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" Proposal Title: Local Economic Impacts of Public Land Acquisition in mg Sacramento &; ver
Conservation Area: A Case Study of Glenn County.

Applicant Name: The CSU, Chico Research Foundation-Office of Sponsored Programs '

Mailing Address: Kendall Hall, Room 114. Chico, California 95929-0870
Telephone: 330-898-5232 530-898-5026
Fax: 530-898-5901 530-898-6804

Email: DEGallo@csuchico.edn keooper-carter@esuchico.edy

Amount of funding requested: $_$63.020 for 1.5 __years

Indicate the Toplc for which you are applying (check only one box).

0 Fish Passage/Fish Screens [ Introduced Species
] Habitat Restoration ] Fish Management/Hatchery
0O Local Watershed Stewardship ] Environmental Education

|:| Water Quality

Does the proposal address a specified Focused Action? X yes no

What county or counties is the project location in? Glenn

Indicate the geographic arca of your proposal (check only one box):

[ Sacramento River Mainstem [0 East Side Trib:

[ Sacramento Trib: [0 Suisun Marsh and Bay

O San Joaquin River Mainstem 1 North Bay/South Bay:

[ San Joaquin Tnb [0 Landscape (entire Bay-Delta watershed)
! Delta O Other: .

Indicate the primary species which the proposal addresses (check all that apply):
(7] San Joaquin and East-side Delta tributaries fall-rum chinook salmon

- [ Wmnter-run Chinook salmon [J Spring-run chinook salmon
- [ Late-fall run chinook salmon [0 Fall-run chinook salmon
O Delta smelt : [} Longfin smelt
2 Splittail : EJ Steelhead trout
B4 Green sturgeon Striped bass
] Migratory birds All chinook species
Other: White Sturgeon. Lamprey, All anadromous salmonids

Sac. Perch. American Shad, non-native warmwater camefish. Signal Cravfish
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Specify the ERP strategic'objective and target (s) and the project addresses: Include page
‘numbers from January 1999 version of ERP Volume l and IT: -

The vision for the "Red Bluffto Chico Landing" and "Chico Landing to Colﬁsa ecological
management zones is to increase the quantity and guality of stream meander comdoz and
: . . A A - .

papes 47 and 48 of the same document and all targeth are to be aﬁ,hmved in part, through the
creatmn of exparnided habnat

Indicate the type of apphc,ant {check only one box):
[]. State agency

_ [

| 'Pubhc/Nomproﬁt joint veniure ] : Non-profit
[]  Local government/district [ 1  Private party
- [ University : ‘ [ 1 - Othes

" Federal Agency

Indicate the type of project (check only one box): .
[J Planning : Implementation
; Monitorin_g

COR

Education

By 51gmng below, the appllcant decfares the followmg
].) ' The truthfulness of all representatmns in thf:l‘[‘ proposal

2. ) ' The individual s:grnng the form is entitled to submlt the aplecatmn on behalf of the
apphcam: (1f the apphcant is an enrity or orgamzatlon) and :

3.) . The person submitting the apphcanon has read and understood the conflict of interest and

confidentiality discussion on the PSP {Section 2.4) and waives any and all rights to privacy and

confidentiality of the proposal on behalf of the applicant, to the extent as provided in the Section.

The CSU, Chico Research Foundation

 Jeff Wright
Printed name of applicant

w ML«

fapp1 ant
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'EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

iject Description

The project includes an analysis of all economic impacts on Glenn County resultmg from the
creation of the Sacramento River Conservation Area (SRCA) and the proposed meander zone.
The potential effects on the County economy include reduced County (Gross Domestic Product
{GDP), lost employment, and reduced revenues for County government. The primary purpose of
‘the study proposed here is to determine the extent of those impacts and whether there are
_alternative means for creating the SRCA that would minimize any adverse impacts.

" Estimation of the costs to Glenn County of the SRCA is based on a comparison of the economic -
activity generated by existing land uses and by the land use patterns that evolve through the
meander belt restoration process. The impact on Glenn County of public iand acquisition in the

- SRCA is-calculated as the difference between the contribution of e:ustmg land wses and those
following public acquisition.

We-are proposing to examine only those benefits that would'a.cc;rue directly to the local .
economy. This is limited to recreational benefits including increased visitors and associated
spellding resulting from improved quality of fishery habitat.

Approach Tasks and Schedule

The smdy design involves no collection of primary data but rather the use of extstmg data
sources. Data collection and initial model construction will be completed within the first six
months. The second six month period will be devoted to model refinement and inferpretation.
The literature survey/ benefit evaluation task will overlap the cost estimation task during the first
vear. The final six months will be devoted to report writing, sohcltmg public input, and
mtegratnlg public comments.

Location and Geugraplncal Boundaries

The proposed impact analysis is for a case study of the effects on the economy of Glenn County,
The study area includes the 48,165 acres within the County and inside the boundary of the one’
hundred vear flood plain for the Sacramento River. It is the portion of the river between river
miles 164 and 206 and includes portions of the "Red Bluff Diversion Dam to Chico Landing”,
"Chico Landing to Colusa" and the "Butte Basin" Ecological Management Units. The 1:186,000
map showing the project area outline is included as an attachment.

Ecological / Biological Benefits
The proposed study provides no direct ecological/biological benefits, but rather evaluates the

" Jocal economic impacts associated with the creation of the SRCA. The information provided by
this analysis will be useful, in conjunction with data on habitat optimization, for determining the
best method for achieving the goals of the SRCA. The local economic impact is one of the
important factors to. be considered in determining the appropriate configuration for an expanded
meander belt,

I —016270
|-016270



Justification for Project and Funding by CALFED

Local economic impacts are a consideration in determining the means for creating the SRCA.,
The proposed study will evaluate the alternatives of land acquisition and conservation eascments
in terms of relative costs for the local economy.

Technical Feasibility { Data Collection :

The primary data source for parcel specific information is the Geographic Information System
(GIS) at CSU, Chice. The system provides parcel numbers and existing land uses for all lands in
the one hundred year flood plain. Links with the Glenn County Assessors Office datgbase
provide tax ratc arcas, assessed value and the base year for appraisals. That information is
sufficient for determining impacts on property tax and special district revenues resuliing from
public land acquisition. The land use data, in conjunction with price and production data from
the 1997 Census of Agriculture, permits estimation of changes in the value of County
agricultural output.

Monitoring / Data Evaluation

Data will be collected from existing sources providing input to the IMPLAN model. Monitoring
is not applicable in this case. Data evaluation will be through the model outputs and associated
sensitivity analyses.

Applicant Qualifications .

The Foundation and the associated primary researchers are qualified to perform the analysis
described in this proposal. Primary data generation and mapping will be completed by the
Geographical Information System staff. Project management, the literature survey and report
writing will be the responsibility of Dr. David Gallo, an environmental sconomist. The tasks
involving construction, implementation and refinement of the IMPLAN model will be assumed
by Dr. Ronald Adams, a regional economics specialist.

Local Involvement _

Work on this and earlier versions of proposals for local impact studies began in April, 1998 at a
meeting with various Glenn County officials and members of interested environmental groups.
The study design and scope described in this proposal is the result of the interchange between the
advisory committee and the primary researchers. '

Upon completion of the preliminary report, public input will be solicited and its substance
incorporated into the final report. It is expected that, following approval by CALFED,
presentations will be made before various interested groups. Appropriate groups include the
SB1086 Warkgroup and Advisory Committee, the Sacramento River Landowners Assaciation,
the Watershed Conservancy and the Glenn County Board of Supervisors.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Scope '

The project includes an analysis of all economic impacts on Glenn County resultm.g ﬁmm the
creation of the Sacramento River Congervation Area (SRCA) and the proposed meander zone.
The potential effects on the County economy include reduced County GDP, lost employment and
reduced revenues for County government. The primary purpose of the study proposed here s to
determine the extent of those impacts and whether there are alternative means for creating the
SRCA that would minimize any adverse impacts. :

It is not our intention to do.a comprehensive cost-benefit analysis. Estimation of benefits would
require extensive field work and unnecessarily delay the study results. In discussing an earlier
version of this proposal with a group that included representatives from Glenn County
government and interested members of several environmental organizations, it was decided that
separating the cost and benefit estimation tasks was appropriate; however, a number of
individuals, primarily those associated with the environmental organizations, were concerned
that anyone reading the report would get the impression that there were only costs associated
with the creation of the SRCA. It is this concern that led us to widen the scope of the study to
include a literature survey of the potential local benefits of habitat restoration. While the benefit
estimates would be neither site specific nor quantitative, a discussion of the potentlal local
1mpacts would provide an offset to the discussion of costs.

Study Design/Cost Estimation :

Estimation of the costs to Glenn County of the SRCA is based on a compari son of the economic
activity generated by existing land uses and by the land use patterns that evelve through the
meander belt restoration process. Existing land uses for the proposed SRCA will be determined
using data from the Geographic Infarmation System (GIS). The GIS information will be used to
estimate current property tax and special district revenues. In combination with data from the
1997 Census of Agriculture, the GIS crop data will provide an estimate of the dollar amount of
direct economic activity gcncrated by existing agricultural land uses.

The impact on Glenn County of pubhc land acquisition in the SRCA. is calculated as the
difference between the contribution of existing land uses and those following publi¢ acquisition.
For each parcel shifted to public ownership, property tax and special district revenues are lost
and in lieu revenues are paid by the purchasing agency. If the land is converted to nen

" agricultural uses, such as habitat restoration, County economic activity is adversely affected;
however, until completed, restoration activities make a positive contribution to the County
economy. The dollar amount of direct economic activity generated by cach pubhciy acquired
parcel is determmed as the net effect of these various factors.
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Estimates of total economic activity generated by alternative land use patterns are made using an

. input-output model. We are proposing to use IMPLAN for this part of the study. The model
projections of employment, County GDP and local government revenues are compared for
existing land uses and following addition to the SRCA. The model results are then used to
measure impacts on the Glenn County economy of each of the following:

. The various stages of development for the SRCA including habitat restoration activities

The différences between outright acquisition and the use of conservation easements .

) Achievement of the meander belt target for the Sacramento River as described on page
185 in Vol. iIT of CALFEDs Ecosystem Restoration Plan S

Study D&Glgll/ldﬂlltlf ication of Local Benefits

Although the literature survey portion of the proposed study is separable from the cost estimation

component, we do not consider it appropriate to present costs without some discussion of
benefits; it would be too easy for some readers to interpret the numerical cost estimates as net
costs to the County.

