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RANCHO MURIETA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

15160 Jackson Road, Rancho Murieta, CA 95683
Office - 916-354-3700 * Fax - 916-354-2082

IMPROVEMENTS COMMITTEE

(Directors Les Clark and Randy Jenco)

Regular Meeting
September 10, 2019 at 8:00 a.m.

All persons present at District meetings will place their cellular devices in silent and/or vibrate mode (no ringing of any kind). During meetings, these
devices will be used only for emergency purposes and, if used, the party called/calling will exit the meeting room for conversation. Other electronic and
internet enabled devices are to be used in the “silent” mode. Under no circumstances will recording devices or problems associated with them be
permitted to interrupt or delay District meetings.

1.

9.

AGENDA
Call to Order

Comments from the Public

Review Monthly Updates
<+ Development

Discuss Ideas to Deal With and Prevent Future Manganese Issues
Legacy Lane Reimbursement

Sobon Lane Reimbursement

Master Water Right Permit Renewal Proposal

Director and Staff Comments/Suggestions [no action]

Adjournment

In accordance with California Government Code Section 54957.5, any writing or document that is a public record, relates to an open session agenda item and is
distributed less than 72 hours prior to a regular meeting will be made available for public inspection in the District offices during normal business hours. If,
however, the document is not distributed until the regular meeting to which it relates, then the document or writing will be made available to the public at the
location of the meeting.

Note: This agenda is posted pursuant to the provisions of the Government Code commencing at Section 54950. The date of this posting is September 6, 2019.
Posting locations are: 1) District Office; 2) Post Office; 3) Rancho Murieta Association; 4) Murieta Village Association.



MEMORANDUM

Date: September 4, 2019

To: Improvements Committee

From: Paul Siebensohn, Director of Field Operations
Subject: Monthly Project Updates

PROJECTS

Development

The Retreats East and North
No new update.

The Murieta Gardens (MG)

MG - Murieta Marketplace

Work continues at the project on the private side of the utilities at the Bel Air market, not requiring District
inspection at this time. The developers engineer has submitted their revised plans and study to Coastland and
Sacramento County for review of the detention basin change to a sma ized basin. Review comments have
been provided back to the engineer from Coastland Engineering. Another was included in this project
was the development of Lot D which is a Iandsca‘g lot that extends nort d south along the east side of

Murieta Drive. ’ ;

or this project and Coastland is currently reviewing an updated set of
e directly east of the Rancho Murieta Country store.

MG-Lot4 &5
A developer deposit has
plans from August 8,
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A developer deposit and partially completed application package was received for this project on August 14,
2019. Coastland will be reviewing the plans submitted and providing comments back to the project engineer.
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HOA

The Murieta Gardens — Highway 16 Off-Site Improvements
No new update.

The Murieta Gardens Il — Infrastructure at “Utility A”
No new update.

The Murieta Gardens Il — Subdivision

This project has generally be apped up with the District issuwetter of acceptance to the owner,
Cosumnes River Land, LLC, g copies of the performance and material bonds. Outstanding items are
ing of final CSD and Coastland efforts and one punch list item left to

review begin with the drainage plans. However, Coastland is waiting on Sacramento County’s
review to a uplicate reviews for drainage. The issue is that Sacramento County has not begun their review
as they are saying their fee has not been received. Coastland is beginning reviews of sewer and water.

FAA Business Park
The project finally received comments back from Sacramento County and is resubmitting this week. They hope
to begin work soon.

District Projects

Prop 84

| spent quite a bit of time this past month working with the labor compliance company, The DCM Group, and
compiling information into a master spreadsheet with invoices for submittal to the Regional Water Authority
(RWA) for the grant reimbursement. Invoicing has been submitted and the RWA is reviewing it.
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Dam Inundation Mapping
The inundation maps for Calero, Chesbro, Clementia, and Michigan Bar No.1 were submitted to the Department
of Safety of Dams (DSOD) on November 15, 2018.

A response from the DSOD was received January 17, 2019 responding to the submittal of Calero and Clementia.
They approved Calero’s inundation maps. The inundation map submittal for Clementia was also approved and
based on their re-evaluation the classification of the dam changed from “high” to “significant” which lowers its
hazard classification. (see table below) Both responses also noted that it needs to be updated every ten (10)
years or sooner if there is any change to the dam.

