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EXECUTIVE S

Formal Propoesal
a. Project Title and Applicant Name

PLANNING FEASIBILITY STUDY:
SACRAMENTO RIVER AT VERONA - YOLO BYPASS - AMERICAN BASIN
FLOOD CONTROL IMPROVEMENT, LEVEE SET BACK AND RIPARIAN
HABITAT RESTORATION PLAN. '

Prepared and submitted for Cal Fed Category III Funding Group 3 Services by:
Mitchell Swanson Principal Investigator

Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology

413 Clinton Street

Santa Cruz, CA 95062

Phone 408-427-028%; Yax 308-427-0472

b. Project Description and Primary Bislogical/Ecclogical Objectives

The proposed project is a planning study of flood contro] improvements at the
Sacramento River at Verona that alsa involve significant potential ecological benefits
including: eight miles of restored riparian corridor along the Sacramento River through a
1,000 foot levee setback, eight miles of Shaded Riverine Aquatic Habitat restoration
along the Sacramento River, possible enbancement of streams in the Natomas Cross
Canal watershed including Auburn Ravine, Coon Creek, Markham Creek and Pleasant
Grove Creek. The project has the potential to reduce flood flows on the Sacramento River
below the American River confluence and create SRA enhancement opportunities.
Significant improvements to flood control system reliability and capacity could be
realized at Verona and the Fremont Weir, one of the most critical points in the
Sacramento River Flood Control System.

. Approach/Tasks/Schedule

The proposed study is designed to provide flood control and resource agencies with
sufficient information to consider the project as cost share partners. $22 million in
planned levee raising projects, projects without significant ecological benefits, could be
re-directed to the proposed project. The proposed study has six task elements: Hydraulic
and Geomorphology Studies, Biological Study, Land Use study, Economic Study and
Projeci Management. The study will produce hydraulic data and economic information
sufficient 1o compare alternatives, Hydraulic, geomorphic and biological studies will
provide the physical parameters for habitat restoration. Land use studies will identify key
issues surrounding implementing the project. A Task Force of significant stakeholders
would be convened to provide information, review and guidance for the study. The study
should take about 10 months to complete with progress milestones at months 4, 6 and 8.

d. Justification for Project and Funding by CalFed

The proposed project involves a significant levee setback along the Sacramento River,
expansion of the riparian corridor and multiple habitat benefits 1o salmonids and
terrestrial wildlife species. With the project, significant enhancement opportunities may
occur in the Natomas Cross Canal watershed and in the Sacramento River below Verona.
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Calfed funding is requested to jump start interest in the project, which if found feasible,
could draw cost sharing partners from five counties.

e. Budget Costs and third Party Impacts

A total of $281,600 is requested for the proposed study. No immediate third party
impacts would occur by implementing the proposed study. Third party impacts associated
with implementing the project will be identified through the study.

f. Applicant Qualifications

Mitchell Swanson of Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology, the applicant and proposed
Principal Investigator and Project Manager, has extensive expetience in water resources
project planning where flood contro} and environmental objectives are merged. Mr.
Swanson has extensive experience on the American River in bank protection design and
project management. Mr. Swanson bas completed many contracts with the State of
California and curre.ﬂ?fy holds contracts with Caltrans and State Parks. Mr. Swanson will
also head the Geomorphology Study.

Mr. Joe Countryman, Professional Engineer of Murray Burns and Kienlin, will conduct
the hydraulic studies for the project, Mr.Countryman has extensive experience in Central
Valley flood control projects, including work in Natomas Cross Canal Watershed, the
American River and the Sacramento River. Mr. Countryman worked for the Corps of
Engineers for 15 years including time as Chief of Reservoir Operations.