We are proposing to examine only those benefits that would accrue directly to the local
“economy. This is limited to recreational benefits including increased visitors and associated
spending resulting from improved quality of fishery habitat. There are a number of studies
available measuring the impact of changes in resource quality on willingness to pay. Travel cost
studies have been used to measure the value of increased fish populations for a number of
species. The results of these studies can be used to project a range of benefits for various degrees
of success in achieving the CALFED vision of mcreased populations of commercially valuable -
species.

Project Schedule

We project that the entire study couid be completed within eighteeni months provided that
funding is obtained soon enough that work can begin no later than October 1, 1999, Assuming
that start date, the final report would be completed no later than March 31, 2001 The following
is & schedule of critical tasks and completion dates. There is sufficient time allocated to each.
task that thete is a very high probability that it will be completed by the scheduled dare.

Scheduled Task Completion Date

Project Management ' Throughout project
Data collection and refinement . March 31, 2000
Initial model construction : - March 31, 2000
Model refinement and interpretation September 30, 2000
Benefit estimates/ Literature survey September 30, 2000
Preliminary Report : October 31, 2000
Comment period January 31, 2001
Final Report ' March 31, 2001
5
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Intermittent Reports/Key Deliverables

The timetable for completing particular subsections of the study makes certain dates logical ones
for submitting progress reports, This is not to exclude the possibility of regular, periodic reports;
however, the following dates are for the critical submissions.

Report Subject Submission Date
Preliminary cost estimates from initial model runs March 31, 2000
Summary results from model refinements and least Septemnber 30, 2000
cost approaches to creating the SRCA.
Preliminary benefits estimates September 30, 2000
Preliminary Report Qctober 31, 2000
Summary of public comments January 31, 2001
Final Report March 31, 2001

Location and Geographical Boundaries

The proposed impact analysis is for a case study of the effects on the economy of Glenn County.
The study area includes the 48,165 acres within the County and inside the boundary of the one
hundred year flood plain for the S8acramento River. It is the portion of the river between river
miles 164 and 206 and includes portions of the "Red Bluff Diversion Dam to Chico Landing",
"Chico Landing to Colusa" and "Butte Basin" Ecological Management Units. The 1:186,000
map showing the project area outline is included as an attachment,
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ECOLOGICAL/BIOLOGICAL BENEFITS

Project Need:
The proposed study provides no direct ecological/biological benefits; rather, it evaluates the local
economic impacts associaied with the creation of the SRCA. To the extent that the knowledge .
" acquired facilitates the Sacramento River Advisory Council’s effort to create the SRCA, the
project "...will help proteet or expand the existing meander belt and associated flood plain,
thereby preserving or enhancing many of the ecological processes and habitats that support a
diversity of plant, fish and wildlife species" (CALFED,1999:p.20).. Among the tasks included
within the proposed study is an assessment of the alternative means for adding property to the
SRCA. This subtask involves assessing the differential economic impacts of land acquisition
and the purchase of conservation easements. The information provided by this analysis will be
usefitl, in conjunction with data ot habitat optimization, for determining thie best method for
achieving the goals of the SRCA. The local economic impact is one of the important factors to
be considered in determining the appropriate configuration for an expanded meander belt.

Linkage to Past and Future Projects :
The CSU, Chico Research Foundation received funding during 1999 for the purpose of doing a
study assessing the impact of past State and Federal land acquisitions in the SRCA on Glenn.
County property tax revenues. The study, funded by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service _
(USFWS), is currently in the preliminary report/public comment phase and will be completed
early this summer. That analysis focused on property tax and special district revenue impacts for |
past land acquisitions by USFWS, California Department of Fish and Game (DFG) and the
California Wildlife Conservation Board (WCB). The scope of the study included neither revenue
impacts from future land acquisitions nor the effects of lost agricultural output. In addition, the -
affected parcels were not separated according to land use, but rather, all were assumed to be used
(or useable) for agriculture with the parcel values escalating at the average rate for California
farmland. :

The stuty described in this proposal will avoid the simplification of assuming homogeneous
quality for all affected farmland since the database is crop specific; therefare, it will-allow us to
refine the results from the USFWS study. Of course, the scope of the project proposed here is
much broader in that all aggregate economic impacts will be assessed for all Glenn County lands
" slated for inclusion in the SRCA.

.The proposed study will also provide a template for analyzing the local economic impacts of land
additions to the SRCA for other counties, Should additional studies be neaded, this case study
will provide an outline of data requirements and methodology that wili greatly simplify the task.

The main system-wide ecosystemn benefit is that this research will provide a valuable model for
other counties to duplicate. This research produces no known conflicts and it supports the goals -
and objectives of the CALFED Watershed Workgroup. There is a potential benefit to third '
parties in that it furthers the current body of knowledge, provides the most up-to-date

information for local government authorities responsible for land use decisions; and provides
valuable information for landowners as well.

7
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 TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY

Altematlves Considered. :
‘There has been considerable discussion among the individuals fnvolved i in structuring this study
concerning the type of mode] to be used for estimating local economic impacts. Initially, we
favored the Economic Demographic Forecasting and Simulation (EDFS) model marketed by
Regional Economic Models, Inc. (REMI) of Amherst, Massachusetts. The strengths of the
model include a dynamid forecasting capability not available with conventional input-output
madels; however, after doing some analysis with a trial version of REMI made available to us by
the company, we found the model to be inadequate for assessing economic impacts in the
agricultural sector. Specifically, the agricuitural sector in the REMI model is incompietely

integrated and simulated from an adjusted national table. We concluded that these flaws made

the model mappmpna.te for the needs of the proposed study.

IMPLAN was chosen for its. more realistically constructed agricultural sector. The lack of a
dynamic forecasting capability can be partially overcome by doing projections for fixed intervals
such as five or ten years. A series of static projections will allow the model to capture changes in
the most critical ecopomic variables. The possible exception is the link between wage changes
and population growth; however, this linkage would be a consideration only in the event that
local impacts include significant changes in employment. If that turns out to be the case, there
are methods avatlable to adjust the IMPLAN results to account for labor market effects.
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DATA COLLECTION AND METHODOLOGY

Data Collection Technigques.
The primary data source for parcel specific information is the Gcograpluc Information System
(GIS) at CSU, Chico. The system provides parcel numbers and existing land uses for all lands in
the one hundred year flood plain. Links with the Glenn County Assessors Office database
provide, tax rate areas, assessed value, and the base year for appraisals. That information is
sufficient for determining impacts on property tax and special district revenues resulting from
public land acquisition. The land use data, in conjunction with price and production data from
the 1997 Census of Agriculture, permits estimation of chapges in the vatue of County
agricultural outpuat.

Where parcel numbers have changed due to realignment, the Assessor’s maps and master lists
can be used to fill in gaps in the database. This is a problem we encountered during the data -
collection phase of the study funded by the USFWS, particularty for properties bordering the
Sacramente River. Although it was a labor intensive process, we found that the Glenn County
Assessors Office could provide the necessary information. :

Monitoring/Data Evaluation
Data will be collected from existing sources providing inputs to the IMPLAN model. PIOJ ections

of future impacts will be based on the initial data base. Monitoring is not applicable in this case.

Data evaluation will be through the model outputs and associated sensitivity analyses.

Type of Sample

- Local economic impacts are to be measured for all parcels in Glenn County WIthln the
boundaries of the one hundred yeat flood plain for the Sacramento River; therefore, the sample
size is the population potentially impacied by the creation of the SRCA.
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Table 2. Monitoring ﬁnd Daia Collection Information

activities within the
SRCA?

obtained from the 1997
Census of Agriculture and
other existing sources.
Monitoring does not apply.

assumptions and data
errors-will be assessed
using a series of
gengitivity analyses.

Hypothesis Monitoring Parameters Data Evaluation Comments/

- .| Data Caollection Approach Approach Data Priority
* Are there significant | * Use of existing data from = | * Data evaluation will * Not
local economic costs the GIS at CSU, Chico and be through the impact applicable.
associated with public - | from the Glenn County projections provided by
land acquisitions and | Assessment Rolls, Data on IMPLAN. The
habitat restoration crop yields and values importance of

* Are there alternative
means for configuring
the SRCA that would
involve a smaller cost
burden to local
economies?

* Benefits will be evaluated
based on the results of
existing studies. All data will
be from a literature survey.

* The range of benefit
estimates applicable to
the specific habitat and
species augmentation in
the local study area will
be presented.

* Is it likely that
habitat restoration will
provide significant
benefits to the local
economy?

10
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LOCAL INVOLVEMENT .

For an eatlier version of the study; the Technical Advisory Commitiee (TAC) partlmpated in the
design and proposal writing phases. During the time that the work was accomplished we had
two meetings with the Committee. At the April, 1998 meeting the members present offered
suggestions as to what elements they would like to see included in the study. A rough draft of
the proposal was mailed to the members for comment. A second meeting was held in early June,
1998 to discuss the committee members’ responses to the rough draft and to consider the
appropriate structure for an expanded economic impact analysis. A revised proposal was
e-mailed to the members on June 22, 1998, The comments received were incorporated into a
preliminary proposal sent to USFWS in August, 1998. This current proposal incorporates the
input of the TAC for all major aspects of the study design. o

On March 10, 1999 copies of the enclosed letter, along with a preliminary draft of the study . .
fimded by the USFWS, were delivered to the members of the TAC at a regular meeting of the
SB1086 Committee, Other interested individuals received copies of the letter. Coples of the
letter and responses are included as an attachment.

‘A letter was sent to the Glenn County Board of Supervisors and John Benoit, Director of
Resource Planning and Development for Glenn County, officially notifying them of the
submission of this proposal to CALFED's February 1999 proposal solicitation package. A c0py
of this letter is included as an aitachment.

Letters of support identifying the local groups, landowners and other interested organizations are
also included as attachments. There are no known third pasty impacts. Upon completion of the
preliminary report public input will be solicited and its substance incorporated into the final
report. It is expected that, following approval by CALFED, presentations will be made before
various interested groups. Appropriate groups include the SB1086 Workgroup and Advisory

Committee, the Sacramento River Landowners Association, the Watershed Conservancy and the .

