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Proposal Title: Development of a Watershed Management Strategy for Little Chico Creek

Watershed, Phase II and III
Applicant Name: The CSU, Chloe Research Fotmdatien-Office of Sponsored Programs
Mailing Address: Kendall Halk Room 114, Chico, California 95929-0870

Telephone: 530-898-5780 530-898-5026~
Fax: .......... 5_39--8_98-6781 530-898-6804

Email: dholt~rieve@esuchico,edu kceoper-carter~,csuchi~o.edu

Amotmt o±’fi~nding requested: $ $293,473 for 2 years

Indicate the Topic tbr which you are applying (check only one box’k

[] Fish Passage/Fish Screens [] Introduced Species
[] Habitat Restoration [] Fish Martagement!Hatchery
[] Local Watershed Stewardship [] Envirol~mental Education
[] Water Quality
Does the proposal address a specified Focused Acrion?    X yes ......... no

What county or counties is the project location in? Butte and Glenn

Indicate the geographic area of your proposal cheek only one box):
[] Sacramento River Mainstem [] East Side Trib:
[] Sacramento Trib:Little Chloe Creek [] SuisunMarsh and Bay
[] San Joaquin River Malnstem [] North Bay/South Bay:
[] SanJoaquinTrib: [] Landscape [entire Bay-Delta watershed)
[-1 Delta: [] Other:

Indicate the primary species which the proposa! addresses (cheek all that apply):
[] San Joaqmn and East-side Delta tributarias fail-ram chinook salmon
[] Winter-ran Chinook salmon [] Spring-ran chinook mlmon
[] Late-fall run chinook salmon [] Fall-run chinook salmon
[] Delta smelt [] Longfin smelt
[] Splittail [] Steelhead trout
~ Green sturgeon [] Striped bass
~ M~gratery birds [] All chinook species
[~ Otlaer:~ [] All anadromous salmonids
Specify the ERP strategic objective and target (s) and the project addresses: Include page
numbers from January 1999 version of ERP Volume I and II

The vision for the Butte Creek Eco!ogical Management Unit fbr protectin~ and restorin~
riparian corridor (VII, !9. 261 ). The Central Valley Streamflow Obiective and Programmatic
Target 7. and nrofframmatie action 7a (VIL ~. 2671. The Stream Meander Objective and TarKet
1 (VII. v. 268). The Uo~er Watershed Process Objective and Prozrammatic Action 1A, 1B, and
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I C. The Pdvarian and Riverine Aaua*ie Habitats Obieetives, lon~ term artd short term (VL l~.15 l
_aD_ _d__y[_I_p_._2__6_D.__&g~_cuhural Lands Obiective (VI. p.174 and VII. p. 262). The Dams,
Reservoirs, Weirs, and Other Structures Obiectlve, Target 4~ and Programmatle Action 4A (VII,
i~.272). The Chinook salmon obi .e~Live, Pall-run Chinook sOm0n vision and. progr~r0Natie aetien
(VII. ~. 263 and p. 273). Sparking-run ChinookSalmon Vision and Profframmatic Action 1A (VII,
p. 263, and p. 273). The Steclhead Obieetive and Programmatic Actions (VI, p. 227 sgtd 229).
AFRP Action 21, page 65.

Indicate the type of applicant (check only one boxl:
[] State agency [] Federal Agency
[] PublicJ~on-profit joint venture [] Non-profit
[] Local gevenmaent/district [] Private party
[~ University [] Other:

lndteate the type of project Icheck only one box):

N~ ...... [] Implementation
[- Monitoring [] Education

By signing below, the applicant declares the following:

1 .) The truthfulness of all representations in their proposal;

2.)    The individual signing the form is entitIed to ~ubmit the application on behalf of the
applicant lif the applicant is an antity or organization); and

3.)    The person submitting the appiieation has read and understood ~he conflict of interest and
confidentiality discussion in 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, Chica Research Foundation

Jell" W_ right
Printed nam~0of applicant

Si~t~ ~;1~
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Title of Project: Development of a Watershed Menagemen~ Strategy for
Li~le Chioo Creek Watershed, Phases II and lIl

Name of Applicants: Donald Holtgrieve, Ph.D.. AICP Professor of @eography and Plarming,
CSU, Chieo, Chico CA 95929-0425
Phone: 530-898-5780       Fax: 53{)-898-6781

Dr. F. Thomas Griggs, Adjunct Professor
Dept. of Biological Sciences
CSUo Chico, Chico Ca. 95929 - 0515
Phone: (530) 898- 5294     Fax: (530) 898-4363

rlhe CSU, Chico The Research Foundation
Office of Sponsored Programs
California State University, Chico. CA 95929-0870
Phone: 530-898-5780       Fax: 530-898-6781

Collaborators in Implementation:
Technical Contacts:       Donald Holtgrieve. Ph.D.. AICP ProfEssor of Geography and Planning,

CSU, Chlco, Chico, CA 95929-0425
Phone: 530-898-5780       Fax: 530-898-6781

Dr. F. Thoma.~ Griggs, Adjuncx Professor
Dept. of Biological Sciences
CSU Chico, Chieo Ca 95929-0515
Phone: (5301 898- 5294     Fax: (530) 898 - 4363

Financial Contact: Jeff Wright. Director, Office of Sponsored Programs
CSU. Chico The Research Foundation
California State Uni,~ersity, Chico
Chico. CA 95926-0870
Phone: 530-898-5700      Fax: 530-898-6804

Type af Organizatian: Institution of Higher Education - 501(c)(3)

Tax Identification Number: 68-0386518

Participants!Collaborators: Listing of proposed participants are in Attachment. B
Others will be added as ~ey are identified during our outreach
process.
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Executive Sumrnar~

Project 1~tle: Development of a Watershed Management Strategy for Little Chico Creek Watershed,
Phase II. and III
Summary of Project Descrtption: The Little Chico Creek Watershed Group iS requesting 293,473 for
the developmenr 3f a Watershed Management ~t~ategy for the Li~lc Chico Creek Watershed. The
primary, objectives of this project are to restore, protect and e~hanee water quality, water quantity,
important s’0~:wrdng habitat for Chinook salmon and Steelhead trout in the Li~e Chico Creek (LCC)
ecosystem. The LCCWG will complete the scope of work for the Little Chico Creek Watershed in ~bur
phases. Phase I, the Scoping Process, ~onsists of stakeholder meetings and a survey for watershed
~ssues and concerns (ftmded by Prop. 204). Phase II is preparing an evaluation o£existthg condkions
(pa.~ially furtde~l by Prop. 204). Phase III is the development of an overall watershed management
strategy (WMS) including p~ioritization of watershed stakeholders issues and concerns. Phase IV
consists o f implemantation and monitoring of the strategies identified in Phase HI. This gran~, and thus
the scope of work, ~olicits fimding for the remainder of Phase II (remaining chapters of Existing
Conditions Report) and for Phase III.

