
Kate Hansel
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 N’mth St., Ste. t155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Hansel:

On behalf of Contra Costa Resource Conservation District I am please to submit te~ copies of the
grant proposal, Alhambra Creek Watershed Plan, to the CALFED Ecosystem Restoration
Projects and Programs. If you or your staffhave any questions, please contact me at the District
oi~ce(510) 672-~522. Thankyou for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Cece Sellgran
Resource Conservationist

9?JUL 25 P~f 2:30
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L Executive Summary

a. Project Title and Applicant Name Alhambra Creek Watershed Plan
Contra Costa Resource Conservation D~stri~

b, Project Descdntion and Primary Biolo~ical/Eeeloalcal Obiectives
Goal: Facilitate, coordinate, and support the efforts of landowners, municipalities, contrlannity organizations,
and citizens of the Alhambra Creek watershed to develop and write a watershed management plan using the
Coordinated Resource Management Planuing (CRMP) process.

A citizens plannin~ group will develop a watershed management plan which will address sever~ natural resource
issues including: restoration of degraded aquatic and riparian communities, prevention of soil erosion, reduction
of non-point source water pollution, 1.~’eservation of property fights, prevention of catestrophie wildfire. By
addressing the watershed health as a whole, all of the wstershed’s eemponents - soil, air, water, plants, animals,
and people - will benefit.

e. Apt~roaeh/Tasks/Sehedule
The Alhambra Creek watershed plan is being developed using the Coordinated Kesouree Management.and
Planning (CILMP) process. The CILMP process relies on three fundamental tenets 1) Local control of the
planning process; 2) Consensus decision making; 3) Votuntary implementation of the plan. The Alhambra Creek
watershed planning group is adhering strictly to the CRMP process.

The development of the watershed plan is a collaborative process, involvin~ the participation of several of
landowners, munidpaRdes, community organizations, and oitlzens from the area. Over two-thlrds of the
planning group is made up of local landowners. The planning group consists of:
¯ Local ranchers * Urban Creek Counc’fl
¯ Residential landowners ¯ Martinez Chamber of Commerce
¯ Contra Costa County Farm Bureau * City of Martinez
¯ Environmental Atliance ¯ Contra Costa County
¯ Mastinez Regional Land Trust ¯ Contra Costa Central Sanitation District
¯ Friends o£Alhembrs Creek ¯ East Bay Regional Park DisWiet
¯ F~iends of Frauldin Hills ¯ National Park Seawice

This project began in December, 1995. Significant progress has been made to date. All of the groundwork has
been accomplished and the foundation has been laid. The Alhambra Creek watershed planning group is ready to
begin the "real" work by addressing the goals, objective, and resource tools to be used to develop the plan. The
development of the watershed plan is broken into seven tasks. Two of the tasks have already been completed.

Task Description Starl Date Completion Date
Task I Project Management and Administration December 1995 June 1999
Task :2 Determine Interest in Watershed Plan ]-anuary 1996 March 1997
Task 3 inform Watershed Landowners May 1996 June 1999
Task 4 Conduct Inventory and Monitorin~ Februar~ 1996 Iune 1999
Task 5 Form Planni~ Group March 1997 July 1997
Task 6 Develop Goals, Objectives, and Tools September 1997 December 1998
Task 7 Write Watershed Plan January 1999 lone 1999

d.    lustifieation for Prnieet Fundina bv CALFED
The Alhambra Creek watershed plan is highly enmpalihle with the CALFED goals and objectives. By
approaching management of natural resources on a watershed basis, the health of the antlre system and each of
the components will be addressed. The watershed supports a number of priurity spedes and habitats inclading
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ateslhead trout, migratory birds, shaded tiverine aquatic habitat, instream aquatic hab’rtst, tidal perennial aquatic
habitat, and saline emergent aquatic habitat. The watershed suffe~s from many of the listed stressors, and more
importantly, these stressors will be addressed through the watershed management plan. The watershed plan is
strictly adhering to the CRM~ process, which ensures l’uil community involvemertt and empowerment. The first
watershed manaf~omont plan bering developed in Contra Costa County, all eyes are on the KCD. Funding from
CALFED Ecosystem Restoration Program will ensure the plan’s success.

e. Budget Costs and Third Party Im~acta
Contra Costa RCD is requesting $135,000 from the CALFED Cstegou¢ IR fimds to aid in the developm~t of
the a natural resources managemant plan for the Alhambra Creek watershed. With these funds Contra Costa
RCD will hire a watershed coordinator who will dedicate his/her full time to the development of the plan. As this
project is the development of a watershed management plan, the majority of the costs are associsted with the
participants time. Other cos’ca include t~ angraentaflen era geographical information system (GIS), purchase of
a computer and associated software for the watershed coordinator position, and production of the plan once
completed.

CALYED Requested Amount $135~000
Committed Matching Contributions $ 320~ 187
TOTAL PROJECT AMOUNT $ 455,187

Beoanse the watershed plan has yet to be developed, it is impossible to quantify any potential third party impacts.
As the plan will be implemented on a completely voluntary basis, no negative third party impacts are anticipated.
Some poaltive third party impacts may occur ineludin8 improved prope~y values due to improved natural
habitats, reduction of floodin~ damages, and reduced risk o£ oatastrophle wild fire within the watershed;
improved financial opportunities for landowners to implement conservation plans associated with the watershed
plan; and improved educational curriculum at Ioim Muir Jr. High School through water quality monitoring.

f. Aevlieant Oualifiearions
Contra Costa Resource Conservation District is an independent special district dedicated to assisting private
landowners ia managing their natural resources to the best of th�~r ability. Established in 1941, Contra Costa
RCD has a long history of assisting farmers, ranchers, homeowners, and community groups through cooperative,
voluntary programs. Kecantiy Contra Costa KCD has successfully implemented grant contracts with US
Environmental Protection Agency and the CA Dept. of Conservation. The District is currently administering
grant costraets with the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board and the CA Dept. of Forestry.

g. Monitoring and Data Evaluation
The inventory and monitorin~ associated with the development of the plan has four aspocta: 1 ) An inventory of
the watershed’s natural and cultural resources (completed in February 1997); 2) Volunteer water quality
monitoring to establish baseline conditions; 3) Assessment of stream and riparian function through the Rapid
Riparian Assessment protocol; 4) Development era GIS and associated models.

h, Local Support/Courdination with other Programs/Comp atibility with CALFED Objeetives
Contra Costa RCD has garnered the support of several local landowners, residents, civic groups, and local
municipalities in the creation of the Alhambra Creek watershed plan. Indeed, the plan is being developed and
written by the citizens planning group, the majority of which are simple landowners. In addition nir~ technical
and regulatory agencies are advising the planning group.