Chesbro and Michigan Bar Dams are classified as Significant Hazard and.have yet to be reviewed by DSOD due
to their backlog of reviewing and that significant hazard dam inundation maps were only due by January 1, 2021.
The DSOD design branch is reviewing the High Hazard Dams first.and the already submitted Significant Dams
will be reviewed after.

In the meantime we are working on the Emergency Action Plans for Calero and Clementia which.is next in the
process.

Effective July 1, 2017

Criteria for DSOD’s Downstream Hazard Potential Classification

Downstream Hazard Loss of Economic, Environmental, and
Potential Human Life Lifeline Losses
Classification

Low and principally limited to dam

Low* None expected ,
owner’s property
Significant* None expected Yes
High* Probable Yes (but not necessary for this
(One or more expected) classification)
Extremely High Considerable Yes —major impacts to critical

infrastructure or property

*Reference FEMA P-946, July 2013, Federal Guidelines for Inundation Mapping of
Flood Risks Associated with Dam Incidents and Failures
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MEMORANDUM

Date: September 9, 2019

To: Finance Committee

From: Mark Martin, General Manager

Subject: Murieta Gardens - Legacy Lane 12-inch Recycled Water Line Reimbursement Agreement with

Cosumnes River Land LLC

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Approve reimbursement agreement with Cosumnes River Land LLC for construction of Murieta Gardens Legacy
Lane 12-inch recycled water line in the amount of $173,606.98. The funds will come from the Water Supply
Augmentation reserves, which as of August 16, 2019 reflected a balance of $1,245,000.

BACKGROUND

From 2015 into 2016, Cosumnes River Land constructed a 12-inch recycled water main line as part of their
Murieta Gardens development project. The line extends largely along the north side of Legacy Lane from near
Highway 16 to a terminus just west of the southwest corner of Murieta Drive and Lone Pine. In early 2018, the
Developer requested reimbursement for the project. Unfortunately, no formal reimbursement agreement was
in place ahead of construction. In January 2018, staff researched but could not find proof of an agreement
binding the District to reimburse the Developer. Such an agreement and supporting documents were necessary
for the District to reimburse the Developer and at the same time meet legal requirements and survive an audit.

In late 2018, staff working with legal counsel prepared a draft reimbursement agreement to serve as the
instrument under which the District could reimburse the Developer. This draft agreement was forwarded to
the Developer around that same time.

As of the January 2019 Improvements Committee, staff had not received the level of detail from developer
necessary for the District to proceed with reimbursement. At that meeting, staff made clear that it is the
fiduciary responsibility of the District to obtain cost information from the Developer that will survive an audit in
the same way as if the District constructed the line.

Staff inquired, and the District’s legal counsel and auditor provided the following independent guidance
respectively:

“The developer should be asked to substantiate that each cost item was actually incurred and paid by providing
appropriate documentation of each incurred and paid expense (e.g., copies of invoices, bills, canceled checks,
credit card statements, timesheets, expense reports, receipts, or other proof of payment). Reimbursement should
be based on actual costs and not a developer cost estimate or the [contractor] bid amount. The Baker-Williams
letter is an engineer cost estimate and not proof of actual expenditures. The District should not proceed with
reimbursement based on an engineer cost estimate.”

“The District should require a copy of the contract and any change orders and a copy of the invoices and cancelled

checks to verify that the payment matches the invoiced amounts. From an audit perspective, | will need the same
Page | 1



type of support for the payments made to the Developer as | would for a contractor performing the work. It
would also make sense to have the District engineer come up with and expected contract amount and compare
that to the Developer information, to verify that the District is saving money versus contracting the work
separate from the Developer.”

During summer 2019, staff received proof of progress payments, that according to legal counsel, combined with
other provided documents gives enough backup for the District to reimburse the developer under these unusual
circumstances.

Included with this memo are the supporting documents including the agreement signed by the Developer, along
with a “Certificate” which describes the type and amount of all costs, the process used by the Developer to
obtain prices for the work, substantiation of costs that were incurred for the project, and a statement by the

Developer certifying the costs were incurred and paid by the Developer.

