
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY                 "

Fish Screen Feasibility Study (Phase

B~eger F~y F~

~dromo~ ~h ~e ~e ~m Sac~nto ,~ver ~ ~ ~orough-f~e ~n ~e~ spa~g
~o~s ~ ~ upper r~aches of ~e Hver to ~e Pac~c 0~ wh~re ~ey ~ow to ~-~t s~e. Two

ye~s later, ~ ~-s~e ad~, ~ey re~ to ~ Hver to spa~ md ~e. Sp~ies ~ch ~ stee~ead md
c~ook sa~on spa~ ~ ~vel ~ds ne~ ~dd~g ~d out.am do~ ~s Sac~en~ ~ver ~ juve~es

smol~. D~g ~g~ ~Hod of ou~fion, h~~ of a~I~ f~e~ ~e ~ve~g water ~om

~creened or poorly screwed diversiom. Umcr~d ~ve~iom ~vg ~n ~cmd of ~g a
sight so~e of.mo~i~ for s~e~ead md c~ook s~on.

Boeger F~y F~ r~o~es ~e ~o~e of s~g ~ve~io~ ~ proposes m ~ ~h
screv~ on i~. p~p~g plmt.on ~e Sacr~ento ~ver n~ Col~a. ~e ~h screen would reduc~
en~a~ent of pHofi~ species at ~e Boeger F~y F~ p~p~g ply; pfiofi~ species ~t ~clude
s~vad ~ v~ous c~ook s~on ~, ~clud~g w~r-~, ~g-~, md late-f~

~ completion of ~ proposed proj~t wo~d ~volv~ ~o p~es. ~ ~t p~ of ~ projca ~ a
fe~ib~ repo~ coming of ~ foHow~ sm~es:                                             --

T~c~ Study - Nov. 1997 ~ Jm. 1998
Biologic~ Study - Nov. 1997 to M~. 1998

Fish screen.alte~tives would ~ developed, ~om w~ch a pmfe~d ~t~fivc wo~d ~ chosen for
H, com~c~on. Ph~e H comis~ of ~� foHow~g ~:

Eng~ee~g & Desi~ - Jm. 1998 to Apr. 1998.
Biological Comulmfion - ~m. 1998 m Apr. 1998
Re~lato~ Pe~ &.Cogitation - Jm. 1998 to Apr. 1998
Com~ction - Apr. 1998
P0st-~oj~t Mo~to~g - Apr. i998 ~o Nov. 2~1
Malice - Aug. 1998 m Nov. 2~1

Jus~cagon:
~e proposed project addresses on~ of C~D’s s~essor categories,

~ :o~is~nt wi~ C~FED’s long-~ obj~fiv~s, ~d ~s no-~d p~ or red~d ~pac~.
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Funding is requested at this time for the Phase [-Feasibility Study as t’oliows:
Technical Study - $8000
Biological Study -

Total Project Cost    $27000

Phase II -- Construction funding would be requested at later time should Boeger Family Farms
proceed with co~truction. It is estimated that $175,000 would be needed to complete phase two, based on
past experience at similar size diversions. Funding sources would be CALFED, CV’PIA Unscreened
Diversion Program and other funding possibilities.

Third Party Impacts:
There are no anticipated third party impacts associated with the proposed project.

A~_ plicant Qualifications:
This proposal is submitted by Murray, Burns and Kienien, Consulting Civil Engineers of Sacramento,California, on behalf. of Boeger Family Farms. MBK has been retained to secure CALFED funding,

prepare technical and biological studies, engineering design, post-project monitoring and procurement of
any subcontracts.

"
Murray, Bums and Kienlen (lVfBK) has provided consulting services to Boeger Family Farms, and its

predecessor for over 20 years. MBK has been involved in over eight fish screen projects on the Sacramento
River and in the Sacramento/San l’oaquin Delta. Their experience in screening facilities and famifiarity
With the site make them uniquely qualified to .m,)nage this project..

,
Monitoring and ~ Evatm~¢io~

Should the fish screen be construcL~l, the project would be monitored for biological effectiveness and
mechanical performance of the fish screen. A teclmical report would be prepared after each irrigation
season to document mechanical performance of the fish screen and cleaning system. Biological monitoring
would focus on both hydraulic and biological criteria

If the proposed project proceeds to phase two, the f’mal design and specifications of the fish screen
would inc0rpomte advice from Department of Fish & Game~.and National Marine Fisheries Service for
expedient permit approval. Permits or approvals will be obtained fro~i the Corps of Engineers
Department of Fish & Game Streambed Alteration Agreement, and the Central Valley Regioml Water
Quality Control Board. Cost share by Boeger Family. Farms would be means of long-term operation and
maintenance of the fish screen and in-kind services during post-project monitoring.

E--01 61 54
E-016154


