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PROJECT WORKSHEET REVIEW Taskforce # 3
DR-1952-CA '

New PW Ref# ©SywJD- :]C, (limit of 7 characters including spaces) or Version # o~ I

Applicant _gpci-v o e wmm TR T FIPS # Gui- ©oid £ —<50
AFO Review: ) . . . ‘:.‘ : or RN :]i‘ ; . ,”f S ‘ L L : " : " " S B IR ;‘ !
T
PAC/PO § A Date submitted initial review Date forwarded toc JFO
Date forwarded to SPAC for review Date review returned from SPAC
PAG R T A A ) S SR |
INITJALS GENERAL DESCRIPT]ON
&7 CATEGORY 1 FACILITY % WORK COMPLETED
APPLICANT 7] LOCATION LAT. & LONG.
. DAMAGE DESCRIPTION: .
WHERE |[7] WHEN AT [COMPLETE, 3:0] [ /] WHY {WHAT CAUSED DAMAGE} [ IMPACT[7]
' WHAT WORK IS COMPLETED P’b SITE PLAN & PHOTO ALIGNMENT [7| PRIOR DAMAGE
. SCOPE OF WORK:
ALL DAMAGED ELEMENTS CONSIDERED WORK COMPLETED - NOTED
BASIS FOR PROJECTED COST -NOTED - WORK TO BE COMPLETED - NOTED
CONSTRUCTION METHOD EXPLAINED _
y MITIGATION: ATTACHED M’ NOT FEASIBLE | {If not feasible state why in scope of work).
/ MITIGATION 1S PART OF: CODES & STANDARDS DGOOD CONSTRUCTION PRACTICES DOTHER
/ MITIGATION POLICY (Check which cne applies)
15% ] OR [JusT OR B/C ¥Attached b/c analysis) [ ]
COMMENTS ges Tz
FLCODPLAIN MANAGEMENT [EQ 11988] WETLANDS
| % | [Project is in floodplain W 72 FIRM identified | A~ 8 Step process attached [>$5,000] ]
Additional action required
COMMENTS:
Project is compliant, Approved by: Date:
HISTORIC: /
2 A
] /ﬁ | |Changed pre-disaster condition? Historic over 50 Years old? @
Is it listed on State or Federal Registers? @Is it located in a Historical District? ’El
COMMENTS:
Project is compliant, Approved by: Date: |
L NEPA
gz } Statutorily excluded D Changed pre-disaster condition E/ Historic over 50 Years old @
What permits are expected and from which regulatory NEPA ! Other Agencies?
COMMENTS: /’»Zgj‘u P
Project is compliant, Approved by: Date: ]
INSURANCE:
ﬁl No insurance :"’None Required ’G/ insurance adjustment made I_] Insurance required [obtain & maintain],
notation made Additional Actions Required
COMMENTS:
Project is compliant, Approved by: | | Date:|
Task Force Leader REVIEW: ‘
CalEMA TFL: 'PC 8 [ [ Date:
FEMA TFL: K%’- 5/&.49// / Date:
Comments:
ATTACHMENTS:
P [ f8-0s [JsTE PLAN [ ]8-STEF  f]NARRATIVE [ AGENERAL COMMENTS [ |COST SPREAD SHEET [ JWAPS
PHOTOS® % [ JATTACHMENTS# ¢ ~< TOTAL SHTS
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FEMA Form 50-81, DEC 08

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SEGURITY |
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY |

PROJECT WORKSHEET |

PAPERWORK BURDEN DISCLOSURE NOTICE f

Public reporting burden for this form is estimated to average 90 minutes per response. Burden means the time, effort and financial resources expended by persans to gene:ate
maintain, disclose, or to provide information fo us. You may send commenis regarding the burden estimate ar any aspect of the collection, including suggestions for reducing the
burden to: Information Collections Management, {J.8. Department of Homeland Security, Federal Emergency Management Agency, 500 C Street, SW, Washington, DC 20472,
Paperwork Reduction Project (OMB Control Number 1660-0017). You are not required to respond o this collection of information unless a valid OMB number appears in the!upper‘

right camer of this form, NOTE: Do not send yeur completed questionnaire to this address.