The Alhambra Creek watershed planning group has been working closely with the City of Martinez in designing
a flooding management program in downtown Martinez which is consistent with the goals and objectives of the
watershed plan. The Alhambra Creek watershed plan is highly compatible with the CALtCED objectives in that
the plan w’dl likely improves water quallty, restore aquatlo, riparian and terrestrial habitat, improve the ecological
health of all of the eomponanta of the watershed, and maintain and/or enhance rare populations.
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]L Title Page

a. Title of Proieet Alhambra Creek Watershed Plan

b. Name of AnDlicant Contra Costa Resource Conservation District
5552 ClaytonRd. Concord, CA 94521
(510) 672-652:2 / (510)672-8064 (Fax) / No o-mail

�, Type of Organization Other Government Entity / Tax Exempt

d. Tax ID Number Not Applicable

e. Contact Person Ceee Sellgren, Resource Consea’vafionist
Both technical and financial contact
Address as above

f, Particioants in Imolementation
* Local ranchers ¯ Contra Costa Consofidated Fire District
¯ Residential landowners ¯ Contra Costa Central SanltationDistriet
* Environmental Alliance ,, East Bay Rogional Park District
¯ Ffiomts of Altmmbra Creek ¯ SF R~onal Water Quality Control Board
* Friends of Franldin Hills * CADept. offish and Crame
¯ Urban Cry,& Council ¯ CADept. of Forestry and Fire Protection
¯ Contra Costa County FarmBureau ¯ NationalPark Service
¯ Martinez Chamber of Commerce * NaturalResources Conservation Service
¯ City of Martinez ¯ US Fish and W’ddlife Servic�
¯ Contra Costa County ¯ US Army Corps. Of’Engineers
* Contra Costa Clean Water Program

g. RFP Program Grouo T-cpe Other Services
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I~L Project Description

,3) Project Descfiefion and Aenroach
Goal: Facilitate, coordinate, and support the efforts of landowners, rnunicipalifios, eommuff~ty organizations,
mad citizens of the Alhambra Creek watershed to develop and write a watershed management plan using the
Coordinated Resource Management Planning (CRMP) process.

The Alhambra Creek watershed plan is being developed using the Coordinated Resource !vlxmagement and
Planning (CRM~) process. The CRMP process relies on three fundamental tenets 1) Local control of the
plaaning process; 2) Consensus decision making; 3) Voltmtery implementation of the plan. The Alhambra Creek
watershed planning group is adhering striedy to the CRMP process.
The development of the Alhambra Creek watershed plan began in December 1995, whan the Euvironmental
Alliance approached Contra Costa RCI2 about the need for a natural resources plan for the Alhambra Creek
watershed. Contra Costa RCD agreed to take a leadership role if the CRMP process was used. Work towards
the development ok’the plan began almost immediately, mad many of the project objectives have already been
completed. Contra Costa RCD is requesting for CALFED ecosystem restoration funds to assist the RCD and the
citizens planning group to finish the development of the plan.
The development of the watershed plan is n collaborative process, involving the participation of several of
landowners, municipalities, community organizations, and citizens from the are~ Over two-thirds of the
planning group is made up of 1ocai landowners. The planning group consists oE
¯ Local ranchers ¯ Urban Creek Counff~l
¯ Residential landowners ¯ Mertinaz Chamber of Commerce
¯ Contra Costa County Farm Bureau ¯ City of Martinaz
¯ Environmental Alliance ¯ Contra Costa County
¯ Mattinez Regional Land Trust ¯ Contra Costa Central Sanitation District
¯ Friends of Alhambra Creek ¯ East Bay Regional Park Dish-ict
¯ Friends of Franklin I-Edls ¯ National Fark Serdce

In addition several regulatory and technical agencies are pa~ieipating in an advisory capacity. The Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC) assists the planning group with understanding the legal, regulatory, and technical
framework natural resource management works within. The members of the TAC include:
¯ Natural Resources Conservation Service ¯ SF Regional Water Quality Control Board
¯ US Fish and Wildlife Ser-dce ¯ Contra Costa Consolidated Fire District
¯ US Army Corps. of’Engineers ¯ Contra Costa Clean Water Program
¯ CA Dept. of Forestry & Fire Protection ¯ Contra Costa Resource Conservation District
¯ CA Dept. offish and Game

Ob/ectives wh/ch have already been accomplished.
One of the early objectives of the project was to determine what level ofintarest the local community had for
developing a watershed plan. Contra Costa RCD engaged in "market research" for over a year. A~er several
discussions with looal landowners and presentations to civic groups and municipalities, it became oleos the
community was eager to prnacfively manage their natural resources through a cooperative, vetuntary process.

The next objective was to itffurm all landowners of our intent to facilitate the devalopment of a watershed
managanaeat plan. This task was accomplished through the cooperative efforts of the Contra Costa County
Assessors office, a grant from the CA Dept. of Conservation, and Contra Costa RCD. After creating a m "ading
database, over 5000 fliers were sent to every landowners vdth’m the watershed anaouneing the first peblie
meeting. All of the work paid offwhen over 125 people attended the meeting on March 3~, 1997. Partieipanta
in,mediately began the plaaning process by liatlng and prioritizing which resource issues they thought the plan
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should address. This list gave the seen-to-be-formed planning group its initial guidance on the developmant of
the plan.

Another early objective was an initial assessment of the watersheds resources. Tite Natural Resources
Conservation Service conducted a natural and cultural resources inventox3r of the Alhambra Creek wetetshed
using existing sources of information. The inventory addressed laud use, geology soils, erosion potential range,
water quality, hydrology, plant communities, wildlife habitat relationships, endangered species, and known
cultural resources. The inventory produced a written report and a Gig database. The GIg database is being
augmented through a CA Dept. of Forestry grant.

The final objective complied to date is the formation and training of the planning group. Using interest
established at public meetings, as well as through discussions with local groups aud agencies, a planning group
consisting of landowners, residents, and representatives of elvie organizations and loenl government was erented.
The planning group subsequently developed guiding principles fi’om which they will develop the plan.

