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United States Foreat Lagsen 55 Sc. bBacramento Street
Department of Service National Suganville, €& 96120
Agriculture Forest 916-257-2151 VOICE

916-257-6244 TTY

File Code: 1560 (2520}
Date: duly 23, 1937

CALFED Bay-Delta Program CUffice
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Saorvamento,

CA 95414

Gent lemern:

%e are respeonding to your 1997 Cavegory ITI Request for Proposals. Enclosed,
plaase find 10 copies of nur formal propcsal to conduct scosystem restoration
work on Naticnal Forest Lands in the Deer, Mill, and bntelope Creek watersheds
{all located in the Butte Basin) . This Proposal represents Fhage I of a two
phase project to stabil:ze sediment sources and to acguire private lands for
the purpoge of improving riparian and ingtream conditions in these watersheds.
Probleme and land acgquisition opportunities identified in Phase 1 would be
addressed in Phase IL.

as indicared in tne title page, our Forest Hydrologist, Steve Young, is my
primary representatlve in CALFED matters ab this stage. Should our proposal
b= funded, my Chief Financial Qfficer, Karyl Georgio would be the primary
conract tor Iisval matters., Both of them can be reached at the above

address . DOur office relephone number is (9167 25%7-2151, and our FAX number is
{415} 2G2-6428. Pleass Lelephone Steve Young if you have any questions abourt
the enclosed formal proposal.

Forest Supervizor

SNCLOSURES: 10 copies, Phase I formal proposal
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REXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Formal Category IIT Ecosystem Restoration Propesal from Lassen Naticnal Forest

A,

Project title and applicant name

Title: "wWatershed : satd £ ial 4
within the Deer, Kill, and Antelope Creek Watersheds op Lapgen National
Foreat landa P eo_1 of 1 pha =

Ipplicant: USDA, Forest Service, Lassen National Forest
Project description and primary bielogical/ecological abjectives:

This feormal proposal is for funding to complete Phase I of a two phase
strategy to reduce generation of fine sediment from upland and riparian,
road-related sources in the Deer, Mill, and Antelcpe Creek watersheds. The
first phase would provide long term benefits to spring-run chinook salmen
and steelhead habitat by stabilizing known sediment scurces, including some
road problems, landings, and skid trails. In addition, Phase I would
update and expand existing road praoblem inventoriesg, leading to development
of a comprehensive road management plan for the National Forest portion of
thase watersheds. Also, new land acguisition and exchange ingquiries would
Lbe pursued, with the goal of identifying willing sellers for gubseguent
CALFED purchase acticn. {(In addition to consultation with responsible
agencies about threatened and endangered species effects, archaeoclogical
inventory, evaluation, and recovery actions are also a notable planning
cast factor in these watersheds.) These three, Phage I tasgks would prepare
for Phnape II, which would consist of extensive constructicn contracts to
remedy road-related problems identified in Phase I and to complete land
acquigition actions identified in Phass I.

Deer, Mill, and Antelope Creek are special because they are unchstructed
inland streams that are still used by anadromous gpecies (spring-run and
fall-yun chinocok salmon, winter-run steelhead). Such streams are rare in
California, particularly in the Sacramento River system. The cbjectives of
both phases are the stabilization of fine sediment sources and the
consequent protection and improvement of instream and downstream fisheries
habitat and water quality. The ecosystem improvements constructed under
these proposals would create long term, stable benefits. Maintenance would
be assumed by the Forest Service.

Approach/tasks/schedule

This project would be accomplighed in two phasas. This proposal is for
Phase I funding, to finance three tasks: (1) Implement stabilization of
kneown prchlems; (2} Inventory, design, and planning for stabilization of
remaining road-related problems; and (3} Identify willing sellers or
private parties interested in land exchange, with priority to acquiring
riparian parcels. Phase I would be accomplished over a three year period,
from 1898 to 2000. A subsequent Phase II would accomplish repalr of gites
identified inm task 2 of Phase I and acguisition of private lands or

conservation easements from willing sellers. The formal propogal for Phage

IT would be submitrad in 2000, for accomplishment in the 2001-2003 period.
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Each phase would include moniteoring and evaluation of construction
activities,

D. Justification for Project and Funding by CALFED

National Feorest funds, based on the last few years’ allocaticns, will allow
(at beat} conly a gracdual accomplishment of stabilizing measures proposed in

this proposal. Timber sale revenues would be a potential source of
additional funds, but these watersheds are currently restricted from timber
harvesting on Naticonal Forest lands. CALFED funding would promote

development of an integrated road management plan that would meet PACFISH
requirements in these watersheds and the stabilization of at least the high
priority sediment sources over the next six years. Without CALFED support,
it could take 20 years to attain the same benefits.

