bernardino Co.) from
headwaters-at-Litle Green

Valley to confluence of

Valley Lake Dam to the
confluence of Willow
Creek.

WillowCreek-below Green

All year. Only artificial lures
may be used.

2 trout

[...No changes to subsections (b)(43) through (b)(104)...]

Creek (San Diego Co.)
upstream of Barrett Lake
and all its tributaries.

may be used.

Body of Water Open Season and Special | Daily Bag and Possession
Restrictions Limit
(105) Parker Creek (Mono | All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
Co.) from Parker Lake to with barbless hooks may
the confluence be used.
with Rush Creek.
(106) Parker Lake (Mono All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout
Co.) may be used. 14-inch
minimum size limit.
(266107) Pine Creek Sat. preceding Memorial 5 trout
(Goose Lake Tributary) Day through the last day in
and tributaries (Modoc Feb.
Co.).
(26+108) Pine Valley All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout

(268109) Piru Creek (Los
Angeles and Ventura
Cos.).




DRAFT DOCUMENT

Body of Water

Open Season and Special
Restrictions

Daily Bag and Possession
Limit

(A) Piru Creek and All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout
tributaries upstream of may be used.

Pyramid Lake.

(B) From Pyramid Dam Closed to all fishing all

downstream to the bridge | year.

approximately 300 yards

below Pyramid Lake.

(C) From the bridge All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
approximately 300 yards with barbless hooks may

below Pyramid Lake be used.

downstream to the falls

about 1/2 mile above the

old Highway 99 bridge.

(369110) Pit River (Shasta

and Modoc Cos.).

(A) Pit River, South Fork Sat. preceding Memorial 5 trout
(Modoc Co.) and through the last day in

tributaries upstream of the | Feb.

Highway 395 bridge in

Likely.

(B) Pit River, North Fork Sat. preceding Memorial 2 trout
(Modoc Co.) and Day through the last day in
tributaries from the Feb. Only artificial lures

confluence with the South | may be used.

Fork in Alturas upstream to

and including Franklin

Creek.

(C) From Pit No. 3 (Britton | All year. Only artificial lures | O trout

Dam) downstream to the
outlet of the Pit No. 3
Powerhouse.

with barbless hooks may
be used.

(D) Pit River, from Pit No.

All year.

2 trout. 4 trout in

3 Powerhouse possession.
downstream to Shasta

Lake.

(320111) Pole Creek and Closed to all fishing all

tributaries (Placer Co.). year.

(333112) Portuguese Sat. preceding Memorial 0 trout

Creek, West Fork (Madera
Co.) from headwaters
downstream to confluence
with the East Fork
Portuguese Creek.

Day through the last day in
Feb. Only artificial lures
with barbless hooks may
be used.
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Body of Water

Open Season and Special
Restrictions

Daily Bag and Possession
Limit

(322113) Prosser Creek All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
from the Prosser Reservoir | with barbless hooks may
dam downstream to the be used.
confluence with the
Truckee River (Nevada
Co.).
(32:3114) Purisima Creek Sat. preceding Memorial 0 trout
(San Mateo Co.). Day through Sep. 30. Only
artificial lures with barbless
hooks may be used.
(324115) Putah Creek All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
(Solano and Yolo Cos.) with barbless hooks may
from Solano Lake to be used.
Monticello Dam.
(325116) Redwood Creek | Closed to all fishing all
and tributaries (Alameda year.
Co.).
(336117) Redwood Creek | Closed to all fishing all
(Humboldt Co.) and year.
tributaries above the
mouth of Bond Creek.
(33#118) Robinson Creek
(Mono Co.).
(A) From the U.S. Forest Sat. preceding Memorial 5 trout
Service boundary Day through Sep. 30.
downstream to Upper Twin
Lake.
(B) Between Upper and Sat. preceding Memorial 5 trout
Lower Twin Lakes. Day through Sep. 30.
(338119) Rock Creek Closed to all fishing all
Diversion Channel (Mono | year.
Co.) from its source below
Tom'’s Place to its
confluence with Crooked
Creek.
(339120) Rock Creek Lake | Last Sat. in Apr. through 5 trout

(Inyo Co.).

Nov. 15.

(2206121) Rock Creek in
the Hat Creek Drainage
(Shasta Co.) from Rock
Creek spring (origin)
downstream to Baum
Lake.

Closed to all fishing all
year.
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Body of Water

Open Season and Special
Restrictions

Daily Bag and Possession
Limit

(222122) Rock Creek
(Shasta Co.) from its
confluence with Pit River to
Rock Creek Falls (about
one mile upstream).

Closed to all fishing all
year.

(322123) Roosevelt Lake | All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout
(Mono Co.). may be used.
(123124) Rush Creek
(Mono Co.).
(A) Rush Creek from Grant | All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
Lake Dam downstream to | with barbless hooks may
Mono Lake. be used.
(B) Rush Creek Sat. preceding Memorial 5 trout
(Mono.Co.) between Silver | Day through Sep. 30.
Lake and Grant Lake.
(324125) Sabrina Lake Last Sat. in Apr. through 5 trout
(Lake Sabrina, Inyo Co.). Nov. 15.
(325126) Sacramento
River and tributaries above
Keswick Dam (Shasta and
Siskiyou Cos.).
(A) Sacramento River and | All Year. Only artificial 0 trout
tributaries from Box lures with barbless hooks
Canyon Dam downstream | may be used.
to the Scarlett Way bridge
in Dunsmuir.
(B) Sacramento River and | Sat. preceding Memorial 5 trout
tributaries from Scarlett Day through Sep. 30.
Way bridge downstream to
the county bridge at Oct. 1 through the Fri. 2 trout
Sweetbriar. preceding Memorial Day.
Only artificial lures may be
used.
(C) Sacramento River and | All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout

tributaries from the county
bridge at Sweetbriar
downstream to Shasta
Lake.

may be used.

(326127) Sagehen Creek
(Nevada Co.).
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Body of Water

Open Season and Special
Restrictions

Daily Bag and Possession
Limit

(A) From the stream
gauging station (located
about 1/8 mile below
Sagehen Creek Station
Headquarters) upstream to
about 1/8 mile above the
station headquarters at a
point where the stream
splits into two sections.

Closed to all fishing all
year.

(B) From the Highway 89 All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
bridge upstream to the with barbless hooks may
gauging station at the east | be used.
boundary of the Sagehen
Creek Station.
(32#128) Salmon Creek Sat. preceding Memorial 0 trout
and tributaries above Day through Sep. 30. Only
Highway 1 (Monterey Co.). | artificial lures with barbless
hooks may be used.
(328129) San Gabiriel
River, West Fork and
tributaries (Los Angeles
Co.).
(A) Upstream of Cogswell | All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout
Dam (including Cogswell may be used.
reservoir and its
tributaries).
(B) From Cogswell Dam All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
downstream to the second | with barbless hooks may
bridge upstream from the be used.
Highway 39 bridge.
(329130) San Luis Rey All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout
River West Fork (San may be used.
Diego Co.).
(3306131) Santa Ana River | All year. 5 trout

and tributaries upstream
above Seven Oaks Dam
(San Bernardino Co.). This
does not include Bear
Creek. See subsection
(b)(8), Bear Creek (San
Bernardino Co.) for
additional info.
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Body of Water

Open Season and Special
Restrictions

Daily Bag and Possession
Limit

(332132) Santa Ynez River | All year. 2 trout. 4 trout in
and tributaries upstream of possession.
Gibraltar Dam (Santa

Barbara Co.).

(&32133) Sausal Creek Closed to all fishing all

and tributaries (Alameda year.

Co.).

(333134) Sespe Creek and | All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
tributaries above Alder with barbless hooks may

Creek confluence (Ventura | be used.

Co.).

(334135) Silver Creek Closed to all fishing all

(Mono Co.), tributary to year.

West Walker River, and

tributaries upstream from

Silver Falls.

(335136) Silver Creek and | Sat. preceding Memorial 2 trout
all other tributaries to Day through the last day in
Sworinger Lake (Modoc Feb. Only artificial lures

and Lassen Cos.). may be used.

(236137) Silver King Creek | Closed to all fishing all

and tributaries (Alpine Co.) | year.

upstream of the confluence

with Snodgrass Creek.

(&3%#138) Silver Lake Last Sat. in Apr. through 5 trout
(Mono. Co.). Nov. 15.

(238139) Slinkard Creek All year. Only artificial flies | O trout
and tributaries (Mono Co.) | with barbless hooks may

upstream from a be used.

department of Fish and

Wildlife rock gabbion

barrier (38.606976°N,

119.567687°W). The

barrier is located

approximately 5—6 miles

upstream from the Hwy 89

and Hwy 395 junction.

(339140) Solano Lake All year. Only artificial lures | O trout

(Solano Co.).

and barbless hooks may
be used.

11
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Body of Water

Open Season and Special
Restrictions

Daily Bag and Possession
Limit

(2406141) Sonoma Creek
and tributaries (Sonoma
Co.) above the Sonoma
Creek seasonal waterfall in
Sugarloaf Ridge State
Park (located 0.2 miles
upstream of the west end
of the Canyon Tralil).

Sat. preceding Memorial
Day through Sep. 30. Only
artificial lures with barbless
hooks may be used.

0 trout

(341142) Sonoma Lake
(Sonoma Co.).

All year.

2 trout. 4 trout in
possession.

(342143) Sonoma Lake
tributaries (Sonoma Co.).

Sat. preceding Memorial
Day through Sep. 30. Only
artificial lures may be use.

2 trout

(343144) Soulajoule Lake

Sat. preceding Memorial

2 trout. 4 trout in

tributaries (Marin Co.). Day through Sep. 30. possession.
(344145) South Lake (Inyo | Last Sat. in Apr. through 5 trout
Co.). Nov. 15.

(345146) Squaw Valley All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
Creek and tributaries with barbless hooks may

(Shasta Co.). be used.

(246147) Stanislaus River,

Middle Fork (Tuolumne

Co.).

(A) From Beardsley Dam All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout

downstream to the U. S.
Forest Service footbridge
at Spring Gap (including
the Beardsley Afterbay).

may be used.

(B) From the U.S. Forest All year. 2 trout. 4 trout in
Service footbridge at possession.
Spring Gap to New

Melones Reservoir.

(247148) Stevens Creek All year. Only artificial lures | O trout

and all tributaries upstream
of Stevens Creek
Reservoir (Santa Clara
Co.).

with barbless hooks may
be used.

12
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Body of Water

Open Season and Special
Restrictions

Daily Bag and Possession
Limit

(348149) Stony Creek, and | All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
tributaries (including the with barbless hooks may
North, South, and Middle be used.
forks) from the headwaters
downstream to the
diversion dam west of
Stonyford in the center of
Section 35, T18N, R7W
(Colusa, Glenn and Lake
Cos.).
(249150) Susan River Sat. preceding Memorial 5 trout
(Lassen Co.) Day through the last day in
Feb.
(3506151) Sweetwater All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout.
River and tributaries may be used.
upstream of Sweetwater
Reservoir (San Diego Co.).
(352152) Tahoe Lake and
tributaries (Placer and El
Dorado Cos.).
(A) Tahoe Lake tributaries | Sat. preceding Memorial 0 trout
upstream to the first lake. Day through Sep. 30. Only
artificial lures with barbless
hooks may be used.
(B) Tahoe Lake within 300 | Sat. preceding Memorial 0 trout
feet of the mouth of its Day through Sep. 30. Only
tributaries. artificial lures with barbless
hooks may be used.
(352153) Trinity River, Sat. preceding Memorial 5 trout

above Trinity Lake (Trinity
Co.) from the confluence
with Tangle Blue Creek
(Hwy. 3), downstream
(south) to the mouth of
Trinity Lake, approximately
13.8 miles.

Day through Sep. 30.

Oct. 1 through the Fri.
preceding Memorial Day.
Only artificial lures with
barbless hooks may be
used.

(353154) Truckee River
(Nevada, Placer, and
Sierra Cos.).

(A) Truckee River for 1,000
feet below the Lake Tahoe
outlet dam.

Closed to all fishing all
year.

13
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Body of Water Open Season and Special | Daily Bag and Possession
Restrictions Limit
(B) Truckee River from the | All year. Only artificial flies | O trout
confluence of Trout Creek | with barbless hooks may
downstream to the mouth | be used.
of Prosser Creek.
(C) Truckee River from the | Last Saturday in Apr. 2 trout
mouth of Prosser Creek through Nov. 15. Only
downstream to the Nevada | artificial lures may be
State Line. used.
Nov. 16 through the Friday | O trout
preceding the last
Saturday in Apr. Only
artificial lures with barbless
hooks may be used.
(354155) Tule River and
tributaries (Tulare Co.).
Tule River, North Fork All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout
(Tulare Co.), only in the may be used.
North Fork Tule River and
all its forks and tributaries
above the confluence with
Pine Creek (about 50
yards upstream from the
Blue Ridge road bridge,
about 12 1/4 miles north of
Springville).
(355156) Tuolumne River | All year. Only 2 trout
(Stanislaus and Tuolumne | artificial lures may
Cos.) from O’Shaughnessy | be used.
Dam (Hetch Hetchy
Reservoir downstream to
Clavey River Falls.
(256157) Twelvemile Sat. preceding Memorial 0 trout
Creek (Modoc Co.). Day through the last day in
Feb. Only artificial lures
with barbless hooks may
be used.
(35#158) Twin Lakes Last Sat. in Apr. through 5 trout
(Mammoth, Mono Co.). Nov. 15.
(358159) Twin Lakes, Last Sat. in Apr. through 5 trout
Upper and Lower Nov. 15.
(Bridgeport, Mono Co.).
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Body of Water

Open Season and Special
Restrictions

Daily Bag and Possession
Limit

(359160) Upper Otay Lake | All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
(San Diego Co.). with barbless hooks may
be used.
(2606161) Upper Truckee Sat. preceding Memorial 0 trout
River and tributaries Day through Sep. 30. Only
upstream from confluence | artificial lures with barbless
with Showers Creek hooks may be used.
(Alpine and EI Dorado
Cos.).
(361162) Virginia Lakes, Last Sat. in Apr. through 5 trout
Upper and Lower (Mono Nov. 15.
Co.).
(262163) Walker Creek All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
(Mono Co.) from the with barbless hooks may
private property line be used.
(fence) to the confluence
Rush Creek.
(363164) Walker River, Last Sat. in Apr. through 2 trout
East Fork (Mono Co.) from | Nov. 15. Only artificial
Bridgeport Dam to Nevada | lures may be used.
State Line. Minimum size limit: 18
inches total length.
NOTE: BOW AND
ARROW FISHING FOR
CARP ONLY IS
PERMITTED.
(264165) Whiskey Creek Sat. preceding Memorial 5 trout
(Mono Co.) downstream Day through Sep. 30.
from Crowley Lake Drive
(old Highway 395).
(166) Willow Creek (Alpine | All year. Only artificial lures | O trout
Co.) upstream from the with barbless hooks may
confluence with the West be used.
Fork Carson River to the
main tributary of Willow
Creek.
(265167) Wolf Creek and All year. Only artificial flies | O trout

tributaries (tributary to
West Walker River) (Mono
Co.).

with barbless hooks may
be used.
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Body of Water

Open Season and Special
Restrictions

Daily Bag and Possession
Limit

(266168) Wolf Creek Lake
(at the headwaters of Wolf
Creek, tributary to the
West Walker River) (Mono
Co.).

Closed to all fishing all
year.

(267169) Yellow Creek Sat. preceding Memorial 0 trout
(Plumas Co.) from Big Day through the last day in

Springs downstream to the | Feb. Only artificial lures

marker at the lower end of | with barbless hooks may

Humbug Meadow. be used.

(268170) Yuba River, See Milton Lake (b)(97).

Middle Fork (Nevada and

Sierra Cos.) from Jackson

Meadows Dam

downstream to Milton

Lake.

(269171) Yuba River, All year. Only artificial lures | 2 trout

North Fork (Sierra and
Yuba Cos.) from the
western boundary of Sierra
City to the confluence with
Ladies Canyon Creek.

may be used.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265, 270, 315 and 399, Fish and Game
Code. Reference: Sections 200, 205, 265 and 270, Fish and Game Code.
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Proposed Regulatory Language
Section 8.00, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read:
§ 8.00. Low-Flow Restrictions.

(a) Eel River, Mad River, Mattole River, Redwood Creek, Smith River and Van
Duzen River. Stream closures: Special Low Flow Conditions.

(1) From September 1 through April 30:

(A) Any of the stream reaches listed in subsections (a)(2) through (8) below shall
be closed to all angling on Tuesday and Wednesday when the department determines
that the flow on the previous Monday at any of the designated gauging stations is less
than the minimum flows set forth in subsections (a)(2) through (8).

(B) Any of the stream reaches listed in subsections (a)(2) through (8) below shall
be closed to all angling on Thursday and Friday when the department determines that
the flow on the previous Wednesday at any of the designated gauging stations is less
than the minimum flows set forth in subsections (a)(2) through (8).

(C) Any of the stream reaches listed in subsections (a)(2) through (8) below shall
be closed to all angling from Saturday through Monday when the department
determines that the flow on the previous Friday at any of the designated gauging
stations is less than the minimum flows set forth in subsections (a)(2) through (8).Note:
Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265 and 270, Fish and Game Code. Reference:
Sections 200, 205 and 265, Fish and Game Code.

(D) Notwithstanding subsections (a)(1)(A) through (C), the department may close
or keep a stream reach closed to fishing when the minimum flow is exceeded on the
scheduled flow determination day if the department is reasonably assured that the
stream flow is likely to decrease below the minimum flow as specified in subsections
(a)(2) through (8) before or on the next flow-determination date.

(E) The department may reopen a stream at any time during a closed period if
the minimum flow as specified in subsections (a)(2) through (8) is exceeded and the
department is reasonably assured that it will remain above the minimum flow until the
next scheduled Monday, Wednesday, or Friday flow determination. The department
shall make information available to the public by a telephone-recorded
messagewebpage updated, as necessary, no later than 1:00 p.m. each Monday,
Wednesday, and Friday as to whether any stream will be open or closed to fishing. It
shall be the responsibility of the angler to use the telephone-numberwebpage
designated in the sport fishing regulations booklet to obtain information on the status of
any stream.

(2) Eel River
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(A) From the mouth to Fulmor Road, at its paved junction with the south bank of
Eel River. Closed to angling, except:

1. Legal fishing methods other than angling are permitted.

2. From the mouth to Cock Robin Island Bridge, angling from shore for non-
salmonids is permitted.

Minimum Flow: 350 cfs at the gauging station near Scotia.

(B) The main stem Eel River from the paved junction of Fulmor Road with the Eel
River to the South Fork Eel River. Minimum Flow: 350 cfs at the gauging station near
Scotia.

(3) The South Fork of the Eel River downstream from Rattlesnake Creek and the
Middle Fork Eel River downstream from the Bar Creek. Minimum Flow: 340 cfs at the
gauging station at Miranda.

(4) Van Duzen River: The main stem Van Duzen River from its junction with the
Eel River to the end of Golden Gate Drive near Bridgeville (approximately 4,000 feet
upstream from the Little Golden Gate Bridge).

Minimum Flow: 150 cfs at the gauging station near Grizzly Creek Redwoods
State Park.

(5) Mad River: The main stem Mad River from the Hammond Trail Railroad
Trestle to Cowan Creek.

Minimum Flow: 200 cfs at the gauging station at the Highway 299 bridge.

(6) Mattole River: The main stem of the Mattole River from the mouth to
Honeydew Creek.

Minimum Flow: 320 cfs at the gauging station at Petrolia.

(7) Redwood Creek: The main stem of Redwood Creek from the mouth to its
confluence with Bond Creek.

Minimum Flow: 300 cfs at the gauging station near the Highway 101 bridge.

(8) Smith River: The main stem Smith River from the mouth of Rowdy Creek to
the mouth of Patrick Creek (tributary of the Middle Fork Smith River); the South Fork
Smith River from the mouth upstream approximately 1000 feet to the County Road
(George Tyron-) bridge and Craigs Creek to its confluence with Jones Creek; and the
North Fork Smith River from the mouth to its confluence with Stony Creek.

Minimum Flow: 600 cfs at the Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park gauging
station.
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FHENUMBERTO-GALLFORINFORMAHONAS{707)-822-3164-Check the

Department’s regulations page at www.wildlife.ca.gov/requlations for Low-Flow
Restrictions and Information.

(b) Mendocino, Sonoma, and Marin County coastal streams: Stream Closures:
Special Low Flow Conditions.

(1) From September 1 through April 30:

(A) Any of the stream reaches listed in subsections (b)(2) through (5) below shall
be closed to all angling on Tuesday and Wednesday when the department determines
that the flow on the previous Monday at the applicable designated gauging stations is
less than the minimum flows set forth in subsections (b)(2) through (5).

(B) Any of the stream reaches listed in subsections (b)(2) through (5) below shall
be closed to all angling on Thursday and Friday when the department determines that
the flow on the previous Wednesday at the applicable designated gauging stations is
less than the minimum flows set forth in subsections (b)(2) through (5).

(C) Any of the stream reaches listed in subsections (b)(2) through (5) below shall
be closed to all angling from Saturday through Monday when the department
determines that the flow on the previous Friday at the applicable designated gauging
stations is less than the minimum flows set forth in subsections (b)(2) through (5).

(D) Notwithstanding subsections (b)(1)(A) through (C), the department may close
or keep a stream reach closed to fishing when the minimum flow is exceeded on the
scheduled flow determination day if the department is reasonably assured that the
stream flow is likely to decrease below the minimum flow as specified in subsections
(b)(2) through (5) before or on the next flow-determination date.

(E) The department may reopen a stream at any time during a closed period if
the minimum flow as specified in subsections (b)(2) through (5) is exceeded and the
department is reasonably assured that it will remain above the minimum flow until the
next scheduled Monday, Wednesday, or Friday flow determination.

(F) The department shall make information available to the public by a telephone

recorded-messagewebpage updated, as necessary, no later than 1:00 p.m. each
Monday, Wednesday, and Friday as to whether any stream will be open or closed to

fishing. It shall be the responsibility of the angler to use the telephone-numberwebpage
designated in the sport fishing regulations booklet to obtain information on the status of

any stream.

Department’s requlations page at www.wildlife.ca.gov/requlations for Low-Flow
Restrictions and information.
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(2) All rivers, creeks, and streams that flow directly into the Pacific Ocean (and its
bays) in Mendocino County, except for the Russian and Gualala rivers. This excludes
sections and reaches above fish migration barriers, dams, and natural features that
prevent upstream anadromous migration.

Minimum Flow: 200 cfs at the USGS gauging station on the main stem Navarro
River near Navarro, CA.

(3) All rivers, creeks, and streams that flow directly into the Pacific Ocean (and its
bays) in Sonoma and Marin Counties, except for the Russian River. This excludes
sections and reaches above fish migration barriers.

Minimum Flow: 150 cfs at the gauging station on the South Fork Gualala River
near Sea Ranch (Sonoma County).

(4) Russian River main stem below the confluence of the East Branch Russian
River (Mendocino and Sonoma Counties), Laguna de Santa Rosa, and Santa Rosa
Creek.

Minimum Flow: 300 cfs at the gauging station located on the main stem Russian
River near Guerneville (Sonoma County).

(5) The Napa River (Napa County) between Trancas Avenue in Napa and
Oakville Cross Bridge near Yountville.

Minimum Flow: 15 cfs at the gauging station at the Oak Knoll Bridge on the main
stem Napa River.

(c) South Central Coast Streams — Special Low Flow Closures: During
December 1 through March 7, the following streams (subsections (c)(1) through (5)) will
be closed to fishing when the department determines that stream flows are inadequate
to provide fish passage for migrating steelhead trout and salmon. Closed streams will
be reopened when the department determines flows are adequate for fish passage.

(1) Pescadero Creek and all anadromous reaches of San Mateo Co. coastal
streams normally open for fishing, from Elliot Creek through Milagro Creek, shall be
closed to all fishing when the department determines that the Pescadero Creek flows
are impeding fish passage. (U. S. G. S. gauging station is on Pescadero Creek.)

(2) Aptos and Soquel Creeks (Santa Cruz Co.) shall be closed to all fishing when
the department determines that the Soquel Creek flows are impeding fish passage. (U.
S. G. S. gauging station on Soquel Creek.)

(3) The Pajaro River and Uvas, Llagas, and Corralitos Creeks (Santa Cruz,
Monterey, & Santa Clara Cos.) shall be closed to all fishing when the department
determines that the Pajaro River flows are impeding fish passage. (U. S. G. S. gauging
station on the lower Pajaro River.)
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(4) The main stem of the Salinas River (Monterey Co.), below its confluence with
the Arroyo Seco River, shall be closed to all fishing when the department determines
that the flows are impeding fish passage (U. S. G. S. Spreckels gauging station on the
Salinas River.)

(5) The Arroyo Seco River (Monterey Co.) shall be closed to all fishing when the
department determines that the flows are impeding fish passage. (Flows to be
evaluated at U. S. G. S. Spreckels gauging station on the Salinas River and the U. S. G.
S. gauging station near Geenfield on the Arroyo Seco River.)

(6) The San Lorenzo River and all its tributaries, as well as all anadromous
reaches of coastal streams normally open for fishing in Santa Cruz Co. from the San
Lorenzo River north through Waddell Creek, shall be closed to all fishing when the
department determines that the flow at the U.S.G.S. gauging station (#11160500) in the
San Lorenzo River at Big Trees is less than 40 cfs.

(7) The Carmel River main stem, and the adjacent waters of San Jose, Gibson,
Malpaso, and Soberanes Creeks that are west of Highway 1 (Monterey Co.), shall be
closed to all fishing when the department determines that the flow at the U. S. G. S.
gauging station near Carmel is less than 80 cfs.