Obiectives still to be achieved
The next objective to achieve is to develop goals, objectives, and methods to be used in the watershed
management plan using the CKMP. This is past of the CRMP, the heart and soul of" the watershed planning
process, will take well over a yeas to accomplish. Successfully achieving this objective will require the full time
attention of a watershed coordinator. Contra Costa RCD is requesting funds to create a new position within our
organization to devote to this process.

Once the goals, objectives, end management tools are decided upon, the platming group (with substantial support
of the RCD) will write the watershed managrxnant plan. The draft plan will be submitted for public and peer
review. Commeras, suggestions, aud changes will be incorporated as needed. The completion aud publication of
the final watershed managetnent plan will signify the successful completion of this project.

b) Leeation and/or ~;eographical boundaries of the project
The Alhambra Creek watershed lies in north central Contra Costa County, and encompasses the western portion
of the City of MmXinez (see Map 1). The watershed drains approximately 16.3 square miles, and is one of 23
major watersheds within the county. The watershed lies entirely within the 11t~ State Assembly District, the 7t~

State Senate District, and the 7t~ Congressional District.

c) Expected Benefits
Although there is a firm commitment by the members of the planning group aud the community at lmge to
develop and implement a natural resources plan for the Alhambra Creek watershed, it is important to stress that
the goals aud objectives of the watershed plan have not yet been developed. It is therefore difficult to address the
expected biological benefits with authority. The contents of the plan will be developed entirely by the 6tlizens
planning group. In light of this situation there are a number of resource issues the watershed plan may address,
which will likely have potential benefits for several stressurs, habitats, and priority species.

The Alhambra Creek watershed includes four of the priority habitats: 1) Shaded fiverine aquatic habitat; 2)
instrenm aquatic habitat; 3) Tidal perennial aquatic habitat; 4) Saline emergent aquatic habitat.

The shaded fiverine aquatic habitat and the instream aquatic habitat are associated with Alhambr~ Creek aud its
tributaries. There are approximately 17 miles of stream within the watershed, much of which supports a mature
riparian forest. The remainder is suspended in lower ~uecessional commuhity types or has been urbanized.
Alhambra Creek and its tributaries support a number of rare, threatened and endangered species such as
steelhend trout, California tiger salamander, and red legged frog.

The mouth of Alhambra Creek supports a wetland, which is part of the East Bay Regional Park District. The
Martinez Regional Shoreline is a mosaic of tidal perennial aquatic habitat, saline emergent wetlands habitat. The
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shoreline supports a number of rare, threatened and e~’tdangered species such as the salt marsh harvest mouse,
Cal~ornla alapper rail, Suisun shrew, Suisun marsh aster, and the delta rule pea.

Although the CA D~pt. ofl~ish and Game has never recorded stecIhead within the creek, local residents kn~w of
their existence. The fishery is extremely small at this time. The last steelhead was caught thr~ years ago at the
"D" St. bridge. Steelhead were seen spawning this pas~ spring near City Hall. The potential for restoration of
native fisheries is enormous. Indeed Alhambra Creek supported a commercial fisheU¢ until 1950.

There are a number of stressors which may be addressed by the Alhalnbra Creek watershmt plan.
¯ Hydrograph alteration~ due to seasonal flow ~butions. Increasing summer ~asonal flows may be

addressed through two mechanisms. The first is the restoration of riparian areas wb2ch act as a sponge,
releasing freshwater during the summer drought. The second is addressing groundwater usage and re~:harge
within the watershed.

¯ Migration barriers due to insufficient flows over shallow areas and adverse *rater qualit~ condi~ons.
Increasing sunanaer seasonal flows through proper riparian naanagement and reducing non-point source
pollution will likely reduce migration barriers to the steelhasd trout population.

¯ Alteration of channel form due to channel deepening and lack of floodplain. Channel deepenin$ and
resulting loss of the floodplain may be addressed through improvad riparian management in resideatial areas
and near horse boarding facilities and cattle ranches. East Bay Regional Park Dist. may reestabli~ the
floodplain at the mouth of the creek. Prevention 0f further incisement and r~storation of proper stream and
riparian funerion will likely be addressed in the watershed plan.

¯ Loss of rearing and spawning habitat. Reestablishment of proper stream and rlpadan ftmetionlng will likely
improve steelheed trout spawning ~md rearing habitat.

¯ Loss of shaded riverine aquatic (SRA) habitat. Ineisement of the stream channel has stranded many riparian
areas. Degradation of mature riparian forests have diminished the amount of SRA habitat. Reestablishment of
proper functioning stream and riparian functioning will likely Lraprove conditions for natural recruitment of
riparian species. Active restoration of some riparian areas may also be addressed by th~ watershed plan.

¯ Water quali~y declines due to non-point pollution sources. Non-point source pollution, wiaether from
agricultural or urban uses will likely be addressed extensively by the plan.

¯ Water quality declines thee to agricultural runoff leading to low dr~solved oxygen levels. Nutrient inputs
from cattle ranches, horse boarding facilities, and farms will likely be addressed ti~’ough the development of
conservation pIans with individual landowners and through educational efforts.

¯ Water Temperature alterations due to lack of riparian shade. Reestablishment of proper functioning ~tream
and riparian functioning will likely imgrove conditions for natural recruitment of riparian species. Active
restoration of riparian areas may also be addressed by the watershed plan.

I --00081 4
1-000814



¯ Undesirable species interactions due to invasive riparian plants. Management of exotic pest plants is an
integral component of any restoration plan. The watershed plan will likely address management of exotic pes~
plants management as part of localized restoration etTort8 or as its own separate issue.

t ~°offulaIian management problems leading to inadequate reproductive capacitF due to small spa~ming
poimlations. The stealhead trout population is extremely ~nMI at this time, although it supported a
commercial fishery earlier in the oentury. The populatiolt is st great risk for stochastic iufiuenee~. Direct
intervention in the steelhead population may be addressed by tha watershed plan. Improvea-nent s to $tee~end
habitat wlil likely be addressed in the plan.

d’l B ackttround and Biolo~ieal/Tecbifiea[ Justification
The Alhambra Creek watershed suffers from many of the resource problems typical of the wildland-urban
intesface. Most of the upper watershed..is still actively grazed and cultivated. Mid portions of the watexshed are
experiencing heavy development pressures. The lower portion of the watershed has a mosaic of residential,
commercial, and industrial uses. Each of these uses is impacting the resources within the watershed. The
wetershed management plan will address each of these problems by developing conservation measures whie, h will
be applied through voluntary cooperative, programs.

