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REYNOLDS RANCH DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
Assessment of “Waters of the U.S.,” Including Wetlands 

1. INTRODUCTION 

North State Resources, Inc. (NSR) has conducted an assessment of “waters of the U.S.,” including 
wetlands for the 234± acre Reynolds Ranch Development Project study area (study area).  The 
proposed Reynolds Ranch Development Project (proposed project) is an approximately 220± acre 
mixed-use development.  It includes low, medium, and high density residential areas; senior housing; 
retail commercial; office space; a school; and open space and agricultural greenbelt areas.  The 
proposed project would be located in San Joaquin County, near the southeastern edge of the City of 
Lodi.  This location is adjacent to existing residential development on the north and provides easy 
access to State Route 99. 
 
2. BACKGROUND 

a) Location:  The study area is located in San Joaquin County, near the southeast portion of the 
City of Lodi.  This location corresponds to a portion of Section 24, Township 3 North, Range 6 
East of the Lodi South, California, U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute quadrangle.  
The location of the study area is shown on a USGS 7.5-minute topographic map in Figure 1.  
An aerial photograph of the study area is shown in Figure 2. 

b) Acreage:  The study area encompasses 234± acres. 

c) Proximity to major highways and streets:  The study area is bounded by State Route 99 to 
the east, the Union Pacific Railroad to the west, and Harney Lane to the north. 

d) USGS Hydrologic Unit:  The study area is located within the Lower Cosumnes – Lower 
Mokelumne USGS Hydrologic Map Unit [Map Unit Number 18040005] (U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 2006). 

 

3. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a) Current/Surrounding Land Use:  The study area primarily consists of vineyards.  There are 
also scattered rural residences, a small area of established almond orchard, fallow agricultural 
land, and a Moose Lodge building and appurtenances.  Surrounding land uses are suburban 
residential, rural residential, and commercial. 
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Figure 1
Location of Project Study Area
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Figure 2
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b) Site Elevation:  The approximate elevation at the study area is 40-50 feet above mean sea 
level. 

c) Climate: 

 Type:  Mediterranean with cool, wet winters and hot, dry summers. 

 Precipitation:  Average annual precipitation is 18 inches, most of which occurs as rain 
between November 1 and April 30 (Western Regional Climate Center 2005). 

 Air temperature:  Air temperatures range between an average January high of 54º F and an 
average of 91º F during July.  Daily high temperatures commonly exceed 100º F during the 
summer.  The year-round average high is approximately 74º F (Western Regional Climate 
Center 2005). 

 Growing season:  The average length of the 28º F growing season is between 263 and 337 
days (U.S. Department of Agriculture 1992).  

 Site Topography/Landscape:  Topography within the study area is nearly level. 

e) Hydrology/Hydrologic Features/Hydrologic Connectivity:  There is a single drainage swale 
in the northeastern corner of the study area.  This drainage swale receives water from the north 
via a culvert beneath Harney Lane and channels it east towards State Route 99.  There is also an 
excavated ditch that parallels a portion of the Union Pacific Railroad on the south, and borders 
the western edge of the study area.  The drainage swale and the excavated ditch do not convey 
water to or from jurisdictional “waters of the U.S.” outside of the study area. 

f) Soils:  Soils within the study area are described in the Soil Survey of San Joaquin County, 
California (U.S. Department of Agriculture 1992).  A soil survey map of the study area is 
presented in Appendix A.  Four soil map units are recognized within the study area: Acampo 
sandy loam, 0-2% slopes; Tokay fine sandy loam, 0-2% slopes; Tokay-Urban land complex, 0-
2% slopes; and Tujunga loamy sand, 0-2% slopes.  These map units are considered non-hydric; 
however, they may contain hydric inclusions (U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil 
Conservation Service 1992).  The following provides brief descriptions of these map units:  

 Acampo sandy loam, 0-2% slopes.  This is a moderately well-drained, nearly level soil that 
occurs on low fan terraces.  It is deep to a hardpan, and formed in alluvium derived from 
granitic rock sources.  Permeability is moderately rapid and available water capacity is 
moderate.  This soil map unit is non-hydric, but may contain hydric inclusions of Devries 
soils in basin rims. 

 Tokay fine sandy loam, 0-2% slopes.  This is a very deep, well-drained, nearly level soil that 
occurs on low fan terraces.  It formed in alluvium derived from granitic rock sources.  
Permeability is moderately rapid and available water capacity is high.  This soil map unit is 
non-hydric, but may contain hydric inclusions of Devries soils in basin rims. 

 Tokay-Urban land complex, 0-2% slopes.  This is a nearly level map unit that occurs on low 
fan terraces.  This unit is 50% Tokay fine sandy loam and 35% Urban land.  The Tokay soil is 
very deep and well-drained.  It formed in alluvium derived from granitic rock sources.  
Permeability is moderately rapid and available water capacity is high.  Urban lands consist of 
areas covered by roads, driveways, sidewalks, etc.  The soil material under these impervious 
services is similar to that of Tokay fine sandy loam.  This soil map unit is non-hydric, but 
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may contain hydric inclusions of Devries soils in basin rims, or Columbia soils in flood 
plains. 

 Tujunga loamy sand, 0-2% slopes.  This soil is very deep, somewhat excessively drained, 
and nearly level on flood plains and elongated channel remnants.  It formed in alluvium 
derived from granitic rock sources.  Permeability is rapid and available water capacity is low.  
This soil map unit is non-hydric, but may contain hydric inclusions of Columbia soils in flood 
plains. 

g) Plant Communities:  Four plant communities occur within the study area:  fallow cropland, 
vineyard, orchard, and urban (Mayer and Laudenslayer 1988).  A description of each habitat 
type is provided below. 

 Fallow cropland.  The fallow cropland is highly disturbed and dominated by annual non-
native forbs.  The dominant plant species in these areas are miner’s lettuce (Claytonia 
perfoliata - FAC) and common chickweed (Stellaria media - FACU).  Associated species 
include soft brome (Bromus hordeaceus - FAC), fiddleneck (Amsinckia spp. - NL), filaree 
(Erodium spp. - NL), henbit (Lamium amplexicaule - NL), red maids (Calandrinia ciliata - 
FACU), milk thistle (Silybum marianum - NL), cocklebur (Xanthium strumarium – FAC+), 
wild radish (Raphanus raphanistrum - NL), pineapple weed (Chamomilla suaveolens - 
FACU), and yellow star-thistle (Centaurea solstitialis - NL). 

 Vineyard.  Vineyards within the study area contain both well-established and newly planted 
grapevines (Vitis sp.).  The vineyards are generally well-groomed and lack other plant 
species.  However, in some areas other species are present including shepherd’s purse 
(Capsella bursa-pastoris – FAC-), common chickweed, filaree, red maids, soft brome, annual 
bluegrass (Poa annua – FACW-), miner’s lettuce, fireweed (Epilobium sp.), Bermuda grass 
(Cynodon dactylon - FAC), dandelion (Taraxacum officinale - FACU), and nightshade 
(Solanum sp.).  Adjacent to the vineyards and bordering the study area on the west is a 
drainage ditch that runs parallel to the Union Pacific Railroad.  Plant species associated with 
this ditch include black mustard (Brassica nigra - NL), yellow star-thistle, foxtail barley 
(Hordeum jubatum – FAC+), common chickweed, giant reed (Arundo donax - FACW), and 
fruit trees (Prunus sp. - NL). 

 Orchard.  Orchard within the study area contains well-established almond trees (Prunus 
dulcis).  The orchard appears to be well-groomed and supports only scattered annuals in the 
understory. 

 Urban.  Urban areas within the study area include roadsides, a ball field, rural residences, and 
a Moose Lodge.  These areas are dominated by lawns, horticultural plant species, and weedy 
annuals.  Tree species observed within urban portions of the study area include California 
walnut (Juglans californica), fruit tree (Prunus spp.), birch (Betula spp.), deodar cedar 
(Cedrus deodara), coast redwood (Sequoia sempervirens), Lombardy poplar (Populus nigra), 
orange (Citrus sinensis), and olive (Olea europaea).  Common shrubs and herbaceous species 
within urban portions of the study area include pampas grass (Cortaderia selloana), rose 
(Rosa spp.), narcissus (Narcissus spp.), camellia (Camellia spp.), alyssum (Lobularia 
maritima), calendula (Calendula officinalis), iris (Iris sp.), and tulip (Tulipa sp.).  Species 
found within the ball field, located behind the Moose Lodge include lanceleaf plantain 
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(Plantago lanceolata), speedwell (Veronica persica), vetch (Vicia spp.), fireweed (Epilobium 
spp.), blue gum (Eucalyptus globulus and E. spp.), and golden raintree (Koelreuteria 
paniculata). 

 

4. METHODOLOGY 

A field assessment of the study area for the presence/absence of “waters of the U.S.,” including 
wetlands, was performed on March 1, 2006, by NSR biologists Mark Wuestehube and Deborah 
Stout.  The assessment was conducted on foot and all areas were viewed to the degree 
necessary to determine the presence/absence of jurisdictional features. 

The determination of the presence/absence of wetlands was based on field observations of 
indicators for wetland vegetation, hydrology, and soils.  The indicator status for vegetation was 
determined using the National List of Plant Species That Occur in Wetlands: California 
(Region 0), (Reed 1988).  Indicators for wetland hydrology and soils were determined using the 
Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual (Environmental Laboratory 1987). 

The determination of the presence/absence of “other waters” (e.g., streams, jurisdictional 
drainages), was based on investigating drainage features for the presence/absence of an 
ordinary high water mark and status as tributaries to navigable “waters of the U.S.” or streams 
tributary to navigable “waters of the U.S.”  The determination of presence/absence of an 
ordinary high water mark was made according to definitions provided in U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (ACOE) regulations (33 CFR 328.3 and 33 CFR 328.4). 

 

5. RESULTS 

“Waters of the U.S.,” including wetlands, do not occur within the study area.  No 
jurisdictional “other waters” or wetland features were identified within the study area, 
as indicators for tributary status, wetland vegetation, hydrology, and soils were not 
observed. 

The drainage swale in the northeastern corner of the study area was suspect due to the 
presence of facultative vegetation (i.e., equally likely to occur in wetlands and 
nonwetlands).  Soils were sampled and no hydric soil indicators were observed.  The 
swale does not qualify as “other waters” because it is not tributary to “waters of the 
U.S.;” it does not qualify as a wetland because hydric soils indicators and hydrology 
indicators (primary and secondary) are absent.  The location of the swale is shown in 
Appendix B; the completed data form is in Appendix C. 

The excavated ditch near the western boundary was dominated by upland plant species.  
For this reason this feature was not delineated.  At the time of the field investigation, 
neither feature showed evidence of saturation or ponding, although significant 
rainstorms had passed through the area less than 48 hours previously. 
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  NSR recommends that this report be submitted to the ACOE with a request for a letter 
stating that no Department of the Army permit would be required for activities 
occurring within the study area. 
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1321 20th Street Sacramento, California 95814 Phone (916) 446-2566 Fax (916) 446-2792 

April 3, 2006 
 
 
WILLDAN 
Attn:  Mr. Robert Sun, Senior Planner 
13191 Crossroads Parkway North, Ste. 405 
Industry, California 91746-3497 
 
Subject:  Biological Resources Assessment for the Reynolds Ranch Development Project. 
 
Mr. Sun, 
 
North State Resources, Inc. (NSR) has conducted a biological resource assessment to support the planning and design of 
the proposed 220± acre Reynolds Ranch Development Project (study area).  The study area is located in San Joaquin 
County, California, near the southeastern edge of the City of Lodi.  The study area is bounded by State Route 99 to the 
east, the Union Pacific Railroad to the west, and Harney Lane to the north.  The study area location corresponds to 
Section 24 of Township 03 North and Range 06 East of the Lodi South, California, U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-
minute quadrangle (Figure 1). 
 
Project Description 
 
The proposed Reynolds Ranch is a 220± acre mixed-use development.  It includes low, medium, and high density 
residential areas; senior housing; retail commercial; office space; a school; and open space and agricultural greenbelt 
areas.  Reynolds Ranch would be located at the southeastern edge of the City of Lodi, adjacent to existing residential 
development on the north with easy access to State Route 99.   
 
Purpose of Assessment 
 
The purpose of this biological resources assessment is to: 
 
 Generally characterize the habitat types present within the study area; 

 Determine the presence/absence of suitable habitat for special-status species within the study area; and 

 Determine the presence/absence of “waters of the U.S.” and wetland habitats within the study area. 

Environmental Setting 
 
The study area is located in the southern Sacramento Valley.  The topography of this region is flat.  Elevations range 
from approximately 40 to 50 feet above mean sea level.  The climate in the general area is characterized as 
Mediterranean with cool, wet winters and hot, dry summers.  Precipitation is on average 18 inches annually, most of 
which occurs as rain between November 1 and April 30 (Western Regional Climate Center 2005).  Air temperatures 
range between an average January low of 37º F and an average high of 91º F during July.  Daily high temperatures 
commonly exceed 100º F during the summer.  The year-round average high is approximately 74º F and the year-round 
average annual low is 43º F (Western Regional Climate Center 2005).  The Soil Survey of San Joaquin County, 
California (U.S. Department of Agriculture 1992) identifies four mapping units within the study area:  Acampo sandy 
loam, 0 to 2% slopes; Tokay fine sandy loam, 0-2% slopes; Tokay-Urban land complex, 0-2% slopes; and Tujunga 
loamy sand, 0-2% slopes. 
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The study area is located just west of State Route 99 at the southeastern edge of the City of Lodi.  A majority of the study 
includes planted vineyards, some of which are well established although several areas have been planted recently.  The 
remainder of the study area contains scattered rural residences; a small, established walnut orchard; and some areas of 
unused cropland.  Trees within the study area occur primarily in association with rural residences. 
 
Methodology 
 
Prior to conducting the field assessment, the following information sources were reviewed: 
 
 Lodi South, California USGS quadrangle; 

 
 Black and white aerial photography of the study area and vicinity dated September 16, 1998; 

 
 California Department of Fish and Game California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) records for the Lodi 

South, California USGS quadrangle and the surrounding eight quadrangles (CDFG 2006) (Appendix A); 
 
 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) list of endangered and threatened species that may occur in or be affected 

by projects in the Lodi South, California USGS quadrangle (Appendix B); 
 
 Pertinent literature, including: Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California (California Native 

Plant Society 2001); The Jepson Manual, Higher Plants of California (Hickman 1993); Amphibian and Reptile 
Species of Special Concern in California (Jennings and Hayes 1994); California Birds: Their Status and 
Distribution (Small 1994); Bird Species of Special Concern in California (Remsen 1978); and Mammalian Species 
of Special Concern in California (Williams 1986). 

 
Field assessments of the study area were conducted by NSR biologists Mark Wuestehube and Deborah Stout on March 1 
and by Deborah Stout on March 17, 2006.  The study area was surveyed by walking the area to assess habitat types, 
evaluate the potential for the occurrence of special-status species, determine presence or absence of protected tree 
species, and determine the presence or absence of “waters of the U.S.,” wetland habitats, and other sensitive biological 
resources. 
 
Results 
 
Vegetation Communities 
Four vegetation communities occur within the study area:  unused cropland, vineyard, orchard, and urban (Figure 2).  
The unused cropland is highly disturbed and dominated by annual non-native forbs.  The dominant plant species in these 
areas are miner’s lettuce (Claytonia perfoliata) and common chickweed (Stellaria media).  Associated species include 
soft brome (Bromus hordeaceus), fiddleneck (Amsinckia spp.), filaree (Erodium spp.), henbit (Lamium amplexicaule), 
red maids (Calandrinia ciliate), milk thistle (Silybum marianum), cocklebur (Xanthium strumarium), wild radish 
(Raphanus raphanistrum), pineappleweed (Matricaria matricarioides), and yellow star-thistle (Centaurea solstitialis). 
 
Vineyards within the study area contain both well-established and newly planted grapevines (Vitis sp.).  The orchard 
within the study area contains well-established almond trees (Prunus dulcis).  There are no understory plants associated 
with the orchard or with many of the vineyards.  However, some of the vineyards support an understory of shephard’s 
purse (Capsella bursa-pastoris), common chickweed, filaree, red maids, soft brome, annual bluegrass (Poa annua), 
miner’s lettuce, fireweed, Bermuda grass (Cynodon dactylon), dandelion (Taraxacum officinale), and nightshade 
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(Solanum sp.).  Adjacent to the vineyards and bordering the study area on the west is a drainage ditch that runs parallel to 
the Union Pacific Railroad.  Plant species associated with this ditch include black mustard (Brassica nigra), yellow star-
thistle, foxtail barley (Hordeum jubatum), common chickweed, giant reed (Arundo donax), and fruit trees (Prunus sp.). 
 
Urban portions of the study area include roadsides, a ball field, and rural residences.  These areas are dominated by 
lawns, horticultural plant species, and weedy annuals.  Tree species observed within the study area include California 
walnut (Juglans californica), fruit trees (Prunus spp.), birch (Betula spp.), deodar cedar (Cedrus deodara), coast 
redwood (Sequoia sempervirens), Lombardy poplar (Populus nigra), orange (Citrus sinensis), and olive (Olea 
europaea).  Common shrubs and herbaceous species within urban portions of the study area include pampas grass 
(Cortaderia selloana), rose (Rosa spp.), narcissus (Narcissus spp.), camellia (Camellia spp.), alyssum (Lobularia 
maritima), calendula (Calendula officinalis), iris (Iris sp.), and tulip (Tulipa sp.).  Species found within the ball field, 
located behind the Elks Lodge include lanceleaf plantain (Plantago lanceolata), speedwell (Veronica persica), vetch 
(Vicia spp.), fireweed (Epilobium spp.), blue gum (Eucalyptus globulus and E. spp.), and golden raintree (Koelreuteria 
paniculata).  
 