(8) The Big Sur River main stem west of the Highway 1 bridge, all of Limekiln
Creek and its tributaries, and the anadromous portions of all other Big Sur Coast
streams west of Highway 1 in Monterey Co., from Granite Creek south to Salmon
Creek, shall be closed to all fishing when the department determines that the flow at the
U. S. G. S. gauging station on the Big Sur River is less than 40 cfs.

(9) The stream flow gauges referred to above in subsections (c)(6) through (8)
will be checked on Tuesday and Friday of each week. The decision as to whether these
rivers will be open or closed to fishing will take place only on Tuesday and Friday of
each week. In the event that river flow differs later in the week, the fishing status for
each specific river will not change until the day following the next scheduled reading.

(10) It shall be the responsibility of the angler to use the telephone-rumber
webpage designated in the sport fishing regulations booklet to obtain information on the
status of any of the rivers or creeks listed above in subsections (c)(1) through (8).

N = ; ) _Check the
Department’s requlations page at www.wildlife.ca.gov/requlations for Low-Flow
Restrictions and information.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265 and 270, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205 and 265, Fish and Game Code.
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Proposed Regulatory Language
Subsection (a) of Section 703, Title 14, CCR is amended to read:
§ 703. Miscellaneous Applications, Tags, Seals, Licenses, Permits, and Fees.

(a) Applications, Forms and Fees for January 1 through December 31 (Calendar
Year).

... No changes to subsections (1) through (2)...

(3) Determination that a Transgenic Aquatic Animal is not Detrimental

(A) The applicant shall apply in the form of a letter, on letterhead if an entity, for a
department determination that a transgenic aquatic animal is not detrimental in
accordance with Section 1.92 and shall include all of the following:

1. The name, mailing address, telephone number(s), and e-mail address of the
person seeking to import, possess, distribute, and sell the transgenic aquatic animal
or of the principal contact person if an entity seeks to import, possess, distribute, and
sell the transgenic aquatic animal.

2. A detailed analysis based on credible science containing:

a. The common and scientific names of the species for which an exemption is
sought.

b. A description of the life history of the species.

c. A description of the method(s) by which the genome of the species has been
deliberately altered, modified, or engineered.

d. The known or anticipated effects of the genetic alteration, modification or
engineering of the species.

e. An analysis of the potential risk to native fish, wildlife, or plants posed by the
presence of the transgenic aquatic animal within California.

f. A description of the applicant’s proposed importation, possession, distribution, and
sale of the transgenic aquatic animal within California.

3. Certification in the following language: | certify that the information submitted in
this application is complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief. |
understand that any false statement herein may subject the application to rejection,
or the department determination to revocation, and to civil and criminal penalties
under the laws of the State of California.

a. The original signature of the person, or principal contact person if an entity,
seeking the determination.
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4. The applicant shall submit a separate application and nonrefundable fee of $4,790
per species of transgenic aquatic animal.

5. The applicant shall submit one paper copy, and an electronic copy (via email or
other device as directed by department staff) containing all application materials,
and the application fee, to the Fisheries Branch Chief at 830-S-Street-Sacramento;
GA-958111010 Riverside Pkwy, West Sacramento, CA, 95605.

(B) Contents of the Department Determination

1. The department shall issue a determination in writing, based on the information
provided by the applicant, and any other relevant credible scientific information in the
possession of the department or submitted to the department.

2. The determination shall state whether:

a. The presence of the transgenic aquatic animal within California is detrimental and
subject to regulation under Section 671 and subsection 671.1(a)(8); or,

b. The presence of the transgenic aquatic animal within California is not detrimental
and poses no reasonably foreseeable risk to native fish, wildlife, or plants and is not
subject to regulation under Section 671 and subsection 671.1(a)(8).

c. In making its determination, the department may impose reasonable conditions to
ensure the proposed importation, possession, distribution, and sale of the transgenic
aquatic animal within California is not detrimental to native fish, wildlife, or plants.

d. The department may revoke or change its determination at any time upon newly-
obtained information or circumstances involving said animal’s detrimental impacts.

3. If the department identifies deficiencies in the application, requiring additional time
or further review, the department shall reject the application and provide written
notification of the identified deficiencies in the application to the applicant. No
additional fee is required if the application, with required information, is resubmitted
within one year of receipt of the original application.

(C) Effect of Department Determination

1. Once it receives a determination from the department that the transgenic aquatic
animal poses no reasonably foreseeable risk to native fish, wildlife, or plants, the
applicant or its authorized agent may import, possess, distribute, and sell the animal
within the state provided that both the applicant and its authorized agent possess
and provide within three business days, upon request by the department, a copy of
the department’s determination.

2. Any wholesaler or retailer purchasing a transgenic aquatic animal from the
applicant or its authorized agent may import, possess, distribute, and sell the animal
provided that the wholesaler or retailer possesses and provides within three
business days, upon request by the department, both a copy of the department’s
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determination and written documentation to demonstrate that the animal that the
wholesaler or retailer purchased originated from the applicant or its authorized
agent.

3. Individuals purchasing a transgenic aquatic animal that originated from the
applicant, its authorized agent, or wholesalers or retailers as authorized by this
section may possess the animal, without a copy of the department’s determination or
any other documentation, provided that the animal is maintained in a closed system
and not placed in the waters of the state.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 713, 1002, 1002.5, 1050, 1055, 2118, 2120, 2122, 2150,
2150.2, 2157 and 5060, Fish and Game Code.

Reference: Sections 395, 396, 398, 713, 1002, 1002.5, 1050, 2116, 2116.5, 2117, 2118,
2120, 2125, 2150, 2150.2, 2150.4, 2151, 2157, 2190, 2193, 2271, 3005.5, 3007, 3503,
3503.5, 3511, 3513, 3950, 5060, 5061, 10500, 12000 and 12002, Fish and Game Code; and
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations, Parts 21.29 and 21.30.
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ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

DEPARTMENT NAME CONTACT PERSON
Fish and Gam Commission David Thesell

EMAIL ADDRESS

fgc@fgc.ca.gov

TELEPHONE NUMBER
916 902-9291

DESCRIPTIVE TITLE FROM NOTICE REGISTER OR FORM 400

Amend Sections 2.30, 5.00, 7.50, 703, and 8.00 Title.14, CCR, Re: Inland Sport Fishing Regulations Update

NOTICE FILE NUMBER
zZ

A. ESTIMATED PRIVATE SECTOR COST IMPACTS Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.

1. Check the appropriate box(es) below to indicate whether this regulation:

|:| a. Impacts business and/or employees D e. Imposes reporting requirements

D b. Impacts small businesses |:| f. Imposes prescriptive instead of performance
|:| c. Impacts jobs or occupations D g. Impacts individuals

D d. Impacts California competitiveness h. None of the above (Explain below):

No new private sector costs are necessarily incurred.

If any box in Items 1 a through g is checked, complete this Economic Impact Statement.
If box in Item 1.h. is checked, complete the Fiscal Impact Statement as appropriate.

2. The estimates that the economic impact of this regulation (which includes the fiscal impact) is:

(Agency/Department)
[ ] Below $10 million

[ ] Between $10 and $25 million
[ ] Between $25 and $50 million

|:| Over $50 million [If the economic impact is over $50 million, agencies are required to submit a Standardized Regulatory Impact Assessment

as specified in Government Code Section 11346.3(c)]

3. Enter the total number of businesses impacted:

Describe the types of businesses (Include nonprofits):

Enter the number or percentage of total
businesses impacted that are small businesses:

4. Enter the number of businesses that will be created: eliminated:

Explain:

5. Indicate the geographic extent of impacts: D Statewide

|:| Local or regional (List areas):

6. Enter the number of jobs created: and eliminated:

Describe the types of jobs or occupations impacted:

7. Will the regulation affect the ability of California businesses to compete with
other states by making it more costly to produce goods or services here? D YES

If YES, explain briefly:

[ ]NO
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B. ESTIMATED COSTS Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.

1. What are the total statewide dollar costs that businesses and individuals may incur to comply with this regulation over its lifetime? $

a. Initial costs for a small business:  $ Annual ongoing costs: $ Years:
b. Initial costs for a typical business: $ Annual ongoing costs: $ Years:
c. Initial costs for an individual: S Annual ongoing costs: $ Years:

d. Describe other economic costs that may occur:

2. If multiple industries are impacted, enter the share of total costs for each industry:

3. If the regulation imposes reporting requirements, enter the annual costs a typical business may incur to comply with these requirements.
Include the dollar costs to do programming, record keeping, reporting, and other paperwork, whether or not the paperwork must be submitted. $

4. Will this regulation directly impact housing costs? [ ] YES [ ]NO

If YES, enter the annual dollar cost per housing unit: $

Number of units:

5. Are there comparable Federal regulations? |:| YES |:| NO

Explain the need for State regulation given the existence or absence of Federal regulations:

Enter any additional costs to businesses and/or individuals that may be due to State - Federal differences: $

C. ESTIMATED BENEFITS Estimation of the dollar value of benefits is not specifically required by rulemaking law, but encouraged.

—_

. Briefly summarize the benefits of the regulation, which may include among others, the
health and welfare of California residents, worker safety and the State's environment:

2. Are the benefits the result of: D specific statutory requirements, or D goals developed by the agency based on broad statutory authority?

Explain:

w

What are the total statewide benefits from this regulation over its lifetime? $

4. Briefly describe any expansion of businesses currently doing business within the State of California that would result from this regulation:

D. ALTERNATIVES TO THE REGULATION Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record. Estimation of the dollar value of benefits is not
specifically required by rulemaking law, but encouraged.

—_

. List alternatives considered and describe them below. If no alternatives were considered, explain why not:
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2. Summarize the total statewide costs and benefits from this regulation and each alternative considered:

Regulation: Benefit: $ Cost: $
Alternative 1:  Benefit: $ Cost: $§
Alternative 2:  Benefit: $ Cost: $

3. Briefly discuss any quantification issues that are relevant to a comparison
of estimated costs and benefits for this regulation or alternatives:

4. Rulemaking law requires agencies to consider performance standards as an alternative, if a
regulation mandates the use of specific technologies or equipment, or prescribes specific
actions or procedures. Were performance standards considered to lower compliance costs? D YES D NO

Explain:

E. MAJOR REGULATIONS Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.

California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) boards, offices and departments are required to
submit the following (per Health and Safety Code section 57005). Otherwise, skip to E4.

1. Will the estimated costs of this regulation to California business enterprises exceed $10 miIIion?D YES |:| NO

If YES, complete E2. and E3
If NO, skip to E4

2. Briefly describe each alternative, or combination of alternatives, for which a cost-effectiveness analysis was performed:

Alternative 1:

Alternative 2:

(Attach additional pages for other alternatives)

3. For the regulation, and each alternative just described, enter the estimated total cost and overall cost-effectiveness ratio:

Regulation: Total Cost $ Cost-effectiveness ratio: $
Alternative 1: Total Cost $ Cost-effectiveness ratio: $
Alternative 2: Total Cost $ Cost-effectiveness ratio: $

4. Will the regulation subject to OAL review have an estimated economic impact to business enterprises and individuals located in or doing business in California
exceeding $50 million in any 12-month period between the date the major regulation is estimated to be filed with the Secretary of State through12 months

after the major regulation is estimated to be fully implemented?

[] YES NO

If YES, agencies are required to submit a Standardized Regulatory Impact Assessment (SRIA) as specified in
Government Code Section 11346.3(c) and to include the SRIA in the Initial Statement of Reasons.

5. Briefly describe the following:

The increase or decrease of investment in the State:

The incentive for innovation in products, materials or processes:

The benefits of the regulations, including, but not limited to, benefits to the health, safety, and welfare of California
residents, worker safety, and the state's environment and quality of life, among any other benéefits identified by the agency:
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

A. FISCAL EFFECT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 6 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the
current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year which are reimbursable by the State. (Approximate)
(Pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution and Sections 17500 et seq. of the Government Code).

$

|:| a. Funding provided in

Budget Act of or Chapter , Statutes of

D b. Funding will be requested in the Governor's Budget Act of

Fiscal Year:

2. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year which are NOT reimbursable by the State. (Approximate)
(Pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution and Sections 17500 et seq. of the Government Code).

$

Check reason(s) this regulation is not reimbursable and provide the appropriate information:

[ ] a. Implements the Federal mandate contained in

D b. Implements the court mandate set forth by the
Court.

Case of: VSs.

|:| c. Implements a mandate of the people of this State expressed in their approval of Proposition No.

Date of Election:

|:| d. Issued only in response to a specific request from affected local entity(s).

Local entity(s) affected:

|:| e. Will be fully financed from the fees, revenue, etc. from:

Authorized by Section: of the Code;

|:| f. Provides for savings to each affected unit of local government which will, at a minimum, offset any additional costs to each;

|:| g. Creates, eliminates, or changes the penalty for a new crime or infraction contained in

[ ] 3. Annual Savings. (approximate)

$

D 4. No additional costs or savings. This regulation makes only technical, non-substantive or clarifying changes to current law regulations.
5. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any local entity or program.

[ ] 6. Other. Explain
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STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (CONTINUED)

B. FISCAL EFFECT ON STATE GOVERNMENT /ndicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the current
year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

D 1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

It is anticipated that State agencies will:

|:| a. Absorb these additional costs within their existing budgets and resources.

|:| b. Increase the currently authorized budget level for the Fiscal Year

D 2. Savings in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

3. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any State agency or program.

[ ] 4. Other. Explain

C. FISCAL EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDING OF STATE PROGRAMS Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal
impact for the current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

|:| 1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

D 2. Savings in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

3. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any federally funded State agency or program.

[ ] 4. Other. Explain

FISCAL OFFICER SIGNATURE DATE

=

The signature attests that the agency has completed the STD. 399 according to the instructions in SAM sections 6601-6616, and understands
the impacts of the proposed rulemaking. State boards, offices, or departments not under an Agency Secretary must have the form signed by the

highest ranking official in the organization.
AGENCY SECRETARY

=

Finance approval and signature is required when SAM sections 6601-6616 require completion of Fiscal Impact Statement in the STD. 399.
DATE

DATE

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE PROGRAM BUDGET MANAGER

=

PAGE 5




ADDENDUM TO FORM STD. 399

Amend Sections 2.30, 5.00, 7.50, 8.00, and 703
Title 14, California Code of Regulations
Re: Inland Sport Fishing Regulations Update

This California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) proposal combines
Department and public requests for changes to Title 14, sections 2.30, 5.00, 7.50, 8.00,
and 703 for the 2024 sport fishing regulatory cycle. This proposal will reduce the daily
bag limit for trout in Parker Lake and Willow Creek, reduce the minimum size limit for
black bass in Lake Castaic, allow take of American Shad by spearfishing in the Valley
District, simplify and streamline access to low-flow fishing information, amend the
fishing boundary for Deep Creek, and update the Department’s mailing address in
Section 703. These proposed changes are needed to effectively manage California’s
sport fisheries, increase fishing opportunities, improve access to fishing information,
reduce public confusion and improve regulatory enforcement.

Economic Impact Statement
A. Estimated Private Sector Costs Impacts
Answer 1: h. None of the above (Explain below):

The Commission is not aware of any private sector cost impacts that a representative
private person or business would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the
proposed action.

Fiscal Impact Statement
A. Fiscal Effect on Local Government
Answer 5. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any local entity or

program. No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to Section 6 of Article Xl B
of the California Constitution.

B. Fiscal Effect on State Government

Answer 3. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any State agency or
program. The Department program implementation and enforcement are projected to
remain the same with a stable volume of fishing activity.

B. Fiscal Effect on Federal Funding of State Programs

Answer 3. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any federally funded
State agency or program.
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INLAND SPORT FISHING REGULATIONS
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Overview - Proposed Regulation Changes

1. Castaic Lake (Los Angeles County): Reduce Black Bass size limit
from 15 inches to statewide standard of 12 inches

2. Parker Lake (Mono County): Change 5 fish bag limit to 2 fish bag
Imit, 14-inch minimum size limit, artificial lures

3. Deep Creek (San Bernardino County): Amend fishing boundary
description for clarity

4. Spearfishing (Valley District): Include American Shad as a species
that may be taken by spearfishing

5. Low-flow Fishing Restrictions: Information platform change from
phone lines to web based (mulfiple counties)

6. Willow Creek (Alpine County): Petition for Regulation Change




Castaic Lake - Los Angeles County

« Reduce the 15-inch total length minimum size limit to the
statewide standard of 12-inches

o “Trophy” black bass fishery no longer exists
* inadequate habitat and food competition

= the black bass fishery has declined in condition and has stunted
between 10-15 inches

oHarvest is needed 1o reduce the population
oLocal angling groups have called for the regulation change

oReverting to the statewide regulation would create regulation
simplification and expand angler opportunity




Parker Lake - Mono County

» Historically fast action Brook Trout fishery with trophy-sized Brown
Trout
o Brook Trout densities 10% of normal; Brown Trout size declined 50%

o Current declines due in part to increased angler usage

« Reducing harvest of smaller fish will allow Brook Trout to repopulate
and protect mid-sized Brown Trout

» Continue to allow anglers to harvest fish
o Original proposal: open all year, catch and release, artfificial lures with
barbless hooks

o Amended proposal: open all year, 2 fish bag limit, 14-inch minimum
size limit, arfificial lures




Deep Creek - San Bernardino County

« Amend the fishing boundary description for clarity
PUrPOSES

o Current: from headwaters at Littfle Green Valley to confluence of
Willow Creek

o Problem: Little Green Valley does not exist

oProposed: from below Green Valley Lake Dam to the
confluence of Willow Creek

oNecessity: to ensure anglers are clear on which area the
regulations apply




Spearfishing — Valley District

* Allow spearfishing as a method of take for American
Shad in the Valley District

 Clarity spearfishing boundaries in the Valley District

« Add language directing anglers to check their local
city and/or county ordinances for speargun (firearm)
restrictions




Low-Flow Information Platform
Change

Humboldt | "

« Remove the low-flow closure phone
ines and include instream closure
iInformation on the CDFW website

Forest

10 counties affected: Del Norte,
Humlboldt, Mendocino, Sonoma, Marin,
Napa, San Mateo, Santa Cruz, Santa
Clara, and Monterey

‘Annoch




Platform Change Justification

* A single source of information will be more efficient for

anglers

oRegulations which state the streams, seasons, and relevant
phone numbers are online

oThe phon
phone lin
relevant |

e line messages require the public fo navigate a
e and potentially listen to information that is not
‘0 their needs

« Constituens

s have requested a web-based message




Willow Creek - Alpine County

» Proposal addresses Fish and Game Commission Pefition No. 2022-
13, received on August 5, 2022

* Areq: upstream from the confluence with the West Fork Carson
River to the main tributary of Willow Creek

« Current regulation: open all year, 5 trout bag limit, no gear
restrictions

» Public proposal: open all year, 0 trout bag limit, artificial flies with
pbarbless hooks only

» Purpose is to protect all species of trout in Willow Creek including
Lahontan Cutthroat Trout 9




Willow Creek — CDFW Proposal and Justification

 CDFW proposal: open all year, 0 frout bag limit,

arlificial

lures with barbless hooks only

oArtificial flies are not inclusive to all angling groups

oSmall watershed and multiple exceptional droughts of past
decade

oDepari

'ment supports action to ensure the fishery continues

to be viable

oAligns with CDFW's mission to conserve and provide fishing
opportunities for future generations




Timeline

« April 18, 2024 Commission Meeting — Request to go Nofice
 June 20, 2024 Commission Meeting — Discussion hearing

« August 15, 2024 Commission Meeting — Adoption hearing

« January 1, 2025 - If approved, new regulations go into
effect




Questions/Contact

= ' g ~

Karen Mitchell

Senior Environmental Scientist
(Specialist)

Fisheries Branch
Fisheries@wildlife.ca.gov
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Item No. 9
STAFF SUMMARY FOR OCTOBER 11-12, 2023
For background purposes only

9. WHITE STURGEON EMERGENCY REGULATION

Today’s Item Information [J Action

Discuss and consider adopting emergency regulations concerning recreational take of white
sturgeon to support recovery of sturgeon populations and to track fishing pressure and
success.

Summary of Previous/Future Actions

e Wildlife Resources Committee (WRC) discussion September 19, 2023; WRC
and recommendation

e Today’s adoption hearing October 11-12, 2023

Background

White sturgeon is an anadromous fish species that resides primarily in the San Francisco Bay-
Delta and migrates as adults into the major rivers of the Central Valley to spawn. White
sturgeon are long lived, potentially in excess of 100 years, with most individuals reaching
maturity by approximately 14 to 15 years. Mature white sturgeon spawn every 2 to 5 years.
Successful recruitment to the adult population is uncommon, occurring approximately every
s6to 7 years, and is highly correlated with above normal water years as measured by high
mean daily Sacramento—San Joaquin River Delta outflow. The abundance of legal-sized white
sturgeon in California has declined considerably since the 1980s, when abundance was
estimated to be approximately 175,000 fish. In 2015, the Department estimated abundance in
California at about 48,000 fish, and the Department’s 2023 estimate was about 33,000 fish.

At present, recreational anglers can keep one white sturgeon per day, with a combined total of
three per year, between 40 and 60 inches (fork length). The season is open year-round, with
some limited regional and/or seasonal closures. Fishing pressure for white sturgeon, as
measured by the number of fish harvested by anglers, has remained relatively stable;
however, the number of fish caught and released has declined precipitously, indicating that
fewer fish overall are being caught. The exploitation rate (i.e., the age-specific proportion of the
population or biomass that is removed each year) of white sturgeon is estimated to be very
high, ranging from 8 to 29.6% between 2007 and 2015. It has been suggested that the highest
exploitation rate that a white sturgeon population can sustain is approximately 5 to 10%.

During July and August 2022, the San Francisco Bay region experienced a major harmful algal
bloom (HAB) of Heterosigma akashiwo that resulted in significant mortality of fishes, including
sturgeon. The resulting mortality has exacerbated what the Department believes to be an
already unsustainable level of fishery exploitation of white sturgeon into a crisis situation.

Synopsis of Events

The Commission was first informed about the existence of an emergency through WRC. At the
January 2023 WRC meeting at the request of the chair, the Department responded to an op-ed
written by various sturgeon researchers in the academic field, calling on the Department to
close the recreational white sturgeon fishery. The Department’s response included a brief
discussion of white sturgeon population declines, and the status of white sturgeon data being
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processed from various sources, including ongoing evaluation of impacts caused to the
species by the summer of 2022 HAB, the possibility of future regulatory actions, data collection
and modelling, and future stakeholder input. At the January meeting, the Department indicated
that, based on the information available at the time, emergency action was not warranted, but
that data was still being analyzed.

During the May 2023 WRC meeting, the Department outlined its previous and future plans for
stakeholder engagement on the subject of potential white sturgeon regulation changes, stating
its intent to develop a proposed regular rulemaking for Commission consideration that would
change white sturgeon regulations for the 2025 calendar year, and that the Department was
continuing to analyze data to determine the status of white sturgeon and appropriate
management measures, including options for changes to sport fishing.

At the September 2023 WRC meeting, the Department presented new evidence on the white
sturgeon population, the effects of the HAB, current and historical rates of sturgeon
exploitation, and other information, all of which led the Department to conclude that an
emergency situation exists. To protect the surviving population of white sturgeon and maintain
a recreational fishery into the future, the Department stated that immediate steps are
necessary to (1) stop angler-associated harvest of adult white sturgeon and (2) minimize
harassment and handling on the spawning grounds so that adults can successfully spawn, and
new individuals can recruit to the population.

Given this new information, WRC decided to recommend to the full Commission that it consider
an emergency regulation at its next scheduled meeting, in October 2023. As a result of that
WRC decision, Commission staff requested the Commission president add an agenda item to
the October meeting to allow the Commission to consider emergency action.

Proposed Emergency Regulations

This proposed regulatory action amends sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 29.72, which describe
report card and tagging requirements, seasons, and associated bag limits for white sturgeon
recreational fishing in inland waters.

e Section 5.79: Removes language regarding white sturgeon harvest tags, as no harvest
would be allowed under the proposed emergency regulations. Adds a requirement for
anglers to report the length of any fish caught, to provide the Department with additional
data for future management options. Adds language to instruct anglers to report
additional sturgeon caught and released to provide data on fishing pressure and success.

e Section 5.80: Specifies white sturgeon fishing seasons from the west Carquinez Bridge
east to the Highway 50 bridge on the Sacramento River, and above the Highway 50
bridge on the Sacramento River and the I-5 bridge on the San Joaquin River; changes
the fishing to catch-and-release only; and changes the daily bag limit to 0.

e Section 27.90: Specifies white sturgeon fishing seasons for the Carquinez Bridge area,
which falls under the jurisdiction of marine fisheries; changes the fishing to catch-and-
release only; and changes the daily bag limit to O.

e Section 27.92: Updates language to a bag limit of 0 and specifies that white sturgeon is
catch-and-release only in ocean waters.
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Further details on the proposed changes are available in the emergency statement and
proposed regulatory language (exhibits 4 and 5).

Significant Public Comments

1. Anowner of a bait shop writes in opposition to the proposed emergency regulations,
stating that the closure is not necessary and will have a dire effect on small
businesses and the fishing industry (Exhibit 6).

2. A member of the public expresses concern that the urgency for the rulemaking is
exaggerated. They state that the information provided is only from the last 4 years and
that historical information from the past 80 years should also be considered. Lastly,
they indicate that they are unaware of any successful catch-and-release fisheries on
the West Coast, and are skeptical of the survey results that inquired if people would
continue to fish without the option of harvest (Exhibit 7).

Recommendation
Commission staff: Adopt the emergency regulations amending sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90,
and 27.92 related to white sturgeon catch and release as recommended by the Department.

Committee: The Wildlife Resources Committee recommends the Commission adopt an
emergency regulation regarding recreational take of white sturgeon.