One of the most impacted resources within the watershed is ALhambra Creek and its tributaries. The creak’s
water resources are impacted in two ways: degradation of water quality and marked fluctuations in water
quantity. Both problems are associated with dysfunctinnal @arian systems. Water quality is impacted by
excessive sediment and rmtrient loads. Unhealthy riparian zones lack the ability to absorb nutrients from water
cohmm, trap ~xtiment, resist stormwater erosive forces, and reduce storm water velocities. The e~c,e~ sediment
diminishes the quality of aquatic habitat for wildlife, sach as macroinvertehrates, amphibians, and fish. Much of
the sediment is eventually deposited at the mouth of the creek, which has led to the aggredation ofthefloodplaln
and loss of wetland habitat. Nttttients fi’om fecal waste and fertilizers contribute to eutrophication of the stresms.
The resulting algae blooms deplete dissolved oxygen levels, which deleteriously affect aquatic wildlife. The
watershed management plan will address the issues affecting water qusil.ty. Conservation practices used to
reduce soil erosion will positively impant stream sediment levels. Riparian pastures and proper horse manure
management will reduce nutrient loads in the stream~ which will in turn lessen the density o£ algae masses and the
resulting loss of dissolved oxygen during pro-dawn hours. The net result will be healthier riparian and aquatic
communities.

The problems with water quantity has "two aspects. The first, flooding, occurs regularly within the watershed.
Unhealthy riparian zones in the upper portion of the watershed lask the ability to trap sediment and reduce the
energy and vdocities of storm event flows. Decreased infiltration rates and increased sur~ce flows leads to
greater surges in the amount of water flowing downstream dutin~ storm events. Years of increased erosion rates
have lead to sedimentation at the mouth of the creek and the reduction of the floodplain. The result is seasonal
flooding in downtown Martinez. The city of Martinez spends millions of dollars to elenn up flood w~Xcrs and
sediment deposited on city streets. Local business are burdened by the flooding problems through loss of income,
expensive dean up costs, end reduced property values. Although the watershed management plan is not designed
to address the flooding problems per so, it is widely recognized that a healthy watershed is more likely tu handle
large storm events than a degraded one. The City of Martinez recently rejected the traditional "concrete" solution
to their flooding woes and is tt34ng to develop innovs~ive ways to manage flood waters. Therefore taking a
~vatershed focus is in their best interest for addressing tbeir chronic flooding problems. The Alhambra Creek
Watershed Planning Group is working closely with the City of ]¢iartinez to develop a flood control program
throughout the watershed.

The second aspect to the problem of water quantity is the loss of summer sut-face flows. In many cases the loss of
surface flows is due to the lack of healthy riparian corridors in many of the creeks within the watershed. The loss
of surface flows creates barriers for the few remaining steelhaad trout to migrate and spawn. As surface waters
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become increasing rare, livestock and wildlife may tead to overutilJze areas adjacent to the remaining water,
creating a vicious circle of continued riparian degradation. This circle can be broken through the instaikafion of
water developmems away from creeks and wetlands, proper salting practicea, h~rding, and feneing
infrastructures. The watershed management plan will address this issue. Completion oftbe plan will allow for a
coordinated approach in the development of conservation plans within the watershed. These conservation plans
are a requirement for receiving funding under the USDA’s Environmental Quality Incentive Program (EQIP).
Many ranchers, who are l~equently cash strapped, rely upon USDA cost sharing programs (like EQIP) to install
needed ¢onservafion infrestruetures.

Land resources are also experiencing continued soil erosion. Upland soil erosion is mostly associated with
pastures and residential development. Stream channel soil erosion is mostly a function of degraded riparian areas.
The loss of soil affects the agricultural viability of the area, is a major component of water pollution, and
contributes to the flooding of downtown Mertinez. Upland soil erosion will be addressed through education
outreach to horse owners, horse facility operators, cattle ranchers and residential developers. Erosion associated
with stream channels will be addressed through development of riparian pastures systems for grazing, stream
bank stabilization, and riparian restoration.

Another signifieent problem within the watershed is the threat of catastrophic wildlend fire. Fire suppression, lank
of grazing, and succession towards woodland communities has created substantial fuel loads. Creeping residential
development toward these open spaces makes the implications ofnetural or human induced fires a serious threat
to public safety. Furthermore the high intensity fires associated with shrublands mad woodlands frequently erente
large bare areas covered with hydrophobie soils, which repel water from soil sta-fanas. The increased runoff ~nd
ensuing downslope soil erosion further complicate issues of water quality and flooding. The watershed
management plan will address wildland fires through residential education afforts and development of sound
grazing management plans to reduce fire fuel loads.

A final issue which is best addressed on the lar~er scale a watershed focus represents is the problern of
diminishing wildlife h~hitat. The Alhambra Creek watershed supports a wide array of wildlife species including
rare, threatened, and endangered species like steolhead trout, Sacramento perch, red legged-frogs, and Calif0mia
tiger salamanders. Proper management of the watershed will play a critical role in regional protection for these
animal populations. Wildlife living in aquatic habitat are negatively affected by the problems associated with soil
erosion and poor water quality. Alhambra Creek supported a commercial fishery for almost one hundred years
before it collapsed in the 195{}’s. The potential for restoration of native fishefie~ is enormous. But upstream
impacts must be addressed first. The mouth of the Alhambra Creek flows into a large marsh, critical habitat for a
number of bird end mamnml species. The health of this wetland is directly tied to the health of the stream, which
in turn is tied to the health of the watershed as a whole. Indeed, each component of the watershed - air, soft,
water, plants, wildlife, and people - are interconnected throughout the watershed. No one component can be
truly healthy if the watershed as a whole is not healthy. This project will address the health of’the Alhambra
Creek watershed on a hollstic basis. As a result each component will benefit.

�) Proposed Senne of Work
Task 1:      Project management and Administration

Provide technical and administrative services; review work performed; coordinate budget and schedule;
Administer subenntraets; write progress reports; oonduct annual audit.

Task 2: Determine interest and feasibili~ of devel~l~ing watershed management plan.
Contact and make presentations to eitizeas, landowners, community leaders, civic organizations, and
local government officials to determine feasibility and interest. This task was completed in March, 1997.

