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Abbreviations, Acronyms, and Symbols

§303(d) Refers to section 303
subsection (d) of the Clean Water
Act, or a list of impaired water
bodies required by this section

§ Section (usually a section of
federal or state rules or statutes)

AU assessment unit
AWS agricultural water supply

BLM United States Bureau of Land
Management

BMP best management practice
BOD biochemical oxygen demand

BURP Beneficial Use Reconnaissance
Program

C Celsius, Centigrade

CAFO Confined Animal Feeding
Operation

CFR Code of Federal Regulations
(refers to citations in the federal
administrative rules)

cfs cubic feet per second

CFU colony forming units

cm  centimeters

CW  cold water

CWA Clean Water Act

CWE cumulative watershed effects

DEQ Department of Environmental
Quality

DO  dissolved oxygen

XiX

DWS domestic water supply
E. coli Esherichia coli

EPA United States Environmental
Protection Agency

ESA Endangered Species Act

F Fahrenheit

FDI  Flow Duration Interval

GIS Geographical Information Systems
gpm/ft Gallons per minute per foot

HUC Hydrologic Unit Code

IASCD ldaho Association of Soil
Conservation Districts

I.C. Idaho Code

IDAPA Refers to citations of ldaho
administrative rules

IDFG ldaho Department of Fish and Game
IDL Idaho Department of Lands
km  kilometer

2

km~  square kilometer

kwh/m?/day Kilowatt per hour per square
meter per day

LA  load allocation

LC load capacity

LDl Load Duration Interval
m meter

m cubic meter
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m®/s  cubic meter per second

mi mile

mi?  square miles

MBI macroinvertebrate index
mg/L  milligrams per liter

mg/m? milligram per square meter
mm  millimeter

MOS margin of safety

N Nitrogen

n.a. notapplicable

NOy General symbol for nitrite and
nitrate in a solution

NA  not assessed
NB  natural background
nd no data (data not available)

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System

NRCS Natural Resources Conservation
Service

NTU nephlometric turbidity unit
P Phosphorus
PCR primary contact recreation

ppm part(s) per million

QA quality assurance

QC  quality control

SBA subbasin assessment

SCR secondary contact recreation
SFI  DEQ’s stream fish index

SMI DEQ’s stream macroinvertebrate
index

SSC  Suspended Sediment Concentration

STATSGO  State Soil Geographic
Database

TFRO Twin Falls regional Office
TKN total Kjeldahl nitrogen
TMDL total maximum daily load
TN  Total nitrogen

TP  total phosphorus

TSI  Trophic State Index

TSS total suspended solids

tly tons per year

U.S. United States

USC United States Code

USDA United States Department of
Agriculture

WLA wasteload allocation

WQS water quality standard
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Executive Summary

The federal Clean Water Act (CWA) requires that states and tribes restore and maintain the
chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the nation’s waters. States and tribes, pursuant
to 8303 of the CWA are to adopt water quality standards necessary to protect fish, shellfish,
and wildlife while providing for recreation in and on the nation’s waters whenever possible.
8303(d) of the CWA establishes requirements for states and tribes to identify and prioritize
water bodies that are water quality limited (i.e., water bodies that do not meet water quality
standards). States and tribes must periodically publish a priority list (a “8303(d) list”) of
impaired waters. Currently this list must be published every two years. For waters identified
on this list, states and tribes must develop a total maximum daily load (TMDL) for the
pollutants, set at a level to achieve water quality standards. This document addresses the
Assessment Units (AU) in the Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin that have been placed on what is
known as the “8303(d) list”. This is found in the current integrated report:

http://www.deq.state.id.us/water/data_reports/surface_water/monitoring/integrated_report.cfm.

The Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin Assessment describes the physical, biological, and cultural
setting; water quality status; pollutant sources; and recent pollution control actions in the
Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin (Figure 1), located in south central Idaho.

The first part of this document, the SBA, is an important first step in leading to the TMDL.
The starting point for this assessment was Idaho’s current 2002 integrated report of water
quality limited water bodies. Currently 17 Assessment Units (Figure 2) or segments of the
Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin are listed. The SBA examines the current status of §303(d)
listed waters and defines the extent of impairment and causes of water quality limitation
throughout the listed waters of the subbasin. The TMDL loading analysis quantifies pollutant
sources and allocates responsibility for load reductions needed to return listed waters to a
condition of meeting water quality standards.