Department: Adopt the emergency regulations as presented in the emergency statement in
Exhibit 4 to pause all harvest of white sturgeon within the recreational fishery until new
regulations can be developed that will limit exploitation to sustainable rates based on
monitoring data.

Exhibits

1. Department presentation

Supplementary material from the Department, received October 4, 2023
Department memo, received September 22, 2023

Draft emergency statement and informative digest

Draft proposed regulatory language

Email from Leonard Butcher, received September 18, 2023

Email from Jacob Linard, received September 25, 2023

No gk owbd

Motion

The Commission determines, pursuant to Section 399 of the California Fish and Game Code,
that adopting these regulations is necessary for the immediate conservation, preservation, and
protection of birds, mammals, fish, amphibians, or reptiles, including, but not limited to, their
nests or eggs.

The Commission further determines, pursuant to Section 11346.1 of the California
Government Code, that an emergency situation exists and finds the proposed regulations are
necessary to address the emergency.

Author: Jenn Bacon 3



Item No. 9
STAFF SUMMARY FOR OCTOBER 11-12, 2023
For background purposes only

Moved by and seconded by that the Commission adopts the
emergency regulations amending sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 27.92 related to white
sturgeon catch and release fishing regulations.

Author: Jenn Bacon 4



State of California
Department of Fish and Wildlife

Memorandum Original on File

Date:
To:

From:

Subject:

Recevied April 8, 2024
March 14, 2024

Melissa Miller-Henson
Executive Director
Fish and Game Commission

Charlton H. Bonham
Director

Submission of Initial Statement of Reasons/Certificate of Compliance for the April 17-
18, 2024 Fish and Game Commission meeting to Amend Sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90
and 27.92, Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Re: White Sturgeon

Please find attached the Initial Statement of Reasons (for a Certificate of Compliance)
to amend sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90 and 27.92, Title 14, California Code of
Regulations. The proposed changes to the White Sturgeon sport fishing regulations
aim to continue the existing one fish annual bag limit, reduced size limit, per-day vessel
limit, and fishing closures established by emergency regulatory action on October 13,
2023. The existing regulations are set to expire in November 2024, following two
planned readoptions of the emergency regulations in April and August. It is anticipated
that a standard rulemaking with long-term changes to the White Sturgeon fishery will
be received by the Commission this summer. It is expected that the new long-term
regulations would become effective January 2025. The proposed Certificate of
Compliance action is necessary to protect the White Sturgeon population until a long-
term regulation can be implemented.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Jay Rowan,
Chief, Fisheries Branch at fisheries@wildlife.ca.gov. The Department point of contact
for this regulation should identify Statewide Sturgeon Coordinator, John Kelly. He can
be reached at sturgeon@wildlife.ca.gov.

ec: Chad Dibble, Deputy Director
Wildlife and Fisheries Division
Department of Fish and Wildlife

Jay Rowan, Branch Chief
Fisheries Branch

Wildlife and Fisheries Division
Department of Fish and Wildlife

Ona Alminas, Env. Program Manager
Regulations Unit

Wildlife and Fisheries Division
Department of Fish and Wildlife
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Melissa Miller-Henson, Executive Director
Fish and Game Commission
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Page 2

David Thesell, Program Manager
Fish and Game Commission

Dan Kratville

Senior Environmental Scientist (Supervisor)
Fisheries Branch

Wildlife and Fisheries Division

Department of Fish and Wildlife

Robert Pelzman, Captain
Law Enforcement Division
Department of Fish and Wildlife

Anthony Cusato, Attorney
Office of General Counsel
Department of Fish and Wildlife

Chelle Temple-King, Regulatory Scientist
Regulations Unit

Wildlife and Fisheries Division
Department of Fish and Wildlife

John Kelly, Statewide Sturgeon Coordinator
Fisheries Branch

Wildlife and Fisheries Division

Department of Fish and Wildlife

Jenn Bacon, Analyst
Fish and Game Commission



Draft Document
State of California
Fish and Game Commission

Initial Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action
Certificate of Compliance

Amend Sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90, and 29.72,
Title 14, California Code of Regulations
Re: White Sturgeon Fishing

|. Date of Initial Statement of Reasons:
Il. Dates and Locations of Scheduled Hearings
(a) Notice Hearing:
Date: April 18, 2024 Location: San Jose

(b) Discussion Hearing:
Date: June 20, 2024 Location: Mammoth Lakes
(c) Adoption Hearing:
Date: August 15, 2024 Location: Fortuna
lll. Description of Regulatory Action

(a) Statement of Specific Purpose of Regulatory Change and Factual Basis for Determining
that Regulation Change is Reasonably Necessary

Unless otherwise specified, all section references in this document are to Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations (CCR). Commission refers to the California Fish and Game
Commission unless otherwise specified. Department and CDFW both refer to the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife unless otherwise specified.

The proposed changes to the White Sturgeon (Acipenser transmontanus) sport fishing
regulations aim to continue the one fish annual bag limit, reduced size limit, per-day vessel
limit, and fishing closures established by emergency regulatory action on October 13, 2023
(Office of Administrative Law file #2023-1106-01E). The existing emergency regulations are
set to expire in November 2024, following planned readoptions of the emergency
regulations in April and August. It is anticipated that a standard rulemaking with long-term
changes to the White Sturgeon fishery will be received by the Commission in summer
2024. The proposed amendments in this current rulemaking are necessary to protect the
White Sturgeon population until the long-term regulation can be implemented.

Background

White Sturgeon Sport Fishing

White Sturgeon are an anadromous species of fish that reside primarily in the San
Francisco Bay Delta (SF Bay) and migrate as adults into the major rivers of the Central
Valley to spawn. Most spawning occurs in the Sacramento River approximately between

1



Draft Document

Verona and Colusa (Schaffter 1997), with a lesser amount of spawning on the lower San
Joaquin River (Jackson et al. 2015). Some additional spawning may occur in tributaries
such as the Feather, Bear, and Yuba rivers. White Surgeon are long lived, potentially in
excess of 100 years, with most reaching maturity by approximately 19 years, spawning
every two to five years once mature (Chapman et al. 1996; Hildebrand et al. 2016).
Successful recruitment to the adult population is uncommon, occurring approximately every
six to seven years, highly correlated with above normal water years as measured by high
mean daily Delta outflow (CDFW 2023; Fish 2010). The abundance of legal-sized White
Sturgeon has declined considerably since the 1980s, when abundance was estimated to be
approximately 175,000 fish (CDFW 2023; Danos et al. 2019). In 2015, the Department
estimated abundance at about 48,000 fish (Danos et al. 2019), and the most recent
estimate was about 33,000 fish (CDFW 2023).

Until the start of the emergency action on November 16, 2023, recreational anglers were
permitted to keep one White Sturgeon per day, and a combined total of three per year,
between 40 and 60 in. fork length (FL), meaning the measurement of the fish from the front
of its head to the fork in its tail. The season was open year-round, with some limited
regional and/or seasonal closures. As of November 16, 2023, the emergency action a)
reduced the annual bag limit for White Sturgeon from three to one fish, b) reduced the
legal-sized slot limit from 40-60" FL to 42-48" FL, c) placed a limit of two fish per day per
boat, and d) closed White Sturgeon fishing in the migrating and spawning reaches of the
Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers from January 1 through May 31.

Fishing pressure for White Sturgeon has remained stable at roughly 40,000 to 45,000
anglers per year since 2013 when fees were first charged for the Sturgeon Fishing Report
Card (Card). Based on Card returns, the number of fish harvested by anglers has remained
relatively stable. However, the number of fish caught and released has declined
precipitously, indicating that fewer fish overall are being caught. According to Card data, in
2021, anglers kept 46% of landed fish (Hause et al. 2021). The majority of anglers that
harvest fish keep only one per year (75%), with only about 5% of anglers that harvest (1%
of Card-holders) keeping the full three-fish limit. Exploitation rate of White Sturgeon is
estimated to be very high, ranging from 8 to 29.6% between 2007 and 2015 (Blackburn et
al. 2019) and averaging 8.1% in the years since then (CDFW 2023). It is suggested that the
highest exploitation rate that a sturgeon population can sustain is approximately 5 to 10%
(Beamesderfer and Farr 1997) and that does not account for other anthropogenic sources
of mortality such as habitat loss, altered hydrology, or contaminants. For comparison,
Washington and Oregon use 3.8% as a target for management in areas that permit
harvest.

During July and August 2022, the San Francisco Bay region experienced a major Harmful
Algal Bloom (HAB) of Heterosigma akashiwo that resulted in significant mortality of fishes,
including sturgeon. The Department recorded over 850 sturgeon carcasses, the majority
legal-sized or larger and within the age range of the core spawning population (CDFW
2023). The number of carcasses observed during the HAB was 62% of the number
harvested by anglers in 2022. Based on carcass studies and fish kills of other species of
sturgeon, it is thought that only a small percentage of the fish killed floated long enough to
be detected (Fox et al. 2020). While the absolute magnitude of the HAB’s impact on the
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White Sturgeon population is unknown, it is thought to be quite significant. In addition, in
July and August of 2023, a HAB of the same species was detected in San Francisco Bay
and at least 15 white sturgeon carcasses were reported, though the total impacts are
unknown.

The fish kill resulting from the HAB exacerbated what the Department believed to be an
already unsustainable level of fishery exploitation of White Sturgeon into a crisis situation.
In order to protect the surviving population of White Sturgeon and maintain a recreational
fishery into the future, immediate steps were necessary to reduce angler associated
harvest of adult White Sturgeon and to minimize harassment and handling on the spawning
grounds so that these adults can spawn successfully and new individuals can recruit to the
population. The Department recommended that all harvest of White Sturgeon within the
recreational fishery be paused starting January 2024, until new regulations could be
developed to limit exploitation to sustainable rates based on monitoring, which was
opposed by the recreational sturgeon fishing industry. At its October 11, 2023 meeting, the
Commission voted in support of an emergency action that limited harvest via reductions in
the bag and legal slot limits, and institution of per-day vessel limits and seasonal and
geographic closures of migrating and spawning habitat. This was intended to protect the
existing population in the short term while allowing time for the Department to develop new
long-term management measures for the future population.

Proposed Regulations

This proposed regulatory action seeks to continue amendments to sections 5.79, 5.80,
27.90, and 27.92, Title 14, CCR, which describe report card and tagging requirements,
and seasons and bag limits for White Sturgeon sport fishing in inland and ocean waters.
The proposed changes aim to continue the existing one fish annual bag limit, reduced size
limit, per-day vessel limit, and fishing closures established by emergency regulatory action
on October 13, 2023.

Subsection 5.79, White Sturgeon Report Card and Tagging Requirements for Inland
Waters

The proposed regulations amend White Sturgeon report card and tagging requirements for
inland waters in the following subsections:

e All subsections: White Sturgeon has been capitalized for consistency throughout the
regulation.

e Subsection (b): Edit text to reflect that report cards will come with only one tag rather
than three. Add subsections (7) and (8) to clarify when anglers can continue to fish
catch and release after harvesting a fish. Anglers will not be permitted to fish catch
and release the same day they harvest a fish in order to prevent 1) take over the
daily possession limit and 2) “high grading” (holding a fish in captivity while
continuing to fish in the hopes of catching a larger individual).

e Subsection (c)(1): Add a requirement for anglers to report length of fish cauight and
released. This is necessary to provide more data availability on the nature of size to
inform future management options related to age.
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Subsection (c)(2): Remove the current language that tells anglers if all lines on the
card are filled, any additional sturgeon caught and released do not need to be
recorded, and replace with language specifying that anglers may report additional
sturgeon caught and released on the back of the card. This is necessary in order to
track fishing pressure and success. It is valuable to track all fish caught by anglers
and this should not be restricted simply by the size of the printed card. This type of
data allows the Department to form a better understanding of the fishery as it plans
long-term regulations for the fishery.

Section 5.80, White Sturgeon

The proposed regulations amend the White Sturgeon open season and daily and annual
bag limit in the following subsections:

All subsections: White Sturgeon has been capitalized for consistency throughout the
regulation.

Subsection (a): From the west Carquinez Bridge east to the Highway 50 bridge on
the Sacramento River and the Interstate 5 bridge on the San Joaquin River, the
fishing season will remain open all year. Above the Highway 50 bridge on the
Sacramento River and the Interstate 5 bridge on the San Joaquin River, including all
tributaries of both rivers, fishing will be allowed from June 1 through December 31
and all fishing for sturgeon will be unlawful from January 1 to May 31. This is
necessary to maintain recreational fishing, which has economic and cultural benefits,
while preventing additional mortality of the impacted White Sturgeon population and
minimizing harassment and handling of migrating and spawning individuals. White
Sturgeon are known to handle catch and release fishing with minimal adverse
impacts except during migration and spawning season when additional stress of
catch can cause fish to abort spawning activities.

Subsection (b), now (b) and (c): Divide this subsection so there are individual
subsections for daily and annual limits. Proposed subsection (b) specifies the daily
limit and provides unambiguous clarification of when catch and release angling is
permitted. Proposed subsection (c) changes the annual bag limit of “three fish per
year statewide” to “one fish per calendar year statewide”. This is necessary to
reduce harvest of White Sturgeon in inland waters to ensure protection of the
population impacted by the HAB-induced fish kill and provide protection during
migration and spawning.

Add subsection (d): Add a daily vessel maximum limit of two fish per day per vessel,
regardless of how many anglers are on board. This will help reduce the daily amount
of harvest associated with multi-angler vessels, both private and professional, and
should contribute to less overall harvest of the adult population.

Subsection (c), now (e): Change the minimum legal size from 40 to 42 in. fork length
and the maximum size from 60 to 48 in. fork length. Reducing the slot limit to target
a lower size range of adults is expected to reduce overall harvest and provide more
protection of the larger, most reproductively valuable fish in the population.
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Subsections (d) through (j) will need to be re-lettered as subsections (f) through (I) to
account for the splitting of subsection (b) and the addition of subsection (d) daily
vessel maximum harvest.

Section 27.90, White Sturgeon

These regulations refer to areas west of the Carquinez Bridge, which fall under the
jurisdiction of marine fisheries. The proposed regulations amend the White Sturgeon open
season and daily and annual bag limit in the following subsections:

All subsections: White Sturgeon has been capitalized for consistency throughout the
regulation.

Subsection (a): West of the Carquinez Bridge, angling will be allowed all year,
except as described in Section 27.95. This note has been added to explicitly draw
attention the existing seasonal closure in San Francisco Bay.

Subsection (b), now (b) and (c): Divide this subsection so there are individual
subsections for daily and annual limits. Proposed subsection (b) specifies the daily
limit and provides unambiguous clarification of when catch and release angling is
permitted. Proposed subsection (c) changes the annual bag limit of “three fish per
year statewide” to “one fish per calendar year statewide.” This is necessary to
reduce harvest of White Sturgeon in marine waters to ensure protection of the
population impacted by the HAB-induced fish kill and provide protection during
migration and spawning.

Add subsection (d): Add a daily vessel maximum limit of two fish per day per vessel,
regardless of how many anglersl a are on board. This will help reduce the daily
amount of harvest associated with multi-angler vessels, both private and
professional, and should contribute to less overall harvest of the adult population.
Subsection (c), now (e): Change the minimum legal size from 40 to 42 in. fork length
and the maximum size from 60 to 48 in. fork length. Reducing the slot limit to target
a lower size range of adults is expected to reduce overall harvest and provide more
protection of the larger, most reproductively valuable fish in the population.
Subsections (d) through (h) will need to be re-lettered as subsections (f) through (j)
to account for the splitting of subsection (b) and the addition of subsection (d) daily
vessel maximum harvest.

Subsection 27.92, White Sturgeon Report Card and Tagging Requirements for Ocean
Waters

The proposed regulations amend White Sturgeon report card and tagging requirements for
ocean waters in the following subsections:

All subsections: White Sturgeon has been capitalized for consistency throughout the
regulation.

Subsection (b): Edit text to reflect that report cards will come with only one tag rather
than three. Add subsections (7) and (8) to clarify when anglers can continue to fish
catch and release after harvesting a fish. Anglers will not be permitted to fish catch
and release the same day they harvest a fish in order to prevent 1) take over the
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daily possession limit and 2) “high grading” (holding a fish in captivity while
continuing to fish in the hopes of catching a larger individual).

e Subsection (c)(1): Add a requirement for anglers to report length of caught fish to
provide more data availability to inform future management options.

e Subsection (c)(2): Remove the current language that tells anglers if all lines on the
card are filled any additional sturgeon caught and released do not need to be
recorded and replace with language specifying that anglers may report additional
sturgeon caught and released on the back of the card. This is necessary in order to
track fishing pressure and success. It is valuable to track all fish caught by anglers
and this should not be restricted simply by the size of the printed card. This type of
data allows the Department to form a better understanding of the fishery as we plan
long-term regulations for the fishery.

(b) Goals and Benefits of the Regulation

These harvest restrictions will protect the remaining population while new long-term
regulations are developed, providing opportunity for surviving fish to spawn unmolested.

(c) Authority and Reference Sections from Fish and Game Code for Regulation

Section 5.79

Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265 and 399, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205 and 265, Fish and Game Code.

Section 5.80

Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265, 270, 275, 315 and 399, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 110, 200 and 205, Fish and Game Code.

(note: Sections 270 and 315 were added to the authority with this action to allow for
Commission consideration for actions needed to manage the White Sturgeon fishery.)

Section 27.90

Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265, 275 and 399, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 110, 200, and 205, Fish and Game Code.

Section 27.92

Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265 and 399, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205 and 265, Fish and Game Code.

(d) Specific Technology or Equipment Required by Regulatory Change: None
(e) Identification of Reports or Documents Supporting Regulation Change

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). 2023. White Sturgeon 2023 Emergency
Regulation Change: Supporting Material. California Department of Fish and Wildlife,
Fisheries Branch, West Sacramento, California.
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Danos, A., J. DuBois, R. Baxter, J. T. Kelly, and M. L. Gingras. 2019. White Sturgeon,
Acipenser transmontanus, Enhanced Status Report. California Department of Fish and
Wildlife. https://marinespecies.wildlife.ca.gov/white-sturgeon/

Hause, C. L., C. Parker, D. Kratville, D. Stompe, J. A. Hobbs, and J. T. Kelly. 2023.
Sturgeon Fishing Report Card: 2022 Summary Data Report. California Department of Fish
and Wildlife, West Sacramento, California.
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentiD=213586

Hause, C. L., C. Parker, D. Kratville, D. Stompe, J. A. Hobbs, and J. T. Kelly. 2022.
Sturgeon Fishing Report Card: 2021 Summary Data Report. California Department of Fish
and Wildlife, West Sacramento, California.
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?Document|D=202750

() Documents Providing Background Information

Beamesderfer, R. C. P., and R. A. Farr. 1997. Alternatives for the protection and
restoration of sturgeons and their habitat. Environmental Biology of Fishes 48:407-417.

Blackburn, S. E., M. L. Gingras, J. DuBois, Z. J. Jackson, and M. C. Quist. 2019.
Population Dynamics and Evaluation of Management Scenarios for White Sturgeon in
the Sacramento—San Joaquin River Basin. North American Journal of Fisheries
Management 39(5):896—-912.

Chapman, F. A., J. P. Van Eenennaam, and S. |. Doroshov. 1996. The reproductive
condition of white sturgeon, Acipenser transmontanus, in San Francisco Bay, California.
Fishery Bulletin 94:628—-634.

Fish, M. A. 2010. White Sturgeon Year-Class Index for the San Francisco Estuary and
its Relation to Delta Outflow. IEP Newsletter 23(2):80—-84.

Fox, D. A., E. A. Hale, and J. A. Sweka. 2020. Examination of Atlantic Sturgeon Vessel
Strikes in the Delaware River Estuary: Final Report. NOAA-NMFS Award No.
NA16NMF4720357.

Halvorson, L. J., B. J. Cady, K. M. Kappenman, B. W. James, and M. A. H. Webb. 2018.
Observations of handling trauma of Columbia River adult white sturgeon, Acipenser
transmontanus Richardson, 1836, to assess spawning sanctuary success. Journal of
Applied Ichthyology 34(2):390-397.

Hildebrand, L. R., A. Drauch Schreier, K. Lepla, S. O. McAdam, J. McLellan, M. J.
Parsley, V. L. Paragamian, and S. P. Young. 2016. Status of White Sturgeon (Acipenser
transmontanus Richardson, 1863) throughout the species range, threats to survival, and
prognosis for the future. Journal of Applied Ichthyology 32:261-312.

Jackson, Z. J., J. J. Gruber, and J. P. Van Eenennaam. 2015. White Sturgeon
Spawning in the San Joaquin River, California, and Effects of Water Management.
Journal of Fish and Wildlife Management 7(1):171-180.

Lamansky, J. A., K. A. Meyer, J. M. DuPont, B. J. Bowersox, B. Bentz, and K. B. Lepla.
2018. Deep hooking, landing success and gear loss using inline and offset circle and J
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hooks when bait fishing for white sturgeon. Fisheries Management and Ecology
25(2):100-106.

Schaffter, R. G. 1997. White sturgeon spawning migrations and location of spawning
habitat in the Sacramento River, California. California Fish and Game 83(1):1-20.

(9) Public Discussions of Proposed Regulations Prior to Notice Publication

Wildlife Resources Committee meeting, September 19, 2023
IV. Description of Reasonable Alternatives to Regulatory Action

(a) Alternatives to Regulation Change

No alternatives to a regulatory change were identified by or brought to the attention of
Commission staff that would have the same desired effect. At the October 11, 2023
Commission meeting, the Department recommended that all harvest of White Sturgeon
within the recreational fishery be paused until new regulations could be developed to limit
exploitation to sustainable rates based on monitoring, which was opposed by the
recreational sturgeon fishing industry. Following a discussion between Department staff
and sturgeon fishing industry representatives, the Commission voted in support of an
emergency action that limited harvest via reductions in the bag and legal slot limits and
instituted per-day vessel limits and seasonal and geographic closures of migrating and
spawning habitat.

(b) No Change Alternative

A delay in prompt action to amend the regulations for White Sturgeon puts the species at
risk. Under current environmental and management conditions, the White Sturgeon
population cannot handle the current rate of exploitation and is not sustainable. The fish Kill
resulting from the 2022 HAB exacerbated what the Department believes to be an already
unsustainable level of fishery exploitation of White Sturgeon. In order to protect the
surviving population of White Sturgeon and maintain a recreational fishery into the future, it
is necessary to reduce angler associated harvest of adult White Sturgeon and to minimize
harassment and handling on the spawning grounds so that these adults can spawn
successfully, and new individuals can recruit to the population.

V. Mitigation Measures Required by Regulatory Action

The proposed regulatory action will have no negative impact on the environment; therefore, no
mitigation measures are needed.

VI. Impact of Regulatory Action

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result from the
proposed regulatory action has been assessed, and the following initial determinations relative
to the required statutory categories have been made:

(a) Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact Directly Affecting Businesses, Including
the Ability of California Businesses to Compete with Businesses in Other States
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The proposed action will not have a significant statewide adverse economic impact directly
affecting business, including the ability of California businesses to compete with businesses
in other states. A bag limit maintains the existing economic climate because the reduction
is not significant enough to alter fishing behavior beyond reducing daily harvest.

(b) Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the State, the Creation of New
Businesses or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or the Expansion of Businesses in
California; Benefits of the Regulation to the Health and Welfare of California Residents,
Worker Safety, and the State’s Environment

The Commission does not anticipate any impacts on the creation or elimination of jobs, the
creation of new business, the elimination of existing businesses or the expansion of
businesses in California. This proposed action should allow for ongoing fishing activity
similar to current and historical levels which would not affect the demand for jobs or the
demand for goods and services.The Commission does not anticipate any benefits to the
health and welfare of California residents, or worker safety. The Commission anticipates
benefits to the State’s environment by sustainably managing California’s sportfishing
resources.

(c) Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person or Business

The Department is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative private person or
business would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed action. No
change in fees, nor gear or equipment requirements are introduced for the recreational
White Sturgeon fishery.

(d) Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to the State:

No costs or savings to state agencies or costs/savings in federal funding to the state are
anticipated. The Department’s existing level of monitoring and enforcement activities is
expected to be unchanged by the proposed regulation. However, the Department
anticipates a continuation of the reduction in White Sturgeon Report Cards sales revenue
since the emergency had been implemented. Card sales revenue losses are estimated to
be about $20,000 in the 2024 license year.

(e) Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies: None
() Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School Districts: None

(g) Costs Imposed on Any Local Agency or School District that is Required to be Reimbursed
Under Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Division 4, Government Code: None

(h) Effect on Housing Costs: None

Economic Impact Assessment

The proposed rulemaking would make the emergency White Sturgeon fishing regulations
permanent. This is necessary to maintain current and future recreational fishing’s economic
and cultural benefits, while preventing additional mortality of the impacted White Sturgeon
population and minimizing harassment of spawning individuals.

9



Draft Document

(a) Effects of the Regulation on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the State

The Commission does not anticipate any impacts on the creation or elimination of jobs
within the state because this proposed action should allow for ongoing fishing activity
similar to current and historical levels which would not affect the demand for jobs.

(b) Effects of the Regulation on the Creation of New Businesses or the Elimination of Existing

Businesses Within the State

The Commission does not anticipate any impacts on the creation of new business or the
elimination of existing businesses within the state because this proposed action should
allow for ongoing fishing activity similar to current and historical levels which would not
affect the demand for goods and services related to White Sturgeon fishing within the state.

(c) Effects of the Regulation on the Expansion of Businesses Currently Doing Business Within

the State

The Commission does not anticipate any impacts on the expansion of businesses in
California because this action will not affect the demand for goods and services related to
White Sturgeon fishing within the state.

(d) Benefits of the Regulation to the Health and Welfare of California Residents

The Commission does not anticipate impacts on the health and welfare of California
residents.