In addition to these vegetation communities, a single, large valley oak (Quercus lobata) was observed in the extreme 
southeastern corner of the study area (Figure 2).  The tree was measured to be 38.2 inches diameter at breast height. 
 
CNDDB Query Results 
According to CNDDB query results, there are reported occurrences of seven (7) special-status plant and wildlife species 
within five miles of the study area:  burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), midvalley fairy shrimp (Branchinecta 
mesovallensis), Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni), vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi), Sacramento 
splittail (Pogonichthys macrolepidotus), Sanford’s arrowhead (Sagittaria sanfordii), and giant garter snake (Thamnophis 
gigas) (Figure 3). 
 
Special-Status Species 
For the purposes of this assessment, “special-status” is defined to include those species that are: 
 
 Listed as endangered or threatened under the federal Endangered Species Act (or formally proposed, or candidates, 

for listing); 

 Listed as endangered or threatened under the California Endangered Species Act (or proposed for listing); 

 Designated as endangered or rare, pursuant to California Fish and Game Code (§1901); 

 Designated as fully protected, pursuant to California Fish and Game Code (§3511, §4700, or §5050); 

 Designated as species of concern or species of local concern by USFWS, or as species of special concern by CDFG; 

 Plants or animals that meet the definitions of rare or endangered under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA); 

 Plants listed as rare under the California Native Plant Protection Act; or 

 Plants considered by the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) to be “rare, threatened, or endangered in 
California” (Lists 1B and 2). 

A list of regionally occurring special-status plant and wildlife species was compiled based on a review of pertinent 
literature, the results of the field assessments, a species list obtained from the USFWS (Appendix B), and the results of a 
CNDDB query of all reported occurrences of special-status species within the Lodi South, California USGS quadrangle 
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and the surrounding eight quadrangles (Appendix A).  Additionally, the following documents were reviewed for 
reference information:  the list of State- and Federally-listed Endangered, Threatened, and Rare Plants of California 
(CDFG 2006a); the California Department of Fish and Game Special Vascular Plants, Bryophytes, and Lichens List 
(CDFG 2006b); the State of California Special Animals List (CDFG 2006c); and the List of State- and Federally-listed 
Endangered and Threatened Animals of California (CDFG 2006c).  Habitat requirements for each special-status species 
were assessed and compared to the habitats occurring within the study area (Appendix C). 
 
Based upon the review of habitat requirements and the results of the field assessments, the study area provides suitable 
habitat for eight (8) special-status wildlife species.  These species include burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia hypugaea), 
Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni), white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), California horned lark (Eremophila alpestris 
actia), loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), rufous hummingbird (Selasphorus rufus), pallid bat (Antrozous 
pallidus), and western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis).   
 
Burrowing owl 
The western burrowing owl inhabits open, dry grasslands and deserts, as well as open stages of pinyon-juniper and 
ponderosa pine.  The nesting season is between February 1 and August 31.  Western burrowing owls typically nest in 
abandoned rodent burrows, particularly those of California ground squirrels, which they modify each year.  Burrowing 
owls forage in open grassland areas adjacent to nest sites.  The species has also been documented in open areas near 
human habitation, especially airports and golf courses.  The Central Valley and surrounding foothill regions of California 
provide year-round habitat for the western burrowing owl.   
 
Swainson’s hawk 
Swainson’s hawk requires large areas of foraging habitat, preferably grassland or pasture habitats.  Preferred prey items 
are voles (Microtus sp), gophers, birds, and insects such as grasshoppers.  They have also adapted to some croplands, 
particularly alfalfa, but also hay, grain, tomatoes, beets and other row crops.  Crops such as cotton, corn, rice, orchards, 
and vineyards are not suitable since they either lack suitable prey or the prey is unavailable to the Swainson’s hawk due 
to the crops structure.  In the Central Valley, Swainson’s hawk is generally tied to riparian habitat for nesting sites. 
 
White-tailed kite 
The white-tailed kite can be found in association with the herbaceous and open stages of a variety of habitat types, 
including open grasslands, meadows, emergent wetlands, and agricultural lands.  Nests are constructed near the top of 
dense oaks, willows, or other tree stands located adjacent to foraging areas.  The species forages in undisturbed, open 
grasslands, meadows, farmlands and emergent wetlands.  White-tailed kite are seldom observed more than 0.5 mi (0.8 
km) from an active nest during the breeding season.  The white-tailed kite is found year-round in both the coastal zones 
and lowlands of the Central Valley in California.   
 
California horned lark 
California horned larks occur in a variety of open habitats with low, sparse vegetation.  They breed in the open in small 
depressions in the ground.  California horned larks are primarily seed eaters but also feed insects to their young.  This 
subspecies is resident in the coastal range and San Joaquin Valley to northern Baja California 
 
Loggerhead shrike 
The loggerhead shrike prefers open habitats with scattered shrubs, trees, posts, fences, utility lines, or other perches 
located in open-canopied valley foothill hardwood, valley foothill hardwood-conifer, valley foothill riparian, pinyon-
juniper, juniper, desert riparian, and Joshua tree habitats.  Loggerhead shrikes skewer their prey to thorns or barbs on 
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barbed-wire fences.  The purpose of this trait may be to help kill the prey or to cache the food for latter consumption.  
Loggerhead shrikes are found in lowlands and foothills throughout California. 
 
Rufous hummingbird 
Rufous hummingbird is a common migrant and uncommon summer resident of California.  This species utilizes a wide 
variety of habitats that provide nectar-producing flowers, including valley foothill hardwood, valley foothill hardwood 
conifer, riparian, and various chaparral habitats in both northward and southward migration; montane riparian, aspen, 
and high mountain meadows used in southward migration.  This species can be found wherever rich nectar sources are 
located including gardens and orchards. 
 
Pallid bat 
The pallid bat is a medium-sized bat that prefers foraging on terrestrial arthropods in dry open grasslands near water and 
rocky outcroppings or old structures.  It may also occur in oak woodlands and at the edge of redwood forests along the 
coast.  Roosting typically occurs in groups.  Roosts often occur in caves and mine tunnels, but buildings and trees may 
be used for day roosts.  More open, sites such as buildings, porches, garages, highway bridges, and mines may be used 
for night roosts.  Pallid bats are sensitive to human disturbances at roost sites.  The pallid bat occurs throughout much of 
California. 
 
Greater western mastiff bat 
The western mastiff bat, California’s largest bat species, is an uncommon resident throughout its range in California.  It 
occurs in the southeastern San Joaquin Valley and Coastal Ranges from Monterey County southward through southern 
California and from the coast eastward to the Colorado Desert.  It is found in large open habitats where suitable roost 
sites are abundant.  Roosting habitat primarily occurs in cliffs and rock outcrops, but can also be found in buildings with 
similar crevices.  It feeds primarily on moths and crickets.   
 
 
Raptor species (birds of prey) and migratory birds, other than those listed as special-status, may potentially nest within 
the study area.  All raptor species, including relatively common species and their nests are protected from take under 
California Fish and Game Code.  Migratory birds and their nests are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. 
 
No special-status wildlife species were observed within the study area.  Incidental observations of wildlife species made 
during the field assessment are included in Appendix D. 
 
Waters of the U.S. and Wetland Habitats 
A formal delineation of waters of the U.S., including wetlands, was conducted concurrently with the field assessment.  
The delineation found no jurisdictional wetlands or other waters of the U.S. within the study area.  Please see Reynolds 
Ranch Development Project Assessment of “Waters of the U.S.,” Including Wetlands for additional detail (North State 
Resources 2006a). 
 
Regulatory Framework 
 
This section lists specific environmental review and consultation requirements and identifies permits and approvals that 
may be necessary from local, state, and federal agencies prior to construction of the proposed project. 
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Federal 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
Migratory birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (16 USC 703-711).  The MBTA 
makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy, sell, purchase, or barter any migratory bird listed in 50 CFR Part 10, including 
feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or products, except as allowed by implementing regulations (50 CFR 21).  Most of 
the birds that may occur within the study area are protected under the MBTA.  Therefore, project construction has the 
potential to directly take the nests, eggs, young, or individuals of protected species.  Further, construction disturbance 
during the breeding season could result in the incidental loss of fertile eggs or nestlings, or otherwise lead to the 
abandonment of nests, a violation of the MBTA. 
 
State 
California Department of Fish and Game 
Birds of Prey 
Under Section 3503.5 of the California Fish and Game Code it is unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any birds in the 
orders Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds of prey) or to take, possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any such bird 
except as otherwise provided by this code or any regulation adopted pursuant thereto.  This Code protects raptors that 
may utilize the study area for foraging. 
 
San Joaquin County 
San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan  
San Joaquin County has developed and implemented a Multi-species Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan 
(SJMSCP).  In accordance with ESA Section 10(a)(1)(B) and CESA Section 2081(b) Incidental Take Permits, the 
SJMSCP provides compensation for the Conversion of Open Space to non-Open Space uses which affect the 
plant, fish and wildlife species covered by the Plan.  Pertinent to the Reynolds Ranch Development Project, 
Permittees of the SJMSCP include San Joaquin County and the City of Lodi.  Covered activities include the 
conversion of Open Space to urban development.  Six of the eight special-status species with potential to occur in 
the study area are covered under the SJMSCP, including burrowing owl, Swainson’s hawk, white-tailed kite, 
loggerhead shrike, California horned lark, greater western mastiff bat.  As such, compensation for any project-
related impacts to these species may be undertaken by one or a combination of the three mitigation options 
provided for each covered species, pursuant to the SJMSCP.  Rufous hummingbird and pallid bat are not covered 
under the SJMSCP.  
 
Tree Protection Ordinance 
San Joaquin County has a tree ordinance for the purpose of preserving the County’s tree resources (San Joaquin 
County 1995).  The ordinance is found in Division 15, Natural Resources Regulations; Chapter 9-1505, Trees.  
According to Section 9-1505.2, the provisions of the chapter apply to all development projects requiring 
discretionary approval that have Native Oak Trees, Heritage Oak Trees, or Historical Trees on the property.  
Division 1 Chapter 9-110, of the San Joaquin County Ordinances defines these as follows: 
 

 Heritage Oak Tree.  “Heritage oak tree” means a native oak tree that has a single trunk diameter of 32 
inches or greater measured at four and one-half feet above the average ground elevation of the tree. 
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 Historical Tree.  “Historical tree” means any tree or groups of trees given special recognition because 
of the size, age, location, or history.  Designation of historical trees shall be made by the Planning 
Commission following a Public Hearing. 

 Native Oak Tree.  “Native oak tree” means a valley oak (Quercus lobata) with a trunk diameter of six 
(6) inches to less than thirty-two (32) inches for a single trunk tree…measured four and one-half feet above 
the average ground elevation of the tree… 
 

According to these definitions, the valley oak tree at the southeastern corner of the study area is a Heritage Oak 
Tree; diameter at breast height is 38.2 inches.  Any planned removal of this tree would be subject to Section 9-
1505.3 (Removal Requirements), which requires an approved Improvement Plan application.  In addition, 
removal is allowed only if the Review Authority finds that one of more of the following situations exists:  1) 
removal is in the public interest; 2) the tree interferes with an existing structure, utility service, or road, and no 
reasonable alternative exists to correct the interference other than removal; 3) removal is necessitated because the 
tree is endangering another plant with infection or infestation, and/or 4) the tree interferes with the maintenance of 
flood control facilities.   
 
According to Section 9-1505.4 (Replacement), removal of any Heritage Oak Tree would require replacement at a 
ratio of five (5) trees or acorns per Heritage Oak Tree.  Replacement stock will be planted and maintained in such 
a manner as to ensure survival of replacements after three year from date of planting. 
 
If the Heritage Oak Tree is to be retained on site, it must be protected from construction-related damage as 
described in Section 9-1505.5 (Development Constraints).  These constraints include limitations on grade 
changes, trenching, construction of retaining walls, and paving; and the installation of protective fencing.  In 
addition, any post-construction landscaping that is installed in the study area must be installed in a manner that 
does not compromise the health of retained Heritage Oak Trees.  Landscaping guidelines are described in Section 
9-1505.6 (Landscaping) of the Tree Protection Ordinance and include limitations on non-plant landscaping 
materials, a description of plants permitted, limitations on planting areas, and limitations on irrigation systems 
(San Joaquin County 1995). 
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Thank you for this opportunity to assist with your project needs.  Please contact me if you have any questions or require 
additional information.  I can be reached by phone at (916) 446-2566 ext. 209 or by e-mail at stout@nsrnet.com. 
 
Sincerely, 
North State Resources, Inc. 
 

 
Deborah Stout 
Botanist / Environmental Analyst
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Figure 2
Vegetation Communities

Reynolds Ranch Development Project
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Heritage Oak Tree (Quercus lobata)
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Figure 3
CNDDB Recorded Occurrences of Special-status Species

Reynolds Ranch Development Project
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California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)
Scientific Name, Common Name

Athene cunicularia, burrowing owl

Branchinecta mesovallensis, midvalley fairy shrimp

Buteo swainsoni, Swainson's hawk

Lepidurus packardi, vernal pool tadpole shrimp

Pogonichthys macrolepidotus, Sacramento splittail

Sagittaria sanfordii, Sanford's arrowhead

Thamnophis gigas, giant garter snake
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<- Revise Selection    

Make Official Letter ->

Federal Endangered and Threatened Species that Occur in
or may be Affected by Projects in the Counties and/or

U.S.G.S. 7 1/2 Minute Quads you requested

Document Number: 060228124020

Database Last Updated: February 14, 2006

Quad Lists

LODI SOUTH (479D)

Listed Species

Invertebrates

Branchinecta lynchi - vernal pool fairy shrimp (T)

Desmocerus californicus dimorphus - valley elderberry longhorn beetle (T)

Lepidurus packardi - vernal pool tadpole shrimp (E)

Fish

Hypomesus transpacificus - Critical habitat, delta smelt (X)

Hypomesus transpacificus - delta smelt (T)

Oncorhynchus mykiss - Central Valley steelhead (T)

Oncorhynchus mykiss - Critical habitat, Central Valley steelhead (X)

Oncorhynchus tshawytscha - Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon (T)

Oncorhynchus tshawytscha - winter-run chinook salmon, Sacramento River (E)

Amphibians

Ambystoma californiense - California tiger salamander, central pppulation (T)

Rana aurora draytonii - California red-legged frog (T)
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Reptiles

Thamnophis gigas - giant garter snake (T)

Birds

Haliaeetus leucocephalus - bald eagle (T)

Plants

Castilleja campestris ssp. succulenta - succulent (=fleshy) owl's-clover (T)

Proposed Species

Fish

Acipenser medirostris - green sturgeon (P)

Candidate Species

Fish

Oncorhynchus tshawytscha - Central Valley fall/late fall-run chinook salmon (C)

Species of Concern

Invertebrates

Anthicus antiochensis - Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle (SC)

Anthicus sacramento - Sacramento anthicid beetle (SC)

Branchinecta mesovallensis - Midvalley fairy shrimp (SC)

Linderiella occidentalis - California linderiella fairy shrimp (SC)
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Fish

Lampetra ayresi - river lamprey (SC)

Lampetra hubbsi - Kern brook lamprey (SC)

Lampetra tridentata - Pacific lamprey (SC)

Pogonichthys macrolepidotus - Sacramento splittail (SC)

Spirinchus thaleichthys - longfin smelt (SC)

Amphibians

Spea hammondii (was Scaphiopus h.) - western spadefoot toad (SC)

Reptiles

Anniella pulchra pulchra - silvery legless lizard (SC)

Clemmys marmorata marmorata - northwestern pond turtle (SC)

Clemmys marmorata pallida - southwestern pond turtle (SC)

Phrynosoma coronatum frontale - California horned lizard (SC)

Birds

Agelaius tricolor - tricolored blackbird (SC)

Athene cunicularia hypugaea - western burrowing owl (SC)

Branta canadensis leucopareia - Aleutian Canada goose (D)

Buteo regalis - ferruginous hawk (SC)

Buteo Swainsoni - Swainson's hawk (CA)

Carduelis lawrencei - Lawrence's goldfinch (SC)

Chaetura vauxi - Vaux's swift (SC)

Charadrius montanus - mountain plover (SC)

Elanus leucurus - white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite (SC)

Empidonax traillii brewsteri - little willow flycatcher (CA)



Online Species List file:///S:/Projects/50770%20Reynolds%20Ranch%20Biological%20Sup...

4 of 7 3/13/2006 4:54 PM

Falco peregrinus anatum - American peregrine falcon (D)

Grus canadensis tabida - greater sandhill crane (CA)

Lanius ludovicianus - loggerhead shrike (SC)

Melanerpes lewis - Lewis' woodpecker (SC)

Numenius americanus - long-billed curlew (SC)

Picoides nuttallii - Nuttall's woodpecker (SLC)

Plegadis chihi - white-faced ibis (SC)

Selasphorus rufus - rufous hummingbird (SC)

Mammals

Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii - Pacific western big-eared bat (SC)

Eumops perotis californicus - greater western mastiff-bat (SC)

Myotis ciliolabrum - small-footed myotis bat (SC)

Myotis volans - long-legged myotis bat (SC)

Myotis yumanensis - Yuma myotis bat (SC)

Perognathus inornatus - San Joaquin pocket mouse (SC)

Plants

Lilaeopsis masonii - Mason's lilaeopsis (SC)

County Lists

No county species lists requested.