With the proper documents now provided, staff supports approving reimbursement for the project.
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RANCHO MURIETA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
FEE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

Zy 7

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this yﬂ day oﬂfw ;
and between Rancho Murieta Community Services District, a California special district ’
(“Distriet”), and Cosumnes River Land, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, a
property owner in the District (“Developer”), who agree as follows:

1. Recitals. This Agreement is made with reference to the following recitals:

1.1. Developer is the owner and developer of the Murieta Inn and Murieta Gardens
subdivision project (the “Project”) located on portions of the real property shown on the
attached Exhibit A (the “Property”). District has required that the Project be served with
recycled water pipelines for outside irrigation with recycled water. As part of the development
and construction of the Project, Developer previously installed a recycled water pipeline
extending across the Property from a point near Lone Pine Drive and Murieta Drive to a point
on Lot 14 of the Project near Highway 16, as shown on Exhibit A (the “Recycled Water Line”).

1.2. The Recycled Water Line is one of the capital improvement projects described in the
Coastland technical memoranda described in the District ordinance amending the District
community facilities fees, including the water supply augmentation fee. Developer therefore
has requested reimbursement from the District of the costs to design and construct the
Recycled Water Line.

1.3. District has inspected the completed Recycled Water Line and has determined that it
was designed and constructed in accordance with applicable District ordinances, resolutions,
standards, and policies.

2. Easements and Bill of Sale. For any portion of the Recycled Water Line not located
within a recorded public utility easement, Developer shall convey to District an easement or
easements authorizing the construction, installation, operation, maintenance, repair, removal,
replacement and improvement of the Recycled Water Line. Developer shall deliver a bill of
sale to District transferring unencumbered ownership of the completed Recycled Water Line to
District. The bill of sale and all easements must be in a form and content approved by District.
Title to the completed Recycled Water Line and the easement interests must be good, clear
and marketable title and free and clear of all encumbrances, liens or charges.

3. Maintenance Guarantee

3.1. Prior to District’s acceptance of the easements and bill of sale, Developer shall provide
District with a maintenance bond, letter of credit or other financial security satisfactory to
District (‘Maintenance Guarantee”) in a sum equal to 50% of the cost of the Recycled Water
Line to be transferred to District. The Maintenance Guarantee is for the purpose of
warranting the Recycled Water Line materials and workmanship for one year from the date of
District’s acceptance of the Recycled Water Line bill of sale.

3.2. Developer or its surety under the Maintenance Guarantee must repair or replace to
the satisfaction of District all or any portion of the Recycled Water Line that may prove
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defective in workmanship or materials, ordinary wear and tear excepted, together with any
other Recycled Water Line or facilities which may be damaged or displaced in so doing.

3.8. In the event of failure to comply with the above-stated conditions within a reasonable
time, District is authorized to have the defect repaired and made good. Developer and its
surety under the Maintenance Guarantee will be jointly and severally liable to District for the
costs of repair, including, but not limited to, management and administrative costs, and
engineering, legal and other costs incurred relating to the repair. District will bill Developer
and the surety for the costs, which bill must be paid within 30 days of its date. Interest will
accrue on any late payment at the legal rate then prevailing.

4. As-Built Drawings. Developer shall provide to District as-built (also known as record)
drawings of the completed Recycled Water Line, satisfactory to District in form and
content, together with a copy of the specifications and any contract documents used for the
construction of the Recycled Water Line.

5. District Acceptance. Upon receipt by District of the easements, bill of sale, Maintenance
Guarantee, and as-built drawings in accordance with sections 2 to 4, District will accept the
easements and bill of sale and provide notice of acceptance to Developer. After acceptance of
the easements and bill of sale by District, the Recycled Water Line shall become the property
of District on the date that the bill of sale is accepted by District. Upon such date, Developer
will be deemed to have conveyed and transferred all of its right, title and interest in and to
the completed Recycled Water Line to District. District thereafter will own and be free in
every respect to operate, maintain, repair, replace, manage, expand, and improve the Recycled
Water Line, as it deems appropriate. District assumes no obligation as to operation and
maintenance of the Recycled Water Line until such time as it accepts the Recycled Water
Line bill of sale.

6. Risk of Loss. Until the date of District’s acceptance of the Recycled Water Line bill of
sale, all risk of loss or injury, damage or destruction to the Recycled Water Line shall be
upon Developer. After the date of the District’s acceptance, and except as provided by the
Maintenance Guarantee, all risk of loss or injury or destruction to the Recycled Water Line
shall be upon District.

7. Fee Reimbursement

7.1. Development of the Project is and will be subject to payment of the District Water
Supply Augmentation Fee (the “Fee”). Developer shall pay the Fee and other applicable
District development-related fees for each Project building and structure in accordance with
the requirements of the District Code and other applicable District ordinances and rules.
The Fee amount shall be at the then-prevailing applicable rate at the time of payment.