This subbasin assessment (SBA) and TMDL analysis has been developed to comply with
Idaho’s TMDL schedule. The basis for Idaho’s TMDL schedule was the 1998 8303(d) list,
which included eight stream segments and one reservoir occurring within the region
designated as the Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin. These same segments are incorporated in the
2002 integrated report within the respective Assessment Units, although nearly 149 miles of
stream systems were added. The Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin Assessment and Total
Maximum Daily Load(s) (SBA-TMDL) for surface waters of hydrological unit code
17040213 describes those 17 Assessment Units and pollutant combinations that are listed on
the 2002 8303(d) list prepared by the state of Idaho. The listed Assessment Units, in some
cases, include numerous water bodies that are considered “water quality limited” if one
stream system within the Assessment Unit fails to meet water quality standards. The SBA
also provides information pertaining to existing and designated beneficial uses. The
information in the SBA includes those pollutants and the sources of pollutants that are
affecting these beneficial uses in other as-yet-to-be listed water bodies such as Salmon Falls
Creek Reservoir. The information was obtained from a variety of sources, including
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monitoring efforts of the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and other agencies
and individuals. The public has also been involved in the development of the SBA-TMDL
through a variety of venues. Most notably, public meetings were held in conjunction with the
Mid Snake Watershed Advisory Group (Mid Snake WAG).

Subbasin at a Glance

S

|

50 ] 50 100 150 200 Ki
e

Figure 1. Salmon Falls Creek Suuvwasinn anu vitan orausuus.
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Figure 2. 2002 8303(d) Listed Assessment Units of the Salmon Falls Creek

Subbasin.
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Table 1. Assessment Unit descriptions and water quality impaired segments.

Assessment Unit Assessment Unit Assessment | Water quality limited
name Unit water body
description description
4th order Cedar Creek from Cedar
ID17040213SK000-04 \l/JV’\A?_II‘EAF‘QSSSIFIED segments of Creek Reservoir to
Cedar Creek Salmon Falls Creek
6th order
Salmon Falls Creek and segments of Salmon Falls Creek Devil
ID170402135K001-06 Tributaries Salmon Falls Creek to Snake River
Creek
ID17040213SK004-L Cedar Creek Reservoir Cedar C_reek Cedar Creek Reservoir
Reservoir
2nd order

ID17040213SK005-02

House Creek

segments of
House Creek

House Creek to Cedar
Creek Reservoir

ID17040213SK007-L

Salmon Falls Creek
Reservoir

Salmon Falls
Creek Reservoir

Salmon Falls Creek
Reservoir

China Creek, Player

. 2nd order
ID17040213SK008-02 China Creek and segments of Creek, Browns Creek,
Tributaries 7 Whiskey Slough, and
China Creek
Corral Creek
ID17040213SK008-03 China Creek and id r%rgr?trs of China Creek to Salmon
Tributaries 9 Falls Creek Reservoir
China Creek
6th order Salmon Falls Creek
Salmon Falls Creek and segments of Idaho/Nevada border to
ID170402135K009-06 Tributaries Salmon Falls Salmon Falls Creek
Creek Reservoir
Shoshone Creek and 4th order Shoshone Creek from Hot
ID17040213SK011-04 segments of Creek to Idaho/Nevada

Tributaries

Shoshone Creek

Border

ID17040213SK012-02

Hot Creek and Tributaries

2nd order
segments of Hot
Creek

Hot Creek Idaho/Nevada
Border to Shoshone
Creek

ID17040213SK012-03

Hot Creek and Tributaries

3rd order
segments of Hot
Creek

Hot Creek to Shoshone
Creek

ID17040213SK013-04

Shoshone Creek and
Tributaries

4th order
segments of
Shoshone Creek

Shoshone Creek from
Cottonwood Creek to Hot
Creek

2nd order
ID17040213SK014-02 Big Creek and Tributaries | segments of Big Big Creek Headwaters to
Creek
3rd order .
ID17040213SK014-03 Big Creek and Tributaries | segments of Big Eﬁegkreek to Shoshone
Creek
XXiV
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Assessment Unit Assessment Unit Assessment | Water quality limited
name Unit water body
description description
2nd order
Cottonwood Creek
ID17040213SK015-02 thtonvyood Creek and segments of Headwaters to Shoshone
Tributaries Cottonwood
Creek
Creek
3rd order
Cottonwood Creek and segments of Cottonwood Creek to
ID170402135K015-03 Tributaries Cottonwood Shoshone Creek
Creek
2nd order Shoshone Creek

ID17040213SK016-02

Shoshone Creek and
Tributaries

segments of
Shoshone Creek

Headwaters to
Cottonwood Creek

ID17040213SK016-03

Shoshone Creek and
Tributaries

3rd order
segments of
Shoshone Creek

Shoshone Creek
Headwaters to
Cottonwood Creek

Key Findings

In general, the impacts to the beneficial uses were determined by assessing the biological
communities and the water chemistry data available. When these two data sets were in
agreement with one another, appropriate actions, such as completing a TMDL or delisting the

stream, were undertaken.