E. Budget Costs and Third Party Impacts

Requested CALFED funding for this project (Phase I} is §371,000. The
proposed Forest Service contribution is $69,000. The only anticipated
third party impacts would be from a loss of wehicle aceess to some roads
that would be decommissicned or obliterated.

F. Applicant Qualifications

The Lassen National Forest and its Almanor Ranger District indlude staff
hydrologists, fisheries biologists, wildlife biclogists, archaeclogists,
botanists, and engineers to develop the propeosed inventories, site surveys,
designe and other products and to administer construc¢tion contracts., The
Foreat also has an experienced fiscal and accounting staff to maintain the
fiscal integrity of the proposed project.

G. Monitoring and Data Evaluation

The PForest and District staff are experienced with monitoring and
evaluation of gsimilar watershed improvement and fisheries projects, as are
the engineering graff. Monitering for the proposed project will be largely
baged on existing protocols, e.g. the Pacific Southwest Ragion's Best
Management Evaluation Procesa, but some new archiving methods may be
developed, including digital photography of before and after site pictures,

E. Local Support/Coordination with other Programs/Compatibility with CALFED
objectives.

The proposed project is fully consistent with CALFED cbijectives that
emphagize positive effects on habhirat for spring-run chincok salmon and
stealhead. The project would algo reduce downstream movement of sediment
from three watersheds in CALFED’'s "Butte Basin" area. This proposal is
compatibla with cngoing coordination between the Lassen National Forest,
the Deer Creek and Mill Creek Conservancies, and private landowners. This
project is consistent with initiatives and policies advocated by the Quincy
Library Group.
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WATERSHED IMPROVEMENT:
STABILIZATION OF POTENTILIAL SEDIMENT SOURCES
within
UPPER DEER, MILL, AND ANTELOPE UREEK WARTERSHEDS

PHASE I of TWO PHASES

Applicant: Lassen National Forest

Principal Investigator: L. Stephen Ycung, Forsst Hydrolegist
Supervisor’'s Office, Lassen Natignal F
55 5. Sacramento Street
Susanville, CA 56130

Phone: (216) 257-2151

orest

Superviscrs Off.

Fax: (916) 252-5428
Type of Qrganization/
Tax 3tatus: Federal Government/Bxempt
Tax ID Numbexr/
Contractor License: NHot Applicable
Technical/
Financial Contacts: L. Stephen Young, Forest Hydrologist,
Jules Riley., Hydrologist, Almanor Ranger District
Karyl Georgio, Chief Financial Officer, Supervisors O.
Participante/
Collaborators: Lassen National Foraest

Deer Creek Watershed Conservancy
Mill Creek Conservancy

Sierra Pacific Industries
Collins Pine Company

RFP Project Group Types: Type 1 (Construction)
Type 3 (Other Services)

|-000366



II1. Project Degcription
A. Project Degeription and Approach

This proposal contains three components: implementation of erosicn conrrol
meapureg8, planning for future road related ercosion contrel measures and
evaluacion of private land acquisition.

Implementation of Brosign Contrgl Measuras: This componen: includes site

planning and implementation {and implementation and effectiveness
monitoring) of erosion control measures on sites that have recently been
identified. Sites for this work are on National Forest lands, and consist
primarily of rcads to be decommissioned and landings to be ripped and
revegaetated. Some yoads, and most landings to be treated are located in
near-stream environments, We estimate approximately 20 landings, and 3
miles of rcad will be treated. Treatments include outsloping, subsoiling
and ripping, removal of culverts, outsloping, water-barring and barrier
placement on roads, and similar measures {axcept for culvert removal) for
landings. A few other site-specific problems {qullies associated with sgkid
trails, etc.) will alsc be treated.

Planning for Future Road Related Erosion Control Measuyegs: This component

ingludes site survey, development of a road management plan, identification
of treatment needs, and site design and coordination with private
landowners, cost share road partners, etc. Road surveys are already
available for the Deer and Mill Creek watersheds. This component would fund
a sacond lsook at the survey to assess changes to sites from the January 1,
1397 storm. This look is necessary to see if sites previcusly classed as
"moderate risk" in terms of sediment producrion were altered by floods to
elevate them ro highsr pricrity sites for treatment. Read surveys of the
Antelope Creek Watershed would alsc be conducted. Site-specific plans for
all priority sites would be prepared, so that in the next project phase,
contracts could be prepared and fully-mitigated projects would be
implemented. Friority sites are thoge that currently are high sediment
producers, oxr have a risk of being high sediment producers. A road
management plan would be prepazred for the Antelope, Deer and Mill Creek
watersheds. This plan would identify appropriate maintenance levels for all
roads on the system, and identify additional roade for cobliteration. Roads
would also be identified for seasonal closure. Because much of the three
watergheds are privately owned, development of this plan would involve
congiderable coordination with the private landowners.

