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Acronyms 

AFY acre-feet per year 
AVA American Viticulture Area 
Basin Plan Water Quality Control Plan for the Central Coastal Basin  
BMP Best Management Practices 
CBSM Community Based Social Marketing 
CCWA Central Coast Water Authority  
CDPH California Department of Public Health 
CEQA  California Environmental Quality Act 
cfs cubic feet per second 
CIP Capital Improvement Projects 
CN Composite Runoff Curve Number 
Conservation Districts Coastal San Luis and Upper Salinas Las Tablas Resource Conservation Districts  
County San Luis Obispo County, County of San Luis Obispo 
CSA 16 County Service Area No. 16 
CSD Community Services District 
CWC California Water Code 
DACs Disadvantaged Communities 
Delta California Bay-Delta 
District San Luis Obispo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District  
DPHS Department of Public Health and Safety 
DWR California Department of Water Resources 
EIR Environmental Impact Report 
GIS Geographic Information Systems 
GPCD gallons per capita per day 
GPD gallons per day 
GPM gallons per minute 
GWMP Groundwater Management Plan  
IRWM Integrated Regional Water Management 
IRWMP Integrated Regional Water Management Plan 
IRWMP, IRWM Plan San Luis Obispo County Integrated Regional Water Management Plan  
LRM Load Reduction Modeling  
MGD million gallons per day 
MHI  median household income 

MOU Memorandum of Understanding 
NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
NRCS National Resource Conservation Service  
Paso Basin Paso Robles Groundwater Basin 
ppm parts per million 
PRGBMP Paso Robles Groundwater Basin Management Plan 



San Luis Obispo Regional Integrated Water Management Proposal 
Attachment 4 – Budget 

 

March 2013    ii   

Acronyms, Continued 

Proposal, SLO Proposal San Luis Obispo Regional Integrated Water Management Proposal 
PVC polyvinyl chloride 
RCD Resource Conservation District 
Region San Luis Obispo County IRWM Region 
Regional Agency San Luis Obispo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District  
RMS Resource Management Strategies 
RWMG Regional Water Management Group 
RWQCB Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board 
SEP Supplemental Environmental Project 
SMCSD San Miguel Community Services District 
SSCSD San Simeon Community Services District 
STAC Stakeholder and Technical Advisory Committee  
SWP State Water Project 
SWP Statewide Priorities (only in Attachment 9) 
SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board 
TDS Total Dissolved Solids 
TMDL Total Maximum Daily Loads 
UCCE U.C. Cooperative Extension 
USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
WRAC Water Resources Advisory Committee 
WTP Water Treatment Plant 
WWTP Wastewater Treatment Plant 
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Chapter 2. PROJECT BUDGETS 

This chapter provides a detailed budget discussion including hourly wage paid by discipline; 
number of hours to be expended for administration; and costs shown for equipment or supplies to 
implement each of the six (6) projects.  The purpose for this discussion is to compare the level of 
effort with project work plan to ensure the appropriate amount of funding is provided to support 
the level of effort stated in the work plan.  To make this comparison, Attachment 4 – Budget is 
organized to reflect the tasks described in the detailed project work plans (Attachment 3) and 
project schedules (Attachment 5) briefly described as follows: 

 Project Administration (Task 1) - Budget Category (a): Keeping the project scope, 
budget and schedule on track, and communicating project progress with sponsoring 
agencies, stakeholders, and the various organizations involved with project delivery. 

 Labor Compliance Program (Task 2): Working to comply and demonstrate compliance 
with state labor laws. 

 Reporting (Task 3): Submitting quarterly project reports to the District that describe the 
progress and accomplishments for the quarter and is in accordance with the Project 
Performance Monitoring Plan. 

 Project Performance Monitoring Plan (PPMP) (Task 4): Creating a PPMP which 
outlines how the project performance will be assessed and evaluated, and the specific 
activities in collecting and storing data. 

 Land Purchase / Easement (Task 5) - Budget Category (b): Purchasing of needed 
lands for project implementation. 

 Assessment and Evaluation (Task 6) - Budget Category (c) Final Design (Task 7): 
Providing the necessary engineering, science, environmental and design studies and 
reports for going to bid with the project.  

 Environmental Documentation (Task 8): Preparing and certifying the necessary 
environmental documentation for compliance with CEQA.  

 Permitting (Task 9): Obtaining the necessary local, state and federal permits based on 
the individual regulatory roles of affected agencies.  

 Construction Contracting (Task 10) - Budget Category (d): Negotiating and preparing 
a construction contract for execution of the implementation project. 
 

 Construction (Task 11): Constructing the project. 
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 Environmental Compliance/ Mitigation/ Enhancement (Task 12): Executing 
environmental mitigation and enhancement measures including construction, monitoring, 
and reporting. 
 

 Construction Administration (Task 13): Providing construction oversight, project 
monitoring and labor compliance. 
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Task 3. Reporting 
Costs associated with Task 3 Reporting includes all expenses to support the IRWM 
Implementation Grant administration which includes Tribal Notification; quarterly project 
reporting; and the Final Project Completion Report.   Costs for Post Completion Reports, to be 
submitted annually for ten years of the project’s operational life, are not included because they 
will be paid for by a stewardship endowment managed by the The Land Conservancy (described 
in further detail under the budget description for Task 4.1). 

The total estimated cost for Task 3 is $11,005 and includes 180 to 245 hours of The Land 
Conservancy’s Conservation Project Manager, Conservation Director, or Executive Director, at a 
staff rate of $45-60 per hour.     

Costs associated with Task 3 are not a part of the requested grant funding and are submitted for 
consideration as cost share (non-matching).    

Task 4.1: Project Performance Monitoring Plan (PPMP) 
The PPMP will be prepared at the initiation of implementation to outline how the project 
performance will be assessed and evaluated as summarized in Attachment 6. The estimated cost 
to prepare the PPMP is $380 and includes 8 hours of The Land Conservancy’s Conservation 
Project Manager, Conservation Director, or Executive Director, at a staff rate of $45-60 per hour.   

Costs associated with development of the PPMP are not a part of the requested grant funding and 
are submitted for consideration as cost share (non-matching).   

Task 4.2: Monitoring Activities 
The monitoring activities associated with the Attiyeh Project and as described in the work plan in 
Section 3 were determined to be $2,794 using The Land Conservancy’s Conservation Easement 
Annual Stewardship Cost spreadsheet, Exhibit 4a.   

No grant funding is requested for this task because annual monitoring activities are paid for by a 
stewardship endowment managed by the Land Conservancy.  The annual stewardship cost of 
$2,794 for the Attiyeh Project would require a $93,200 endowment with a 3% annual rate of 
return.  The stewardship endowment is paid for by the landowner upon recordation of the 
conservation easement.  

Task 4.3: Data Management and Sharing 
This task involves integration of the data from the annual monitoring site visit described in Tasks 
4.2 and 4.3 into a monitoring report that will be sent to DWR, the landowner and any project 
partners requesting reports.  There are no additional and separate costs associated with the 
management and sharing of data with DWR during the project implementation period beyond the 
budgeted staff time already included within the project administration and reporting tasks for this 
project.   

Costs for the required post-completion annual monitoring activities are paid for by the proposed 
stewardship endowment managed by The Land Conservancy as described in the budget 
description for Task 4.2.  The stewardship endowment will pay the cost for all monitoring site 
surveys as well as cost for processing data from site surveys.  No additional budget is required 



March 201

under thi
in the bu

No grant

2

Task 5: L
Prior to r
update/re
described
for a sur
includes 
will be p
work.  

The cost
owned by
conserva
Monterey
Nacimien
and a rec
the Oak 
$2,102.  
$2,000 p
approxim
conserva
cost appr

$2,100,1
total cost
provided
easement
funding s

 D
 D
 T
 T

Work to 
so all co
described

 
 

13 

is task since 
dget for Tas

 funding is r

  Budge2.1

Land Purchas
recording th
efine/finalize
d in the com
rveyor to fin
20 hours of

paid for by th

t of the Atti
y the Attiyeh

ation easeme
y Counties 
nto Reservoi
cent compar
Ridge Ranc
The apprais

per acre for
mately 50% 
ation easeme
roximately $

00 of grant f
t for this tas

d by the land
t value), Th
sources iden

Department o
Department o
The Nature C
The Wyss Fo

secure the r
osts associat
d in the next

the stewards
k 4.2. 

requested for

et Catego

se / Easement
he conservati
e the legal

mpleted work
nalize neces
f a licensed 
he landowne

iyeh Ranch 
h Foundation
ent will enc
which inclu
ir.  The estim
rable sale of
ch (6,375 ac
al and recen

r Attiyeh Ra
of the fee

ent value.  H
$1,000 per ac

funding is b
sk, or $8,30
downer contr
he remainin

ntified below

of Fish and W
of Defense (R
Conservancy 

undation 

equired addi
ted with thi
t section. 

San

ship endowm

r this task. 

ory (b): La

t 
ion easemen
 description

k section of t
ssary easem
surveyor at 

er contributio

conservatio
n, Robert S.

cumber the 
udes over si
mated conse
f similar ran
res) sold for

nt comparabl
anch if purc
e value.  5

Hence, the A
cre, or $8,30

eing request
07,000.   A 
ribution of $

ng cost shar
w:  

Wildlife (Wi
Readiness an
(Packard Fo

itional fundi
is effort are

 Luis Obispo R

ment to be pa

and Purch

nt on the Att
ns and eas
this Attachm

ment docume
$100/hour. 

on.  No gran

on easement
 and Linda H
8,305 acre 
ix miles of 
rvation ease

nch property 
r $14,900,00
le sale provi
chased in f
50% is a t

Attiyeh Ranc
05,000.   

ted for this t
portion of t
$1,944,354 (
re of $4,262

ldlife Conse
nd Environm
oundation, L

ing (Cost Sh
e included w

egional Integra

Attiy

aid by the la

hase / Ea

tiyeh Ranch
sement exhi
ment for this 
ents,  is est
 The estima

nt funding is

t  is $8,305
H. Attiyeh, a
ranch locat
Nacimiento

ement value 
in Montere

00, providin
ides a reason
fee.  Conser
typical disc
ch conservat

task, which i
the matching
(approximat
2,646 will 

ervation Boa
mental Protec
Land and Wa

hare) will be 
with the wo

ated Water Ma
Att

yeh Ranch Con

and owner is

asement 

h, a surveyor
ibits alread
project.   Th
imated to b
ated cost for
s requested f

,000.  The 
and Robert J
ted in San L
o River dire
is based on 

ey County.  
ng the per ac
nable estima
rvation ease
count factor
tion easemen

is approxima
g funds for 
tely 23% of 
be secured 

ard) 
ction Initiati
ater Conserv

completed a
ork effort fo

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
nservation Ease

2

 already incl

r may be hir
dy complete
he estimated

be $2,000, w
r this work e
for this porti

land is priv
J.S. Attiyeh.
Luis Obispo
ctly upstrea
a prior appr
In January, 
cre land val
ated land val
ement value
r in determ
nt is estimat

ately 25% o
this task w

f the conserv
through va

ive) 
vation Fund)

as part of Ta
or Task 6 a

oposal 
Budget 
ement  

2‐11 

luded 

red to 
ed as 
d cost 
which 
effort 
ion of 

vately 
  The 

o and 
am of 
raisal, 
2011 

lue of 
lue of 
es are 

mining 
ted to 

of  the 
ill be 

vation 
arious 

ask 6, 
and is 

 



March 201

2

There ar
There is 
Project.  