Key:

(E) Endangered - Listed (in the Federal Register) as being in danger of extinction.
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(T) Threatened - Listed as likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future.
(P) Proposed - Officially proposed (in the Federal Register) for listing as endangered or threatened.
(NMFS) Species under the Jurisdiction of the National Marine Fisheries Service. Consult with them 
directly about these species.
Critical Habitat - Area essential to the conservation of a species.
(PX) Proposed Critical Habitat - The species is already listed. Critical habitat is being proposed for it.
(C) Candidate - Candidate to become a proposed species.
(CA) Listed by the State of California but not by the Fish & Wildlife Service.
(D) Delisted - Species will be monitored for 5 years.
(SC) Species of Concern/(SLC) Species of Local Concern - Other species of concern to the Sacramento
Fish & Wildlife Office.
(V) Vacated by a court order. Not currently in effect. Being reviewed by the Service.
(X) Critical Habitat designated for this species

Important Information About Your Species List

How We Make Species Lists

We store information about endangered and threatened species lists by U.S. Geological Survey 7Â½ minute
quads. The United States is divided into these quads, which are about the size of San Francisco.

The animals on your species list are ones that occur within, or may be affected by projects within, the quads
covered by the list.

Fish and other aquatic species appear on your list if they are in the same watershed as your quad or if
water use in your quad might affect them.

Amphibians will be on the list for a quad or county if pesticides applied in that area may be carried to
their habitat by air currents.

Birds are shown regardless of whether they are resident or migratory. Relevant birds on the county list
should be considered regard-less of whether they appear on a quad list.

Plants

Any plants on your list are ones that have actually been observed in the quad or quads covered by the list.
Plants may exist in an area without ever having been detected there. You can find out what's in the nine
surrounding quads through the California Native Plant Society's online Inventory of Rare and Endangered 
Plants.

Surveying
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Some of the species on your list may not be affected by your project. A trained biologist or botanist, familiar
with the habitat requirements of the species on your list, should determine whether they or habitats suitable
for them may be affected by your project. We recommend that your surveys include any proposed and
candidate species on your list.

For plant surveys, we recommend using the Guidelines for Conducting and Reporting Botanical Inventories.
The results of your surveys should be published in any environmental documents prepared for your project.

State-Listed Species

If a species has been listed as threatened or endangered by the State of California, but not by us nor by the
National Marine Fisheries Service, it will appear on your list as a Species of Concern. However you should
contact the California Department of Fish and Game Wildlife and Habitat Data Analysis Branch for official 
information about these species.

Your Responsibilities Under the Endangered Species Act

All plants and animals identified as listed above are fully protected under the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended. Section 9 of the Act and its implementing regulations prohibit the take of a federally listed
wildlife species. Take is defined by the Act as "to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap,
capture, or collect" any such animal.

Take may include significant habitat modification or degradation where it actually kills or
injures wildlife by significantly impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding,
feeding, or shelter (50 CFR Â§17.3).

Take incidental to an otherwise lawful activity may be authorized by one of two procedures:

If a Federal agency is involved with the permitting, funding, or carrying out of a project that may result
in take, then that agency must engage in a formal consultation with the Service. 

During formal consultation, the Federal agency, the applicant and the Service work together to avoid or
minimize the impact on listed species and their habitat. Such consultation would result in a biological
opinion by the Service addressing the anticipated effect of the project on listed and proposed species.
The opinion may authorize a limited level of incidental take.

If no Federal agency is involved with the project, and federally listed species may be taken as part of
the project, then you, the applicant, should apply for an incidental take permit. The Service may issue
such a permit if you submit a satisfactory conservation plan for the species that would be affected by
your project.

Should your survey determine that federally listed or proposed species occur in the area and are likely
to be affected by the project, we recommend that you work with this office and the California
Department of Fish and Game to develop a plan that minimizes the project's direct and indirect impacts
to listed species and compensates for project-related loss of habitat. You should include the plan in any
environmental documents you file.

Critical Habitat

When a species is listed as endangered or threatened, areas of habitat considered essential to its conservation
may be designated as critical habitat. These areas may require special management considerations or
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protection. They provide needed space for growth and normal behavior; food, water, air, light, other
nutritional or physiological requirements; cover or shelter; and sites for breeding, reproduction, rearing of
offspring, germination or seed dispersal.

Although critical habitat may be designated on private or State lands, activities on these lands are not
restricted unless there is Federal involvement in the activities or direct harm to listed wildlife.

If any species has proposed or designated critical habitat within a quad, there will be a separate line for this
on the species list. Boundary descriptions of the critical habitat may be found in the Federal Register. The
information is also reprinted in the Code of Federal Regulations (50 CFR 17.95). See our critical habitat page
for maps.

Candidate Species

We recommend that you address impacts to candidate species. We put plants and animals on our candidate
list when we have enough scientific information to eventually propose them for listing as threatened or
endangered. By considering these species early in your planning process you may be able to avoid the
problems that could develop if one of these candidates was listed before the end of your project.

Species of Concern

Your list may contain a section called Species of Concern. This is an informal term that refers to those
species that the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office believes might be in need of concentrated conservation
actions. Such conservation actions vary depending on the health of the populations and degree and types of
threats. At one extreme, there may only need to be periodic monitoring of populations and threats to the
species and its habitat. At the other extreme, a species may need to be listed as a Federal threatened or
endangered species. Species of concern receive no legal protection and the use of the term does not
necessarily mean that the species will eventually be proposed for listing as a threatened or endangered
species.

Wetlands

If your project will impact wetlands, riparian habitat, or other jurisdictional waters as defined by section 404
of the Clean Water Act and/or section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, you will need to obtain a permit
from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Impacts to wetland habitats require site specific mitigation and
monitoring. For questions regarding wetlands, please contact Mark Littlefield of this office at (916)
414-6580.

Updates

Our database is constantly updated as species are proposed, listed and delisted. If you address proposed,
candidate and special concern species in your planning, this should not be a problem. However, we
recommend that you get an updated list every 90 days. That would be May 29, 2006.
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State StatusFederal StatusScientific Name/Common Name Element Code SRankGRank

Natural Diversity Database
California Department of Fish and Game

Selected Elements by Scientific Name - Portrait
Reynold's Ranch - Lodi South, Lodi North, Lockeford, Waterloo, Stockton East, Stockton West, Holt, Terminous, and Thornton 7.5-minute
Topographic Quadrangles.

CDFG or
CNPS/R-E-D

SCAgelaius tricolor
tricolored blackbird

ABPBXB0020 S2G2G31

SCThreatenedAmbystoma californiense
California tiger salamander

AAAAA01180 S2S3G2G32

1B/2-2-3Aster lentus
Suisun Marsh aster

PDAST0T540 S2.2G23

1B/3-2-3Astragalus tener var. tener
alkali milk-vetch

PDFAB0F8R1 S1.1G1T14

SCAthene cunicularia
burrowing owl

ABNSB10010 S2G45

1B/2-2-3Atriplex joaquiniana
San Joaquin spearscale

PDCHE041F3 S2.1G26

ThreatenedBranchinecta lynchi
vernal pool fairy shrimp

ICBRA03030 S2S3G37

Branchinecta mesovallensis
midvalley fairy shrimp

ICBRA03150 S2G28

ThreatenedButeo swainsoni
Swainson's hawk

ABNKC19070 S2G59

2/3-3-1Carex comosa
bristly sedge

PMCYP032Y0 S2?G510

1B/2-2-3EndangeredThreatenedCastilleja campestris ssp. succulenta
succulent owl's-clover

PDSCR0D3Z1 S2.2G4?T211

Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh CTT52410CA S2.1G312

1B/3-3-3EndangeredEndangeredCordylanthus palmatus
palmate-bracted bird's-beak

PDSCR0J0J0 S1.1G113

1B/2-2-3Delphinium recurvatum
recurved larkspur

PDRAN0B1J0 S2.2G214

ThreatenedDesmocerus californicus dimorphus
valley elderberry longhorn beetle

IICOL48011 S2G3T215

SCEmys (=Clemmys) marmorata
western pond turtle

ARAAD02030 S3G3G416

SCEmys (=Clemmys) marmorata marmorata
northwestern pond turtle

ARAAD02031 S3G3G4T317

2/2-3-1Erodium macrophyllum
round-leaved filaree

PDGER01070 S2.1G418

Great Valley Valley Oak Riparian Forest CTT61430CA S1.1G119

2/2-2-1Hibiscus lasiocarpus
rose-mallow

PDMAL0H0Q0 S2.2G420

ThreatenedLaterallus jamaicensis coturniculus
California black rail

ABNME03041 S1G4T121

1B/2-2-3Lathyrus jepsonii var. jepsonii
Delta tule pea

PDFAB250D2 S2.2G5T222

1B/2-3-3Legenere limosa
legenere

PDCAM0C010 S2.2G223

Commercial Version -- Dated February 03, 2006 -- Wildlife and Habitat Data Analysis Branch Page 1
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State StatusFederal StatusScientific Name/Common Name Element Code SRankGRank

Natural Diversity Database
California Department of Fish and Game

Selected Elements by Scientific Name - Portrait
Reynold's Ranch - Lodi South, Lodi North, Lockeford, Waterloo, Stockton East, Stockton West, Holt, Terminous, and Thornton 7.5-minute
Topographic Quadrangles.

CDFG or
CNPS/R-E-D

EndangeredLepidurus packardi
vernal pool tadpole shrimp

ICBRA10010 S2S3G324

1B/2-3-3RareLilaeopsis masonii
Mason's lilaeopsis

PDAPI19030 S3.1G325

2/2-3-1Limosella subulata
Delta mudwort

PDSCR10050 S2.1G4?Q26

Northern Hardpan Vernal Pool CTT44110CA S3.1G327

SCPogonichthys macrolepidotus
Sacramento splittail

AFCJB34020 S2G228

SCRana boylii
foothill yellow-legged frog

AAABH01050 S2S3G329

1B/2-2-3Sagittaria sanfordii
Sanford's arrowhead

PMALI040Q0 S3.2G330

2/3-2-1Scutellaria lateriflora
blue skullcap

PDLAM1U0Q0 S1.2G531

ThreatenedThreatenedThamnophis gigas
giant garter snake

ARADB36150 S2S3G2G332

Valley Oak Woodland CTT71130CA S2.1G333

Commercial Version -- Dated February 03, 2006 -- Wildlife and Habitat Data Analysis Branch Page 2
Report Printed on Tuesday, February 28, 2006 Information Expires 08/03/2006
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Summary of Special-status Species Review 

Reynolds Ranch Development Project:  San Joaquin County, California 
 

Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Federal or State Listed Species 

Plants 

Castilleja campestris ssp. 
succulenta  
Succulent owl’s-clover 

T/E/1B 
Vernal pools, often in acidic soils.  164-
2,460 feet in elevation.  Blooms April-
May. 

A 

Vernal pool habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Cordylanthus palmatus 
Palmate-bracted bird’s-beak E/E/1B 

Chenopod scrub, cismontane woodland, 
and valley and foothill grassland; in 
alkaline soils.  16-508 feet in elevation.  
Blooms May-October. 

A 

Alkaline soils are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Invertebrates 

Branchinecta lynchi  
Vernal pool fairy shrimp  T/-- 

Vernal pool crustaceans live in vernal 
pools, swales, and ephemeral freshwater 
habitats.  None are known to occur in 
riverine waters or marine waters. 

A 

Vernal pools do not occur in 
study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Desmocerus californicus 
dimorphus  
Valley elderberry longhorn 
beetle  
 

T/-- 
Elderberry shrubs associated with 
riparian forests that occur along rivers 
and streams. 

A 

Elderberry shrubs were not 
observed in the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Vernal pool tadpole shrimp 
Lepidurus packardi E/-- 

Vernal pool crustaceans live in vernal 
pools, swales, and ephemeral freshwater 
habitats. None are known to occur in 
riverine waters or marine waters. 

A 

Vernal pools do not occur in 
study area.  There is a 1990 
CNDDB recorded occurrence 
of this species in the Lodi 
area (CDFG 2006).   

Fish 

Acipenser medirostris  
Green sturgeon  
 

P/SC 

Spawn in the Sacramento River when 
temperatures range between 8-14°C.  
Preferred spawning substrate is large 
cobble, but can range from clean sand 
to bedrock. 

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   
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Summary of Special-status Species Review 
Reynolds Ranch Development Project:  San Joaquin County, California 

 

Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Hypomesus transpacificus  
Delta smelt  
 

T/T Estuarine systems in the Sacramento-
San Joaquin Delta. A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus  
Central Valley steelhead  T/-- 

Spawn and rear in Sacramento River 
and its tributaries.  Require cool, swift 
shallow water; clean, loose gravel for 
spawning; and runs and suitable large 
pools in which to rear and over-
summer. 

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Oncorhynchus tshawytscha  
Central Valley spring-run 
chinook salmon ESU  

T/T 

Spawn and rear in main-stem 
Sacramento River and suitable 
perennial tributaries.  Require cool 
year-round water temperatures and deep 
pools for over-summering habitat.  
Spawn in riffles with gravel and cobble 
substrate. 

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Oncorhynchus tshawytscha  
Winter-run chinook salmon 
ESU  
 

E/E 

Spawn and rear in main-stem 
Sacramento River.  Require cool year-
round water temperatures, since 
spawning occurs during the summer.  
Require deep pools and riffles, and 
clean gravel and cobble substrate to 
spawn.   

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Amphibians 

Abystoma californiense 
California tiger salamander T/SC 

Most commonly found in grassland 
habitats.  Adults spend most of the year 
in subterranean refugia.  Migrate up to 
3,000 feet to breed in temporary ponds. 

A 

Suitable breeding habitat does 
not occur in the vicinity of the 
study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Rana aurora draytonii  
California red-legged frog  T/SC 

Require aquatic habitat for breeding, 
also uses a variety of other habitat types 
including riparian and upland areas. 
Adults utilize dense, shrubby or 
emergent vegetation associated with 
deep-water pools with fringes of cattails 
and dense stands of overhanging 
vegetation.   

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   
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Summary of Special-status Species Review 
Reynolds Ranch Development Project:  San Joaquin County, California 

 

Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Reptiles 

Thamnophis gigas 
Giant garter snake T/T Require aquatic habitat with shrubby or 

emergent vegetation.   A 

Aquatic habitats with 
emergent vegetation are not 
present within the study area.  
There is a 1976 CNDDB 
recorded occurrence of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006). 

Birds 

Buteo swainsoni 
Swainson’s hawk --/T 

Require large, open grasslands with 
abundant prey in association with 
suitable nest trees.  Nest in Central 
Valley riparian habitat (e.g., valley oak, 
Fremont cottonwood, walnut, and large 
willow), and lone trees or groves of 
trees in agricultural fields.   

P 

There is marginal foraging 
habitat and breeding habitat 
within the study area.  
However, no large stick nests 
were observed on the site.  
There are 18 CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area; two of these 
are within two miles of the 
study area (CDFG 2006).   

Empidonax traillii  
Willow flycatcher  --/E 

Rare summer resident in wet meadow 
and montane riparian habitats at 2,000 
to 8,000 feet elevation.  No longer 
known to nest in Sacramento Valley but 
migrate through the north state region in 
spring and fall. 

A 

No longer nests in the 
Sacramento Valley.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Falco peregrinus anatum  
American peregrine falcon  D/E, FP Forage in many habitats; require cliffs 

for nesting. A 

Cliffs required for nesting are 
not present within or in the 
vicinity of the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Grus canadensis tabida  
Greater sandhill crane  
 

--/T, FP 
Shallow wetlands required for breeding; 
forage in nearby pastures, fields, 
meadows. 

A 

Suitable breeding and 
foraging habitat is not 
present.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Haliaeetus leucocephalus  
Bald eagle  
 

T/E 

Forage on live and dead fish and nest in 
large trees or snags.  Require large 
bodies of water, including ocean 
shorelines, lake margins, and large, 
open river courses for foraging, nesting, 
and wintering habitat. 

A 

Riparian habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   
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Summary of Special-status Species Review 
Reynolds Ranch Development Project:  San Joaquin County, California 

 

Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Laterallus jamaicensis 
coturniculus 
California black rail 

--/T 

Occurs most commonly in tidal 
emergent wetlands dominated by 
pickleweed, or in brackish marshes 
supporting bulrushes in association with 
pickleweed.  In freshwater, usually 
found in bulrushes, cattails, and 
saltgrass. 

A 

Tidal emergent wetlands, or 
brackish or freshwater 
marshes are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Riparia riparia  
Bank swallow 
 

--/T 
Colonial nester on vertical banks or 
cliffs with fine-textured soils near 
water. 

A 

Vertical banks and cliffs are 
not present within the study 
area.  There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Mammals 

California wolverine  
Gulo gulo luteus --/T/ FP 

A variety of habitats between elevations 
of 1,600 and 14,200 ft.  Most 
commonly inhabit open terrain above 
timberline. 

A 

Study area is below the 
required elevation for suitable 
habitat.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Sierra Nevada red fox Vulpes 
vulpes nector --/T 

Red fir and lodgepole pine forests in the 
sub-alpine zone and alpine fell-fields of 
the Sierra Nevada. 

A 

Study area is below the 
required elevation for suitable 
habitat.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Pacific fisher  
Martes pennanti pacifica C/SC 

Den and forage in intermediate to large 
stands of old-growth forests or mixed 
stands of old-growth and mature trees 
with greater than 50% canopy closure.  
May use riparian corridors for 
movement.   

A 

Mixed hardwood conifer 
stands are not present within 
the study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Other Special-Status Species 

Plants 

Aster lentus 
Suisun marsh aster SC/--/1B Marshes and swamps.  1-10 feet in 

elevation.  Blooms May-November. A 

Marshes or swamps are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   
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Summary of Special-status Species Review 
Reynolds Ranch Development Project:  San Joaquin County, California 

 

Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Astragalus tener var. tener 
Alkali milk-vetch SC/--/1B 

Playas, valley and foothill grassland in 
adobe clay, and vernal pools in alkaline 
soils.  3-197 feet in elevation.  Blooms 
March-June. 