The water quality of the Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin, in general, is of good to moderate
quality. Sediment, nutrients, and temperature are the most common listed pollutants in the
Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin.

However, Salmon Falls Creek Reservoir is one of the few water bodies within the state with
mercury contamination identified.

Phosphorus Findings

In most of the listed assessment units, it was determined that total phosphorus (TP) was a
limiting nutrient. However, in the Big Creek and Cottonwood Creek watersheds it was
determined that TP was in excess and may be impacting the beneficial uses of Shoshone
Creek. While the majority of streams systems appear to have little impact from excess
nutrients, the same cannot be said for the two reservoir systems. Both Cedar Creek and
Salmon Falls Creek Reservoirs contained excess nutrients that lead to nuisance aquatic
vegetation blooms. TMDLs are proposed for the tributary systems that feed these two

reservoirs.

In most watersheds, phosphorus compounds were not in excess of EPA “Gold Book”
recommendations (Water Quality Criteria 1986. (EPA 1986)). Background TP
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concentrations at a Nevada sampling site of Salmon Falls Creek averaged 0.093 milligrams
per liter (mg/L) annually, while concentrations near the end of the reach averaged 0.102
mg/L annually. (See Appendix A for unit conversion.) Only nonpoint sources and natural
soil-associated phosphorus contribute to this increase in TP concentration, as there are no
point sources located within the watershed.

In the Salmon Falls Creek Reservoir, annual TP concentrations averaged 0.114 mg/L while

in Cedar Creek Reservoir annual TP concentrations averaged 0.100 mg/L. TP concentrations
in the China Creek watershed have averaged 0.185 mg/L annually. Natural background levels
in the subbasin were determined to be between 0.02-0.035 mg/L TP.

The EPA Gold Book has set guidelines for TP concentrations in rivers flowing into lakes and
reservoirs at 0.05 mg/L. As such, Salmon Falls Creek, China Creek, Cedar Creek and House
Creek TP concentration targets are set at 0.05 mg/L.

For lakes and reservoirs, the EPA Gold book has set guidelines for TP concentrations at
0.025 mg/L. As a result, the Salmon Falls and Cedar Creek Reservoir TP concentration
targets are set at 0.025 mg/L.

Reductions in TP will be required for nonpoint sources within the four watersheds in order to
meet these targets within the Salmon Falls Creek and Cedar Creek Reservoirs. The other
listed streams and pollutants in the subbasin, in general, were below the nutrient standard or
guideline established for the protection of beneficial uses.

Nitrogen Findings

In most watersheds, nitrogen compounds were not in excess of Redfield Ratio (i.e.16:1 N to
P). The Redfield Ratio provides a measure of the natural balance of nutrients found within
plant tissues and thus not considered excessive in the environment. However, in the lower
section of Salmon Falls Creek, where ground water plays a significant role in the hydrology
of that system, it was determined that nitrogen was, in fact, in excess and could lead to
nuisance aquatic vegetation growths.

Flow and Habitat Alternation Findings

It is EPA policy that flow and habitat alterations are pollution and not specific pollutants, and
TMDLs are not required. However, streams found to be impacted by these forms of
pollution will remain on the 8303(d) list. Cedar Creek below the Cedar Creek Reservoir falls
into this category.

Listed on the Idaho 1998 303d list for temperature pollution were Salmon Falls Creek,
Nevada/ldaho border to Salmon Falls; Shoshone Creek, Nevada/ldaho border to Magic Hot
Springs; and Shoshone Creek, Cottonwood Creek to Big Creek. The Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) also added streams to Idaho’s 1998 303d list of impaired waters
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that exceeded ldaho’s temperature criteria. In the Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin, Hot Creek,
headwaters to mouth, was among those EPA additions. Additionally, major tributaries to
Salmon Falls Creek and Shoshone Creek were added to the analysis as potential sources of
heat loading. These tributaries include the South Fork Shoshone Creek, Pole Camp Creek,
Cottonwood Creek, Langford Flat Creek, Big Creek, Hannah’s Fork, and Horse Creek in the
Shoshone Creek drainage. In the Salmon Falls Creek drainage, Devil Creek, Cedar Creek,
House Creek, Little House Creek, Whiskey Slough, Browns Creek, China Creek, Player
Creek, and the North Fork Salmon Falls Creek were examined. All streams examined require
load reductions as a result of lack of shade.