Task 6. A
The rema
as outlin
secure t
Conserva
that this 
months o
this work
$5,800. 

The Land
months 
conserva
industry 
contempo
Attachme

A minera
developm
hours of 

The Land
to collec
values, l
Director 
prepare t
hours at a

Edits to 
from the 
incorpora
task bud
Conserva
is estima
estimated

The total
by the lan
funding a

13 

 Budge2.2
Enviro

e only asses
no design, e
Grant fundin

Assessment an
aining cost s
ed and desc
he required
ation Project
effort will r

of the projec
k is based o

d Conservan
of closing 

ation easeme
standards 

orary apprai
ent 3. 

al Remotene
ment potenti
a licensed g

d Conservan
ct baseline d
land uses, a
and Conser

the Baseline
a staff rate o

the conserv
Mineral Re

ate necessary
dget.  Work
ancy’s Cons
ated to requir
d to be $820

l estimated c
ndowner con
and are subm

et Catego
onmenta

ssment and 
engineering,
ng is not bei

nd Evaluation
share of appr
cribed in the
d additional
t Manager, 
require appr
t until fundi

on 90-120 ho

ncy will req
to verify 

ent value.  
and includ
isal describe

ess Report w
ial on the ra
eologist at a

ncy will deve
data and est
and infrastru
rvation Proje
e Conditions
of $50/hour, 

ation easem
emoteness R
y refinemen
k to final t
ervation Pro
re 12-18 hou
.   

cost for Task
ntribution.  C

mitted for co

San

ory (c): Pla
l Docume

evaluation 
, or environm
ing requested

n 
roximately $
 work plan 
l funding w
Conservatio
roximately 1
ng commitm
ours, at a st

quire a final 
no significa
Appraisal u

es all cost
ed in the co

will be condu
anch.  This 
a rate of $150

elop a Basel
tablish phot
ucture on th
ect Manager
 Report.  Th
and is estim

ment could b
Report or Ba
nts to the fin
the conserv

oject Manage
urs, at a staff

k 6 Assessme
Costs associ
nsideration a

 Luis Obispo R

anning/ D
entation

planning co
mental docu
d for this bu

$4M will be 
for this proj
will be per

on Director, 
12-15 hours 
ment letters c
taff rate of $

appraisal up
ant changes
update(s) ar
ts associated
ompleted wo

ucted by a lic
report is es

0 per hour.  

line Conditio
o monitorin
he ranch.  
r will condu
his effort is 

mated to cost 

e contingen
seline Cond

nal conservat
vation easem
er, Conserva
f rate of $45-

ent and Eval
ated with Ta
as funding m

egional Integra

Attiy

Design/ E

osts associat
umentation ta
dget categor

secured thro
ject included
rformed by
or Executiv
a month of

can be obtain
$45-60 per 

pdate or lett
s have occ
re estimated
d with con
ork section 

censed geolo
stimated to c

ons Report t
ng points do
The Land C
uct the site 
anticipated 
$3,000.   

nt on additio
ditions Repo
tion easeme

ment will b
ation Directo
-60/hour; tot

luation is $4
ask 6 are not
match.   

ated Water Ma
Att

yeh Ranch Con

Engineeri

ted with the
asks to com
ry. 

ough various
d in Attachm

y The Land
ve Director. 
f staff time 
ned.  The bu
hour, and is

ter to be com
curred in th
d to cost $3
nfirming an
for this pro

ogist to ackn
cost $3,000 

that will invo
ocumenting 
Conservancy
visit, comp
to require a

onal funding
rt and there

ent is include
be performe
or, or Execut
tal cost for t

42,620, which
t a part of th

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
nservation Ease

2

ng/ 

 Attiyeh Pro
mplete the At

s funding so
ment 3.  Wo
d Conservan
 It is anticip
over the ini

udget to com
s estimated 

mpleted wit
he contemp
30,000 base
nd verifying
oject includ

nowledge mi
and include

olve a site su
the conserv

y’s Conserv
pile the data
approximate

g partners, re
fore staff tim
ed as part o

ed by The 
tive Director
this work eff

h will be pai
he requested 

oposal 
Budget 
ement  

2‐12 

oject.  
ttiyeh 

ources 
ork to 
ncy’s 
pated 
tial 8 

mplete 
to be 

thin 3 
porary 
ed on 
g the 
ed in 

ineral 
es 20 

urvey 
vation 
vation 
a, and 
ly 60 

esults 
me to 

of this 
Land 
r, and 
fort is 

id for 
grant 

 



March 201

 
Task 7. F
NONE 
 
Task 8. E
NONE 
 
Task 9. P
NONE 

2

The Attiy
the imp
construct

Task 10. C
NONE 

Task 11. C
The cost
including
Conserva
Manager
estimated

As the fin
will be ad
title repo
totaling $

The total
$10,655, 
are not a
match.   

2

 
The Attiy
Grant fun

2

13 

Final Design 

Environmenta

Permitting  

 Budge2.3

yeh Project 
plementation
tion/implem

Construction

Construction
t to coordin
g developm
ation Easem
r, Conservati
d $355.   

nal conserva
dditional anc

ort is estimat
$10,300 and 

l estimated 
which will 

a part of the

 Budge2.4
Enhan

yeh Project 
nding is not 

 Budge2.5

al Documenta

et Catego

does not req
n of the
entation.  Gr

n Contracting

n/Implementa
nate the ne

ment of a R
ent, will req
ion Director,

ation easeme
cillary costs 
ted to cost $3
based on in

cost for Ta
be paid for 

e requested 

et Catego
ncement 

does not re
being reque

et Catego

San

ation 

ory (d): Co

quire any co
e conserva
rant funding

g 

ation 
ecessary wo
Resolution f
quire 6-8 hou
, or Executiv

ent language
to complete

300 and clos
dustry stand

ask 11 Cons
by the land
grant fundi

ory (e): En

quire any en
sted for this 

ory (f): Co

 Luis Obispo R

onstructio

onstruction c
ation easem
g is not being

rk items to
for the Lan
urs of The L
ve Director, 

e is proceedi
e the Final T
sing costs ar

dards.     

truction/ Im
downer contr
ing and are 

nvironme

nvironmenta
budget categ

onstructio

egional Integra

Attiy

on/ Imple

contracting, 
ment are 
g requested f

o complete 
nd Conserva
Land Conserv

at a rate of $

ing through t
itle Report a

re expected t

mplementatio
ribution.  Co
submitted f

ental Com

al complianc
gory. 

on Admin

ated Water Ma
Att

yeh Ranch Con

ementati

however ac
included 

for this budg

the conserv
ancy’s Boar
vancy’s Con
$45-60/hour

the acceptan
and Closing 
to be approx

on for the A
osts associat
for consider

mpliance/

ce/ mitigatio

nistration

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
nservation Ease

2

ion 

tivities relat
in Task 

get category.

vation easem
rd to accep
nservation Pr
r, and will co

nce process, 
Costs.  The 

ximately $10

Attiyeh Proje
ted with Tas
ration as fun

/ Mitigati

on/ enhancem

n 

oposal 
Budget 
ement  

2‐13 

ted to 
11, 

 

ment, 
pt the 
roject 
ost an 

there 
Final 

0,000, 

ect is 
sk 11 
nding 

ion/ 

ment.   

 



March 201

The Attiy
requested

 
Task 13.1
NONE 
 
Task 13.2
NONE 

2

There ar
budget ca

2

There ar
funding i

 

13 

yeh Project d
d for this bud

1. Constructio

2. Engineerin

 Budge2.6

e no other c
ategory. 

 Budge2.7
Contin

re no constr
is not being r

does not req
dget categor

on Managem

ng Services D

et Catego

costs for the

et Catego
ngency 

ruction/imple
requested fo

 

San

quire any con
ry. 

ent 

uring Constr

ory (g): Ot

e Attiyeh Pr

ory (h): Co

ementation 
or this budge

 Luis Obispo R

nstruction ad

ruction (ESD

ther Cost

roject. Grant

onstructio

contingency
et category. 

egional Integra

Attiy

dministration

DC) 

ts 

t funding is 

on/ Imple

y costs for t

ated Water Ma
Att

yeh Ranch Con

n.  Grant fun

not being r

ementati

the Attiyeh 

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
nservation Ease

2

nding is not b

requested fo

ion 

Project.   G

oposal 
Budget 
ement  

2‐14 

being 

r this 

Grant 

 



March 201

 

 PTable 2‐3.

Proposa
Project 
Project 
Funding

(a) Dir
(b) La

(c) Pla
En
Do

(d) Co
(e) En

Mi
(f) Co
(g) Oth
(h) Co

Co
(i) Gr

thr
*List sou
Landown
Other fu
The sour
recordati
memo da
Departm
Foundati

 

13 

Project Budget f

al Title: San L
Title: Attiye
serves a need
g Match Wai

 
Category 

rect Project Ad
nd Purchase/ E

anning/ Design
ngineering/ Env
ocumentation 
onstruction/ Im
nvironmental C
itigation/ Enha
onstruction Adm
her Costs 

onstruction/ Im
ontingency 
rand Total (sum
rough (h) for ea
urces of fund
ner contributi
nds to be secu
rce of the Non
ion of the con
ated February

ment of Fish an
ion, and The N

for the Attiyeh R

Luis Obispo R
h Ranch Con
d of a DAC? 
iver Request

dministration 
Easement 

n/ 
vironmental 

mplementation 
Compliance/ 
ancement 
ministration 

mplementation 

m rows (a) 
ach column) 
ding (for Non
ion ($1,997,6
ured ($4,281,
n-State share 
nservation eas
y 14, 2013.   T
nd Wildlife’s
Nature Conse

San

Ranch Conservat

Regional Inte
nservation E

? 
(a) 

Requested G
Amount

$2,100

$2,100

n-State Shar
29 funding m
,561)  
(Funding Ma

sement as cod
The sources o
 Wildlife Con
ervancy. 

 Luis Obispo R

tion Easement 

grated Water 
Easement 

 Ye
 Ye

Grant 
t 

Cos
Non-S

So
(Fundi

$0 
0,000  $

$0 

$0 
$0 

$0 
$0 
$0 

0,000  $

e AND Othe
match; $93,200

atch) is secure
dified in Land
of the Other S
nservation Bo

egional Integra

Attiy

Management

es X
es X

(b)  
st Share: 
State Fund 
ource* 
ing Match) 

 $0 
$1,944,354 

 $42,620 

 $10,655 
$0 

$0 
$0 
$0 

$1,997,629 

r State Fund
0 non-match)

ed by landow
d Conservanc
State Fund sha
oard, Departm

ated Water Ma
Att

yeh Ranch Con

t Proposal  

X No 
X No 

(c)  
Cost Share: 

Other  
Fund Source*

 $112,11
 $4,262,64

$

$
$

$
$
$

 $4,374,76

d Share): 
) 

wner contribut
y of San Luis
are are being 

ment of Defen

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
nservation Ease

2

 
 

(

* 

Total Pro

15  
46   $

$0 

$0 
$0 

$0 
$0 
$0 

61   $

ion upon the 
s Obispo Cou
developed wi

nse, The Wyss

oposal 
Budget 
ement  

2‐15 

d) 
oject Cost 

 $112,115 
$8,307,000 

 $42,620 

 $10,655 
$0 

$0 
$0 
$0 

$8,472,390 

unty 
ith the 
s 

 



March 201

Projec

The Pro
different 
RCD. Al
adjacent 

3

Direct pr
funding. 
used thro

 

Project 
Manage

$43 

 
 
Task 1. A
Administ
the proje
January 
approxim
organizat
hours we
Counties
administe

Task 2. L
The labo
The cons
code. Co
Managem
anticipate

Task 3. R
This task
Resource
the Final
for ten y
included 

13 

 Livect 3.

gram will b
accounting,

ll costs are b
Counties. 