A 

Adobe clay soils and alkaline 
soils are not present within 
the study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Atriplex joaquiniana 
San Joaquin speakscale SC/--/1B 

Chenopod scrub, meadows and seeps, 
playas, and valley and foothill grassland 
in alkaline soils.  3-2,740 feet in 
elevation.  Blooms April-October. 

A 

Chenopod scrub, meadows 
and seeps, playas, and 
alkaline soils are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Carex comosa 
Bristly sedge --/--/2 

Coastal prairie, marshes and swamps, 
and valley and foothill grasslands in 
mesic sites.  1-2,051 feet in elevation.  
Blooms May-September. 

A 

Coastal prairie, marshes and 
swamps, or mesic sites are 
not present within the study 
area.  There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Delphinium recurvatum 
Recurved larkspur SC/--/1B 

Chenopod scrub, cismontane woodland, 
and valley and foothill grassland in 
alkaline soils.  9-2,461 feet in elevation.  
Blooms March-May. 

A 

Chenopod scrub, cismontane 
woodland, or alkaline soils 
are not present within the 
study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Erodium macrophyllum 
Round-leaved filaree --/--/2 

Cismontane woodland and valley and 
foothill grassland in clay soils.  49-
3,937 feet in elevation.  Blooms March-
May. 

A 

Clay soils are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Hibiscus lasiocarpus 
Rose-mallow --/--/2 

Freshwater marshes and swamps.  0-
394 feet in elevation.  Blooms June-
September. 

A 

Freshwater marshes or 
swamps are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Lathyrus jepsonii var. jepsonii 
Delta tule pea SC/--/1B 

Freshwater and brackish marshes and 
swamps.  1-13 feet in elevation.  
Blooms May-September. 

A 

Freshwater or brackish 
marshes or swamps are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   
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Summary of Special-status Species Review 
Reynolds Ranch Development Project:  San Joaquin County, California 

 

Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Legenere limosa 
Legenere SC/--/1B Vernal pools, 0-3,000 feet in elevation.  

Blooms April-June. A 

Vernal pools are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Lilaeopsis masonii 
Mason’s lilaeopsis SC/R/1B 

Brackish or freshwater marshes and 
swamps and riparian scrub.  0-33 feet in 
elevation.  Blooms April-November. 

A 

Brackish or freshwater 
marshes and swamps or 
riparian scrub are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Limosella subulata 
Delta mudwort --/--/2 Marshes and swamps.  0-10 feet in 

elevation.  Blooms May-August. A 

Marshes or swamps are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Sagittaria sanfordii 
Sanford’s arrowhead SC/--/1B 

Marshes and swamps, assorted shallow 
freshwater habitats.  0-2,001 feet in 
elevation.  Blooms May-October. 

A 

Shallow freshwater habitats 
are not present within the 
study area.  There is a 1940 
CNDDB recorded occurrence 
of this species approximately 
four miles east of the project 
area; the species was not 
observed during a 1980 
survey (CDFG 2006).   

Scutellaria lateriflora 
Blue skullcap --/--/2 

Meadows and seeps, marshes and 
swamps.  0-1,640 feet in elevation.  
Blooms July-September. 

A 

Meadows, seeps, marshes, or 
swamps are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Invertebrates 

Anthicus antiochensis 
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle SC/-- Known only from the Antioch Dunes. A 

Study area is outside of the 
known distribution of this 
species.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Anthicus sacramento 
Sacramento anthicid beetle SC/-- 

Sand slipfaces among bamboo and 
willow.  Restricted to sand dunes in 
Sacramento – San Joaquin Delta. 

A 

Sand dunes are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   
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Summary of Special-status Species Review 
Reynolds Ranch Development Project:  San Joaquin County, California 

 

Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Branchinecta mesovallensis 
Midvalley fairy shrimp SC/-- Vernal pools. A 

Vernal pools are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are four CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles and one 
occurrence within two miles 
of the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Linderiella occidentalis 
California linderiella fairy 
shrimp 

SC/-- Vernal pools, wet swales, intermittent 
pools, and seasonal wetlands. A 

Vernal pools or other 
seasonal wetlands are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Fish 

Lampetra ayresi  
River lamprey  
 

SC/SC 
An anadromous fish found in rivers 
from San Francisco Bay watershed 
north to Alaska 

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Lampetra hubbsi 
Kern brook lamprey SC/SC 

The Kern brook lamprey is endemic to 
the east side of the San Joaquin Valley 
and is found only in the San Joaquin 
River drainage in California  
 

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Spirinchus thaleichthys  
Longfin smelt  
 

SC/SC Sloughs of Suisun Bay and Delta. A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Oncorhynchus tshawytscha  
Central Valley fall/late fall-run 
chinook salmon ESU  

SC/SC 

Spawn and rear in main-stem 
Sacramento River and suitable 
perennial tributaries.  Require cool 
year-round water temperatures and deep 
pools for over-summering habitat.  
Spawn in riffles with gravel and cobble. 

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   
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Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Pogonichthys macrolepidotus  
Sacramento splittail  
 

SC/SC Shallow, dead-end sloughs with 
submerged vegetation. A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There is a 2003 CNDDB 
recorded occurrence of this 
species four miles northwest 
of the project area (CDFG 
2006). 

Amphibians 

Rana boylii  
Foothill yellow-legged frog  --/SC Rocky streams in a variety of habitats.  

Found in coast ranges. A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Spea hammondii  
Western spadefoot toad  SC/SC Grasslands with temporary pools. A 

Grasslands with temporary 
pools are not present within 
the study area.  Study area 
was surveyed approximately 
48 hours after heavy rains and 
no ponding was observed.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Reptiles 

Anniella pulchra pulchra 
Silvery legless lizard SC/SC 

Common in several habitats but 
especially in coastal dune, valley-
foothill, chaparral, and coastal scrub 
types.  Require sandy or loose organic 
soils or where there is plenty of leaf 
litter. 

A 

Coastal dune, valley-foothill, 
chaparral, coastal scrub, or 
other habitats with suitable 
leaf litter are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Clemmys marmorata 
marmorata  
Northwestern pond turtle  

SC/SC 

Slow water aquatic habitat with 
available basking sites.  Hatchlings 
require shallow water with dense 
submergent or short emergent 
vegetation.  Require an upland 
oviposition site in the vicinity of the 
aquatic site 

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Clemmys marmorata pallida 
Southwestern pond turtle SC/SC 

Western pond turtles require some 
slack- or slow-water aquatic habitat, 
preferably with aerial and aquatic 
basking sites. 

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   
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Summary of Special-status Species Review 
Reynolds Ranch Development Project:  San Joaquin County, California 

 

Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Masticophis flagellum 
ruddocki 
San Joaquin coachwhip 

SC/-- 

Occur below 6,000 feet in elevation in 
open terrain and are most abundant in 
grass, desert, scrub, chaparral, and 
pasture habitats. 

A 

Suitably large open terrain is 
not present within the study 
area.  There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   
 

Phrynosoma coronatum 
frontale 
California horned lizard 

SC/SC 

Found in a variety of habitats below 
4,000 feet in elevation.  Require open 
country, especially sandy areas, washes, 
flood plains. 

A 

Suitable habitat for this 
species (e.g. open rocky, 
sandy areas) does not occur 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   
 

Birds 

Accipiter cooperii  
Cooper’s hawk  
 

--/SC 
Forage in broken woodlands and habitat 
edges.  Dense tree stands with moderate 
crown depth used for nesting. 

A 

Woodlands or dense tree 
stands are not present within 
the study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Accipiter striatus  
Sharp-shinned hawk  --/SC 

Typically nest in dense conifer stands 
near water, winter in woodlands.  
Forage in many habitats in winter and 
migration.   

A 

Woodlands or conifer stands 
are not present within the 
study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Agelaius tricolor  
Tricolored blackbird  SC/SC Breed near fresh water in dense 

emergent vegetation. A 

Emergent vegetation is not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Aquila chrysaetos  
Golden eagle  
 

--/SC, FP Breed on cliffs or in large trees or 
electrical towers, forage in open areas. A 

Open habitats and cliffs do 
not occur in the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   
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Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Asio flammeus 
Short-eared owl --/SC 

Found in open, treeless areas with 
elevated sites for perches, and dense 
vegetation for roosting and nesting 

A 

Dense vegetation and open, 
treeless areas are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Asio otus  
Long-eared owl 
 

--/SC 

Dense riparian and live oak thickets 
near meadow edges, and nearby 
woodland and forest habitats; also 
found in dense conifer stands at higher 
elevations. 

A 

Dense vegetation and 
meadows do not occur within 
the study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Athene cunicularia hypugaea  
Western burrowing owl  SC/SC 

Open habitats, dry grasslands and 
ruderal habitats with ground squirrel 
burrows. 

P 

Open habitats are present 
within the study area, and 
ground squirrel burrows were 
observed during the field 
survey.  Therefore, suitable 
habitat is present within the 
study area.  There is a 1999 
CNDDB recorded occurrence 
of this species five miles 
south of the project area 
(CDFG 2006).   

Branta canadensis 
leucopareia 
Aleutian Canada goose 

D/ 
Lacustrine, fresh emergent wetlands, 
grasslands, croplands, pastures, and 
meadows. 

A 

Suitably large open fields for 
foraging are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Buteo regalis  
Ferruginous hawk  
 

SC/SC 
Forage in grasslands and occasionally in 
other open habitats during migration 
and winter. 

A 

Suitably large open fields for 
foraging are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Carduelis lawrencei 
Lawrence’s goldfinch SC/ Nest in open oak or other arid woodland 

near water. A 

Cliffs, deep canyons not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   
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Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Chaetura vauxi  
Vaux’s swift  
 

SC/SC 

Prefer redwood and Douglas-fir 
habitats, nest in hollow trees and snags 
or, occasionally, in chimneys; forage 
aerially. 

A 

Redwood or Douglas-fir 
habitats are not present within 
the study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Charadrius montanus 
Mountain plover 
 

SC/SC 

Found on short grasslands and plowed 
fields of the Central Valley from Sutter 
and Yuba counties southward.  Do not 
nest in California. 

A 

Short grasslands or plowed 
fields are not present within 
the study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Circus cyaneus  
Northern harrier 
 

--/SC 
Forage in marshes, grasslands, and 
ruderal habitats; nest in extensive 
marshes and wet fields or grasslands. 

A 

Suitably large open fields for 
foraging are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Dendroica petechia brewsteri  
California yellow warbler  --/SC 

Breed in riparian woodlands, 
particularly those dominated by willows 
and cottonwoods. 

A 

Riparian habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Elanus leucurus  
White-tailed kite  
 

SC/FP 

Nest in lowland grasslands, agricultural 
areas, wetlands, oak-woodland and 
savannah habitats, and riparian areas 
associated with open areas; forage over 
grassland, meadows, cropland and 
marshes.   

P 

Large trees suitable for 
nesting are present within the 
study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Eremophila alpestris actia 
California horned lark --/SC 

Various open habitats, usually where 
trees and large shrubs are absent.  Nest 
on the ground. 

P 

Fallow cropland and recently 
planted vineyard provide 
suitable foraging and nesting 
habitat.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Falco columbarius 
Merlin --/SC Favor low elevation habitats with water 

and tree stands. A 

Tree stands are not present 
within the study area, and 
study area is not in proximity 
to water.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   
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Reynolds Ranch Development Project:  San Joaquin County, California 

 

Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Falco mexicanus  
Prairie falcon  
 

D, SC/FP 
Occur in open habitats such as 
grasslands, desert scrub, rangelands and 
croplands. 

A 

Suitably large open habitats 
are not present within the 
study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Lanius ludovicianus  
Loggerhead shrike 
 

SC/SC 
Forage in open grassland habitats 
throughout the Central Valley of 
California.  Nest in shrubs and trees.   

P 

Foraging and nesting habitats 
for this species are present 
within the study area.  
Landscape trees and shrubs 
associated with rural 
residences are suitable for 
nesting.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Melanerpes lewis 
Lewis’ woodpecker SC/-- 

Open oak savannahs, broken deciduous 
and coniferous habitats.  Require open 
habitats with scattered trees and snags 
with cavities. 
 

A 

Oak savannah, deciduous, or 
conifer habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Numenius americanus  
Long-billed curlew  SC/-- 

Large coastal estuaries, upland 
herbaceous areas, and croplands.  Breed 
in wet meadow habitat. 

A 

Coastal estuaries, uplands, 
croplands, or wet meadows 
are not present within the 
study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Pandion haliaetus  
Osprey  
 

--/SC 
Ocean shorelines, lake margins and 
large, open river courses for both 
nesting and wintering habitat. 

A 

Aquatic habitats are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Picoides nutallii 
Nuttall’s woodpecker SC/-- 

Nest and forage in woodland and 
riparian habitats. 

A 

Woodland or riparian habitats 
are not present within the 
study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   
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Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Plegadis chihi  
White-faced ibis 
 

SC/-- A rare visitor to the Central Valley, nest 
and forage in freshwater marshes. A 

Freshwater marshes are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Progne subis  
Purple martin  
 

--/SC 

Breeding habitat includes old-growth, 
multi-layered, open forest and 
woodland with snags; forage over 
riparian areas, forest, and woodlands. 

A 

Woodlands or forests are not 
present within the study area.  
There are no CNDDB 
recorded occurrences of this 
species within five miles of 
the project area (CDFG 
2006).   

Selasphorus rufus 
Rufous hummingbird SC/-- 

Breed in Transition Life Zone of 
northwest coastal area from Oregon 
Border to southern Sonoma County. 

P 

Urban habitats provide 
foraging habitat for this 
species.  However, this 
species does not breed in the 
San Joaquin Valley.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Toxostoma redivivum 
California thrasher 
 

SC/-- 
Chaparral or riparian habitat with dense 
canopy and openings near the ground. 
 

A 

Chaparral or riparian habitats 
are not present within the 
study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Mammals 

Antrozous pallidus  
Pallid bat  
 

--/SC 

Forage over many habitats; roost in 
buildings, large oaks or redwoods, 
rocky outcrops and rocky crevices in 
mines and caves, and under bridges. 

P 

Buildings may provide 
suitable roosting habitat for 
this species.  However, 
suitable hibernacula and 
maternity sites are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Corynorhinus townsendii 
Townsend’s western big-eared 
bat  
 

 
--/SC 

 

Roost in colonies in caves, mines, 
tunnels, or buildings in mesic habitats.  
Forage along habitat edges, gleaning 
insects from bushes and trees.  Habitat 
must include appropriate roosting, 
maternity and hibernacula sites free 
from disturbance by humans.   

A 

Mesic habitats are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   
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Scientific Name 
Status1

(Fed/State/ 
CNPS) 

General Habitat Description 
Suitable 
Habitat 
(Present/ 
Absent) 

Rationale 

Eumops perotis californicus 
Greater western mastiff bat  --/SC Roost in rock outcrops, buildings and 

trees.  Forage in open habitats P 

Buildings and trees provide 
suitable roosting habitat 
within the study area.  
However, suitable 
hibernacula and maternity 
sites are not present within 
the study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Myotis ciliolabrum 
Small-footed myotis bat 

FSC/-- 

Common bat of arid uplands preferring 
open stands, brushy, and woodland 
habitats. Use caves, mines, buildings, 
bark, and crevices to roost. A 

Arid uplands are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Myotis volans 
Long-legged myotis bat 

FSC/-- 

Primarily in woodland and forest 
habitats above 4,000 feet. Trees are 
important day roosts; use caves and 
mines for night roosts. A 

Study area is outside of the 
known distribution of this 
species.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Myotis yumanensis 
Yuma myotis bat 

FSC/-- 

Inhabit open forests and woodlands. 
Distribution is closely tied to bodies of 
water.  Maternity colonies occur in 
caves, mines, buildings, or crevices.  
Roost in buildings, caves, mines, 
abandoned swallow nests, and under 
bark of large snags. 

A 

Water bodies are not present 
within the study area.  There 
are no CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   

Perognathus inornatus 
San Joaquin pocket mouse 

FSC/-- 

Inhabit dry, open grasslands or scrub 
areas on fine-textured soils. 

A 

Dry, open grasslands or scrub 
habitats are not present within 
the study area.  There are no 
CNDDB recorded 
occurrences of this species 
within five miles of the 
project area (CDFG 2006).   
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Incidental Wildlife Observations 

 



Reynolds Ranch Development Project 
Incidental Wildlife Observations 

March 17, 2006 
Scientific Name Common Name 

Sceloporus occidentalis Western fence lizard 

Buteo jamaicensis Red-tailed hawk 

Carpodacus mexicanus House finch 

Cathartes aura Turkey vulture 

Corvus brachyrhynchos American crow 

Euphagus cyanocephalus Brewer’s blackbird 

Mimus polyglottos Northern mockingbird 

Pica nutallii Yellow-billed magpie 

Pipilo fuscus Brown towhee (?) 