Mercury Findings

Although not currently listed on the integrated report, Salmon Falls Creek Reservoir was
examined due to a fish consumption advisory placed on the water body in 2001. Fish tissues
were collected in October of 2006. Mercury concentrations found in fish at that time
averaged 0.779 mg/kg, well above DEQ’s fish tissue criterion of 0.30 mg/kg. In order to
achieve the water quality standard, mercury levels would need to be reduced by 69 percent.

Summaries of Assessments

Tables 2 and 3 summarize the assessment outcomes for each assessment unit and the
proposed TMDLs and reductions to be completed. The tables identify which assessment units
will be retained on subsequent 8303(d) lists as a result of data gaps or policy issues
concerning flow alteration.

Table 2. Summary of assessment outcomes.

Final December 2007

Water Body Listed TMDL(s) Recommended o
Segment/ Pollutants | Completed Changes to Justification
Assessment Unit P §303(d) List
Flow Retain for Flow
Cedar Creek Lower Alteration Alteration TMDLs Existing Shade
Yes completed move to .
ID17040213SK000_04 Temperature Section 4A and 4C Bank Stability
Sediment upon approval
Ealmon Falls Creek TMDLs completed Existing Shade
ower Temperature move to Section 4A Excess TP
ID17040213SK001_06 Nutrients Yes upon approval. Delist E ™
ID17040213SK003_06 | Sediment Bacteria and Dissolved | =XC€SS
Oxygen (DO) Excess TSS
Devil Creek Add, TMDL Completed
ID17040213SK002_03 Temperature | Yes move to section 4A Existing Shade
ID17040213SK002 04 upon approval
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Water Body Listed TMDL(s) Recommended -
Segment/ Pollutants | Completed Changes to Justification
Assessment Unit P §303(d) List
Cedar Creek Reservoir Temperature Existing Shade
ID17040213SK004. L P TMDLs completed Bank Stability
Sediment Yes move to Section 4A
ID17040213SK004 Nutrients upon approval, Excess TP
Existing Shade
House Creek Temperature TMDLs completed Bank Sgtability
ID17040213SK005 Sediment | Yes move to Section 4A
) upon approval. Delist Excess TP
Existing Shade
Cedar Creek Upper Temperature TMDLs completed Bank Stability
ID17040213SK006 Sediment Yes move to Section 4A
Nutrients upon approval. Excess TP
China Creek, Corral Temperature TMDLs completed Existing Shade
Creek, Whiskey Slough | Sediment Yes move to Section 4A Bank Stability
ID17040213SK007_02 | Nutrients upon approval Excess TP
Salmon Falls Creek
Reservoir Mercury v TMDLtS cgm;t)_letejA Fish Tissue
. es move to Section
ID17040213SK007_L Nutrients upon approval Excess TP
China Creek Temperature TMDLs completed Existing Shade
ID17040213SK008_03 Sediment Yes move to Section 4A Bank Stability
Nutrients upon approval Excess TP
Existing Shade
Temperature
Salmon Falls Creek P TMDLs completed Bank Stability
Sediment Yes move to Section 4A
ID17040213SK009_06 | . upon approval Excess TSS
Excess TP
North Fork Salmon Falls Add, Tht/l?jl_s ‘
Creek Temperature | Yes compieted move to Existing Shade
Section 4A upon
ID17040213SK010 approval
Shoshone Creek TMDLs completed
ID17040213SK011_04 Temperature Yes move to Section 4A Existing Shade
ID17040213SK013 04 | Sediment upon approval. Delist | Bank Stability
ID17040213SK016_04 Bacteria
Hot Creek TMDLs completed
ID17040213SK012_03A | Temperature | Yes um[;)c:/r:eatlgpsrg\clg?nDtﬁst Existing Shade
ID17040213SK012_04 sediment
Big Creek Temperature TMDLs completed Existing Shade
ID17040213SK014 Sediment Yes move to Section 4A Bank Stability
Nutrients upon approval Excess TP
XXVili
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Water Body Listed TMDL(s) Recommended -
Segment/ Pollutants | Completed Changes to Justification
Assessment Unit P §303(d) List
Temperature TMDLs completed Existing Shade
Cottonwood Creek Sediment Yes move to Section 4A Bank Stability
ID17040213SK015 Nutrients upon approval. Delist | Excess TP
Bacteria DO Excess E. coli.
Table 3. Pollutants and Required Reductions.
Water Body Segment/ Pollutants Required Reductions
Assessment Unit