Mr. Steve Chainey of Jones & Stokes Associates would be the Principal Biologist for the
project. Mr. Chainey has over 13 years of experience in ecological restoration and natural
land management. This experience includes large-scale habitat management plans in
California and Nevada, '

Proposed economic and construction feasibility studies would be subcontracted and
selected through the competitive bid process.

g Monitoring and Data Evaluation

Peer review would be provided though the stakeholders Task Force consultations.
Monitoring provisions for habitat creation would be identified as part of the biological
and geomorphology studies.

h. Local suppoert/Coordination with other Programs/Compatibility with Calfed
objectives
Local support and coordination would be accomplished through consultations with the
proposed stakeholders Task Force. Other flood control programs from five counties could
benefit form the proposed project and are potential cost-sharing partners. The Natomas
Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) could be integrated into the proposed project. The
project meets Calfed program abjectives for restoration of key habitats (salmonids and
terrestrial wildlife) while increasing flood control system reliability.
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SUBMITTED FOR CAL FED CATEGORY Il FUNDING
GROUP 3 SERVICES

PLANNING FEASIBILITY STUDY:

SACRAMENTO RIVER AT VERONA - YOLO BYPASS - AMERICAN BASIN
FLOOD CONTROL IMPROVEMENT, LEVEE SET BACK AND RIPARIAN
HABITAT RESTORATION PLAN,

Prepared and submitied by:

Mitchell Swanson Principal Investigator
Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology
415 Clinton Street

Santa Cruz, CA 95062

Phone 408-427-0288; fax 408-427-0472

Tax Status: Sole Proprietor
Tax [D#: 546-60-6447

Collaborators: Murray Burns and Kienlin; Jones & Stokes Associates
RFP Project Group 3: Services
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Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology
Cal Fed Category [l Proposal
Sacramento River at Verona
Q7/24/97

Page |

SACRAMENTO RIVER AT VERONA: YOLO BYPASS - AMERICAN BASIN
FLOOD CONTROL IMPROVEMENT, LEVEE SET BACK AND RIPARIAN
HABITAT RESTORATION PLAN.

Project Deseription and Approach

This proposal is designed to complete an integrated flood control and resource
enhancement plamxigﬁ study addressing the feasibility, costs, benefits and impacts of
upgrading the hydraulic system that splits flood flows between the Sacramento River and
the Yolo Bypass (Figure 1 [note: figures and tables attuched at the end of text]) . The
proposal includes provisions to setback the west bank levee along the Sacramento River
1,000 feet and restore up to 1,000 acres riverine riparian habitat. Preliminary analysis
{SAFCA 1995) indicates that substantial improvement in flood control cperational
reliability and restoration of riparian habitat could be achieved if the Sacramento River /
Yolo Bypass facilitates were modified. In addition, improvements in the water surface
elevation at Verona could present significant opportunities to restore habitats in tributary
streams in the Natomas Cross Canal (NCC) watershed. The goal of the proposed planning
study is to prepare information for resource agencies, flood control entities and decision-
makers to sericusly consider and forward the project.

b. Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of Project

The project site is located within Sutter, Sacramente, Placer and Yolo Counties (Figure
1) including tributaries to the Natomas Cross Canal {Pleasant Grove Creck, Aubumn
Ravine Creek, Markham Creek and Coon Creek), the Sacramento River from Verona to
Hood, and the Yolo Bypass.

¢. Expected Benefits

The project could simultaneously improve the reliability of the Sacramento River Flood
Control System and present substantial environmental benefits including:

* Potential restoration of up to eight miles of Shaded River Aquatic (SRA) habitat
along the Sacramento River which would benefit a number of Cal Fed target species
including:

Winter-run Chinook Salmon
Spring-run Chinook Salmon
Steelhead

* Potential restoration of up to 1,000 acres of Seasonal Wetland and Aquatic Habitat
benefiting Cal Fed key species:
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Swanson Hydrology & Geemorphology
Cal Fed Category TII Proposal
Sacramento River at Verona
07/24/97
Page 2

Salmon, waterfowl, giant garter snake and wading birds in seasonal flood plain
wetlands

Swainson’s Hawk, riparian wildlife guild and Neotropical migratory bird guild in
upland riparian fiood plain restoration.