The Little Chico Creek Watershed is located approximately 90 miles north of Sacramento and flows
tl~rough Butte and (Jlem~ Counties, The C~eck originates at about the 3400-foot elevation near Plan
Mountain nestled souih of Big Chico Creek and north of Butte Creek on the western slopes of the
southern cascades and northern Siena Nevada. Little Chaco Creek spans approximately 54.6 miles of
stream before llowing into Butte Creek (Please see Attachment A - Little Chioo Creek Watershed
Map). LCC inkluences wetlands and rearing areas of the Sacrza~ento R~iver and Butte Creek that are
recognized as priority watersheds for native anadromous fish restoration, especially Chinook salmon.
Approximately half of the Chico Urban Area ~ to rmwater system discharges to LCC before clrmnmg
into Angel Slough. Llano Seco Wildlife Preserve and ultimateiy Butte Creek. Thus, any pollution
problems on LCC directly affect down,ream water quality and the habitat of native anadromous fish.
The development and implementation ofa WMS provides the tools to mitigate the negative ~mpacts to
the watershed that have contributed to the sermus decllne of many species, most especially those listed
by CALFED: Chinook salmon and steelhead. FJoth of these species have been observed in LCC (Dr. P.
Masl~n personal communication.).

Cost:
Phase II: $198,608 Phase III: $72, 764 Project’Management: $22,026
Total request is $ 293, 473
Phase IV funding will be solicited at a later dale.

Adverse and thlrd party impacts
All impacts from this project are beneficial. There are no third p~r~y impacts from this project. Privare
property access for evaluation and monitoring wih not create a negative impact because much of the
watershed is public domain.
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~tpplicant qttaliJffcations
The LCCWG has formed a partnership with California State University, Chico to help us achieve our
goals. Dr. Donald Holtgrieve. Professor of Geography and Planning ha~ extensive experience in
directing grants awarded by both State and Federal agencies. As project Co-director. Dr. Holtgrieve
will administer the CRxMP process, planning related chapters of the Existing Conditions Report, and
will review the ECR. Dr. Holtgrleve has served as Project Director for the Deer Creek. Upper Butte
Creek and Big Chico Creek projects locally.

Dr. Tom Gnggs, project co-director, is an Adjunet Professor with the Department of Biological
Sciences and will be administering the riparian vegetation inventory and other biological chapters. Dr.
Origgs recently joined the Dept. of Biological Sciences after a 17 year career with The Nature
Coaservancy where he directed land management research and implementation.

The Research Fotmdafion. established in 1940, is an auxiliary organization, acting as fiscal agent for
California State University, Chico on all externally funded projects. The Research Foundation,
providing overall financial management, personnel, insurance, and other managemant scrvlces~ acts as
the administrative liaison with all funding agencies.

Monitoring and Data Evaluation
The LCC~VG will be responsible for the developraent of teclmical monitoring mad proj oct data
evaluation. Any plan or project that the LCCWG prodaces will iaclude monitoring protocols and
quality- assurance programs where appropriate. Ti~e ECR includes an extensive ecological, hydrological
and genmorphologic characterization of LCC since none presently exists. 2-his characterization will
petTnanent plots for long-term monitoring of the ecological, hy~ological and geomorphologic
conditions on LCC. LCCWG will rely on a team of technical experts from CSU, Chico, as welt as
public and private agencles, to develop data evaluatlon and monitoring during Phase 1I and IlI of the
WMS. During Phase IV, funding wil! be sought to ~mplement those plans and projects and to continue
long-term monitoring.

Local Support/Coordination and Compatibility with other CALFED Progrant~
Ihi~ project, and the Prop 204 funded portion of the project, has been coordinated with the LCC
stakeholders, and the LCCWG Steering Committee. Of the 60 citizens and agency personnel present
the last stakeholder meeting, all but two citizens supported the efforts to secure funding ~or an ECR
anti WMS. Therefore, pertmssio~ to access property for surveys, monitoring and data collection is not
a concern. Ther~ are many similar efforts lathe viciniW of LCC watershed that support this effort such
as Butte Creek Watershed Conservancy, Big Chico Creek Watershed Alliance, and others. The
proposed activities in this proposal meet numerous CALFED objectives by researching, protecting, and
enhancing the runs of Spring Run Chinook salmon and Steelhead Trout these activgies comply with
Goals 1, Native Species Recovery and Conservation; Goal 2, Rehabilitation and Protection of Natural
Processes; Goal 4, Habitats; and Goal 6, Water Quality. The goals and objectives of this project serve
to advance the primary objectives of t~he CALF ED Watershed Program Plan [Feb. 1999).
The Counw of Butte and Glenn County Board of Supervisor~ and Planning Director have bean notified
of the scope and purpose of this project (f!~ Attachment C).
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Pro~iect Description

Proposed Scope of Work:
The Little Chicc Creek Watershed Group (LCCWG) will develop and inlplemtnt a Watershed
Management Strategy (WMS) in four phases creating a master plan for the restoration and protection
of watershed resources. The WMS will be created by LCCWG in partnership with CSU, Chloe and
other named service contractors. The necessity for a management plan has been identified in
CALFED’s Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan, Executive Summary, the USFWS Drq~ Restoratior~
Plan for Anadromous Fish Restoration. and CDFGs Restoring Ceno’at Valley Streams: A Plan for
Action. The WMS will create and implement education and out’reach programs to improve
management practices, and city ann county planning regulations..

The WM5 will be accomplished in four Phases. Phase 1, completing a Survey oflssues and Concerns
(SIC); Phase II, development of an "Existing Conditions Report" (ECR) and Phase III consists of the
development 0fa Watershed Management Strategy (WMS). Phases I through III will lead to Phase
IV. implementation of~he WMS. The survey (SIC) and four ECR chapters have alrea@, been funded
by Prop 204. A steering committee that meets monthly will determine possible solutions to bring to
stakeholder meetings for discussion. The Existing Conditions Report will characterize the hydrology,
fluvial geomorphology, and ecology, including fir~ history, of Little Chloe Creek. The ecology will
fncus on the aquazie environment and the terrestrial environment as a riparian corridor for wildlife
Water quality will also be assessed..