DECLARATION NO. PW REF NO. DATE FIPS NG, CATEGORY | _EMMIE NO.
FEMA 1952 DR CA EVWD-4C 05116111 071-0014E-00 c "
APPLICANT WORK COMPLETED AS OF

East Valey Water District T PEENT,
DAMAGED FACILITY COUNTY
Concrete Culvert on Plant 134 Access Road San Bernardino |
LOCATION [ATITUDE _ | LONGITUDE
Plant 134 34.13668 117.18924

Was this site previously damaged? " Yes @ No { Unsure |

DAMAGE DESCRIPTION AND DIMENSIONS: i
THIS PW IS WRITTEN TO ADDRESS A PORTION OF ITEM # 4 OF EAST VALLEY WATER DISTRICT'S LIST OF PROJECTS i

The event caused very high water flows, laden with extrerne amounts of mud, vegetative debsris, rocks and very large boulders, in Cook Canylpn
Creek, which normally flows under the applicants access road to Plant 134,thru a concrete culvert. During the event, the cast-in-place three box
concrete culvert, each box 6 i, high X 8 feet wide X 24 ft. flow length, with all walls 8 inches thick, took direct hits of very large boulders carried
by high flows. Eventuaily, during the storm;, the culvert plugged causing the stream to flow out of it's banks with mud flows across Highland .
Avenue and into downhill neighborhoods as far as 3/4 mile South of the culvert. i

The Applicant retained an Engineer to evaluate the concrete culvert structure for damage following the event.The Engineer's damage
assessment report {attached) indicates structural damage to the culvert and the integrity of the structure has been compromised.
CONTINUED ON DDD_SOW CONTINUATION SHEET

SCOPE OF WORK: 1
Fund at 75% ‘|

WORK TO BE COMPLETED

The Engineers report indicates that the integrity of the structure has been compromised, based on the visible conditions, and the uncertainty of
probable hidden defects, and that any future extreme loading events pose a real concern. Currently, at the water treatment facility at Plant 134,
construction operations are in process, and will most likely continue into future years, which will involve extreme heavy loads being transported
across the concrete culvert in question. |
The Engineer recommends demolition of the damaged culvert structure and rebuild inkind at an estimated cost of $425,000.00. After applymg
the Cost Estimating Format to the cost estimate, by the Project Specialist, the cost is estimated at $477,006.00 J
See attached Engineers Assessment , recomendations, estimates to repair in-kind, and hazard mitigation bridge replacement recomendations.
HMP ATTACHED |

PROJECT COST

ITEM |CODE NARRATIVE QUANTITY | UNIT ] UNIT PRICE CosT
WORK TO BE COMPLETED _

1| 9000 |CEF-attached 1 [S |'$ 477,006.00

SUBTOTAL FROM COST CONTINUATION PAGE(S)

s 2 % 5 ’g? - TOTAL PROJECT COST| §  477.006.00
y L o
FREPARED BY: Robert Ray TITLE: Project Specialist I
A ! |
i
8

FEMA PAC CREW LEADER: Tim Smithv Z / STATE PAC CREW LEADER:

T

APPLICANT: Gary Sturdiv:i%_m:a, DATE: _

Mational PW Template V2.2 February 2011 Excel 2007 //f o~




Page 1 of 1

FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

DAMAGE DESCRIPTION & SCOPE OF WORK

DECLARATION NO. PW REF NO. DATE FIPS NO. CATEGORY | EMMIE NO.
FEMA | 1952 | DR | CA EVWD-4C 05M6/11 071-0014E-00 c
APPLICANT COUNTY

East Valley Water District

San Bernardino

DAMAGE DESCRIPTION & SCOPE OF WORK (CONTINUED):

DAMAGE DESCRIPTION CONTINUED

on the ceilings of these boxes

The Enginesr reported and photographed a 6 foot long crack on both sides of the culvert support wall located between the North Box
and the Middle Box, indicating the crack is alf the way through a bridge support wall. Another crack, 11 foot long, on the same support
wall, appearing on both sides of the support wall, indicating another full depth crack, Also, within the North Box and the Center box and

PREPARED BY: Robert Ray TITLE: Project Specialist

National PT‘VTempIate V2.2 February 2011 Excal 2007




FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

SCOPE NOTES
APPLICANT PW REF NO. | CATEGORY FIPS NO. DISASTER

East Valley Water District EVWD-AC c 071-0014E-00 1952 CA

Check next to appropriate comment for Data Specialist to add to the Scope of Work
Topic Comment
Compiete records and cost documents for all approved work must be maintained for at least 3

Record Retention |years from the date the iast project was completed or from the date final payment was
received, whichever is later.