Task 3: lnform landowners, citizens, and residents of intent to develop watershed plan
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Create mailing list database of all landowners wit!fin watershed;,plan irtifial public meeting; design, print,
and mail fliers atmounclng public meeting; distribute press releases; create interactive agenda; conduct
public meetings; produce and mail quarterly updates to watershed landowners.

Task 4: Conduct ~aturaI resources i~vantory and monitoring of the watershed.
Design geographical information system (GIS) database; obtain data and information; create layers for
GIS database; conduct GIS arodeling research existing information; write, edit, and publish written
report;, assess stream and riparian functioning using Rapid Riparian Assessment protocols; conduct water
quality monitoring using volunteers.

Task 5: Form, ~rain, and eo~n,ene planning group.
Provide opportunity for citizens to join planning group; choose planning group members; train planning
group members in fundamentals el" CRMP process including ¢onsenens decision making; develop
procedural guideline; eenvene planning group. This task was compl~ed in July, 1997.

Ta~’k 6: Develop goals and objectives for the watershed plan.
Develop mission statement; develop natural resource management goals; develop measurable obje~ives
for each goal; develop tools and mechanisms to achieve objectives.

Task 7: Write tha watershed plan
Write draft plan; seek comments and edits from public and peers; write and publish final plan; periodically
review and update plan.

D_ Monitoring and Data Evaluation
Monitoring the effectivaness of the implementation of the watershed plan on water quality will requira baseline
data from which to compare changes. As part of the plan, Contra Costa RCD will coordinated volunteer
monitoring using students and faculty from John Muir .It. High School. QAJQC will be supervised by stafffrom
Contra Costa RCD in conjunctinn with staff from the SFKWQCB.

The Natural Resources Conservation Service has chosen Alh0mbra Creek as a training site for teadgng the Rapid
Riparian Assessment protocol. Contra Costa RCD staff and local conxarunity leaders will work with staff’from
NRCS, USI~S, and BL!v[ to select sites for evaluation during training. Two training sessions per year are planned
over the next two years. LoeaI citizens wiil also learn the protocol, and wiil likely map the entire riparian
coFr~dor.

The final inventory and monitoring program will be the development of three CqS models. The fu’st vdll crcat~ a
morn detailed slope model through the d~vdopm~nt nf’a triangulated integrated nc’~vork ~TI~). The seeond will
use aerial photo interpretations to b~tter assess the distdbu~on and character of the riparian habita~ assodated
with Alhambra Creek. This data combined with the resnits of’the rapid riparian assessmcilt protocol ~ gi~ the
pinrmnig group a dctai/ed uaderstanding of which riparian areas a~ in need of restoration and
management. The final model will assess the fire fuel load dangers throughout the watershed.

g) Implementability
The ALhambra Creek watershed plan hss received tremendous support from the landownai% rasidants,
civic groups, and luoal government agenaies. Ov~ 125 people altended the first public me~ing. The planning
group consists of 29 lo~al citizens represeming a varie~3’ of iaterests, twenty of which own land and!or live ~fithin
the watershed. In addition sewral pu~li~ aganelas suppor~ the planing group as t~¢hnical ad~isors.
Contra Costa RCD has sncoessfully f~ilitsted the completion of maa~ of the ob]~tivos associated with this
projeeL The RCD has received two grants to support their efforts to dnvelop the plan. The fu-st grant, ~mded
through the CADcpt. of Consercation, was implement o~ time and on budget. The second, funded through the
CA Dept. of Forestry and Fire Protection, will begin iu August. It is dear the watershed plan will be wrlt~L
The strong citizen involwm~mt and support will ensure that the plan will be implcmeotad. Contra Costa RCD
and the planning group’s commitment to the CPd~IP procass is ¢rilical to the success in implementing the plan.
As the completion of the plan approaches, Contra Costa RCD will sc~k furth0r funding to implement the pl~a.
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IV. Costs and Sehednle to Implement Proposed Project.
Budget Costs

Contra Costa RCD is requesting 5;135,000 fi’om the CA~LFED Catego~ I~[ funds to aid in tb, e d~velopment of
the a natural resources management plan for the Alhambra Creek watershed. With these funds Contra Costa
R_CD will hire a watershed coordinator who w’dl dedicate Ms/her full time to the development of the plan. A~ this
project is the development era watershed management plan, the majority of the costs are associated with the
participants time. Other costs include the augmentation era geographical information system (GIS), purcha~ of
a computer and associated set,rare for the watershed coordinator position, and production of the plan once
completed. Please see the four attached tables listing ha detail the costs of the projeot. The first table lists the
overall costs associated with the entire .development of the plan. The second table lists costs already incurred by
Contra Costa RCD and its cooperators in the progress made to date. The third table lists requests and
committed matching funds for the current fiscal year (FY 97-98). The fourth table lists requests and committed
matching funds for the next fiscal year (FY 9g-99).

The development of the natural resources management plan for the Alhambra Creek watershed has involved a
number of municipalities, agencies, organizations, and cit’mens. Unless otherwise known, Contra Costa RCD
asalgns the value of $30/hr for paxticipant’s time involved with this project. Matching contributions far outweigh
the requests for funds. It is estimated that $320,000 will be contributed towards the project by its many
cooperators. The majority of the matching funds are in-kind contributions. Please see the attached tahi~ for
detailed listings of matching contributions f~om others. Contra Costa RCD charges 12.5% overhead to
compensate for infrastruetural costs (rent, phone, fax) and additional costs associated with the administration of
the grant (amount audits). There are no operation and maintenance costs associated with this project.

Task 1: Project Management and Admtnistration
Costa associated with project management and administration include staff time, purchase of a computer and
associated sol’cware for the newly ernated position, and rental era photocopy machine. The RCD will provide
matching contributions for staff and directors time. NRCS will provide vehicle use.

Task 2: Determine lnterest
This task was completed in March 1997. Costs associated with this task included stafftime to develop and give
presentations to municipalities, community organizations, and i~dividuals. A grant from the CA Dept. of
Conservation provided for some funds, while CCRCD and others provided matching contributions as well.

Task 3: lnform Landowners
This task provides the critical link of maintaining communications with all of the landowners within the
watershed. Initial contact with the landowners was accomplished ha March 1997, vAth the first public meeting.
Dec grant funds and matching contributions from Contra Costa County allowed the P~CD to contact all
landowners within the watershed. Contra Costa RC’D requests additional funds to produce quarterly newsletters
to be mailed to all landowners, as well as other interested parties.