7.2. The Recycled Water Line is one of the public improvements listed in the District
Water Supply Augmentation Fee and Facilities Capital Improvement Fee Study Update
dated November 8, 2017 as referred to in District Code Chapter 8 and planned to be funded
by revenue from the Fee. Within the Fee Study Update, the Project is identified as a
component of the “Northwest Recycled Water Transmission Main (CIP 17-5-05).” As such,
since Developer has designed and constructed the Recycled Water Line at its cost, the
parties agree that Developer will be entitled to reimbursement from the Fee fund in the
amount of the cost to design and construct the Recycled Water Line as calculated and
applied under this section.
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7.3. The Fee reimbursement will be calculated based on (and limited to) Developer’s
actual, direct, necessary, reasonable and substantiated costs to design, procure materials
for, and construct the Recycled Water Line. Developer will verify and substantiate its costs
of construction by preparing a cost substantiation certificate (the “Certificate”) and
providing it to District. The Certificate must (a) describe the type and amount of all costs,
(b) describe the competitive or other process utilized by Developer to obtain the prices, (c)
substantiate that each cost item was actually incurred and paid by including appropriate
documentation of each expense (e.g., copies of invoices, bills, canceled checks, credit card
statements, timesheets, expense reports, receipts or other proof of payment), and (d) certify
that the costs were actually and directly incurred and paid by Developer in the design and
construction of the Recycled Water Line. The documentation must be in a format
reasonably acceptable to District and include reasonably detailed information supporting
each expense. Developer’s costs for Fee reimbursement purposes will not include any mark-
up for profit, administration, overhead, or other reason. Developer shall not request
reimbursement until after District has accepted the bill of sale pursuant to section 5.

7.4. Upon receipt of a complete Certificate, District will evaluate it and determine
whether Developer’s costs are actual, direct, necessary, reasonable and substantiated. The
actual, direct, necessary, reasonable and substantiated costs of the Recycled Water Line as
approved by District in writing will be the “Fee Reimbursement Amount.” The Fee
Reimbursement Amount shall not exceed $/73 606 ~District shall pay the Fee
Reimbursement Amount to developer within 30 days after District’s approval of the Fee
Reimbursement Amount.

8. Indemnification and Hold Harmless. Developer shall indemnify, protect, defend and
hold harmless District and its officers, employees, engineers, and agents, from any and all
claims, demands or charges and from any loss or liability, including all costs, expenses,
attorney’s fees, litigation costs, penalties, and other fees arising out of or in any way connected
with the construction of the Recycled Water Line or the performance or failure to perform
under this Agreement by Developer or its officers, employees, contractors, subcontractors or
agents. The parties agree and acknowledge that Developer’s duties under this section
extend to claims, lawsuits and liability of or against District resulting from the alleged
failure to comply with any provision of California Labor Code division 2, part 7, chapter 1
(sections 1720-1861) in connection with the construction of the Recycled Water Line by
Developer’s contractor.

9. General Provisions

9.1. Integration. This Agreement constitutes the sole, final, complete, exclusive and
integrated expression and statement of the terms of this contract among the parties
concerning the subject matter addressed herein, and supersedes all prior negotiations,
representations or agreements, either oral or written, that may be related to the subject
matter of this Agreement, except those other documents that are expressly referenced in
this Agreement.

9.2. Construction and Interpretation. The parties agree and acknowledge that this
Agreement has been arrived at through negotiation, and that each party has had a full and
fair opportunity to revise the terms of this Agreement. Consequently, the normal rule of
construction that any ambiguities are to be resolved against the drafting party will not
apply in construing or interpreting this Agreement.
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9.3. Waiver. The waiver at any time by any party of its rights with respect to a default
or other matter arising in connection with this Agreement will not be deemed a waiver with
respect to any subsequent default or matter.

9.4. Remedies Not Exclusive. The remedies provided in this Agreement are cumulative
and not exclusive, and are in addition to any other remedies that may be provided by law or
equity. The exercise by either party of any remedy under this Agreement will be without
prejudice to the enforcement of any other remedy.

9.5. Severability. The invalidity, illegality or unenforceability of any provision of this
Agreement will not render the other provisions unenforceable, invalid or illegal.

9.6. Personal Obligation; Successors and Assigns. Developer’s rights and obligations
under this Agreement are personal rights and obligations of Developer and they do not
automatically “run with” the Property owned by Developer. Developer cannot assign its
rights and obligations under this Agreement to any transferee of all or any part of the
Property or any other third party without the express written consent of District, which
consent will not be withheld unreasonably.