Cedar Creek Flow Alteration None
ID17040213SK000_04

Temperature 45 percent

Sediment 56 percent
Salmon Falls Creek Lower Temperature 20
ID17040213SK001_06
ID17040213SK003_06 Nutrients TP 54 percent

TN 67 percent

Sediment TSS 39 percent
Devil Creek Temperature 33 percent
ID17040213SK002_03
ID17040213SK002 04
Cedar Creek Reservoir Temperature 41 percent
ID17040213SK004 L :
ID17040213SK004 Sediment 17 percent
ID17040213SK005 Nutrients 60 percent
ID17040213SK006
China Creek, Corral Creek, Whiskey Slough Temperature 36 percent
ID17040213SK007_02 Sediment 14 percent

Nutrients 86 percent
Salmon Falls Creek Reservoir Mercury 69 percent
ID17040213SK007_L
China Creek Temperature 47 percent
ID17040213SK008_03 Sediment 10 percent

Nutrients 86 percent
Salmon Falls Creek Temperature 12 percent

XXIX
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Water Body Segment/ Pollutants Required Reductions
Assessment Unit
ID17040213SK009_06 Sediment TSS90
Bank Stability 90

Nutrients 80 percent

North Fork Salmon Falls Creek Temperature 55 percent

ID17040213SK010

Shoshone Creek Temperature 40 percent

ID17040213SK011 04

ID17040213SK013_04 Sediment 65 percent

ID17040213SK016 04

Hot Creek Temperature 40 percent

ID17040213SK012_03A

ID17040213SK012 04

Big Creek/ Temperature 38 percent

ID17040213SK014 Sediment 64 percent
Nutrients 65 percent

Cottonwood Creek Temperature 46 percent

ID17040213SK015 Sediment 86 percent
Nutrients 77 percent
Bacteria 88 percent
XXX
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1. Subbasin Assessment — Watershed Characterization

1.1 Introduction

The federal Clean Water Act (CWA) requires that states and tribes restore and maintain
the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the nation’s waters. States and tribes,
pursuant to 8303 of the CWA, are to adopt water quality standards necessary to protect
fish, shellfish, and wildlife while providing for recreation in and on the nation’s waters
whenever possible. Section 303(d) of the CWA establishes requirements for states and
tribes to identify and prioritize water bodies that are water quality limited (i.e., water
bodies that do not meet water quality standards). States and tribes must periodically
publish a priority list (a “8303(d) list”) of impaired waters. Currently this list must be
published every two years. For waters identified on this list, states and tribes must
develop a total maximum daily load (TMDL) for the pollutants, set at a level to achieve
water quality standards. (In common usage, a TMDL also refers to the written document
that contains the statement of loads and supporting analyses, often incorporating TMDLS
for several water bodies and/or pollutants within a given watershed.)

This document addresses the water bodies in the Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin that have
been placed on Idaho’s current 8303(d) list. Also included is a summary of the water
body assessment outcomes for the unlisted water bodies assessed for the integrated report
and 303(d) listing cycle.

The overall purpose of the subbasin assessment (SBA) and TMDL is to characterize and
document pollutant loads within the Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin. The first portion of
this document, the SBA, is partitioned into four major sections: watershed
characterization, water quality concerns and status, pollutant source inventory, and a
summary of past and present pollution control efforts (Sections 1 — 4). This information
will then be used to determine the pollutant(s) of concern and to develop a TMDL for
each of these pollutants of concern for the Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin (Section 5).

In 1972, Congress passed the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, more commonly
called the Clean Water Act. The goal of this act was to “restore and maintain the
chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the Nation’s waters” (Water Environment
Federation 1987, p. 9). The act and the programs it has generated have changed over the
years and continue to change, as experience and perceptions of water quality have
changed.