Glenn County Board of Supemsors

Technlcal Advisory Committee _
John Benoit - Director of Resource Planning and Development for Glenn County

Denny. Bungarz - Member of the Glenn County Board of Supervisors, District 3, and Chair of the

3R1086 Commitiee
Burt Bundy - Coordinator of the SB1086 Committee
Ramon Vega - U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Vinee Minto - Glenn County Assessor
Sam Larson - The Nature Conservancy
John Merz - Sacramento River Preservation Trust
Jehn Carlon - Sacramento River Partners

11
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COST

Table 3 - Budget Breakout

Task Direct Direct Service Matertal and Other Crverhead Total Cost
Labor | Salary and Contracts Acquisition Direct and Indirect
Hours Benefits Costs Costs Costs
Data 120 $5,712 $10,000 82,410 5159 $§2,142 §£20,423
Collect/
Modcl
Model 200 -$7.974 $7.000 30 579 $2.990 $18,043
Refine
Benefit/ 160 $6,250 50 $150 $0 $2,344 $8,744
Lit
Survey
Project 256 $9,542 $2.057 $563 379 $3,578 315,819
Manage/ ‘
Report _
Task 736 $29,478 $19,057 $3,123 $317 $11,054 $63,029
Total
*State Indirect (20%) = $10,395
Table 4 - Quarterly Budget

Task Quarterly Quarterly Quarterly Quarterly Quarterly Quarterly Total

Budgei Budget Budget Budget Jul- Budget Budget Budget

Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Sep Oct-Dec Jan-Mar

1999 2000 2000 2000 2000 2001
Data $15,600 $5,423 $0 £0 $0 $0 $20,423
Collect/
Model
Madel $0 $0 $9,022 6,021 50 $0 $18,043
Refine/
Interpret
Benefit/ $2,186 $2,186 32,186 $2,186 $0 $0 48,744
Eiterature
Survey
Project $1.048 $1,048 $1.048 $1,048 84,651 $6,976 $15,819
Manage/
Report
Total $18,234 $8,657 $12,256 §12,255 34,651 ] 36,976 $63,029
12
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The final task, Prcgect Management and Report Writing, includes the following responsmﬂmes
- * Preparation'of all reports including quarterly reports, the preliminary report and the final report;
* Coordination of activities under the service contract with the model construction
activities in Tasks 1 and 2;
* Provision of & ligison with the Technical Advisory Committee;
* Compilation of comments from the public input phase following release of the
preliminary report; and,
* Presentations before appropriate groups following release of the final report

13

I —016281
|-016281



COST-SHARING
Property tax data for parcels publicly acquired within the SRCA prior to 1998 were collected in
the process of undertaking a study funded by the USFWS. That phase of data collection was

labor intensive due to the fact that many parcels were reformed and renumbered in the years prior .

“to public acquisition. Fortunately, that portion of the data collection process will not need to be
repeated, thus saving at least one week’s labor time. Additional cost sharing is anticipated in the
form of assistunce from Glenn County offices. The Assessor and staff from his office, the
County Recorder’s Office, and a number of other County departments provided valuable
assistance on the earlier study without compensation. The County’s commitment to resalving
the issues this study addresses makes the ongoing cooperation of County staff a certainty.

14
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APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS ‘

The Foundation and the associated primary Iesea;l'chers are quahﬁed to perform the. analysas
described in this proposal. Primary data generatmn and mapping will be completed by the
Geographical Information System staif. Progect management, the literature survey and report
writing will be the responsibility of Dr. David Gal]o an environmental economist. The tasks
involving construction, implementation and rciﬁnement of the IMPLAN model will be assumed
by Dr. Ronald Adams, a regional economics specmhst The profcss:onal gualifications of the
primary researchers are mcluded inthe followmg biosketches.

David E. Gallo
Education:  Ph.D. in Economics, Umversﬂy iof Oregon, Bugene OR, 1974
M.A, in Economics, University of Oregon, Eugene OR, 1970

B.A. in Economics, Pennsylvania State University, State College PA, 1966

Experience: 11984 - 1992 Senor Assomate Economist, JBS Engineering, Inc.
- 1979 - Present Professor of Econemics, California State University, Chico
1974 - 1979 Associate Professor of Economics, CSUC
1970 - 1974 Assistant Professor of Economics, CSUC
Publications and Research: |

“The Impact on Glenn County’s Property Tax Revenues of Public Land Acquisitions in the
Sacramento River Conservation Area”. [Funded by the USFWS for 1998-1999.
."Om benefits of Accelerated Project Completum—Torbela Hydropower Third Extension PrOJect
Units 11-14" with W, Marcus for JBS Engmeenng, February 1936.
MElectric Utility Purchase/Generation Tradeoffs: Gas Pricing Implications" with J. Kaiser and R.
" Weatherwax for Sierra Energy and R_tsk Assessment, Inc., September 19835.
"Financial Analvsis of the Digger-Battte Creek Hydroelectric Prc_]ect" February 1984,

"The Financial Feasibility of Coon Creek Hydroelectric Project: A Preliminary Analysis", 1983.
"Innovative Regulatory Incentives for Improving Power Plant Planning and Performance” with *
B.D. Brown, L.M. Danielson, and R. Grix for the Office of Policy and Program

Evaluation, California Energy Commissiion, April 1983.

"Preliminary Status Report: French Creek Powé;r Plant", Janvary 1982, _

“"Measuring the Income Distribution Effects of Altemauve Energy Policies" for the California
Energy Commisgion, Contract No. 10081 -001, 1982.

. Ronald G. Adams

Education:  Ph.D. in Economics, Kansas State Umversny, Manhattan K8, 1975
B.A. in Business Admmlst:ral:u:mI and Economics, Fort Lewis College CO, 1967

Expén'ence: 1983 to Present Professor %of Economics, Califomia State University, Chico

1983 to 1985 Chairman, Department of Economics, CSUC
1975 t0 1983 Associate Professor of Economies, CSUC
1971 0 1975 - Assistarit Professor of Economics, CSUC
1973 to 1976 Director cff Research and Data Collection, CSUC
1970 to 1971 * Instructor of Economics, Kansas State University

15
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Publications and Research: _

*Impact on Glenn County Property Tax Revenies of Public Land Acquisitions in the Sacramento
River Conservation Arga" with D. Gallo. Funded by the USFWS, 1998-1999.

“Economic Benefits from Reduced Atmospheric Lead" with Dennis Hefner and Armeda

Fretwell, Air Resources Board, State of California, 1982.

"Community Development Policies in Central Butte County” with Jon Ebeling and Larry
Brooks, Monograph for Butte County Association of Governments. Funded by the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development, 1976.

"Preliminary Report-Lake Oroville Watershed Study” as one of the senior staff of PDM

: Associates for the Butte County Association of Governments, 1975.
"Economic Base Study for the Plumas National Forest" with Robert Fischer, Center for
" Business and Economic Research, U.8. Forest Service, 1975,

"Alternate Land Uses in the Feather Falls Area and Their Effect on Butte County Cost and
Revenue Streams” with R. Fischer, D. Gallo and M. Perelman, Center for Business and
Economic Research, U.S. Forest Service, 1973.

"Interindustry Projections of the Kansas Economy" with M. J. Emerson, Monograph farthe
1.S. Bureau of Reclamation, 1972.

Charles W. Nelson
Education:  M.A. in Geography, California State University, Chico, 1978
B.A. in Geography, California State University, Chico, 1972

Experience: 1995 to Present Director,  Geographical Information Center, CSUC
1998 to Present Adjunct Research Professor in Geography, CSUC
1978-1995 Project Director/Cartographic Analyst, CSUC
1976-1995 Professional Cartographer/Graphic Computer Systerns

Community Service: Development Review Committee - County of Butte, CA. 1995-Present
Planning Commissioner - County of Butte, CA. 1991-Present
Mayor/Vice Mayor - City of Chico, CA. 1986-1990
Planning Commissioner- Planning Commission, City of Chico. 1977-1984

Recent contracts of the Geographic Information Center using ARCINFO or ArcView software:
Sacramento River Strearn Corridor Protection Program - Phases 1-4
Butte, Deer, Big Chico, and Battle Creek Conservancy Mapping
Cantara Vegetation Mapping
Mapping of Sacramento-San Joaguin Delta Islands
Sacramento River Access: Peterson Addition
San Joaquin Valley Verral Pool Mapping
Tehama County Vernal Pool Mapping
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Califernia State University, Chico _ @
Chico, California 95929 : . . -
The School of Graduate, International, and Sponsored Programs

Cradyate Programs  916-898-5391  Zip: 0875 .

International Programs 916-898-6680  Zip: 0680

Sponsored Programs . 916-898-5700/4044  Zip: 0870

" Tuesday, March 9, 1999
To: The Sacramento River Advisory Council
From: David Gallo and Ron Adams

» The Research Foundation at California State University, Chico is proposing to
iHo a study measuring the economic impacts of the creation of the Sacramento
fiRiver Conservation Area (SRCA). The proposal is for a case study of the
& effects on Glenn County. The Foundation is applying for funding from
CALFED for the 1999 -2000 year, It is expected that, if the proposal is accepted,

- work will begin in the fall, 1999 and be completed within a vear. The
possibility of additicnal funding from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
{USFWS} is also being investigated. If that funding is obtained for the
surnier of 1999, data collection could begin in June 1999 and preliminary

- results for the economic cost portion of the study would be available by the
end of January 2000.

A study, more limited ih scope, was funded by the USFWS for the 1998-1999
year. The study, nearing completion, measures the impact &f past land
acquisitions in the SRCA on Glenn County’s property tax revenues.

The CALFED propesal is for a comprehensive study of the economic impacts

- that wouid result fromi completion of the SRCA meander belt, including land
acquisition and habitat restoration. The proposed study will focus on costs
and will include:

‘e The changes in property tax and special district revenues that would result
from further land acquisitions by USFWS and the State Wildlife
Conservation Board in.the SRCA. The methodology used in the USFWS
funded study will be applied to all property targeted for acquisition in the
porticn of the proposed meander belt Jocated in Glenn County.

e The changes in agriculiural output and employment that would result
from land acquisition and habitat restoration within the propesed
meander belt. The estimated impacts will include indirect effects on input
suppliers, processors of raw agricultural products, and County revenues.
The analysis will be done using an input-output model. Data on '
agricultural cutput would be gathered from the CSU, Chico Geographical
Information System and the USDA Census of Agriculture.
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s Assess the local and regional economic benefits of the creation of the
SRCA. In order to quantify the benefits, a more comprehensive study,
including extensive fieldwork, would be necessary. However studies have
been done for other areas measuring recreational benefits, the value of
enhanced wildlife pepulations, increased local spending by anglers and
other visitors, and the water quality benefits of creating a buffer zone to
absorb the runoff from agricultural operations. While the results of these
stiudies cannot be used directly to measure the benefits of creating the
SRCA, they are indicative of the types and significance of benefits that can
be expected.