9.7. Amendment. This Agreement may be modified or amended only by a subsequent
written agreement approved and executed by both parties.

9.8. Governing Law and Venue. Except as otherwise required by law, (a) this
Agreement will be interpreted, governed by, and construed under the laws of the State of
California, and (b) Sacramento County shall be venue for any state court lawsuit and the
Eastern District of California shall be venue for any federal court lawsuit seeking to enforce
or construe this Agreement.

9.9. Notices. Any notice, invoice or other communication required or permitted to be given
under this Agreement must be in writing and either served personally or sent by prepaid, first
class U.S. mail and addressed as follows:

-District: Developer:

General Manager Manager

Rancho Murieta Community Services Cosumnes River Land, LLC
District 14670 Cantova Way, Ste. 220
P.O. Box 1050 Rancho Murieta, CA 95683
Rancho Murieta, CA 95683

Any party may change its address by notifying the other parties in writing of the change of
address.

RANCHO MURIETA COMMUNITY COSUMNES
SERVICES DISTRICT

By: By:
Mark Martin
General Manager

John MW
Manager
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INVOICE Summary - 20192-615-1

Cosumnes River Land LL.C

14670 Cantova Way Suite 220
P O Box 1280 -Rancho Murieta CA 95683-1280

Date: Revised RW Backbone Infrastructure Invoice

BILL TO

Rancho Murieta CSD

15160 Jackson Road P.0O.Box 1050
Rancho Murieta, CA 95683-1050

Murieta Gardens Infrastructure

REVISED REIMBURSEMENT:

FOR
REVISED REIMBURSEMENT;
BACKBONE INFRASTRUCTURE

Attn: Tom Hennig Director of Administration BUDGET $180,000
Description Amount
12" Recycle Water Main - Purple pipe @ $65.90 $142,212.20
12" Recycle Water Valves 5 ea. $12,515.00
Recyle Water blow off Valve 1 ea. $2,558.00
1" Recycle Water Air relief valve $3,642.00
Subtotal $160,747.20
Engineering and Staking @8% BWEG $12,859.78
$1 73,606.98

Project TOTAL

Certification by Michael R. Book of J.D. Pasquetti
Cindy Moreno @ Cosumnes River Land (916)919-6673

April 2016 - Invoices and Check Copies Provided



ATTACHMENT C
February 14, 2018 JD Pasquetti Proof of Payment Received

et
AN

y.

JO Pasgquetii Enginesring, inc.
3032 Thunder Valley Court
Linceln. Ca. 95848
Phong 816-643-8401 . Fax 816-543-0425

Bid item Brezskdown

To John 0, Sullivan : February 14, 2018
Cosumnes River Land, LLC
P.0. Box 1230
Rancho Murieta, CA 95683

Job  furieta Gardens - Infrastructure Recycied Water Main Line Cost Estimate

ltem Description Quantity  Unit Total
Recycled Water System

1 12" Recycled Water Main 2,158 if 65.90 § 142.212.20
2 12" Recycled Water Valve 5 ea 2,503.00 $ 12,515.00
3 Recycled Water Blow Off Valve 1 ea 2,558.00 $ 2,558.00
4 1" Recycled Water Air VValve 1 ea 346200 $ 3,462.00
SUB TOTAL: 160,747.20
Engineering and Staking soft cost at 8% 12,859.78
TOTAL: 173,606.28

These cost above have been paid in full to JD Pasquetti in referenced to Baker Williams Engineering Group letter dated April 11, 2016
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EXHIBIT A
Developer Project and Recycled Water Line
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MEMORANDUM

Date: September 9, 2019

To: Improvements Committee

From: Paul Siebensohn, Director of Field Operations
Subject: Master Water Right Permit Renewal Proposal
RECOMMENDED ACTION

Review proposal from Wagner & Bonsinore — Consulting Civil Engineers for assistance with master water
right petition for extension of time and approve costs estimated up to $45,000.

If approved by the committee this item is forwarded to the Board for review and approval as:
Approve proposal from Wagner & Bonsinore — Consulting Civil Engineers in an amount of up to $45,000.
Funding to come from Water Operations budget.