Task 4: Conduct Inventory and Monitoring Program
As part of the planning process the NRCS conducted an inventory of existing information regarding the natural
and cultural resources found within the watershed. The inventou¢ produced two products: a written report and
geographical information system (GIS). A grant from CA Dept. of Forestry is helping the KCD to augment the
database farther with the pttrehase of additional layers. NKCS is providing further matching contributions by
choosing to use Alhambra Creek as a training site for teaching federal staff the Rapid Riparian Assessment
Protocol. Contra Costa RCD requests additional funds to develop three GIS models, allow RCD staffta assist
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in the Rapid Riparian Assessment training, and to design and implement a volunteer water quality monitoring
program, working with 8~ grade students at John Muir Junior High School.

Task $: Form the PlanningGroup
This task was completed in July, 1997. The bulk of tins task was accomplished through the completion of
several me#tings wh~re the planning group strucOare, composition and procedures were determined. The DOC
grant provided some of the funding, but the majority of the task was flannced through in-kind matching
contributions.

Task 6: Develop Goals, Objectfves and Resource Tools
Tins task repre~’nts the heart o£ the CR_MP process. Scheduled to begin in September, 1997 and take
approximately 15 months, tins task ~ require extensive commitments of time from RCD staff" and planning
group members. Contra Costs RCD requests funds to pay for the fill time watershed coordinator to f’aeilitate
the planning group in developing the core of the watershed plan.

Tct~.k 7: Write the WcttershedManagement Plan
This task will begin in January 1999 and will conclude in lune 1999. Contra Costa RCD requests fundins-for
staff time to write the actual plan, incorporate edits, write the final plan and provide for production costs
associated with the printing and distribution of the final plan.

b. Sebedule lk~lestones
The developmem of the Alhambra Creek watershed plan began ldmost two years ago. Some oftha tasks have
already been completed. In December, 1996 Contra Costa RCD received a $12,000 grant from the CA Dept. of"
Conservation. In completing the grant contract, Contra Costa RCD maintained ita ambitious timeline throughout.

Task Description Start Date Completion Date
Task 1 Project Manasement and Administration December 1995 June 1999
Task 2 Determine Interest in Watershed Plan January 1996 March 1997
Task 3 Inform Watershed Landowners May 1996 June 1999
Task 4 Conduct Inventory and Monitorin8 Feb~ar~ 1996 June 1999
Task 5 Form Planmn~ Group Mar0h 1997 July 1997
Task 6 Develop Goals, Objectives, and Tools September 1997 Decomber 1998
Task 7 Write Watershed Plen January 1999 June 1999

c.     Third Party Impacts
Because the watershed plan has yet to be developed, it is impossible to quantify any potential third party impacts.
Because the plan will be implemented on a vomplete~y voluntary basis, no negative third party impacts are
anticipated. Some positive tinrd party impacts may occur including improved property values due to improved
natural habitats, reduction of flooding damages, and reduced risk of catastrophic wild fire within the water~=hed;
improved financial opportunities for landowners to implement conservation plans associated with the watershed
plan; and improved educational curriculum at John Muir Jr. High School through water quality monitoring.
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Task 1 proJ Mngt &Mmln 620 $ 10,943 $ 1,072 $ 9,609 $ 3,500 $ 5,638$     31,661,24
Requested 220 $ 3,g37 $ 1,480 $ 4.400 $ 3,500 $ - i $ 13,315,74

)OCGrant 45 $ 767 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 767.25
CCRCDMotch 120 $ 3,705 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 3.705.00
NRC5 50 $ 1,285 $ - $ 50 $ - $ - $ 1,335.00
NP$ 10 $ 3OO $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 300.00
EBRPD 10-$ 300 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 300.00
CCC 10 $ 300 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 300.00
City of Mar~inez 5 $ 150 $ - 5 - ! $ - $ - $ 150.00
Central San Oist 6 $ 600 $ - $ - I $ - $ $ 600.00
UCCoop~ 50 $ 2r494 $ -- $ -- I $ - $ -- $ 2,494.0{~

Requested 420 $ 7,520 $ 2,t65 $ 2,100 $ 7,700 $ - $ 10,485,52
CCRCDMatch 7315 7,250 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 7,250.00
DOC Grant 137! $ 2,336 $ - $ 843 $ 905 $ 43 $ 4,134.63
NRC$ 201 $ 630 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 630.00
CCC 40i $ 1,200 $ - $ 520 $ - $ - $ 1,720.00
City of Martine.z 0 $ - $ - $ 40 $ - $ - $ 40.00
EnvAIliance 55! $ 550 $ - $ - $ - $ = $ 550.00
UC Coop Ext 30,51 $ 567 $ - $ - $ 2,132 $ - $ 2,798.78
Planning Group $

Task4 Conductlnventory 3,178 ! $ 81,793 $ 4,309 $ 5i,238 $ 3,861 $ 672 " $ 14i,923.04
Requested 243 $ 4,536 $ 3,714 $ 23,000 $ 1,500 $ 672 $ 33,423.35
.~CRCD Match 480 $ 8r5t3 $ 595 $ -- $ -- $ -- $ 9, tO8.28

NRCS 18781 $ 52,540 $ - $ 8,288 $ 500 $ $ 60,836.50

EBRPD 0 $ - $ - $ 5,000 $ - $ - $ 5,000.(}0
CCC 0 $ - $ - $ 5,000 $ - $ - $ 5,000.00
EnvAlliance 0 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
MartinezSchool Di~t 216 $ 6,480 $ $ - $ $ - $ 6,480.00
Planning Group 320 $ 9,600 ~; - $ - $ - $ - $ 9,500.00

Task5 Form Plan Group $ 485 $ 14,407 $ - $ 240 $ 85 $ 415 $ 15,148J)0
DOG Grant $ 73 $ 1,249 $ - $ - $ 65 $ 400 $ 1,713.70
CCRCD Match 182 $ 5,433 $ - $ - $ 20 $ 15 $ 5,468.00
NRCS 20 $ 630 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 630.00

~:BRPD 10 $ 300 $ - $ - $ ~ $ - $ 300.00
CCC 10 $ 300 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 300.00
City of Martinez 10 $ 300 $ - $ 240 $ - $ - $ 540,00
EnvAIliance 10 $ 300 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 300.90
UCCoop~xt 40 $ 1,996 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 1,995.20
Planning ~roup 120 $ 3,600 $. - $ = $ - $ - $ 3,600.00