Phase III will develop the stakeholders Watershed Management Strategy handbook based on data
collected in the SIC and ECR produced in Phases I and IL Public meetings will be organized and
facilitated to accommodate the urtique habitat management needs of each portion of tile drainage.
Phase III will also identify and develop implementation measures, monltonng protocols, restoration
projects, educational prqiects and programs to improve and provide high-quality habitat for fish and
wildlife. Phase IV projects and progran~, identified in Phase II1. will be implemented and monitored as
funding allows.

Ongoing Task: Manageria! OverMght. Timeframe: Lengtlt of Pro.leer
TASK- Ongoing: Throughout the length of the project there will be substantial administrative duties
such as quarterly reporting, a~tendance at annual CALFED meetings, and general projecz management
av.d coordination with the multiple eollaboraiir~g entities. Deliverable: Quarterly Reports. Final Repo~.
and successful completion oftha project.

Phase II: Existing ConditionsReport-Jan 20OO-Dec 2000
Task ILl: Little Chico Creek Watershed Group Hislory Review~ JeffMott, ca-founder of the
LCCWG, will prepare a chapter of the ECR describing how ~e Group was formed and the evolution of
the Steerhag Conmaittee. This chapter will also include a review of the stakeholder meetings and the
issues and concerns that were identified during these meetings. Deliverable: ECR Chapter.
Task 11.2:    Watershed History Review. LCCWG will review the physieal and land use hisxoty of
the watershed to determine pas~ conditions, including previous fish migration patterns, past extent of
~parian vegetation, and stream meandering° Deliverable: ECR chapter.
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Task IL3:    Review of Education Programs. This chapter will describe past and current
educational projects including tbose described in other ECRs. This chapter wil! also sunrmanze the
efforts of the local LCC Educators Consortium. Deliverable: ECR chapter.
Task 11.4:    Laws and l~egnlations Review. LCCWG will conduel a de*ailed investigation of the
laws mad regulations referenced in the ECRs of Butte Creek and Big Chieo Creek to develop this
chapter. Deliverable: ECR chapter.
Task 11,5:    Fire History Review, This chapter will also be created by reviewing existing
Jn£ormation in adjaceut watersheds. Deliverable: ECR Chapter.
Task 11.6:    Watershed Recreation Review° LCCWG witl review adjacent land uses and
recreational uses of the creek resource. Deliverable: ECR Chapter
Task 11.7:    Complete Watershed GIS. Througi~ the CI~ico State Geograpbic Infomlation Center
(GIC), the LCCWO will further develop the ~31S work completed for the/3utte Creek and Big Chico
Creek Watersheds, focusing on the Little Chico Creek Watershed. In addition, the CtIC will crea~e the
various maps as data are collected in the monitoring elements of the ECR. Deliverable: ECR Chapter
Task IL8:    Geology. Existing geologic data will be compiled l?om US Geologic Survey,
California Division of Mines and Geology, and local reports. New data from the California Department
of Water Resources (DWR) latest geologic cross-sections of the lower LCC watershed will be
combined wifn existing upper watershed maps re create a comprehensive geologic map and description
of the LCC Watershed. Deliverable: ECR chapter.
Ta~k II.9:    Soils. The Natural Resources Conservation Service ~s currently revising the Bu~e
County. Soil Survey, including the LCC watershed. This survey wiil be publicly available in
approximately five years Thus field soils data and preliminary soil maps will be compiled for
inclusion in tk~e ECR. Deliverable: ECR chapter.
Task ILl0: Hydrology. Existing precipitation and streamflow records will be compiled to develop
descriptive suamaaD’ statistics of long-term averages and fi’equency of extreme events for the LCC
watershed. Water diversions will be quantified with regard to ~heir impacts on low-flow conditions.
Groundwater resources, including a preliminary analysis of groundwater recharge, will be smweyed
from existing data and limited field recotmaissance Fll¢ spatial and temporal distribution of urban
stormwater discharge will be estimated using engineering study records as available. Historic
topographic maps will be used to investigate buried stream charmels that are believed responsible for
l~eal flooding during winters with high precipitation. Deliverable: ECR chapter
Task lI.11: Geomorphoiogy. FIuvial geomorphic cortditions withiu LCC and its major trxbutaries
will be characterized through preliminary field surveys. All spatial data gathered will be geo-refereaced
for inclusion in geographio information system (GJS) coverage Permanent statxons with surveyed
cross-sections will be established to monitor changes in channel form, stability and bedload transport.
Charmel dynamics will be characterized by meastmng flow ~md geometric properties of the channel
and floodplain. Deliverable: ECRchapter.
Task ILl2: Riparian Vegetation Inventory. LCCWG will conduct a survey on Little Chic.o Creek
to describe the riparian vegetation (overstory, shrubs and herbs) found along the various reaches of the
creek. Ba~al area will be computed for trees by me~,suring diameter at breast height (dbh), and percen~
cover estimates will be made for other growth forms using line and belt transects. Where possible,
plant communities will be mapped to existing classification systems, e.g. the recently punished system
adopted by the California Native Plant Society. Permanent plots will be established for long term
monitoring. Deliverable: ECR chapter.
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Task ILl3: Riparian Herpetology Review. LCCWG will compile any past work on herps as well
as field observations during the aquatic and riparian vegetation surveys. Deliverable: ECR chapter.
Task 11.14: Riparian bird lnventory/Mammals Review. Bird field ~ampling will be conducted
during both winter and spring to determine the extent of use by migrating water/:bwl as ,,veil as
neotropical mi~ants. Both visual identification from strip transect points and song identification using
tape-recorded vocalizations will be used. Mammal use will be determined by searching library records,
agency technica~ reports (e.g. CDF&O), CSU Chico unpublished student projects and interviews with
local wildlife biologists. Deliverable: ECR chapter.
Task 11.15: Technical Team Review and Prepare Draft Existing Conditions Report and
Submit to Stakeholders. LCCWG’s technical advisory committee consisting of experts fi’om agency
personnel and the University, and DWR ",,All provide quality control review on all data obtained as a
part of the existing condition assessment. This report will include data obtained through execution of
tasks II. 1 through II. 14, and will include feedback provided by stakeholders at workshops.
Task I1.16: Meetings. Four Steering Commitrec meenngs and 1 Stakeholder meeting will be
conducted for the purpose of reviewing and commenting on the Draft ECR.
Task 11.17: Report Preparati~no Incorporate stakeholder comments on the ECR Report and
submit to the Final Existing Conditions Report to the stakeholders. Deliverable: ECR Report.