+ Potential Restoration of Instream Aquatic Habitat and Shaded Riverine Aquatic
{SRA) Habitat in the Natomas Cross Canal and tributaries streams of west Placer and
Sutter Counties.

- ——
+ Lowering the water surface elevation at Verona would:

* Reduce chances of catastrophic flood overflow into the Natomas Basin and the
City of Sacramento.

» Reduce flooding in the Natomas Cross Canal watershed and tributaries of west
Placer County and southern Sutter County.

+ Improve conveyance over the Fremont Weir, which would allow for the
improvement of levee reliability and conveyance on the Yuba and Feather Rivers
without impacting the Sacramento River.

« Improve conveyance of the Yolo Bypass.

d. Background and Bivlogical/Technical Justification

The Sacramento River near Verona is one of the maost critical points in the Sacramento
River Flood Control system protecting Sacramento and surrounding flood plain areas
{Figure 2). At Verona, flood flows of the entire Upper Sacramento River System first
converge and are then are divided between the Yolo Bypass and the Sacramento River. A
proper flow spilt at Verona is necessary 10 retain flood protection along the Sacramento
River below Verona, the American River, the Natomas Basin and streams of southern
Sutter and western Placer Counties that drain through the Natomas Cross Canal (NCC).
The Fremont Weir was designed in 1911 to draw excess floodwaters into the Yolo
Bypass while maintaining a river stage of 38,2 feet (MSL) and sending a flow no greater
than 107,060 cfs downstream in the Sacramento River (Figure 2). In the February 1986
and January 1997 floods, the stage in the Sacramento River exceeded the design stage
significantly (39.1 feet and 38.9 feet respectively). The higher stages caused concerns
over the reliability of the system. If flows in the Sacramento River exceed 107,000 cfs
then the levees on the east side of the river along the Natomas Basin and the City of
Sacramento would be vulnerable. In addition, the hydraulic functioning of the American
River, Natomas East Main Drain and the Sacramento Bypass Weir could fail if too much
flow accurs in the Sacramento River. Finally, higher water surface elevations at Verona
increases flooding in the Natomas Cross Canal and its wibutaries (Auburn Ravine,
Pleasant Grove Creek, Markham Creek and Coon Creek), an area of recent development
where runoff is expected to in¢rease in the near future.
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Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology
Cal Fed Category III Proposal
Sacramento River at Verona
07/.24/97
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The environmenal quality of the Sacramento River declined greatly during the period of
agricultural development (1850-1900) and intensive reclamation occurring between
1911-15944. Flood control facilities construction and control of hydraulic mining debris
between 1870s and 19405 also contributed to the decline. Much of the Sacramento River
was channelized within narrow levees to flush hydraulic mining debris deposits leaving
no natural flood plain and converting many natural banks to barren 3V:1H rock rip rap
banks. Tributary sireams were channelized and cleared for agricultural uses.

The proposed projectapuld include substantial improvement in the reliability of the flood
control system as well as significant environmental benefits through setting back the west
levee of the Sacramento River and restoring up to 1,000 acres to riparian habitat and eight
miles of Shaded Riverine Aquatic (SRA) Habitat. The proposal would also consider the
creation of Shaded Riverine Aquatic (SRA) habitat over eight miles along the west bank
of the Sacramento River from the Fremont Weir to Interstate 5 crossing and, through
decreasing flood flows, expanded SRA enhancement opportunities along many reaches of
the Sacramento River downstream. The project could be a benchmark in research for set
back levee and restoration planning,

A 1995 EIR {SAFCA 1995) for a proposed levee raising flood control project in the NCC
and Pleasant Grove identified a “Reduced Water Surface Elevation Alternative”
(RWSEA) that would result in a major levee setback along the west bank of the
Sacramento River and a lower the Sacramento River flood stage (Figure 3). The
alternative included:

Widening the Fremont Weir by 4,800 feet,

¢ Installing a new 1,800 foot long weir below Interstate 5 to increase flow from the
Sacramento River into the Yolo Bypass,

» Construction of a choke structure to reduce flows into the Sacramento River below
the Fremont Weir and

s Setback the west levee of the Sacramento River by 1,000 feet and restore the area to
riparian habitat.