Sturnella neglecta Western meadowlark 

Turdus migratorius American robin 

Zonotrichia leucophrys White-crowned sparrow 

Lepus californicus Black-tailed jackrabbit 

Spermophilus beecheyi California ground squirrel 
 













































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

WATER SUPPLY 
ASSESSMENT 

CITY OF LODI

REYNOLD’S RANCH 
PROJECT 



REYNOLD’S RANCH WATER SUPPLY ASSESSMENT 

CITY OF LODI – APRIL 2006  i 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 
 

Introduction ...........................................................................................................1 

Sections 1 through 4: Supply Assessment Process ...........................................3 

Section 5: Supply and Demand Documentation.................................................5 

Section 5: Steps 3 and 4 – Demand ...................................................................8 

Step 4 – Documenting Dry Years Supply ..........................................................28 

Chapter 5: Steps 3 and 4 – Documenting Demand Effects ............................33 

Conclusion and Recommendations...................................................................39 

Appendix A: Agreement for Purchase of Water 

 

 

 

 

 



REYNOLD’S RANCH WATER SUPPLY ASSESSMENT 

CITY OF LODI – APRIL 2006  1 

INTRODUCTION 

This Reynolds Ranch Project (Project) Water Supply Assessment (WSA) is 
prepared in compliance with Senate Bill 610, effective January 1, 2002. 
Much of the data for this WSA has been taken from the adopted 2005 UWMP 
and is shown herein in italics to ensure the references. The Project meets the 
criteria as defined in California Water Code 10912 to be classified as a 
“Project” as follows: 

1. It proposes the development of 1084 dwelling units. 
2. It proposes a mixed use project as follows:  

a. Development of more than 500 dwelling units.  
b. Development of a shopping center/business center that may have 

more than 250,000 square feet of floor space. 
c. Development of a project that would demand an amount of water 

greater than the amount of water required by a 500 dwelling unit 
project.  

 
A Notice of Preparation (NOP) as defined in CEQA has not been filed with the 
lead agency, County of San Joaquin, at this time. A conceptual land use plan 
is shown on Figure 1. 
 
The proposed Reynolds Ranch Project consists of 220 acres of existing 
agricultural use land to be developed into residential, retail/commercial, 
office and public facility uses as shown in Table 1. 
 

TABLE 1  REYNOLD’S RANCH PLANNED LAND USES  

LAND USE GROSS ACREAGE 
Residential 134.0 
Retail/Commercial   40.0 
Office   20.0 
Public Facilities   11.0 
Open Space   15.0 
TOTAL 220.0 

 
 
The intended land uses satisfy the criteria of Project and the need for a WSA. 
This WSA format follows the format in the “Draft Guidebook for 
Implementation of SB 610 & SB 221 of 2001” prepared by the California 
DWR. 
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SECTIONS 1 THROUGH 4: SUPPLY ASSESSMENT PROCESS 
(Sections 1 through 4 determine preparation of a WSA) 

 
 The Project is subject to SB-610 because it proposes the development of 

1084 dwelling units 
 The Project is not subject to SB-221 because a subdivision map has not 

been submitted to the City 
 The City of Lodi would be the “water supplier” for the Project 
 The Project has not been the subject of a WSA 
 The City of Lodi adopted an Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) in 

1990 and updated the Plan in 1995 and in 2005 
 

The Project is in the initial planning stages and no subdivision maps have 
been prepared for the property. Therefore, the Project is not subject to SB-
221.  
 
The City of Lodi provides water service to the existing developed area. The 
Project is not within the City limits but is contiguous to the City on the south 
side of Harney Lane so the distance for any extension of service would be 
very short. Although currently outside the city limits, the project area is within 
the City’s sphere of influence and has been considered in the City’s planning 
and was included within the recently adopted Urban Water Management 
Plan. See Figure 2 depicting the City General Plan and the Sphere of 
Influence with relation to the Project. 
 
This WSA addresses the California Water Code pertaining to the preparation 
of WSA’s and is strictly an assessment of the City’s ability to provide water 
service to the Project. This WSA does not constitute an agreement to serve 
water to the Reynolds Ranch project.  
 
As noted above, the City adopted an Urban Water Management Plan in 1990 
and updated the plan in 1995 and in 2005. Much of the information included 
herein was presented in the 2005 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) 
and is referenced or excerpted throughout this report. 
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SECTION 5: SUPPLY AND DEMAND DOCUMENTATION  

A. WATER SUPPLIES 

The City adopted a Master Water Plan in 1987 for a 20-year period. The Plan 
indicated that the water supply was from groundwater provided at that time 
by 21 out of 24 wells. At that time, Well 12 was out of service due to potential 
contamination from gasoline but the problem was not expected to cause 
replacement of the well. Also Wells 3 and 11 were out of service due to 
potential contamination by diabromochloropropane (DBCP), a commonly 
used fumigant and nematocide that had been identified as a potential 
contaminant in some of the water system wells at the time. The Plan stated 
that six wells were equipped with standby power and five wells had 
permanent chlorination equipment. 
 
The 1987 Master Water Plan indicated that the City considered non-
treatment and treatment methods to resolve the DBCP condition. Non-
treatment alternatives considered were well replacement, well rehabilitation 
and blending with quality groundwater. Treatment alternatives of air stripping, 
granular activated carbon absorption, ultraviolet irradiation with ozonation 
and ultraviolet irradiation with hydrogen peroxide were considered. 
  
Currently the City still uses groundwater as its sole source of supply, however, 
in 2003 a contract for a surface water supply was executed with the 
Woodbridge Irrigation District that will be implemented in the near future. As 
indicated in the 2005 UWMP, the City water utility operates 26 wells. All wells 
are equipped to provide emergency chlorination and seven wells are 
equipped with granular activated carbon for removal of DBCP. Standby power 
has been installed at seven wells and is readily available in the event of a 
power outage.  

 
Table 2 identifies the type of the City’s water source and whether it is by 
water right or by service contract and if the source of supply has been used. 

 
TABLE 2  ANNUAL POTABLE WATER SUPPLY SOURCES  

SUPPLY QUANTITY 
(AFY) 

WATER SUPPLY 
TYPE EVER USED 

Groundwater* Well Capacity** Right Yes 
WID Surface Water *** 6,000 Contract No 

 
* The City currently uses groundwater as its sole source of supply. The City overlies a portion of the San 

Joaquin Valley groundwater basin, which is not currently adjudicated. 
** The City/Utility operates 26 groundwater production wells. The 26 wells that currently provide water to 

the City have a combined capacity of 35,210 gallons per minute (GPM) or 50.7 million gallons per 
day (MGD). 

*** The City recently entered into an agreement with Woodbridge Irrigation District (WID) to purchase 
6,000 acre-feet per year (AFY) of surface water for a period of 40 years. (Source: 2005 UWMP) 
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Table 3 identifies the water sources and water quantities used and planned 
to be used by the City from each of the sources identified in Table 2 in five-
year increments from 2005 to 2030. 

  
TABLE 3  CURRENT AND PLANNED WATER SUPPLIES  

SOURCE 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Groundwater, AFY 17300 15000 15000 15000 15000 15000 
WID Contract, AFY  0 6000 6000 6000 6000 6000 
TOTALS AFY 17300 21000 21000 21000 21000 21000 

Recycled water used for irrigation not included. 

 
 

As noted in the UWMP, the City has no additional water supply projects 
planned and has little or no opportunity for transfers or exchanges. The City, 
however, has executed a contract to purchase surface water with the intent 
to incorporate 6,000 AFY into the City water supply before 2010. 

 
B. STEP 1. DOCUMENTATION OF WHOLESALE WATER SUPPLIES 

As noted above, the City currently uses groundwater supplies solely for its 
potable water; however, on May 13, 2003 the City executed an agreement 
with the Woodbridge Irrigation District to purchase 6000 AFY of surface water 
for a period of 40 years. A copy of the Agreement is enclosed as Appendix A. 
The City plans to start using this water supply before 2010.  

 
C. STEP 2. DOCUMENTATION OF GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES  

The City currently uses groundwater as its sole source of supply. There are 
currently 26 production wells in operation, which have a capacity of 35,210 
gallons per minute or 50.7 million gallons per day (MGD). The city delivered 
15.19 MGD in 2004. The average day demand from 1995 to 2004 was 
14.94 MGD and the maximum day demand was 28.62 MGD, which provides 
a ratio of 1.91 as a peaking factor that can be used to scale annual demand 
projections to maximum day demands.  

 
The City has long pursued a strategy of using wells to meet peak flow and fire 
flow demands. By doing so, the City has been able to reduce the pipe size of 
the water distribution system and negate the need for surface water storage. 
Ratepayers have benefited with reduced infrastructure and maintenance 
costs. The reliance on ground water for peak flows is likely to remain a 
standard strategy as the large groundwater basin size and recharge rates are 
such that the impact of short-term high demands will be negligible. 
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D. GROUNDWATER SUPPLY PROJECTIONS 

1. Groundwater Assessment 

Summarized Excerpts from Chapter 3 of the City’s 2005 UMWP: 3.2.2 Future 
Groundwater Supply. 

“The continuing decline in observed groundwater levels means the sustainable 
annual groundwater supply available to the City will likely be lower than current 
levels. As a member of GBA the City is participating in the development of 
policies and programs, including groundwater recharge and conjunctive use 
programs, intended to help eliminate the overdraft condition. Additionally, the 
City plans to reduce its overall pumping in the future. A safe yield of 
approximately 15,000 AFY (Treadwell and Rollo 2005) has therefore been 
estimated on water balance calculations performed using data primarily from 
the Eastern San Joaquin Groundwater Management Plan (Appendix F). For 
purposes of this UWMP, 15,000 AFY has therefore been assumed as the 
amount of groundwater available during all future (post-2005) years. Although 
rigorous scientific analyses have not been performed, the City projects some 
recharge of the groundwater basin will occur as the amount of groundwater 
pumped annually decreases. This result, however, is contingent on the efforts 
of all groundwater users in the region, including other cities agriculture, and 
private well owners, to reduce ground-water extraction… The amount of 
groundwater projected to be pumped over the next 25 years is presented in 
Table 3-4.” 

 
Groundwater Pumping Projection 

TABLE 3-4  PROJECTED GROUNDWATER PUMPING (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 7)  

SOURCE 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Annual Volume, AFY 17300 15000 15000 15000 15000 15000 

 
 

E. SURFACE WATER SUPPLY PROJECTIONS 

3.2.3 Future Surface Water Supply (2005 UWMP excerpt) 

As discussed in Section 3.1.4, the City recently entered into a 40-year 
agreement with WID for 6,000 AFY of surface water from the Mokelumne River. 
The water will be diverted at Woodbridge Dam. The City plans to build the 
necessary infrastructure to treat and deliver drinking water from this source 
before 2010. Therefore, 6,000 AFY of treated surface water is included in the 
supply projections presented in Table 3-5 below. The City is also considering 
the possibility of purchasing additional surface water supplies from WID; these 
supplies are not included in Table 3-5 as they are not considered “firm” 
supplies. (Note 1: the Agreement with WID is renewable for an additional 40 
years, for a total of 80 years. Note 2: The City Council is currently reviewing 
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groundwater recharge as an option to treated surface water to increase 
supply.)  
  
 F. TOTAL GROUNDWATER AND SURFACE WATER PROJECTION  

TABLE 3-5  CURRENT AND PLANNED WATER SUPPLIES (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 4)  

WATER SUPPLY  
SOURCE AFY 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Groundwater 17300 15000 15000 15000 15000 15000 
WID Surface Water  6000 6000 6000 6000 6000 6000 
TOTALS AFY 23300 21000 21000 21000 21000 21000 

 
 

SECTION 5: STEPS 3 AND 4 - DEMAND  

For the 2005 UWMP, records of historical water production were obtained from 
the City’s Public Works Department. The records included both maximum day 
and annual water production records. Water production is the volume of water 
measured at the source and includes all water delivered to residential, 
commercial, and public connections and also includes unaccounted-for water. 
The records are available from 1970 at the Department of Public Works.  
 
EXCERPTED from the 2005 UWMP to provide the data outlined in Step 3, 
Detailing Existing and Planned Future Uses, as presented in the Guidebook 
for Implementation of SB 610, are pages 2-1 to 2-3, pages 3-1 to 3-8, and 
pages 4-1 to 4-7 with sections entitled: 

  
Chapter 2 Supplier Service Area 
2.1 Service Area Description 
2.2 Climate Data 
2.3 Other Demographic Factors  
2.4 Population Projections (Dept. of Finance) 

 
Chapter 3 Water Supply 
3.1  Current Water Supply 

3.1.1 Background 
3.1.2 Water Supply Facilities 
3.1.3 Current Groundwater Supply 
3.1.4 Current Surface Water Supply 
3.1.5 Current Recycled Water Supply 
3.1.6 Water Distribution System  

3.2  Future Water Supply 
3.2.1 Constraints on Existing Supplies 
3.2.2 Future Groundwater Supply 
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3.2.3 Future Surface Water Supply 
3.2.4 Future Recycled Water Supply  

    3.2.5  Planned Water Supply Projects 
3.3  Exchange or Transfer Opportunities 

    3.4  Desalinated Water 
    3.5  Wholesale Supplies 
 

Chapter 4 Water Demand 
    4.1  Past, Current, and Projected Water Demand 
     4.1.1  Past and Current Demand    
     4.1.2  Future Water Demand 
    4.2  Sales to Other Agencies 
    4.3  Other Demands 
    4.4  Total Demands   
 

The above noted EXCERPTS are as follows:  
 

CHAPTER 2. SUPPLIER SERVICE AREA 

2.1 Service Area Description 

The City is located in the Northern San Joaquin Valley in San Joaquin County 
and borders the Mokelumne River. The bulk of the City’s geographical area 
extends from the Mokelumne River on the north, WID South Main Canal and 
Lower Sacramento Road on the west, Harney Lane on the south, and portions 
of Highway 99 and Central California Traction (CCT) Railroad on the east. The 
City’s White Slough Water Pollution Control Facility (WSWPCF) lies 
approximately six miles to the southwest of the City. The City has an estimated 
2005 population of 62,467 (California Department of Finance, 2005). 
 
The City of Lodi Water Utility (Utility) is the sole water purveyor for the City of 
Lodi. The Utility’s service area is contiguous with the City boundaries and 
covers approximately 12 square miles. There are a few minor connections 
outside the City. The service area includes a mix of residential, commercial, 
and industrial land use, and is characterized by essentially flat terrain. All 
future development being considered for the City is expected to occur within 
the present service area. 
 
2.2 Climate 

The City has cool, humid winters, and hot, dry summers. Temperatures 
average 60°F annually, ranging from average winter morning lows in the 
upper 30s to average summer afternoon highs in the upper 80s (Western 
Regional Climate Center, 2005). Relative humidity ranges from 91% in winter 
months to 26% in summer months. During summer months, temperatures 
may exceed 100˚F, impacting water demands significantly. Annual rainfall 
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averages approximately 18 inches, with most rainfall occurring between 
November and April. The combination of warmer temperatures and low 
precipitation during the summer results in peak water demands during that 
period. Reference evapotranspiration (ETo) values, which serve as indicators 
of how much water is required to maintain healthy agriculture and 
landscaping, range from 0.93 inches during December to 8.06 inches in July. 
Temperature, rainfall and evapotranspiration averages for the City are 
presented in Table2-1.  
 

TABLE 2-1  SERVICE AREA CLIMATE (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 3)a 

MONTH JAN FEB MARCH APRIL MAY JUNE 
Average ETo

b (in) 1.24 1.96 3.41 5.10 6.82 7.80 
Average Rainfallc (in) 3.47 2.95 2.60 1.35 0.49 0.13 
Average Temperaturec (F) 45.65 50.40 54.15 58.90 64.90 70.30 
       
MONTH JULY AUG SEPT OCT NOV DEC ANNUAL 
Avg ETo

b (in) 8.06 7.13 5.40 3.72 1.80 0.93 54.3 
Avg Rainfallc (in) 0.04 0.05 0.30 0.93 2.29 3.03 17.63 
Avg Tempc (F) 73.70 72.70 69.95 62.60 52.55 45.65 60.12 

 
a. The term “Guidebook X” refers to the table in the Guidebook to Assist Water Suppliers in the 

Preparation of a 2005 Urban Water Management Plan by DWR. 
b. California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS). 
c. Western Regional Climate Center. 

 

 
2.3 Other Demographic Factors 

Lodi is built on a strong and broad based agricultural industry with national 
and industrial markets for its commodities and products. Wines, processed 
foods, nuts, fruit, and milk are major commodities of the Lodi area and 
provide the basic material for food processing and packaging. These 
commodities support the operations of General Mills, and Pacific Coast 
Producers, three companies in the business of processing local agricultural 
commodities. 
 
In addition, Lodi has a wide range of small, financially sound businesses. 
These companies range in size from 10 to 150 employees and produce a 
wide variety of products, services, and commodities. 
 
Recently, there has been an increase in industrial and residential 
development within the City. This new development, combined with the 
growing strength of the wine/grape industry, is a positive economic indicator 
for Lodi. Recently, several industries moved to Lodi. These industries 
collectively have created approximately 850 new jobs. 
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The demographic factors affecting the City’s water supply management 
planning include data on the largest customers, including those listed in 
Table 2-2 below. 
 

TABLE 2-2  LARGE WATER CUSTOMERS  

CUSTOMER 2004 WATER 
USE, MO 

% OF TOTAL 
SYSTEM 

Lodi Unified School District 150,703,608 2.7 
Pacific Coast Producers 130,632,769 2.4 
City of Lodi (incl. parks) 113,024,617 2.0 
General Mills 69,261,284 1.2 
Cottage Bakery 35,077,460 0.6 
Lodi Memorial Hospital  28,502,316 0.5 
Certainteed 7,763,492 0.1 
Valley Industries 8,334,291 0.2 
Wine & Roses 8,371,534 0.2 
Miller Packing Co. 8,442,676 0.2 
TOTAL 560,114,047 10.1% 

 
 

2.4 Population Projections 

Currently, the City’s population is approximately 62,467. Based upon the 
City’s assumed annual population growth rate of 1.5 percent, which was 
presented in the Lodi Wastewater Master Plan (West Yost & Associates, 
2001) and reaffirmed during discussions with City staff, population in 2030 
is expected to be approximately 90,636. Population projections from 2005 to 
2030 are presented in Table 2-3 below. In addition, Table 2-3 presents 
population projections based on population growth rates of 1% and 2%; the 
population projections for these growth rates are provided for comparative 
purposes only. 
 