[~ The subgrantee is requesting direct administrative costs that are directly chargeable to

Direct this specific project. Associated eligible work is related to administration of the PA
Administrative project only and in accordance with 44 CFR 13.22. These costs are freated consistently
Costs and uniformly as direct costs in all federal awards and other subgrantee activities and are

not included in any approved indirect cost rafes.
No Mitigation Opportunities ldentified because:
I~ PW is for Emergency Work - Mitigation not eligible.
Mitigation ™ Work already completed and no add-on mitigation is feasible.
™ Mitigation not technically feasible.
I™ Applicant has decided not to incorporate mitigation.

CEF ¥ This project was estimated using the Cost Estimated Format (CEF).

This project was not estimated using the CEF because:
[~ The PW is a small project.
I™ The PW is for Emergency Work.
™ The work is greater than 90% complete at the fime of inspection.

W
Mitigation HMP attached

CEF - Not Used

I

r““.

PREPARED BY: Robert Ray [TITLE: Project Specialist

National PW Templata V2.2 February 2011 Exesl 2007




FEMA Form 90-120

FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS
DISASTER APPLICANT NAME PW REF NO. FIPS NO. DATE
1952 | CA East Valley Water District EVWD-4C 071-0014E-00 05/16/11

1. Does the damaged facility or item of work have insurance and/or is it an insurable risk? (e.g. buildings, equipment, vehicles, etc.)

" Yes & No " Unsure

2. Is the damaged facility located within a floodplain or coastal high hazard area, or does it have an impact on a floodplain or wetland?

& Yes " No (" Unsure

3. Is the damaged facility or item of work located within or adjacent to a Coastal Barrier Resource System Unit or an Otherwise
Protected Area?

" Yes & No ¢ Unsure

4. Will the proposed facility repairs/reconstruction change the pre-disaster condition? (e.g., foctprint, material, location, capacity, use or function)

™~ Yes & No { Unsure

5."Boes the applicant have a hazard mitigation proposal or would the applicant like technical assistance for a hazard proposal?

& Yes ' No ¢ Unsure
HWached with CEF.

6. Is the damaged facility on the National Register of Historic Places or the state historic listing? Is it older than 50 years? Are there
more, similar buildings near the site?

" Yes & No " Unsure Facility Constructed In:

7. Are there any pristine or undisturbed areas on, or near, the project site? Are there large tracts of forestland?

" Yes i No (" Unsure

8. Are there any hazardous materials at or adjacent to the damaged facility and/or item of work?

™ Yes & No ¢ Unsure

9. Are there any other environmentally or controversial issues associated with the damaged facility and/or item of work?

" Yes & No " Unsure

PREPARED BY: Robert Ray

o pmmrrmm
Naticnal PW Template V2.2 February 2011 Excel 2007



FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

HAZARD MITIGATION PROPOSAL (HMP)

DISASTER APPLICANT PW REF NO. FIPS NO. CATEGORY
1952 | CA East Valley Water District EVWD-4C 071-0014E-00 ~C
SCOPE OF WORK:

Applicant proposes a Hazard Mitigation to replace the existing damaged concrete box culvert with a single box cutvert, with an increase in opening size from
144 SF to 300 SF. This increase in opening size from 6 ft vertical opening to 10 ft.,and 30 fi. clear horizontal opening. and an increase in thickness in the top
slab in order to span the 30 ft.,, with the culvert width stll at 28 ft.

The roadway approach grades wili need to be raised approx. 3 ff.to add the increase in culvert vertical opening of 2 ft., plus the increases slab thickness. The
existing channel invert would be maintained with the new culvert.