Phase 111:    Development of Watershed 3/lanagemtn# Strategy (WMS) June 2000- June 2001._
Task III.1: Steering Coramittee Meetings. Four steering Cormnittee meetiugs wilt be bold to
review the watershed management strategy.
Task IIL2 Stakeholder Meetings. LCCWG will conduct two workshops with interested parties
from the watershed to prioritize ~ssues. mad review- the watershed managemem strategy.
Task III.3: Develop Comprehensive WMS Outline. LCCWG will develop a detailed outline of
the WMS based on priorities found in Task II.2 lbr the critical review of ~takeholders;
Task II1.4: Prepare Draft WMS. LCCWG will provide a dral~ WMS Handbook for distribution
Task 111.5’, Incorporate Stakeholder Comments on Report and Submit Final Watershed
Management Strategj¢ Handbook to stakeholders and technical team.

Little Chico Creek Wal~rshed Group has been granted fimding through the State Water Resources
Control Board Safe, Clean. and Reliable Water Supply Act (Proposition 204) for the Scoping Process
(Phase I) and portions of the Existing Conditions Report (Phase II). Specifically the tasks being fula~ed
are: Survey of Issues and Concerns_ five stakeholder meetings (Phase I &II), stream survey, fish
inventory, water qnality, a review of existing manageraent and laud use p[arming, mad steering
committee meetings.

Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of the Project.
The Little Chico Creek Watershed is located approximately 90 miles north of Sacramento and flows
raxough Butte and Olerm Counties, The Creek originates at about the 3400-foot elevation near Platt
Mountain south of Big Chico Creek and norlh of Butte Creek on the western slopes of the Sierra
Nevada. Little Chieo Creek spans approximately 54.6 miles of s~eam before flowing into Butte Creek
(Please se__~eA#aehment A). LCC influences wetlands and rearing areas of fl0e Sacramento River and
Butte Creek ~hat are recognized as priority watersheds for native anadromous fish restoration,
espeeially Chinook salmon. Approximately half of the Chico Urban Area stormwater run-off
discharges to LCC, and ultimately Butte Creek. Thus, any pollution problems on LCC di~ctly affect
downstream water quality and the habitat of native aaadromous fislt.

6
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E colo~ical!Biolo~icalBenefits:

Biological Objectives

The successf~ui development and imp|ementation of a Watershed Management Strategy- depends on
solid baseline information from an extensive ECR and from a determination of the stakeholder
concerns and issues, Ultimately the creation era WMS for LCC will lead to improved water quality tbr
Butte Creek and mus will help protect imporran~ aquatic and riparian habitat for out-migrating
salmonid juveniles and rearing habitat for non-natal salmonids, occasional splittails, and other species
of cor~cern in the Butte Creek watershed. The ECR will establish baseline ctata that will identify any
future biotic declines or unprovemants and provide a quantitative basis for monitoring future
management actions. The WMS will identify li~e history stages critical to the restorafio~ of the fisher3,
m ~he watershed. The WMS will create plans to achieve grea~er ecosystem health to meet both the
local needs and those important for ’:he Bay-Delta restoration. The outcomes from this proposal will be
useful well into the future.

The primary objective for this project is ~o restore, protect, and enhance the Little Chloe Creek (LCC)
ecosystem for improved water qua]ity and quantity as well as important spawning habitat for Chinook
sahnon and steelhead trout. This proposal is for an ECS that will gather quantitative baseline data for
the biological tasks (II. 12, 13, 14) listed above. This data will be used in the future to monitor progress
of future management actions. Under this proposal we are not testing hypotheses.

Linkages
The LCCWG was awarded 53199_709 from the State Water Qt~Iity Control Board to conduct
stakeholder meetings and complete rotor chapters of the ECR. We are currently in contract negotiations
with the SWQCB and University Foundation to develop a contract for this work. In addition, the
LCCWG is proposing to share a watershed coordinator and ad-nini strative assistant with the Big Chioo
Creek Watershed Alliance.

The project is community based, with active leadership ar, d partielpation of landownaers, public
agencies and the general public. The activities in this proposal meet the CALFED objectives by
researclfing, protecting, and enhancing the runs of Spring Run Chinook salmon and Steelhead Trout in
the Little Chloe Creek watershed. These activities comply with Goals 1, Native Spec~,es Recovery and
Conservation; Goal 2, Rehabilitation and Protection of Natural Processes: Goal 4, t-Ia~ita~; ~d Gbat
6, Water Quality. There is also an educational component in the ECR tlzat is locally developed and,
supported by local elementary school teachers.

System-Wide Ecosystem Benefit£
ECRs provide necessary in~’ormation to make sound decisions for developing a WMS. The’~RMP
process brings all stakeholders together, ma~, iag the WMS a commnnity-based plan and thuds more
likely to succeed. Since LCC is a major tributary of Butte Creek, which is a CalFed prio~rlt,y,~atershefl,
mainteuance of water quality in this tributary is of prime concern. Thus, the need" foran ECI~ farad file
CRMP process ;o produce a WMS will achieve many :of*he implementation objectiVeS and
programmatic actions endorsed by CALFED and are listed below. This would compliment the efforts
ettrrently underway tbr the Butte Creek watershed. Specific ERPP (Vol. I & II) objectives and
programmatic actions addressed by this proposal are as tbllows: The vision for the Butte Creek
Ecological Management Unit for protecting and restoring riparian corridor (v II, p. 261). The Central

7
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Valley St~amflow Objective and Pro~mamaatic Target 7. and programmatic action 7a (v II, Page
~-671. The Stream Meander Objective and Target 1 (v II, P. 268); the Upper Watershed Process
Objective and Programmatic Action IA, 1B, and IC; the Riparian and Riverine Aquatic Habitats
Objectives, long term and short term (’V- I, p. 151 and v. II p. 261); the Agricultural Lands Objective
(v. I, p. 174 and v. IIp. 262); the Dams, Reservoirs. Weirs, and Other Structures Obiective, Targ~’t 4.
and Programmatic Action 4A (v. 11, p. 272); the Chinook Salmon Objective, Fall-run Chinook Salmon
Vision and programmatic action ( voL II, p, 263 and p. 273); Spring-run Chinook Salmon Vision and
Programmatic Action 1A (Vol. 11 p, 263, and p. 273}; fl~e Steelhead Objectwe and Programmatic
Actions (v. I, p. 227 and 229). The Goals and Objectives of the CalFed Watershed Program Plan
(Feb. 19993 are substantially advanced through the development of the ECP, fWMS. This project also
addresses the objective outlined in the AFRP Action 21, page 65.