 Budge3.0

roject admin
See the follo

oughout the e

Coastal San L

r 
Enginee

$59 

Administration
tration for L

ect. The proj
2017. The 

mately 20% 
tions admini
ere estimate
.  It should
ering the Pro

abor Complia
or complianc
sultant review
sts for the L

ment in Task
ed under Tas

Reporting 
k includes c
e Conservati
l Project Com
years of the
in the Admi

estock a

be administ
 rates and st
ased on expe

et Catego

nistration co
owing list of
estimated ho

Luis RCD 

er  Adm
Assist

$28

n 
Livestock and
ject is antici
total cost f
of the total 
istering the P

ed based on 
d be noted th
ogram. This 

ance Program
ce program i
ws contracto

Labor Compl
k 13.1, Cons
sk 1. 

creation of q
ion District t
mpletion Rep
 project’s o
inistration co

San

nd Land

tered by tw
taff; the Coa
erience from

ory (a): Di

osts in Budg
f staff memb
ours by task 

in 
ant 

Pro
Ma

8  $

d Land Prog
ipated to beg
for Administ
project cost
Program in 
implementa

hat two Res
is not a tax p

m 
is administe
or’s payroll 
liance Progra
truction Adm

quarterly pro
that describe
port, and the

operational l
osts.  

 Luis Obispo R

d Progra

wo separate 
stal San Lui

m implement

rect Proj

get Categor
bers involved
below. 

Upper Salin

oject 
nager 

L
E

$47 

ram is estim
gin upon gra
tration is es
. This admin
different po
ation of the 
source Cons
payer suppo

ered by the r
submittals f
am are inclu
ministration

oject reports
es the progre
e Post Comp
life).  The e

egional Integra

m 

Resource 
is RCD and t
tation of the 

ect Admi

ry (a) are a 
d and rates.  

nas Las Tablas R

Licensed 
Engineer 

$75 

mated to be 1
ant contract 
stimated to 
nistration co
rtions of the
Program in

servation Di
orted Program

relevant Res
for labor com
uded in the c
. No additio

s to be prov
ess and acco
pletion Repo
estimated co

ated Water Ma
Att

Livestoc

Conservatio
the Upper S
Program in 

inistratio

part of the
Combinatio

RCD 

Project 
Engineer 

$31 

044 hours fo
award and 
be $48,604

ost is related
e County. Th
n previous y
istricts with
m.  

source Cons
mpliance wit
cost estimate
nal/separate

vided to the 
omplishment
orts (to be su
ost to prepa

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ck and Land Pr

2

on Districts 
alinas Las T
previous yea

on  

e requested 
ons of staffin

for the durati
be complete

4 and equat
d to two diff
he administr
years in adj

h no tax bas

ervation Dis
th the State 

e for Constru
e expenditure

County by 
ts for the qu
ubmitted ann
are the repo

oposal 
Budget 
ogram 

2‐16 

with 
Tablas 
ars in 

grant 
ng are 

ion of 
ed by 
tes to 
ferent 
ration 
acent 

se are 

strict.  
labor 

uction 
es are 

each 
uarter, 
nually 
rts is 

 



March 201

Task 4: P
The PPM
Attachme
estimated
Construc

3

No activi

3

Grant fun

Task 6. A
Not appli

Task 7. F
Projects 
50% and
assumes 

Task 8. E
Projects 
into a CE
In Restor
Clearingh
Report. T
estimated

Task 9. P
Permits w
trigger p
applicatio
requested

3

Grant fun

Task 10. C
Contracti
construct

13 

Project Perfor
MP is fully
ent and will
d cost to im
ction Admini

 Budge3.1

ities are expe

 Budge3.2
Enviro

nding is bein

Assessment an
icable to this

Final Design 
can often be

d 100% plan
10 hours sta

Environmenta
tend to be sm

EQA exempt
ration Perm
house prior 
The budget 
d at $3,600. 

Permitting  
will be ident
permit agenc
ons, coordin
d for this tas

 Budge3.3

nding is bein

Construction
ing will va
tion without

rmance Moni
y described 
l be carried 
mplement t
istration bud

et Catego

ected under 

et Catego
onmenta

ng requested

nd Evaluation
s Project. 

e planned, p
ns and specif
aff time per s

al Documenta
mall and on 
tion or fall u
it Coordinat

to implem
assumes 10

tified by proj
cy review. I
nation and 
k. 

et Catego

ng requested

n Contracting
ary by proj
t the need fo

San

itoring Plan (
in the Mo
out per tha

the PPMP a
dget items. 

ory (b): La

this task.  G

ory (c): Pla
l Docume

d for this task

n 

permitted an
fication bein
site for up to

ation 
impacted la

under an exis
tion Program

mentation. N
0 hours of s

ject site. Pro
If permits a
may cover 

ory (d): Co

d for this task

g 
ject site. In
or contractin

 Luis Obispo R

(PPMP) 
onitoring, A
at Attachme
are included

and Purch

Grant funding

anning/ D
entation

k. 

d constructe
ng developed
o 8 project si

ands. It is ex
sting Mitigat
m. CEQA do

No projects 
staff time p

ojects tend to
are required 

permit cos

onstructio

k. 

n some ins
ng. In other 

egional Integra

Assessment 
ent without 
d in Admin

hase / Eas

g is not being

Design/ E

ed in one ye
d during the
ites and is es

xpected that 
ted Negative
ocuments w
will require

per site for 

o be on high
this task w

sts. There i

on/ Imple

stances, lan
r cases a con

ated Water Ma
Att

Livestoc

and Perform
additional p
nistration, C

sement 

g requested 

Engineeri

ear. The proj
e grant contr
stimated at $

most of the 
e Declaration

will be subm
e an Enviro
up to 8 pro

hly impacted 
will cover s
is no furthe

ementati

ndowners w
ntractor will

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ck and Land Pr

2

mance Mea
preparation. 
Construction

for this task

ng/ 

ject will resu
ract.  The bu

$3,600. 

projects wi
n for the Par

mitted to the 
onmental Im
oject sites a

lands that d
ite visits, p
er grant fun

ion 

will complet
l be hired b

oposal 
Budget 
ogram 

2‐17 

asures 
 The 

n and 

. 

ult in 
udget 

ll fall 
rtners 
State 

mpact 
and is 

do not 
permit 
nding 

te all 
by the 

 



March 201

landowne
competit
contractin
Administ

Task 11. C
The Live
change n
the health

Su
T
ap
in

Su
T
$

Su
T
in
co

Su
T
to
se
ap
pr
o

Su
T
ap
bu

3

Projects 
projects 
project n
budget it

Grant fun

13 

er or RCD t
ive bidding 
ng. Staff tim
tration. 

Construction
estock and L
needed for li
hy functionin

ubtask 11.1 C
The budget a
pproximately
nvolved in th

ubtask 11.2 W
The budget a

27,500. Wor

ubtask 11.3 W
The budget 
ncluding site
ounted towa

ubtask 11.4  I
The budget a
oward const
election, lan
pproximately
roject as the
f the implem

ubtask 11.4 Pe
The budget a
pproximately
udget assum

 Budge3.4
Enhan

tend to be 
themselves 

needs mitiga
em. 

nding is not 

through an in
will not be 

me to compl

n 
Land Progra
ivestock fac
ng of waters

onvene and U
assumes 90 h
y $4,030 lo
he STAC wi

Workshops and
assumes 2 wo
rkshop partic

Water Quality 
assumes 10
e visit) for 

ard in-kind m

mplementatio
assumes 4 t
truction cos
ndowner ag
y $26,594. L

ey are able. T
mentation site

eer Leader Pr
assumes 160
y $7,080. P

mes 0 hours o

et Catego
ncement 

on impacted
are enhance

ation, projec

being reque

San

nformal quo
used. RCD

lete any nec

am utilizes a
cilities to vo
sheds.   

Utilize Stakeho
hours of staf
ocal, state, a
ll dedicate ti

d Trainings 
orkshops/tra
cipant time w

Site Planning
0 water qua

approximate
match. 

on Sites 
to 8 implem

sts. Approxi
greements a
Landowners 
The budget a
e costs. 

rogram 
0 hours of st
Peer Leader 
of match, how

ory (e): En

d lands and 
ement or re
ct costs wil

sted for this 

 Luis Obispo R

ote process. D
s will use p
essary contr

an incentives
luntarily ad

older and Tech
ff time to or
and federal 
ime to partic

ainings will b
will be coun

g 
ality site pla
ely $8,040. 

mentation si
imately 586
and other 
will provide

assumes land

taff time to o
time will b

wever we ho

nvironme

do not requ
storation pr
ll be covere

task. 

egional Integra

Due to the s
purchasing p
racting is co

s-based appr
dopt managem

hnical Adviso
rganize and 
partner age

cipate and th

be organized
nted toward i

ans will be 
Landowner

ites each rec
6 hours of 

project site
e in-kind or 
downers will

outreach to 
be counted 
ope to have o

ental Com

uire mitigat
rojects that d
ed in the C

ated Water Ma
Att

Livestoc

small size of
policies to d
onsidered un

roach to ach
ment measu

ry Committee
lead the ST
ncies as we

his will be in

d and held f
in-kind matc

 completed 
rs participat

ceiving on 
staff time w
e identifica
cash match 
l provide app

and support
toward in-k

over 10 hour

mpliance/

tion.  In som
do not need

Construction,

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ck and Land Pr

2

f projects, fo
direct the for
nder Constru

hieve the cu
ures that imp

e 
TAC meeting
ell as indivi
n-kind match

for approxim
ch. 

(16 hours 
ion time wi

average $10
will support
ation efforts
to implemen
proximately

t peer leader
kind match.
rs match. 

/ Mitigati

me instances
d mitigation
, Implement

oposal 
Budget 
ogram 

2‐18 

ormal 
rm of 
uction 

ultural 
prove 

gs for 
iduals 
h. 

mately 

each 
ill be 

0,500 
t site 
s for 
nt the 

y 50% 

rs for 
. The 

ion/ 

s, the 
. If a 
tation 

 



March 201

3

Grant fun

Task 13.1
Costs inc
The budg
costs for 

Task 13.2
The RCD
in Constr

3

Grant fun

3

A 4% co
demonstr
practices

 

13 

 Budge3.5

nding is bein

1. Constructio
curred will 
get assumes 
up to 4 proj

2. Engineerin
Ds have staf
ruction and C

 Budge3.6

nding is not 

 Budge3.7
Contin

ontingency c
ration sites 
 on their ow

et Catego

ng requested

on Managem
be from con
568 staff h

ects.  

ng Services D
ff engineers 
Construction

et Catego

being reque

et Catego
ngency 

ost is includ
that will e

wn. Grant fun

San

ory (f): Co

d for this task

ent 
nstruction o
ours for app

uring Constr
who will co

n Manageme

ory (g): Ot

sted for this 

ory (h): Co

ded to provid
encourage l

nding is bein

 Luis Obispo R

onstructio

k. 

oversight, pr
proximately 

ruction (ESD
omplete proj
ent Tasks.  

ther Cost

task. 

onstructio

de flexibility
livestock ow

ng requested 

egional Integra

on Admin

roject monito
$32,736, an

DC) 
ject designs.

ts 

on/ Imple

y in identify
wners to im
for this task

ated Water Ma
Att

Livestoc

nistration

oring and la
nd $5,000 in

. Engineer c

ementati

ing and imp
mplement b
k. 