The impact analysis for the RWSEA found significant flood control benefits to the
Natomas Cross Canal (NCC) and Sacramento River and significant potential benefits to
aquatic and riparian habitats, However, due to the limited time and resources the RWSEA
could be sufficiently developed to provide important details. The Sacramento Area Flood
Control Agency (SAFCA), the lead agency for the EIR, is anticipating a $11 million
levee raising project in Pleasant Grove o increase diminishing flood protection. In
addition, SAFCA is preparing plans to raise the levees along the Natomas Cross Canal, a
$2 to $3 million project. And the Corps of Engineers is preparing 2 $9 million project to
raise the cast levee of the Sacramento River from Verona to the American River. These
projects, summing $22 million, could be reduced or eliminated by lowering the water
surface at Verona. These projects will not generate lower water surface elevations at
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Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology
Cal Fed Category III Proposal
Sacramento River at Verona
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Verona as the RWSEA would, nor are there any signilicant opportunities for
envirenmental benefits. The sponsors of the proposed levee raising projects (SAFCA,
Sutter and Placer Counties) as well as entities along the Feather and Yuba Rivers are all
potential benefactors and cost-sharing partners in a RWSEA project. The purpose of this
study is to develop the RWSEA to a greater Jevel of detail such that it could be more
seriously considered as an alternative 10 levee raising,

e. Proposed Scope of Work
The proposed study _“ill involve five areas of investigation:

Geomorphology and Hydraulic Study
Construction Feasibility

Biological Study

Land Use Study

Economic Study

bl Sl el

1. Geomorphology and Hydraulic Study

A hydraulic model will be constructed to depict the Sacramento River from the Fremont
Weir to the confluence with the American River. While several models have already been
created and could be used with some modification, additional topographic data and new
modeling will be needed to suit the purposes of this study. The hydraulic model will be
used to test the effects of the project elements (widening existing and/or creating new
weirs, setting back levees, constricting flows down Sacramento River, hydrologic
changes in the Yolo Bypass) for fleod control functioning and for developing a
hydrologic mode! for flood plain, wetlands and SRA restoration.

The hydraulic study wili compare the project in staged phasing to other alternatives such
as the proposed SAFCA and Corps levee raising in NCC and Pleasant Grove. An analysis
of increased conveyance in the Yolo Bypass will include opportunities to improve
conveyance through the Yuba and Feather Rivers. Cost estimates will also be prepared
for this cost-benefit comparison.

A geomorphology study will address specific site conditions for restoration including
inundation frequency and seasonality, flood plain sedimentation rates, design criteria for
SRA and wetlands creation, and channel stability analysis (for potential sedimentation
impacts). The focus shall be on creating self-sustaining wetlands and channe! habitat
features.
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Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology
Cal Fed Category I1I Proposal

Sacramento River at Verona
07/24/97

Page 5

2. Construction Feasibility

This task will evaluate the feasibility and cost of constructing the project elements.
Individual cost items will be identified and analyzed. Feasibility issues such as
construction phasing around flood seasons, construction staging and access, equipment
requirements, and construction techniques will be analyzed. Cost estimates wili be
developed through consultation with local construction firms and matenal suppliers as
well as documentation of recent, similar projects.

—— e

3. Biological Study

A biological study will address in greater depth than the SAFCA EIR (1995} the potential
benefits and impacts of the proposed project. The biclogical study will address the
Sacramento River channel and banks, restored flood plain areas, and the Natomas Cross
Canal and tributaries. The biological study will identify specific restoration projects
based upon the synthesis of hydrologic and geomorphic data and application of
appropriate target habitats. Restoration projects will be developed to a conceptual level
with cost estimates for implementation.