Compatibility with Non-Ecosystem Objectives.
The generation of an ECR and the development of a WM£ ultimately result in a set of
recommendations for implementing non-ecosystem objectives such as levee system integrity ann non-
s~ructural flood control. The pmnary focus of pimse four wilt be implementation of the WMS, which
wili include non-ecosystem objectives.
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Technical Feasibility and Timing

Determining existing conditions of a watershed is a necessary iuaugural phase of any watarshed
planning effort. ~is proces~ leads directly to dewlop~ng a watershed management s~rategy ~o ~erve a~
a guide~e for watershed restoration. The LCCW is using a modified version Coordinated Resource
M~agemenl Pla~ing (CRMP) process. The CRMP process has been used in this region success~lly
in ~eent watershed restoration effo~s such as Bu~e Creek. Deer Creek. ~d ~11 Creek, and therelbre
we ~e using this process for our effo~.

The process of ga~ering information and data relat~g ro a wa~shed leading m a ma~gemem
s~ategy is not considered ~ project under CEQA, or ~ action ~der ~PA. Therefore, for ~e pu~ose
of complet~g this s~ge of ~e p~cess, we would no~ be requ]fing ~y enviro~en/al documentation or
penmts. Access to ~e l~ge private landholdings of the LiRle Chico Creek Watershed will be provided
by ~he o~ers of those p~cels ~d ~11 ~ot preclude ~he implementatlon of~y p~se of the project.
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Monitoring and Data Evaluation:
Data that needs to be evaluated for this project will come from many sources including:
I Published studies
2. Hi storical information revealed by stakeholders
3. New data revealed by canvassing the existing conditions of the stresses (e.g. r~parian vegetation

conditions, stream cross-section profile, etc.~

The LCCWG will establish a qualified tealmical peer review group that will be responsible for
chocking all evaluations and conclusions drawn from the data. Th~s group serves a vital quality control
function to make sure that data evaluations and conclusions are valid, and consistent with the current
state of scientific and engineering practices. The peer re~,lew group will consist of technical experts
from state and federal agencies (DWR. USFWS, and CDFG), and CSU-Chico. State agencies have
been incorporated into the peer view process because they will have various statutor5 anthorit5 and the
most knowledge of similar programs occurring statewide, and may be able to coordinate the et’fotts ox
the LCCWG with other programs.

Monitorln~ Parameters and Data Colleqfion Approach.

Data collected under this proposal will be used as baseline for evalnation of future managemen~
actions.

Table 2. Monitoring and Data Collection Information

I) Biological/Ecological Objectives

Hypothesis/Question to beMonitoring Parameter(s)Data Evaluation Comments
Evaluated and Data Collection Approach / Data

Approach Priority
Task IL 11 GeomophologySurveyed channel cross-Future comparisons

sections of channel movement
and bedload transport

Task iI.i’~ Riparian Permanent plots that Future comparisons
vegetation inventory record basal area and

cover by species

Task ILl3 Riparian Published reports; field

Task II.14 Riparian bird Birds:Permanent Fature comparisons

10
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Local Involvement

The LCCWO is a couurtumvy orgmnzatinn committed to the restoration of Little Chloe Creek. The
colmntmity conm~itment to watershed is demonstrated by the collaboration of local watershed groups,
count" govemrnem, educational organizations and conservation groups £sec a’~achment B for list of
local support). Local Oovernment has been notified of this project. This includes the Butte Cotmty
Board of Supervisors as well as die Plamting Director Tom Parille. Key resource agencies have been
notified and have agreed to endorse our efforts.

This project, and the Prop 204 funded portion of the project, has been coordinated with the LCC
stakeholders and the LCCWG Steering Committee. The membership on the steering conunittee is
primarily landowners: membership also consists of concerned c~tizens who live near the creek. At the
mos~ recent stakeholder meeting there were more than 60 citizens and agency personnel present and all
but two citizens supported the efforts to secure funding for an ECR and WMS.

A large portlon o~" LCC flows through the Cky of Chloe so access for monitonng and data collection is
not a concern in that segment of the oreek There are four landowT~ers in the upper reach o[’LCC that
are also members of the LCCWG Steering Committee that support this pr~ec~. The lower watershed
also contains public lands, ~c Llano Seco Wildlife Preserve and another l~ge landowner an the
Steering Committee. Therefore. pem,Assion to access property for sureeys, monitoring and data
coliection is not a concern, nor are there any third party impacts.

The LCCWG includes education as part of its Watershed Management Strategy. In Phase II, the
development of the ECR. a section is dedicated to the evaluation of past andpresem educational
watershed projects. LCCWO can utilize this irdurmation in the development of an education program
b) building on past deficiencies and success. The following is a list of activities planned for the
education and outreach program:

¯ Improve the management of the riparian corridor to enhance bone fits of anadromous fish
¯ Develop coordinated project plarming between private rand public landowners:
¯ Setup educational workshops with private landowners and local resource martagers
¯ Utilize developing watershed education progran~s in the local school districts
¯ Distribute information on California Fish and Game Restoration techniques to landowners
¯ Involve local, state and federal agency personnel to coordinate efforts
¯ Collect and synthesize information on riparian ecosystems
¯ Distribute information on riparian ecosystems
¯ Distribute information on landownar incemives

Ufflizing a series of five educational meetings, LCCWG will build and maintain strong landowner,
cernmunity, and agency participation in the developmem of an ECR and WWIS. LCCWG will ntilize
CSU, Chino faculty, and students to assist in the development of the above named ~sks. Meeting
coordination will be conducted by LCCWG. Volunteers from the LCCWG will assist in al! of the
efforts.

tl
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COST

Costs" attd Schedule to Implement Proposed Project

Table 3. Budget Costs

project Phase Direct Direct Service Materials Miscellaneous Overhead To|el
Labor Salaries and Contracts ’ and and Other Labor Costs
Hours Benefits Acquisition Direct Costs (general,

Contracts admin and
fee)

Phase II 106,734 31,790 5,200 17,325          37,553       198,602

-ff~-s.~ IIl 45,743 3,500 0 7,425 16,093 72,761
WMS
Project 14,687 0 0 2,750 4,673 22,110
Management
]’ask

T"~A LA LS 167,164 35,290 5,200 ~7~51)0 58~319 293~473

Table 4. Ouar{erlv Budc, et FY 1999

Quarterly Budget Quarterly Budget Quarterly Budget Quarterly Budget Total Budget
Oct. - Dec. 1999 Jan. - M~r. 2000 Apr. - June 2000 July - Sept. 2000