Evaluation of Private Land Acguimition Opportunitisa: This component

invelves contact of owners of key parcels in the watershed {floodplains,
inner gorges, areas with very high eroesion hazard) to discuss interest in
acquisition by or exchange to the Forest Service.

B. Location and/or Geographic Boundavies of the Project

This project would cccur on the Lasgen Rational Foreet within the Antelope,
Deer and Mill Creek watersheds (Attachment A). These watersheds lie primarily
in Tehama County. Small portions of the Mill Creek watershed lie in Shasta
County.
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C. Bxpected Benafits

Objectives of thiz project are to protect and improve holding, spawning, and
rearing habitat for anadromous fish by reducing surface erosion inputs to
Antelope, Deer and Mill Creeks. Stresscrs are related to sediment, and its
impacts to water guality and holding., rearing, and spawning habitate in the
warersheds for steelhead and spring-run chinook salmon, and downstream for
fall-run chincock salmon. BAntelope, Deer and Mill Creeks are among the few
streams tributary tc the Sacramento that provide habitat to wild populations of
anadromaus fishes. These watersheds, especially Deer and Mill Creeks, are
recognized as anchors to the long tezm reatoration of anadromous populaticns at
the larger scale.

Hpads have been ghown by pumerous studies to he the primary source of gediment
in wildland watersheds. This general finding is supported by the draft (19%7)
Watershed Analysis for the three watershads, which found an increase in surface
ercsion tc ke an issue, and roads to be the primary source of this arcaion.
Roads are related primarily to present and past timher management activities in
the watershed, and occur on both private and public lands. Tha expectation is
to reduce erosion produced by rcads in the watershed (at least those on public
lands) by a measurable amount. A recent inventory of road related erosion
revealed that, as might be expected, not all road segments have equal erosien
rates. In Deer and Mill Creeks, S0% of the estimated erosion occurred on only
$% of the roads, Directing efforts to control ercsion on these segments (and
ultimately, on similar segments in the Antelope Creek Watershed) should
measurably decrease sediment production in the watergheds. Though the natural
variability in sediment producticon iz nigh, and links to anadromous and other
aguatic habitat are not direct, these efforts will provide a high degree of
protection for habitat in these watersheds, even if changes in habirat cannot
be detected in the short term.

D. Background and Biological/Technical Justification

As stated earlisr, a recently completed (19%7) draft Watersghed Analysis of
these watersheds identified control of surface erosion as a top priority. The
analysie concluded that there hag been a shift in the erosBion regime in the
watershede from one dominatad by mass wasting (which occurs primarily in the
unroaded portions of the watersheds) to one that is influenced by chronic
surface erosion in addition tec masse wasting. Surveys have determined that roads
are the primary erosion source. The present praopasal calls for treatment
{outsloping, drainage improvement, satream crossing improvements) of high
erosion producing road segmentas, in additien to deconmissioning some road
segments . Alternatives to this approach which would result in at least an egual
amount of sediment reduction are decommissioning or cbliterating large segments
of roads. This cption is less likely given the mixed ownership pattern of the
watersheds.

The duration of the benefits (reduced sediment preoduction) should be long term.
Those roads that are decommissionad will have greatly reduced sediment
production and will require minimal maintenance to keep them in a stable
condition. For roads that will be treated, prescriptions that require low
maintenance (e.g. ocutsloping) will be emphasized, as will prescriptiens that
lower existing risk of site failure (bridges, low water crossings, debris
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racks, surfacing, or other measures). The project should help to return the
sedimene and runoff regimes in the watersheds closer teo =their natural
condition.

Addresmping ercsian sources in these basine is an ongoing project. Recent work
has heen minimal due to emphasis placed on completing the Watershed Analysis,
the logic being that the analysis would help focus constrained regtoration
dollars on the highest priority sites. In the past, efforts have focused on
improving stream crossings {(confirmed by the rcad survey to be the highest
source of sediment) and at spot surfacing of highly ercosive surfaces. The
CALFED funding opportunity affords the chancde ta greatly accelerate
accomplishing necessary work. The Watershed Analysis (draft) for Antelope, Mill
and Deer Creek watersheds, and the 19%6 reoad inventory conducted by Meadowbrook
Conservation Associates provide the basis for the propcsal.