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ck and Land Pr

2

n 

abor compli
n labor consu

costs are incl

ion 

plementing s
best manage

oposal 
Budget 
ogram 

2‐19 

iance. 
ultant 

luded 

strong 
ement 

 



 

March 201

  PTable 2‐4.

 

Proposa
Project 
Project 
Funding

(a) 
Di
Ad

(b) La

(c) 

Pla
En
En
Do

(d) 
Co
Im

(e) 
En
Co
En

(f) 
Co
Ad

(g) Ot

(h) 
Co
Im
Co

(i) 
Gr
(a)
co

*List sou
Individu
 
The sour
and partn

13 

Project Budget f

al Title: San L
Title: Livest
serves a need
g Match Wai

 

Category

irect Project 
dministration 
and Purchase/

anning/ Desig
ngineering/ 
nvironmental 
ocumentation 
onstruction/ 

mplementation
nvironmental 
ompliance/ M
nhancement 
onstruction 
dministration 
ther Costs 
onstruction/ 

mplementation
ontingency 
rand Total (s
) through (h)
lumn) 
urces of fund

ual program pa

rce of the Non
ner agencies. 

for the Livestock

Luis Obispo R
ock and Lan
d of a DAC? 
iver Request

y 

/ Easement 

gn/ 

n 

Mitigation/ 

n 

sum rows 
) for each 

ding (for Non
articipants, an

n-State share 
There are no 

San

k and Land Prog

Regional Integ
nd 

? 
(a) 

Requeste
Grant 

Amoun

$48

$8

$157

$52

$8

$274

n-State Shar
nd multiple lo

(Funding Ma
loans, rate ch

 Luis Obispo R

gram  

grated Water 

 Ye
 Ye

ed 

nt 

Cost
Non

Fund
(Fu
M

,604 

$0 

,400 

7,244 

$0 

2,736 

$0 

,000 

4,984
 

e AND Othe
ocal, state and

atch) is secure
harges, etc as

egional Integra

Management

es 
es 
(b) 

t Share: 
n-State 

d Source* 
unding 

Match) 
F

$0 

$0 

$0 

$42,800 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$42,800
 

r State Fund
d federal partn

ed by volunta
sociated with

ated Water Ma
Att

Livestoc

t Proposal  

 No 
 No 

(c) 

Cost Share:
Other State

Fund Source

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

d Share): 
ner agencies t

ary participati
h the Program

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ck and Land Pr

2

 
 

(d

: 
e 
e* 

Total P
Co

$0 $

$0 

$0 

$0 $2

$0 

$0 $

$0 

$0 

$0 
 

$

to sit on STA

ion of individ
m.  

oposal 
Budget 
ogram 

2‐20 

d) 

Project 
ost 

$48,604 

$0 

$8,400 

200.044 

$0 

$52,736 

$0 

$8,000 

$317,784

AC   

duals 

 



March 201

 

Projec

Table 2-
sections p

4

 
Direct pr
are not a
funds. A
Performa
costs are
complete

Grant fun

Task 1. A
Administ
12 month
Administ
duration 
project’s 
hours.  T
estimated
$5,000 fo
of past C

Task 2. L
The labo
Water A
Program.
complian
the cost 
additiona

Task 3. R
This task
describes
and the 
operation
staff rate

13 

 Shact 4.

-5 presents 
provide addi

 Budge4.0

roject admin
a part of the

Administratio
ance Monito
e included w
e the designa

nding is bein

Administration
tration for th
h duration o
tration for th
of the proje
8 month co

These admin
d cost for A
or administr

County utility

abor Complia
r complianc

Authority on 
.  The Co
nce with the 
estimate for

al/separate ex

Reporting 
k includes 
s the progres
Post Comp

nal life).  Th
 of $125 per

andon St

the budget 
itional detail

et Catego

istration cos
e requested 
on costs dur
ring Plan are
within the o
ated work. 

ng requested

n 
he Shandon 
of initial pr
he Project’s
ect’s design
onstruction 
nistration ef

Administratio
ration during
y projects an

ance Program
e program is
behalf of t

onstruction 
State labor 

r Constructio
xpenditures 

creation of 
ss and accom
pletion Repo
he estimated 
r hour.   

San

tate Wa

for the Sha
l about the c

ory (a): Di

sts in Budget
grant fundin
ing construc
e included in
other budge

d for these ta

State Water
roject develo
s design pha
n from Octob

phase from 
fforts are at 
on of $20,00
g project con
nd equates to

m 
s administere
the County 
Manager re
code. Costs

on Managem
are anticipat

quarterly p
mplishments 
orts (to be 

cost to prep

 Luis Obispo R

ter Turn

andon State 
categories ide

rect Proj

t Category (a
ng and are s
ction and as
n the request
et categories

sks. 

r Turnout Pr
opment from
ase is estima
ber 2012 to
October 20
a staff rate

00 - $15,000
nstruction.  T
o approximat

ed by the Co
in accordan

eviews con
s for the Lab
ment in Task
ted under Ta

project repo
for the quar
submitted a

pare the repo

egional Integra

Sha

nout Pro

Water Turn
entified in T

ect Admi

a) that occur
submitted fo
ssociated wi
t for grant fu
s as part of

roject is estim
m Septembe
ated to be 8

o June 2013.
013 to May 
e of $125 p
0 for pre-con
This estimat
tely 3.9% of

onstruction M
nce to the C
ntractor’s pa
bor Complia
k 13.1, Cons
ask 1. 

rts to be p
rter, the Fina
annually for
orts is $5,00

ated Water Ma
Att

andon State W

oject 

nout Projec
Table 2-5. 

inistratio

r prior to pro
or considera
ith reporting
unding.  Oth
f the staff 

mated to be
er 2011 to S
80 hours dur
.  Administr
2014 is est

per hour, res
nstruction ad
te is based o
f the total pro

Manager of t
County’s La
ayroll subm
ance Program
struction Ad

provided to 
al Project Co
r ten years 
00 and includ

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ater Turnout P

2

t. The follo

on  

oject constru
ation as matc
g and the Pr
her administr
time require

e 40 hours fo
September 2
ring the 9 m
ration durin
timated to b
sulting in a 
dministration
on administr
oject costs. 

the Central C
abor Compl

mittals for 
m are includ
dministration

the County
ompletion Re

of the proj
des 40 hour

oposal 
Budget 
Project 

2‐21 

owing 

uction 
ching 
roject 
rative 
ed to 

or the 
2012.  

month 
ng the 
be 40 

total 
n and 
ration 

Coast 
liance 
labor 

ded in 
n. No 

y that 
eport, 
ject’s 
s at a 

 



March 201

 
Task 4: P
The PPM
implemen
summariz
adding a 
Basin an
includes 

4

There ar
Turnout 
found tha
within ex
way.  Bo

Grant fun

4

Planning
Complete

Grant fun

Task 6. A
Work to 
early 199
initially p
they occu

Task 7. F
On Augu
Services 
and desig
DWR to 
engineer 
estimated
proposal 
and parti

                 
2 County o

13 

Project Perfor
MP will b
ntation to o
zed in Attac
new water 

d reducing e
24 hours at 

 Budge4.1

re no costs 
Project.  Th
at all improv
xisting Coun
oth the Count

nding is not 

 Budge4.2
Enviro

g, environme
ed Work sec

nding is not 

Assessment an
assess and 

90’s when th
planned to b
urred prior to

Final Design 
ust 28, 2011
with Centra
gn review f
obtain fina
(AECOM) 

d their desig
to produce 

icipation in 

                       
f San Luis Obi

rmance Moni
be prepared
outline how
chment 6. T
supply, redu

energy consu
a staff rate o

et Catego

associated w
his is a resu
vements ma

nty right-of-w
ty and DWR

being reque

et Catego
onmenta

ental docum
ction of Atta

being reque

nd Evaluation
evaluate the

he project’s 
be constructe
o September

, the County
al Coast Wat
for the Shan
al design app

to prepare 
gn costs at $
a complete 
the design i

                   
ispo. “Utility R

San

itoring Plan (
d at the in
w the projec
The PPMP w
ucing ground
umption.  Th
of $125 per h

ory (b): La

with land or
ult of an int
ade and facil
way and Sta

R purchased/

sted for this 

ory (c): Pla
l Docume

mentation, an
chment 3 an

sted for thes

n 
e Shandon S
environmen

ed.  These c
r 30, 2008. 

y entered int
ter Authority
ndon State W
proval.  Un
and comple

$10,000 – 8
design was 

is estimated 

Reimbursement

 Luis Obispo R

(PPMP) 
nitiation of 
ct performan
will address
dwater pump
he estimated
hour. 

and Purch

r easement p
ternal assess
lities constru
ate Departme
/obtained the

task. 

anning/ D
entation

nd 100% de
nd are an assu

se tasks. 

State Water 
ntal impact r
costs are not 

to a Utilities
y2 (CCWA) 
Water Turno
nder this agr
ete a final d
0 hours of s
$49,000.  In
to be $10,0

t Agreement fo

egional Integra

Sha

f the Shand
nce will be
s measureme
ping from th

d cost to prep

hase / Eas

purchases fo
sment perfo
ucted for the
ent of Water
ese rights-of

Design/ E

esign are co
umed sunk c

r Turnout Pr
report was p
t considered 

s Reimburse
to manage a

out Project, 
reement, CC
design packa
staff time at
n addition to

000 – 80 hou

or Design Serv

ated Water Ma
Att

andon State W

don State 
e assessed a
ent of the p
he Paso Rob
pare the PPM

sement 

for the Shan
ormed by th
e project wi
r Resources 

f-way prior to

Engineeri

omplete as 
cost. 

roject was u
prepared and
in the proje

ement Agree
and perform
including c

CWA retaine
age for the 
t $125 per h
o these costs
urs of staff 

vices.” 2012. 