Phase

Phase II 49,652 49727 49,652 149,031

-Phase IIl 0 0 0 0

Project 3,671 3,671 3,671 1 t,O13
Management

TOTALS 53,323 53,398 53,323 160,044
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Quarterly Budget Quarterly Budget Quarterly Budget Quar~,erly Budget Total Budget
oct. - Dee. 2000 Jan. - Mar. 200 l Apr. - June 2001 ~ruly - Sept. 2001 FY 2000Phase

Phase II 49,652 0 0 0 49,652

Phase [H 0 36,382 36,382 0 72,764

Project 3,671 3,671 3,671 0 11 ,f)l 3
Management

fotals 55,323 42,054 42,054 0 135,429

Schedule
Please 11 and lII ofth~s project will start on January !, 2000 and be completed June 30, 2001. Phase [l.
producing an ECP~. will be accomplished January 1, 20013 through December 31, 2000. Phase III,
development of a WMS, will begin June 2000 and end June 2001.

]3
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Cost-Sharin~_
The LCCWG was awarded $199.709 of Proposition 204 funding from the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB) in 1999 to complete two important tasks. The first tusk consists of a scoping
process that coordinates stakeholder meetings and ide~ltilies issues and concerns. The second task will
fund four sections of the ECR. These sections include a stream survey, a fish survey, water quality data
review and monitoring and_ a land use and management pla1~ review’. Each of these surveys and
reviews ~1l become a chapter within the ECR. The eentraet between Butte Calmly, University
Foundation, and fire SWRCB is currently being developed.

the funding from Prop 204 allows floe LCCWG to utilize a modified version of the Coordinated
Resource Management and Planning for their Scop~g Process so that all LCC stakeholders can
participate in the development and implementation of an integrated Watershed Management Strategy
(WM8). S~akeholders are defined as all landowners, state and federal resource managers, city and
county gover~unent, conservatmn groups, educational institutions and any other interested parties. The
WMS witl restore and maintain the ecosystem processes and thus water quality for sustainable
econormc and ecological productivity. The Scoping Process will be completed in approximately one
year from the date a cmatract is signed, resulting in a smnmary document of stakeholder concerns and
issues. The four chapters of the Existing Conditions Report @CR) will take a total of 2.5 years.
resulting in four chapters of l 6 completed. Dr. Donald Hohgrieve will direct the Scopiag Process and
Ms. Jean Hubbell will direct the four portions of the ECR.

the LCCWG will also participate in cost sharing by sharing resources with the Big Chico Creek
Watershed Alliance (BCCWA) The BCCWA is snbmitcing a request to CaWed during this current
funding cycle for a Watershed Coordinator and a half time Administrative Assistant to be shared by
both watershed groups. The LCCWG will utilize these positions to condnc~ Steering Committee
meetings, public outreach, respond to requests and inquiries about the LCCWG and coordinate
activities of the stakeholders. Volunteers are currently doing tbesc activities in the LCCWG.

T~e funding currently belng requested from the CalFed Bay Delta Program will allow the LCCWG to
facilitate the Scoping Process by conducting additional stakeholder meetings to prioritize the issues
and concerns. This priority list will be the framework ~br the WMS and will direct future funding
opportanities toward solving these priori .ty issues, The CalFed Bay Delta Program will also allow the
LCCWG to complete the ECR that is currently only partially funded through Proposition 204

14
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Applicant Qualifications

The Litlle ChAco Creek Watershed Group (LCCWG) was lb~ed in 1998 by concemea citizens who
began a process that was intended to ensure the vitality of the Little Chloe Creek Watershed and to
preserve and restore native salmon and steelhead populations dependent upon a healthy watershed. The
management and o~ganization of the project will be:

Little Chloe Creek Watershed Group
Project Co-director - D. Holtgfieve
Project Ca-director - Thomas Griggs
University Facult~ - Student Assistants
Community Volunteers
Consultants

Project Co-Director:
Dr. Donald Holtgrieve, Professor of Geography and Plarming, CSU-Chico. Dr. Hokgrieve teaches
courses on water resources and environmantal planning. Dr. HoRgrieve has been the recipient of many
grams andS’awards lbcusing on the enviro~m~ent specifically water quality and watershed maaagemem.
He has extensive experience m directing grants awza-ded by both State and Federal Agenmes. as well as
official certification in Land Use. Transportation, and Wetlands PIauning. He has supervised over 200
projects in the last 25 years. As Project Director, Dr. Holtgrieve will provide assurance that adequate
resources are provided to the project, and will be the first line of communication between CALFED
Category. III and CSU-Chico.

Project Co-Director:
Dr. Thomas Griggs: project co-director, is an Adjunct Professor with the Department of Biologioal
Sciences and will be administering the riparian vegetation inventory and other biological chapters. Dr.
Griggs recent!y joined the Dept. of Biological Sciences after a 17 year career with The Nature
Conservancy where he directed land management research and implementation, most recently
developing the technology for riparian forest restoration along the Sacramento River. Under the
direction of Dr. F Thomas Griggs, the Biological Sciences and will be administering the riparian
vegetation inventor) and other relevant biological chapters.

A dministrative ~upport
The Research Foundation, established in 1940, is an alLxiliary organization, acting as fiscal agent for
Califumia State University, Chieo on all externally funded projecrs. The Research Foundation,
providing overall financial management, personnel, insnrance, and o~her management services, ao~ as
the administrative liaison with all funding agencies. The Research Foundation works with Project
Directors~Principal Investigators and their staff to ensue compliance with all applicable regulations
and appropriate accounting standard~. The Research Foundation is currently working with over 150
different agencies and is familiar with the regulations required by state and federal agencies, and those
in the private sector. Project staff and associates form an efficient team of professional scientists and
engineem who are experienced in all major components of the environmental field. The expertise of
~he staff at CSU Chico encompasses general environmental studies and reports, permitting oa~d
licensing ofcormmereial and industrial facilities, analysis of government regula~tons and policies, and
specialized biological, hydrological, and soil resources studies.
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ATTACHMENT A

Little Chico Creek Watershed MAP
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ATTACHMENT B

Little Chico Creek Watershed Group Supporters

Butte Creek WaterstLed Cor~servancy
Big Chico Creek Watershed Alfiance
Environmental t~esource Center at CSU-Chico ~ ghedheads)
Streana,~nders Adopt-A-Creek Program (storm da’ain identificatior~ education program)
Little Chico Creek Educators ConsorHum
Chico Unified School District. Envixora~aental Education with hands-on field traizaing
in the watershed
Butte Creek Education Project
California Department of Water Resources
USFWS
Chico Creek Nature Center
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April 15 1999

Jeff Mort
Little Chino Creek Watershed Group
4436 Ten Mile House Trail
Chino Ca. 95928

Subject: Suppor~ ~br LCCWG restoranon efforl

Dear Mr Mott.

