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AMERICAN RIVER (COMMON FEATURES) CALIFORNIA PROJECT 

II. This Agreement is amended as follows: (continued) 

2. Extend the contract termination date from June 30, 2003 of the original 
contract to October 30, 2007 to coincide with current projected project 
completion date re'"erenced in the aforementioned SACCR. 

3. Increase the cumulaf:(e financial obligation fer construction from 
$66,500,000 to $120.J00,000. Article II - Obligations of the Government 
and the Non-Federal Sponsor, Paragraph A. 3, the first sentence on page 5 
of 24, of the origins.I 2greement is being replaced by the following language 
and amended to read: Notwithstanding paragraph A.1. of this Article, ii, 
upon the award of any contract for construction of the Project, cumuiative 
financial obligations for construction would exceed· $120,600,000the 
Government and the \Ion-Federal Sponsor agree to defer award of that 
contract and ail subsequent contracts for construction of the Project until 
such time as the Govi::rnment and the Non-Federal Sponsor agree to 
proceed with further contract awards for the Project, but in no event shall 
the ward of contracts ·:,e deferred for more than three years. 

. , 

4. As original stated in P. rtic!e Vl - Method of Payment, Page 14 of 24, 
Paragraph A is hereb" amended to increase the estimated total project cost 
by $54,100,000 from .566,500,000 to $120,600,000 and the Non-Federal 
Sponsor's cash contri::ution required under Article 11.D of this Agreement is 
projected to be $23,090,000. Such amounts are estimates subject to 
adjustment by the Go"ernment and· are not ta· be construed as the total 
financial responsibilities of.the Government and the Non-Federal Sponsor. 

5. Increase the maximum projected total Project cost limit by $54,100,000 as 
reflected in the aforementioned SACCR. Article XIX - Section 902 Project 
Cost Limits, Page 22 of 24, is hereby amended to increase the maximum 
Project cost limit from $66,500,000 to $120,600,000. This increases the 
projected non-Federal Project share by $13,525,000 from $16,625,000 to 
$30,150,000 and increases the projected Local Project share by $4,057,500 
from $4,987,500 to 59,045,000. The maximum nonfederalshare under the 
current estimate mav not exceed $60,300,000. 

6. Add Exhibit B - Spedal Terms and Conditions for Department of Water 
Resources (Departme""t of the Army Corps of Engineers). 

7. All other terms and ccnditions of Contract No. 4600000651 shall remain the 
same. 
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Sch~d_nle 3:nd Cost Change Recu•est (SACCR) 
Alle!'1)alc Eng. Form 5040-J-R • 

From 
CESPK-PM-C 

To 
CESPK-DD-P 

l1roji:ct Manager 'HIIIDC Richard Nishio Phone (9(6)-5516645 

Sii:rn11111n: Dale 

Description of Change R equest:· 

Zt'Jo/ 

' :/ •" ::• :• · , .: .... - • 

Request approval to the increase lhe current project cost lo $120.6 million (fully funded Oct 01 price level) The sponsor req,w"l1s 
that lhis cost change be compared to U1c onginal au1horized project cost estimate of $65.5 million (folly funded. Oct 95 price level) as 
aulhorized by WRDA 1996 to justify U1e sponsor in~reasing the sponsor's cost ceiling clause in the PCA (Article JI A .3.) Lo lhe 
cwrent -project cost estimate of $120.6 million. Subsequent to WRDA 1996 aulhorizaliou, U1e sponsor lhougll SAFCA got the 
authorized project cost increased to $91.9 million in WRDA 1999 aulhorizalion. The project cost estimate change comparison is 
shown on the attached conHnuation sheet. 

Justification for Change: Cost increases are mainly atlributt:d lo const:p1clion and engineering & design and are described below. Cost 
increases for 0U1er ilems are shown on the attached sheet and dclailcd in the fooh1oles. ' 

(1) Adopting a comp~ete cutoff wall closure design requirement and additional gcolechnical explorations resulled in construelion 
of deeper slurry walls down to impermeable material and required the more expensive jet grout method of slull")( wall 
construction around bridges aad deep utility crossings. • \ 

(2) Adding cement to soil-benlonite slurry wall mixture increased both material cost and constmclion opcrnlion costs. 
(3) Issuance of a number of high cost coulrnct ruodificati011S. The more significant modifications resulted from unexpected slurry 
• leaks during construction of the s)uny wall Lhat required ernerg.ency repair and restoration of lhc levee and at times extended 

work hours. Contract modifications to complywill1EPA notice of violalion and to accelerate Garden Highway slurry w:all 
construction befor~ lhe flood season were also very costly contra.ct.modifications. 
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1t'21~;~~;cli~~1~gta -~h~::ti :;::.;I~ile slurry reach from Howe Avenue to Watt Avenue to meet project goal ofinitiation of slurry 
II wall constructio}l .in 1998 resulted in a very costly slurry wall. Also the origiual project cost estimate assumed all the slurry 
·1· walls would be constructed tmder one contract which is gcnera·lly less costly to conshuct than mull'ipte contracts. Dile to 

design sch~duJc constrainfs and the jct grouting requirem~nt, 6 contracts arc needed to complete slurry wall constmction ( 4 
construction contracts have been completed and 2 more arc schoduled for award in 2001 and 2002). 