(e) Benefits of the Regulation to Worker Safety

(f)

The Commission does not anticipate any impacts to worker safety because the proposed
regulation does not impact working conditions.

Benefits of the Regulation to the State’s Environment

The Commission anticipates benefits to the state’s environment through this regulatory
action to make near-term changes directed at reducing exploitation rate and protecting
reproduction of the species until more updated management actions for the fishery are
enacted that will adequately protect the remaining White Sturgeon population in the long-
term. Based on fishery data, the White Sturgeon population was already overexploited
under current regulations, and updated regulations were needed and are being considered.
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Informative Digest/Policy Statement Overview

Unless otherwise specified, all section references in this document are to Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations (CCR).

White Sturgeon are an anadromous species of fish that reside primarily in the San Francisco
Bay Delta (SF Bay) and migrate as adults into the major rivers of the Central Valley to spawn.
Most spawning occurs in the Sacramento River approximately between Verona and Colusa
(Schaffter 1997), with a lesser amount of spawning on the lower San Joaquin River (Jackson
et al. 2015). Some additional spawning may occur in tributaries such as the Feather, Bear, and
Yuba rivers. White Surgeon are long lived, potentially in excess of 100 years, with most
reaching maturity by approximately 19 years, spawning every two to five years once mature
(Chapman et al. 1996; Hildebrand et al. 2016). Successful recruitment to the adult population
IS uncommon, occurring approximately every six to seven years, highly correlated with above
normal water years as measured by high mean daily Delta outflow (CDFW 2023; Fish 2010).
The abundance of legal-sized White Sturgeon has declined considerably since the 1980s,
when abundance was estimated to be approximately 175,000 fish (CDFW 2023; Danos et al.
2019). In 2015, the Department estimated abundance at about 48,000 fish (Danos et al. 2019),
and the most recent estimate was about 33,000 fish (CDFW 2023).

Until the start of the emergency action on November 16, 2023, recreational anglers were
permitted to keep one White Sturgeon per day, and a combined total of three per year,
between 40 and 60 in. fork length (FL), meaning the measurement of the fish from the front of
its head to the fork in its tail. The season was open year-round, with some limited regional
and/or seasonal closures. As of November 16, 2023, the emergency action a) reduced the
annual bag limit for White Sturgeon from three to one fish, b) reduced the legal-sized slot limit
from 40-60" FL to 42-48" FL, c) placed a limit of two fish per day per boat, and d) closed White
Sturgeon fishing in the migrating and spawning reaches of the Sacramento and San Joaquin
rivers from January 1 through May 31.

Fishing pressure for White Sturgeon has remained stable at roughly 40,000 to 45,000 anglers
per year since 2013 when fees were first charged for the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card (Card).
Based on Card returns, the number of fish harvested by anglers has remained relatively stable.
However, the number of fish caught and released has declined precipitously, indicating that
fewer fish overall are being caught. According to Card data, in 2021, anglers kept 46% of
landed fish (Hause et al. 2021). The majority of anglers that harvest fish keep only one a year
(75%), with only about 5% of anglers that harvest (1% of Card-holders) keeping the full three-
fish limit. Exploitation rate of White Sturgeon is estimated to be very high, ranging from 8 to
29.6% between 2007 and 2015 (Blackburn et al. 2019) and averaging 8.1% in the years since
then (CDFW 2023). It is suggested that the highest exploitation rate that a sturgeon population
can sustain is approximately 5 to 10% (Beamesderfer and Farr 1997) and that does not
account for other anthropogenic sources of mortality such as habitat loss, altered hydrology, or
contaminants. For comparison, Washington and Oregon use 3.8% as a target for management
in areas that permit harvest.

During July and August 2022, the San Francisco Bay region experienced a major Harmful
Algal Bloom (HAB) of Heterosigma akashiwo that resulted in significant mortality of fishes,
including sturgeon. The Department recorded over 850 sturgeon carcasses, the majority legal-
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sized or larger and within the age range of the core spawning population (CDFW 2023). The
number of carcasses observed during the HAB was 62% of the number harvested by anglers
in 2022. Based on carcass studies and fish kills of other species of sturgeon, it is thought that
only a small percentage of the fish killed floated long enough to be detected (Fox et al. 2020).
While the absolute magnitude of the HAB’s impact on the White Sturgeon population is
unknown, it is thought to be quite significant. In addition, in July and August of 2023, a HAB of
the same species was detected in San Francisco Bay and at least 15 white sturgeon
carcasses were reported, though the total impacts are unknown.

The fish kill resulting from the HAB exacerbated what the Department believed to be an
already unsustainable level of fishery exploitation of White Sturgeon into a crisis situation. In
order to protect the surviving population of White Sturgeon and maintain a recreational fishery
into the future, immediate steps were necessary to reduce angler associated harvest of adult
White Sturgeon and to minimize harassment and handling on the spawning grounds so that
these adults can spawn successfully and new individuals can recruit to the population. The
Department recommended that all harvest of White Sturgeon within the recreational fishery be
paused starting January 2024, until new regulations could be developed to limit exploitation to
sustainable rates based on monitoring, which was opposed by the recreational sturgeon
fishing industry.

At its October 11, 2023 meeting, the Commission voted in support of an emergency action that
limited harvest via reductions in the bag and legal slot limits, and institution of per-day vessel
limits and seasonal and geographic closures of migrating and spawning habitat. This was
intended to protect the existing population in the short term while allowing time for the
Department to develop new long-term management measures for the future population. The
proposed subject standard rulemaking would continue the existing one fish annual bag limit,
reduced size limit, per-day vessel limit, and fishing closures established by emergency
regulatory action on October 13, 2023.

Benefit of the Regulations:

The Commission anticipates benefits to the state’s environment through this regulatory action
to make near-term the emergency action directed at reducing exploitation rate and protecting
reproduction of the species is necessary until more updated management actions for the
fishery are enacted that will adequately protect the remaining White Sturgeon population in the
long-term. Based on fishery data, the White Sturgeon population was already overexploited
under current regulations, and updated regulations were needed and are being considered.

Consistency and Compatibility with Existing Regulations:

Article IV, Section 20 of the State Constitution specifies that the Legislature may delegate to
Commission such powers relating to the protection and propagation of fish and game as the
Legislature sees fit. The Legislature has delegated to the Commission the power to regulate
sport fishing in waters of the state (Fish and Game Code sections 200, 205, and 315). The
Commission has reviewed its own regulations and finds that the proposed regulations are
consistent with other recreational fishing regulations in Title 14, CCR, and therefore finds that
the proposed regulations are neither inconsistent nor incompatible with existing state
regulations. The Commission has searched the California Code of Regulations and finds no
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other state agency regulations pertaining to temporarily prohibiting harvest of White Sturgeon
due to population decline.

13



Draft Document

Proposed Regulatory Language
Sections 5.79, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read as follows:

§ 5.79. White Sturgeon Report Card and Tagging Requirements for Inland Waters(FG
683, See Section 701).

(a) Sturgeon Fishing Report Card Required. All anglers must have a valid Sturgeon
Fishing Report Card in their possession while fishing for or taking Wwhite Ssturgeon.
Cardholders must complete and return the card pursuant to regulations in this
Section and in Section 1.74.

(b) Tagging and Recording Requirements for Retained Fish. A Sturgeon Fishing Report
Card includes a detachable tagstag that shall be used to tag any Wwhite Ssturgeon
that is taken and retained in the sport fishery. Any Wwhite Ssturgeon possessed by
any person shall be tagged.

(1) Upon taking and retaining a Wwhite Ssturgeon, the cardholder shall immediately
record the following information:

(A) The fishing location, time of catch and length of the fish shall be recorded
legibly and permanently in the appropriate spaces on the tag. The cardholder
shall immediately and completely punch out the date of catch (month and
day) on the sturgeon tag.-Fags-shall-be-used-in-sequential-order-

(B) The month, day, fishing location and length of the fish shall be recorded in the
appropriate spaces on the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card-which-coerresponds
to the number on the tag.

(2) Immediately after recording the information above, the cardholder shall remove
and completely detach the tag from the card and affix it to the Wwhite
Ssturgeon. Cardholders shall not wait until completion of fishing activity to tag
any Wwhite Ssturgeon in possession.

(3) The tag shall be securely fastened to the fish. To affix the tag, a “zip tie”, string,
line or other suitable material shall be passed through the tag at the location
specified on the sturgeon tag and attached to the fish.

(4) FagsThe taqg shall not be removed from the report card until immediately prior to
affixing to a Wwhite Ssturgeon. Any tags detached from the report card and not
affixed to a Wwhite Ssturgeon shall be considered used and therefore invalid.

No person shall possess any used or otherwise invalid sturgeon tags.

(5) Records of Prior Activity. The tag Al-tags must be accounted for at all times by

entry of arecord on the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card-cerresponding-to-all-tags
that-are-notin-the-cardholders-possession. Any tag that was lost or destroyed

shall be recorded as such on the corresponding line on the Sturgeon Fishing
Report Card.

(6) If the sturgeon has a department reward disk attached, write the reward disk
number in the space provided on the report card.

(7) After retaining and tagging a White Sturgeon, a cardholder shall not continue to
fish catch and release for White Sturgeon on the same day.
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(8) Cardholders that have retained and tagged a White Sturgeon are permitted to
catch and release White Sturgeon starting on the day after the tag was used.

(c) Reporting Requirements for Released Fish.

(1) Whenever the cardholder catches and releases a sturgeon, the cardholder shall
immediately record the month, day, location code, length, and species of
sturgeon.

(2) If all lines in the “sturgeon released” field of the report card are filled, any
additional sturgeon caught and released need-notberecorded-on-the-cardmay
be recorded on the back of the card.

(3) If the sturgeon has a department reward disk attached, write the reward disk
number in the space provided on the report card.

(d) Sturgeon tags must be left affixed to the fish in place, including while stored at a
residence or non-transient location, until the fish is processed for immediate
consumption.

(e) The annual fee for the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card is specified in Section 701(c).

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 200, 205-ard-265, 265 and 399, Fish and Game
Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205 and 265, Fish and Game Code.
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Proposed Regulatory Language

Section 5.80, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read as follows:

§ 5.80. White Sturgeon.

(a) Open season: Allyear-exceptiorclosureslisted—underspecialregulations:
(1) All year: from the west Carquinez Bridge east to the Hwy 50 bridge on the

Sacramento River and the I-5 bridge on the San Joaquin River.

(2) From June 1 through December 31: above the Hwy 50 bridge on the Sacramento

River and the I-5 bridge on the San Joaquin River, including all tributaries of both
rivers. From January 1 through May 31: itis unlawful to take White Sturgeon.

(b) Daily limit: One fish per day. After harvesting a White Sturgeon, anglers shall not

continue to catch and release White Sturgeon on the same day. Anglers that have

retained and tagged a fish are permitted to fish catch and release for White Sturgeon

starting on the day after the tag was used.

(c) Annual bag limit: One fish per calendar year statewide.

(d) Daily vessel maximum harvest: All persons aboard a vessel may be cited for

violation of a daily vessel maximum harvest limit. No more than two White Sturgeon

may be harvested per day on a vessel, regardless of the number of anglers on

board. Anglers must have in their possession a report card with a valid tag in order

to retain a White Sturgeon. When the daily vessel maximum harvest is reached, only

anglers that have not tagged a White Sturgeon that day may continue to fish catch

and release for White Sturgeon.

(ce)

(elf)

(eg)

(¥h)

Size limit: No fish less than 4642 inches fork length or greater than 6648
inchesfork length may be taken or possessed.

Methods of take: Only one single point, single shank, barbless hook may be used
on a line when taking sturgeon. The sturgeon must voluntarily take the bait or lure
inside its mouth. No sturgeon may be taken by trolling, snagging or by the use of
firearms. Sturgeon may not be gaffed, nor shall any person use any type of firearm
or snare to take any sturgeon. For the purposes of this section, a snare is a flexible
loop made from any material that can be tightened like a noose around any part of
the fish.

Removal from water. Any sturgeon greater than 68 inches fork length may not be
removed from the water and shall be released immediately.

Report card required: Any person fishing for or taking sturgeon shall have in their
possession a nontransferable Sturgeon Fishing Report Card issued by the
department and shall adhere to all reporting and tagging requirements for sturgeon
defined in Sections 1.74 and 5.79, Title 14, CCR.

3
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(gi) Special North Coast District Sturgeon Closure (Humboldt, Del Norte, Trinity and
Siskiyou cos.). It is unlawful to take any sturgeon in the North Coast District at
anytime.

(h)) For regulations on take and possession of sturgeon in ocean waters as defined in
Section 27.00, see Sections 27.90, 27.91, and 27.95.

(k) Special Sierra and Valley District Sturgeon Closure from January 1 to December 31
(Shasta, Tehama, Butte and Glenn cos.).

(1) Sacramento River from Keswick Dam to the Highway 162 Bridge.
(A) Itis unlawful to take any sturgeon.
(B) Itis unlawful to use wire leaders.
(C) Itis unlawful to use lamprey or any type of shrimp as bait.

(j)) Special Yolo Bypass Flood Control System Sturgeon Closure. It is unlawful to
takeany sturgeon in the Yolo Bypass, Toe Drain Canal, and Tule Canal upstream
of Lisbon Weir at any time.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 200, 205, 265-ard-275, 270, 275, 315 and 399, Fish and
Game Code.
Reference: Sections 110, 200 and 205, Fish and Game Code.
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Proposed Regulatory Language
Section 27.90, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read as follows:

§ 27.90. White Sturgeon.
(a) Open season: All year except as described in Section 27.95 of these regulations.

continue to catch and release White Sturgeon on the same day. Anglers that have
retained and tagged afish are permitted to fish catch and release for White Sturgeon
starting on the day after the tag was used.

(c) Annual bag limit: One fish per calendar year statewide.

(d) Daily vessel maximum harvest: All persons aboard a vessel may be cited for
violation of a daily vessel maximum harvest limit. No more than two White Sturgeon
may be harvested per day on a vessel, regardless of the number of anglers on
board. Anglers must have in their possession a report card with a valid tag in order
to retain a White Sturgeon. When the daily vessel maximum harvest is reached, only
anglers that have not tagged a White Sturgeon that day may continue to fish catch
and release for White Sturgeon.

(ee) Size limit: No fish less than 4042 inches fork length or greater than 6848 inches fork
length may be taken or possessed.

(df) Methods of take: Only one single point, single shank, barbless hook may be used on
a line when taking sturgeon. The sturgeon must voluntarily take the bait or lure in
its mouth. No sturgeon may be taken by trolling, snagging or by the use of
firearms. Sturgeon may not be gaffed, nor shall any person use any type of firearm
or snhare to take any sturgeon. For the purposes of this section, a snare is a flexible
loop made from any material that can be tightened like a noose around any part of
the fish.

(eq) Removal from water. Any sturgeon greater than 68 inches fork length may not be
removed from the water and shall be released immediately.

(fh) Report card required: Any person fishing for or taking sturgeon shall have in their
possession a nontransferable Sturgeon Fishing Report Card issued by the
department and shall adhere to all reporting and tagging requirements for sturgeon
defined in Sections 1.74 and 27.92, Title 14, CCR.

(gi) For regulations on take and possession of sturgeon in inland waters as defined in
Section 1.53, see Section 5.80 and Section 5.81.

(hj) Boat limits, as defined in Subsection 27.60(c) and Section 195, are not authorized
for sturgeon fishing and shall not apply to the take, possession or retention of
Wwhite Ssturgeon.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202; 205-and-220, 265, 275, and 399, Fish and
Game Code.
Reference: Sections 110, 200, and 205, and-206. Fish and Game Code.
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Proposed Regulatory Language
Section 27.92, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read as follows:

§ 27.92. White Sturgeon Report Card and Tagging Requirements for OceanWaters (FG
683, See Section 701).

(a) Sturgeon Fishing Report Card Required. All anglers must have a valid Sturgeon
Fishing Report Card in their possession while fishing for or taking Wwhite
Ssturgeon.Cardholders must complete and return the card pursuant to regulations
in this Section and in Section 1.74.

(b) Tagging and Recording Requirements for Retained Fish. A Sturgeon Fishing Report
Card includes a detachable tags that shall be used to tag any Wwhite Ssturgeon
thatis taken and retained in the sport fishery. Any Wwhite Ssturgeon possessed by
any person shall be tagged.

(1) Upon taking and retaining a Wwhite Ssturgeon, the cardholder shall immediately
record the following information:

(A) The fishing location, time of catch and length of the fish shall be recorded
legibly and permanently in the appropriate spaces on the tag. The cardholder
shall immediately and completely punch out the date of catch (month and

day) on the sturgeon tag.-Fags-shall-be-used-in-sequential-erder

(B) The month, day, fishing location and length of the fish shall be recorded in
the appropriate spaces on the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card-which

corresponds—to-the-numberon-the-tag.

(2) Immediately after recording the information above, the cardholder shall remove
and completely detach the tag from the card and affix it to the Wwhite
Ssturgeon.Cardholders shall not wait until completion of fishing activity to tag
any Wwhite Ssturgeon in possession.

(3) The tag shall be securely fastened to the fish. To affix the tag, a “zip tie”, string,
line or other suitable material shall be passed through the tag at the location
specified on the sturgeon tag and attached to the fish.

(4) The Fagstag shall not be removed from the report card until immediately prior to
affixing to a Wwhite Ssturgeon. Any tags detached from the report card and not
affixed to a Wwhite Ssturgeon shall be considered used and therefore invalid.
Noperson shall possess any used or otherwise invalid sturgeon tags.

(5) Records of Prior Activity. The tag-Al-tags must be accounted for at all times by

entry of a record on the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card eefresponding-to-al-tags
that-are-notin-the-cardholder's-possession. Any tag that was lost or destroyed

shall be recorded as such on the corresponding line on the Sturgeon Fishing
Report Card.
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(6) If the sturgeon has a department reward disk attached, write the reward disk
number in the space provided on the report card.

(7) After retaining and tagging a White Sturgeon, cardholders shall not continue to
catch and release White Sturgeon on the same day.

(8) Cardholders that have retained and tagged a White Sturgeon are permitted to
fish catch and release for White Sturgeon starting on the day after the tag was
used.

(c) Reporting Requirements for Released Fish.

(1) Whenever the cardholder catches and releases a sturgeon, the cardholder shall
immediately record the month, day, location code, length, and species of
sturgeon.

(2) If all lines in the “sturgeon released” field of the report card are filled, any
additional sturgeon caught and released need-notberecorded-on-the-cardmay
be recorded on the back of the card.

(3) If the sturgeon has a department reward disk attached, write the reward disk
number in the space provided on the report card.

(d) Sturgeon tags must be left affixed to the fish in place, including while stored at a
residence or non-transient location, until the fish is processed for immediate
consumption.

(e) The annual fee for the Sturgeon Fishing Report Card is specified in Section 701,
Title 14, CCR.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 200, 205-ard-265, 265 and 399, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205 and 265, Fish and Game Code.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE

ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)

ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

DEPARTMENT NAME CONTACT PERSON EMAIL ADDRESS TELEPHONE NUMBER
Fish and Game Commission David Thesell fgc@fgc.ca.gov 916 902-9291
DESCRIPTIVE TITLE FROM NOTICE REGISTER OR FORM 400 NOTICE FILE NUMBER
Amend Section 5.79, Title 14, CCR, Re: White Sturgeon Fishing Z

A. ESTIMATED PRIVATE SECTOR COST IMPACTS Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.

1. Check the appropriate box(es) below to indicate whether this regulation:

|:| a. Impacts business and/or employees |:| e. Imposes reporting requirements

b. Impacts small businesses D f. Imposes prescriptive instead of performance
|:| c. Impacts jobs or occupations |z g. Impacts individuals

D d. Impacts California competitiveness D h. None of the above (Explain below):

Note: no new compliance costs necessarily incurred with reduced bag limit.

If any box in Items 1 a through g is checked, complete this Economic Impact Statement.
If box in Item 1.h. is checked, complete the Fiscal Impact Statement as appropriate.

Fish and Game Commission

2. The estimates that the economic impact of this regulation (which includes the fiscal impact) is:
(Agency/Department)

Below $10 million
[ ] Between $10 and $25 million
[ ] Between $25 and $50 million

D Over $50 million [If the economic impact is over $50 million, agencies are required to submit a Standardized Regulatory Impact Assessment
as specified in Government Code Section 11346.3(c)]

3. Enter the total number of businesses impacted: ~35 only indirect

Describe the types of businesses (Include nonprofits): Fishing boat owners, tackle stores, guides, food, fuel, and lodging.

Enter the number or percentage of total
businesses impacted that are small businesses: 90 %

4. Enter the number of businesses that will be created: 0 eliminated: 0

Explain: Changes in fishing for one species will not greatly change market demand so as to induce business loss or creation.

5. Indicate the geographic extent of impacts: Statewide

[] Local or regional (List areas) Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Sturgeon habitat

6. Enter the number of jobs created: 0 and eliminated: O

Describe the types of jobs or occupations impacted: Fishing Guides may experience reduced demand for guided fishing trips for

White Sturgeon.

7. Will the regulation affect the ability of California businesses to compete with
other states by making it more costly to produce goods or services here? D YES NO

If YES, explain briefly:

PAGE 1
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE
ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT DRAFT DOCUMENT

(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)
STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)
ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT (CONTINUED)

B. ESTIMATED COSTS Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.

1. What are the total statewide dollar costs that businesses and individuals may incur to comply with this regulation over its lifetime? $ O

a. Initial costs for a small business: $0 Annual ongoing costs: $ 0 Years:
b. Initial costs for a typical business: $0 Annual ongoing costs: $ 0 Years:
c. Initial costs for an individual: $0 Annual ongoing costs: $ 0 Years:

d. Describe other economic costs that may occur: - No direct costs to comply with proposed regulations. Possible decline (or not) in
fishing trips may affect bait and tackle shop, CPFV, and sturgeon guide revenue,

2. If multiple industries are impacted, enter the share of total costs for each industry: NO new costs; possible revenue declines for Guides 50%;

CPFVs 30%; bait and tackle shops 10%.

3. If the regulation imposes reporting requirements, enter the annual costs a typical business may incur to comply with these requirements.
Include the dollar costs to do programming, record keeping, reporting, and other paperwork, whether or not the paperwork must be submitted. $N/A

4. Will this regulation directly impact housing costs? [ ] YES NO

If YES, enter the annual dollar cost per housing unit: $

Number of units:

5. Are there comparable Federal regulations? |:| YES NO

Explain the need for State regulation given the existence or absence of Federal regulations: Inland water species under Fish and Game

Commission authority (Fish and Game Code (FGC) sections 200 and 205).

Enter any additional costs to businesses and/or individuals that may be due to State - Federal differences: $ N/A

C. ESTIMATED BENEFITS Estimation of the dollar value of benefits is not specifically required by rulemaking law, but encouraged.

1. Briefly summarize the benefits of the regulation, which may include among others, the
health and welfare of California residents, worker safety and the State's environment: This action is intended to support the continued

sustainability of White Sturgeon sport fisheries that benefit sport anglers, the health and welfare of California

residents, the State’s environment and businesses that support sport fishing activities.

2. Are the benefits the result of: D specific statutory requirements, or goals developed by the agency based on broad statutory authority?

Explain: Statute provides Fish & Game Commission the authority to establish sport fishing regulations (FGC sec. 200, 205).

3. What are the total statewide benefits from this regulation over its lifetime? $ Sturgeon preservation

4. Briefly describe any expansion of businesses currently doing business within the State of California that would result from this regulation: N/A

D. ALTERNATIVES TO THE REGULATION Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record. Estimation of the dollar value of benefits is not
specifically required by rulemaking law, but encouraged.

1. List alternatives considered and describe them below. If no alternatives were considered, explain why not: No Alternatives were identified that
would have the same desired regulatory effect (See ISOR).

PAGE 2
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE DRAFT DOCUMENT
ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)

ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT (CONTINUED)

2. Summarize the total statewide costs and benefits from this regulation and each alternative considered:

Regulation: Benefit: $ White Sturgeon Cost: $ No direct costs

Alternative 1:  Benefit: $ N/A Cost: $ N/A

Alternative 2:  Benefit: $ N/A Cost: $ N/A

3. Briefly discuss any quantification issues that are relevant to a comparison
of estimated costs and benefits for this regulation or alternatives: Difficult-to-monetize benefit of Sturgeon preservation is at stake.

Costs are the temporary reduction in White Sturgeon take to avoid long-run over-fishing costs.

4. Rulemaking law requires agencies to consider performance standards as an alternative, if a
regulation mandates the use of specific technologies or equipment, or prescribes specific
actions or procedures. Were performance standards considered to lower compliance costs? D YES NO

Explain: Fisheries management regulations traditionally involve setting harvest quotas, seasons, bag and possession limits.

E. MAJOR REGULATIONS Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.

California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) boards, offices and departments are required to
submit the following (per Health and Safety Code section 57005). Otherwise, skip to E4.

1. Will the estimated costs of this regulation to California business enterprises exceed $10 miIIion?D YES D NO
If YES, complete E2. and E3
If NO, skip to E4

2. Briefly describe each alternative, or combination of alternatives, for which a cost-effectiveness analysis was performed:

Alternative 1:

Alternative 2:

(Attach additional pages for other alternatives)

3. For the regulation, and each alternative just described, enter the estimated total cost and overall cost-effectiveness ratio:

Regulation: Total Cost $ Cost-effectiveness ratio: $
Alternative 1: Total Cost $ Cost-effectiveness ratio: $
Alternative 2: Total Cost $ Cost-effectiveness ratio: $

4. Will the regulation subject to OAL review have an estimated economic impact to business enterprises and individuals located in or doing business in California
exceeding $50 million in any 12-month period between the date the major regulation is estimated to be filed with the Secretary of State through12 months
after the major regulation is estimated to be fully implemented?