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ater Turnout P

2

Turnout Pr
and evaluate
project’s goa
bles Groundw
MP is $3,000

ndon State W
e County, w
ill be constru
(DWR) righ

o the year 20

ng/ 

described in

undertaken i
d the project
ect estimate 

ement for D
m complete d
coordination 
ed a profess
project.  CC

hour.  AECO
s, County re
time at $12

oposal 
Budget 
Project 

2‐22 

roject 
ed as 
als of 
water 
0 and 

Water 
which 
ucted 
ht-of-
000. 

n the 

in the 
t was 
since 

esign 
design 

with 
sional 
CWA 
OM’s 
eview 
5 per 

 



March 201

hour.  CC
Total cos

Task 8. E
CEQA d
1992 wit
are not co

The Cou
project’s 
by Coun
$5,000, b

Task 9. P
There ar
During p
potential 
resources

4

The cons
produced
construct
by AECO
effective 

Grant fun

Task 10. C
Construc
Water Tu
CCWA o
costs for 
advertisin
addenda 
AECOM
Contract 

Task 11. C
Construc
(1) chlora

 

                 
3 County o
Water Proj

13 

CWA and C
st for Final D

Environmenta
documentatio
th the projec
onsidered in

unty underto
impacts 20 

nty staff to 
based on 40 h

Permitting  
re no costs 
preparation o

project imp
s and, theref

 Budge4.3

struction cos
d a final des
ted, however
OM and CC
so that it is 

nding is bein

Construction
ction contrac
urnout Proje
on behalf of 
this task are

ng process a
if necessary

M’s proposal 
cost is $8,50

Construction
ction costs fo
amine treatm

                       
f San Luis Obi
ject Coastal Br

County staff 
Design is est

al Documenta
on for the S
ct’s environm
n the project 

ook efforts 
years later. 

complete th
hours of staf

associated w
of the environ
pacts.  It w
fore, does no

et Catego

sts presented
sign for the 
r, due to fin

CWA is an e
financially f

ng requested

n Contracting
cting includ
ect for bids
the County 

e estimated a
also includes
y.  This task 

for to perf
00. 

n 
or the Shand
ment improv

                   
ispo Office of E
ranch (Phase II

San

time estima
imated to be

ation 
Shandon Stat
mental impac
estimate bec

to update t
 An addend

he CEQA do
ff time at $1

with permitt
nmental doc

was determin
ot require any

ory (d): Co

d herein are b
Shandon St

nancial infeas
effort to upd
feasible for S

d for this task

g 
es all of the

s and to aw
and will be 

at 40 hours o
s responding
will be unde
form this w

on State Wa
ements and 

Environmental
I) Local Distrib

 Luis Obispo R

ates are base
e $69,000. 

te Water Tu
ct report3 (E
cause they o

he CEQA d
dum to the o
ocumentatio
25 per hour.

ting for the 
cumentation 
ned that the 
y environme

onstructio

based on the
tate Water T
sibility for S
date DWR’s
Shandon to i

k. 

e efforts to 
ard a contra
paid through

of staff time 
g to technical
ertaken by A

work is $3,5

ater Turnout 
(2) turnout f

l Coordinator. 
bution Lines an

egional Integra

Sha

ed on simila

urnout Proje
EIR).  Effort
ccurred prio

documentati
original EIR 
on.  These e
. 

Shandon S
and final de
Project doe

ental permits

on/ Imple

e 30 percent 
Turnout Pro
Shandon.  Th
s original de
implement.

publically 
act.  This e
h a reimburs
 at $125 per
l bidder que

AECOM, CC
500.  The t

Project will
facility const

“Final Environ
nd Facilities.” 

ated Water Ma
Att

andon State W

ar recent proj

ect was mos
ts to prepare
or to Septemb

ion in order
was prepare

efforts are e

State Water 
esign, the Co
es not impa
s. 

ementati

design stage
oject.  The d
he current d
esign and m

advertise th
effort will b
sement agree
r hour, a tota
estions and p
CWA’s desig
total estima

l be perform
truction.  

nmental Impac
1992. 

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ater Turnout P

2

ojects undert

stly complet
e the original
ber 30, 2008

r to reasses
ed and proc
estimated to

Turnout Pro
ounty assesse
act any regu

ion 

e.  In 1993, D
design was n
design undert
make it more

he Shandon 
be undertake
ement.  CCW
al of $5,000.
preparing con
gn subconsu

ated Constru

ed in two ph

ct Report, State

oposal 
Budget 
Project 

2‐23 

taken.   

ted in 
l EIR 
8.   

ss the 
essed 

o cost 

oject.  
ed all 
ulated 

DWR 
never 
taken 

e cost 

State 
en by 
WA’s 
  The 
ntract 
ultant.  
uction 

hases: 

e 

 



March 201

The first 
estimate 
from free

4

Task 12. E
Since con
right-of-w
No costs 

No grant

4

Task 13.1
CCWA w
Public W
on behalf
the Coun
claims.   
per hour.

Task 13.2
CCWA 
services 
contracto
record dr
work is $

Grant fun

4

As part o
will coor
complian
estimates

Grant fun

13 

phase, chlor
for these im

e chlorine to

 Budge4.4
Enhan

Environment
nstruction o
way, no env
are included

 funding is b

 Budge4.5

1. Constructio
will provide

Works Depar
f of the Cou
nty, quality 
These effort

. 

2. Engineerin
has contrac
during cons

or RFIs, issu
rawings base
$19,000. 

nding is bein

 Budge4.6

of the overal
rdinate revie
nce inspecti
s, the DWR 

nding is not 

ramine treatm
mprovements
 chloramine

et Catego
ncement 

tal Complian
f the project

vironmental 
d in the budg

being reques

et Catego

on Managem
e constructio
tment and w

unty.  Other 
assurance an
ts are estima

ng Services D
ted with th

struction.  A
uing clarific
ed upon con

ng requested

et Catego

ll project de
w and appro
ons as part
estimated re

being reque

San

ment improv
s is based o
. 

ory (e): En

ce / Mitigatio
t will occur 
mitigation o
get for work 

sted for this t

ory (f): Co

ent 
on managem
will be respo
responsibilit
nd maintena
ated to cost $

uring Constr
he design en
AECOM will
cations, revi
nstruction do

d for these ta

ory (g): Ot

evelopment a
oval of the T
t of constru
eview and in

sted for this 

 Luis Obispo R

vements will
on a recent s

nvironme

on / Enhance
entirely wit

or enhancem
on this budg

task. 

onstructio

ment and pro
onsible to de
ties include 
ance of the 
$45,000, bas

ruction (ESD
ngineering f
l be respons
iewing chan
ocumentation

sks. 

ther Cost

agreement b
Turnout Proje
uction. Base
spection cos

task. 

egional Integra

Sha

l be complet
similar proje

ental Com

ement 
thin already 

ment is antic
get category

on Admin

oject oversig
evelop, nego
bid assistan
construction
sed on 360 h

DC) 
firm, AECO
sible for sub
nge order re
n.  AECOM

ts 

between CCW
ect with DW
ed on prelim
sts are $45,0

ated Water Ma
Att

andon State W

ted prior to g
ect to conve

mpliance/

disturbed D
ipated as pa

y.  

nistration

ght on beha
otiate and sec
nce, on-site r
n budget, do
hours of CCW

OM, to prov
bmittal revie
equests and 

M’s proposal

WA and the
WR.  Also, D

minary disc
00.   

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ater Turnout P

2

grant award.
ert well treat

/ Mitigati

DWR and Co
art of the pro

n 

alf of the Co
cure all cont
representatio
ocumentation
WA time at 

vide engine
w, respondi
creating pr

 to complete

e County, CC
DWR will con
cussions and

oposal 
Budget 
Project 

2‐24 

.  The 
tment 

ion/ 

ounty 
oject.  

ounty 
tracts 

on for 
n and 
$125 

eering 
ng to 
roject 
e this 

CWA 
nduct 
d fee 

 



March 201

4

The Turn
make the
current d
address p
$81,500 

Grant fun

 PTable 2‐5.

Propos
Project
Project
Fundin

(a) 
D
A

(b) L

(c) 

P
E
E
D

(d) 
C
Im

(e) 
E
C
E

(f) 
C
A

(g) O

(h) 
C
Im
C

(i) 
G
(a
co

*List so
The sourc
by Count
 
Other fun
complian

 

13 

 Budge4.7
Contin

nout project 
e original DW
design, a co
possible con
is based upo

nding is not 

Project Budget f

sal Title: San 
t Title: Shan
t serves a nee
ng Match Wa

 

Categor

Direct Project 
Administration
Land Purchase

lanning/ Desi
Engineering/ 
Environmental
Documentation
Construction/ 
mplementatio

Environmental
Compliance/ M
Enhancement 
Construction 
Administration
Other Costs 
Construction/ 
mplementatio

Contingency 
Grand Total (
a) through (h
olumn) 
ources of fun
ce of the Non-St
ty of San Luis O

nding source inc
nce program, con

et Catego
ngency 

budget is ba
WR design m
nstruction c

nstruction co
on 50% of th

being reque

for the Shandon 

Luis Obispo 
don (CSA16)
ed of a DAC?
aiver Reques

ry 

n 
e/ Easement 

ign/ 

l 
n 

on 
l 

Mitigation/ 

n 

on 

(sum rows 
h) for each 

nding (for No
tate share (Fundi

Obispo to pay for

ludes in-kind ser
nstruction manag

San

ory (h): Co

ased upon th
more efficie

contingency
st variances

he Turnout co

sted for this 

(CSA 16) State W

Regional Inte
) State Wate
? 
st? 

(a)

Request
Gran

Amoun

$1

$17

$64

$8

$33

on-State Shar
ing Match) is se

r the local cost sh

rvices from Cen
gement and proje

 Luis Obispo R

onstructio

e current 30
ent.  Howeve
has been in
.  The const
onstruction c

task. 

Water Turnout P

egrated Wate
r Turnout P

 Y
 Y

ted 
nt 
nt 

Cos
S

Sour

3,000 

$0 

$0 

8,500 

$0 

4,000 

$0 

1,500 

37,000 

re AND Othe
cured by CSA 1
hare portion of th

ntral Coast Water
ect oversight.

egional Integra

Sha

on/ Imple

0% design ef
er, since DW
ncluded in t
truction / im
costs. 

Project 

er Managemen
roject 

Yes 
Yes 

(b) 
st Share: Non
State Fund 
rce* (Fundin

Match) 

$15,0

$74,0

$44,0

$133,0

er State Fun
6 collected from
he project. 

r Authority on b

ated Water Ma
Att

andon State W

ementati

fforts which 
WR has not 
the overall p

mplementatio

nt Proposal  

 No 
 No 

(c
n-

ng 

Cost S
Other

Fund S

000 

$0 

000 

000 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

000 

nd Share):   C
m water rate and 

behalf of the Cou

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ater Turnout P

2

ion 

are attempti
yet approve

project budg
on contingen

 
 

c) 

Share: 
r State 
Source* 

To

$0 

$0 

$0 
 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$45,000 

$0 

$45,000 

CSA 16 Reser
service charges 

unty to administe

oposal 
Budget 
Project 

2‐25 

ing to 
ed the 
get to 
ncy of 

(d) 

otal Project 
Cost 

$28,000

$0

$74,000

$222,500

$0

$64,000

$45,000

$81,500

$515,000

rves 
as approved 

er the labor 

 



March 201

 

Projec
Water

The San 
identified
an alread
with the 
Plan, the 

 W1.

 E2.

 N3.

 N4.

 N5.

 16.

Project b
were bas

 
 P1.

co

 A2.
fr

 E3.
ap

Grant fun

The follo
Table 2-

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

13 

 Sanct 5.
r System

Miguel Co
d projects in
dy deficient w
identified de
projects inc

Well 3 Rehab

Emergency B

New Fire Hyd

New Water W

New Water S

2th and K St

budgets for t
ed on the fo

rofessional e
onstruction a

Actual bid am
rames. 

Estimated cos
pplicable. 

nding is bein

owing sectio
6 below is a

S

n Miguel
m Improv

ommunity Se
n the immedi
water system
eficiencies t

clude:   

bilitation 

Backup Powe

drants and W

Well Siting S

Storage Tank

treet Water M

the six subpr
llowing: 

experience in
activities for

mounts for si

sts based on 

ng requested

ons provide 
a summary o

San

San Miguel Com

l Commu
vements

ervices Dist
iate future, o

m, and may n
hat face the 

er 

Wharf Head R

Study 

k 

Main Upgra

rojects of th

n estimating
r municipal w

imilar projec

input from e

d for all proje

additional d
f total progr

 Luis Obispo R

mmunity Servi

unity Se
s 

trict (SMCS
or they will 
not be able t
SMCSD’s w

Replacemen

des 

he San Migu

g planning, d
water supply

cts in similar

equipment s

ect tasks. 

detail about
am costs for

egional Integra

ices District Cr

ervices D

D) needs to
be faced wi

to support ev
water system

nts 

uel Critical W

design fees, a
y projects of

r geographic

suppliers and

t the categor
r all six subp

ated Water Ma
Att

itical Water Sy

District C

o implement
ith continued
ven limited b
m.  As discu

Water Syste

anticipated b
f similar natu

cal area and s

d contractors

ries identifie
projects.   