TABLE 2-3  CURRENT AND PROJECTED POPULATION (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 2) 

SERVICE AREA POPULATION POPULATION 
GROWTH RATEb 2005a 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

1.00% 62,467 65,653 69,002 72,522 76,222 80,110 
1.50% 62,467 67,295 72,496 78,098 84,134 90,636 
2.00% 62,467 68,969 76,147 84,072 92,823 102,484 

 
a. California Department of Finance (DoF). 
b. For the purposes of this UWMP, the City has assumed an annual population growth rate of 1.5 

percent, used in previous reports (e.g., Wastewater Master Plan) for facilities planning. Growth rates 
of 1 and 2 percent are shown here for comparative purposes only. 
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As an additional comparison, the City’s existing (1991) General Plan 
estimated the City’s population for 2007 at 71,944 (not including the 
Planned Residential Reserve area), and 96,589 (including the Planned 
Residential Reserve area). The higher population estimates presented in the 
existing General Plan reflect a 1987-2007 growth rate of 2.0%.  

 
CHAPTER 3. WATER SUPPLY 

3.1 Current Water Supply 

3.1.1 Background 

The City currently uses groundwater as its sole source of supply. The City 
overlies a portion of the San Joaquin Valley groundwater basin, which is not 
currently adjudicated. The groundwater in the Lodi area exists under 
unconfined and semi-confined conditions. The Mehrten Formation is the 
most productive fresh water-bearing unit. 
 
The City is located within the geomorphic province known as the Central 
Valley, which is divided into the Sacramento Valley and the San Joaquin 
Valley. The Central Valley is a large, northwestward-trending, asymmetric 
structural trough that has been filled with several miles of thick sediment 
(USGS 1986). The City lies within the San Joaquin Hydrologic Basin (DWR, 
Bulletin 118) that straddles portions of both the Sacramento and San 
Joaquin Valleys. Sediments of the San Joaquin Valley consist of interlayered 
gravel, sand, silt, and clay derived from the adjacent mountains and 
deposited in alluvial-fax, floodplain, flood-basin, lacustrine, and marsh 
environments. Hydrogeologic units in the San Joaquin Basin include both 
consolidated rocks and unconsolidated deposits. The consolidated rocks 
include: 

1) The Victor Formation 
2) The Laguna Formation 
3) The Mehrten Formation 
 
The consolidated rocks generally yield small quantities of water to wells 
except for the Mehrten Formation, which is an important aquifer (DWR). The 
unconsolidated deposits include continental deposits, lacustrine and marsh 
deposits, older alluvium, younger alluvium, and flood-basin deposits. The 
continental deposits and older alluvium are the main water-yielding units in 
the unconsolidated deposits. 
 
Groundwater flow direction is generally toward the south in agreement with 
the regional groundwater flow gradient but may vary from south-southwest to 
south-southeast with local gradients likely influenced by pumping form 
municipal supply wells. Pumping tests on municipal wells indicate that they 
possess a large capture zone, and thus have a large influence upon 
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groundwater flow. Pumping of municipal supply wells in the City is performed 
between 100 and 500 feet below ground surface (Geomatrix, 2006). 
 
DWR has declared that the groundwater basin underlying Eastern San 
Joaquin County is overdrafted, and groundwater levels in the County and the 
City are generally decreasing. The groundwater levels also fluctuate over time 
depending on precipitation, aquifer recharge, and pumping demands. 
Groundwater elevations relative to mean sea level (MSL), and the 
corresponding annual precipitation from 1927 through 2004 are shown in 
Figure 3-1. Overall, the average annual decrease in groundwater levels from 
1927 to 2004 has been 0.39 feet per year. Generally, groundwater 
elevations have decreased with the increase in population and water 
production. However, annual rainfall also influences groundwater elevation. 
The groundwater level increase from 1981 to 1984 can be partially 
attributed to the increase in annual rainfall from 1981 to 1983. Groundwater 
elevations for the years 1927 to 1961 were obtained from East Bay 
Municipal Utilities District (EBMUD) for the City’s 12 square mile area. 
Groundwater elevation data from 1962 to the present were obtained from 
the City’s Public Works Department for Well No. 2, one of the oldest 
production wells in the City. 
 

FIGURE 3-1  HISTORICAL GROUNDWATER ELEVATION 

 
 
 

Source: City of Lodi Public Works Department 
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3.1.2 Water Supply Facilities 

The Utility operates 26 groundwater production wells. The locations of the 
wells are presented in Figure 3-2 and discussed in further detail below. 
 

FIGURE 3-2  WELL LOCATIONS AND STORAGE FACILITIES 
 

 

 
 

3.1.3 Current Groundwater Supply  

The 26 wells that currently provide water to the City have a combined 
capacity of 35,210 gallons per minute (gpm), or 50.7 million gallons per day 
(mgd). The wells operate automatically on water pressure demand and pump 
directly into the distribution system. All wells are equipped to provide 
emergency chlorination as needed. Historically, water has not required 
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chlorination. Six wells are equipped with granular activated carbon (GAC) for 
the removal of dibromochloropropane (DBCP). Capacity information for the 
existing wells is summarized in Table 3-1. 
 

TABLE 3-1  GROUNDWATER WELL CAPACITY 

WELL NUMBER WELL CAPACITY, GPMb WELL CAPACITY, MGDc 
1R 1,130 1.6 
2    820 1.2 
3R    820 1.2 
4Ra 1,960 2.8 
5 1,180 1.7 
6R 1,580 2.3 
7 1,160 1.7 
8    800 1.2 
9    900 1.3 
10C 1,300 1.9 
11R 1,320 1.9 
12    800 1.2 
13 1,150 1.7 
14 1,670 2.4 
15 1,500 2.2 
16a 1,110 1.6 
17 1,800 2.6 
18a 1,800 2.6 
19 1,110 1.6 
20a 2,070 3.0 
21 2,050 3.0 
22a 1,400 2.0 
23a 1,410 2.0 
24 1,420 2.0 
25 1,580 2.3 
26 1,370 2.0 
TOTAL 35,210 50.7 

a. Wells equipped with GAC 
b. gpm = gallons per minute 
c. mgd = million gallons per day 

 
 
Table 3-2 presents the amounts of groundwater extracted by the City 
between 1970 and 2004. 
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TABLE 3-2  HISTORICAL GROUNDWATER PRODUCTION (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 5)a 

YEAR GROUNDWATER 
PRODUCTION, AF 

PERCENT OF TOTAL 
WATER SUPPLY 

1970 11,462 100% 
1971 12,303 100% 
1972 11,686 100% 
1973 12,204 100% 
1974 12,002 100% 
1975 12,294 100% 
1976 13,607 100% 
1977 10,578 100% 
1978 11,477 100% 
1979 12,349 100% 
1980 12,312 100% 
1981 12,487 100% 
1982 11,560 100% 
1983 11,539 100% 
1984 13,997 100% 
1985 14,813 100% 
1986 15,080 100% 
1987 15,304 100% 
1988 15,359 100% 
1989 14,653 100% 
1990 15,387 100% 
1991 13,313 100% 
1992 13,985 100% 
1993 14,013 100% 
1994 14,301 100% 
1995 14,390 100% 
1996 15,102 100% 
1997 16,330 100% 
1998 14,461 100% 
1999 16,588 100% 
2000 16,724 100% 
2001 17,108 100% 
2002 16,641 100% 
2003 16,185 100% 
2004 17,011 100% 

a. The term “Guidebook X” refers to the table in the Guidebook to Assist Water Suppliers in the 
Preparation of a 2005 Urban Water Management Plan by DWR.
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3.1.4 Current Surface Water Supply 

In May 2003, the City entered into an agreement with Woodbridge Irrigation 
District (WID) to purchase 6,000 acre-feet per year (AFY) of surface water for 
a period of 40 years. However, at the time this UWMP was prepared, the City 
had not yet begun using water from this supply.  
 
3.1.5 Current Recycled Water Supply 

The City’s wastewater discharge permit requires an agronomic application 
rate. According to discussions with City staff, approximately 2,500 AFY of 
secondary treated recycled water is currently used, primarily for irrigation in 
the area surrounding WSWPCF. This represents approximately 35 percent of 
the total treated wastewater produced at WSWPCF. The City discharges the 
non-irrigation water, treated to Title 22 tertiary standards, to the Delta. The 
Utility currently lacks the necessary infrastructure to distribute additional 
recycled water to more of its customers. 
 
For a more detailed discussion of the City’s recycled water supply, as well as 
the processes by which it is treated, refer to Chapter 8. 
 
3.1.6 Water Distribution System 

The City of Lodi’s distribution system consists of a 100,000 gallon elevated 
storage tank, a 1 million gallon (MG) storage facility and pumping station, 
and the piping system. The 1 MG storage tank, located east of Highway 99 
on Thurman Street, stores groundwater from an onsite well to meet peak 
hour demands and fire flows. The 100,000 gallon elevated storage tank is 
located on North Main Street. The storage facilities and their capacities are 
presented in Table 3-3. Their locations are shown in Figure 3-2. 
 

TABLE 3-3 WATER STORAGE FACILITIES 

STORAGE FACILITY STORAGE VOLUME, MG 
Elevated Storage Tank 0.10 
Ground Level Storage Tank 1.00 
TOTAL 1.10 

 
 
Distribution mains in the City’s piping system range from 14 inches to 2 
inches in diameter, and the entire distribution system consists of 
approximately 225 miles of pipe. The City is in the process of replacing the 2-
inch and 3-inch diameter mains as well as other deficient pipes.  
 
A summary of the City’s current and planned water supplies is presented in 
Table 3-5.
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3.2 FUTURE WATER SUPPLY 

3.2.1 Constraints on Existing Supplies 

The City’s current water supply system is constrained by 1) the pumping 
capacity of its currently active wells, and 2) a longer-term reduction in supply 
due to the overdrafting currently taking place in the City’s groundwater basin. 
Although the declining groundwater basin is a result of groundwater 
extraction by all groundwater pumpers in the area, including other cities, 
agriculture, private well owners, and the City itself, the City plans to reduce 
its groundwater pumping in the long term as part of what will have to be a 
regional effort to stabilize the groundwater basin. A copy of the GBA 
Groundwater Management Plan is included in Appendix F. 
 
3.2.2 Future Groundwater Supply 

The continuing decline of groundwater levels in the aquifer underlying the 
City means that the sustainable annual groundwater supply available to the 
City is something less than what is currently extracted. As a member agency 
of GBA, the City is participating in the development of policies and programs, 
including groundwater recharge and conjunctive use programs, intended to 
help eliminate the eastern San Joaquin County groundwater basin overdraft 
condition. Additionally, the City plans to reduce its overall groundwater 
pumping in the future. A safe yield of approximately 15,000 AFY (Treadwell 
and Rollo, 2005) has been estimated for the aquifer serving Lodi based on 
water balance calculations (see Appendix G) performed using data primarily 
from the Eastern San Joaquin Groundwater Management Plan (Appendix F). 
This safe yield estimate reflects an acreage-based relationship. Therefore, as 
the City’s land area increases, the estimates safe yield of the underlying 
aquifer will likely increase. The safe yield estimate will be revisited in the 
2010 UWMP update. [AMS1] For the purposes of this UWMP, 15,000 AFY 
has been assumed as the amount of groundwater available during all future 
(post-2005) years. Although rigorous scientific analyses have not been 
performed, the City projects that some recharge of the groundwater basin 
will occur as the amount of groundwater pumped annually decreases. This 
result, however, is contingent on the cooperative efforts of all groundwater 
users within the basin, including other cities, agriculture, and private well 
owners, to reduce groundwater extraction. The City does not expect 
development of cones of depression, significant changes in direction or 
amount of groundwater flow, changes in the movement or levels of 
contaminants, or changes in salinity and/or total dissolved solids (TDS) 
concentrations. The amount of groundwater that is projected to be pumped 
over the next 25 years is presented in Table 3-4. 
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TABLE 3-4  PROJECTED GROUNDWATER PUMPING (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 7)  

YEAR 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Annual Volume, AF 17300 15000 15000 15000 15000 15000 
Total Available Supply, %a 57% 52% 51% 50% 49% 48% 

a. Refers to the total supplies shown in Table 3-5. 

 
 

3.2.3 Future Surface Water Supply 

As discussed in Section 3.1.4 in May 2003 the City entered into a 40-year 
agreement with WID for 6,000 AFY of surface water from the Mokelumne 
River. The diversion point has not yet been determined. The City is 
considering options for implementing this source before 2010. Therefore, 
6,000 AFY of treated surface water is included in the supply projections 
presented in Table 3-5 below. The City is also considering the possibility of 
obtaining additional surface water supplies from WID; these supplies are not 
included in Table 3-5, however, as they are not yet considered “firm” 
supplies. 
 
3.2.4 Future Recycled Water Supply 

As discussed in Section 3.1.5, the City currently treats approximately 7,200 
AFY of wastewater at WSWPCF, of which 2,500 AFY is recycled in the vicinity 
of WSWPCF. WSWPCF has adequate capacity to treat all wastewater flows to 
Title 22 standards. The City is in the process of developing a Recycled Water 
Master Plan (RWMP) that will outline additional distribution of this supply to 
the Utility’s customers. For the purposes of this UWMP, all treated 
wastewater produced at WSWPCF has been treated as recycled water supply 
and is included in Table 3-5 below. The amount of recycled water available 
increases with time, because as the City’s population increases, the amount 
of wastewater available for reclamation will also increase. For a more 
detailed discussion of recycled water supply projections, refer to Section 8.6. 
 

TABLE 3-5 CURRENT AND PLANNED WATER SUPPLIES (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 4)  

WATER SUPPLY  
SOURCE AFY 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Groundwater 17300 15000 15000 15000 15000 15000 
WID Surface Water  6000 6000 6000 6000 6000 6000 
Recycled Waterb, AFY 7200 7700 8300 8940 9630 10380 
TOTALc, AFY 30500 28700 29300 29900 30600 31400 

a. Refer to Section 3.2.2 for more information. 
b. Based on the amount of wastewater treated during 2004, according to City staff. Future recycled 

water supplies are extrapolated from the 2004 amount. Assumes that the permitted capacity of 
WSWPCF will be increased as necessary. 

c. Rounded to nearest hundred. 
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3.2.5 Planned Water Supply Projects 

At the present time the City does not have approved plans for any additional 
water supply projects. The City has participated in the Mokelumne River 
Regional Water Storage and Conjunctive Use (MORE WATER) Feasibility 
Analysis. The MORE WATER project, if approved, would capture 
unappropriated flows from the Mokelumne River for storage and beneficial 
use. 
 
3.3 EXCHANGE OR TRANSFER OPPORTUNITIES 

The City does not currently have any approved plans to pursue exchange or 
transfer opportunities. 
 
3.4 DESALINATED WATER 

At the present time the City does not foresee any opportunities for the use of 
desalinated water, which includes ocean water, brackish ocean water, and 
brackish groundwater, as long-term supplies. 
 
3.5 WHOLESALE SUPPLIES 

Since surface water will be purchased from WID, WID is considered a 
wholesale water supplier by DWR. As such, the City has provided demand 
projections to WID for the next 25 years. Similarly, the City has received 
availability projections from WID for the same time period. These demand 
and availability projections are presented in Table 3.6 and Table 3-7 below. 
As discussed previously, the City has not yet begun to use this water supply. 
As stated in the City’s contract with WID, any water not taken by the City 
during the first three years of the contract (May 2003 to May 2006) may be 
“banked” and delivered to the City in subsequent years, provided WID has 
sufficient water available. The banked supply may not exceed 18,000 AF. To 
date, over 16,000 AF of water has been banked. The City has not made any 
formal plans at this time to use any of its banked supply, in addition to the 
normal 6,000 AFY, for any of the years shown in the tables below. However, 
the projected supplies and demands shown below may increase if and when 
the City decides to use its banked supply. The magnitude and availability of 
banked supply to be delivered will be discussed with WID at an appropriate 
time(s) in the future. 
 

TABLE 3-6  DEMAND PROJECTIONS FOR WHOLESALE SUPPLY 

PROJECTED DEMANDa WHOLESALE 
SUPPLY 2005a 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

WID Surface Water, 
AFY 0 6000 6000 6000 6000 6000 

a. Subject to change with WID and City approval. Although the City may take water deliveries in excess 
of 6,000 AFY from its “banked” supply, no formal plans to do so have been developed at this time. 
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TABLE 3-7  AVAILABILITY PROJECTIONS FROM WHOLESALE SUPPLIER 

PROJECTED AVAILABILITYa WHOLESALE 
SUPPLY 2005a 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

WID Surface Water, 
AFY 0 6000 6000 6000 6000 6000 

a. Subject to change with WID and City approval. Although the City may take water deliveries in excess 
of 6,000 AFY from its “banked” supply, no formal plans to do so have been developed at this time. 

b. Reliability of WID supply is indicated in the City’s contract with WID in Appendix D. 

 
 
Wholesale supply reliability is presented in Chapter 6. Although changes in 
deliverable volumes of water for future hydrologic scenarios have not been 
formally predicted at this time, Chapter 6 presents the most restrictive 
possible cases for the future. 
 
CHAPTER 4. WATER DEMAND 

4.1 Past, Current, and Projected Water Demand 

Water demand projections provide the basis for sizing and staging future 
water supply facilities. Water use and production records, combined with 
projections of population and urban development, provide the basis for 
estimating future water requirements. This chapter presents a summary of 
available demographic and water use data and the resulting projections of 
future water needs for the City. 
 
4.1.1 Past and Current Water Demand 
Records of historical water production were obtained from the City’s Public 
Works Department. These data include both maximum day and annual water 
production. Water production is the volume of water measured at the source, 
which includes all water delivered to residential, commercial, and public 
authority connections, as well as unaccounted-for water. 
 
