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P~e Improvement Project, P~e II
Corfina Water District

Fri~ Grimmer

Davis Water District De~ ~. Werder:
Tom Charter

Dunnigan Water District In accord~ce ~th o~ telephone convermtion of Friday, Decem~r 3~, we
Tom Mumma would ~e to ~e some ~or c~ges to the Scope of Work for the P~

4-M Water District
~o~ c. ~thg~ Study wNch ~ ~en approv~ for p~Nl ~d~g ~ the latest ro~d of

Glenn-Colusa Irrigation District Categow 3 Pro~ F~d~gs. O~ court,t, C~M ~LL, h~ j~ added
s~ ~.~ the Te~ Colu~ C~l.AuthofiU Bo~d ofDkectors t~t the P~ I

a~iae wat~ ~i~t~i~t fe~ib~w study for the Red BluffF~h P~ge Improvement Project ~ gong
Uo~t~cn~t weR ~d ~ ~ co~leted by the end of 1999 off t~e ~d on budget. Beca~

Kanawha Water District
~o~ta ~ z,~ ~d~g ofo~y $1,000,000 w~ approved out of the $2,547,000 reque~ed

mrkwood Water District ~der Categow !II, ~d to ~keep the overa~ project on schedule, C~M ~L.
~r~ s~o~ h~ reco~ended t~t the pendhg $1,000,000 ~dhg for the Ph~ ~ ~ion

LaGrande Water District of the project ~ ~ocated ~ accord~ce Mth the attached table (t~ N a
Ken ~Grande

reused Table 2a from o~ Apr~ 1999 Ph~e II Propo~l sub,Red to
Drland-Artois Water District

gob, ~,o~ C~FED).
Oroberta Water District

~o~, z a,~t~ The cu~ent Ph~e II t~k de~ription would constra~ our co~uk~ts to
ruo~ c~e~u w,t~ oi~t~i~t work~g on pr~aNy eng~ee~g t~ks (T~ks 1, 2, ~d 3). The new proposed

Robert Williams
~ task budget aRocation would a~ow for more fle~b~ty to conduct eng~eer~g

-Vestside Water District
gob~, ~p~. and en~omental documentation t~ks ~ order to meet the schedule laid out

o~ Apr~ 1999 P~e II Proposal. Each of the tasks x~ result ~ a spec~c
work product wNch c~ ~ renewed by C~FED. As ~sted on the attached
table, s~g of the ~d~g would a~ow us to m~e subst~tial progress on the

58~ 3 Hi~hwag ~ 62 Ad~strative DraR EIS~IR towed ~a~ing the document ~ the ~er of
a.O. Box ~025
Nillows, CA 95988 2000.
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Mr~ Carl Werder
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As indicated in the orighal work schedule submitted with our April 1999 application, the
engineering tasks were meant to rtm parallel with the environmental tasks. As such, constraining
us to only engineering tasks would potentially delay the project implemematidn by a full year.

We hope that this minor clarification on the scope and task budgets can be handled expeditiously
to. allow us to maintain our current schedule.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at (530) 934-2125.

Sincerely,

Arthur R. Bullock
General Manager & Chief Engineer
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