COSTS

Work would include the items listed in phase | and Il of the proposal as noted:

Phase | ($5,000)

1) Prepare Petition for Extension of Time forms for Permit 16762 to be filed with the State Water
Resources Control Board (SWRCB);

2) Update District’s previous Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration used for its last Extension;

3) Teleconference and/or meeting with California Department of Fish & Wildlife and SWRCB staff
regarding Petition prior to filing;

4) Review the Public Notice of the Petition when prepared by SWRCB.

Phase I (527,000)

1) Coordinate with District to respond to any protests received on Petition;

2) Coordinate with District to respond to any comments on Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration;

3) Revise Petition and/or Initial Study/Mitigation Negative Declaration if necessary;
4) Review draft order issued by the SWRCB granting extension of time;
5) Assist District with compliance with terms and conditions of Order.

Phase Ill (cost not listed as its not known if it will be necessary)

1) Coordinate with District to respond to any protests received on Petition;

2) Coordinate with District to respond to any comments on Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration;

3) Revise Petition and/or Initial Study/Mitigation Negative Declaration if necessary;
4) Review draft order issued by the SWRCB granting extension of time;
5) Assist District with compliance with terms and conditions of Order.

| added an estimate of $13,000 to cover phase Il items. Any work needed from our water rights attorney,
Jesse Barton is estimated to be minimal and covered through water operations funding.

BACKGROUND
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As the District cannot convey the “full beneficial use” of water within its master water rights permit by the
year 2020, we must file a petition to renew this water right with an extension until some point in the
future where we believe it will be used. As the December 1, 2020 deadline to file a new extension
approaches, we are requesting assistance with the process required to file for a new extension.

The District's primary water permit which allows diversion of water from the Cosumnes River to our
storage reservoirs originated in 1969 and was assigned to the District in 1988. It originally required full
beneficial use to be completed by December 1, 1990. As the community had not built out in that time
where the District could portray the full beneficial use of water, a petition for extension was filed and the
SWRCB and they granted an extension to complete diversion works construction to December 1, 1990,
and the time to complete beneficial use to December 1, 2000. The same issue arose and again on
November 29, 2000, the District filed a second petition to extend time to complete construction and
beneficial use by another ten years. On September 20, 2006, the District filed an amended petition to
drop the portion of the petition seeking to extend the time to complete construction and add another ten
(10) years to the time to complete beneficial use until 2020. Because the District dropped the portion of
the petition seeking to extend the time to complete construction, there is some question as to whether
new diversion works may be constructed (i.e. new diversion or storage facilities may be constructed)
under this Permit. When the last extension was granted, the time to complete beneficial use was
extended to December 1, 2020 (10 years from the first petition plus 10 more years from the amended
petition). On November 15, 2006, the SWRCB granted the petition for extension and thereby extended
the time to complete beneficial use to December 1, 2020.

Their proposal is attached. The process is outlined on the Department of Water Resources website in
flow charts as follow:
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Petition

Filed

What Is the

Review (see petition

acceptance flow chart) p r O C e S S
CEQA Process and/or public fo r a p etltl O n ?

trust review.
If applicable, North Coast
Instream Flow policy review.

Evaluate if Public Notice
Required (tit. 23, CCR §§
795, 843)

Options
Protest a) Order, or

Filed b) Permit or License Issued or
c) Amended Permit or License Issued

Protest
Negotiations Protest
and Division Cancelled
Review

Protest
Resolved

No

Major Project Order approving or denying

petition

Hearing

Minor Project Field Division Decision approving or
Investigation denying petition




Petition acceptance
review process

Petition reviewed for completeness
(Water Code section 1701).
Petition sets forth either
(a) changes to application, permit or license,
or
(b) reason for time extension request.

Change petition must demonstrate a
reasonable likelihood that the change wiill
not injure any other legal user of water.
Petition must also show the extent of any
impacts to fish and wildlife.

Time extension petition
must show cause for
extension of time.
(tit. 23, CCR § 844.)