Likewise, the Fporest investigated acguisition of private parcels in these
watersheds five to six years ago. Although there was little interest in either
sale or exchange at that time, conditions have changed and there is some
indication that acquigiticna or exchanges for key parcels may be a possibility
and should be explored.

E. Proposaed Scope of Work

This proposal is what we consider "bPhase I" of a larqger watershed restoration
project. Tasks identified in Phase I will be implemented over the next three
years. Some of the tasks in this phase involve planning for future (more than
three years from now)l implementation. For example, planning for future
road-relavted erogion control measures within the next three years will generate
projects to be implemented grarting im 2001, Similarly, planning in the next
three years for land acquisitions may lead to acgquisitions in cut-years. These
two examples would be considered "Phase II" of thig watershed restoration

project.

The following list displays the specific tasks and deliverables of Phase 1.
Thege tasks will be conducted concurrently for approximately the next three
years.

Task 1: Implementation of erasion control measures at known dites.
site purvey/design

NEPA process and ESA consultaticon

contract preparation

projeact implementation/contract administration
monitoring/evaluation/reporting

[« "R B+

Task 2: Planning for future road-related erosicon control measures.
a. update road-related erogion site survey for Deer and Mill Creek
watarsheds (because of the January 1997 gtorm) and survey Antelope
Creek watershed

b. cocrdinate with cosc-share cooperators, conservancies, county, and
private landowners during 2a and 2c.

c. update Forest Service road inventory database and add to Gis

d. prepare a Road Mapagement Plan for the three watersgheds

(identify/prioritize locations t¢ control erasion)
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e. site survey/design

Task 3: Evaluate land exchange opportunities for acquisitions in the three
watersheds.
a. contact private landowners to determine interest in selling/exchanging
land

Deliverables: Financial reports meeting the needs of CALFED and including
progress updares will be submitted at the end of each calendar year. Monitoring
and evaluation reports will be submitted to CALFED annually and at time of
completion. If requested by CALFED, copies of the updated road problem
inventory and asgsessment, HEPA documents, newly-developed Arc-info coverages,
and the Road Management Plan would also be provided.

F. Monitoring and Data Evaluation

The Lassen National Forest already has in place a long-term plan te menitor the
trend in condition of streams in the three watersheds. This plan includes
in-stream assessments of reaches on all three streams' main channels and seven
tributaries. The protocol has undergone external review. Prior to project
implementation, the Forest will review the monitoring plan with the California
Department of Fish and Game, Dgpartment of Water Resources, the Central Valley
Regional Water Quality Ccocntrol EBoard, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and
National Marine Figheries Service, to confirm the sites and attributes included
in the plan will adequately assess effectiveness of the project., Data from
these sites will help assess the effectiveness of the implemented treatments on
aquatic habitar condition.

In addition, the Pacific Southwest Region of the Forest Service has adopted
protocols for on-gite evaluation of watershed restoration practices. These
procedures underwent extensive external review during their development in
1992-3. The evaluations include assessment of both implementation and
effectiveness. These on-site evaluations would be conducted at each project
site. As with the in-stream assessments, these protocols will be reviewed priar
to project implementation to confirm they will provide adequate data.

Data from both efforts will be summarized amnually, and the partners listed
above will be consulted to review interpretaticn of results. In addition,
results will be reported to CRALFED.

G. Implementability

We believe that there will be strong support for this project from the Deer and
Mill Creek Conservancies, and other lccal groups and persone. All Farest
Service actions require compliance with Naticonal Environment Protection Act,
the Endangered Species Act and other anvironmental 1laws and requlations.
Preparation of environmental documents, public scoping, coordination and
consultation are provided for in the project proposal. Construction work would
ke conducted during the swmer field season, sc climatic conditians should not
affect outcome of the praject.
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Iv.

Costs and Schedule to Implement Proposed Project
a. Budget Costs

Budget costs for the proposed tasks in Phase I are summarized in Table 1
(Attachment B). The expected contributions from National Foreat funds are
included in that table, and they would total $69,000. The regquested CALFED
funding to complete the tasks detailed in the takhle is $371,000. This
project would set the stage for a Phase II implementation project (to be
detailed in a subsequent proposal] that would eliminate or greatly reduce
road-related sediment sources in the Deer, Mill, and Antelope Creek
watersheds. Phase I as proposed in this proposal would accomplish needed
archaeclogical inventcory and evaluation work attendant to the
identification o¢f road problems, as well as consultation with varicus
agencies concexrning proposals with potential to affect threactened or
endangered species (i.e. spring-run chinock salmcn and stealhead) .