Annual Water Production - Groundwater production from 1970 to 2004 is 
presented in Table 3-2. Total water production in 2004 was 17,011 acre-feet 
(AF). Water use by customer class can only be estimated, as most of the 
Utility’s customers are not currently metered. 
Maximum Day Demand - Daily demand fluctuates throughout the year, due 
primarily to seasonal climate changes. Water demands are significantly 
higher in the summer than the winter. System production facilities must be 
sized to meet the demand on the maximum day of the year, not just the 
average. Water systems are sized to meet the greater of 1) the maximum day 
demands plus fire flow, or 2) peak hour demand. Fire flow and peak hour 
demand are not addressed in this UWMP. 
 
The average day and maximum day demands for years 1977 through 2004 
are presented in Table 4-1. The maximum day demand in 2004 was 19,014 
gpm, in comparison with the total well production capacity of 35,210 gpm. 
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The ratio between average and maximum day demands provides a maximum 
day peaking factor that can be used to scale annual demand projections to 
maximum day levels. The average maximum day peaking factor from 1995 to 
2004 is 1.91. 
 

TABLE 4-1 MAXIMUM DAY DEMAND AND PEAKING FACTORS  

ANNUAL AVERAGE MAXIMUM DAY 

YEAR AFY MGD GPM MGD GPM PEAKING 
FACTORb 

1977 10,578 9.44 6,556 19.28 13,389 2.04 
1978 11,478 10.25 7,118 --a -- --a 
1979 12,349 11.02 7,653 22.50 15,625 2.04 
1980 12,312 10.99 7,632 24.00 16,667 2.18 
1981 12,487 11.15 7,743 22.34 15,514 2.00 
1982 11,560 10.32 7,167 21.30 14,792 2.06 
1983 11,539 10.30 7,153 21.67 15,049 2.10 
1984 13,997 12.50 8,681 26.20 18,194 2.10 
1985 14,814 13.22 9,181 --a -- --a 
1986 15,081 13.46 9,347 26.91 18,688 2.00 
1987 15,305 13.66 9,486 27.00 18,750 1.98 
1988 15,360 13.71 9,521 28.40 19,722 2.07 
1989 14,654 13.08 9,083 28.50 19,792 2.18 
1990 15,387 13.74 9,542 24.29 16,868 1.77 
1991 13,313 11.88 8,250 21.55 14,965 1.81 
1992 13,985 12.48 8,667 24.00 16,667 1.92 
1993 14,013 12.51 8,688 24.10 16,736 1.93 
1994 14,301 12.77 8,868 22.94 15,931 1.80 
1995 14,390 12.85 8,924 24.64 17,111 1.92 
1996 15,102 13.48 9,361 27.93 19,396 2.07 
1997 16,330 14.58 10,125 28.68 19,917 1.97 
1998 14,461 12.91 8,965 29.66 20,597 2.30 
1999 16,587 14.81 10,285 28.32 19,667 1.91 
2000 16,724 14.93 10,368 29.48 20,472 1.97 
2001 17,108 15.27 10,606 30.10 20,903 1.97 
2002 16,641 14.86 10,317 28.70 19,931 1.93 
2003 16,185 14.45 10,034 26.68 18,530 1.85 
2004 17,011 15.19 10,546 27.38 19,014 1.80 

Average 1977 – 2004 13.48 9,364 27.45 19,063 1.93 
Average 1995 – 2004 14.94 10,374 28.62 19,873 1.91 

a. Data unavailable  Source:City of Lodi Public Works Department 
b. Maximum day peaking factor = maximum day demand/annual average day demand 
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Unaccounted-for Water - Unaccounted-for water use is unmetered water 
use, such as water use for fire protection and training, system and hydrant 
flushing, sewer cleaning, system leaks, and unauthorized connections. 
Unaccounted-for water can also result from meter inaccuracies. Since the 
City’s system is not completely metered, data are unavailable for determining 
the percentage of unaccounted-for water. Unaccounted-for water is generally 
assumed to equal approximately 10% of total water production. 

Unit Water Use - Recent historical unit water use, expressed as gallons per 
capita per day (gpcd), is shown in Table 4-2. These unit demands include 
commercial usage, industrial usage, and unaccounted-for water. 

 
TABLE 4.2  RECENT HISTORICAL UNIT WATER USE 

YEAR POPULATION UNIT WATER USEa, GPCD 
1999 56,926 260 
2000 57,763 258 
2001 58,600 261 
2002 59,431 250 
2003 60,521 239 
2004 61,325 248 

a. Based on total municipal water production provided by City of Lodi staff. 

 

 
4.1.2 Future Water Demand 

Future water demands are estimated based on 1) a constant 1.5% annual 
increase in the City’s demand, 2) a constant 1.5% annual increase in the 
number of service connections, 3) the assumption that the City will install 
and begin reading water meters at a rate of approximately 950 per year, 
starting in 2006 or 2007, and 4) the assumption that as existing service 
connections become metered they will exhibit slightly lower unit demand 
factors than existing service connections without meters. It has been 
assumed that a residential service connection will exhibit a demand 
reduction of approximately 15%1 once billing has commenced at commodity 
rates. Demands were projected based on actual water use in 2004. These 
projections are shown in Table 4-5 and illustrated in Figure 4-1. By 2030, 
average annual water demands2 are expected to have increased from 
current demands by approximately 20%, from about 19,800 AFY (17.7 mgd) 
in 2005 to 23,800 AFY (21.2 mgd) in 2030. Demand projections by water 
use sector are presented in Table 4-3. 
 
The projections in Table 4-3 (UWMP Table 4-5) represent normal (average) 
conditions, as actual use varies based on a number of factors. For this 
reason, it can be expected that there will be variations in the City’s future 
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water usage. The values predicted in these tables have been used in this 
UWMP, as they are assumed to represent average conditions of water 
demand. 
 
1 Based upon 1) information from the California Urban Water Council (CUWC, 2005) and 2) judgment from 

the City of Lodi staff  
2 Including 2,500 AFY currently being recycled in the vicinity of WSWPCF. 

 



 

 

TABLE 4-3  PAST, CURRENT, AND PROJECTED WATER USE BY CUSTOMER CLASS (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 12)a 

YEAR CUSTOMER CLASS UNMETERED 
CONNECTIONSe 

UNMETERED 
DELIVERIESfg 

AFY 

METERED 
CONNECTIONSeh 

METERED 
DELIVERIEScfg, 

AFY 

TOTAL 
NUMBER OF 

CONNECTIONS 

TOTAL 
MUNICIPAL 

DELIVERIESd, 
AFY 

SFR 15,410 10,071 0 0 15,410 10,071 
MFR 577 2,828 0 0 577 2,828 
Commercial/Institutional 310 569 950 1,744 1,260 2,313 
Industrial 0 0 53 1,632 53 1,632 
Landscape 8 73 21 191 29 264 

2001 

TOTAL b 16,300 13,500 1,000 3,600 17,300 17,100 
SFR 16,537 9,955 0 0 16,537 9,955 
MFR 639 2,882 0 0 639 2,882 
Commercial/Institutional 310 750 1,018 2,462 1,328 3,211 
Industrial 0 0 56 945 56 945 
Landscape 8 76 23 219 31 295 

2005 

TOTAL b 17,500 13,700 1,100 3,600 18,600 17,300 
SFR 13,205 7,949 4,610 2,775 17,815 10,725 
MFR 509 2,294 180 811 688 3,105 
Commercial/Institutional 249 602 1,182 2,858 1,431 3,459 
Industrial 0 0 60 1,018 60 1,018 
Landscape 0 -2 34 320 33 318 

2010 

TOTAL b 14,000 10,800 6,100 7,800 20,000 18,600 
SFR 8,730 5,255 10,462 6,298 19,192 11,554 
MFR 334 1,504 408 1,840 742 3,345 
Commercial/Institutional 159 384 1,382 3,343 1,541 3,727 
Industrial 0 0 65 1,094 65 1,094 
Landscape 0 0 36 345 36 345 

2015 

TOTAL b 9,200 7,100 12,400 12,900 21,600 20,100 
SFR 4,255 2,561 16,420 9,885 20,675 12,446 
MFR 158 715 640 2,888 799 3,603 
Commercial/Institutional 69 167 1,591 3,848 1,660 4,015 
Industrial 0 0 70 1,178 70 1,178 
Landscape 0 0 39 372 39 372 

2020 

TOTAL b 4,500 3,400 18,800 18,200 23,200 21,600 
(Continued on next page)



 

 

TABLE 4-3 (Continued from previous page) 

 

YEAR CUSTOMER CLASS UNMETERED 
CONNECTIONSe 

UNMETERED 
DELIVERIESfg , 

AFY 

METERED 
CONNECTIONSeh 

METERED 
DELIVERIEScfg, 

AFY 

TOTAL 
NUMBER OF 

CONNECTIONS 

TOTAL 
MUNICIPAL 

DELIVERIESd, 
AFY 

SFR 0 0 22,273 13,409 22,273 13,409 
MFR 0 0 861 3,884 861 3,884 
Commercial/Institutional 0 0 1,788 4,324 1,789 4,324 
Industrial 0 0 75 1,269 75 1,269 
Landscape 0 0 42 401 42 401 

2025 

TOTAL b 0 0 25,000 23,300 25,000 23,300 
SFR 0 0 23,994 14,445 23,994 14,445 
MFR 0 0 927 4,181 927 4,181 
Commercial/Institutional 0 0 1,927 4,659 1,927 4,659 
Industrial 0 0 81 1,371 81 1,371 
Landscape 0 0 45 428 45 428 

2030 

TOTAL b 0 0 27,000 25,100 27,000 25,100 
 

a. The term “Guidebook X” refers to the table in the Guidebook to Assist Water Suppliers in the Preparation of a 2005 Urban Water Management Plan by DWR. 
b. Rounded to the nearest hundred. 
c. Does not reflect demand reductions as a result of meter implementation. Refer to Table 4-5 for water savings as a result of meter implementation. 
d. Does not include 2,500 AFY currently being recycled in the vicinity of WSWPCF. 
e. Assumes 10 dwelling units per MFR connection. 
f. Assumes 75% of total water deliveries go to SFR and MFR connections. This assumption is based on recent water usage statistics for the City, and is consistent with historical per capita 

water usage. 
g. Assumes that the per-dwelling-unit demand factor for MFR connections is 75% of the unit demand factor for SFR connections. 
h. Assumes that approximately 950 existing connections are retrofitted with meters every year between 2006 and 2025. The actual rate at which meters are installed/retrofitted may be 

greater. 
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4.2 Sales to Other Agencies 

At the present time, the City does not foresee any opportunities for sales to 
other agencies. 
 
4.3 Other Demands 

Other water uses and losses in the City’s service area are presented in Table 
4-4 below. The 2,500 AFY shown for recycled water includes the amount of 
water currently used to irrigate land in the vicinity of WSWPCF. Although the 
land is irrigated with non-potable secondary treated wastewater, the 2,500 
AFY must be subtracted from the total amount of wastewater available to the 
City for reclamation and reuse in municipal applications. For the purposes of 
this UWMP, therefore, the 2,500 AFY is considered a demand.  
 

TABLE 4-4 ADDITIONAL WATER USES AND LOSSES (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 14)  

WATER USE 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Recycled Watera 2500 2500 2500 2500 2500 2500 2500 
Unaccounted-for 
System Lossesb 1672 1727 1774 1801 1837 1883 2029 

TOTAL 4172 4227 4274 4301 4337 4383 4529 

a. Reflects the amount of recycled water currently recycled in the vicinity of WSWPCF. Does not include 
1 mgd promised by the City in a “will serve” letter to Northern California Power Agency, as the power 
plant that would utilize this water is only potential at this time. 

b. Unaccounted-for system losses are generally assumed to be approximately 10 percent of total water 
production. Because water usage is measured at the City’s wells, unaccounted-for water is 
“accounted for” in the City’s total demand projections in Table 4-5 (i.e., it should not be added to the 
demands in Table 4-5). 

 
 
4.4 Total Demands 

The City’s total average annual demands are presented in Table 4-5 and 
Figure 4-1. For the purposes of this UWMP, only the projected future 
demands with conservation are considered in subsequent analyses. It should 
be noted that while Table 4-3 (UWMP Table 4-3) includes projections for 
municipal demands only, Table 4-5 includes a demand of 2,500 AFY for non-
municipal recycling (refer to previous section). 
 

TABLE 4-5 TOTAL DEMANDS (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 15)  

YEAR 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Without 
Conservationa 19800 21100 22500 24100 25800 27600 Demand 

AFY 
With Conservationab 19800 20400 20900 21600 22300 23800 

a. Includes 2,500 AFY of recycled water currently recycled in the vicinity of WSWPCF. Table 4-3 includes 
municipal demands only, and therefore does not match this table. 

b. Assumes a 15 percent reduction in demand for metered residential service connections.
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FIGURE 4-1 PROJECTED WATER DEMAND  

 

 
 

 

 

STEP 4 - DOCUMENTING DRY YEARS SUPPLY 

Also EXCERPTED from the 2005 UWMP to provide the data outlined in Step 4 
of the Guidelines for Implementation of SB 610 are pages 6-1 to 6-4 with 
sections entitled as follows: 

 
Chapter 6 Water Supply Reliability  
6.1  Climate 

6.1.1  Reliability and Vulnerability of Water Supply to Seasonal or 
Climatic Changes 

6.2  Projected Normal Water Year Supply 
6.3  Projected Single Dry Year Supply 
6.4  Projected Multiple Dry Year Supply 

6.4.1 Minimum Supply Volumes for Next Three Years  
6.4.2 Basis for Normal, Single Dry and Multiple Dry Year Water Data  

    6.5  Supply Inconsistencies 
 

The Excerpts noted above are as follows: 

CHAPTER 6. WATER SUPPLY RELIABILITY 

This section provides a description of the potential variability in the City’s 
water supplies caused by environmental, legal, and climatic factors, as well 
as the steps being taken by the City to address these potential concerns. 
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6.1 Climate 

In California, climate can significantly affect the reliability of water supplies in 
certain regions. This section analyzes the vulnerability of the City’s water 
supplies to climatic effects. 
 
6.1.1 Reliability and Vulnerability of Water Supply to Seasonal  
or Climatic Changes 

Groundwater - Although the City’s groundwater basin is replenished in part 
by the Mokelumne River, the annual quantity of groundwater available does 
not vary significantly due to seasonal or climatic changes. Additionally, 
seasonal or climatic changes are not expected to impair the City’s ability to 
extract groundwater, as seven of the City’s wells are equipped with 
emergency generators. 
 
Surface Water - The reliability of the City’s surface water supply may be 
affected by drought. The City’s contract for surface water delivery from WID, 
which diverts water from the Mokelumne River, is subject to curtailments of 
up to fifty percent during dry years. WID is required by the contract to 
annually provide the City, on or about May 1, with a preliminary estimate of 
whether or not the City’s deliveries will be curtailed in a given year. Final 
estimates of any curtailment in a given year must be provided to the City on 
or about July 1.  
 
Recycled Water - The amount of recycled water available to the City comes 
primarily from indoor water use within the City’s limits and is not expected to 
fluctuate significantly due to seasonal or climatic changes.  
 
6.2 Projected Normal Water Year Supply 

During normal water years, no curtailments or other reductions in supply are 
expected for any of the City’s supplies. The projected normal water year 
supplies from 2010 to 2030 are shown in Table 6-1.  
 

TABLE 6-1 WATER SUPPLY RELIABILITY (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 8)a  

WATER 
YEAR TYPE SUPPLY TYPE 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Groundwater, AFY 15000 15000 15000 15000 15000 
Surface Water, SFY 6000 6000 6000 6000 6000 
Recycled Waterb, AFY 7700 8300 8940 9630 10380 

Normal 

TOTALc, AFY 28700 29300 29900 30600 31400 

a. The term “Guidebook X” refers to the table in the Guidebook to Assist Water Suppliers in the 
Preparation of a 2005 Urban Water Management Plan by DWR. 

b. Extrapolated from the amount of wastewater treated in 2004. Assumes that the permitted capacity of 
WSWPCF will be increased as necessary. 

c. Rounded to the nearest hundred 
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6.3 Projected Single Dry Year Supply 

During single dry water years, there may be up to a 10.5% reduction3 in the 
City’s normal combined water supplies, reflecting a 50-percent curtailment in 
the City’s surface water supply by WID. No reductions are assumed for the 
City’s recycled water or groundwater supplies. The projected single dry water 
year supplies from 2010 to 2030 are shown in Table 6-2. 
  
6.4 Projected Multiple Dry Year Supply 

Because the City’s surface water supply is the only supply that is considered 
to be susceptible to dry water years, and because 50% is the maximum 
annual curtailment allowed under the City’s contract with WID, supplies 
available during multiple dry water years are assumed to be no different than 
supplies available during single dry water years. The projected multiple dry 
water year supplies from 2010 to 2030 are shown in Table 6-2. 
 

TABLE 6-2 SINGLE DRY AND MULTIPLE DRY WATER YEAR SUPPLY PROJECTIONS  

WATER 
YEAR TYPE SUPPLY TYPE 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Groundwater, AFY 15000 15000 15000 15000 15000 
Surface Water, SFY 3000 3000 3000 3000 3000 
Recycled Waterb, AFY 7700 8300 8940 9630 10380 

Single Dry 

TOTALc, AFY 25700 26300 26900 27600 28400 
Groundwater, AFY 15000 15000 15000 15000 15000 
Surface Water, SFY 3000 3000 3000 3000 3000 
Recycled Waterb, AFY 7700 8300 8940 9630 10380 

Multiple Dry 

TOTALc, AFY 25700 26300 26900 27600 28400 
Single Dry Water Year, 
AFY 25700 26300 26940 27630 28380 

Percent of Normal 90% 90% 90% 90% 90%
Multiple Dry Water 
Year(s), AFY 25700 26300 26940 27630 28380 

Summary 

Percent of Normal 90% 90% 90% 90% 90%

a. Extrapolated from the amount of wastewater treated in 2004. Assumes that the permitted capacity of 
WSWPCF will be increased as necessary. 

b. Rounded to the nearest hundred 

 

3 Assuming that the amount of available recycled water increased over time, the maximum percent 
reduction projected will decrease from 10.5% in 2010 to 9.6% in 2030. 