Petition
Complete

Petition Processing
Starts

Petition Not
Accepted




CEQA Process

licagency determines whether the activity is a "project” FoEcEiegl . £ 11 -4 S
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Mr. Jesse W. Barton

Gallery & Barton, a Professional Law Corporation
1112 I Street, Suite 240

Sacramento, CA 95814

Via email: JBarton(@GalleyBartonLaw.com

Re: Rancho Murieta Community Services District — Water Rights

Dear Mr. Barton:

This is to provide you with a brief scope of work and estimate of costs associated with
Rancho Murieta Community Services District (“District”) located in Sacramento County. We
understand that the District desires to obtain an Extension of Time from the State Water Resources
Control Board (“SWRCB”) for its water right Permit 16762 (A023416). We understand that the
Permit expires at the end of 2020. Such extension, if granted, would allow additional time beyond
that date for development of the community to make full beneficial use of the water authorized by
the Permit. We suggest that this work be completed in phases. The suggested tasks for the first
two phases would include the following:

Phase [

1) Review documents provided by District and its representatives;

2) Obtain and review scanned copy of SWRCB file for Permit 16762;

3) Communication with District and/or representatives regarding project background and
objectives and scope of work to be performed.

Phase I1

1) Prepare Petition for Extension of Time forms for Permit 16762 to be filed with the SWRCB;

2) Update District’s previous Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration used for its last
Extension,;

3) Teleconference and/or meeting with California Department of Fish & Wildlife and SWRCB
staff regarding Petition prior to filing;

4) Review the Public Notice of the Petition when prepared by SWRCB.

Phase 111

1) Coordinate with District to respond to any protests received on Petition;

2) Coordinate with District to respond to any comments on Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration;

2151 River Plaza Drive - Suite 100 - Sacramento, CA 95833-4133
Ph: 916-441-6850 or 916-448-2821 - Fax: 916-779-3120
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Mr. Jesse W. Barton
August 20, 2019
Page 2

3) Revise Petition and/or Initial Study/Mitigation Negative Declaration if necessary;
4) Review draft order issued by the SWRCB granting extension of time;
5) Assist District with compliance with terms and conditions of Order.

We expect our cost for services associated with Phases I and II work will not exceed $5,000
and $27,000, respectively. These costs do not include filing fees or the cost of any special studies
that are required during the environmental review. Billing is done on a time and materials basis
in accordance with the attached fee schedule. A more complete task list and a cost estimate for
Phase III work will be provided after Phases I and II are complete.

Upon your approval of this scope, we will provide our standard service agreement for

execution. We look forward to having an opportunity to work with you on this project. Please
contact me if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

WAGNER & BONSIGNORE
CONSULTING CIVIL ENGINEERS

Dt o Ihualons

Paula J. Whealen, Principal

Encl.
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FEE SCHEDULE
EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2019

Ryan E. Stolfus

1. Personal Services of Principals & Supporting Services

a)

Principals including Registered Civil Engineers and Water Right Analyst billed on an
hourly rate in accordance with the Schedule of Fees attached hereto; for public hearings
and court appearances requiring qualifications and services as expert witness and for
assistance to attorneys during course of such hearings and depositions, to be billed at 1.5
times the regular hourly rate, plus transportation and subsistence expenses set forth under
(2); Eight hour minimum to be billed for depositions, court appearances and administrative
hearings.

b) Registered Civil Engineers, Sub-professional Engineers, Specialists, Technicians and
Drafters billed on an hourly rate in accordance with the Schedule of Fees attached hereto,
plus transportation and subsistence expenses set forth under (2);

c) Special engineering, geotechnical services, testing, surveying and other similar services
employed specifically for performance of work at direct invoice cost plus 15 percent.

2. Reimbursable Expenses

a) Transportation, direct out-of-pocket expense for public transportation, 75¢ per mile for
private auto.

b) Subsistence, direct out-of-pocket expense.

The foregoing compensation will include compensation for all general office secretarial services,
supplies and overhead including office space required for performance of personal and supporting
engineering services. Invoices for Personal and Supporting Services and Reimbursable Expenses will be
submitted on a calendar month basis and are due and payable upon receipt.

All work performed will be considered as personal professional engineering and supporting
services and will be performed and furnished as an independent contractor.

WAGNER & BONSIGNORE
CONSULTING CIVIL ENGINEERS
A CORPORATION

RdFWecn

7

Robert C. Wagner, President
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SCHEDULE OF FEES

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2019

Principal $225 - $275/hr.
Engineer
Water Right Analyst
Scientist $150 - $215/hr.
Geology
Hydrology
Geoscience
Water Resources Program Manager $150 - $195/hr.
Project Engineer — Registered $140 - $225/hr.
Staff Engineer $105 - $140/hr.
Water Resources Assistant $95 - $135/hr.
Senior Technician $95 - $155/hr.
CAD Design/Graphics $95 - $135/hr.
Engineering Assistant $85 - $95/hr.
Clerical $65 - $75/hr.
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