[] YES X No

If YES, agencies are required to submit a Standardized Regulatory Impact Assessment (SRIA) as specified in
Government Code Section 11346.3(c) and to include the SRIA in the Initial Statement of Reasons.

5. Briefly describe the following:
The increase or decrease of investment in the State: NO effect on Ievel Of investment in the State.

The incentive for innovation in products, materials or processes: NO effect on the incentive for innovation in products, materials,
Or processes.

The benefits of the regulations, including, but not limited to, benefits to the health, safety, and welfare of California
residents, worker safety, and the state's environment and quality of life, among any other benefits identified by theagency: ~ Benefits to the state's

environment and quality of life, recreational angling, and the businesses that support fishing.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE D RA FT DOC U M E NT

ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

A. FISCAL EFFECT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 6 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the
current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year which are reimbursable by the State. (Approximate)
(Pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution and Sections 17500 et seq. of the Government Code).

$

D a. Funding provided in

Budget Act of or Chapter , Statutes of

|:| b. Funding will be requested in the Governor's Budget Act of

Fiscal Year:

2. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year which are NOT reimbursable by the State. (Approximate)
(Pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution and Sections 17500 et seq. of the Government Code).

$

Check reason(s) this regulation is not reimbursable and provide the appropriate information:

[ ] a. Implements the Federal mandate contained in

|:| b. Implements the court mandate set forth by the
Court.

Case of: VS.

D c. Implements a mandate of the people of this State expressed in their approval of Proposition No.

Date of Election:

|:| d. Issued only in response to a specific request from affected local entity(s).

Local entity(s) affected:

D e. Will be fully financed from the fees, revenue, etc. from:

Authorized by Section: of the Code;

|:| f. Provides for savings to each affected unit of local government which will, at a minimum, offset any additional costs to each;

D g. Creates, eliminates, or changes the penalty for a new crime or infraction contained in

[ ] 3. Annual Savings. (approximate)

$

D 4. No additional costs or savings. This regulation makes only technical, non-substantive or clarifying changes to current law regulations.
5. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any local entity or program.

[ ] 6. Other. Explain
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STATE OF GALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE
ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT DRAFT DOCUMENT

(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)
STD. 399 (Rev. 10/2019)

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (CONTINUED)

B. FISCAL EFFECT ON STATE GOVERNMENT /ndicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the current

year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

D 1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

It is anticipated that State agencies will:

|:| a. Absorb these additional costs within their existing budgets and resources.

|:| b. Increase the currently authorized budget level for the Fiscal Year

D 2. Savings in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

|:| 3. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any State agency or program.

4. other. Bxplain White Sturgeon Report Card sales are anticipated to continue to be reduced since
the Emergency period resulting in approx. $20,000 decline in CDFW revenue for the 2024 license year.

C. FISCAL EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDING OF STATE PROGRAMS Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal
impact for the current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

|:| 1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

D 2. Savings in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

3. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any federally funded State agency or program.

[ ] 4. Other. Explain

FISCAL OFFICER SIGNATURE DATE

=

The signature attests that the agency has completed the STD. 399 according to the instructions in SAM sections 6601-6616, and understands
the impacts of the proposed rulemaking. State boards, offices, or departments not under an Agency Secretary must have the form signed by the

highest ranking official in the organization.
AGENCY SECRETARY

=

Finance approval and signature is required when SAM sections 6601-6616 require completion of Fiscal Impact Statement in the STD. 399.
DATE

DATE

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE PROGRAM BUDGET MANAGER

=
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DRAFT DOCUMENT
STD399 ADDENDUM

Economic and Fiscal Impact Statement

Certificate of Compliance

Amend Sections 5.79, 5.80, 27.90, and 29.72,
Title 14, California Code of Regulations
Re: White Sturgeon Fishing

Economic Impact Statement

The proposed rulemaking would make the emergency White Sturgeon fishing
regulations permanent. This is necessary to maintain current and future recreational
fishing’s economic and cultural benefits, while preventing additional mortality of the
impacted White Sturgeon population and minimizing harassment of spawning
individuals. The proposed regulations aim to continue the existing one fish annual bag
limit, reduced size limit, per-day vessel limit, and fishing closures in migrating and
spawning habitat established by emergency regulatory action on October 13, 2023. The
existing emergency regulations are set to expire in November 2024, following
readoption of the emergency regulations in April and August. It is anticipated that a
standard rulemaking with long-term changes to the White Sturgeon fishery will be
received by the Commission at its April 17-18, 2024 meeting. It is expected that the new
long-term regulations would become effective January 2025. The proposed
amendments are necessary to protect the White Sturgeon population until the long-term
regulation can be implemented.

Although the fishery has been historically open year-round, the majority of White
Sturgeon catches are in winter and spring, with a notable decrease in fishing success in
the summer months. During the summer months, catch rates for Striped Bass, Chinook
Salmon, and other common recreational targets are higher so fishermen switch to those
species. Unfortunately, the winter period also coincides with the White Sturgeon
spawning migration, and fishing during this time may have a greater impact on the long-
term population health.

The primary region targeted by the recreational White Sturgeon fishery is the San
Francisco Estuary, including central San Francisco Bay, San Pablo Bay, Suisun Bay
and the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta; however, fishing also occurs in the
Sacramento, San Joaquin and Feather rivers. White Sturgeon are successfully
harvested throughout the estuary in various depths, salinities, and locations.
Commercial fishing for White Sturgeon in California has been banned since 1917.

A. ESTIMATED PRIVATE SECTOR COST IMPACTS
1. Answer: b Impacts small businesses and g. Impacts individuals

No new private sector costs are necessarily incurred by a representative private person
or business in reasonable compliance with the proposed regulations. No change in fees,
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nor gear or equipment requirements are introduced for the recreational White Sturgeon
fishery. However, the proposed regulations limit harvest opportunities for individuals and
may result in fewer White Sturgeon sportfishing trips. Fewer sportfishing trips would
have the potential to reduce revenues for chartered boats, boat rentals, or fishing guide
services, as well as for other retail businesses that serve sport fishers.

Recreational fishing for White Sturgeon is often conducted via chartered boats, with
many fishing guides in San Francisco and the Bay-Delta area offering sturgeon fishing
trips. Advertised rates for chartered fishing trips to catch White Sturgeon are somewhat
variable by season and guide, but can range from $200 to $450 per person per day.
Information from CPFVs and Sturgeon report cards provide data for estimating total
number of White Sturgeon caught in the fishery. Other studies have estimated that
1,200 anglers participated in guided trips in 2018, showing that the recreational White
Sturgeon fishery is a relatively small contributor to California’s $2.9 billion annual
recreational fishing industry?.

Fiscal Impact Statement
A. FISCAL EFFECT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Answer: 5. No fiscal impact.

The proposed amendment to Section 5.79, 5.80, 27.90, and 29.72, Title 14, CCR will
not have the potential for a fiscal effect on local governments.

B. FISCAL EFFECT ON STATE GOVERNMENT

Answer: 4. Other.

The Fish and Game Commission (Commission) anticipates that the proposed certificate
of compliance after the recent emergency action will not introduce new costs or savings
for any state agency or program. The Department of Fish and Wildlife's (Department)
existing level of monitoring and enforcement activities is expected to be unchanged.
However, the Department anticipates that the continued reduced take limits may result
in a continued drop in White Sturgeon Report Cards sales revenue estimated to be
about $20,000 during that later part of fiscal year 2023-2024.

Pandemic and 365-day License Impacts

Sales of Sturgeon report cards are plotted in Figure 1, showing purchases throughout
the year. Most cards are sold in the first months of the year, with a small bump in sales
in the later months of the year. Sales in years 2020 and 2021 may have been elevated
due to the Covid-19 pandemic surge in outdoor recreation. For the early part of this
fiscal year, and through to March 2024, Sturgeon card sales have reached about
11,000, which is about 6% less than the amount sold in 2022 over the same period, and
19% less than 2019, which are more historically-typical years with no pandemic affects.
While difficult to discern with certainty, the lower 2023-2024 numbers to date may be

1 American Sportfishing Association, (ASA) 2019.
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primarily driven by the new 365-day sportfish license and also the closures of Salmon
fishing in various parts of the state. Many other states with 365-day licenses
experienced absolute declines in license sales and for some sport fishers, no Salmon
opportunity induces them to forego all fishing trips for any other fish. Thus,
acknowledging the probable influence of those factors, 2023-24 fiscal year total sales
were already projected to be less than the 40,844 average sold during a typical pre-
pandemic and pre 365-day license year.

Figure 1. Cumulative license sales quantity 2020-2024 for sturgeon report card
Multiple Year Cumulative License Sales Quantity Comparison For Fish - Sturgeon Report Card - 0260
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Source: Department License and Revenue Branch sales statistics, 2024.

Proposed Regulation Impacts

A Department survey of White Sturgeon fishery participants reveals that while over 67
percent report the main reason to fish for White Sturgeon is recreation and 70 percent
state that their goal is only or mostly catch and release; approximately 27 percent state
their goal is to fish for food and 43 percent answer that they would not participate in a
catch and release only fishery. These sentiments have been recognized in the proposed
emergency action in efforts to balance resource protection with recreational fishery
opportunity.

Recent spatial and temporal take patterns suggest that the proposed January to May
upper spanning ground closure is the one component that may induce a small decline in
report card sales during. The evidence that six percent of the seasonal catch has
occurred in the area of the proposed January to May spanning ground closure, may
induce those individual fishers to not purchase a Sturgeon Report Card, if that is the
only time and area that they fish. Many may pursue Sturgeon in other areas at different
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times as well as the spawning grounds. But for some, that may be the only area and
time for Sturgeon fishing, so it is reasonable to project a continued six percent drop in
card sales revenue in 2024. This amounts to an estimated 2,000 fewer cards sold in
2024. The projected revenue loss to the Department for reduced White Sturgeon report
card sales ($10.70 per item) is about $20,000 throughout the 2024 calendar year.

C. FISCAL EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDING OF STATE PROGRAMS
Answer: 3. No fiscal impact.

The proposed action will not have the potential for a fiscal effect on the federal funding
of state programs.



State of California
Fish and Game Commission
Initial Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action
Amend Subsections (b)(4), (b)(43), (b)(66), and (b)(80) of Section 7.40
Title 14, California Code of Regulations
Re: Central Valley Sport Fishing Regulations

Date of Initial Statement of Reasons: January 9, 2024

Dates and Locations of Scheduled Hearings

(a) Notice Hearing

Date: February 15, 2024 Location: Sacramento

(b) Discussion Hearing

Date: April 18, 2024 Location: San Jose

(c) Adoption Hearing

Date: May 15, 2024 Location: Webinar/Teleconference

Description of Regulatory Action

(a) Statement of Specific Purpose of Regulatory Change and Factual Basis for Determining that

Regulation Change is Reasonably Necessary

Unless otherwise specified, all section references in this document are to Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations (CCR).

Current regulations in subsections (b)(4), (b)(43), (b)(66), and (b)(80) of Section 7.40 prescribe
the 2023 season dates and daily bag and possession limits for Sacramento River fall-run
Chinook Salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha; SRFC) sport fishing in the American, Feather,
Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers, respectively. Collectively, these four rivers constitute the
“Central Valley fishery” for SRFC for purposes of this document (Figure 1). Each year, the
Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) recommends new Chinook Salmon daily bag
and possession limits for consideration by the Fish and Game Commission (Commission) to
align with up-to-date management goals, as set forth below.

The Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC) is responsible for adopting
recommendations for the management of recreational and commercial ocean salmon fisheries
in the Exclusive Economic Zone (three to 200 miles offshore) off the coasts of Washington,
Oregon, and California. When approved by the Secretary of Commerce, these
recommendations are implemented as ocean salmon fishing regulations by the National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).
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Figure 1. Map of the 2024 “Central Valley fishery” for Sacramento River fall-run Chinook Salmon,
encompassing the following rivers and their respective subsections of Section 7.40: American (b)(4),
Feather (b)(43), Mokelumne (b)(66), and Sacramento (b)(80).

The PFMC will develop the annual Pacific coast ocean salmon fisheries regulatory options for
public review at its March 2024 meeting and will adopt its final regulatory recommendations at
its April 2024 meeting based on the PFMC salmon abundance estimates and
recommendations for ocean harvest for the coming season. Based on the April 2024
recommendation by PFMC, the Department will recommend specific bag and possession limit
regulations for the Central Valley fishery to the Commission at its April 18, 2024 meeting. The
Commission will then consider adoption of the Central Valley sport fishing regulations at its
May 15, 2024, meeting.

(b) Proposed Regulations
CHINOOK SALMON BAG AND POSSESSION LIMITS

The Department recognizes the uncertainty of SRFC in-river harvest projections. Therefore, for
the 2024 Central Valley fishery, the Department is presenting four regulatory options for the
Commission’s consideration to tailor 2024 Central Valley fishery management to target 2024
in-river fisheries harvest projections. The Commission may adopt these options for each river
section independently, or in combination to meet PFMC SRFC management objectives and
determine the recreational salmon fishing opportunities in the Central Valley.



e Option 1 is the most liberal of the options, and allows take of any size Chinook
Salmon up to the daily bag and possession limits.

e Option 2 allows for take of a limited number of adult Chinook Salmon, with grilse
Chinook Salmon (two-year old salmon) making up the remainder of the daily bag
and possession limits.

e Option 3 is a more conservative option, and allows for a grilse-only Chinook Salmon
fishery.

e Option 4 is the most conservative option, and prohibits the take and possession of
Chinook Salmon in all anadromous areas of and tributaries to the American,
Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers.

Key to Proposed Regulatory Changes:

Because the PFMC recommendations are not known at this time, a range shown
in [brackets] in the text below of bag and possession limits is indicated where it is
desirable to continue Chinook Salmon fishing in the American, Feather,
Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers.

The following options are provided for Commission consideration:

Option 1 — Any Size Chinook Salmon Fishery

This option would allow anglers to take up to [0-4] Chinook Salmon of any size per day and
have [0-12] Chinook Salmon in possession. This option is the Department’s preferred option if
the 2024 SRFC stock abundance forecast is sufficiently high to avoid the need to constrain in-
river SRFC harvest.

American River, subsection 7.40(b)(4):

(B) From the United States Geological Survey (USGS) gauging station cable crossing about
300 yards downstream from the Nimbus Hatchery fish rack site to the SMUD power line
crossing at the southwest boundary of Ancil Hoffman Park.

July 16 through October 31 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.
Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon.

(C) From the SMUD power line crossing at the southwest boundary of Ancil Hoffman Park
downstream to the Jibboom Street bridge.

July 16 through December 31 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.
Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon.

(D) From the Jibboom Street bridge to the mouth.
July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon.

Feather River, subsection 7.40(b)(43):
(D) From the unimproved boat ramp above the Thermalito Afterbay Outfall to 200 yards



(E)

above the Live Oak boat ramp.
July 16 through October 31 with a daily bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.
Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon.

From 200 yards above the Live Oak boat ramp to the mouth. For purposes of this
subsection, the lower boundary is defined as a straight line drawn from the peninsula
point on the west bank to the Verona Marine boat ramp.

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon.

Mokelumne River, subsection 7.40(b)(66):

(A)

(B)

(D)

From Camanche Dam to Elliott Road.

July 16 through October 15 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon.

From Elliott Road to the Woodbridge Irrigation District Dam and including Lodi Lake.
From July 16 through December 31 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.
Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon.

From the Lower Sacramento Road bridge to the mouth. For purposes of this subsection,
this river segment is defined as Mokelumne River and its tributary sloughs downstream of
the Lower Sacramento Road bridge and east of Highway 160 and north of Highway 12.

From July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon.

Sacramento River and tributaries below Keswick Dam, subsection 7.40(b)(80):

(©

(D)

(E)

Sacramento River from the Deschutes Road bridge to Woodson Bridge.

August 1 through October 31, and November 1 through December 31, with a bag limit of
[0-4] Chinook Salmon.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon.

Sacramento River from Woodson Bridge to the Highway 113 bridge near Knights
Landing.

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.
Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon.

Sacramento River from the Highway 113 bridge near Knights Landing to the Carquinez
Bridge (includes Suisun Bay, Grizzly Bay and all tributary sloughs west of Highway 160).

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.



Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon.
Option 2 — Limited Adult and Grilse Salmon Fishery

This option would allow the take of a limited number of adult Chinook Salmon, with grilse
Chinook Salmon (two-year old salmon) making up the remainder of the daily bag and
possession limits. This option would allow anglers to take up to [0-4] Chinook Salmon per day,
with no more than [0-4] of those salmon over 27 inches total length, and have [0-12] Chinook
Salmon in possession, of which no more than [0-12] salmon may be over 27 inches total
length. Should a reduction in the adult component of the stock be indicated by PFMC harvest
projections, the Department is recommending specifying angling opportunities on the smaller,
and possibly more numerous grilse salmon to increase angling harvest opportunities. Grilse
returns from the previous season are included in pre-season stock abundance forecasts, but
are not included in the current season adult returns used for evaluating conservation targets
for SRFC. Due to their smaller size, grilse are typically outcompeted by larger adults, and
contribute significantly less to the spawning population, and so they would be available for
harvest with minimal impact to juvenile recruitment for the current season. Take of adult
salmon would be limited under regulation, and the subsequent juvenile production would help
rebuild the depressed stock size at a time when there is the need to restrict harvest of adult
salmon.

The Department recommends a grilse salmon size limit of less than or equal to 27 inches total
length based on an analysis of grilse data conducted by Department staff in 2018 (refer to
Section IlI(g) below). A 27-inch total length grilse salmon cutoff is the best balance between
angling harvest opportunity of possibly abundant smaller, two-year old male salmon and
preserving the limited number of females available to spawn.

American River, subsection 7.40(b)(4):

(B) From the U.S. Geological Survey gauging station cable crossing about 300 yards
downstream from the Nimbus Hatchery fish rack site to the SMUD power line crossing at
the southwest boundary of Ancil Hoffman Park.

July 16 through October 31 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no more
than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be retained.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

(C) From the SMUD power line crossing at the southwest boundary of Ancil Hoffman Park
downstream to the Jibboom Street bridge

July 16 through December 31 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no more
than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be retained.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

(D) From the Jibboom Street bridge to the mouth.

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no more
than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be retained.



Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

Feather River, subsection 7.40(b)(43):

(D) From the unimproved boat ramp above the Thermalito Afterbay Outfall to 200 yards

(E)

above the Live Oak boat ramp.

July 16 through October 31 with a daily bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no
more than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be retained.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

From 200 yards above Live Oak boat ramp to the mouth. For purposes of this subsection,
the lower boundary is defined as a straight line drawn from the peninsula point on the
west bank to the Verona Marine boat ramp.

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no more
than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be retained.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

Mokelumne River, subsection 7.40(b)(66)

(A)

(B)

(D)

From Camanche Dam to Elliott Road.

July 16 through October 15 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no more
than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be retained.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

From Elliott Road to the Woodbridge Irrigation District Dam and including Lodi Lake.

From July 16 through December 31 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no
more than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be retained.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

From the Lower Sacramento Road bridge to the mouth. For purposes of this subsection,
this river segment is defined as Mokelumne River and its tributary sloughs downstream of
the Lower Sacramento Road bridge and east of Highway 160 and north of Highway 12.

From July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no
more than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be retained.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

Sacramento River and tributaries below Keswick Dam, subsection 7.40(b)(80):

(©)

Sacramento River from the Deschutes Road bridge to Woodson Bridge.



August 1 through October 31, and November 1 through December 31, with a bag limit of
[0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be
retained.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

(D) Sacramento River from Woodson Bridge to the Highway 113 bridge near Knights
Landing.

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no more
than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be retained.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

(E) Sacramento River from the Highway 113 bridge near Knights Landing to the Carquinez
Bridge (includes Suisun Bay, Grizzly Bay and all tributary sloughs west of Highway 160).

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no more
than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be retained.

Possession limit — [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-12] fish may be over
27 inches total length.

Option 3 — Grilse-only Salmon Fishery

This option would allow for a grilse-only salmon fishery. This option would allow anglers to take
[0-4] Chinook Salmon with a maximum size of 27 inches total length and have [0-12] Chinook
Salmon in possession, with a maximum size of 27 inches total length. Should a reduction in
the adult component of the stock be indicated by PFMC harvest projections, the Department is
recommending specifying angling opportunities on the smaller, and possibly more numerous
grilse salmon to increase angling harvest opportunities. Grilse returns from the previous
season are included in pre-season stock abundance forecasts, but are not included in the
current season adult returns used for evaluating conservation targets for SRFC. Due to their
smaller size, grilse are typically outcompeted by larger adults, and contribute significantly less
to the spawning population, and so they would be available for harvest with minimal impact to
juvenile recruitment for the current season. Take of adult salmon would be prohibited under
regulation, and the subsequent juvenile production would help rebuild the depressed stock size
at a time when there is the need to restrict harvest of adult salmon.

The Department recommends a grilse salmon size limit of less than or equal to 27 inches total
length based on an analysis of grilse data conducted by Department staff in 2018 (refer to
Section 11I(g) below). A 27-inch total length grilse salmon cutoff is the best balance between
angling harvest opportunity of possibly abundant smaller, two-year old male salmon and
preserving the limited number of female salmon available to spawn.

American River, subsection 7.40(b)(4):

(B) From the U.S. Geological Survey gauging station cable crossing about 300 yards
downstream from the Nimbus Hatchery fish rack site to the SMUD power line crossing at
the southwest boundary of Ancil Hoffman Park.



(©)

(D)

July 16 through October 31 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to
27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.

From the SMUD power line crossing at the southwest boundary of Ancil Hoffman Park
downstream to the Jibboom Street bridge.

July 16 through December 31 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or equal
to 27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.
From the Jibboom Street bridge to the mouth.

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or equal
to 27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.

Feather River, subsection 7.40(b)(43):

(D)

(E)

From the unimproved boat ramp above the Thermalito Afterbay Outfall to 200 yards
above the Live Oak boat ramp.

July 16 through October 31 with a daily bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or
equal to 27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.

From 200 yards above Live Oak boat ramp to the mouth. For purposes of this subsection,
the lower boundary is defined as a straight line drawn from the peninsula point on the
west bank to the Verona Marine boat ramp.

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or equal
to 27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.

Mokelumne River, subsection 7.40(b)(66):

(A)

(B)

(D)

From Camanche Dam to Elliott Road.

July 16 through October 15 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to
27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.
From Elliott Road to the Woodbridge Irrigation District Dam and including lake Lodi.

From July 16 through December 31 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or
equal to 27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.

From the Lower Sacramento Road bridge to the mouth. For purposes of this subsection,



this river segment is defined as Mokelumne River and its tributary sloughs downstream of
the Lower Sacramento Road bridge and east of Highway 160 and north of Highway 12.

From July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or
equal to 27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.
Sacramento River and tributaries below Keswick Dam, subsection 7.40(b)(80):
(C) Sacramento River from the Deschutes Road bridge to Woodson Bridge.

August 1 through October 31, and November 1 through December 31, with a bag limit of
[0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.

(D) Sacramento River from Woodson Bridge to the Highway 113 bridge near Knights
Landing.

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or equal
to 27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.

(E) Sacramento River from the Highway 113 bridge near Knights Landing to the Carquinez
Bridge (includes Suisun Bay, Grizzly Bay and all tributary sloughs west of Highway 160).

July 16 through December 16 with a bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or equal
to 27 inches total length.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.
Option 4 — No Salmon Fishing in all Central Valley Rivers, Streams, and Tributaries

This option would close salmon fishing in the American, Feather, Mokelumne, and/or
Sacramento rivers, and all associated tributaries, or specific areas/bodies of water, as
specified by river reach(es) in subsection 7.40(b) to provide protection to SRFC should a
reduction in the stock be indicated by PFMC abundance projections. In any year, should the
PFMC recommend a complete or near complete closure to ocean recreational salmon fishing,
this option will give the Department flexibility to respond to and support any federal action in
the ocean. This option prohibits all methods of targeting salmon including catch and release
fishing. Unless otherwise noted, this option would still allow take of other species in specific
areas/bodies of water, as specified by river reach(es) in subsection 7.40(b) (See Section VIl
below).

American River, subsection 7.40(b)(4):

(B) From the U.S. Geological Survey gauging station cable crossing about 300 yards
downstream from the Nimbus Hatchery fish rack site to the SMUD power line crossing at
the southwest boundary of Ancil Hoffman Park.

July 16 through October 31. No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.

(C) From the SMUD power line crossing at the southwest boundary of Ancil Hoffman Park



downstream to the Jibboom Street bridge.
July 16 through December 31. No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.
(D) From the Jibboom Street bridge to the mouth.

July 16 through December 16. No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.

Feather River, subsection 7.40(b)(43):

(D) From the unimproved boat ramp above the Thermalito Afterbay Outfall to 200 yards
above the Live Oak boat ramp.

July 16 through October 31. No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.

(E) From 200 yards above Live Oak boat ramp to the mouth. For purposes of this subsection,
the lower boundary is defined as a straight line drawn from the peninsula point on the
west bank to the Verona Marine boat ramp.

July 16 through December 16. No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.

Mokelumne River, subsection 7.40(b)(66):

(A) From Camanche Dam to Elliott Road.
July 16 through October 15. No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.

(B) From Elliott Road to the Woodbridge Irrigation District Dam and including Lodi Lake.
From July 16 through December 31. No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.

(D) From the Lower Sacramento Road bridge to the mouth. For purposes of this subsection,
this river segment is defined as Mokelumne River and its tributary sloughs downstream of
the Lower Sacramento Road bridge and east of Highway 160 and north of Highway 12.

From July 16 through December 16. No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.

Sacramento River and tributaries below Keswick Dam, subsection 7.40(b)(80):
(C) Sacramento River from the Deschutes Road bridge to Woodson Bridge.

August 1 through October 31, and November 1 through December 31. No take or
possession of Chinook Salmon.

(D) Sacramento River from Woodson Bridge to the Highway 113 bridge near Knights
Landing.