As part of the proposal preparation process CALFED requires notification of
interested organizations including local government entities, environmental
groups, and landowner organizations. CALFED also requests- that we solicit
information from the various groups notified, indicating their support for, or
opposition to the project. Letters indicating yvour group’s position on the need
for the study described in this letter must be received by April 10, 199%. The .
due date for proposal submissions is April 16, 1999, Letters can be sent to:

Environmental Resource Program
Research Foundation

~CSU, Chico, Kendall Rm. 111
Chico, CA 95929-0870

Many of those receiving this letter were previously aware of the Foundation’s
intent to submit a proposal for a study of similar design. The Technical
Advisory Committee, formed in the spring of 1998, reviewed a proposal for a
similar comprehensive economic impact analysis using Glenn County as a
case study. The Committee was supportive of the need for such an analysis
during the April and June meetings. It is our hope that those’ recewmg this
letter will express their support in wntmg to CALFED.
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‘March 8, 1899

To: Technical Advisory Commiittee
From: David Gallo and Ronald Adams
RE: Rough draft of the Glenn County property tax study

We are enclosing a rough draft of the study, funded by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, on the property tax revenue impacts of State and Federal land
acquisitions in the Sacramento River Conservation Area. While the presentation
is rather sketchy at this point and the conclusions are tentative, we felt that it
was a good time to submit what we have done to the Committee for comment.
Any comments about omissicns, language, clarity {or lack thereof) of the
presentation on the model's structure, appropriateness of assumptions used in
the model, or other aspects of the preliminary draft would be appreciated.

Where possible your comments wiil be incorporated into the finat draft.

We would like to schedule a mesting with the Cammitiee to discuss the draft and
proposed changes. A location in Willows would probably be convenient for the
majority of Cammittee members. [n order to complete the study as soon as
possible we would prefer 2 meeting date during the week of March 22-26. That
wouid give us enough time to refine the model results. Hopefully, it would also
give the Committee members sufficient time to submit cormments on the draft
document, '

Comments may be submitted by mail to:

David Gallo
Department of Economics
CSucC

Chica, CA 85929-0430

Or, emailed to;

PEGalio@mesquite.csuchico.edu

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

» John Benoit- Diractor of Resource Planning and Developrment for Glenn
County

* Denny Bungarz- Member of the Glenn County Board of Supervisars, District
4 : : :
Burt Bundy- Chair of the SB1086 Committee
Ramon Vega- U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Vincent Minto- Glenn County Assessor
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« ' The Nature Conservancy
» John Merz- Sacramento River Preservaiion Trust
« John Carion- Sacramento River Partners
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Introduction

The purpese of this study is examine the impacts on local property tax revenues
of Federal and State land acquisitions along the Sacramento River. Land is
being purchased from private owners for various purposes including habitat
preservation and restoration. Local government officials have expressed
concems that converting privately heid lands to government awnership will
erade the tax base.

Scope of the Study

Loss of property tax revenues is but ong of the economic issues concerning local
officials. As land is removed from agricultural production for habitat restoraticn
or other purposes not resuiting in marketable output, the consequences may
include reduced local GDP, employment, and other sources of local governmert
. revenue. Although these additicnal econamic impacts are of concern to local
decision makers, they are beyond the scope of this study. The study is limited to
the examination of the impacts of government land acquisition on-property tax
and special district revenueas,

While this study does not examine all potential costs to local economies, it
inciudes nene of the potential benefits associated with the programs driving the
government land acquisition process.

Possible benefits include reduced flcod damzage to lands remaining in private

ownership, increased ground water recharge, reduced runoff of agricultural

chemicals into the Sacramento River, and enhanced wildlife habitat. Some of

these may provide direct benefits to the local economy. For example, if habitat

improvements lead to an increase in fish populations and thus an infiux of

anglers, the additional local spending could boostlocal economic activity and
sources of local government revenue, particularly sales taxes.

lt is not within the scope of this study to estimate the magnitude cf benefiis. In
fact the results in no way presume that measurable benefits exist. Any costs to
. the local economy beyend direct impacts on properiy tax revenues are also
cutside the purview of this study, Therefore it is important that the reader not
assume that the study results are indicative of the costs and benefits of habitat
restoration, environmental preservation, or any cther program goal.

The study is limited to land acquisitions within Glenn County, California. The
decision to focus on a single county was based on funding limitations, while the
particular choice of Glenn County was due to a combination of local interest and
a willingness of local officials to assist in data collection and other aspects of the
study. However, the results should be applicabie to other counties along the
Sacramenio River,
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Methodo[ogy

Property valuatlon
The target area for the study is land adjacent to the Sacramento River in Glenn
. County. Land acquisitions included in the study are those properties subject to
- potential flooding from the River. Therefore parcels include only those from
.assessor map books 13, 15, 16, 19, 23, 32, and 37. The sample of properties
acyuired by the State and Federal governments is further limited te those
purchased between 1980 and 1998, This additional restriction eliminates very
few properties from consideration (less than 10% of the acquired properties) and
was necesszry due to the difficulty of determining pre-sale values.

The vaiuss for acquired properties were determined prior to sale to the
respective Federal or State agency. In cases where the Nature Conservancy
purchased property from a private owner and then said it to a government entity
within a year, the assassed value prior to the initial sale was used. Each parcel
vaiue and the base year for appraisal were found in the Assessors Master Lists.
In the case where a parcel was split prior to sale, but the entire parce! was sold
to the State or Federal government, the value of land and improvements was
allocatet 1o the portions of the original parcel based on relative acreage. Whers
a portion of the original parcel remained in private ownership, the appraiszl
value of the privately held parcel was subtracted from the value of the entire
parcel to determine the valte of the part purchased by the gevemment agenicy.

The prices paid by the State and Federal governments were determined from
two separate scurces, For State property acquisitions the purchase price is
equal to the current vaiuation on the inveoice for in lieu taxes paid to the County.
For properties purchased by the Federal government the prices paid were found
on the sale dacuments from the County Recorders Office. In the one case
where the Nature Coriservancy purchased a property and did net resell itto a

" State or Federal entity, the purchase price was obtained from the Assessor's
Master Lists, the source of appraised values for all privately held parcels,

Property Tax Payments
~ The purpose of the study is to compare Federal and State in Ileu payments to
the property taxes that would have been paid had the acquired lands remained

in private ownership. In the case of the Siate, in lieu payments are calculated as
the product of the original price paid for the property and the applicable tax rate
for the particuiar tax rate area. The in lieu taxes paid by the State on any parcel
‘remain constant over time. This is because the State does not re-appraise’
properties and does not changs the tax rate sven if the rate changes for the

" appropriate tax rate area.

The Federzal government computes in Iieu taxes owed to counties at three-
. quarters of a percent of the appraised value. The initial appraised value is equal
-to the purchase price, but unlike the State, the Federal government re-sppraises
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its holdings every five years. Therefore, in any year the Federal in lisu owed the
County is three-quarters of a percent of the current appraised value. However,
the actual amount the County receives depends on the Federal budgetary
process and has been as little as sixty-five percent of the amount owed.

For a privately held parcel property taxes paid are the product of the assessed
value and the tax rate for the particular tax rate area. The assessed value is
generally equal to the purchase price adjusted far changes such as
improvemends and inflation. The annual inflation adjustment is equal to the
increase in the California CPI up to twe percent. The inflation adjustment is from
the base year appraisal (1575 is the base year for all properties purchased prior
to that vear): that is, the value in the year the current owner purchased the

property.

The Model

A spreadsheet madel is used to compute the property taxas paid under Federal,
State, and private ownership. For properiies acquired by the State or Federal
gavernmeni, property iaxes are computed assuming the land had remained in
private ownership. The assessed value used to calculate hypothetical property
taxes paid is the base yeer value adjusted by two percent per year for inflatian.
Reappraisal is assumed to occur at resale and model runs are made for resale
frequencies ranging from ten to twenty years. The real rate of increase in land
values is equal to the average annuai increase in California farmland values for
the 1980-1998 pericd less the average annual inflation rate. The rate of

" increass in land prices and thus appraised value, for praperties transferred
between private parties, is equal to the sum of the real rate of increase in
farmiand prices and the assumed future rate of inflation.

For properties acquirad by the Federal governmant, the projected in lieu taxes
will be computed based on the purchase price, the tax rate, the percentage of in
lieu actually paid, and the values determined by periodic re-appraisal. In lieu
taxes paid for the five year pericd following purchase equal the price paid times
three-quarters of a percent times the percent of in lieu actually paid. Since the
latter has generally varied between seventy and eighty paercent, separaie
projections will be done for each value. Five years following the initial public
purchase, the appraised value of the land is increased to reflect its then current
market value. The adjustment in market vaiue is accomplished using the
adjustment factor described above for privately held lands. The re-appraisal
process continues in the same manner at five year intervals and Federal in lieu
payments to Glenn County are computed according to the formula described at
the beginning of this paragraph.

In lieu taxes paid by the State are constant over fime and are the praduct of the
tax rate and the initial purchase price of the property. Therefore, for State land
acquisitions no adjustments for re-appraisal or changes in tax rate areas are
necessary and first year and nth year payments are identical.
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Some of the public tand acquisitions include property with imgrovements. The
improvements, which under private ownership are taxed at the same rate as are
land values, may include structures, orchard trees, ete.. Since agricultural
production is not the intended purpose of public land acquisitions, it is
reasonable to assume that these improvements will be aliowed to depreciate
over time. The decrease in the value of improvements has no effect on State in
lieu paid as the value is frazen at the initial purchase price. But in the case of
Federal holdings, the amount of the periodic re-zppraisal will be affected by the
depreciation. For purposes of this study we will separately considar sirzight-line
depreciation over a ten year and a twenty year period for all improvements aon
. Federally held property. The amount of depreciation is deducted from ihe
escalation In the value of unimproved land to determine the increase in the base
for in lieu payments at the point of re-appraisal. In the case of land remaining in
private ownership (no transfer to Federal ownership), it is assumed that the
improvements are maintained and rise in value at the rate of increase in the
California CPL.