It~, (5) Engineering and design cost increases are due to increased effort lo prepare an acldilional 5 slurry wall and jet grout 
'l constrnction contracts and added effort required lo condud additional exploration and design work required to refine the 

for lhe Sacramento River East Levee and Natomas Cross Canal Levee modilicalions. 
(6) Priri- c.:scahli1111 fn,111 Ocl 95 lo Oct 7001 pri.,_;(; lr.v,·ls h·1, i1wnv1,.;1-..d co11sl1u.-1i,11 1 ,md r•ugill'•J•ring & l,,..,.igu cos"· 
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The current project cosl estimate of $120.6 million is under the Fctlcrnl cost ceiling ilS calculated in accordance lo Seel ion 902 of 
WRDA 1986 as based on the cmTcnt authorized prnjccl cost of$91.9 million as authorized by WRDA 1999 . 

. s~~-" n_: !n!pact A,ssessm~nt - . 

O,ganization Description 
NIA r No impacts lo District leam since workload was hudgelci.l for lhc current project cosl estimate of $120.6 

million. ' ,. 

\ \ \ 
-

Section Ill - ProJcct Mana~~r•s Ey~_Juation ; 

Category Impact Resources Reguired 
Costs ($000) None f;unenl project c .. ost of $120.6 millimi is under Sec 902 limit 
Schedule None Proiect completion ·date of Oct 2007 remains unchangpel from SACCR 007522-01-01 · 

Manpower None Wmkload was budget~l for lhe project current cost eslimate of $120.6 n1illion~ 
. , . 
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Section IV - Coordination with Paiine,· 
Partner's Position and Acknowledgement 

ccJn<iO,,,-

------------------~ - --- -
; CESPK-DE-P Recommendation and Signature 

DistrictPRB Recommendation 
/4'pproval • 1 

_Approval wiCh Modifications 
_Disapproval . 

Returned to PM w/o-Action 
Referred to Division 

C:\diit.a\A.m.c:ric11.11\CF - Ge~ral\SACCR I 0-24-0 I .due; 

Reason 
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A1\1E1UCA..'f RI'l"'E:R WATERSHED, CA 
(CO'\flv!ON FEATURES) 

10/'.24/01 

Proie~t Cost :Estimate Comnarison 
(51000) I 

P'.!!lt ?:-oject Cost Estimated 
Es~..nate Based Increase 
WP.DA 1996 
Autr.orization (Fully 
Func.ed, Oct 95 Price 
Level) (1) 

Federal RE In-house Labor ao I 900 
F&W:Mitigation (2) I 01 1660 I 
Cultural Resources I 430 I 170 I 
Construction (3) I .i515o I 37450 I 
Enm.neering & Design ( 4) I 6830 14670 
Suoervision & Ad.min ! 6850 I -460 I 
LER...Ws I 6200 I 710 

TOTAL I 565,500 I S55,100 

Exhibit A 
Page 4 of 4 

Current Project • 
Cost Estimate . . 
Based on "'WR.DA • 
1999 Authorization 
(Fully Funded, Oct 
01 Price Level) (5) 

940 
1660 

600 
82600 
21500 

6390 
6910 

Sl:Z0,600 

(1) - Cost estimates as reported in~½~ (First) Addendum to the 1996 Supplemental Information 
Report (Sm), dated Septembe: 2, 1997. 

(2) - At the time the authorized cost :stimate was prepared F &W mitigation costs were not 
considered since construction -vou:.d be within the existing project right of·way. 

(3) - $82.6 million reflects actual "lu.")' wall construction contract costs :ind funds required to 
complete two jct grout construction contracts along !he lower American River as authorized by 
WRDA 1996. Construction ccntr:i.ct expenditures to date amount ,;o approximately $45 million. 
Cost increases are due to deeper o!·w.--ry wall requirement, need for jet grout method of slurry wall 
construction, adding cement to th~ slurry wall, significant contract :::nodifications, high· cost TO 

construct the Howe to Watt Ave :.luny wall contract and price escalation.. 
( 4) - Engineering and design cost inc:-eases are due to increased effort to prepare an additional 5 

slurry wall and jet grout construc:i:m contracts and added effort required to conduct additional 
exploration and design work :::qui.red to refine the plans for the Sacramento :River East Levee and 
Natomas Cross Canal Levee moci'.fication!I. 