July 16 through December 16. No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.

(E) Sacramento River from the Highway 113 bridge near Knights Landing to the Carquinez
Bridge (includes Suisun Bay, Grizzly Bay and all tributary sloughs west of Highway 160).

July 16 through December 16. No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.



(c) Necessity of the Proposed Regulation Changes

The proposed regulations are necessary to adjust Chinook Salmon bag and possession limits,
size limits, and open seasons for the American, Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers
for consistency with PFMC salmon abundance estimates and recommendations for ocean
harvest for the coming season.

(d) Goals and Benefits of the Regulation

As stated in Fish and Game Code Section 1700, Conservation of Aquatic Resources: It is the
policy of this state to encourage the conservation, maintenance, and utilization of the living
resources of the ocean and other waters under the jurisdiction and influence of the state for the
benefit of all the citizens of the state and to promote the development of local fisheries and
distant water fisheries based in California in harmony with international law, respecting fishing
and the conservation of the living resources of the ocean and other waters under the
jurisdiction and influence of the state. The objectives of this policy include, but are not limited
to, the maintenance of sufficient populations of all species of aquatic organisms to ensure their
continued existence, and the maintenance of a sufficient resource to support a reasonable
sport use.

Adoption of science-based SRFC bag and possession limits provides for the maintenance of
sufficient populations of Chinook Salmon to ensure their continued existence.

The benefits of the proposed regulations are consistency with federal fishery management
goals, sustainable management of the SRFC fishery, and general health and welfare of
California residents.

(e) Authority and Reference Sections from Fish and Game Code for Regulation
Authority: Sections 200, 205, 265, 270, 315, 316.5, 399 and 2084, Fish and Game Code.
Reference: Sections 200, 205, 265, 270, 316.5 and 2084, Fish and Game Code.

() Specific Technology or Equipment Required by Regulatory Change
None.

(9) Identification of Reports or Documents Supporting Regulation Change

NOAA'’s National Marine Fisheries Service, West Coast Region, 2016. 5-Year Review:
Summary and Evaluation of Central Valley Spring-run Chinook Salmon Evolutionarily
Significant Unit. Available from: https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/17018

Pacific Fishery Management Council, 2023. Review of 2022 Ocean Salmon Fisheries: Stock
Assessment and Fishery Evaluation Document for the Pacific Coast Salmon Fishery
Management Plan. Available from: https://www.pcouncil.org/documents/2023/02/review-of-
2022-ocean-salmon-fisheries.pdf/

Pahlke, K, 1988. Length Conversion Equations for Sockeye, Chinook, and Coho salmon in
southeast Alaska. Regional Information Report No. 1j88-03. Alaska Department of Fish and
Game Division of Commercial Fisheries, Southeast Region. Available from:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=164436&inline



https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/17018
https://www.pcouncil.org/documents/2023/02/review-of-2022-ocean-salmon-fisheries.pdf/
https://www.pcouncil.org/documents/2023/02/review-of-2022-ocean-salmon-fisheries.pdf/
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=164436&inline

V.

VI.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 2016 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-
Associated Recreation, available from
https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/publications/2018/demo/fhwl6-nat.pdf

(h) Public Discussions of Proposed Regulations Prior to Notice Publication

The Department presented the proposed amendments to the SRFC bag and possession limits
at the Commission’s Wildlife Resources Committee meeting on September 19, 2023.

Description of Reasonable Alternatives to Regulatory Action
(a) Alternatives to Regulation Change

No alternatives were identified by or brought to the attention of Commission staff that would
have the same desired regulatory effect.

(b) No Change Alternative
SRFC Adult Stocks

The no change alternative would leave existing 2023 regulations in place. The no change
alternative would not allow for appropriate harvest rates, while the proposed regulations will
allow the state to harmonize its bag and possession limits with NMFS’ regulations.

Mitigation Measures Required by Regulatory Action

The proposed regulatory action will have no negative impact on the environment; therefore, no
mitigation measures are needed.

Impact of Regulatory Action

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result from the
proposed regulatory action has been assessed, and the following initial determinations relative
to the required statutory categories have been made:

(a) Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact Directly Affecting Businesses, Including the
Ability of California Businesses to Compete with Businesses in Other States

The proposed action will not have a significant statewide adverse economic impact directly
affecting business, including the ability of California businesses to compete with businesses in
other states. The proposed changes are necessary for the continued preservation of the
resource, while providing inland sport fishing opportunities and thus, the prevention of adverse
economic impacts.

(b) Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the State, the Creation of New
Businesses or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or the Expansion of Businesses in
California; Benefits of the Regulation to the Health and Welfare of California Residents, Worker
Safety, and the State’s Environment

The Commission does not anticipate significant adverse economic impacts but acknowledges
the potential for short-term negative impacts on the creation or elimination of jobs within the
state. The Commission anticipates no adverse impacts on the creation of new business, the
elimination of existing businesses or the expansion of businesses in California. The
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management of an ongoing Chinook Salmon sport fishery with annual variations in the bag
and possession limits and/or the implementation of a size limit is not anticipated to significantly
impact the volume of business activity.

The loss of up to 22 jobs with Option 2, 43 jobs for Option 3, and 108 jobs for Option 4 is not
expected to eliminate businesses because projected reduction in fishing days is expected to
be partially offset by opportunities to fish for grilse Chinook Salmon and other species for
Option 2 and 3 and continued opportunities for other non-salmonid species for Option 4.

The Commission anticipates benefits to the health and welfare of California residents.
Providing opportunities for a Chinook Salmon sport fishery encourages consumption of a
nutritious food. The Commission anticipates benefits to the environment by the sustainable
management of Chinook Salmon resources in the Central Valley.

The Commission does not anticipate any benefits to worker safety.

Other benefits of the proposed regulations are concurrence with federal fishery management
goals and promotion of businesses that rely on Central Valley sport fishing.

(c) Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person or Business

The Commission is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative private person or
business would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed action.

(d) Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to the State: None.
(e) Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies: None.
() Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School Districts: None.

(g) Costs Imposed on Any Local Agency or School District that is Required to be Reimbursed
Under Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Division 4, Government Code: None.

(h) Effect on Housing Costs: None.
VII. Economic Impact Assessment

This action is expected to sustain fishery activity within the range of historically typical
seasons. Lower PFMC harvest forecasts can result in a smaller bag and possession limit,
(more conservative), whereas larger PFMC harvest forecasts can result in a higher bag and
possession limit (more liberal), both of which can skew the average fishing activity over
seasons. The potential difference in total economic impact between a typical season and the
options under consideration range from $0 to -$13.2 M as shown in Table 1 below. However,
the anticipated total economic impacts may vary a bit more or less than the estimates of any
one single option, as the proposed options may be adopted as a combination of bag and
possession limits by body of water so as to minimize adverse impacts to fishing opportunity
and economic activity.

A five-year average over the 2017-2021 seasons (the 2023 salmon closure year is excluded
in the baseline) for the Central Valley fishery experiences about 174,192 sport salmon angler
days in which anglers spend an average of $108 per day contributing a total of $18.8 M
(20229) in direct expenditures to California businesses. This expenditure is received by area
businesses that spend a share on inputs and payroll. As employees receive income, their



household spending again circulates in the local economy and statewide. These multiplier
effects have historically resulted in an estimated total economic impact of $26.4 M (2022%),
that supports up to 216 jobs throughout the state.

The regional and statewide economic impacts factor into the effort to balance the

maintenance of the recreational fishery with resource preservation, while complying with
PFMC allocations. The potential economic impacts that may result from each in-river harvest
projection as specified in Option 1, Option 2, Option 3, and Option 4 are evaluated in terms
of each scenario’s probable impact on the number of Chinook Salmon and other species’
angler days, and thus angler expenditures that circulate within the area and throughout the

State.

Table 1. Central Valley Fishery Projected Economic Impacts 2024

Regulation Angler Days Angler Expenditures Total Econ Impact Jobs

Option 1 174,192 $ 18,812,736 $ 26,453,598 216
Option 2 156,773 $ 16,931,462 $ 23,808,238 194
Option 3 139,354 $ 15,050,189 $ 21,162,878 173
Option 4 87,096 $ 9,406,368 $ 13,226,799 108
Difference | Angler Day Loss Expenditure Loss Total Impact Loss | Job Loss
Option 1 0 $ - $ - 0
Option 2 -17,419 - $1,881,274 - $ 2,645,360 (22)
Option 3 -34,838 - $3,762,547 -$5,290,720 (43)
Option 4 -87,0962 -$9,406,368 -$13,226,799 (108)

The base year for angler days is the five-year average of 2017-2021 derived from Department
creel survey data. The 2017-2021 time period is more historically typical with no emergency
actions that reduced fishing opportunity. 2Projected angler days with a salmon closure assumes
that 50% of effort will persist as anglers shift or continue to pursue opportunities for other fish
species. Sources: California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Fisheries Branch economic
analysis; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 2016 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-
Associated Recreation; expenditure figures are in (2022$), adjusted for inflation with Implicit Price
Deflator for Personal Consumption Expenditures, Bureau of Economic Analysis.

Historical correlations between catch limits and fishery participation levels suggest that Option 1
could enable a historically typical (5-year average) number of angler days for the 2024 Chinook
Salmon season on the American, Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers. Option 2 may
result in declines in angler days of 17,419 below a typical year. Option 3 may result in larger
declines, or an estimated 34,838 fewer angler days. Option 4 may result in an estimated 50
percent reduction or 87,096 fewer angler days throughout the Central Valley fishery.

A share (approximately 50% for Option 4) of anglers are assumed to continue to pursue other in-
river sport fish aside from Chinook Salmon, such as steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), Striped
Bass (Morone saxatilis), Largemouth Bass (Micropterus salmoides), White Sturgeon (Acipenser
transmontanus) and catfish (Ictalurus spp.), that may mitigate any adverse impacts from any
reductions in salmon fishing. In sum, the options presented to the Commission were conceived
with the goal of enabling levels of recreational SRFC fishing in the range of historical averages,
and thus should not be a source of significant adverse economic impacts.

(a) Effects of the Regulation on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the State



The Commission does not anticipate that any of the proposed options would induce substantial
impacts on the creation or elimination of jobs. For Option 1, no change in job creation or
elimination is anticipated. Option 2, Option 3, and Option 4 have the potential to result in fewer
angler visits, and absent substitution toward other sportfish and/or activities in the affected
areas, the reduction in angler spending could reduce the support for 0-108 jobs statewide.

(b) Effects of the Regulation on the Creation of New Businesses or the Elimination of Existing

Businesses Within the State

The Commission does not anticipate that any of the proposed options would induce substantial
impacts on the creation of new business or the elimination of existing businesses, because the
proposed economic impacts of the regulations are unlikely to be substantial enough to
stimulate the creation of new businesses or cause the elimination of existing businesses.

(c) Effects of the Regulation on the Expansion of Businesses Currently Doing Business Within the

State

The Commission does not anticipate that any of the proposed options would induce substantial
impacts on the expansion of businesses currently doing business within the state. The
proposed regulations are not anticipated to increase demand for services or products from the
existing businesses that serve inland sport fishermen. The number of fishing trips and angler
economic contributions are expected to remain within the range of historical averages.

(d) Benefits of the Regulation to the Health and Welfare of California Residents

The Commission anticipates benefits to the health and welfare of California residents. Chinook
Salmon is a nutritious food source and providing inland sport fishery opportunities encourages
consumption of this nutritious food. Sport fishing also contributes to increased mental health of
its practitioners, as fishing is a hobby and form of relaxation for many. Sport fishing also
provides opportunities for multi-generational family activities and promotes respect for
California’s environment by younger generations, the future stewards of California’s natural
resources.

(e) Benefits of the Regulation to Worker Safety

(f)

The Commission does not anticipate any benefits to worker safety from the proposed
regulations because inland sport fishing does not impact working conditions.

Benefits of the Regulation to the State’s Environment

Under all options the Commission anticipates benefits to the environment in the sustainable
management of SRFC. It is the policy of this state to encourage the conservation,
maintenance, and utilization of the living resources of the ocean and other waters under the
jurisdiction and influence of the state for the benefit of all the citizens of the state and to
promote the development of local fisheries and distant water fisheries based in California in
harmony with international law, respecting fishing and the conservation of the living resources
of the ocean and other waters under the jurisdiction and influence of the state. The objectives
of this policy include, but are not limited to, the maintenance of sufficient populations of all
species of aquatic organisms to ensure their continued existence, and the maintenance of a
sufficient resource to support a reasonable sport use.



In accordance with this policy, adoption of science-based inland Chinook Salmon bag and
possession limits provides for the maintenance of sufficient populations of salmon to ensure
their continued existence and thus continued economic stimulus.

(g) Other Benefits of the Regulation

Other benefits of the regulation include consistency with federal fishery management goals.



Informative Digest/Policy Statement Overview

Unless otherwise specified, all section references in this document are to Title 14 of the California
Code of Regulations.

Current regulations in subsections (b)(4), (b)(43), (b)(66), and (b)(80) of Section 7.40 prescribe the
2023 seasons and daily bag and possession limits for Sacramento River fall-run Chinook Salmon
(Oncorhynchus tshawytscha; SRFC) sport fishing in the American, Feather, Mokelumne, and
Sacramento rivers, respectively. Collectively, these four rivers constitute the “Central Valley fishery”
for SRFC for purposes of this document. In considering the current 2023 regulations the Fish and
Game Commission (Commission) accepted the Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (Department)
recommendation for the most conservative option that prohibited fishing for Chinook Salmon in the
Central Valley.

Each year, the Department recommends new Chinook Salmon bag and possession limits for
consideration by the Commission to align the fishing limits with up-to-date management goals, as set
forth below.

The Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC) is responsible for adopting recommendations for
the management of recreational and commercial ocean salmon fisheries in the Exclusive Economic
Zone (three to 200 miles offshore) off the coasts of Washington, Oregon, and California. When
approved by the Secretary of Commerce, these recommendations are implemented as ocean salmon
fishing regulations by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).

The PFMC will develop the annual Pacific coast ocean salmon fisheries regulatory options for public
review at its March 2024 meeting and will adopt its final regulatory recommendations at its April 2024
meeting based on the PFMC salmon abundance estimates and recommendations for ocean harvest
for the coming season. Based on the April 2024 recommendation by PFMC, the Department will
recommend specific bag and possession limit regulations to the Commission at its April 18, 2024,
meeting. The Commission will then consider adoption of the Central Valley sport fishing regulations at
its May 15, 2024, meeting.

Proposed Regulations
Chinook Salmon Bag and Possession Limits

The Department recognizes the uncertainty of SRFC in-river harvest projections. Therefore, for the
2024 Central Valley fishery, the Department is presenting four regulatory options for the
Commission’s consideration to tailor 2024 Central Valley fishery management to target 2024 in-river
fisheries harvest projections. The Commission may adopt these options for each river section
independently, or in combination to meet PFMC SRFC management objectives.

e American River, subsections 7.40(b)(4)(B), (C) and (D).

e Feather River, subsection 7.40(b)(43)(D) and (E).

¢ Mokelumne River, subsection 7.40(b)(66)(A), (B) and (D).

e Sacramento River below Keswick Dam, subsection 7.40(b)(80)(C), (D) and (E).

The following options are provided for Commission consideration:

Option 1 — Any Size Chinook Salmon Fishery



This option is the Department’s preferred option if the 2024 SRFC stock abundance forecast is
sufficiently high to avoid the need to constrain in-river SRFC harvest.

Bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon.
Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon.
Option 2 — Limited Adult and Grilse Salmon Fishery

Bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0-4] fish over 27 inches total length may be
retained.

Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0—12] fish may be over 27 inches
total length.

Option 3 — Grilse Salmon Fishery Only

Bag limit of [0-4] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.
Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon less than or equal to 27 inches total length.
Option 4— No Salmon Fishing in all Central Valley Rivers, Streams, and Tributaries
No take or possession of Chinook Salmon.

Benefits of the Proposed Regulations

The Commission anticipates benefits to the environment in the sustainable management of Central
Valley Chinook Salmon resources. Other benefits of the proposed regulations are consistency with
federal fishery management goals, and health and welfare of California residents.

Consistency and Compatibility with Existing Regulations

Article 1V, Section 20 of the State Constitution specifies that the Legislature may delegate to the
Commission such powers relating to the protection and propagation of fish and game as the
Legislature sees fit. The Legislature has delegated to the Commission the power to regulate sport
fishing in waters of the state (Fish and Game Code sections 200, 205, 315 and 316.5). The
Commission has reviewed its own regulations and finds that the proposed regulations are neither
inconsistent nor incompatible with existing state regulations. The Commission has searched the
California Code of Regulations and finds no other state agency regulations pertaining to Chinook
Salmon sport fishing seasons, bag, and possession limits for Central Valley sport fishing.
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Submittal of Addenda to the 2022 Negative Declarations Regarding Central
Valley and Klamath River Basin Sport Fishing Regulations, Title 14, Section 7.40,
California Code of Regulations (CCR)

In compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act, the Department of Fish
and Wildlife (Department) has prepared the enclosed addenda pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code Section 21000
et seq., to inform consideration by the California Fish and Game Commission
(Commission) of proposed amendments to existing regulations governing Klamath
River Basin (KRB) sport fishing. The Commission proposes to amend the sport fishing
regulations for the “Central Valley fishery” for Sacramento River fall-run Chinook
Salmon (SRFC), encompassing the following rivers and their respective subsections of
Section 7.40, Title 14, CCR: American (b)(4), Feather (b)(43), Mokelumne (b)(66), and
Sacramento (b)(80). The Commission also proposes to amend the KRB sport fishing
regulations as set forth in Title 14, Section 7.40(b)(50) for Klamath River fall-run
Chinook Salmon (KRFC).

In 2022, the Commission certified a Final Negative Declaration (ND) Regarding Central
Valley Sport Fishing Regulations (2022 Central Valley Sport Fishing Regulations
ND)(SCH No. 2018112036) as the lead agency under CEQA as part of the
Commission’s review and adoption of the Central Valley sport fishing regulations which
focused on the potential for significant environmental impacts from a potential increase
or decrease of SRFC daily bag and possession limits for the American, Feather,
Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers. The 2022 Central Valley Sport Fishing
Regulations ND found no significant impacts for the range of daily bag and possession
limits for SRFC sport fishing under regulatory Options 1, 2, and 3. The 2024 proposed
daily bag and possession limits fall within the previously analyzed range of bag and
possession limits and regulatory options. Therefore, there are no new significant or
substantially more severe impacts from amending the SRFC sport fishing regulations
to either decrease or increase the daily bag and possession limits on the American,
Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers.

In 2022, the Commission certified a Final ND Regarding Klamath River Basin Sport
Fishing Regulations (2022 Klamath River Basin Sport Fishing Regulations ND)(SCH
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No. 2022040251) as the lead agency under CEQA as part of the Commission’s review
and adoption of KRB sport fishing regulations which focused on the potential for
significant environmental impacts from a potential increase or decrease of KRFC daily
bag and possession limits for the Klamath and Trinity rivers. The 2022 Klamath River
Basin Sport Fishing Regulations ND found no significant impacts for the KRB quota
range and range of daily bag and possession limits for KRFC sport fishing. The 2024
proposed KRB quota, and daily bag and possession limit ranges fall within the
previously analyzed ranges for the KRB quota and proposed bag and possession limits
for KRFC stocks. Therefore, there are no new significant or substantially more severe
impacts from amending the KRB sport fishing regulations to either decrease or
increase the KRFC daily bag and possession limits on the Klamath and Trinity rivers.

If you have any questions regarding the enclosed documents, please contact Karen
Mitchell, Senior Environmental Scientist, at (916) 205-0250.
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REGARDING CENTRAL VALLEY

SPORT FISHING REGULATIONS
prepared by the
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE
on behalf of

CALIFORNIA FISH AND GAME COMMISSION
as
LEAD AGENCY UNDER THE
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
for the
REGULARY NOTICED RULEMAKING ACTION TO AMEND
SECTION 7.40 TITLE 14,
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INTRODUCTION

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has prepared this addendum
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code
Section 21000 et seq., to inform consideration by the California Fish and Game
Commission (Commission) of proposed amendments to existing regulations governing
Central Valley sport fishing. Annually, CDFW recommends Central Valley sport fishing
regulations to the Commission. The Commission then makes the final determination on
what amendments to the regulations should be implemented and is the lead agency for
the purposes of CEQA. Under Fish and Game Code (F&G Code) Section 200, the
Commission has the authority to regulate the taking or possession of fish for the
purpose of sport fishing.

Current regulations in subsections (b)(4), (b)(43), (b)(66), and (b)(80) of Section 7.40
prescribe the 2023 season dates and daily bag and possession limits for Sacramento
River fall-run Chinook Salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha; SRFC) sport fishing in the
American, Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers, respectively. Collectively,
these four rivers constitute the “Central Valley fishery” for SRFC for purposes of this
document (Figure 1). Each year, CDFW recommends new SRFC daily bag and
possession limits for consideration by the Commission to align with up-to-date
management goals, as set forth below.

The Commission established daily bag and possession limits for SRFC on the
American, Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers in 2022 with the certification of
a Final Negative Declaration under CEQA (2022 Central Valley Sport Fishing
Regulations Negative Declaration (ND))(SCH No. 2022040250). The 2022 Central
Valley Sport Fishing Regulations ND provides relevant and important informational
value as the Commission, as the CEQA lead agency, considers proposed amendments
to the existing regulations for the 2024 SRFC sport fishing season in California. This
addendum documents the Commission’s consideration of related environmental effects.
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Figure 1. Map of the 2024 “Central Valley fishery” for Sacramento River fall-run Chinook Salmon,
encompassing the following rivers and their respective subsections of Section 7.40: American
(b)(4), Feather (b)(43), Mokelumne (b)(66), and Sacramento (b)(80).

EARLIER PROJECT APPROVAL

CEQA review of the proposed project was conducted in accordance with the
Commission’s certified regulatory program approved by the Secretary for the California
Natural Resources Agency pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.5 (See
generally CCR, Title 14, Sections 781.5 and 15251(b)). CEQA requires all public
agencies in the state to evaluate the environmental impacts of discretionary projects
they propose to carry out or approve, including promulgating regulations, which may
have a potential to significantly affect the environment.

In 2022, the Commission certified a Final ND Regarding Central Valley Sport Fishing
Regulations (2022 Central Valley Sport Fishing Regulations ND)(SCH No. 2022040250)
as the lead agency under CEQA as part of the Commission’s review and adoption of the
Central Valley sport fishing regulations which focused on the potential for significant
environmental impacts from a potential decrease or increase of SRFC daily bag and
possession limits for the American, Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers. The



Commission considered the proposed project potential increase of daily bag and
possession limits under three regulatory options (i.e., Options 1, 2, and 3 described
below). The Commission, as the CEQA lead agency, certified the 2022 ND and
determined adoption of the regulations as proposed under Options 1, 2, and 3 or a
combination thereof would not result in any new significant or substantially more severe
environmental effects. The Commission adopted Option 1 (take and possession of any
size Chinook Salmon up to the daily bag and possision limits), with a daily bag limit of
two SRFC and a possession limit of four SRFC. This resulted in maintaining the same
daily bag and possession limits as the 2021 SRFC sport fishing season.

PROPOSED 2024 CHINOOK SALMON BAG AND POSSESSION LIMITS

The Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC) is responsible for adopting
recommendations for the management of recreational and commercial ocean salmon
fisheries in the Exclusive Economic Zone (three to 200 miles offshore) off the coasts of
Washington, Oregon, and California. When approved by the Secretary of Commerce,
these recommendations are implemented as ocean salmon fishing regulations by the
National Marine Fisheries Service.

The PFMC developed the annual Pacific coast ocean salmon fisheries regulatory
options for public review at its March 2024 meeting and will adopt its final regulatory
recommendations at its April 2024 meeting based on the PFMC salmon abundance
estimates and recommendations for ocean harvest for the coming season. Based on
the April 2024 recommendation by PFMC, CDFW will recommend specific bag and
possession limit regulations for the Central Valley fishery to the Commission at its April
18, 2024 meeting. The Commission will then consider adoption of the Central Valley
sport fishing regulations at its May 15, 2024, meeting.

CDFW is presenting four regulatory options for the Commission’s consideration to tailor
2024 Central Valley fishery management to target 2024 in-river fisheries harvest
projections. The Commission may adopt these options for each river section
independently, or in combination to meet SRFC management objectives and determine
the recreational salmon fishing opportunities in the Central Valley. Because the PFMC
recommendations are not known at this time, a range shown in [brackets] in the text
below of bag and possession limits is indicated where it is desirable to continue Chinook
Salmon fishing in the American, Feather, Mokelumne, and Sarcamento rivers.

1. Option 1 is the most liberal of the options, and allows take of up to [0-4] Chinook
Salmon of any size per day and have [0-12] Chinook Salmon in possession.

2. Option 2 allows for take of up to [0-4] Chinook Salmon per day, with no more than
[0-4] of those salmon over 27 inches total length, and have [0-12] Chinook Salmon in



possession, of which no more than [0-12] salmon may be over 27 inches total
length.

3. Option 3 is a more conservative option, and allows anglers to take up to [0-4]
Chinook Salmon with a maximum size of 27 inches total length and have [0-12]
Chinook Salmon in possession, with a maximum size of 27 inches total length.

4. Option 4 is the most conservative option, and prohibits the take and possession of
Chinook Salmon in all anadromous areas of and tributaries to the American,
Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers.

The 2022 Central Valley Sport Fishing Regulations ND found no significant impacts for
the range of daily bag and possession limits for SRFC sport fishing under regulatory
Options 1, 2, and 3. The 2024 proposed daily bag and possession limits fall within the
previously analyzed range of bag and possession limits and regulatory options.
Therefore, there are no new significant or substantially more severe impacts from
amending the SRFC sport fishing regulations to either reduce or increase the daily bag
and possession limits on the American, Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers.