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ystem Improve

2

Critical 

t all six of 
d deteriorati
beneficial gr

ussed in the W

em Improvem

bid and 
ure. 

similar time 

s, where 

ed in Table

oposal 
Budget 
ments  

2‐26 

these 
on of 
rowth 
Work 

ments 

e 2-6.  

 



March 201

 STable 2‐6.

Sub‐

Task1 Ad

Task 2 La
Complian

Task 3 Re

Task 4 PP

Task 5 La

Task 6.  A
Evaluatio

Task 7.  F

Task 8.  E
Documen

Task 9.  P

Task 10.  
Contracti

Task 11. C

Task 12 E
Complian

Task 13.1
Managem

Task 13.2

Total 

 

5

Direct p
construct
in the req
categorie

Grant fun

Task 1. A
Administ
Improvem
month du
complete
equates t

Task 2. L
The labo
Construc
labor co

13 

Summary Budge

‐category 

ministration 

bor 
nce Program 

eporting 

PMP 

nd Purchase 

Assessmsent 
on 

inal Design 

nvironmental 
ntation 

Permitting 

Construction 
ng 

Construction 

Environmental 
nce 

1 Construction 
ment 

2 ESDC 

 Budge5.0

roject admi
tion associat
quest for gra
es as part of t

nding is bein

Administration
tration for 
ments is esti
uration of th

ed by April 
o approxima

abor Complia
or complian
ction Manag
mpliance w

S

et for San Migue

Well 3 
Upgrades 

$3,638 

$0 

$486 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$15,000 

$3,000 

$1,500 

$5,000 

$131,376 

$0 

$20,000 

$10,000 

$200,000 

et Catego

inistration c
ted with repo
ant funding. 
the staff tim

ng requested

n 
the projec

imated to be
he project. 
2015. The 

ately 2% of t

ance Program
nce program
er.  The Co

with the Stat

San

San Miguel Com

el Community Se

Well 3 and 
4 

Generator 

$3,638

$0

$486

$0

$0

$0

$15,000

$1,000

$2,000

$5,000

$132,876

$0

$20,000

$10,000

$200,000

ory (a): Di

osts to ove
orting and th
 Other admi

me required to

d for these ta

cts that com
e 24 hours p
The project 
total cost f

the estimated

m 
m is admini
onstruction M
te labor cod

 Luis Obispo R

mmunity Servi

ervices District C

12th and 
K Street 
Upgrades 

$3,183

$0 

$426

$368

$0

$0 

$21,125

$3,000 

$1,500

$4,375 

$106,023

$0 

$17,500 

$8,750

$175,000

rect Proj

ersee and ad
he Project Pe
inistrative co
o complete t

sks. 

mprise the 
per month a

is anticipat
for Adminis
d project tot

istered by 
Manager rev
de. Costs fo

egional Integra

ices District Cr

Critical Water Sy

SLT Water 
Storage 
Tank 

$4,547

$0

$608

$0

$13,848

$0

$27,750

$3,000

$1,000

$6,250

$137,997

$5,000

$25,000

$12,500

$250,000

ect Admi

dminister pr
erformance M
osts are incl
the designate

San Migu
at a staff rate
ted to begin
stration is e
tal cost.   

the District
views contra
for the Labo

ated Water Ma
Att

itical Water Sy

ystem Improvem

Fire Hydran
Wharf hea
Replacemen

$9

$1

$2,5

$1,5

$42,4

$50,0

inistratio

roject plann
Monitoring P
luded within
ed work. 

uel Critical
e of $40 per
n in Novemb
estimated to 

t, with assi
actor’s payro
or Complian

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
ystem Improve

2

ments  

nt/ 
d 
nts 

New 
Well 
Siting 
Study

10  $1,364

$0  $0

22  $182

$0  $0

$0  $2,540

$0  $67,164

00  $0

$0  $0

00  $0

$0  $0

68  $0

$0  $0

$0  $0

$0  $0

00  $75,000

on  

ning, design
Plan are incl

n the other bu

l Water Sy
r hour for th
ber 2013 an
be $17,280

istance from
oll submittal
nce Program

oposal 
Budget 
ments  

2‐27 

Grand Tot

4 $17,28

0  $

2 $2,31

0 $36

0 $16,38

4  $67,16

0 $81,37

0  $10,00

0 $7,50

0  $20,62

0 $550,74

0  $5,00

0  $82,50

0 $41,25

0 $950,00

n and 
luded 
udget 

ystem 
he 18 
nd be 
0 and 

m the 
ls for 

m are 

 

al 

80

$0 

10

68

88

64 

75

00 

00

25 

40

00 

00 

50

00



San Luis Obispo Regional Integrated Water Management Proposal 
Attachment 4 – Budget 

San Miguel Community Services District Critical Water System Improvements  

March 2013    2‐28     

included in the cost estimate for Construction Management in Task 13.1, Construction 
Administration. No additional/separate expenditures are anticipated under Task 1. 

Task 3. Reporting 
This task includes creation of quarterly project reports to be provided to the District that 
describes the progress and accomplishments for the quarter, the Final Project Completion Report, 
and the Post Completion Reports to be submitted in accordance with the DWR reporting 
requirement.  The estimated cost to prepare the reports is $2,310 and includes 15 hours at 
SMCSD’s Engineer’s billing rate of $154 per hour.   

Task 4: Project Performance Monitoring Plan (PPMP) 
The PPMP is satisfied through various degrees of monitoring and verification upon completion 
of the six subprojects described for San Miguel.  Each subproject will have some unique aspects 
of monitoring and the effectiveness of monitoring post-construction.   

The proposed monitoring approach is summarized as follows: 

a. Backup Generators. Once the generators are installed, startup and testing will be conducted 
prior to acceptance of the work. The District will continue to maintain the generators, and will 
conduct routine startup of the generators to verify their “readiness” to operate during an 
emergency.  There are no other specific things than need to be reported, other than 
documentation of the weekly or monthly generator testing performed by District staff, or a 
report of effectiveness (indicating generators worked) during an extended power outage. 
Startup costs are part of the construction cost for this subproject.   

b. SLT Water Storage.  The water master plan4 (2002) already calculated the deficit of water 
storage needed for fire flow, and thus by adding the new 250k GA water tank, we are partially 
fulfilling this requirement.  Since total storage recommended was over 1.3 MG, there will still 
be a shortfall of storage, but it will be much better than it is today.  There will not be any 
monitoring that can be described; however, we will be documenting construction completion, 
updating the permit with CDPH, and maintaining the storage needed in their water tanks for 
day to day use, and fire flows if and when needed.  Such costs are part of the construction cost 
for this subproject.   

c. 12th and K Street.    As part of Goal #2, we will perform field pressure and flow testing to 
verify the positive results of the pipeline upgrade.  This will be positive proof that the 
improvements performed as modeled.  We anticipate 2 hours of District staff time at $30/hour, 
plus 2 hours of District Engineer time at $154/hour, to confirm modeling results.  Total subcost 
for PPMP for this subproject is $368. 

d. Well 3 Improvements.  There is no monitoring that can be done, other than startup and testing 
upon completion of the new utility building.  Construction completion will be documented, and 
adequately tested to confirm the new facilities’ ability to improve safety and ability to house 
electrical and chemical facilities.   Such costs are part of the construction cost for this 
subproject.   

e. Fire Hydrant Replacements.  Similarly, there is no monitoring that can be done upon 
completion of this subproject.  The old unreliable hydrants, and the undersized wharfhead 
hydrants, will be replaced with new 6” hydrants, and past 2002 water system modeling has 

                                                           
4 John L Wallace and Associates. “Water Master Plan for San Miguel Community Services District.” 
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 SLT Water Storage Tank (design by SMCSD Engineer/consultants), 7.5% of total 
contract, or $18,750.  Add $5,000 for survey, and $4,000 for geotechnical services, for 
design grand total of $27,750. 

 Fire Hydrant/Wharfhead Replacement (SMCSD in-house design), 5% of total contract, or 
$2,500. 

 
Task 8. Environmental Documentation 
As discussed in Attachment 3, environmental documents will be completed for the subprojects.  

The Well 3 and 4 generator project is categorically exempt, and will require minimal effort to 
close out the required environmental documentation.  A budget of $1,000 for this project was 
included.    

For the Well 3 Upgrade, 12th and K Street Upgrade, and SLT Water Storage Tank projects, they 
are expected to be determined to be approved for construction with mitigated negative 
declarations.  A budget of $3,000 per project has been included.  Once the preliminary design is 
complete, an environmental consultant will be obtained to conduct the required CEQA 
environmental review.   

No environmental work will be required for the Fire Hydrant/Wharfhead Replacement and New 
Well Siting Study subprojects.   

NEPA environmental review requirements are not anticipated for this Project.   

Task 9. Permitting  
Permitting for the various subprojects is summarized below: 

 
Project Permit 

 
Status 

Well 3 Upgrades County of SLO 
Encroachment 

To be obtained prior to 
construction 

Well 3 and 4 
Generators 

AQMD To be obtained during 
construction 

12th and K Street 
Upgrades 

County of SLO 
Encroachment 

To be obtained prior to 
construction 

SLT Water Storage 
Tank 

Easement Revision To be obtained prior to 
construction 

CDPH Permit Update To be obtained prior to 
construction 

Fire 
Hydrant/Wharfhead 
Replacements 

County of SLO 
Encroachment 

To be obtained prior to 
construction 

New Well Siting 
Study 

Right of Entry Permit 
With Property Owner(s) 

To be obtained prior to 
construction 

 
Estimated costs for permitting are as follows: 

 Well 3 Upgrades, County of SLO Encroachment Permit: $1,500 
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1.1-List and describe SSCSD's current conditions and immediate challenges. 

1.2-Describe and quantify the current water supply strategy identified in their Water Master Plan. 

1.3-Provide an annotated map of SSCSD's existing project elements, describing each significant 
element (e.g., diversion structures, larger conveyance pipelines, and WTP’s) 

  

Task 2 - Current and Future Service Area Descriptions 

2.1-Describe historical growth and the impact of that water has had on approved planned growth in 
San Simeon 

2.2-Identify Geographic extent of the current and future SSCSD service area 

2.3-Geographically locate future planned service areas. Provide figures and exhibits as needed. 

2.4-Describe and quantify areas of improvement to the existing system and future system service 
areas. 

  

Task 3 - Describe Water Supply Sources 

3.1-Research and compile hydrogeologic data to quantify historical rainfall, streamflow and 
groundwater elevations in the Pico Creek watershed. 

3.2-Describe historical water supply sources including groundwater, surface water, recycled water, and 
conservation with yield from each source and potential for expansion 

3.3-Describe future supply sources including groundwater and surface water WTP’s, recycled water, 
and demand reduction thorough water conservation measures. 

  

Task 4 - Build-out Water Demands 

4.1-Develop GIS coverage of land uses for all of SSCSD's service area. Provide figures and exhibits as 
needed. 

4.2-Calculate build-out water demands based on recommended county-wide unit demand factors. 

4.3-Compare build-out water demands with current water supplies 

4.4-Meet and confer with SSCSD staff on demand results. 

  

Task 5 - Temporal Water Demand Projections 

5.1-Obtain County General Plan growth projection data. 