4. Land Use Study

The land use study will address a series of questions regarding Jand ownership, cultural
resources. acquisition costs and funding opportunities, utility and transportation issues,
potential for toxic contamination, permitting issues, and water rights. The land use study
will feed information to the other studies, as it is developed in order to guide
construction, hydraulic and biological studigs.

5. Economic Study

An economic study will address broad issues regarding implementation, cost sharing land
acquisition and impacts. The economic study will attempt to establish broad comparisons
of benefits of proposed project and ather available options for flood control and
environmental enhancement. This information will benefit the decision-makers of
multiple jurisdictions on the impacts and benefits to individual entities.

6. Project Management and Deliverables

The proposed study will be conducted by the technical team and coordinated by the
project Principal Investigator Mitchell Swanson. We envision an intensive multiple
disciplinary effort and interchange of ideas. Tt is anticipated that a project-specific Task
Force, consisting of representatives of all stakeholders, will be established to provide
input and feedback on the study as it is developed. We anticipate that four major
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Sacramento River at Verona
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milestones would require consultation with the Task Foree: 1) Project kick-off, 2)
Existing conditions and project alternative identification, 3) Results of Alternative
Analysis and 4) Discussion and finalization of Draft Report. The objective of the task
force consultations would be to identify all of the major issues regarding project benefits
and irpacts and resolve as many as possible in the project design.

We anticipate that the project could be completed within 10 months. The milestones
would occur as follows: Contract executions Month 1; Milestone 1: Beginning of Month
2; Milestone 2: beginning of Month 3; Milestone 3 beginning of Month 5 and Milestone
4; beginning of Month 8. The final report would be delivered in Month 10. The main
deliverable would b€ document containing all of the study results and documentation
(figures, tables, graphs, plans, maps, hydraulic analyses, etc.) and if feasible, a
recommended plan. The document would be of sufficient detail so that construction
planning and environmental review could be initiated.

f. Monitoring and Data Evaluation
Appropriate menitoring protocol would be developed as part of the restoration plan

development. The study would receive peer review through the task force consultation
process,

g. Implementability
Many factors of “Implementability” are unknown, however this uncertainty is out

weighed by the major potential benefits to flood contrel and environmental resources.
The flood control benefits alene if demonstrated should receive the support of many

flood control agencies. Major planned expenditures (Corps and SAFCA, as well as Yuba

and Feather River entities) could be redirected as cost share to the proposed RWSEA
project. The Jands involved are presently under ownership of two entities and are under
agricultural use. Agricultural uses could continue under the proposal. No development
plans are presently feasible due to a lack of flood protection and services. Many of
“Implementability™ issues will be addressed in the proposed studies.

Proposed Cost and Schedule

Table 1 shows the proposed requested budget for the project. Cal Fed funding would “get
the ball rolling” in order to draw other financial contributors to the study. There has been
a low level of collaboration on the flood control problems discussed above. It is hoped
that the potential for environmental enhancement will draw enough interest from Cal Fed
10 draw other support (SAFCA, Corps, Feather and Yuba Rivers flood control entities,
Placer, Sutter and Yolo Counties).
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Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology
Cal Fed Category III Proposal
Sacramento River at Verona
07/24/97
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h. Schedule Milestones

As described above, we anticipate four milestones over the 10-month project period:

Month Milestone Completed

Contracts executed

Kick-off meeting

Existing Conditions / alternative selection
Alternative Analysis

Draft report complete

Discuss/Finalize Report

1] Final Report Submitted

0 ) O B b

Payments would be made on a monthly basis within 30 days of submittal of approved
invoice. Invoices would be submitted only once in 3G days. 10 percent retention of
progress payments until project is complete.