The Board of Directors nfParks and Preserves Foundation has learned of your labors to
generate an Existing Conditions Repo~. / Watershed Managemem Strategy Ibr L~ttle
Chino Creek and would like ~o go on ~ecor~ m support of your eff~s, Your work w~ll
allow fo~ the acquisitmn and documentation of the ex~sung conditions of Little Chico
Cree~ essential for the planning ~d ~mplementation of measures ~o ensure the Iong-~erm
health of the wate~ay Please count us among your enthusiastic suppo~ers

Sincerely,

President

t 67 ~AST 31~D Av~NU ~-
CH :O, CA 95926
916 ’894.7738
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April 14, 1999

Glenn County Planning Department
John Benok. Director
25 South Murdock Avenue

WiIlows, CA 95988

Kri~Iin Cuep~r-Carker
Environmental Resource Program
Office of Sponsored Programs
California State University, Chaco
Chico. CA 95929-0870

Dear M~ B e, noit.
A proposal titled_ "Development of a Watershed Management Strategy for Little
Chino Creek Watershed Phase I[ and Phase III" wili be submitted on April [ 6.
1999 for consideration b) the CALFED Bay-Delta Program’s Ecosystem
Restoration Program and Strategic Plan in response ~<~ the 1999 Proposal
Solicitation Package. This proposed projec: would star[ on January h 2000 ann
end June 30. 2001
The primary objectives of this prodec: are to restore, protein and ennance water
quality and quamit> as welt as important spawning habitat for Chinook salmon and
Steelhead trout in the Little Chico Creek ecosystem. The Little Chino Creek
Watershed Group will complete the scope of work in four phrases. Phase h the
Scop:ng Process, consists of stakeholder meetings and a survey for watershed
issues and concerns {funded by Prop. 204]. Phase II is the preparation of an
evaluation of existing conditions {,partial[3 f=nded by Prop_ 204). {Phase III is the
development of an overall watershed management strategy including prioritizanon
of watershed stockholders issues and concerns. Phase IV consists of
implementation and monitoring of the strategies identified in Phase III. The
proposal solicits fundir~g for the remainder of Phase II remaining chapters of
Existing Conditions Report: and for Phase III
An Executive Summary al" this proposal wilt be %cthcoming by the end of the
month.
If you have any questions about this proposal, please feel free to call my office a[
(530/898-5026.
Sincerely.

Kristin Cooper-Carter. Coordinator
Environmental Reso~rce Center

KCCf, k
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April 14. 1999

Ol~nn County Board of Supervisors
P_O. Box 39
Willows CA 95988

Kristin Cooper-Carter
IZnvlronmcnr, al Resource Program
Oflic~ ~f Spunso~ed Progralns
California State University, Chloe
Chieo, CA 95929-0870

Dear Supervisors Bungarz. Freeman. Hanson. Harris and Mudd
A p~oposal titled "’Development of a Watershed Management Strategy tot L~ttle
Chico Creek Watershed, Phase II and Phase I[I’" will he stlbmitt~ on April 1
t999 for aons~cteration by the CALFED Bay -Delta Program’s Ecosystem
Restoration Program and Strategic Plan *~q response to ~he 1999 Proposm
Solicitation Package. Th~s proposec~ project would start on January . 200� and
end June 30. 2001.
The primary objectives of this prqlect are to restore, protect and enhance water
quality and quantity as well as important spawning habitat for Ch!nook,salmon ano
Steelhead trou~ in the Little Chico Creek ecosystem. The Little Chico Creek
Watershed Group w~il compiete the scope of work in four phases. Phase I. the
Seeping Process. consists of stakeholder meedng, and a su~;ey for watershed
issues and concerns "%nded by Prop. 204/. Phase II is the preparat:on of an
evaluation of existing conditions partially funded by Prop, 204). (Phase III ~s the
development of a: overall watershed managernem strategy including priurmzadun
of watershed stockholders issues and concerns Phase IV consists nf
implementation and monitoring of the s:rategms identified in Phase III. The
proposa~ soiicits funding for ~e remainder of Phase/I ~ remaining chapters of
Existing Conditions Repom and for Phase
An Executive Summa.--,. of this proposal will be fo~hcoming by the end of the
month.

If you have any questions about this proposal, please feel free to call my office at
(5301 898-5026
Sincerely,

Kristin Cooper-Carter. Coordinator
Environmental Resource Center

KCCIIR
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Chf~o Cmlif~ia ~5929~873
(530J 858~0~; FAX_ 530 898-5804

April 12. [999

Butte County Board of 5upe~sors
Beeler. Davis. Dolan. Houx a~ld Josiassea
25 County Center Drive
Orovitle. CA 95965

Kristin Cooper Carter. Coordinator
Environmental Resource P~egram
Office of Sponsored Programs
Califomla State UniverslW, Chico
Chico. CA 95929-0970

De~ Supervisors Beeler. Davis. Dulan. Hcux and Josiassea.

[n compliance with the requirements of the C.a2.F’ED Bay-Delta Program’s
Ecosystem Restoration Program and S trategie Plan 1999 Proposal Solicitation
Package. we are formally notifying you of the submission of eight grant
applications that reside either in par: or fully wi:hin the boundaries of Butte
County

A list of the proposa2s submitted follows:
1. Upper Butte Creek Road Management Impruvement P:~jec~
2. Butte Creek Watershed Education Progrnm
3. Cherokee Wa:ershed Sediment Tr~,~sport and Water Quality Analysis
4. Butte Creek Howard Slough Riparian Restoration
5. Developmem of a Watershed Management Strategy for Li~¢ C~co

Creek Watershed. Phase II and IlL
6. Watershed Coordination for Big and Little Chico Creeks
7. Butte Creek Acquisition. Revege~aaon, and Restoration Assessmen~

Projec~
8. Sacramemo Valley: Eastside Small Streams

Executive summaries of nil of these prol:~sals wili be forthcoming.

If you have any questions about these proposals, please feel free to call my
office ar (530"~ 898-5026.