IV-3
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Contra Costa RCD Alhambra Creek Watershed 7124197
Total Requests and Committed Match

Requested 2,445 ! $ 43,621 $ 5,741 i ~00 ~ $ 51,672.24

NPS 110 $ 3.300 $ - $ ~ $ - $ - $ 3,300.00

EBRPD 40 $ 1,200 $ - $ - $ - $
~

1,200~00
CCC 40 $ 1,200 $ - $ - $ - $ 1,200.00

Env. Alllance 40 $ 1,20(] $ - $ ~ $ - $ -iS 1,200.00

Total Match 9,017 $ 25g,972 IS 2,058 $ 36,075 $ 5,456 $ 6,095 $ 320,185

IV-4

I --000822
1-000822



Contra Costa RCD Alhambra creek Watershed 7/24/97
Money Already Spent on Project

~IRCa 998 $ 25,640 $ $ 500 $ - $ 26,149

EBRPD 10 $ 300 $ $ - $ - $ 300

L~CCoopExt 4O $ 1,905 $ $ - $ , $ 1,905

IV-5
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Contra Costa ROD Alhambra Creek Watershed 7/24/97
FY 97-98 CALFED Requests and Committed Match

CCRCDMatch 100 $ 1,761 $ 220 $ - $ -I~

Task3 Inform landowners 204 $ 5,56g $    921 $    900 $ 3,300 ~. "

IV-6
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T.~s_~# :$escriptlon ~ours Benefits Overhead ;ervioe Materi~lfi Misc
"(ask 1 Prowl Mngt & Admin 240 4,352 $ 844 $ 3,840 $ - $ - $ 8,O$T

~equested 120 $ 2,176 $ 972 $ 2,400 $ j~ - $ 5,148
3CRCD Match 120 $ 2,176 $ 272 $ - $ ~-,~ - $ 2,448
NRCS - $ - $ - $ 1,440 $ -$ - $ 1,440

$
Task2 Daterminelnterest - $ - $ - $

Requested rill8 TASK WA~ COMPLETED Ihl MARCH 1997

ask 3 ~form Landowners 272 7,552 $ 1,244 $ 1,200 $ 4,400 $ - $ 14,390
Requested 240 $ 4,352 $ 1,244 $ 1,200 $ 4,400 $ - $ t1,196
CCRCD Match 3; $ 3,200 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 3,200

Task 4 Conduct Inventor,/ 1,232 $ 34,017 $ 625 $ 8,289 i $ 500 $ - $ 43,430
Requested 128 $ 2,321 $ 353 $ - i $ 500 $ - $ 3,174
~CRCD Match

_ 120, $

?,176 $= ._27_~2 $ - $ - $ - $ 2,449
JRCS 448r, $ 13,440 $ - $ 8,288 $ ~ $ - $ 21,728

Planning Group 320i $ 9,600 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 9,600

Tasks :ormPlinGroup -~$ - $ - $ -I$ - $ -
Requested THIS TASK WAS COMPLETED IN JUNE 1987
CCRCD Match Please see spread sheet on money already spent on project for more information

Requested 1,112 $ 20,159 $ 2T707 $ 500 $ 800 $ 200 $ 24,367
CCRCD Match 60 $ 4,036 $ 504 $ - $ ;_ ~ : I $ 4,540
NRCS 120 $ 3,600 $ - $ - $ - $ - j $ 3600
NPS 60 $ 1,500 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 1,500
EBRPD 60 $ 1,800 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 1,800

City of Mar~inez 60 $ 1,800 $ - $ 480 $ - $ - $ 2,280
Env. Alliance 60 $ t,800 $ - $ - $ - $ i $ 1,80~
UC Coop Ext 120 $ 6,000 $ - $ - $ $ - $ S,0O0
Planning~ Group 1,440 $ 43,200 $ - $ - $ - $ ~ $ 43,200

Task7 WritePlan 1,780 $ 50,266 $ 2#t46 $ 6,000 $ 900 $ - $ 59,211
Requeste~d 480 $ ~,T0..~ $ 1,900 $ 6,000 ............$ 500 $ - $ 17,103
CCRCDMatch 60 $ 4,363 $ 545 $ - $ $ - $ 4,909
NRCS 40 $ 1,200 $ - $ - $ I$ - $ 1,200
NPS 40 $ !,200 $ - $ - $ $ - $ 1,200
EBRPD 40 $ 1,200 $ - $ - ! $ $ -__$ 1,200

Env, Alliance 40 $ 1,200 $ -~$ - ~ $ $ - $ ~,200
UC Coop Ext 40 $ 1,200 $ - S - S - $ - $ ...... lr200

Planning Group 960 $ 28,800 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 28,800

TotalAm0untRequested(FY97-98} 2,080 $ 37,711 $ 5,775 $ 10,100 $ 0,200 $ 2~0 $ 60,~87
Total Committed Match (FY-97-OB) i 4,596 $ 1441472 $ t,594 $ 10,208 $ - $ $ 15~,274
TOTALAMOUNT(FYIeg7-1998) I 8,878 $ 182,t82 $ 8,370 iS 20,308 $ 6,200 $ 200 $ 217,261

IV-7
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V. Applicant Qualifications

Centre Costa !resource Conservation District, founded in ~_941, assists landowners with managing their r~tural
resources tu the best of their ability. Like other resource conservation distr~ets in California, Centre Costa RCD
is organized under Division IX of the State Resources Code. Working through cooperative, voluntary programs,
Contra Costa RCD has provided technical advie~ and administer programs to eonanrve soil and water resources.
Traditionally working with farmers and ranchers Centre Costa RCD has reached out to a wide variety of interest
groups in recent years. Centre Costa Resource Conservation District has no conflict of interest with the goals
and objectives of the CALFED Bay-Delta Program.

The District has five elected Director’s, who play an active role in planning and implementing tim Districts
programs. Two of our Directors are engineers, one a Registered Professional Forester, one an entomologist, and
another a local farmer. The District employs a full time Resource Conservationist and a half time Administrative
Secretary. The Resource Conservationist implements all technical programs and pubfie outreach activities. The
Administrative Secretary manages the office and the District’s finances. Acquisition of CALFED money ~
allow the District to hire a full time Watershed Coordinator, who will devote all of his/her time to the
development of the Alhambra Creek watershed plan. The Watershed Coordinator will fulfill the project
management role. Working with the plam~ing group and the teclmieal advisory committee he/slie will facilitate
the technical and administrative roles as well.