Allocation of Property Tax Revenues
While the total amount of property tax or in lieu revenues are important to the

County, whether they ares paid into the County Ganeral Fund or the State Schacl

Fund is also an important consideration. In the case of privately held lands the
tax rate in excess of one percent of assessed value is paid ta speciai districts.
Of the remaining one percent of assessed value, eighty percent goes to the
school fund and twerity percent goes {o the general fund. For State in lieu paid
to the County, one hundred percent goes to the generai fund. Federzl in lisu, by

_<centrast, is allocated in the same manner as proparty taxes paid on privately
held parcsis.

As a result of the differences in allocating in lieu payments to the various County
“funds, the model examines the impact on each of tha funds separaisly.

Federal, State, and private ownership are examined in terms of the impact on
-general fund, schools, and special district revenues.

Model Output

The projections of County property tax or in lieu revenues are presented in
several forms. Revenues from Federal in lieu payments are comipared with
praperty fax revenues from hypothetical continued private ownership of the
Federally held propertiss. Revenues from State in lieu payments similarly are
compared to the property tax revenues that would accrue to the County under
continued private ownership. The comparisons are made separately for the
general fund, schools, and special districts. Comparative payments to the three
funds are presented for ten, twenty, and thirty years into the future. The present
value of the future revenues is also calculated for each ownership category to
provide a consistent basis for long term comparisons.
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Where the value of critical variables cannot be reliably determined from ]
aveilable data, a sensitivity analysis is performed by making separate runs for
two or more values, covering the range of probable vaiues, and then comparing
the results. Frequency of sale for privately held properties, the rate of
depreciation for improvements on Federally held lands; the general rate cf
inflation, the ratio of Federal in lisu payments made to the amount due, and the
discount rate are the key variabies for which sensitivity analyses are performed.

‘Public Participation

Technical Advisory Committee
‘e - John Benoit- Director of Resource Planning and Development for Glenn
County

» Denny Bungarz- Member of the Glenn County Board of Supervisors, Distriet

4
Burt Bundy- Chair of the SB1086 Commitiee
Ramoen Vega- U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service
Vincent Minta- Glenn County Assessor
The Nature Conservancy

* John Merz- Sacramento River Preservation Trust
John Carlon- Sacramento River Partners

o & & & & @

The Technical Advisory Committee participated in the design ard progosal

writing phases of the study, During the time that work was accomplished we had -

two meetings with the Commitige. At the April, 1988 mesting the members
present offered suggestions as to what elements they would like to see included
in the study. A rough draft of the proposal was mailed 1o the members for
comment, A second mesting was held in June, 1988 to discuss the mambers’
response to the rough draft and to consider the appropriate structure of an
expanded economic impact analysis. A revised proposal was e-mailed to the
Committee members on June 22, 1998. The comments received were

- Incorporated into the final proposal,

During the daia collection phase, Vinca Minto, the Glenn County Assessor, and
his staff provided assistance in determining the vaiues of varicus privately heid
parcels, the methods for computing State and Federal in liew payments to the
County, and inveluable assistance in cther key areas. In January and February
" of 1992 we made sight separate trips to the County offices in Willows for data
" collection and consuitation with County staff members.

A rough draft of the study was completed in March, 1899 and sent to each of the
members af the Advisory Committee for comment. That was followed by a
mesting to discuss changes and additions suggested by Committee members.
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Study Results

The preliminary results of the spreadsheet mode! are contained on the following
pages. The runs were for a narrow range of assumptions and do not inciude all
. of the possibilities that will be included in the final version. The only variabls for
which the sensitivity of the resuits is tested is the real rate of increasa in farm
land values. Fer that variable vaives of zerp, one, and 1.57 percent annual real
increases are used, corresponding to actual increases of three, four, end 4,57
percent per year respectively.

The remaining assumptions are listed on the cover sheet for each run of the
spreadsheet model. At the bottom of each page titled “assumptions” are the
results of the run. For example, for the model run using 1.67 percant annual real
increase in farmland values {based on the 1954-1995 rate of increase for the
U.8.), the present valus of payments to the general fund for properties held by
the DFG are $704,314. If thosz same properties had remained in private
ownership, the present value of the property tax revenues to the County General
Fund would have been $295,566. For Federal ownership under the USFWS,
the present value of property tax revenues is iower than it weuld have been
under continued private ownership. The present value of Federai in lieu paid
{assuming payment of £80% cf the ameount dug) to the County is $456,056,
whereas continued private ownership of those same properties would have
generated property tax reverues with a present value of $836,523.

For the model runs using lower assumed raal escalation in farnland vaiues, the
advantage of State in lieu payments over private property tax payments to the
general fund is larger. This is because the basis far determining State in lisu is
the original purchase price, while private property tax payments rise with the
increase in land values. Howsver, the proportionate joss due to Federsl
ownership is roughly the same in all cases and does not appear to be sensitive
to the assumption regarding the real farmiand escaiation rate.
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" Assumptions

Latd Vialua Inorasse real
Predicted Iriftation: Rata
Nominal Increase Land

Land Value Increase tax purpdses

Pra 1988
1988

. Prop 13 preperty Increase
Desrecaton Federsl trmp '
Years

Foderal lnnds Teapprasad 5 yaar eycla

Last raappraisal
Yaars to Ravaluve Federal properties
Farcent as::ialidn .
Federal In Liew parcant

Fedarai Paymant of in lleu parsant

Parcent tax
Peicent discount

- Soeomial District

Yoars (o Revalus private properties
Pareant ascalation

Past years since revaiue

Start Year

Real Intorest Rate
Pradicted inflation Rate

- Nominel Intarest Rate

Praperty Tax Rate
. Capitaiization Rate
us
Land Value Per acre
1954 &0
1985 &44
41 10.72333333
0.024 1.059584923
Presant Value Taxes
Callf
Private
America

Assumptions

1.57%
2.00%
4.82%

2.00%
1.60%
2.00%

1995

4.62%
0.72%

80.00%

1.008%
8.000%

0.040%

20
4E2%
20.00%
1988

3.80%
A.00%
8.51%
1.00%
7.88%

CPI

269
1524

5.665427308

1.04320549

Total
1,477,329
704,314

836,523
456,055

Fage 1
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net used
net uged

has te ba »2

10.00

LandéCF1 Raal Increase Land

102 1871%

General Fund
295,568
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2018

21
2022
2024

2025
2028

2027

026
2030

6755270
" 6890375
8054576
9235667
2420361
9608708
9600064
9906963
10195023
10400862
10808878
10821058
11037477
11256227
11483352
11713059
11947321
12186267
12420902
12678592
1283164
13190807

22331693

22778327
23233694

Schouls

47047
47988

48248

49027
50325
51944

52983
54042
55423
72437
73885
75363
76870
78408
79976
B1575
83207
846871
86588
83300
20066

91867

o704
95579

97420

93440
101429
103457
105526
178654
182207
165871

Spacial Ceunty
Districts - Genaral Fund
147 11762
180 11097
153 12237
158 12482
159 12731
162 12966
166 - 13246
168 13514
172 13751
228 18109
239 18471
235 18841
240 19218
245 19602
250 19694
255 20394
260 20802
285 21218
271 21842
278 7075
262 22516
287 22567
293 23426
209 23895
ans 24373
314 24860
317 25357
323 25864
330 26382
559 44383
570 45557
a1 16468

Calif
State of California
Properly Tax
Value
H209505 568345
5209508 56345
52809508 56345
52090508 56345
5209506 56345
5299506 58345
5290506 55345
HI09506 56345
5209506 56345
5299508 58345
5200606 58348
5299508 56345
5200508 56345
5200506 568345
5280506 56345
52090506 56345
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5299508 58345
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5299506 56345
5299506 56345
5269506 56345,
5288506 56345
5200506 56345
Paga 1

DRAFT

Schools ~ Special County

: .Districts  Genaret Fund
3350 52685
3350 52085
3350 52095
33850 52095
350 52085
3350 52885
3350 62005
3350 52005
3350 - 52006
3350 52005
3350 52005
3350 52005
3350 52985
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3350 52005
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a350 52005
3350 52095
3350 52695
3350 57965
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3250 52995
3350 52005
3350 52005
3350 §2095
3350 . 52005
3350 52095
3350 52095

6527
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Assumptions
Land Value Increase real
Pradicted Inflation Rate
Nominal Increase Land
" Land Value increase tax purposes
Pre 1988
1959
Prop 13 propesty iricrease’

Dapraciation _Fedaf?I Improvernents
Years

Fadaral langs reappraiséd 5 yeat cycla |
Last reappraisal

Yoars o Ravalue Federal propetiies

Percant sscalation .

Federai In Lisu percerit

Fadaral Payment of in lisu percent

_Parcant tax
Perzeont digeount

~ Bpacial District

Yaars ta Revalus priveta properties
Pergent escalation

Past years since ravalue

Start Yeor

Raal Interest Rate -
Pradicted inflation-Rate
Nominal Interest Rate

- Property Tax Rate
Capilalization Rate

us

Land Velug Prr acka
1954 80 -
1385 oad
41 . 10.73332333
n.0z4 1.056584823
Present Value - Taxes
. Frivale
Calif
Private

Assumptions

1.00%
3.00%
4.03%

2.00%
1.60%
2.00%

1985

4.03%
©.75%

80.00%

1.000%
£.000%

0.040%

20
4.02%
£0.00%
1988

3.80%
3.00%
6.91%
1.00%
T.96%

CR1
269
152.4
5.665427509

1.0432049

Tatal
1,314,382
704,314

583,777
367,161

Fage 1

DRAFT

used 7

not used
riat used

has ta be 32

10.00

Land/CPI Real Ingrease Land

102 15M1%

Genaral Fund
262,978
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Vailue
5580869

5908486 .
6118456

6240825
6365642
' 6482955
6622814
B755270
BRS0375
7743428
7903396
B0G1464
B222694
8387147
B554090
8725968
8900508
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9260086
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9634198
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11066563
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- 58956
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CSUL, Chico Reéearch Foundation

California State Lniversity,
Chice, California 93929-0870 -

Chico

(530} 898-4044; FAX: (5300 898-680¢

~ April. 14, 1999

Glenn County Board of Supervisors
P.Q. Box 391
Willows, CA 93988

Kristin Cooper-Carter
Envirenmental Resource Program
Office of Sponsored Programs
California State University, Chico
Chico, CA 95929-0870

Dear Supervisors Bungarz, Freeman, Hangen, Harris and Mudd,

A proposal titled, “Local Economic Impacts of Public Land Acquisitions in the
Sacrimento River Congervation Area: A Case Smdy of Glenn County” will be
submitted on April 16, 1999 for consideration by the CALFED Bay-Delta

. Program’s Ecosystem Restoration Program and Strategic Plan in response to the
1992 Proposal Solicitation Package.