5.2-Apply population growth curves to the growth in water demand 

5.3-Quantify water supply need over the period of buildout for SSCSD's service area 

  

Task 6 - Develop a 3D Groundwater Surface Water Model 

6.1-Gather all well driller's logs in the Pico Creek Watershed 

6.2-Using a licensed Hydrogeologist, describe the basins lithology and aquifer properties for modeling 

6.3-Develop groundwater model and calibrate to data compiled in Task 3 - hydrogeologic data 

6.4-Apply existing water demands to model to develop a baseline model for comparison 

  

Task 7 - Develop Water Supply Alternatives 

7.1-Develop a maximum safe sustainable extraction yield scenario optimizing placement of 
groundwater and underflow wells. 

7.2-Quantify shortfall of remaining water demand to be met by other sources of supply including 
surface water. Recycled water, and conservation (and desalinization, optional task) 

7.3-Identify delivery point(s) of water for treatment and for distribution to service area 

7.4-Develop up to five alternative water supply portfolios to meet the projected water demands to build-
out of the SSCSD service area. 

7.5-Perform a preliminary design and cost estimate for each alternative for comparison. 

7.6-Select up to three preferred alternatives and provide Environmental Analysis. 

  



March 201

Task 8 - E

8.1-Es

8.2-Pr

8.3-Pr

8.4-Inv

  

Task 9 - R

9.1-De

9.2-Up
supply inpu

9.3-De

9.4-Pr
build-out of

9.5-De
customer r

  

Task 10 - C

10.1-D
Task 9 and

10.2-P

10.3-D

10.4-A
demands 

  

Task 11 - D

11.1-D

11.2-C

11.3-D

11.4-B

  

Task 12-P

12.1-D

12.2-D

12.3-W

  

Task 13-P

13.1- P

13.2-P

13.3-M

13.4-P

13.5-P

 
 
The exp
administr
amount i

 Table 2‐12.

Position 

13 

nvironmental A

stablish existing l

rovide preliminary

rovide project site

vestigate permitt

ecommendation

evelop a summar

pdate the existing
uts. 
evelop a capital i

rovide phasing of
f the SSCSD ser

evelop a financia
rates and develop

Completion of F

Develop Draft Fe
d completion of d

Provide public ou

Develop Final Fe

Approve resolutio

Design Report 

Develop the Phas

Complete Mitigate

Develop 30%, 50

Begin permitting p

roject Implemen

Develop Technica

Develop Work Pla

Work with County

roject Managem

Provide Meeting 

Perform quality ch

Monthly invoicing

Performance mon

Provide 5 hardco

ected level 
ration, repor
s estimated i

Planning and E

Analysis 

land use and bio

y cultural resourc

e images and en

ting requirements

ns and Impleme

ry of the recomm

g water distributi

mprovement pro

f water supply pr
rvice area (Phase

al model to asses
pment fees. 

Feasibility Study

asibility Report to
draft memorandu

utreach meetings

asibility Report a

on to proceed wit

se 1 project and 

ed Negative Dec

% and 90% desi

process 

ntation Proposa

al Justification fo

an, Schedule and

y staff in submitti

ment 

materials and m

hecks at each ph

g and progress re

nitoring status qu

pies electronic W

of effort f
rting, monito
in Table 2-1

Evaluation Study

San

logical resources

ce analysis, impa

vironmentally or 

s and timeline fo

entation Plan 

mendation of the 

on model to inclu

ogram implement

rojects to meet ex
es 2 and 3). 

ss the financial ne

y 

o be reviewed at
m. 

 with presentatio

and have adopted

th design of the p

design scope of 

claration (or Cate

ign drawings and

al 

or the Project 

d Budget 

ng Implementati

meeting minutes

hase of report co

eports 

uarterly reports to

Word and PDF fo

for the abov
oring and en
12. 

y Development E

Hourly
Rate

 Luis Obispo R

s on land require

acts to local strea

culturally sensiti

r application and

preferred alterna

ude the projected

tation plan and fi

xisting demands

eeds over time a

t intermediate sta

ons and fact shee

d by SSCSD Boa

preferred alterna

work. 

egorical Exemptio

d cost estimates

on Grant for Pha

ompletion 

o DWR 

rmats of all deliv

ve is estima
nvironmental

Effort 

y  Number
Hours

egional Integra

IRWM Imp

ed for project alte

am fisheries. 

ive areas. 

d approval. 

ative. 

d water demands

inal cost estimate

s (Phase 1), and 

and required cha

ages prior to pro

ets 

ard of Directors

ative to meet exis

on) 

ase 1 Project. 

verables 

ated at $70
l and design

r of 
s 

Total 

ated Water Ma
Att

plementation G

ernative. 

s and water 

e 

demands up to 

anges in 

ceeding with 

sting water 

00,000 inclu
n.  The net le

Cost

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
Grant Administ

2

uding the pr
evel of effor

oposal 
Budget 
tration  

2‐40 

roject 
rt and 

 



March 201

Principal P

Supervisin

Senior Pro

Associate P

Associate P

Principal E

Associate E

Graphics 

CAD/GIS 

Admin/ Se

Total 

 
Task 7 Fi
The San 
design of
Task 6. T
meet exi
pursued 
award w
ready” up
Table 2-

 Table 2‐13.

Position 

Principal P

Supervisin

Senior Pro

Associate P

Associate P

Principal E

Associate E

Graphics 

CAD/GIS 

Admin/ Se

Total 

 

Task 8 En
The San 
CEQA el
a thorou
environm
Feasibilit
purposes
declaratio
and was
compatib

13 

Professional  

g Professional    

fessional 

Professional  

Professional Hyd

nvironment Con

Environmental C

cretary/ Editor 

inal Design 
Simeon Su

f the preferre
The design w
isting critica
through fin

will be used 
pon award o
13. 

Design Cost Bre

Professional  

g Professional    

fessional 

Professional  

Professional Hyd

nvironment Con

Environmental C

cretary/ Editor 

nvironmental
Simeon Sup
lement to pr
ugh alterna

mental review
ty Study and
, the prefer
on (or categ
stewater fac
ble with wate

      

drogeologist  

nsultant  

Consultant 

upplemental 
ed alternativ
will include a
al water sup
ancial appli
to complete

of the grant a

eakdown 

      

drogeologist  

nsultant  

Consultant 

l Documenta
pplemental W
oceed to the
tives analy
w.  Project
d resolution 
red alternati

gorical exem
cilities, exis
er-type proje

San

 $            2

 $            2

 $            1

 $            1

 $            1

 $            1

 $            1

 $              

 $            1

 $              

Water Sup
ve recommen
a 30% desig

pply and sys
ications.  Th
e the Final (
amount.  The

Hourly
Rate

 $            2

 $            2

 $            1

 $            1

 $            1

 $            1

 $            1

 $              

 $            1

 $              

tion 
Water Supply
 design stag

ysis, the to
-level CEQA
to proceed 

ive project 
mption) based
sting right-o
ects.  The red

 Luis Obispo R

239                  

212                  

179                  

157                  

179                  

180                  

130                  

98                  

110                  

90                  

                 3

pply Feasibil
nded as part 
gn element to
stem needs 
he interveni
(90%) Desig
e level of eff

y  Number
Hours

239                  

212                  

179                  

157                  

179                  

180                

130                

98                  

110 

90                  

                  

y Feasibility
e of the proj

op three al
A analysis 
with the de
is assumed 

d on probabl
of-way and 
duced level 

egional Integra

IRWM Imp

 140   $         

 320   $         

 580   $       1

 850   $       1

 400   $         

   60   $         

   90   $         

   90   $         

 400   $         

 166   $         

,096   $       5

lity Study a
of the feasib

o bring comp
to the point

ing time bet
gn Report t

ffort assigned

r of 
s 

Total 

   40   $         

 120   $         

 120   $         

 240   $         

   40   $         

      ‐     $      

      ‐     $      

   80   $         

  
100 

 $           

   20   $         

 678   $       1

y Study and D
ject.  Based 
lternatives w
will be req

esign phase o
to require 

le solutions 
on proper

of effort is r

ated Water Ma
Att

plementation G

33,460 

67,840 

103,820 

133,450 

71,600 

10,800 

11,700 

  8,820 

44,000 

14,940 

550,430 

and Design 
bility scope 

mpletion of pr
t where con
tween grant
o make the 
d to this effo

Cost

  9,560 

25,440 

21,480 

37,680 

  7,160 

           ‐   

           ‐   

  7,840 

11,000 

  1,800 

121,970 

Design Proj
on the factu
will includ

quired upon 
of the proje
a CEQA m
working wi

rty where c
reflected in T

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
Grant Administ

2

Project inc
of work abo
riority proje
nstruction ca
t application

project “sh
ort is estimat

ect will incl
al presentati

de program-
adoption o

ct.  For plan
mitigated neg

ith existing w
current uses
Table 2-14.

oposal 
Budget 
tration  

2‐41 

cludes 
ove in 
cts to 
an be 
n and 
hovel-
ted in 

ude a 
ion of 
-level 

of the 
nning 
gative 
water 
s are 

 



March 201

 
 

 Table 2‐14.

Position 

Principal 

Supervisin

Total 

Task 9 Pe
The San 
permit in
secured. 

6

The San
include c

Task 10 C
The San
include c

Task 11 C
The San
include c

6

The San
include c
costs are 

6

The San
include c

Task 13.1
The San
include c
task. 

Task 13.2

13 

Environmental 

Professional  

ng Professiona

ermitting  
Simeon Sup
nvestigation 
 No costs ar

 Budge6.3

Simeon Su
construction 

Construction 
Simeon Su

construction 

Construction 
Simeon Su

construction 

 Budge6.4
Enhan

Simeon Su
construction 
associated w

 Budge6.5

Simeon Su
construction 

1 Constructio
Simeon Su

construction 

2 Engineering

Documentation

al          

pplemental W
element bu

re associated

et Catego

upplemental 
contracting.

Contracting 
upplemental 
contracting.

upplemental 
contracting.

et Catego
ncement 

upplemental 
contracting 

with this Bud

et Catego

upplemental 
contracting 

n Manageme
upplemental 
contracting 

g Services Du

San

n 

Hourly R

 $        

 $        

Water Supply
ut will not 

d with permit

ory (d): Co

Water Sup
  No costs ar

Water Sup
  No costs ar

Water Sup
  No costs ar

ory (e): En

Water Sup
or environm

dget Categor

ory (f): Co

Water Sup
or administr

ent 
Water Sup
or construc

uring Constru

 Luis Obispo R

Rate 

Num
Ho

    180 

    130 

 

y Feasibility
proceed wit
tting. 

onstructio

pply Feasibi
re associated

pply Feasibi
re associated

pply Feasibi
re associated

nvironme

pply Feasibi
mental comp
ry. 

onstructio

pply Feasibi
ration.  No c

pply Feasibi
tion manage

uction (ESDC

egional Integra

IRWM Imp

mber of 
ours 

To

40   $

80   $

120   $

y Study and D
th permittin

on/ Imple

lity Study a
d with this B

lity Study a
d with this ta

lity Study a
d with this ta

ental Com

lity Study a
pliance assoc

on Admin

lity Study a
costs are asso

lity Study a
ement.  No c

C) 

ated Water Ma
Att

plementation G

otal Cost 

$           7,200  

$         10,400  

$         17,600  

Design Proj
ng until proj

ementati

and Design 
Budget Categ

and Design 
ask. 

and Design 
ask. 

mpliance/

and Design 
ciated with c

nistration

and Design 
ociated with 

and Design 
costs are ass

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
Grant Administ

2

ect will incl
oject financi

ion 

Project wil
gory 

Project wil

Project wil

/ Mitigati

Project wil
construction

n 

Project wil
this task. 