The CWA has been amended 15 times, most significantly in 1977, 1981, and 1987. One
of the goals of the 1977 amendment was protecting and managing waters to insure
“swimmable and fishable” conditions. This goal, along with a 1972 goal to restore and
maintain chemical, physical, and biological integrity, relates water quality with more than
just chemistry.
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Some conditions that impair water quality do not receive TMDLs. The EPA considers
certain unnatural conditions, such as flow alteration, a lack of flow, or habitat alteration,
that are not the result of the discharge of specific pollutants as “pollution.” TMDLSs are
not required under the CWA for water bodies impaired by pollution, but not by specific
pollutants. A TMDL is only required when a pollutant can be identified. However, often
a stream will be found to be impaired by several pollutants as well as pollution. In those
cases the best management practices (BMP) used to complete the required load
reductions for the specified pollutants will likely also address the effects of pollution. In
most circumstances, the BMPs for many pollutants and pollution are one and the same. In
effect creating the desired effect of restoring beneficial uses impaired by pollution. In
those cases, a de facto TMDL for pollution is then created by the TMDLs for specific
pollutants.

However, in some rare cases, such as Cedar Creek, flow alteration is the only factor
impairing the beneficial uses. In these circumstances the stream is retained on the 303(d)
list until such time as pollution can be addressed or a Use Attainability Analysis can be
completed.

Idaho adopts water quality standards to protect public health and welfare, enhance the
quality of water, and protect biological integrity. A water quality standard defines the
goals of a water body by designating the use or uses for the water, setting criteria
necessary to protect those uses, and preventing degradation of water quality through
antidegradation provisions.

The state may assign or designate beneficial uses for particular Idaho water bodies to
support. These beneficial uses are identified in the Idaho water quality standards and
include the following:

e Agquatic life support — cold water, seasonal cold water, warm water, salmonid
spawning, modified

e Contact recreation — primary (swimming), secondary (fishing or boating)

e Water supply — domestic, agricultural, industrial

e Wildlife habitats, aesthetics
The Idaho legislature designates uses for water bodies. Industrial water supply, wildlife
habitat, and aesthetics are designated beneficial uses for all water bodies in the state. If a
water body is unclassified, then cold water and primary contact recreation are the default
designated uses when water bodies are assessed.
In the Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin, only four assessment units or stream segments have
been so designated. These designated assessment units include: Salmon Falls Creek from

Nevada/ldaho border to Salmon Falls Creek Reservoir; Salmon Falls Creek Reservoir;
and Salmon Falls Creek from Salmon Falls Creek Reservoir to the Snake River (two
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assessment units). The remainder of the water bodies within the Salmon Falls Creek
Subbasin are unclassified.

A SBA entails analyzing and integrating multiple types of water body data, such as
biological, physical/chemical, and landscape data to address several objectives:

e Determine the degree of designated beneficial use support of the water body (i.e.,
attaining or not attaining water quality standards).

e Determine the degree of achievement of biological integrity.

e Compile descriptive information about the water body, particularly the identity
and location of pollutant sources.

e When water bodies are not attaining water quality standards, determine the causes
and extent of the impairment.

1.2 Physical and Biological Characteristics

The characterization of the Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin (Figure 3) will be based on its
physical and biological features and how they interplay with ecoregional and
hydrological traits. The Salmon Falls Creek Subbasin is complex in its characterization,
principally due to a plurality of land types within the Idaho portion of the subbasin. There
are highly accessible areas where agricultural, pastureland, and row crop activities
dominate the land use. Adjacent to these lands, and predominating the subbasin, are the
low mountainous and sage-steppe areas from which the majority of water in the subbasin
comes and rangeland land use activities dominate.

Additionally, there are many sources of water in the subbasin. Much of the water for the
smaller streams (e.g. Cottonwood Creek and Big Creek) comes from snowpack and
rainfall in the mountain ranges in the eastern portion of the subbasin. However, many of
the smaller feeder streams along the western portion of the subbasin arise from springs
(e.g. China Creek, and House Creek).

To further complicate the analysis, some of the streams within the subbasin gain a portion
of their water from thermal sources (e.g. Hot Creek, Salmon Falls Creek, and Shoshone
Creek) and hydrological modifications have essentially dewatered at least two of the
streams located within the subbasin. Both Cedar Creek and Salmon Falls Creek have
been disconnected from their natural headwaters and must rely on seep water or springs
to regenerate any significant flow below their respective dams. In the case of Cedar
Creek, these water so