Congidering existing and proposed wilderness designations in the middle
lower and middle reaches of some of the watersheds, as well as the current
regtrictions on Naticnal Forest timber sales in all three drainages, Forest
Service money sources for this kind of project would be limited to at most
$20,000 to 540,000 per year from warershed and fisheries funds. Long term
sediment reduction would be most rapidly accomplished with CALFED support.
Without that support, it could take up to 20 years to rehabilitate the high
priority problem sites, and other #ites would be deferred indefinitely.

In Phase I, two subtasks invelve other than public agency contract work.
Construction centracts would be subcontracted to State requirements for
Tagk 1d. A service ceontract would be subcontracted tw State standazds for
aubtask 2a., except that the work would probably be committed, under a
justification of special circumstances, to Meadowbrook Conservation
Agsociates, who have already completed the initial study for road system
problems in Deer and Mill Creeks, under a contract from the Hational Fish
and Wildlife Foundation. ‘Tagk 2a. would extend that 193%€ inventory teo
include the Antelopa Creek watershed, ueing che same protoccls. Leng term
maintenance for the ecosystem improvements constructed under both Phase I
and II of this project would bhe assumed by the Forest Service, without
additional CRLFED funding requirements.

b. Schedule milestones

The proposed schedule for the taska included in Phase I is described in
Table 2, in Attachment 2. Phase I would be accomplished over the periocd

1998-2000. Phase II would depend on inventories, designe, plans, and
mitigative meagures developed in Phase I, If Phage I 1is funded, the
propogsed schedule for Phase II is described in Table 2. A sgeparate

proposal for Phase II would be submitted in tha year 2000.
c. Third party impacts
There would be no significant third party impacts in Phase I, except that

vehicle access would he reduced to some areas, to the extent that spur
roads are barricaded and decommissioted.
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V. Applicant Qualifications

The Lassen National Forest has on staff a group of well qualified and very
experienced rescurca professiocnals. The keay staff chat would prowvide
oversight for project planning and implementation would include fishery
biclegiste, hydrologists and engineers with support from archaeclogists,
wiidlife bioclogiste, botanigte, and figeal adminigstratore. Members of the
group have extensive experience in watershed restoration and knowledge of
the subject watersheds.

In addition teo the existing staff, support by other gqualified resource
professicnals will be needed from other Forests (or through contract) to
agsist in project planning and implementaticon.

The Lassen National Forest has maintained an active role in the
coordination of watershed management planning efforts with the Deer Creak
Watershed Conservancy, Mill Creek Congervancy, Cellins Pine Company and
Sierra Pacific TIndustries. We +view the collaborators as congoing
participante in the areas of general project planning and implementation,
especially where there are mutual interests and needs (a.g. cost-share
roads) . The extrent of the collaborators’ involvement iz unknown atk thig
time but is thought to be high given present level of intersast in continued
pcooperative watershed planning and the number of co8t-share roads
throughout the watersheds.

Lassen National Forest Project Staff {position and qualifications):
Almanoy Ranqeyr District
Ken Roby District Fisheries Qfficer.

B.8. Conmervation of Natural Resources, M.S., Aguatic
Ecology. Two years as Fisheries Biologist, East Bay Regional

Parks. Nineteen 7years with Forest Service including
Fisheries, Hydroleogy and Resource Officer positions (Plumas
and/or Lassen). Experience in program planning, watershed

regstoration and implementation.

Jules Riley District Hydrologist.
B.S. Hydrology. Two years as a hydrologist with E.A.
Engineering. Eight years &g a district hydroleogist with the
Forest Service. Experience in program plamning, watershed
restoration and implementation.

Susan Chappell District Fisheries Biclogist

B.8. Natural Resources Management. Two years as Wildlife
Biplogist, California Department of Fish and Game. Two years
as Wildlife Biologist, Forest Service (Plumas). Seven years
as Fisheries Biologist, Forest Service (Lassen).

Experience in recamnending stream crossing designs; road and
landing decommigsioning to benefit agquatic resources;
program planning and implementation.
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Diane Watts

Srcortt Armentrout

District Archaeolegist,
B.A. Anthropology, M. A, anthropology. Twenty one years as
an Archeologist.

District Wildlife Biologist.