Sincerely,

co. Butte County, Plating D~parmaear,
Thomas Parilo

Project Coordinators
/eft Wright
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Chaco. Ca&fo~i~
(530) 898~0~: FAX, (530) 898-680a

Apdl ~2. 1999

Tom P~1o
But:e Coun~ Pl~mng
7 Coun~ C~m~r
Oroville~ CA 95965

Ka-istm Cooper Carter. Coordmato~
Environmental Resource Program
Ottice of Sponsored Programs
California S rote University, Chloe
Cl’.dco. CA 95929-0870

Dear Mr. Parilo

In compl!ance with the requirements of the CALFED Bay-Delta Program’s
Ecosystem Restoration Program and Strategic Plan 1999 Proposa2 Solicitation
Package. we are formally notifying you of the submission ot eight grant
applica6.nns that reside nit.her in par~ er fuEy wkIfin the boundaries of Butte
County.

A list of the proposals submkted follows:
1. Upper Butte Creek Road Managemen~ Improvement Pro.lecc
2. Bntte Creek Watershed Education Program
3 Cherokee Watershed Sediment Transport ann Water Quality Analysis
4. But;e Creek Howard Slough Riparian Restoration
5. Dev~lopmem of a Watershed Managcme=c Strategy lbr Litti¢ CtficO

Creek Watershed, Phase II and III
6. Wate~hed Coordination for Big and Little C2~ieo Creeks
7. Butte Creek Acquisition. Revegetafion. and Restoration Assessmen~

Projec~
g. Sacramento Valley: Eastside SmalI St.rem~s

Executive summaries of all of these proposals wilI be fo~heowang.

If you have any questions about ti-lese proposai~, please feel free to call my
office at (5301 898-5026.

Sincerely,

Kristin Cooper Carter
Butte County Board of Supervisors
Project Coordinators
JeffWrlght
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OMB Approval No. (~,0043
APPLICATION FOR                   =. oA11~ SUBMITTSD                 Applican~ Idenfif~=er

0�/16/99FEDERAL ASSISTANCE
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BUDGET INFORMATION - Non-Construction Programs

$0

$0

~. ~TALS $293,473 $0 $0 $0 $293 473

I OBJEOT CLASS CATEGOR IE 8 {1 } ~le Chico Creek ECRtWh (2} 3) ................. [4)

.~. a. Perser~llel $138.857 $$38.$57

b, Fringe Ben~lts $28.307 $28.307

$17.500 $17.500

f, Contr~ctua~ $35,290 $3.5 2#0

Other

Total Direct Charges {sum ol 6a-6h) $235.154 $235~ 154

J. Indke~t Charges $58.320 $103,479

TOTALS (sum of 6~ and 5J) $293,4-73 $338,633

:.: ~ .:... ~    ,:, ~_:~i~ ~;~ ~    : -~- : .~:~ .~--:.~~
~ INCOME $0 $0 $0 $0 SO



$0

$0

$0

~, F~ $1~0,044 $53,323 $53,3~8 $53,323

$



CSU, Chico Research Foundation
California Slate Unmers;~u,, Chico

Chico. California 95929-0870
(530) 898-4044; FAX: (530) 898-6806

Lndirect costs are those costs that cannot by their nature be specified on a
project by project basis in the same way that line item direct costs can.
Generally, indirect costa are those that support project activities, as compared to
those that are directly related to specific project tasks. Uuiversities e~tablish aa
indirect cost rate with the Federal Government by following the appropriate
provisions of OMB Circular A-21. This circular was officially modified and
reissued on May 8, 1996. whicA, among other things, changed the term "indirect
costs" to "Facilities and Administrative IF&A) Costs." The circular spells out
two methods for determining such costs. We use the "Simplified Method" for
instltut~ons with less than $10 million in awards annually from the Federal
Government. Currently, we have two rates approved by our Health and
Human Services Regional Office (Region IX) contacts: 42% of salaries and
wages for on-campu~ projects and 18.5% of salaries and wages for off-campus
projects, May Wong (415-556-1704) is our contact and can provide you with
verification of our rate which her office approves after reviewing our financial
statements.

Typically indirect costs are intended to generally cover costs such as facilities
(including the space itself as well as utilities and janitorial services), general
administration, insurance, "infrastructure" (for instance, availabili~- of such
resources as library holdings and other resources-e.g., access to elec~tronic
databases, communication links, computing backbone, and the like), grant and
contract management services cost of advancing funds for projects which pay
m arrears and similar costs.
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Certifications Regarding Debarrnen& Suspension and
Other Responsibility Matters. Dr~Jg-Free Workplace

Req u|rements and Lobbying
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The ....

lterna[e IL (Grarltees WheAre Individuals)
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r~c. th~s burcen to ~P,e Office of Managemenl arid Budge: P~per~vsrx Reduction FrojecL 3348-0040~. Wasn.eg[on DC 20503

&SE DO NOT R~TURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
D IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

~s th~ case, ycu w~]l be net~fied

& Will c~mp~y with the ln~ergovern~ental Personnel Act of 7 W’I] comply, or has already compt~e~ w~th ~e
tgFo ~42 U S.C_ ~4728-4763) reJating t¢ prescribed reeuiremen[s of T/tle~ I an~ I~1 of ire Unito~

one of t~e 19 sta~Jtes or regulations specified in Policies ¢ct of 1970 (P.L. 91-646) which prov~e for
Appendix A of OPM’s ~tandards for a Merit Szstem of fair a~ ~au~[aB~e tre&~men~ of pe~on~ displaced or
Pe~annet Adminis~ation (5 C.F.R. 900. S~bpa~ F). whose prope~y ~s acau~red as e reeult of Federa; or

r~ondiscnminatign. ~e~ include ~ut are not limited to: ~u~oses regardless of Federal partic~pa~on in
ta/~Se VI of ~e CPil R~ghts Ac~ of 1964 (P,L. 88-352~ ~urcnases.

Amendmen~ of 1972 as amended (20 U.S.C. ~1681- Hatch ~t (5 U,S.C. ~1501-1508 and 7324-z328)
168~ and 1685-1686). which proh~bils discrim;~alion on which imh the .3~li~l activities ~t emB~oyees wno~e
the basis of sex; {c) S~ion 5Q4 ef the Rehabilita~on Dnnc[oel emp#oymenl ~ct~v~es 8re f~nded in wn~#e ot
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irtsu,able construction and acquisition rs $10.000 or more. 1,~ WIll comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding me pro[eolian of

205

I --01 7947
1-017947