<. Third Party Impacts

No third party impacts associated with the proposed study are known at this time. The
project could have impacts, which will be identified and amplified during the propesed
study.

Applicant Qualifications

Mitchell Swanson of Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology will act as Project Manager
and Principal Investigator for the Geomarphology Study. Swanson Hydrology &
Geomorphology will administer the project. Swanson Hydrology has completed many
contracts with the State of California. Current contracts are with Caltrans and the
California Depantment of Parks and Recreation, Mr. Joe Countryman and Murray Burns
and Kienlin will conduct hydraulic studies. Mr, Steve Chainey and Jones & Stokes
Associates will conduct biological studies. Unless uniquely qualified individuals or fims
are identified at the beginning of the project, land use and economic study elements will
be sent out for competitive bid (at least 3 bids) according to the requirements of Cal Fed
contractual Terms and Conditions (per RFP Attachment D, itern 4).
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Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology
Cal Fed Category 111 Proposal
Sacramento River at Verona
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Mitchell Swanson, Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology: Principal
Geomorphologist and Project Manager

Mr. Swanson has over 15 vears of experience in Water Resources consulting focused
upon management planning, environmental restoration and merging flood control
projects with wildlife habitat. Mr. Swanson has worked on the American River for over
thirteen years from providing expert testimony on ties between geomorphology and
hydrology and riparian vegetation and habitat, to designing bank protection structures
that incorporate habitat. In 1992, Mr. Swanson provided SAFCA a flood control systems
critique of the Corps of Engineers Feasibility Study of flood control on the American
River, including assessments of river conveyance, Folsom Dam operations, levee stability
and bank erosion. Mr. Swanson chaired the Lower American River Bank Protection
Working Group in 1993 and 1994 and completed conceptual designs for inclusion of
SRA habirat in bank protection structures. Mr. Swanscn recently developed an
emergency repair plan for a flood-impacted reach of the Tuolumne River near Waterford.

Jo¢ Countryman P. E.: Murray, Burns and Kienlin, Project Hydraulic Engineer

Joe Countryman will be the hydraulic engineer for the project. Joe is a Registered
Profession Engineer with over 20 years of water resources and hydraulic engineering
experience. Mr. Countrymarn worked for the U, 8. Army Corps of Engineers and was
Chief of Reservoir Operations for the S8acramento District for five years. Mr. Countryman
went into private consulting practice in 1990 and has worked for numerous reclamation
districts and other flood control agencies in the Centra] Valley and California addressing
a vanety of design problems. Mr. Countryman has worked with SAFCA since 1992 on a
variety of flood control issues, including hydraulic analyses and flood control designs for
Pleasant Grove, the American and Sacramento Rivers.

Steve Chainey: Jones & Stokes Associates, Project Ecologist

Steve Chainey will head the biological studies for the project. Mr. Chainey has over 10
years of experience in natural resource planning and habitat restoration. His areas of
expertise include natural resource planning and land management, land restoration,
habitat enhancement and revegetation. Mr. Chainey prepared natural resource
management plans for over 13,000 acres of open space surrounding the Concord Naval
Weapons Station, 3,000 acres of buffer lands surrounding the Sacramento Regional
Wastewater Treatment Plant, and 9,000 acre Delta Wetlands Habitat Management Plan.
He has designed and supervised riparian restoration projects on Cache, Putah, Morrision,
Laguna Creeks, the Sacramento River and Delta sites. Mr. Chainey will have various
biclogists within Jones & Stokes work on the variety of terrestrial and aquatic biclogy
issues associated with the project.
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Compliance with standard terms and Conditions

We are in agreement with all of the contractual terms and conditions as set forth in
Attachment D of the RFP. Artached are required forms for “Group 3 Services” project to
a non-public entity: the Non-discrimination Compliance Statement and the Noncollusion
Affidavit (note: originals are in first copy of proposal).
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Cal Fed Watershed Planning Proposal

PLANNING FEASIBILITY STUDY:

SACRAMENTO RIVER AT VERONA — YOLO BYPASS - AMERICAN BASIN FLOOD CONTROL
IMPROVEMENT, LEVEE SET BACK AND RIPARIAN HABITAT RESTORATION PLAN.