B.8. Wildlife Science. Five years as wildlife biologigt and
four years as Fish/Wildlife/Range Staff (Regue River N.F.);
oie year as district wildlife biologist on Lassen N.F.

Supervigor’'s Office

Steve Young

Melanie McFarland

Rick Kennedy

Karyl Georgio

Beth Corbin

Lois Charlton

Foreat Hydrologist.
B.S. Forest Management, M.5. Watershed Management. Twa
years as sale preparation forester and two years as Zone

Hydrologist (Plumas). Four years as District EResource
Officer and thirtveen years as Forest Hydrologist (Lassen).
Experience in watershed restoration, planning and
implementation.

Forest Fisheries Biologist.

B.S8. Pisheries. Five years of seasonal fisheries experience
working for private arganizatians, consultants and the
California Department of Fish and Game. Three years as
Fisheries Biologist wich the U.S§. Fish and WwWildlite

Service. Eight <vyears as Forest Fisgheries Riologist
{Lazsen) . Experience in program planning and
implementation,

Agpistant Forest Engineer

B.S. (Civil Engineering. Registered (ivil Engineer in the
State of Californmia. Thirty four vears with the Forest
Service working in all engineering diseiplines including
roads, bridges, dams, bulldings, water systems, sewer
systems, etc.

Forest Chief Financial Officer.

B.S. Outdoor Recreation Planning. Two ye24rs Mmanpower
development. spacialist and cen vears business
administrator. One vear in present position.,

Forest Botanist

B.8. Botany, M.S5. Botany/Flant Ecology. Forest Service
experience as fuels and forestry technirian. Eight years as
Forest Botaniset (Lassen). Exparience in recommending and
collecting native plant species for revegetation projects.

Forest Lands Qfficer.
Four vyears college coursework. Seven years as zrealty
specialist and three years as Forest Lands Officer (Lassen!.

,10_
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VI,

Compliance with Standard Terms and Conditions

Per Table D-1 (Attachment D] in the CALFED RFP, considering the inclusion
of both construction tasks and services tasks in this Phase I proposal,
endorsed forms £for item £ (Non-Discrimination compliance) and irtem 11
(Noncollusion) are enclosed after Attachment B.

Item 1 (Public encities), Item 4 ({(Public works), Item 5 (Insurance
requirements) , Item & {(Nondiscrimination), Item 9 (Cert of Insurance), and

Item 10 {Payment bond} will be submitted after award of any CALFED contract
for this PHASE I proposal, nc later than at the time of signing.

~-11-
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Attachment A

Project Vicinity Map: Lassen National Forest

Deer Mill, Antelope Creek Waterglgjeds
- ) N

|
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Table 1—Phase I budget costs for Lassen N.F. project in Deer, Mill, and Antelope Creek watersheds

Project phase and
tagk

PHASE I
(CY 1998-2000)

Task 1: Imple-
ment erosion con-
trol measures at
known sites

la. Site survey &
design!

1. NEPA pro-
ceas, ESA eonsul-
tation

1c. Contract prep.

1d. Project imple-
mentation & con-
tract admin.

le. Monitoring,
avaluation, and
reporting

TASK I TOTAL:

Direct
lubor
hours

320

400

160

160

80

Direct
salary
and bene-
fits

$9,200

$11,400

$4,200

$4,700

$2,400

Overhead
lahor (gen’l
admin &
[ee) @ 20%

Service
contracts

$1,600

$2,000

%800

$12,800 $60,000

$400

Material
and
acquisi-
tion con-
tracts

1. Includes archaeological inventory and evaluation of propesed action sites.

Attachment B-1

Misc. and
nther
direct
costs

$1,200

$1,600

$2,500

$200

Porest Tetal task
Requested || Service cost
CALFED contribution
funding
$12,000 $3,000 $15,000
$15,000 $6,000 $21,000
45,000 $2,000 37,000
$80,000 $8,000 $88,000
$3,000 $1,000 $4,000
$115,000 $20,000 $135,000
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Project phase and
task

PHASE 1
(CY 1938-2000)

Task 2: Water-
shed restoration
planning

2a. Update recent
M.C.A? road/sedi-
ment study;
cxpand to include
Antelope Cr.
watershed above
LNF boundary