NO SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT IS REQUIRED

In general, CEQA applies whenever a public agency proposes to carry out or approve a
discretionary project. (Public Resources Code Section 21080(a)). CEQA provides that,
where a public agency proposes to modify a previously approved project for which a
Final Environmental Document was prepared and certified:

“An addendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if only minor
technical changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in
Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative
declaration have occurred.” (CCR, Title 14, Section 15164(b))

e A Subsequent Environment Document (Section 15162) when there is substantial
evidence that:

o Substantial changes are proposed in the project, which will require major
revisions to the previous environmental impact report (EIR) or environmental
document (ED).

o Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the
project is being undertaken, which will require major revisions to the previous
EIR or environmental documentation.

o New information, which was not known and could not have been known at the
time the previous EIR or ED was certified as complete, becomes available.

e A Supplement to an Environment Document (Section 15163) when:

o A subsequent ED is not required.

o Only minor changes to the project are described.



o Only that information to make the ED adequate is provided.

e An Addendum to the Certified ED (Section 15164) is proper when:

o The changes or additions presented in this project are necessary but none of
the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent ED have occurred.

o The Commission may properly prepare and may rely on an addendum in
accordance with Section 15164 to fulfill its obligations under CEQA.

NO ADDITIONAL IMPACTS UNDER CEQA

The Commission has determined that amending the current SRFC sport fishing
regulations based on PFMC salmon abundance estimates will not result in any new or
significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts than previously analyzed
and disclosed in the 2022 Central Valley Sport Fishing Regulations ND for this project.

This project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of rare or endangered plant or
animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory. There are no impacts to the habitat of fish and wildlife species.

This approval action adjusts the previous year daily bag and possession limits based on
more current salmon abundance estimates. No other aspect of the project is changed.
No new significant or substantially more severe impacts under CEQA will occur due to
this change.

AMENDMENT OF THE CENTRAL VALLEY SPORT FISHING
REGULATIONS

In conclusion, the Commission finds that amending the SRFC sport fishing regulations
in CCR, Title 14, Section 7.40, will not result in any new significant or substantially more
severe environmental effects than previously analyzed and disclosed in the 2022
Central Valley Sport Fishing Regulations ND. The Commission also finds that
subsequent or supplemental review beyond this Addendum is not warranted pursuant to
the CCR, Title 14, Section 15164, in connection with this proposed action.

Melissa Miller-Henson, Executive Director Date

California Fish and Game Commission



State of California
Fish and Game Commission
Initial Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action

Amend Subsection (b)(50) of Section 7.40
Title 14, California Code of Regulations
Re: Klamath River Basin Sport Fishing 2024

|. Date of Initial Statement of Reasons: January 15, 2024
Il. Dates and Locations of Scheduled Hearings

(a) Notice Hearing

Date: February 15, 2024 Location: Sacramento

(b) Discussion Hearing

Date: April 18, 2024 Location: San Jose
(c) Adoption Hearing
Date: May 15, 2024 Location: Teleconference
lll. Description of Regulatory Action

(a) Statement of Specific Purpose of Regulatory Change and Factual Basis for Determining that
Regulation Change is Reasonably Necessary

Unless otherwise specified, all section references in this document are to Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations.

The Klamath River Basin, which consists of the Klamath River and Trinity River systems, is
managed for fall-run Chinook Salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) through a cooperative
system of state, federal, and tribal management agencies. Salmonid regulations are designed
to meet natural and hatchery escapement needs for salmonid stocks, while providing equitable
harvest opportunities for ocean sport, ocean commercial, river sport, and tribal fisheries.

The Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC) is responsible for adopting
recommendations for the management of sport and commercial ocean salmon fisheries in the
Exclusive Economic Zone (three to 200 miles offshore) off the coasts of Washington, Oregon,
and California. When approved by the Secretary of Commerce, these recommendations are
implemented as ocean salmon fishing regulations by the National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS).

The California Fish and Game Commission (Commission) adopts regulations for the ocean
salmon sport (inside three miles) and the Klamath River Basin (in-river) sport fisheries which
are consistent with federal fishery management goals.

Tribal entities within the Klamath River Basin maintain fishing rights for ceremonial,
subsistence, and commercial fisheries that are managed consistent with federal fishery
management goals. Tribal fishing regulations are promulgated by individual tribal



governments.

Klamath River Fall-Run Chinook Salmon

Adult Klamath River fall-run Chinook Salmon (KRFC) harvest allocations and natural-area
spawning escapement goals are established by PFMC. The KRFC harvest allocation between
tribal and non-tribal fisheries is based on court decisions and allocation agreements between
the various fishery representatives.

PFMC Overfishing Review

KRFC stocks have been designated as “overfished” by PFMC. This designation is the result of
not meeting conservation objectives for these stocks. Management objectives and criteria for
KRFC are defined in the PFMC Salmon Fishery Management Plan (FMP). The threshold for
overfished status of KRFC is a three-year geometric mean less than or equal to 30,525 natural
area adult spawners. This overfished-threshold was met for KRFC during the 2015-2017
period. The 30,525 KRFC natural area adult spawners is considered the minimum stock size
threshold, per the FMP. The KRFC adult natural area spawning escapement for 2022 was
22,051 natural area adult spawners, which is below the one-year conservation threshold of
40,700 natural area adult spawners. The most recent three-year geometric mean of 25,857 is
still less than the required 40,700 natural area adult spawners conservation threshold,
therefore the KRFC are still considered as an “overfished” stock.

Accordingly, the FMP outlines a process for preparing a “rebuilding plan” that includes
assessment of the factors that led to the decline of the stock, including fishing, environmental
factors, model errors, etc. The rebuilding plan includes recommendations to address
conservation of KRFC, with the goal of achieving rebuilt status. Rebuilt status requires meeting
a three-year geometric mean of 40,700 adult natural area KRFC spawner escapement. The
plan developed by representatives of National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), PFMC, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, the Department, and tribal entities, was submitted to PFMC in
February 2019, adopted by PFMC in June 2019, and submitted to NMFS in August 2019.
Forthcoming recommendations from the rebuilding plan may alter how KRFC are managed in
the future, including changing the in-river allocation number, and/or allocating less than the
normal target number.

Klamath River Spring-Run Chinook Salmon

The Klamath River Basin also supports Klamath River spring-run Chinook Salmon (KRSC).
Naturally produced KRSC are both temporally and spatially separated from KRFC in most
cases. Presently, KRSC stocks are not managed or allocated by PFMC. This in-river sport
fishery is managed by general basin seasons, daily bag limit, and possession limit regulations.
KRSC harvest is monitored on the Klamath River below the Highway 96 bridge at Weitchpec to
the mouth of the Klamath River by creel survey. The upper Trinity River, upstream of Junction
City, is monitored using tag returns from anglers. When needed, KRSC regulations are
amended in a separate rulemaking.

KRFC Allocation Management

The PFMC allocation for the Klamath River Basin sport harvest is normally a minimum of 15
percent of the non-tribal PFMC harvest allocation of KRFC. Preseason stock projections of
2024 adult KRFC abundance will not be available from PFMC until March 2024. The 2024
basin allocation will be recommended by PFMC in April 2024. That allocation will inform the



guota that the Department proposes to the Commission for adoption as a quota for the in-river
sport harvest at the Commission’s May 2024 teleconference meeting.

The Commission may adopt a KRFC in-river sport harvest quota that is different than the quota
proposed by the Department or the PFMC 2024 allocation for that fishery. Commission
modifications need to meet biological and fishery allocation goals specified in law or
established in the FMP.

The annual KRFC in-river sport harvest quota is specified in subsection 7.40(b)(50)(D)1. The
guota is split among four geographic areas with a subquota for each area, expressed as a
percentage of the total in-river quota, specified in subsection 7.40(b)(50)(D)2. For angler
convenience, the subquotas, expressed as the number of fish, are listed for the affected river
segments in subsection 7.40(b)(50)(E).

The in-river sport subquota percentages are shown in Figure 1, and are as follows:

1. Main stem Klamath River from 3,500 feet downstream of Iron Gate Dam to the Highway 96
bridge at Weitchpec -- 17 percent of the in-river sport quota;

2. Main stem Klamath River downstream of the Highway 96 bridge at Weitchpec to the mouth
of the Pacific Ocean -- 50 percent of the in-river sport quota;

The spit area (within 100 yards of the channel through the sand spit formed at the Klamath
River mouth) closes to all fishing after 15 percent of the total Klamath River Basin quota has
been taken downstream of the Highway 101 bridge.

3. Main stem Trinity River downstream of the Old Lewiston Bridge to the Highway 299 West
bridge at Cedar Flat -- 16.5 percent of the in-river sport quota; and

4. Main stem Trinity River downstream of the Denny Road bridge at Hawkins Bar to the
confluence with the Klamath River -- 16.5 percent of the in-river sport fishery quota.
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Figure 1. Map of the Klamath River Basin, showing the subquotas by reach of Trinity and Klamath rivers, and the
associated subsections of 7.40(b)(50)(E).

These geographic areas are based upon the historical distribution of angler effort to ensure
equitable harvest of adult KRFC in the Klamath River and Trinity River. The subquota system
requires the Department to monitor or assess angler harvest of adult KRFC in each geographic
area. All areas are monitored on a real time basis, except for the Klamath River upstream of
Weitchpec and in the Trinity River. Due to funding and personnel reductions, the Department
does not currently conduct real time harvest monitoring in the Klamath River upstream of the
Weitchpec and in the Trinity River.

The Department has developed Harvest Predictor Models (HPM), which incorporate historic
creel survey data from the Klamath River downstream of Iron Gate Dam to the confluence with
the Pacific Ocean, and the Trinity River downstream of Lewiston Dam to the confluence with
the Klamath River. Each HPM is driven by the positive relationship between KRFC harvested
in the respective lower and upper subquota areas of the Klamath River and the Trinity River.
The HPMs will be used by the Department to implement fishing closures to ensure that anglers
do not exceed established subquota targets. Using this method, the upper Klamath River
subquota area generally closes between 28-30 days after the lower Klamath River subquota is
reached. Similarly, the upper Trinity River subquota area generally closes 45 days after the
lower Klamath River subquota has been met. The Department also takes into consideration
several other factors when implementing closure dates for subquota areas, including angler
effort, KRFC run timing, weir counts, and ongoing recreational creel surveys performed by the
Hoopa Valley Tribe in the lower Trinity River below Willow Creek.

Sport Fishery Management
The KRFC in-river sport harvest quota is divided into geographic areas, and harvest is



monitored under real time subquota management. The KRSC in-river sport harvest is
managed by general season, daily bag limit, and possession limit regulations.

The Department presently differentiates the two stocks by the following sport fish season in
each sub-area:

Klamath River
July 1 through August 14 — General Season KRSC.

For purposes of clarity, daily bag and possession limits apply to that section of the Klamath
River downstream of the Highway 96 bridge at Weitchpec to the mouth.

August 15 to December 31 — KRFC quota management.

Trinity River
July 1 through August 31 — General Season KRSC.

For purposes of clarity, daily bag and possession limits apply to that section of the Trinity River
downstream of the Old Lewiston Bridge to the confluence with the South Fork Trinity River.

September 1 through December 31 — KRFC quota management.

The daily bag and possession limits apply to both stocks within the same sub-area and time
period. Current regulations in subsections 7.40(b)(50)(E)2.a. and b. specify bag limits for
KRFC stocks in the Klamath River. Current regulations in subsections 7.40(b)(50)(E)6.b., €.,
and f. specify bag limits for KRFC stocks in the Trinity River. Current regulations in subsection
7.40(b)(50)(C)2.b. specify KRFC possession limits.

Proposed Changes

Option 1: KRFC Adult Stocks (Sport Fishery Quota Management)

As in prior years, the Department is proposing a range for the quota and bag and possession
limits for KRFC.

Quota: For public notice requirements, the Department recommends the Commission consider
a quota range of 0—67,600 adult KRFC in the Klamath River Basin for the in-river sport fishery.
This recommended range encompasses the historical range of the Klamath River Basin
allocations and allows PFMC and Commission to make adjustments during the 2024
regulatory cycle.

Subquotas: The proposed subquotas for KRFC stocks are as follows:

1. Main stem Klamath River from 3,500 feet downstream of the Iron Gate Dam to the Highway
96 bridge at Weitchpec -- 17 percent of the total quota equates to [0-11,492];

2. Main stem Klamath River downstream of the Highway 96 bridge at Weitchpec to the mouth
of the Pacific Ocean -- 50 percent of the total quota equates to [0-33,800];

3. Main stem Trinity River downstream of the Old Lewiston Bridge to the Highway 299 West
bridge at Cedar Flat -- 16.5 percent of the total quota equates to [0-11,154]; and

4. Main stem Trinity River downstream of the Denny Road bridge at Hawkins Bar to the
confluence with the Klamath River -- 16.5 percent of the total quota equates to [0-11,154].



Seasons: No changes are proposed for the Klamath River and Trinity River KRFC seasons:

e Klamath River - August 15 to December 31
e Trinity River - September 1 to December 31

Option 1 Bag and Possession Limits

Because the PFMC recommendations are not known at this time, ranges are shown in
[brackets] below of bag and possession limits which encompass historical quotas. All are
proposed for the 2024 KRFC fishery in the Klamath and Trinity rivers.

e Bag Limit - [0-4] Chinook Salmon — of which no more than [0-4] fish over [20-24] inches
total length may be retained until the subquota is met, then 0 fish over [20-24] inches
total length.

e Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0—4] fish over [20-24]
inches total length may be retained when the take of salmon over [20-24] inches total
length is allowed.

The final KRFC bag and possession limits will align with the final federal regulations to meet
biological and fishery allocation goals specified in law or established in the FMP.

As in previous years, no retention of adult KRFC is proposed once the subquota has been met.

Size Limits

KRFC are managed based on adult quotas which is the maximum number of adult fish (age
three and older) that can be harvested. Last year, the Department moved away from the fixed
standing cutoff size between grilse and adult Chinook Salmon of 23 inches total length to using
a range between 20 to 24 inches total length as an annual option for cutoff size. This allows for
annual variation in size cutoffs, as informed by previous year(s) data to manage the harvest of
the adult KRFC quota more effectively. The Department is currently conducting a post season
assessment of KRFC length and age data which will be used to help determine the proposed
2024 size cutoff. The 2024 proposed adult cutoff will be presented at the April Commission
meeting.

Option 2: KRFC Fishery Closure

This option would close salmon fishing in the Klamath River Basin as specified by river
reach(es) in subsection 7.40(b)(50) to provide protection to KRFC should a reduction in the
stock be indicated by PFMC abundance projections. In any year, should the PFMC
recommend a complete or near complete closure of ocean recreational salmon fishery and/or
an allocation of 0 (zero) adult KRFC to the in-river fishery, this option would give the
Department flexibility to respond to and support any federal action. This option prohibits all
methods of targeting KRFC including catch and release fishing.

KRSC Sport Fishery
No regulatory changes are proposed in this rulemaking for the general KRSC opening and
closing season dates, and bag, possession, and size limits.

Klamath River Dam Removal ISOR

At this time, the Commission is considering several proposed changes to the existing sport
fishing regulations on the main stem Klamath River as part of the Klamath River Dam Removal
project and contained in the Klamath River Dam Removal Sport Fishing Updates ISOR (OAL



https://fgc.ca.gov/Regulations/2023-New-and-Proposed#7_40_b20

Z2023-1106-05). Some of the proposed changes currently under consideration would affect
Title 14 regulations contained in this ISOR specifically subsections (b)(50)(E)1. and
(b)(50)(E)2. of Section 7.40. concerning the main stem Klamath River. The proposed changes
to sport fishing regulations in anticipation of dam removals are anticipated to be approved by
the Commission in February 2024 and in effect by mid-April, 2024. These new regulations for
sport fishing for dam removal along the Klamath River would become the regulatory baseline
for the proposed changes contained within this ISOR, and are planned to be updated as such
for the Final Statement of Reasons.

(b) Goals and Benefits of the Regulation

It is the policy of this state to encourage the conservation, maintenance, and utilization of the
living resources of the ocean and other waters under the jurisdiction and influence of the state
for the benefit of all the citizens of the state and to promote the development of local fisheries
and distant water fisheries based in California in harmony with international law, respecting
fishing and the conservation of the living resources of the ocean and other waters under the
jurisdiction and influence of the state. The objectives of this policy include, but are not limited
to, the maintenance of sufficient populations of all species of aquatic organisms to ensure their
continued existence, and the maintenance of a sufficient resource to support a reasonable
sport use. Adoption of scientifically-based Klamath River Basin salmon seasons, size limits,
and bag and possession limits provide for the maintenance of sufficient populations of salmon
to ensure their continued existence.

The benefits of the proposed regulations are conformance with federal fishery management
goals, sustainable management of Klamath River Basic fish resources, health and welfare of
California residents, and promotion of businesses that rely on salmon sport fishing in the
Klamath River Basin.

(c) Authority and Reference Sections from Fish and Game Code for Regulation

Authority: Sections 200, 205, 265, 270, 315, 316.5, 399, and 2084, Fish and Game Code
Reference: Sections 200, 205, 265, 270, 316.5, and 2084, Fish and Game Code
(d) Specific Technology or Equipment Required by Regulatory Change

None.
(e) Identification of Reports or Documents Supporting Regulation Change

In-River Sport Fishing Economics Technical Report, National Oceanographic and Atmospheric
Administration, National Marine Fisheries Service, September 2011. Available from:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?Document|D=164441&inline

() Public Discussions of Proposed Regulations Prior to Notice Publication

The Department discussed the proposed amendments to the annual Klamath River Basin
regulations at the Commission’s Wildlife Resources Committee meeting on September 19,
2023

IV. Description of Reasonable Alternatives to Regulatory Action


https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=164441&inline

VI.

(a) Alternatives to Regulation Change

No alternatives were identified by or brought to the attention of Commission staff concerning
amendments for clarity that would have the same desired regulatory effect.

(b) No Change Alternative

The No Change Alternative for including amendments for clarity would leave the existing 2023
regulations in place. This may mean that anglers not fully understand the size limit cutoff that
distinguishes a grilse salmon from an adult salmon in the Klamath River Basin.

(c) Description of Reasonable Alternatives that Would Lessen Adverse Impact on Small Business

None identified.
Mitigation Measures Required by Regulatory Action

The proposed regulatory action will have no significant adverse effect on the environment, and
therefore, no mitigation measures are needed.

Impact of Regulatory Action

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result from the
proposed regulatory action has been assessed, and the following initial determinations relative to
the required statutory categories have been made:

(a) Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact Directly Affecting Businesses, Including the
Ability of California Businesses to Compete with Businesses in Other States

The proposed regulation will not have a significant statewide adverse economic impact directly
affecting business, including the ability of California businesses to compete with businesses in
other states. The proposed regulations are projected to range from minor to no impact on the
net revenues to local businesses servicing sport fishermen. If the 2024 KRFC quota is
reduced, visitor spending may correspondingly be reduced, and in the absence of alternative
visitor activities, the drop in spending could induce some business contraction. If the 2024
KRFC quota remains similar to the KRFC quotas allocated in previous years, then local
economic impacts are expected to be unchanged. Neither scenario is expected to directly
affect the ability of California businesses to compete with businesses in other states.

(b) Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the State, the Creation of New
Businesses or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or the Expansion of Businesses in
California; Benefits of the Regulation to the Health and Welfare of California Residents, Worker
Safety, and the State’s Environment

An estimated 30-50 businesses that serve sport fishing activities are expected to be directly
and/or indirectly affected depending on the final KRFC quota. The impacts range from no
impact (Projection 1 under the Economic Impact Assessment (EIA), below) to small adverse
impacts (Projection 3, EIA, below).

Depending on the final KRFC quota, the Commission anticipates the potential for some impact
on the creation or elimination of jobs in California. The potential adverse employment impacts
range from no impact to the loss of 13 jobs. Under all alternatives, due to the limited time



period of this regulation’s impact, the Commission anticipates no impact on the creation of new
businesses, the elimination of existing businesses, or the expansion of businesses in
California.

For all of the proposed scenarios, the possibility of growth of businesses to serve alternative
recreational activities exists. Adverse impacts to jobs and/or businesses would be less if
fishing of other species and grilse KRFC is permitted, than under a complete closure to all
fishing. The impacted businesses are generally small businesses employing few individuals
and, like all small businesses, are subject to failure for a variety of causes. Additionally, the
long-term intent of the proposed regulatory action is to increase sustainability in fishable
salmon stocks and, consequently, promote the long-term viability of these same small
businesses.

(c) Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person or Business

The Commission is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative private person or
business would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed action.

(d) Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to the State

None.

(e) Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies

None.

() Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School Districts

None.

(g) Costs Imposed on Any Local Agency or School District that is Required to be Reimbursed
Under Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Division 4, Government Code

None.

(h) Effect on Housing Costs

None.
VIl. Economic Impact Assessment

The proposed amendments under consideration will set the 2024 Klamath River Basin salmon
sport fishing regulations to conform to the PFMC KRFC allocation. The Klamath River Basin is
anticipated to be open for salmon sport fishing at levels similar to the levels in the 2022 sport
fishing season (no closure year); however, the possibility of marine fishery area closures still
exists. Ocean closures may in turn result in PFMC recommendations for Klamath River Basin
salmon sport fishery closures for the take of adult KRFC. Adverse or positive impacts to jobs and
businesses will depend on the 2024 KRFC allocation ultimately adopted by the PFMC, and the
specific regulations promulgated by the Commission, in conjunction with the Department.

The proposed quota of 0 to 67,600 adult KRFC in 2024 represents a range from 0 percent or no
salmon fishing on adult KRFC to greater than 100 percent of the 2022 Klamath River Basin



KRFC gquota. Under all scenarios, sport fishing may be allowed for other sport fish species and
most likely for grilse KRFC, regardless of PFMC allocation. Thus, any adverse impacts to
businesses could be less severe than under a complete closure of fishing.

The preservation of Klamath River salmon stocks is vital for the ongoing success of Klamath
River Basin businesses that provide goods and services related to sportfishing. Scientifically-
based KRFC allocations are necessary for the continued preservation of the resource, and
therefore the prevention of adverse economic impacts.

A 2011 NMFS report (In-River Sport Fishing Economics Technical Report), reports that non-
resident (outside the Eureka/Crescent City area) salmon or steelhead angler average
expenditures are estimated to be $125.51 (20223) per angler day (for lodging, food, gasoline,
fishing gear, boat fuel, and guide fees). The projections do not distinguish between spring and fall
runs, however, the report states that the in-river harvest is almost exclusively fall-run. The NMFS
report also excluded the Trinity River, the largest tributary to the Klamath. Since the Trinity River
is allocated 33 percent of the KRFC total quota, this share is used to expand salmon and
steelhead angler effort, and thus impacts on associated businesses that support anglers.

In a normal year, the total non-resident angler contribution to the entire Klamath River Basin
(including the Trinity River) is estimated to be about $1,268,757 (2022%) in direct expenditures,
resulting in about $2,258,387 (2022%) in total economic output that supports an estimated 26 jobs
throughout the state. This is a conservative estimate of total economic impact as it counts only
non-resident angler expenditures. The total impact of non-resident angler direct expenditures on
labor income, total economic output, and jobs are shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Klamath River Basin* Salmon and Steelhead Economic Impact 2022

Klamath Sportfishing | Salmon | Steelnead | Total Impact
Expenditures $1,265,329 $3,428 $1,268,757
Labor Income $708,036 $1,918 $709,954
Total Economic Impact $2,252,286 $6,101 $2,258,387
Total Jobs Impact 26 0.1 26

Sources: Department Northern Region Creel 2022 surveys, In-River Sport Fishing Economics
Technical Report, National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration, National Marine
Fisheries Service, September 2011. * Lower Klamath and Trinity Rivers.

Local resident average expenditures per angler day are estimated to be 60 percent less
(markedly reduced lodging, gasoline, and food expenditures), which yields an estimate of $50.25
per angler day. Local resident anglers comprise about 22 percent of Klamath River Basin
anglers. Any decreases to expenditures by resident anglers associated with reduced fishing
opportunities may be offset by increased expenditures on other locally purchased goods and
services — with no net change in local economic activity. Thus, the economic impact analysis
focuses on non-resident angler expenditures which represent new money whose injection serves
to stimulate the local economy.

Creel surveys in the Department’s Northern Region (Del Norte, Humboldt, Lassen, Mendocino,
Modoc, Shasta, Siskiyou, Tehama and Trinity counties) reveal that local resident
(Eureka/Crescent City) anglers comprise about 22 percent of Klamath River Basin anglers, with a
majority (78%) of anglers coming from outside the immediate locale.



Economic Impact Projections

To demonstrate the potential economic impacts that may result from a quota anywhere within the
range of 0-67,600 KRFC, three adult salmon catch projections are as follows: 100 percent of the

2022 adult KRFC catch limit; 50 percent of the 2022 adult KRFC catch limit; and O percent of the
2022 adult KRFC catch limit.

(a) Effects of the Regulation on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the State

Projection 1: 100 percent of the 2022 adult KRFC catch limit: The Commission does not
anticipate any adverse impacts on the creation or elimination of jobs, as the quotas would not
decrease effort nor curtail the number of visitors and thus probable visitor expenditures in the
fisheries areas.

Projection 2: 50 percent of the 2022 adult KRFC catch limit: The Commission anticipates some
impact on the creation or elimination of jobs, which may be partially offset by the potential for
continued sport fishing allowed for other sportfish and grilse KRFC. A 50 percent salmon catch
reduction will likely reduce visitor spending by slightly less than 50 percent, given price
elasticities of demand for salmon fishing activity of less than one. As the “price” of fishing per
unit catch increases, the demand for fishing trips declines by a lesser extent, particularly in the
short-run. While difficult to predict, job losses associated with a 50 percent reduction in the
adult KRFC catch limit are expected to be less than half of the 26 estimated total jobs
supported by salmon angler visits (i.e. fewer than 13 jobs).