This proposal is for a comprehensive study of the economic impacts on Glenn
County that would result from completion of the Sacramente River Conservation
Area (SCRA) meander belt. The proposed study will focus on costs and will
include the changes in property tax, special district revenues, agricultural output
and employment that would result from further land acquisitions and habitat
restoration.. The study will also assess the local and regional economic benefits of
the creation of the SRCA including recreational benefits, the value of enhanced
wildlife populations, increase local spending by anglers and other visitors, and the
water quality benefits of creating a buffer zone to absorb the runoff from
agricultural eperations.

An Executive Summary of this proposal will be forthcoming by the end of the
month. ‘

If you have any questions about this proposal, please feel free 1o cal my office at
(530) 898-5026.

Sincerely,

| Kbl

Kristin Cooper-Carter, Coordinator
Environmental Resource Center

KCCAk

I —016306

|-016306



CSU, Chice Research Foundation
California State University, Chico
Chico, Califormia 25325-0870

(530) 8984044 FAX: (530) 593-5804

April 14, 1999

Glemn County Planning Department
John Benoit, Director

125 South Murdock Avenue
Willows, CA. 95988

Kristin Cooper-Carter, Director
Environmental Resource Program
Office of Sponsored Programs
California State University, Chico
Chico, CA 95929-0870

Dear Mr. Benoit,

A proposal titled, “Local Economic Impacts of Public Land Acquisitions in the

* Sacramento River Conservation Area: A Case Study of Glenn County™ will be
submitted on April 16, 1999 for consideration by the CALFED Bay-Delta
Program’s Ecosystern Restoration Program and Strategic Plan in response (e the
1999 Proposal Sclicitation Package.

This proposal is for a comprehensive study of the econemic impacts on Glenn
County that would result from completion of the Sacramento River Conservation
Area (SCRA) meander belt. The proposed study will focus on costs and will
include the changes in property tax, special distitct revenues, agricultural outpat
and employment that would result from further land acquisitions and habitat
restoration. The study will also assess the local and regional economic benefits of
the creation of the SRCA including recreational benefits, the value of enhanced
wildlife popuiations, increase local spending by anglers "and other visitors, and the
water quality benefits of creating a buffer zone to absorb the runoff from
agricultural operations.

An Executive Summary of this proposal will be forthcommg by the end of the
month.

If you have any questions about this prcposal please feel free to call my office at
(530) 898-5026.

Sincerely,

Kristin Cooper-Carter, Coordinator
Environmental Resource Center

KCCrk
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COUNTY OF GLENN

ASSESSOR'S OFFICE
COURT HOUSE COMPLEX.

516 Wast Syatmara Street, 2+ Floor
Willows, Califormis #5998
Willows Telephone (530) 934-5402 . ] .
; ) Orland Tetephone {530) B&E-1784 ' ) VINGE T MINTO, C.RLA,

DIVERSIFIED FARMING E FAX: (5301 9346571 - oy
“Whare Water is King” ]

April 7, 1999 -

Ms Kristin M. Cooper-Carter
Environmenizl Resource Program
" Research Foundation
C8U, Chico, Kendall Room 111
Chico, CA 95929-0870
Dear Kristin;
Please add my support to the request for the Research Foundation at California
State University, Chico to do a study measuring the economic impacts of habiiat

restoration along the Sacramento River in Glenn County.

This inforration once compiled will be essential in the solution to the long on- -
going debate over third party impacts, It will provide some facis in an area long
" dominated by theory and assumptions. Such a study will have statewide importance in a

variety of areas.

" The Glenn County Assessors Office stands ready to assist in any way to help

‘promote and then complete this econornic study.

' Sincerely,

ince T, Mitto
Glenn County
Assessor/Clerk-Recorder

VTM/Am
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- GLENN COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS '
Glenn County Board of Equalization .
Air Pollution Control District

April 1, 1999

Ms. Kristin M. Cooper-Cazter

Environmental Resource Program

Research Foundation

Chico State University, Chico, Kendall Room 11}
Chico, CA 95929-0870 '

Dear Kristin:

The Glenn County Board of Supervisors supparts the request of the Research Foundation at -
California State University, Chico, to do a study measuging the ecormrmc impacts of the creation of

the Sacramento River Conservation Area (SRCA).

For many years, Glenn County hias been concerned about the effzcts of the impacts of past and
future land acquisitions and habltat restoration on County services and the impacts in agricnltural
output and employment

The study, as proposed ‘would allow Glenn County and other effected counties to measure the
impact on these pro_}ects and determine if and how mitigation rmght be mstlmted

As in the past studies, Glenn County stands ready to assist in this project.
Very Truly Yours,

GLENN COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

D. G. Bungarz, Chainadn ¥

cc: Burt Bundy, Coordinator
. Sacramento River Conservation Area

" Board of Supervisors, Courthpuse 536 West Sycamore Street . P. G. Box 3 .‘if-illdws, CA 95983

{530) 934-6400 Fax (530) 934-6419 gobomrd@glenncounty.net
I —016309
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Board of Supervisors

COUNTY OF TEHAMA

District 1 - Barbara Mchver
District 2 - George Russell
District 3 - Charles Willard -
. District 4 - Ross Turner
Disiries 5 - Bill Borror

Richard Robinson
~ Chief Administrator

March 30, 1999

. Ms. Kristin M. Cooper-Carter
Environmental Resource Program
Research Foundation
CSU, Chico, Kendall Room 111
Cinco CA 95929-0870 .

Re: Suppm‘tmg Chico State Umversﬁy Research Foundation CALFED Applwatlon
Dear Ms. Cooper—Carter.
The Tehama County Board of Supervisors supports the request of the Research .

Foundation at California State University, Chicoto do a study measuring the economic
impacts of the creation of the Sacramento River Conservation Area (SRCA).

Counties along the Sacramento River have supported the work to preserve and increase
riparian habitat but have been concerned about the effects of the impacts of past and
future land acquisitions and habitat restoration on county services and the impacts in
agricultural output and employment.

The study as proposed would allow affected counties to measure the impact on these
_ projects and determine if and how mitigation might be instituted.

Very truly yours,
'gh V2 RY Py v
Ross M. Turngr

. Chairman

'C: Denny Bungarz, Chair
SB 1086 Advisory Council

_ . _ Meetings 10:00 A.M. Tuesday of Each Week ’
EQ. Box 250 » 633 Waghington St., Red Bluff, CA 96080 » (530) 527-4655 + FAX (530Q) 529-0930
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DMB Approval No. 0345-0043

APPLICATION FOR 2 oATE SUBNTTID Appicant 1Ganbiier
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE
1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION 1. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE Slate Appflcant Identifier
Appheation Preapplication
[} Construction [ construclion 4, DATE RECEVED BY FEDERAL AGEMCY Fedara! dentifier
X Non-Construction O Nan-Construction

4. APPLICANT INEORMATION

Legal Name: The CSU, Chico Research Foundation

Crganizations! Unit;

Address (give cily, county, state, and zip code):
Kendall Hall, Room 111
GSL, Chico
Chico, CA 95928-0870

Name and telaphone number of person to be contacted on matters involving this
application {give aroa code

Tachnical: David Galio: {(630) 898-6232

Budgetary: Kristin Cooper-Garter: (530} 898-5026

Cortractual: Virginia Stum, (G30) R93-4044

8. EMPLIOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (EIN):
lelsf-l ol slslefls]1]s]

8. TYPE OF APPLICATION:

X New {1 Continuallon B Revigion

If RewisTon, snter appropriate lettar(s) in box(es): EI E:l
A. Incrense Award B. Decremse Award €. Inarease Duration

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (onter sppropriata fetter in box) [T |

nTMEOw,

State H. Independert School Disl.

Caunty |. State Controled instituytion of Higher Learning
Municipal J. Private University

Fownship K. Indian Tribe

Intarstate L. Individual

Intarmunicipal M. Profit Organization

Speclal District N. Cther (Spexify)

D. Decrease Duration Other {specify):

9. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:

CALFED

10 CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER:

TITLE: Local Economic Impacts of Public Land Acquisition
12. AREAS AFFEGTED BY PROJEGT (cites, couhiies, stotes, wfc):

11, DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:

Local Ecanomic Impacts of Public Land Acquisitions in the Sacramento
River Congervation Area: A Case Study of Glenn County

Glann County
13, PROPOSED PRCJECT: 14, CONGBRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:
Start Date Ending Date a  Applicani : b, Project
Ogiober 1, 1999 | March 30, 2001 2 ! 3
15. ESTIMATED FUNDING: 16. 1S APPLICATION SURJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE
a, Fadaral s 63,020.00 ORDER 12372 PROCESS?
a. YES. THIS FREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE
b. Applicant 3 00 AVAILABLE TO THESTATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372
h PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON:
o Skate s 0a
‘ : DATE
d. Local $ 00 .
b. NO, X PROGRAM IS NOT COVERED BY E.C, 12372

a. Dther $ .00 I:l OR PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE

. FOR REVIEW
f. Program Income & o

17. IS THE APPLICANT DELINGUENT DN ANY FEDERAL DEBT?

g TOTAL £ 83,029.00 M ves I¥ “Yes," altach an explanation. X Ho

BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICAN
ASSISTANCE 1S AWARDED.