Project Team Direct Labor Direct Overhead Sarvice Material Miscsllansous Total Cost
Phase Membsr Hours Salary and Labor Contracts and and
and Task Benefits  {General Acquisition Other costs
Admin Contracts l
and fee)
[Task 1 T |
Hydraulics |mBx 600 $22.850 $25,150 $0 50 $2,000] $50.000
Geomorphology Swanson 200 57,620 $8,380 $0) $0 | $600] $16.800
Survaying $50,000) ) $30,000] 5116600
Taak 2
Construction
|Feasibiiny b $20,000 $20,000
Task 3
rB'hbgh:al Study JSA 800 §22, 850 $25,150 $0) $0 $2,000| 3$50,000( $50,000
Taak 4
Land Use Study subconiracior $20,000 $20,000
Task §
Economic Stedy subcontractor $20,000, $20,000
Project Managamenl | Swanson 30 §11,429] $12,571 524,000
Report Production  |Swanson 100 $3,810) $4,190 $3,000) $11,000
JSA $20,000
$55,000
TOTAL REQUESTED FUNDING $284,800
Noles:

su;urm & melded howdy rate of $80/hour
sasumes 2.1 multiglier for overrasd

MBK - Murmey Bumns and Kientin
Swanson - Miichedl Swanson Hydrology & Geomorphology
JSA - Jones & Stokes Associstes
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Agreament No.

Exhibr

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

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SANTS 12w )

)ss

- —

Mitewere L BuA~S o being first duly sworn, deposes and

(name}

says that he or she is ?ﬂ#mcr(—’ﬂr-’- / Gwv\-t—-v“ of

{posidon ddt)

Mitcbnetl Swamsn Hyposog, 1 mWPWa_57

(Il\c bidder} i

the parfy making the foregoing bid that the bid is not made in the interest of, or on behalf of, any
undisclosed person, partnership, company, association, organization, or corperation; that the bid is genuine
and not collusive or shan; that the bidder has not directly or indirectly induced or solicited any other
bidder to put in 2 false sham bid, and has not directly or indirectly colluded, conspired, connived, or
agreed with any bidder or anyone else to put in a sham bid, or that anyone shall refrain from bidding; that
the bidder has not in any manner, directly ot 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 element of the bid price, ar of that of any other bidder, or 10 secure any advantage against
the public body awarding the contract of anyone interested in the proposed contract; that all statements

contained in the bid are true; and, further, that the bidder has not, directly or indirectly, submitted his or

her bid price or any breakdown thercof, or the contents thereof, or divulged information or data relative
thereto, or paid, and will not pay, any fee to any corporation, partnership, company, association,
‘organization, bid depository, or to any membet or agent thereof to effecruate a collusive or sham bid.

{per3on igning for bidder)

cm 1 1000154

Hotory Pubic —
Cna Counfy
sania Py 20m

Wy Comm, Exples

(Nocarial Seal)
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NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

Swansor/ __ Hybroveosr, 4 gemenewctriogy

COMPANT NAME

- The company pamed above (hereinafter referred to as "prospective contractor”) hereby cemifies, unless
spcciﬁcé]ly exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Code of

. Regulations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in mafters relating to reporting requirements and the
development, implementation and maintenance of a Nondiscrimination Program. Prospective contracior
agrees not to unlawfully discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, disability (inclu&ing
HIV and AIDS), medical condition (cancer), age, marital status, denial of family and medical care lea-
and denial of pregnancy disability leave. '

CERTIFICATION

I the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized to legally bind the prospective
contractor to the above described certification. I am fully aware that this certification, executed on the
date and in the county below, is made under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California.
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