The resource conservationist, Ceee Sellgren, is cummfly the project adnahtistrator for the development of the
watershed management plan. She has a BA from UC San Diego in Ecology and Anfltropohigy and a MS in
Range Managemem from UC Berkeley. Her work experience includes four years with the National Park Service
where she developed natural resources management plans and restoration plans, designed and implemented
monitoring and inventory programs, and implemented natural resource management programs. Since joining
Contra Costa RCD she has successfully obtained grant funding and implemented several programs including the
Wildcat Canyon Oraz~g Demonstration Project, the CIMIS weather station, the Equestrian Tacilifies Project,
and the Alhambra Creek watershed management plan.

The development oftha Alhambra Creek watershed plan is a collaborative effort. Centre Costa RCD is working
with several cooperators to create the natural resources management plan. The list of eooperaters and their roles
include:
¯ EnvironmentalAlliance This non-profit enviroanaental education organization was the instigator of the

project. Members had been using Alhambra Creek as a model for the development of an environmental
ethleation curricula, called the Creek Studies Guide. Through their work in Alhambra Creek they came to
understand the health of the creek is inextricably tied to the health of the watershed as a whole
Environmental Alliance played a critical role in the "market research" phase, provides program support, and
is a member of the planning group.

¯ Natural Resource Conservcrt~on Service This federal agency has played a pivotal role in the development or"
the inveotory of the watershed’s natural resources. They continue to support the watershed plan in a variety
of ways iachiding providing support for GIS analysis and database management, acting as a member of the
technical advisory committee, and providing logistical support for RCD staff.
[fC Cooperative Extension Service      The Centre Costa County office have supported the watershed plan
by providing facilitation services for public and planning group meeting, mailing fliers to watershed
landowners, and providing logistical support to RCD staff
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¯ East Bay Regional Park Dixtrict The park district has provided Gig data layers as pant of the inventory of
the natural resources within the wa~rahed, end is a member of the planning group.

¯ Nat~onalPark Service The lohn Muir Home National Historic Site is located within the watershed. The
superintendent is a member of the planning group. The National Park Service GIS division has committed to
digitize existing infra red data to be incorporated into the GIS database.

¯ City of Martinez The City of Martinez is providing space for public meetings and the planning group
meetings. City staffserve a member of the planning group. Members of the City Council are monltodng the
progress of the watershed plan, and occasionally meet with RCD staff.

¯ Contra Costa County    The county is playing many roles within the watershed plan. The As~ssors Office
provided a listing of all landowners within the watershed. A staffpersen from Community Development is a
member of the planning group. Th6 Environmental Health end Public Works Divisions are acting as technical
advisors. The Cleen Water Program is monitoring progress, as the Alhambra Creek watershed plan is the
first such effort made in Contra Costa County.

¯ The Plartning Group     Twenty four additional members of the planning group are dedicating their free
fuse to develop the watershed management plan. They attend reguIar planning group meetings, organize
tours of the watershed, consult with the interest groups they represent, and ganarally act like the community
leaders they are.
TechnicalAdvtsory Commtttee The t~chnical advisory cornmattee consists of fourteen natural resource
professionals represent’ms nine different federal, state, and local ageneias. They play a critical role in
assisting the planning group in developing a watershed plan which will fully comply with the complex web of
federal state, and local environmental laws and regulations.

Contra Costa RCD has successfully implememed programs tl~roaghout its long histot2�. The RCD worked
cooperatively With the Soil Conservation Service and the Contra Costa Flood Control District to develop many
of the flood control projects throughout the county. Contra Costa RCD was one of the first districts to apply
new water conservation technologies to local farmers. Among the programs successfully implemented in the last
fifLeen yews are:
¯     1982- 83          $40,000 grant from San Frendlsco Regional Water Quality Control Board to

develop Best Management Practices for agricultural activities. Grant products provided on time.
(Contact Unknown)

¯ 1982              $3,000 grant from California Dept. of Education to develop elementary level
curricula for soil conservation. Curricula developed on time end in current u~e. (Contact Unknown)

¯ 1983 -Present       Management of California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS)
weather station to assist local farmers in proper application of irrigation water. Weather information
provided to local newspapers for pubfieafion, valeted via computer network to all inquiring, and used
regularly by local farmers to accurately estimate irrigation requirements. (Mark Rivera 916-227-7603)

¯ 1985- 86          $50,000 contract from Association of Bay Area Governments to devdop
educational materials discussing Best Management Practices for equestrian fatalities. Contract completed
on time. Pamphlet produced has been distributed throughout the State. (Contact Unknown)

¯ 199:3-97            $50,000 grant from San Francisce Estuary Program to install a grazing
demonstration project at Wildcat Canyon Regional Park showing techniques to reduce water quality
impacts from grazing and promote perennial grasslands. Grant was extended one year to allow for
greater public outreach aqtivities. Grant was completed within new time frame, despite change in
personnel at a critical janeture. (Tim Vendlinski    415-744-1989)

V-2
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¯ 1996 - 97          $12,000 grant from California Dept. of Conservation to fneilitate the formation of
a citizens planning group to develop a watershed management plan for the Alhambra Creek watershed.
Grant was completed on schedule and all projec~ goals and ebjectiv~ completely achieved. (Kathy Davis
916-327-2145)

¯ 1997 - Present       $39,000 grant from San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board to work
with equestrian facilities to demonstrat~ ways to reduce water quality impacts from horse boarding
facilities. Grant is part of’ a regional effort to educate horse own#rs and equestrian facility operators.
Project involves cooperation of five Bay Area RCDs. Grant began July 1, 1997. (Dale Hopkiaas 510-
286-4398)

¯ .1997- l~resent       $15,000 .grant from CA Dept. of Foreslry and Fire Protection to augment GIS
database of Alhambra Greek watershed and compensate staff’time allocated to development of watershed
plan. Gram scheduled to begin August, 1997. (Jim Geiger 916 -653-8286)
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1, the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly attthorized to.legally bind the prosl~ective
contractor to the above described certification. I am fully aware thin thi~cerriJMafitra~ exacuted on the
date and in the county below, is made under pe.tuz~ of pe~zagz under th~ laws af th~ Stme oC Califo rnia_
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