13. TO THE BESY OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS A_?FLICATIDN@REKP?LICATION ARE TRUE AND GORRECT. THE DOCUMENT HAS
AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE

a. Typed Name of Authorized Repraseniative b. Tltla ¢. Telaphona number
, Jeff Wright # Director, Clfice of Sponsored Programs 530-888-5700
d. Sigrature of Authoriged Representat : a. Date Signed
. /
< e/

Tandal 7 . 402)
Prosaibe by OME lor A- 102
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CLEeE9 L 0—

CLETLO

OMB Approval Ho. 0348 0044

BUDGE_T IN_FORMATION - Non-Construction Programs -

Grant Pragram Cataiag of Federal ) Estimated Unobligated Funds : Now or Revised Budget
Funstion Bomestic Assistance
_or Activity Number . Federal Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal Total
) 1 {in) : (] [C3) (e} i : ()
1. Data Gollection . N/A M 5 ¥ $20,423 $ ) $20,423
2. Modef Refinement T ONIA o ' $18,043 : $18,043
3. Bensfit Estmates NA o I : $8,744 | . o 8,744
4. Frosct Managsment - N/A o - : $15,819 | $15,619
5. ToTALS N/A | ' o osol| $63,029 | 0 . $63,028
. - GRANF PROGRAM, IFUNCTION DR ACTVITY : To_ta‘l
6. OBJECT CLASS CATEGORIES (1) Data Coltection (2}_ Modsi Relin I [{3) Benclit Estimates  |(4)  Projact Management (5)
o Personnel $ $5,100 $7,120 $5,560 $8,520 526,320
" b. Frings Benefits $612 $854 $870 $1,022 ' 3,158
o Travel §159 $79 $0 §79 - $317
d. Equlpmenit _ $2,410 $0. $0 : 5o $2,410
e. Suppas . i 30 $0 $150 i $563 $713
1. Contaciual : 1 $10,000 _' $7,000 | . $0 $2,057 | $19,067
g. Construction - ' $0 30 $0 . %0 $0
h. Other : ) g0l - $0 . 8o 80 %0
i. Total Direct Charges (sum of Ga-6h) $18,281 $15,053 $6,400 §$12,241 $51,975
J. indirect Charges : | $2,142 82,890 $2,344 T sas7s © O $11,054
k. TOTALS {sum of & and &) . $20,423 | 318,043 $15,819 ' . $63,029

- Standard Form 424A (Rev. 4-92}
Previous Editon Usabla Authorized tor Local Reproduction ) Prascribad by OMB Circular A-102



cLe9lLo-|

CLE9 L O—

_ (4) Grant Prog (k) Applics (e} State {d} Other sources {8} TOTALS
8. Datu Collection - $0 50 $0 $0
B,  Model Refinemant $0
10. Benafit Estimales $0
1%, Project Management $0
12. TO'i'_ALIB {eum f lines & and 11) 50 30 50 §0

$18,234

Total for 18t Year 15t Quarter 2nd Quarier 2 Quarter m Quartay
13, Federal $51,402 $18,234 $8,857 $12,256 $12,255 |
14, NonFedersl $0 0 $0 £0 $0
15. . TOTAL (sum of fines 13 and 14} $51,402 $8,867 $12,2565

$12,256

. [t Diveot Charges: . $51,975

-{#2. ndirget Charges

- $26,320

ATRIRE FINDING FERIODA (VEARS)
{a) Grant ram (b) First {c}Second {d) Third {e} Fourth
16. Data Coltection $ $0 s $
17, Model Fefirament 0
16. Benedlt Eslimates $0
19, Praject Managament $11.627
J20. TOTALS (sum of Enes 16 - 199 $11,827 $0 . 30 50

Bass [Saliries & Wages)

$11,064 Total Inifirect [32% of S&W)

" Authorized for Local Reproduction -

Standard Form 4244 (Rev. 4-92) Paga 3



CSLL Chico Research Foundation
California State Mniversity, Chice.
Chico, Ca!zfumm 959253-0870

(530) #98-4044; FAX: (530) 858-6804

Indirect costs are those costs that cannot by their nature be specified ona
project by project basis in the same way that line item direct costs can.
Generally, indirect costs are those that support project activities, as compared to

those that are directly related to specific project tasks. Universities establish an’ -

indirect cost rate with the Federal Government by foilowmg the appropriate -
- provisions of OMB Cireular A-21. This circular was officially modified and

reissued on May 8, 1996, which, among other things, cha_nged the term “indirect

costs” to “Facilities and Administrative (F&A) Costs.” The circular spells out

two methods for determining such costs. We use the “Simplified Method” for

institutions with less than $10 million in awards annually from the Federal

- Government. Curréntly, we have two rates approved by our Health and

. ‘Human Services Regional Office (Region IX) contacts: 42% of salaries and -
- wages for on-campus projecis and 18.5% of salaries and wages for off-campus

" projects. May Weng (415-556-1704) is our contact and ¢an provide you with
verification of eur rate which her offlce approves after rev1ewmg our financial
statements. '

Typically mdlrect costs are mtended to generally cover costs such as facilities
(including the space itself as well as utilities and janitorial services), general
administration, insurance, “infrastructure” {for instance, availability of such
resources as library holdings and ether resources—e.g., access to electronic -
databases, communication links; computing backbone, and the like), grant and
- contract management services, cost of advancing fu.nds for projects Whlch pay
in arrears and smular costs. '
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U.S. Department of the lnterior

Certifications Regarding Debarment, Suspension and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Workplace
Requirements and Lobbying '

Persons signing this form should refer to the regilafions
referenced below for complete instruclions:

Certification Regarding Debzrment, Suspension, and Other
Respaongsibility Matters - Primary Covered Transactions - Tha
prospective primary pariicipant furither agrees by
submitiing this proposal that it will include the clause
titled, "Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension,
Ineligibility and Veluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered
Transagtion,". provided by the department or agency
entering inte .this. covered {ransaction, without
maodification, in all lower tier covered transactions and in
all solicitations for lower tier covered transactions. See
below lor language to be used; use this form for cerdification

Certification Regarding Debament, Suspension, Ineligibitity

and Veluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered Transadctions -

(See Appendix B of Subpart D of 43 GFR Part 12.) -
Cartificalion Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements -

Alternate | (Grantees Cther Than Individuzls} and Alternate -

ll. (Grantees Who are Individugls) - {(See Appendix C of
Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12)

Signature on this form . provides for compliance = with

cerjification requirements under 43 CFR Parts 12 and 16, The

certifications shell be freated as a material representation. of
faci upon which refiznce will be placad when the Department

of the interior deteérmines to award the covered transaction,

and sign; or use Depariment of the interior Form 1854 (Di-  grant cacperative agreement of loan,
1854). (See Appendix A of Subipart D of 43 CFR Part 12) :

PART A: ~ Cerlification Regardirig Debarment, Suspension, and Dther Responsibility Matters -
Primary Covered Transactions

CHECKEIF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR A PRIMARY .GOVEREL TRANSACTIGN AND IS APPLICABLE,
(i) The prospective primargr participant cerifies to the bast of its knowlédge and belief, that it and its principals:

{a) Arenot presentig, debarted, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or volunarzly excluded from
covered transactions by any Federa! depa"tment or agency;

(b} ~ Have not within a Ihree-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civi judgment rendered 2gainst

them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with obtaining, aliempting 1o obtain, or performing
& public (Federal, State or local) transaction or contract under a public transaclior; viclation of Federa! or Slate
antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlernant, thefl, forgery. bribery, falsdication or destruction ofrecords rmaking
false slatements ‘or recelving siolen property:

(c Are not presently indicled for or otherwise criminally or givilly charged by a governmental antily (Federal, State or
local} with commissicn of any of the offenses enumsrated in paragraph (1}{b) of this cerification: and .

3] Have nol within a three-year period preceding this application/preposat had one or more public transactions {Federal '

State or local) terminated for cause or default,

{2} mgrg the prospectiva primary parﬁcipan: is unable to cerlify to any of the statements in this cenification. such prospective
participant shak attach an explanakicn to this proposal.

F‘ART B: Certification Regarding Deban‘nent Suspensmn Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusien -
Lower Tier Coversd Transactions

| CHECK_ 47 THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR A LOWER TIER GOVERED TRANSALTION AND JS‘ ARPLICASLE.

_(1) The prospective lower tisr participant cerlifies, by submission of this prapasal, tHat neiher & nor #s prmctpals is presently

deparred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligibie, or voluntarily excluded from par‘tncxpallon in this

- transattion by any Federal department or agency.

(2) ‘Whera the prospectiv lower tier participant is urable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such prospecwe.

part«upant shail aitach an explanation to this propasal,

ok

siorea 1335 .

Thin et comenlidatet DEE$5D, OI-1954,
D4 1955, DL195E nd BLISGTH
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PART &: Certification Regarding Drug-Frae Wc;rkplace Requirements

cHECKE IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR AN APPLICANT WHO IS NOT AN INGIVIQUAL

Alternate 1. {Grantess Other Than Individuais)

A. The grantea certfies that it will or continue to provide a drug-frae workplace by:

{a)

)}

{c}

{d)

(2)

{

@

PubliShiﬁg a staternent notifying employees that the unlawfut manufacture, distripution, dispensing, possessian, gruse
of a controiled substance is prohibited i the graniee's workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against
employees for viclation of such prohibition; '

.

Establishing an cngoing drug-fres awareness program to inform employees about—

(1) Tha dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;

{2) The grantee’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;

{3} Any aveilable drug counseling, rehabillation, and employee assistance programs; and |

(4 The penalties thal may be imposed upon employeas for drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace;

Making # a requirement that each empioyee (o be sngaged in the performance of the grant be given a copy of the
statement reguired by paragraph (a);

Natifying the émpioyee in the statement requirad by paragraph {a} that, as a cendition of employment under the grant,

the employee will ~

(1) Abide by the terms of the siatement; and

(23 Notify the employer in writing of his or her conviction for a viciation of a eriminal drug siztute ccouring in the
workpiace ho later than five calendar days after such camviction:

Notifving the agency in writing, within ten calendar days after raceiving nobes under subparagraph (d)(2) from an
smployes of otherwise regeiving aciual rotice of such conviction. Employsrs of convicled ermoloyess must provice
notice, including position title, to every grant oficer on whose grant activity ihe eonvicled employse was werking,
unless the Federal agency has designated a central peint for the secaipt of such notices. Notice shall include the
identification numbers{s) of each affecied grant;

Taking one of the folloiing actions, within 20 calendar days of receiving notics under subparagraph (d)(2), with
raspect to any employes wio is SO convicled —
(1) Taking spftepriate personnel action against such an employee, up 1o and including terminalion, consistent with

the requirements of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; or
{3) Requiring such employes to particioete salisfaclorily in 2 drug abuse assistanca or rehabilitation pregram

approved for such purposes by a Fedaral, Sizie, oriczal health, law enforcement, or other 2ppropriate agsncy,

Making a good faith effort 1o conlinue to maintain a drug-free workplace thraugh implementation of paragraphs (&)
(). (). (d). (e} and {f).

B. The grantee may insert in the space provided below the site(s for the berformance of werk done in connection with the
specific grant:

Place ¢f Performance (Street address, city, county, state, zip code)

Glenn County

Check___if there are workplaces on file that are not identified hete.