(5) -Toe c:um.:nt project cost estimat~ of3120.6 million is under the Federal cost ceiling as caiculated 
in sccordance to Section 902 of~VR.DA 1985 and based on the cw::rent 'authorized cost oiS91.9 
million as authorized by WRDA •. 999. 

File: Project Cc,c Esdmate far SACCR 
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EXHIBIT 8-Special Terms and Conditions for 
Departme'1t Of Water Resources 

{De·partment cf t'ie Army Ccrp.s of Engineers) 

1. AVAILA.BILITY OF FUNDS: \/lfork to be performed under this contract is subject to 
availability of funds through the State's normal budget process. 

2. AUDIT CLA.USE: For contracts ii excess of $10,000, the contracting parties shall 
be subject to the examination and audit of the State Auditor for a period of three 
years after final payment under tl-ie contract (Government Code Section 8546.7). 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: 

a. Current and Former State Emolovees: Contractor should be aware of the 
following provisions regardlhq current or former state empioyees. If Contractor 
has any questions on the sta :us of any person rendering services or involved 
with the Agreement, the awa .. ding agency must be contacted immediately for 
clarification. 

(1) Current State r=molove~~: (PCC §10410) 

(a) No officer or employee shall engage in any employment, activity or 
enterprise from which the officar or employee receives compensation or 
has a financial interest and which is sponsored or funded by any state 
agency, unless the employment, activity or enterprise is required as a 
condition of regular state employment. 

(b) No officer or employe-?. shall contract on his or her own _behalf as an 
independent contn:~c:c,r with any state agency to provide goods or 
services. 

(2) Former State Emolovee~: (PCC §10411) 

(a) Far the two~year period from the date he or she left state employment, no 
former state officer or employee may enter into a contract in which he or 
she engaged in any cf the negotiations, transactions, planning, 
arrangements or any part of the decision-making process relevant to the 
contract while employed_ in_ any capacity. by any state agency. 

(b) For the twelve-month period from the date he or she left state 
employment, no foTTT'er state officer or employee may enter into a contract 
with any state agenc\1 if he or she was ~mployed by that state agency in a 
policy-making position in the same general subject area as the proposed 
contract within the 1 Z-month period prior to his or her leaving state -
service. 
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b. Penalw for Violation: 

(a) If the Contractor viclates any provisions of above paragraphs, such 
action by Contractor ~7all render this Agreement void. (PCC § 10.:120) 

c. Members of Boards and Com'11issions: 

(a) Members of boards 2nd commissions are exempt from this section if 
they do not receive p::iyment other than payment of each meeting of the 
board or commission. payment for preparatory time and payment for per 
diem. (PCC §10430 (e) • 

d. Reoresentational Conflicts er" Interest: 

The Contractor must disc!cse to the DWR Program Manager any activities by 
contractor or subcontractor p8rsonnel involving representation of parties, or 
provision of consultation serv ces to parties, who are adversarial to DWR. DWR 
may immediately terminate ~bis contract if the contractor fails to disclose the 
information required by this s:.::ction. DWR may immediately terminate this 
contract if any conflicts of inte"est cannot be reconciled with the periormancs of 
services under this contract. 

e. Financ:al Interest in Contrac~s: 

Contractor should also be a·vare of the following provisions of Government 
Code §1090: 

"Members of the Legislature, state, county district, judicial district, and city 
officers or employees shall ,1ot be financially interested in any contract made by 
them in their official capac:i-1 , or by any body or board of which they are 
members. Nor shall state, county, district, judicial district, and city officers or 
employees be purchasers at any sale or vendors at any purchase made by 
them in their official capac:t,." 

Prohibition on Contracts -=or =nd Product of Contract: 

Pursuant to the provisions of Public Contract Code §10365.5, the Contractor 
and subcontractors (except for subcontractors who provide services amounting 
to 10 percent or less of the contract price) may not submit a bid/SOQ, or be 
awarded a contract, for the provision of services, procurement of goods or 
supplies or any other re!ated action which is required, suggested, or otherwise 
deemed appropriate in the -::nd product of this contract. This prohibition does 
not apply to contracts pursuant to Government Code Section 4525 et seq., to 
local assistance or subven~i::m contracts with non-profit entities, or Federal, 
state and local public en:iti~s. 

(Rev. 1/03.1) 