2b. Coordination
with co-op road
managers, private
landowners, coun-
ties

2¢. Tpdate NFS
road system data-
base for praject

area and build
GIS, Orucle files

2d. Prepare Road
Management Plan
for Deer, Mill,
Antelope Cr.
watersheds

Direct
labor
hours

54

480

320

520

Dhrect

aalary
and bene-

fits

$2,600

$14,100

$9,400

$14,900

2. Meadowbrook Consarvation Associates

QOverhead
lahor (gen’]
admin &
fee) @ 20%

$7,400

$2,400

$1,600

$2,600

Service Material Mise. and

contracts and other
acquisi- direct
tion con- costs
tracts
$35,000 - -
$1,500
$1,000
$1,500

Attachment B-2

Forest Total task
Requested J Service cost
CALFED contribution
funding
$45.000 $8,000 $53,000
$18,000 $10,000 428,000
$12,000 $2,000 $14,000
$19,000 $18,000 $38.,000
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Project phage and  Direct

task labor
hours

PHASE 1

(CY 1998-2000)

2e. Resource eval- 4,250
uations?, site
survey, and design

TASK 2 TOTAL:

Task 3: Update 160
land exchange
assessments and
identify acquisi-

tion opportunities

Phase 1 Total

Direct

salary
and bene-
fits

$122.250

$4,000

Overhead
labor (gen’l
admin &
fee) @ 20%

$21,250

$800

Service Material  Misc. and

contracts and other
acquisi- direct
tion con- costs
tracts
$12 500
$200

'orest Total task

Requested || Service cost
CALFED contribution
funding
$156,000 $10,000 $166,000
$250,000 $49,000 $209,000
$6,000 $6,000

Forest Phase 1
CALFED Service total
total: total
$371,000 $69,000 $441,000

3. Includes archaeclegical invenlory and evalualien of identified problem road sites or other disturbed areas.

Attachment B-3
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Table 2—Schedule milestones for Lassen N.F. project in Deer, Mill, and Antelope Creek watershed

Project phase and task Starting  Comple- Expected payment
date tion date

P E 1 1998 2000 Annually, after submlagion
of a progress report, deliv-
erables, and a bill for pay-
ment (each November 1), 4

Task 1: Implement erosion contrel measures at known sites 1998 2000

la. Site survey & design* 1998 1998

1h. NEPA process, ESA® consultation 1998 1999

lc. Contract prep. 1944 1999

1d. Project implementation & contract admin. 1599 2000

le. Monitoring, evaluation, and reporting 1998 2000

Task 2: Watershed restoration planning 1998 2000

2a. Update recent M.C A. road/sediment study; expand to include Antelope 1998 1998

Cr. watershed above LNF boundary

2b. Coodination with co-op road managers, private landowners, counties 1998 2000

2c. Update National Forest road syatem database for project area and build 1998 1998

G18, Oracle files

2d. Prepare Road Management Plan for Deer, Mill, Antelope Cr. watersheds 1898 1999

2e. Resource evaluations®, site survey, and design 1699 2000

4. Includes archaeological inventory and evaluation of propased action sites.
5. Endangered Species Act consultation would be primarily with National Marine Fisheries Service.

6. Includas archaeological inventory and svaluation ot identified problem road sites or other disturbed areas.

Attachment B-4



08€000-|

08¢€000—

Task 3: Update land exchange assessments and identify acquisition opportu- 1998 1999

nities

PHASE 11 (Contingent on completion and funding of Phase I) 2001 2003 Annually, after submission
of a progress report, deliv-
erables, and a bill for pay-
ment (November 1 each
year).

"Prepar(' Bhase IT pmpomi uising information developed it Phase I, and submit | 19997 T

i to CALFED office _

| Task 1: Conduct archaeoluglcal recovery, complete NEPA and ESA™ ‘
! consultation for sites in road project job packages, responding to project levels |

| funded by CALFED.

| Task 2: Prepare construction contracts,

{Task §: Accomplish constructionfecasystem restoration projects; administer

{ contracts.

CALFED) .

{ Tasgk 5: Monitoring, evaluation, and réporting

Task 4: Acquire lands or easements. (If willing sellers are identified in 1998, | 2002~
a separate, new proposal for land acquisition wounld be submitted to

Atltachmenl B-5
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. ONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

COMPANY NAME
Lassen National Forest, Forest Service, USDA

The company named above (hereinafter referred to as "prospective contractor”} hereby certifies, unlass
specifically exempted, compliance with Governtment Code Secdon 12990 (a-f) and California Cods of
Regulations. Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirements and the
development, implementation and maintenance of a Nondiscrimination Program. Prospective contraczor
agrees not 1o untawfully discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, disability (incluc:ng
HIV and AIDS), medical condition {cancer), age, marital status, denial of family and medical care lezve
and denial of pregnancy disability leave.