PART D: Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements

CHECK___fF THIS CERTIFICATION 15 FOR AN APPLICANT WHQ (5 AN ﬁ;\FDJVi'DUAL

*

Alternate . {Graniees Who Are Individuals)

(2

{b)

T_he‘gra‘mee c_:ertiﬁes that, s a condition of the grant. he or she will nol engage in the unfawful manufacture,
distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of 2 controlled subslance in conducting any activity with the grant;

If convicted of a criminal drug offense resulting from a violation occurring during the conduct of any grant activily, he
or she will report the conviction, in writing, within 10 calendar days of the conviction, to the grant officer or ather
dasignae, uniess the Fedaral agency designates a central point for the receipt of such notices. When notice is made
to such a central point, # shall include the identificatign number(s) of each affected grant,
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PART E: Certification Regardmg Lobbying

Certification for Contracts, Grants, Loans. and Cooperative Agreemen&;

&3]

{3)

CHECK IF CERTIFICATION 1§ FOR THE AWARD OF ANY OF THE FOLLOWING AND
THE AMOUNT EXCEEDS £100,080: A FEDERAL GRANT OR COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT!
SUBCONTRACT, OR SUBGRANT UNDER THE GRANT OR COOFERATIVE AGREEMENT.

BHECK__IF CERTIFICATION IS FOR THE AWARD OF A FEDERAL
LOAN EXTEEDING THE AMDUNT OF $150,0606, OR A SUBGRANT OR
SUBCONTRACT EXCEEDING $700,000, LINDER THE LDAN.

The undersigned ceriifies, to the best of his or her knowiedge and-belief, that:

No Federal approptiated funds have been paid or will be paid. by or on behalf of the undersigned, ta any person for
influsncing or atlempting to influence an officer or empicvee of an agency. a Member of Congress, and afficer or employee
of Cengress, or an employee of & Mernber of Gongress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making
of anhy Faderal grant, the making of any Federal loan, 1he entering into of any cocperative agreement, a2nd the exiansion,
continuation, renawal. amendment, or modification of any Federal centract, grant. loan, or cocperatwe agreementl,

.Heny funds other than Federal appropriaied funds have baen paid ar wsll be paid to any parson for mﬂuencma oraltempﬂng

to influence an officer or employee of any agency. = Member of Congrass, an officer -or empioyas of Corgress, or an
employee of a Member of Congress in connection with thizs Federal contract, grant, oan, or cooperative agresment, the
undersigned shall complets and submil Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosiure Form ¢ Repor Lobbying,” in accardance with is
instructions. . . ' .

The under.signed shall reguire thal the language of this cedification bz includad in the eaward documents for 2ll subawards
at gll tiers (ineluding subcontracts, subgrams, and contracts under grants, bans, and copperative agreements) and that all
subre"rprents shell certify accordingly. .

This cenificalion is & material representation of facl upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was madg or entéred
into. Submission of this cerification ks a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction impaosed by Sactton 1352, fitle
21. U.8. Code. Any person who fails to file the reguired certification shall be subject to & civil penalty of nol less than $1¢,000
zad not more than 5100.000 far éd¢h such failure.

As the aulhorlzed certifying orﬂcsal { he"eby certr‘y that the above spe?d cerdifications are frue.

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFF cmw

Lk

TYPED NAME AND TITLE

Jeff Wr:ght, Dlrector, folce of Sp ored Prdgrams

4-12-99

DATE
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OMB Apnroval MNo. 0348-D00

ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Jublic reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 15 minutes per response, including time tor reviewing
~structions, saarching sxisting data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the ceilecticn of
nformation. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for
aducing this burden, ic the Office of Management and Budgst, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0040), Washingten, DC 20503,

3LEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
S3END IT TO THE ADDRESS PROV[DED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

NOTE: Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. If you have guesticns, pisase contact the
awarding agenay. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants to cerlify to additional assurances. if such

s the duly authorized representative of the applicant, | cenify that the applicant:

t.

is the casae, you will be notified.

Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance
anc ike institutional, managerial and financial capability
{including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share
of project cost) 1o ensure proper planning, management
and completion of the project described in this
application.

Will give the awarding agency, the Comptraller General
of the United States and, i appropriate, the State,
through any authorized representalive, access ¢ and
the right ta examine ail records, bocks, papers, or
documents relaled to the award: and wil! establish a
proper accounting system in aceordance with generally
zcoepted accounting standards or agency diractives.

Will estabiish safeguards 1o prohibit employees from
using their positions for & purpese that constilutes or
presents the appsarance of personal or organizational
conflict of Interest, or personal gain.

Wil initfate and complete the work within the applicable
time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding
agency.

Wil comply with the Intergovernmental Paersonnel Act of
1970 (42 U.5.C. §84728-4763) relating to prescribed
standards for merit systermns for programs funded under
one of the 1% statutes or regulations specified in
Appendix A of OPM's Standards for a Merit Systern of
Pergonnel Administraticn (5 C.F.R. 900, Subpart 7).

Will compiy with all Federal statutes relating to
nondizcrimination. These includa but are not imited to:
{a) Title V! of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (F.L. 88-352)
which prohibits discriminaticn on the basis of race, color
or national origin; (b) Title IX of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.5.C. §51681-
1683, and 1685-1686), which prohibits discrimination on
the biesis of sex; (c) Section 504 of the Rehabhilitation

evious Editian Usable

Authorizad for Local Raproduction

Act of 1973, as amended {20 -U.S.C. §794), which
prohibits discrimination on the basis ef handicaps; (d)
the Age Discrimination Act of 1897%, as amended (42
U.5.C. §§6101-8107), which prohibits discrimination
on the basis of age: (g} the Drug Abusa Cffice and
Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255), as amended,
relating o ncndiscrimination on the basis of drug
abuse; (f} the Comprehensive Alechol Abuse and
Alcoholism Prevention, Treatmient and Rehabilitation
Act of 1870 (P.l.. 91-616), as amended, relating to
nondiscrimination on the basis of alcchol abuse or
alechoiism: (g) §§523 and 527 of the Public Healih
Service Act of 1812 {42 U.5.C. §§280 dd-3 and 200 e2
3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol
and ¢rug abuse patient records: () Title VIl of the
Chvil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. §83601 &l seq.), as
amended, relating to nondiscrimination In the sale,
rental or financing of housing; () any other
nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s)
under which application for Federal assistance is being
made; and, () the reguirements of any other
nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to the
application.

Wil comply, or has already complied, with the
requirements of Titles 1! and il of the Uniform
Relecation Assistance and Real Proparty Acguisition
Policies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-848) which provide for
fair and squitable traatment of persons displaced or
whose property i acquired as a result of Federal or
fedarally-assisted programs, These raquirements apply
to all interests in real property. acquired for project
purposes regardless of Federal participaion in
purchases.

Wil comply, as applicable, with provisions of the
Hatch Act (5. U.S.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)
which limit the political activities of employees whose
principal employment activities are funded in whole or
in part with Federal funds,
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Wil comply, a8 applicatile, with the provisions of the Davie.

‘Bacon-Act (40 U.8.C. §§276a to 276a-7), the Copetand Act
(40 UIS.C. 5278¢ and 18 1,.5.C. §874), ahd the Contract

Work. Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.5.C. §§327-

333), . regafdihg labor  standards fcr federaily—assrsted_
conslruclion suﬁagre&menis

will comply it appifcable, “with flood insurance purchase

_requirsments . of Section '102(a) of the Flood Disaster

Protection 'Act ‘of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which requires
rapipiénts in a spacial ficod harard aréa 1o participate in the
program and to purbhase flood ingurdnce if ihe tatal cost of

. msurabie aunstrucnen and acqmsluon is 510 Q00 or more.

Wil r:ornpiy with eﬂvimnmental stanc:ards ‘which -hay be
prescribed pursuant ‘to the fcﬂowmg (a} institutidn  of
environmerital quality control rmieasures under the National

" Enviranmerifal Poiicy - Act. of - 1288 (P.L. 21180} and
“Executive Order (EQ) 11514 (b) netification of violgting

facifitiés pursuant to EO 11738; (c] protadtian of wellands
pursuant-to ‘EO 11980; (¢ evaluation of flood hazards in

- ioodplaing in- accordance with EO 11238, (e) assurance of
- project consistency with the approved Stale management

program. developed ynder the Coasial Zone Mapagement

“Act of 1972 (16 U:S.C. 857451 et seq.); [f) contommity of

Federal sctions 1o State (Clean Airy mplementation Plans

© under Section 178i(c) of the. Claan Air Act of 1655, as

arnendsd (42 USC 857407 ot seq.) {g) protection of
uhderground - sources. of drihking water under the Safe

: Drink:_ng ‘Water Acl of 1874, as-ameénded (P.L. 93-523)

and, - (h) protaction - of _endangered -spedies under the
Erdangered Epecies At ot 1973. a§ amanded (P.L. 83-

_ -205)

12, Will comply with the Wild and Seenic Rivers Agt ot -

1968 (16 U.8.C. §51271 of saq.) related to protecting
components or patential components of the natlonﬂl
wiid and scenic rivars system.

13, Wil assist the awarding agency in assuritg compliance
with Section 106 of the Natiunal® Histcric Preservation
Act of 1968, as amended (18 U.5.C. §470), ED 11583
{identification and protestion of historic propetties), and
the Archzeclogical and Historic Preservalion Act of
1974 (16 U.5.C. §54692-1 ot s8q.). .

14, ‘Will comply with P_L.-93-348 regarding the protection af

humzn subjects involved in rassarch, development, and
related activities supported by this award of assistance.

18, Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Wellare Act of
1955 (P.L. B9-544, as smended, 7 U.B5.C. §§2131 et
s&q.) penaining 1o thie care, handling, and treatment of
warm blecded animals held for research, teaching, or
other activilies supported by this award of assistance.

16, Will comply with the Leag-Based Faint Poisorang
Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. §54801 et seg) which
prohibits the use of lead-basad paint in gonstruction or
renabiltation of residence structures,

17. Wil cause to be psronmed the requ:red financial ard
compliance audits in accordance with the Single Audit

Azl Amendrients of 1995 ang OMB Circular Ne. A-133,

"Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations.”

18, Will comply with ali appiicable réguirernents of all other
Federal laws, executive crders, regulatlcns ang pcllc!es
governing this program.

GNATURE OF AUTHORIZED GER TIEYING O

- Jeff Wright ~

TITLE

Director, Office of 3ponsored Programs

SPLICANT CRGANIZATION 17 =" .
. The CSU, Chico Research Foundatiom

[OATE SUBMITTED
4-16-99
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