 

The future supply volumes presented in Sections 6.2 to 6.4 represent the 
water to which the City has the legal rights to use. This should not be 
confused with water that can readily be distributed to the Utility’s customers, 
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as additional infrastructure must be constructed before the total volumes 
presented in the tables above can be distributed to the City. In order to 
provide the City with surface water, for example, intake facilities, a surface 
water treatment plant, and additional distribution pipeline could be required. 
 
6.4.1 Minimum Supply Volumes for the Next Three Years 

Under agreements with the East Bay Municipal Utilities District (EBMUD), 
WID obtains water stored in Pardee and Comanche reservoirs. Since both of 
these reservoirs are currently full, supply volumes for the City of Lodi for the 
next three years are expected to be “normal.” However, the minimum supply 
volumes for 2006 through 2008, or the supplies available if the City’s 
contract with WID faced maximum curtailments, are presented in Table 6-3. 
 

TABLE 6-3 MINIMUM SUPPLY VOLUMES FOR 2006-2008 (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 24) 

SUPPLY TYPE 2006 2007 2008 
Groundwater, AFY 15000 15000 15000 
Surface Water, AFY 3000 3000 3000 
Recycled Water, AFY 7200 7300 7400 
TOTAL, AFY 25200 25300 25400 

a. Reflects the total amount of wastewater available to the City for reclamation and reuse 

 
 
6.4.2 Basis for Normal, Single Dry, and Multiple Dry Year Water Data 

The data presented in Sections 6.2 through 6.4 were developed based on 1) 
the assumptions that the City’s groundwater and recycled water supplies are 
not susceptible to short term drought conditions, and 2) the City’s contract 
with WID. Since the City’s contract with WID is relatively new, there have 
been no historical curtailments in the City’s surface water supply upon which 
to base future dry water year projections. Hence, the maximum allowable 
curtailment has been assumed for these circumstances. The base year for all 
water year data is 2005. 
 

TABLE 6-4  BASIS OF WATER YEAR DATA (GUIDEBOOK TABLE 9)  

WATER YEAR TYPE BASE YEAR 
Normal 2005 
Single Dry 2005 
Multiple Dry 2005 
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6.5 Supply Inconsistencies 

Water supply from the City’s only wholesale supplier, WID, is susceptible 
primarily to drought conditions, when diversions from the Mokelumne River 
may be reduced by WID. Due to the infancy of this contract, there are no 
historical reductions upon which to base assumptions. Even in the most severe 
drought conditions, however, WID may only reduce the City’s supply by 50%. 
Supply reliability projections for this source are presented in Table 3-7. 
 
Water supply from the City’s groundwater wells is considered to be very 
consistent. Historical fluctuations in groundwater levels due to changes in 
climatic conditions have been minor, and have not significantly impacted well 
production capacity. Additionally, six of the City’s wells are equipped with 
granular activated carbon (GAC), and provide added insurance against 
inconsistencies caused by the presence of contaminants in the City’s aquifer. 
Finally, the availability of seven emergency generators at various well 
locations ensures the City’s ability to extract groundwater during extended 
power outages. 
 
As discussed previously, the groundwater basin underlying the City is in 
overdraft, and groundwater levels are decreasing by approximately 0.39 
ft/yr. From an extraction standpoint, however, this is a relatively slow 
process, and the City does not anticipate that overdrafting conditions will 
significantly impact its ability to extract groundwater in the short term. 
However, the City remains committed to eliminating the overdraft condition 
in the long term and has been an active participant in actions to accomplish 
this task. As a member of GBA, the City has participated in the development 
of regional groundwater recharge and conjunctive use programs intended to 
replenish Eastern San Joaquin County’s groundwater basin and promote 
sustainability for the future. A copy of the GBA Groundwater Management 
Plan is included in Appendix F. 
 
Recycled water supply for the City is considered to be very consistent. Indoor 
water consumption by the City’s customers, which does not significantly 
fluctuate with climatic conditions like outdoor water use, is the source of the 
City’s recycled water supply. As such, the amount of recycled water available 
to the City is not expected to fluctuate in the future; indeed, as the number of 
water and sewer connections increase, so too will the City’s recycled water 
supply. 
 
As a result of the relative consistency of the City’s water supplies, there are 
no plans at this time to replace any of the City’s supply sources with 
alternative sources. The City is part of a group of Eastern San Joaquin County 
water users negotiating a conjunctive use project with EBMUD. Recently, 
however, negotiations surrounding this project have stagnated. Although this 
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project bears the possibility of increasing the City’s future water supplies, for 
the purposes of this UWMP this potential supply is not reflected in Table 3-5. 

 
CHAPTER 5: STEPS 3 AND 4 - DOCUMENTING DEMAND 
EFFECTS OF THE PROJECT  
Background 

From City records, the total water deliveries in 2004 were 17,011 AFY or 
15.18 MGD and the population for the City was 61,325. The population 
growth rate has been estimated at 1.5% from 2004 to 2030. Also in 2004, 
water use per capita was 248 gpcd in comparison to 285 gpcd estimated in 
1987. This is a city-wide average that includes commercial, industrial, and 
public water use. 
 
The Reynolds Ranch Project area currently consists of 220 acres of 
agricultural land and residences. The existing water source for the land within 
the Project area is primarily groundwater wells. The State of California has 
determined that the regional average on-farm unit applied water use for 
irrigation in the San Joaquin region is 3.2 acre feet per acre.1 The current 
agricultural irrigation practice within the project area is either fallow or a drip 
system, so actual water use is significantly less than the county average.  
1California Department of Water Resources, California Water Plan Update 2005 Volume 3 – Regional 
Reports, Chapter 7, San Joaquin River Hydrologic Region at pp. 7-14 
 
Water Supply Considerations 

The City has accepted 15,000 AF as the demand that the groundwater basin 
can accept without experiencing significant draw down, based upon the City’s 
current land area.  
 
The 2005 UWMP states that as water meters are installed, it is expected that 
water use by those customers will decline by about 15% upon completion of 
the meter installation program. In addition, other conservation methods are 
being pursued by the City. For planning purposes, the reduction in annual 
demand of the existing customers will be approximately 2500 AFY. 
 
Table 5-1 shows the projected population, unit demand, and projected 
deliveries in five-year increments, 2005 to 2030.  
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TABLE 5-1 DEMAND PROJECTION USING 2004 AS THE BASE YEAR 

YEAR POPULATION UNIT DEMAND 
GPCD 

TOTAL 
MGD 

DELIVERIES 
AFY 

2004 61210 248 15.18 17011 
2010 66930 244 16.33 18300 
2015 72100 240 17.30 19390 
2020 77670 236 18.33 20540 
2023 81220 234 19.01 21300 
2025 83670 233 19.50 21850 
2030 90136 230 20.73 23230 

     Source: UWMP 

 
City records provide a Vacant Land Inventory based on the City’s General Plan 
shown in Figure 2 on page 4. The Vacant Land Inventory indicates 1033.82 
acres are vacant and that 3,237 dwelling units could be developed. Using the 
general plan population factors, development of the vacant land would result 
in a population growth of about 8,154 persons. The required Water supply to 
serve this new development would amount to 2265 AFY and it does not 
include the Planned Residential Reserve Area. The water supply required to 
serve this is part of the projected water demand presented in Figure 4-1. 
 
The City has accepted that 15,000 AF is the safe yield the groundwater basin 
can provide without experiencing significant drawdown of the water table, 
based on the City’s current developed land area. The Reynolds Ranch Project 
will expand the size of the City, increasing its ability to draw on the basin as 
agricultural uses are disbanded and the City’s total acreage is increased. 
Based on the expansion of the acreage within the incorporated City limits, the 
safe yield would increase by 430 acre-feet.  
 
Increase safe yield = project area * safe yield/current area of the City 

= 220 acres * 15,000 acre feet/ 7,680 acres 
= 429.68 acre feet 

 
With annexation, the City of Lodi’s safe yield of the groundwater basin will 
increase to 15,430 acre-feet. Even though the current City needs exceeds 
this amount, the basin has not yet demonstrated significant degradation and 
is still able to meet the City’s needs in the short term. Regardless, the 
proposed project would contribute to this overdraft.  
 
With the firm supply of 21,000 AFY shown in the 2005 UWMP plus an 
additional 430 AFY from the expansion of the City. The following table 5-2 
illustrates the projected water supply for the City with the project. 
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TABLE 5-2 WATER BALANCE CALCULATION (ALL NUMBERS ARE IN AFY) 

Existing Water Demand 17,011 
Less Metered Reduction of 15% (per UWMP) 2,500 
Reynold’s Ranch Water Demand* 510 
Vacant Land Water Demand 2,265 

TOTAL WATER DEMAND 17,286 
Available Groundwater Supply (with annexation) 15,430 
Available Surface Water Supply 6,000 

TOTAL WATER SUPPLY 21,430 
Available Reserve** 4,144 

* See Table 5-3 for details 
** Total Water Supply less Total Water Demand 

 

 
The ongoing water metering program and implementation of a surface supply 
by the City will provide sufficient water to meet the projected needs of the 
City. 
 
If development of vacant land is considered to occur over the planning 
period, the water supply for development of the vacant land would be 
included in the overall supply and demand calculations. As indicated in Table 
5-1, demand would catch up to the supply by after 2023. The City would, 
therefore, need to plan to provide additional firm water supplies to serve 
growth beyond 2022.  
 
Other Water Supply Considerations 

The above scenarios are based on a static available supply, which is not 
practical for two reasons. First, as noted in the 2005 UWMP, the City is 
already considering obtaining additional surface water supplies from 
Woodbridge Irrigation District. The City also retained Schlumberger Water 
Services to prepare a “Surface Water Supply Options” study in 2004 to 
determine how best to utilize the newly acquired surface water. Second, the 
calculation of safe yield for groundwater extraction of 15, 000 AFY contained 
in the Urban Water Management Plan and accepted by the City was based 
upon Lodi’s current usage less its proportion (based upon area) of the overall 
basin overdraft. Therefore, as the City’s land area increases through 
annexations, the estimated safe yield of the aquifer will also increase. The 
safe yield is approximately 1.95 acre feet per acre per year.  

  
The current contract with WID for 6,000 AFY also provides for carry over or 
banking of water not taken over the first seven years of the agreement not to 
exceed 18,000 acre feet. The City may take delivery of the banked water over 
the forty-year term of the agreement. When the WID surface water supplies 
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and banked water are added to the groundwater supplies, water supplies will 
be available for the projected planning period of 2005 to 2030 and beyond.  
 
The improvements to implement the use of the surface water are included in 
the City’s planning as well as consideration of other appropriations discussed 
in the Schlumberger report. While all routes to obtain new water sources 
need to be studied, they are not relevant to this Water Supply Assessment as 
the Contract with WID provides a firm water supply that the City has 
committed to utilize and will be available to provide supplemental water to 
meet project and other future demands through 2030.  

 
The City has developed a comprehensive approach to address the 
groundwater overdraft problem; the City’s 2005 Urban Water Management 
Plan identifies the following five strategies that are being implemented to 
resolve this shortcoming: 

1. Establishment of a Water Conversation Program—The City has already 
established a Water Conservation Ordinance and a Water Conservation 
Rebate program that has shown reductions in demand. Continued 
implementations of these programs will reduce the current overdraft 
condition and will eventually develop surplus capacity that could be used 
to meet the needs of the project. 

2. Establishment of a Recycle Water System—The City has developed a 
water reuse program and is treating water for reuse at the Wastewater 
treatment plant. Currently, this water is being distributed to area farmers, 
thereby reducing their groundwater and surface water demands and 
improving the overall regional water balance. Expansion of this program 
is being planned and the incorporation of recycled water for landscape 
areas and other acceptable uses will further reduce demand on the 
groundwater basin. 

3. Development of Groundwater Recharge systems—The City is looking into 
groundwater recharge systems. Such systems are not currently 
considered for the Reynolds Ranch project, although other developments 
around the City are including such systems to provide additional 
groundwater recharging, improving the city’s water balance. 

4. Development of Surface Water Treatment—The City has acquired an 
additional 6,000 AF of water rights from the Woodbridge Irrigation 
District. The City is considering developing a water treatment plant to 
provide additional supply for the City consumers. This surface water could 
also be used as groundwater recharge supply as an alternative as 
outlined above. 

5. Development of Additional Water Wells—Wells provide an efficient means 
of providing for peak day and peak hour water demands by providing a 
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distributed water source system. Adding additional wells do not 
necessarily increase ground water usage, especially if those wells are 
used primarily to meet peak day, peak hour or emergency water 
demands. 

 
Phase I of the proposed project is anticipated to be developed before 2010, 
which is when the 6,000 AF of purchased water rights from WID is expected 
to be available for use. As such, prior to 2010 Phase I would rely on the 
groundwater basin for water supply. As described above, Phase I of the 
proposed project is projected to use 137 AF of water per year, and the entire 
Reynolds Ranch Project is anticipated to require about 510 acre-feet (AF) of 
water annually. 
 
Given that two of the City’s programs to reduce demand (conservation and 
recycled water use)The only recycling that occurs in the City is land 
application of wastewater at the treatment plant. are already on line and are 
showing signs of success and that the other programs are being developed 
and expanded to reduce groundwater demands, it is reasonable to determine 
that the ground water supply capabilities of the basin will meet the needs of 
the City and of the project in the short term. Through metering, the City’s 
Water Conservation Program alone is projected to save 3,800 AF of water 
annually by the year 2030 (City of Lodi Urban Water Management Plan, 
2005). 
 
After 2010, full utilization of the water purchased from WID will reduce the 
City’s draw on the groundwater basin to within safe yield levels, including the 
project’s ultimate annual demand of 510 AF.  

 
Effect of the Reynolds Ranch Project 

Based upon the planned land uses for the Reynolds Ranch Project shown in 
Table 1, on page 1, the estimated project demand was calculated using 
Standard demand rates as outlined in the Water Distribution Systems 
Handbook, by Larry W. Mays, McGraw-Hill 2000. Expected demand increase 
for the project has been calculated as 510 acre-feet per year. 
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TABLE 5-3  ESTIMATED WATER DEMAND – REYNOLD’S RANCH PROJECT  

LAND USE TYPE 
LAND USE 

AREA 
(ACRES) 

LAND USE 
GALLONS PER 

DAY 

AVERAGE 
DAILY 

DEMAND (GPD) 
Commercial (A-1)    
Commercial (A-1) 40 2,040 81,600 
Subtotal 40  81,600 
Office (A-2)    
Office (A-2) 20 2,030 40,600 
Subtotal 20  40,600 
Residential    
LDR (B-8) 57 1,670 95,190 
LDR (B-10) 18.5 1,670 30,895 
MDR (B-12) 27.5 2,610 71,775 
MDR (B-1) 8. 2,610 20,880 
MDR (B-5) 12. 2,610 31,320 
HDR (B-2) 8. 4,160 33,280 
HDR (B-4) 3. 4,160 12,480 
Subtotal 134  295,820 
Parks/Open Space       
Community Park (B-11) 6 2,020 12,120 
Neighborhood Park (-7) 3 2,020 6,060 
Open Space (B-3) 0.5 0 0 
Subtotal 9.5   18,180 
Public Facility       
Fire Station (B-6) 1 1,700 1,700 
Subtotal 1   1,700 
Public Facility       
School (B-9) 10 1,700 17,000 
Subtotal 10   17,000 
Detention Basins       
NE Location (A-3) 1 0 0 
SW Location (B-13) 4.5 0 0 
Subtotal 5.5   0 
TOTAL 220   454,900 

ESTIMATED TOTAL 510 AFY 
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The Reynolds Ranch Project would have little effect on the City’s water supply 
system. As shown above, based on the proposed land uses for the Project 
that includes commercial uses, the estimated Project demand would be an 
increase of 3% of the current water deliveries. 
 
The safe yield for groundwater extraction outlined in the Urban Water 
Management Plan and accepted by the City is 15,000 AFY. Adding the 
Reynolds Ranch Project annexation may ultimately increase the safe yield to 
15,430 AFY but the designated water supply for the project is surface water 
purchased from WID. Reynolds Ranch Project water demand will initially 
begin at zero and gradually increase to 510 AFY as the project is developed. 
The phased increase in demand will allow for the City to implement a 
program to use the surface water.  

 
CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

The current water supply of the City of Lodi is consistent, reliable, and meets 
all EPA quality requirements. The quantity is adequate for the projected 
growth as presented in the 2005 UWMP.  
 
Water supplies are available to serve the Reynolds Ranch Project in 
accordance with the requirements included in SB 610. The total available 
supply of 21430 AFY exceeds the projected demand of 17286 AFY. 
  
The Reynolds Ranch project will utilize ground water for interim supply by 
continuing to install wells to meet project demands. Long term, Reynolds 
Ranch water demands will be met using surface water purchased from WID.  
 
Surface water is available under the WID contract and will be developed 
independently by the City on the City’s schedule.  
 
Continue the program to install water meters and to encourage water 
conservation. 
  






	Reynolds Ranch Project - DEIR
	Appendices - Table of Contents
	Appendix A - IS/Notice of Preparation and Responses
	Appendix B - Air Quality Study
	Appendix C - Biological Resource Reports
	Appendix D - Cultural Resources Inventory
	Appendix E - Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
	Appendix F - Noise Impact Assessment
	Appendix G - Public Services Responses
	Appendix H - Utilities