Project wil
sociated with

oposal 
Budget 
tration  

2‐42 

ude a 
ng is 

ll not 

ll not 

ll not 

ion/ 

ll not 
n.  No 

ll not 

ll not 
h this 

 



March 201

The San
include c
associate

6

The San 
include o

6

The San 
include a

 Table 2‐15.

Proposa
Project 
Project 
Funding

(a) 
Dir
Ad

(b) 
Lan
Eas

(c) 

Pla
Eng
Env
Do

(d) 
Co
Imp

(e) 

Env
Co
Mi
Enh

(f) 
Co
Ad

(g) Oth

(h) 
Co
Imp
Co

13 

Simeon Su
construction 
ed with this t

 Budge6.6

Simeon Su
other costs. 

 Budge6.7
Contin

Simeon Su
a project con

Project Budget 

al Title: San L
Title: San Si
serves a need
g Match Wai

 

Category 

rect Project 
dministration 
nd Purchase/ 
sement 
anning/ Desig
gineering/ 
vironmental 

ocumentation 
nstruction/ 
plementation 
vironmental 
mpliance/ 
tigation/ 
hancement 
nstruction 

dministration 
her Costs 

nstruction/ 
plementation 
ntingency 

upplemental 
contracting

task. 

et Catego

upplemental 

et Catego
ngency 

upplemental 
ntingency. 

Table (Table 7 o

Luis Obispo R
imeon Supple
d of a DAC? 
iver Request

Re

A

 

gn/ 

 

San

Water Sup
g or engineer

ory (g): Ot

Water Supp

ory (h): Co

Water Supp

of Guidelines) 

Regional Inte
emental Wat

? 
(a) 

equested 
Grant 

Amount 

$     60,000 

$0 

$   640,000 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

 Luis Obispo R

pply Feasibi
ring service

ther Cost

ply Feasibil

onstructio

ply Feasibil

grated Water 
ter Supply F

 Yes 
 Yes 

(b) 
Cost Share
Non-State

Fund Sourc
(Funding
Match)

egional Integra

IRWM Imp

lity Study a
es to support

ts 

lity Study a

on/ Imple

lity Study a

Management
Feasibility Stu

 No
 No

(c
e: 
e 
ce* 
g 

Cost S
Other

Fund S

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

ated Water Ma
Att

plementation G

and Design 
t constructio

and Design 

ementati

and Design 

t Proposal  
udy and Desi

 
 

c) 

Share: 
r State 
Source* 

$0  

$0  

$0  

$0  

$0  

$0  

$0  

$0  

anagement Pro
tachment 4 – B
Grant Administ

2

Project wil
on.  No cost

Project doe

ion 

Project doe

ign Project 

(d)

Total Proj

oposal 
Budget 
tration  

2‐43 

ll not 
ts are 

es not 

es not 

) 

ect Cost 

$60,000

$0

$640,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

 



San Luis Obispo Regional Integrated Water Management Proposal 
Attachment 4 – Budget 

IRWM Implementation Grant Administration  

March 2013    2‐44     

(i) 
Grand Total (sum 
rows (a) through (h) 
for each column) 

$700,000  $0  $0   $700,000 
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Quarterly invoicing is included as a task and budget item for each of the projects. The Grant 
Administration activity associated with this task is to ensure the quarterly invoices are prepared 
and submitted to the State as scheduled and in accordance with the grant requirements. This 
effort is estimated to be 450 hours at a District staff rate of $125 per hour. The total cost for this 
activity is $56,250. 

Category and Task 
Hourly 

Rate 
No. of 
Hours 

Consultant 
Labor 

Total 
County Staff 

Labor 

(a) 

Task 1 Administration: 
Agreements 

$185 30 $5,550

$24,300 $125 150 $18,750

(a) 

Task 1 Administration: Grant 
Reimbursement Invoices 

$185 0 $0

$56,250 $125 450 $56,250

 TOTAL:      $80,550 
 
Task 2. Labor Compliance Program 
The labor compliance documentation is included as a task and budget item for each of the 
projects.  The Grant Administration activity associated with this task is to ensure the 
documentation is submitted to the State in accordance with the grant agreement. This effort is 
estimated to be 24 hours per project at a District staff rate of $125 per hour ($3,000). The total 
cost for this activity is $3,000. 

Category and Task 
Hourly 

Rate 
No. of 
Hours 

Consultant 
Labor 

Total 
District Staff 

Labor 

(a) 

Task 2 Labor Compliance 
Program: Documentation 

$185 0 $0

$3,000 $125 24 $3,000

  TOTAL:        $3,000 
 
Task 3. Reporting 
This task includes creation of quarterly project reports to be provided to the District that 
describes the progress and accomplishments for the quarter, the Final Project Completion Report, 
and the Post Completion Reports (to be submitted annually for ten years of the project’s 
operational life).  This is included as a task and budget item for each of the projects.  

Quarterly Reporting will be included under this task.  The Grant Administration activity 
associated with quarterly reporting is to ensure the quarterly reports are prepared and submitted 
to the State as scheduled and in accordance with the grant requirements. This effort is estimated 
to 450 hours at a District staff rate of $125 per hour. The total cost for this activity is $56,250. 

Project Completion Reports are included as a task and budget item for each of the projects. 
The Grant Administration activity associated with this task is to ensure the Project Completion 
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Reports are prepared in accordance with the grant agreement, the grant distributions are 
accurately accounted for, and the reports are submitted to the State as scheduled and required. 
This effort is estimated to be 30 hours at a consultant rate of $185 per hour ($5,550) and 100 
hours (~ 16 hours per project) at a District staff rate of $125 per hour ($12,500). The Project 
Completion Reports are required in this Proposal and are scheduled to be completed over the 
span of 2014- 2017 with an estimated budget of $18,050. 

Post-Performance Monitoring Plan and Post Completion Reports are included as a task and 
budget item for each of the projects. The Grant Administration activity associated with this task 
is to ensure the Post Performance Monitoring Plans comply with the project assessment and 
monitoring requirements of the grant agreement. This effort is estimated to be 40 hours at a 
consultant rate of $185 per hour ($7,400) and 48 hours at a District staff rate of $125 per hour 
($6,000). Additionally, the District will lead the effort to collect and present the performance 
data in the Post Completion Reports annually. This effort is estimated to be 80 hours per 
performance report at a District staff rate of $125 per hour ($10,000). The total cost for this 
activity is estimated at $23,400. 

IRWM Grant Completion Report will be the primary responsibility of the District as Grant 
Administrator. The District will be responsible for completing the Grant Completion Report and 
ensuring the report is prepared in accordance with the grant agreement, the grant distributions are 
accurately accounted for, the benefits delivered by each of the projects are documented, the total 
project costs are presented, and the report is submitted to the State as scheduled and required. 
This effort is estimated to be 40 hours at a consultant rate of $185 per hour ($7,400) and 40 hours 
at a staff rate of $125 per hour ($5,000). This report will not be due until after all of the projects, 
grant invoicing, and quarterly reporting has been completed.  The total cost of the report is 
estimated at $12,400.  

General DWR and Project Sponsor Coordination levels will fluctuate throughout the term of 
the grant agreement but are estimated to require approximately 200 hours at a staff rate of $125 
per hour ($25,000). These activities may include responding to requests for information from 
DWR, providing grant updates to project sponsors and the Board of Supervisors, and general 
coordination activities associated with the grant. The total cost estimate is $25,000. 

Costs associated with Tasks 1, 2 and 3 are included in the project cost funding match. The 
District estimates that approximately $69,000 will be spent in the initial year upon notification of 
grant award, whereas the three years after are estimated at $50,000 each. Grant funding is being 
requested for this task. 
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Category and Task 
Hourly 

Rate 
No. of 
Hours 

Consultant 
Labor 

Total 
County Staff 

Labor 

(a) 

Task 3 Reporting: Quarterly 
Reports 

$185 0 $0

$56,250 $125 450 $56,250

(a) 

Task 3 Reporting: Final 
Project Completion Reports 

$185 30 $5,550

$18,050 $125 100 $12,500

(a) 

Task 3 Reporting: Project 
Performance Monitoring 
Reports 

$185 40 $7,400

$13,400 
$125 48 $6,000

(a) 

Task 3 Reporting: Project 
Post Completion Report 

$185 0 $0

$10,000 $125 80 $10,000

(a) 

Task 3 Reporting: Grant 
Completion Report 

$185 40 $7,400

$12,400 $125 40 $5,000

 TOTAL:      $110,100 
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Reserved Funds Required for Conservation Easement

CONSERVATION EASEMENT ANNUAL STEWARDSHIP COSTS

Item Quantity Unit Unit Cost Total Cost

Monitoring (Easement Stewardship and Defense Account)

Task 1: Pre‐monitoring preparations

Conservation Director 1 Hours 50.00$           50.00$                 

Postage 1 Letter 0.45$             0.45$                   

Subtotal 50.45$                 

Task 2: On‐site monitoring

Conservation Director 8 Hours 50.00$           400.00$              

Conservation Project Manager 8 Hours 45.00$           360.00$              

Mileage 60 Miles 0.555$           33.30$                 

Subtotal 793.30$              

Task 3: Post monitoring reporting and correspondence

Executive Director 2 Hours 60.00$           120.00$              

Conservation Director 6 Hours 50.00$           300.00$              

Conservation Project Manager 8 Hours 45.00$           360.00$              

Photo Printing 24 Pictures 2.50$             60.00$                 

Postage 1 Packet 1.50$             1.50$                   

Subtotal 841.50$              

Task 4: File Management

Conservation Project Manager 1 Hours 45.00$           45.00$                 

Subtotal 45.00$                 

Monitoring Total 1,730.25$           

Aerial Monitoring 

Chartered flight 4 Hours 500.000$      2,000.00$           

Multiplied by Likelihood of Occuring in One Year 0.20 Percent 2,000.00$     400.00$              

Reserved Rights (Easement Stewardship and Defense Account)

Executive Director 12 Hours 60.00$           720.00$              

Conservation Director 24 Hours 50.00$           1,200.00$           

Conservation Project Manager 8 Hours 45.00$           360.00$              

Mileage (per trip) 180 Miles 0.555$           99.90$                 

Subtotal 2,379.90$           

Multiplied by Likelihood of Occuring in One Year 0.10 Percent 2,379.90$     237.99$              

Easement Violations (Conservation Easement Defense CD)

Executive Director 16 Hours 60.00$           960.00$              

Conservation Director 40 Hours 50.00$           2,000.00$           

Conservation Project Manager 8 Hours 45.00$           360.00$              

Terrafirma Insurance Deductible 1 Deductible 5,000.00$     5,000.00$           

Terrafirma Insurance Annual Rate per Easement 1 easement 60.00$           60.00$                 

Photo Processing 24 Pictures 2.50$             60.00$                 

Postage 1 Packet 1.50$             1.50$                   

Mileage 150 Miles 0.555$           83.25$                 

Subtotal 8,524.75$           

Multiplied by Likelihood of Occuring in One Year 0.05 Percent 8,524.75$     426.24$              

TOTAL 2,794.48$           

RESERVED FUNDS NEEDED FOR ANNUAL COSTS

Annual Rate of Return 0.03 Percent 93,149.25$   2,794.48$           