CERTIFICATICN

I, the official named below hereby swear that I am duly authorized to legally bind the prospeczive
conrractor to the above described certification. I am fully aware that this certification, executed or: :he
date and in the county below; is made under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califorria.

TFPCALS NAME ]
Kent P. Connaughton
DATE EXEGUTED EXECUTED W THE COUNTY OF
;u/;/ .«f_gl_ /?‘? 7 | lassen, State of Ca.ifornia
Wovenw@caﬂmcf:%zijfiz//Lig:::?C::El’h&_1 T
PROSPECTIVE CONTRAZTCRS TTE A & 3’.

Forest Supervisor

PAOSPECTIVE CONTRACTOR'S LEGAL BUSIMESS NALE
KENT P. COWNNAUGHTON

I —000381
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Agreemen Mo,

Exhiba

NONCOLLUSION AFFIDAYIT TO BE EXECUTED BY -
BIDDER AND SUBMITTED WITH BID FOR PUBLIC WORKS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

jEG
COUNTY OF _Lassen )
KENT F. CONNALGHTON , being first duly sworn, deposes and
(name)
Forest Supervisor of

says that he or she is
. {posihon oue)

Lassen National Forest, Forest Service, USDA

{the bidder)

the party making the foregoing bid that the bid is not made in the interest of, or on behalf of, any
undisclosed person, partmership, company, association, organization, of corperation; that the bid is genuine
and not collusive or sham; that the bidder has net directly or indirectly induced or solicited any other
tidder to put in a false sham bid, and has not directly or indirectly colluded, conspired, connived, or
agreed with any bidder or anyone else o put in a sham bid, or that anyone shall refrain from bidding; that
the bidder has not in any manner, directly or indirectly, sought by agreement, communication, or
conference with anyone to fix the bid price of the bidder or any other bidder, or to fix any overhead,
profit, or cost elemernt of the bid price, or of that of any other bidder, or to secure any advantage against
the public body awarding the contract of anyone interested in the proposed contracr; that ali statements
contained in the bid are true; and, further, that the bidder has not, directdy or indirectly, submitied his or
her bid price or any breakdown thereof, or the contents thereof, or divulged information or data relative
thereto, or paid, and will not pay, any fee 1o any corporation, pannership, company, association,
organization, bid depository, or to any member or agent therzof to effecruace a collusive or sham bid.

/’ - -
DATED: _<Judy ZST.{??? By Z«o//jﬂ_,ﬁ

—
\person nmu?!';bsdder)

Subscribed and sworn to before me on

Notary acknowledgment form attached.

(Netary Public)
(Mortarial Seal)

I —000382
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P CA-I.IFOHNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT No 5907

State of Cl?jé']é Y Q

County of

On 7" 7 before me, ___ £ /5 J %ﬁ‘ //0/‘

MAME, TTLE OF OFFICER - £ G, ANE COE, NOTARY FLECITT

personally appeared /@/ﬂf x C IR PCT o (DT DD

NAME(S) GFSIGNER(S)

,iz;personaliy known 1o me - OR - _] proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence
10 be the person(y) whose name(} is/aes
subscribed to the within instrument and ac-
knowledged to me that he/seé/they exacuted
the same in his/hef/their authorized
capacity(igs), and that by his/ber/their

m.‘.% signature(= on the instrument the person(gy,

or the entity upon behalf ol which the
L.-—_____—..J person{s) acted, executed the instrument.
WITNESS my hand and official seal.

_%/f (L. 7

SIGNATURE OF NOTARY

OPTIONAL

Though the data below is not required by law, it may prove valuable 1o persons relying on the document and could prevent
traudulent reattachment of this form.

CAPACITY CLAIMED BY SIGNER DESCRIPTION OF ATTACHED DOCUMENT

& vowiouss

_1 CORPORATE OFFICER :}/g: s 4 /,g /: 2 /’,f
TITLE OR TYFE GF D MENT

TITLEIS}

L] PARTNER(S) (] umien
] GENERAL /
L] ATTORMEY-IN-FAGT NUMBER OF PAGES
L] TRUSTEE(S)
L] GUABDIANCONSERVATOR

Tdomer 7 ﬁ’}é 7

DATE OF DOCUMENT

SIGNER IS REPRESENTING: A’%

NAME OF PERSCN 53 CH ENTITVIES;

SIGNER(S) OTHER THAN NAMED ABOVE

@1093 MATIONAL NOTARY ASSOCIATION « 8236 Remmat Ava., P.O Box 7184 + Canoga Park, CA 91308-7184

Il —000383
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