Projection 3: 0 percent of the 2022 adult KRFC catch limit: In the event of fisheries closures for
adult KRFC in some or all Klamath River Basin areas, the Commission anticipates less than 50
percent reduction in fishery-related jobs. As mentioned above, sport fishing for other species
and grilse KRFC may still be allowed, thus mitigating potential job losses. A closure on the
take of all KRFC was instituted in 2017, and only steelhead could be legally harvested during
the fall season. The 2017 closure resulted in nearly a 50 percent drop in angler days.

However, job creation or elimination tends to lag in response to short-term changes in
consumer demand. Thus, the potential impacts of a closure on the take of adult KRFC are
estimated to result in the loss of less than 13 jobs due to adjustment lags, and the continued
sport fishing allowed for other species and potentially for grilse KRFC.

(b) Effects of the Regulation on the Creation of New Businesses or the Elimination of Existing
Businesses Within the State

Projection 1: 100 percent of the 2022 adult KRFC catch limit: The Commission does not
anticipate any impacts on the creation of new business or the elimination of existing
businesses, as the quotas would not decrease effort nor curtail the number of visitors and thus
probable visitor expenditures in the fisheries areas.

Projection 2: 50 percent of the 2022 adult KRFC catch limit: The Commission anticipates a
decline in visits to the fishery areas of less than 50 percent due to the continued sport fishing
allowed for other species and grilse KRFC. This may result in some decline in business
activity, but the Commission does not anticipate any impacts on the creation of new
businesses or the elimination of existing businesses directly related to fishing activities.



However, with less effort being expended on salmon fishing, the possibility of alternative
sportfishing activities and the growth of businesses to serve those activities exists.

Projection 3: 0 percent of the 2022 adult KRFC catch limit: In the event of salmon fisheries
closures for adult KRFC in some or all Klamath River Basin areas, the Commission anticipates
a decline in regional spending and thus reduced revenues to the approximately 30 to 50
businesses that directly and indirectly serve sport fishing activities with unknown impacts on
the creation of new business or the elimination of existing businesses. However, adverse
impacts may be mitigated by the continued opportunity to harvest other sportfish and the
potential for take of grilse KRFC. Additionally, the long-term intent of the proposed regulatory
action is to increase sustainability in fishable salmon stocks and, consequently, promote the
long-term viability of these same small businesses.

(c) Effects of the Regulation on the Expansion of Businesses Currently Doing Business Within
the State

Projection 1: 100 percent of the 2022 adult KRFC catch limit: The Commission does not
anticipate any impacts on the expansion of businesses in California as the quotas would not
increase effort nor increase the number of visitors and thus probable visitor expenditures in the
fisheries areas.

Projection 2: 50 percent of the 2022 adult KRFC catch limit: The Commission does not
anticipate any impacts on the expansion of businesses currently doing business within the
State. Decreases in expenditures by resident anglers associated with reduced fishing
opportunities may be offset by increased expenditures on other locally purchased goods and
services — with no net change in local economic activity. For non-resident anglers, however,
decreases in local expenditures associated with decreases in local fishing opportunities may
result in increases in other expenditures outside the Klamath River Basin area.

Projection 3: 0 percent of the 2022 adult KRFC catch limit: In the event of salmon fisheries
closures for adult KRFC in some or all Klamath River Basin areas, the Commission does not
anticipate any expansion of businesses in California. Decreases in expenditures by anglers
associated with reduced fishing opportunities may be partially offset by increased expenditures
on other locally purchased goods and services as anglers pursue other sportfish, potentially
including grilse KRFC, or the substitution of salmon fishing with other recreational activities.

(d) Benefits of the Regulation to the Health and Welfare of California Residents

Under all projections, the Commission anticipates benefits to the health and welfare of
California residents. Providing opportunities for a Klamath River Basin salmon sport fishery
and other sport fisheries encourages a healthy outdoor activity and the consumption of a
nutritious food. Sport fishing also contributes to increased mental health of its practitioners, as
fishing is a hobby and form of relaxation for many. Sport fishing also provides opportunities for
multi-generational family activities and promotes respect for California’s environment by the
future stewards of California’s natural resources.

(e) Benefits of the Regulation to Worker Safety

Under all projections, the Commission does not anticipate benefits to worker safety because
the proposed regulations will not impact working conditions.



(f) Benefits of the Regulation to the State’s Environment

Under all projections, the Commission anticipates benefits to the environment in the
sustainable management of Klamath River Basin salmonid resources. It is the policy of this
State to encourage the conservation, maintenance, and utilization of the living resources of the
ocean and other waters under the jurisdiction and influence of the State for the benefit of all
the citizens of the State and to promote the development of local fisheries and distant water
fisheries based in California in harmony with international law, respecting fishing and the
conservation of the living resources of the ocean and other waters under the jurisdiction and
influence of the State. The objectives of this policy include, but are not limited to, the
maintenance of sufficient populations of all species of aquatic organisms to ensure their
continued existence, and the maintenance of a sufficient resource to support a reasonable
sport use. Adoption of scientifically-based Klamath River Basin salmon seasons, size limits,
and bag and possession limits provides for the maintenance of sufficient populations of salmon
to ensure their continued existence.

(g) Other Benefits of the Regulation

Consistency with Federal Fishery Management Goals: California’s salmon sport fishing
regulations need to align with the new Federal regulations to achieve optimum yield in
California. The PFMC annually reviews the status of west coast salmon populations. As part of
that process, it recommends west coast adult salmon fisheries regulations aimed at meeting
biological and fishery allocation goals specified in law or established in the FMP. These
recommendations coordinate west coast management of sport and commercial ocean salmon
fisheries off the coasts of Washington, Oregon, and California, and California inland salmon
sport fisheries. These recommendations are subsequently implemented as ocean fishing
regulations by the NMFS, and as salmon sport regulations for State marine and inland waters
by the Commission.



Informative Digest/Policy Statement Overview

Unless otherwise specified, all section references in this document are to Title 14 of the California
Code of Regulations.

The Klamath River Basin, which consists of the Klamath River and Trinity River systems, is managed
for fall-run Chinook Salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) through a cooperative system of state,
federal, and tribal management agencies. Salmonid regulations are designed to meet natural and
hatchery escapement needs for salmonid stocks, while providing equitable harvest opportunities for
ocean sport, ocean commercial, river sport, and tribal fisheries.

The Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC) is responsible for adopting recommendations for
the management of sport and commercial ocean salmon fisheries in the Exclusive Economic Zone
(three to 200 miles offshore) off the coasts of Washington, Oregon, and California. When approved by
the Secretary of Commerce, these recommendations are implemented as ocean salmon fishing
regulations by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).

The California Fish and Game Commission (Commission) adopts regulations for the ocean salmon
sport (inside three miles) and the Klamath River Basin (in-river) sport fisheries which are consistent
with federal fishery management goals.

Tribal entities within the Klamath River Basin maintain fishing rights for ceremonial, subsistence, and
commercial fisheries that are managed consistent with federal fishery management goals. Tribal
fishing regulations are promulgated by individual tribal governments.

Klamath River Fall-Run Chinook Salmon

Adult Klamath River fall-run Chinook Salmon (KRFC) harvest allocations and natural spawning
escapement goals are established by PFMC. The KRFC harvest allocation between tribal and non-
tribal fisheries is based on court decisions and allocation agreements between the various fishery
representatives.

PFMC Overfishing Review

KRFC stocks have been designated as “overfished” by PFMC. This designation is the result of not
meeting conservation objectives for these stocks. Management objectives and criteria for KRFC are
defined in the PFMC Salmon Fishery Management Plan (FMP). The threshold for overfished status of
KRFC is a three-year geometric mean less than or equal to 30,525 natural area adult spawners. This
overfished-threshold was met for KRFC during the 2015-2017 period. The 30,525 KRFC natural area
adult spawners is considered the minimum stock size threshold, per the FMP. The KRFC adult
natural area spawning escapement for 2022 was 22,051 natural area adult spawners, which is below
the one-year conservation threshold of 40,700 natural area adult spawners. The most recent three-
year geometric mean of 25,857 is still less than the required 40,700 natural area adult spawners
conservation threshold, therefore the KRFC are still considered as an “overfished” stock.

Accordingly, the FMP outlines a process for preparing a “rebuilding plan” that includes assessment of
the factors that led to the decline of the stock, including fishing, environmental factors, model errors,
etc. The rebuilding plan includes recommendations to address conservation of KRFC, with the goal of
achieving rebuilt status. Rebuilt status requires meeting a three-year geometric mean of 40,700 adult
natural area KRFC spawner escapement. The plan developed by representatives of National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS), PFMC, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Department, and tribal entities,
was submitted to PFMC in February 2019, adopted by PFMC in June 2019, and submitted to NMFS



in August 2019. Forthcoming recommendations from the rebuilding plan may alter how KRFC are
managed in the future, including changing the in-river allocation number, and/or allocating less than
the normal target number.

Klamath River Spring-Run Chinook Salmon

The Klamath River Basin also supports Klamath River spring-run Chinook Salmon (KRSC). Naturally
produced KRSC are both temporally and spatially separated from KRFC in most cases. Presently,
KRSC stocks are not managed or allocated by PFMC. This in-river sport fishery is managed by
general basin seasons, daily bag limit, and possession limit regulations. KRSC harvest is monitored
on the Klamath River below the Highway 96 bridge at Weitchpec to the mouth of the Klamath River
by creel survey. The upper Trinity River, upstream of Junction City, is monitored using tag returns
from anglers. When needed, KRSC regulations are amended in a separate rulemaking.

KRFC Allocation Management

The PFMC allocation for the Klamath River Basin sport harvest is normally a minimum of 15 percent
of the non-tribal PFMC harvest allocation of KRFC. Preseason stock projections of 2024 adult KRFC
abundance will not be available from PFMC until March 2024. The 2024 basin allocation will be
recommended by PFMC in April 2024. That allocation will inform the quota that the Department
proposes to the Commission for adoption as a quota for the in-river sport harvest at the Commission’s
May 2024 teleconference meeting.

The Commission may adopt a KRFC in-river sport harvest quota that is different than the quota
proposed by the Department or the PFMC 2024 allocation for that fishery. Commission modifications
need to meet biological and fishery allocation goals specified in law or established in the FMP.

The annual KRFC in-river sport harvest quota is specified in subsection 7.40(b)(50)(D)1. The quota is
split among four geographic areas with a subquota for each area, expressed as a percentage of the
total in-river quota, specified in subsection 7.40(b)(50)(D)2. For angler convenience, the subquotas,
expressed as the number of fish, are listed for the affected river segments in subsection
7.40(b)(50)(E).

The in-river sport subquota percentages are as follows:

1. Main stem Klamath River from 3,500 feet downstream of Iron Gate Dam to the Highway 96
bridge at Weitchpec -- 17 percent of the in-river sport quota;

2. Main stem Klamath River downstream of the Highway 96 bridge at Weitchpec to the mouth of
the Pacific Ocean -- 50 percent of the in-river sport quota,

The spit area (within 100 yards of the channel through the sand spit formed at the Klamath River
mouth) closes to all fishing after 15 percent of the total Klamath River Basin quota has been taken
downstream of the Highway 101 bridge.

3. Main stem Trinity River downstream of the Old Lewiston Bridge to the Highway 299 West
bridge at Cedar Flat -- 16.5 percent of the in-river sport quota; and

4. Main stem Trinity River downstream of the Denny Road bridge at Hawkins Bar to the
confluence with the Klamath River -- 16.5 percent of the in-river sport fishery quota.

These geographic areas are based upon the historical distribution of angler effort to ensure equitable



harvest of adult KRFC in the Klamath River and Trinity River. The subquota system requires the
Department to monitor or assess angler harvest of adult KRFC in each geographic area. All areas are
monitored on a real time basis, except for the Klamath River upstream of Weitchpec and in the Trinity
River. Due to funding and personnel reductions, the Department does not currently conduct real time
harvest monitoring in the Klamath River upstream of the Weitchpec and in the Trinity River.

The Department has developed Harvest Predictor Models (HPM), which incorporate historic creel
survey data from the Klamath River downstream of Iron Gate Dam to the confluence with the Pacific
Ocean, and the Trinity River downstream of Lewiston Dam to the confluence with the Klamath River.
Each HPM is driven by the positive relationship between KRFC harvested in the respective lower and
upper subquota areas of the Klamath River and the Trinity River. The HPMs will be used by the
Department to implement fishing closures to ensure that anglers do not exceed established subquota
targets. Using this method, the upper Klamath River subquota area generally closes between 28-30
days after the lower Klamath River subquota is reached. Similarly, the upper Trinity River subquota
area generally closes 45 days after the lower Klamath River subquota has been met. The Department
also takes into consideration several other factors when implementing closure dates for subquota
areas, including angler effort, KRFC run timing, weir counts, and ongoing recreational creel surveys
performed by the Hoopa Valley Tribe in the lower Trinity River below Willow Creek.

Sport Fishery Management

The KRFC in-river sport harvest quota is divided into geographic areas, and harvest is monitored
under real time subquota management. The KRSC in-river sport harvest is managed by general
season, daily bag limit, and possession limit regulations.

The Department presently differentiates the two stocks by the following sport fish season in each sub-
area:

Klamath River
July 1 through August 14 — General Season KRSC.

For purposes of clarity, daily bag and possession limits apply to that section of the Klamath River
downstream of the Highway 96 bridge at Weitchpec to the mouth.

August 15 to December 31 — KRFC quota management.

Trinity River
July 1 through August 31 — General Season KRSC.

For purposes of clarity, daily bag and possession limits apply to that section of the Trinity River
downstream of the Old Lewiston Bridge to the confluence with the South Fork Trinity River.

September 1 through December 31 — KRFC quota management.

The daily bag and possession limits apply to both stocks within the same sub-area and time period.
Current regulations in subsections 7.40(b)(50)(E)2.a. and b. specify bag limits for KRFC stocks in the
Klamath River. Current regulations in subsections 7.40(b)(50)(E)6.b., e., and f. specify bag limits for
KRFC stocks in the Trinity River. Current regulations in subsection 7.40(b)(50)(C)2.b. specify KRFC
possession limits.



Proposed Changes

Option 1: KRFC Adult Stocks (Sport Fishery Quota Management)

Quota: For public notice requirements, the Department recommends the Commission consider a
guota range of 0-67,600 adult KRFC in the Klamath River Basin for the in-river sport fishery. This
recommended range encompasses the historical range of the Klamath River Basin allocations and
allows PFMC and Commission to make adjustments during the 2024 regulatory cycle.

Subquotas: The proposed subquotas for KRFC stocks are as follows:

1. Main stem Klamath River from 3,500 feet downstream of the Iron Gate Dam to the Highway 96
bridge at Weitchpec -- 17 percent of the total quota equates to [0-11,492];

2. Main stem Klamath River downstream of the Highway 96 bridge at Weitchpec to the mouth of
the Pacific Ocean -- 50 percent of the total quota equates to [0-33,800];

3. Main stem Trinity River downstream of the Old Lewiston Bridge to the Highway 299 West
bridge at Cedar Flat -- 16.5 percent of the total quota equates to [0-11,154]; and

4. Main stem Trinity River downstream of the Denny Road bridge at Hawkins Bar to the
confluence with the Klamath River -- 16.5 percent of the total quota equates to [0-11,154].

Seasons: No changes are proposed for the Klamath River and Trinity River KRFC seasons:

e Klamath River - August 15 to December 31
e Trinity River - September 1 to December 31

Bag and Possession Limits

Because the PFMC recommendations are not known at this time, ranges are shown in [brackets]
below of bag and possession limits which encompass historical quotas. All are proposed for the 2024
KRFC fishery in the Klamath and Trinity rivers.

e Bag Limit - [0-4] Chinook Salmon — of which no more than [0-4] fish over [20-24] inches total
length may be retained until the subquota is met, then 0 fish over [20-24] inches total length.

e Possession limit - [0-12] Chinook Salmon of which no more than [0—4] fish over [20-24] inches
total length may be retained when the take of salmon over [20-24] inches total length is
allowed.

The final KRFC bag and possession limits will align with the final federal regulations to meet
biological and fishery allocation goals specified in law or established in the FMP.

As in previous years, no retention of adult KRFC is proposed once the subquota has been met.

Size Limits

KRFC are managed based on adult quotas which is the maximum number of adult fish (age three and
older) that can be harvested. Last year, the Department moved away from the fixed standing cutoff
size between grilse and adult Chinook Salmon of 23 inches total length to using a range between 20
to 24 inches total length as an annual option for cutoff size. This allows for annual variation in size
cutoffs, as informed by previous year(s) data to manage the harvest of the adult KRFC quota more
effectively. The Department is currently conducting a post season assessment of KRFC length and
age data which will be used to help determine the proposed 2024 size cutoff. The 2024 proposed
adult cutoff will be presented at the April Commission meeting.



Option 2: KRFEC Fishery Closure

This option would close salmon fishing in the Klamath River Basin as specified by river reach(es) in
subsection 7.40(b)(50) to provide protection to KRFC should a reduction in the stock be indicated by
PFMC abundance projections. In any year, should the PFMC recommend a complete or near
complete closure of ocean recreational salmon fishery and/or an allocation of O (zero) adult KRFC to
the in-river fishery, this option would give the Department flexibility to respond to and support any
federal action. This option prohibits all methods of targeting KRFC including catch and release
fishing.

Klamath River Dam Removal ISOR

At this time, the Commission is considering several proposed changes to the existing sport fishing
regulations on the main stem Klamath River as part of the Klamath River Dam Removal project and
contained in the Klamath River Dam Removal Sport Fishing Updates ISOR (OAL Z2023-1106-05).
Some of the proposed changes currently under consideration would affect Title 14 regulations
contained in this ISOR specifically subsections (b)(50)(E)1. and (b)(50)(E)2. of Section 7.40.
concerning the main steam Klamath River. The proposed changes to sport fishing regulations in
anticipation of dam removals are anticipated to be approved by the Commission in February 2024
and in effect by mid-April, 2024. These new regulations for sport fishing for dam removal along the
Klamath River would become the regulatory baseline for the proposed changes contained within this
ISOR, and are planned to be updated as such for the Final Statement of Reasons.

Benefit of the Regulations

The benefits of the proposed regulations are conformance with federal fishery management goals,
sustainable management of Klamath River Basic fish resources, health and welfare of California
residents, and promotion of businesses that rely on salmon sport fishing in the Klamath River Basin.

Consistency and Compatibility with Existing Regulations

Article 1V, Section 20 of the State Constitution specifies that the Legislature may delegate to the
Commission such powers relating to the protection and propagation of fish and game as the
Legislature sees fit. The Legislature has delegated authority to the Commission to promulgate sport
fishing regulations (Fish and Game Code sections 200, 205, 315, and 316.5). The Commission has
reviewed its own regulations and finds that the proposed regulations are neither inconsistent nor
incompatible with existing state regulations. Commission staff has searched the California Code of
Regulations and has found no other state regulations related to sport fishing in the Klamath River
Basin.
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Submittal of Addenda to the 2022 Negative Declarations Regarding Central
Valley and Klamath River Basin Sport Fishing Regulations, Title 14, Section 7.40,
California Code of Regulations (CCR)

In compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act, the Department of Fish
and Wildlife (Department) has prepared the enclosed addenda pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code Section 21000
et seq., to inform consideration by the California Fish and Game Commission
(Commission) of proposed amendments to existing regulations governing Klamath
River Basin (KRB) sport fishing. The Commission proposes to amend the sport fishing
regulations for the “Central Valley fishery” for Sacramento River fall-run Chinook
Salmon (SRFC), encompassing the following rivers and their respective subsections of
Section 7.40, Title 14, CCR: American (b)(4), Feather (b)(43), Mokelumne (b)(66), and
Sacramento (b)(80). The Commission also proposes to amend the KRB sport fishing
regulations as set forth in Title 14, Section 7.40(b)(50) for Klamath River fall-run
Chinook Salmon (KRFC).

In 2022, the Commission certified a Final Negative Declaration (ND) Regarding Central
Valley Sport Fishing Regulations (2022 Central Valley Sport Fishing Regulations
ND)(SCH No. 2018112036) as the lead agency under CEQA as part of the
Commission’s review and adoption of the Central Valley sport fishing regulations which
focused on the potential for significant environmental impacts from a potential increase
or decrease of SRFC daily bag and possession limits for the American, Feather,
Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers. The 2022 Central Valley Sport Fishing
Regulations ND found no significant impacts for the range of daily bag and possession
limits for SRFC sport fishing under regulatory Options 1, 2, and 3. The 2024 proposed
daily bag and possession limits fall within the previously analyzed range of bag and
possession limits and regulatory options. Therefore, there are no new significant or
substantially more severe impacts from amending the SRFC sport fishing regulations
to either decrease or increase the daily bag and possession limits on the American,
Feather, Mokelumne, and Sacramento rivers.

In 2022, the Commission certified a Final ND Regarding Klamath River Basin Sport
Fishing Regulations (2022 Klamath River Basin Sport Fishing Regulations ND)(SCH



Melissa Miller-Henson, Executive Director
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No. 2022040251) as the lead agency under CEQA as part of the Commission’s review
and adoption of KRB sport fishing regulations which focused on the potential for
significant environmental impacts from a potential increase or decrease of KRFC daily
bag and possession limits for the Klamath and Trinity rivers. The 2022 Klamath River
Basin Sport Fishing Regulations ND found no significant impacts for the KRB quota
range and range of daily bag and possession limits for KRFC sport fishing. The 2024
proposed KRB quota, and daily bag and possession limit ranges fall within the
previously analyzed ranges for the KRB quota and proposed bag and possession limits
for KRFC stocks. Therefore, there are no new significant or substantially more severe
impacts from amending the KRB sport fishing regulations to either decrease or
increase the KRFC daily bag and possession limits on the Klamath and Trinity rivers.

If you have any questions regarding the enclosed documents, please contact Karen
Mitchell, Senior Environmental Scientist, at (916) 205-0250.
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ec: Chad Dibble, Deputy Director
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Ari Cornman, Wildlife Advisor
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David Thesell, Program Manager
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INTRODUCTION

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has prepared this addendum
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code
Section 21000 et seq., to inform consideration by the California Fish and Game
Commission (Commission) of proposed amendments to existing regulations governing
Klamath River Basin sport fishing. Annually, CDFW recommends Klamath River Basin
(KRB) sport fishing regulations to the Commission. The Commission then makes the
final determination on what amendments to the regulations should be implemented and
is the lead agency for the purposes of CEQA. Under Fish and Game Code Section 200,
the Commission has the authority to regulate the taking or possession of fish for the
purpose of sport fishing.

The Commission proposes to amend the Klamath River Basin sport fishing regulations
as set forth in Title 14, subsection 7.40(b)(50) of the California Code of Regulations for
Klamath River fall-run Chinook Salmon (KRFC) based on federal fisheries management
goals (project). Each year, CDFW evaluates the potential need to update the KRB sport
fishing regulations for KRFC to align with federal fisheries management goals and
presents any proposed amendments to the Commission for consideration.

The Commission established an in-basin quota and daily bag and possession limits for
KRFC on the Klamath and Trinity rivers in 2022 with the certification of a Final Negative
Declaration under CEQA (2022 Klamath River Basin Sport Fishing Regulations
Negative Declaration (ND))(SCH No. 2022040251). The 2022 Klamath River Basin
Sport Fishing Regulations ND provides relevant and important informational value as
the Commission, as the CEQA lead agency, considers proposed amendments to the
existing regulations for the 2024 KRB sport fishing season in California. This addendum
documents the Commission’s consideration of related environmental effects.

EARLIER PROJECT APPROVAL

CEQA review of the proposed project was conducted in accordance with the
Commission’s certified regulatory program approved by the Secretary for the California
Natural Resources Agency pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.5 (See
generally CCR, Title 14, Sections 781.5 and 15251(b)). CEQA requires all public
agencies in the state to evaluate the environmental impacts of discretionary projects
they propose to carry out or approve, including promulgating regulations, which may
have a potential to significantly affect the environment.

In 2022, the Commission certified a Final ND Regarding Klamath River Basin Sport
Fishing Regulations (2022 Klamath River Basin Sport Fishing Regulations ND)(SCH
No. 2022040251) as the lead agency under CEQA as part of the Commission’s review
and adoption of KRB sport fishing regulations which focused on the potential for



significant environmental impacts from a potential decrease or increase of KRFC daily
bag and possession limits for the Klamath and Trinity rivers. The Commission
considered a quota range of 0—67,600 adult KRFC in the KRB, a daily bag limit range of
0-4 KRFC, and a possession limit range of 0-12 KRFC. The Commission, as the CEQA
lead agency, certified the 2022 ND and determined adoption of the regulations as
proposed would not result in any new significant or substantially more severe
environmental effects. The Commission adopted a daily bag limit of two KRFC of which
no more than one fish over 23 inches total length may be retained when the take of
salmon over 23 inches total length is allowed and a possession limit of six KRFC of
which no more than three fish over 23 inches total length may be retained when the take
of salmon over 23 inches total length is allowed. The Commission also adopted a
Klamath River Basin quota of 2,119 adult KRFC.

PROPOSED 2024 CHINOOK SALMON BAG AND POSSESSION LIMITS

The Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC) is responsible for adopting
recommendations for the management of recreational and commercial ocean salmon
fisheries in the Exclusive Economic Zone (three to 200 miles offshore) off the coasts of
Washington, Oregon, and California. When approved by the Secretary of Commerce,
the recommendations are implemented as ocean salmon fishing regulations by the
National Marine Fisheries Service.

The PFMC developed the annual Pacific coast ocean salmon fisheries regulatory
options for public review at its March 2024