Attached is the Engineers cost estimate to replace the existing damaged bridge with the larger opening size concrete culvert. Engineer has estimated the
Mitigated Bridge Replacement at $578,000.00. '
“/

Due to this being a large project, a CEF (attached) has been produced to reflect the cost of a2 mitigated new structure($648,468.00)

Actual Cost For Mitigation = CEF for Reconstructing the Culvert with Mitigation ($648,468.00) Minus the CEF cost to Replace In-Kind { $477,006.00) -

=§171,462.00
ESTIMATE OF WORK
ITEM CODE DESCRIPTION QUANTITY | UNIT UNIT PRICE COsST
WORK TO BE COMPLETED
1 5000 |Cost for Mitigation { Upgraded Culvert) 1.00 LS $171,462.00 $171,462.00

Total In-Kind Repair/Replacement Cost of Damaged Element(s} $477.,006.00 Total HMP Cost

% of Total Eligible Cost . 35.95% :

Eligibility ' 100% Rule {Do Not include in the PW) $171,462.00
TECHNICAL SPECIALIST FOR MITIGATION (SIGNATURE) Agency Date
RECOMMENDED BY (SIGNATURE) TITLE Agency Date
CONCURRENCE BY STATE INSPECTOR Agency Date
CONCURRENCE BY APPLICANT Agency Date

NOTE: Signature by the Federal Inspector is not an approval of this work, and signature by the state and Local Representative is not @ commitment to
erform the work.

National PW Template V2.2 February 2011 Exce! 2607
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FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

HAZARD MITIGATION PROPOSAL (HMP) SUMMARY

DISASTER APPLICANT PW REF NO. FIPS NO. CATEGORY
1952 CA East Valley Water District EVWD-4C 071-0014E-00 c
Mitigation activity will be performed on sites in this project.

|
O If there is no mitigation activity explain why not.
| Codes and Standards
O Good Construction Practices
Mitigation Policy
L1 158 percent
100 percent list '
o Benefit/Cost Ratio (Attach B/C analysis)
] Other:
Enter cost of mitigation project as percent of in-kind repair or as dolar amount:
Dollar Amount: $171,462.00 Percent: 35.95%
Check here if you wish to attach a Hazard-Mitigation Proposal
Prepared By: Robert Ray 5/16/2011

National PW Template V2.2 Fabruary 2011 Excel 2007



http:171,462.00

FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

PHOTO SHEET

APPLICANT: . |East Valley Water District = . .. CATEGORY: ~ .~ i ~-C. -
FIPS NO. - -|071-0014E-00 ~ - R PWREFNO. .- | EVWD-4C

The nearest box is the one with the severe cracking, including the suppart wall in the
foreground(Nearest visible wall).

FA-rea of Cook Canyon Creek, fooking upstream, showing the types of debris | including
boulders that were flowing thru the culvert during the event, damaging the culvert, and
eveniually plugging the culvert and overflowing.

e

. : =

This photo is looking Scuth on the access road, across the Gulvert towards Highland Ave.,
which Is foacated approx. 300 feet past the culvert. Mud flows from the overflow, after this
culvert plugged, went down this road, acrass Highland and into neighborhoods for approx.
34 mile.

Facility at the end of the access road. Note debris from overflowing mud when culvert
plugged, stacked on both sides of the read and included in PW # EVWD-4 for Plant 134
debris.

PHOTO PAGE 1

OF 2




FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

LOCATION MAP

.. JCATEGORY: | .~ .. € ‘-
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FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

AP_PLICANT:

East Valley Water District .~
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/Peézci/o} CLE

CEF Fact Sheet

East Valley Water District - Plant 134 Access Road Concrete Box Culvert

Date of Estimate:

May 17, 2011

FEMA Region: 9

Preparer{s): Robert Ray

Applicant Name: East Valley Water District :

Project Title: Plant 134 Access Road Concrete Box Culvert

Damaged Facility:

Concrete Box Culvert

Declaration Number:

1952

Project Number:

EVWD-4C

PAID No.:

071-0014E-00

Date of Inspection:

3/4/11 and Engineers inspection 3/28/11

Event Date{s)

12117711 thru 1/4/11

Work Category:

C

Type of Work:
{Enter New, Repair, etc.)

Replace Damaged Box Cuivert

Scope:

Replace damaged cast in place 3 box concrete
culvert, each box 6 ft high, 8 ft. wide , and 24 feet
long. Partition walls, top and bottom slabs are 8
inch thick concrete. ‘

5/17/2011

10of1 CEF For EVWD (2).xis



CEF Notes

5/17/2011

East Valley Water District - Plant 134 Access Road Concrete Box Culvert

rDamaged Facility:

Concrete Box Culvert

Applicant Name:

East Valley Water District

Project Number:

EVWD-4C

Date of Estimate: May 17, 2011
Preparer{s): Robert Ray
Part A Notes: A -
A2-
Part B Notes: B.1-
B.2 -
Part C Notes: C.1-
C2-
C.3-
C4-
Part D Notes: D.A1-
D.2-
D.3-
Part E Notes: E1-
Part F Notes: F.1-
F.2 -
Part G Notes: G.1-
Part H Notes: H.1 -
Hz2-
H.3 -

Miscellaneous
Notes &

Comments:
Use mouse fo

Activate Cursor:

20f8

CEF For EVWD (2).xls



517/20H1

CEF Part A Estimate
East Valley Water District - Plant 134 Access Road Concrete Bax Culvert

fom | tomescipon e Compnent | D087 |y e it i | S| Tt cos
Completed
Permanent
s - s -
s - s -
3 - ] -
$ - 5 -
$ - $ -
$ - $ -
3 - ) -
% - $ -
Completed - Permanent Total | $ -
Non-Permanent
$ - $ -
3 - 3 -
$ - $ -
s - ; :
) - $ -
$ - $ -
3 - % -
& - $ -
Completed - Non-Permanent Total | $ -
Uncompleted
Permanent

1 Const.3 box concrete culvert include demo jejeiele] 1.00 | LS | $337,000.00 1.00 $ 337,000.00

2 Engineering Design 9999 1.00 | LS | % 40000.00 1.00 $ 40,000.00

3 CM and Testing Services 5989 1.00] LS | % 30,000.00 1.00 $ 30,000.00
3 - % -
§ - $ -
$' - 3 -
$: - $ -
% - 3 -

Uncompleted |- Permanent Total | $  467,000.00
Non-Permanent '

1 Temporary Road & Water Diversion 9999 1.00| LS | % 18,000.00 1.00 $ 18,000.00
¥ - $ -
$: - $ -
$i - $ -
$ - $ -
hi] - $ -

§ - $ -
$ - [ -
Uncompleted - Non-Permanent Total | $ 18,000.00
TOTAL PART A BASE CONSjRUCTION COST |5  425000.00

3of8 ' CEF For EVWD (2).xIs



B.2

C.1

c.z2

C.3

CA4

D.1

0.2

D.3

East Valley Water District - Plant 134 Access Road Concrete Box Culveri

SMT201%

Bermangnt WorkitFid Ri.-tFA‘!‘aE'étji’fﬁﬁte‘)lll!im%i!!llisi!ﬂ'\.ﬂ,imnn%l!ii,ﬁﬂiﬂ Wi s 407,000 407,000
mo'n\aP,'alfMan'é,l"lti':_Udtﬁ!’s‘be’t‘:If,i‘c‘xl\&ﬁnﬁ?’(ﬁfﬁtmth@E'fstirhjale)ﬂlm1_?‘.1‘,7- s asoo0] T | i H 18,000
PartATotails 4250008 - Is - s B B - |3 425,000
e
ol ements: i nz\l ln Enter % in Appropriate Column
Safety & Security - Airports, Ports & Govt. Ownad Marinas| 1.00%
Temporary Services & Uilities 0.50%
Quality Contro!
Submittals
§ 8375 | § - $ - $ - k] - $ 6,375
- s - s - s - Is - s .
Part B Total| s 63755 R E - |s - |s - Is 6,375
PART A through B SUBTOTAL|s 431375]s - Is - Is - 1s - Is 431375
l | i ill}“lhmi i I
:\ LRl \lﬁl\\ﬂ H!llk'*‘n T ..EH G N
R 1 Liowit .to.hng'h’h Enter % in Appropriate Column
F'rellrmnary Englneer:ng Ana lysis 15.0% 20.0%
Working Drawings | "20% | 10.0% J|
3 - 13 - |s - 1s - Is - s -
Eacilitglorlp ""ﬂéi‘;’cdﬁ’s"ffﬁctabilityﬁ IR Eml‘hl‘lllu&l i Enter % in Appropriate Column
Facility or Project Typa and Cornplexity T (Sae IG for Values) 2.00% r ] | [
s seos|s R E - s - 1s - Ts 8528
i Enter % in Appropriate Column
ccess Contingencies 1.00%
Storage Contingencies 1.00%
Staging Contingencies 1.00%
5 1284108 - 18 - 13 - 13 - s 12,841
[EcencimiesiorScale
5 - s - 13 - 13 - 18 —_|Is -
PartCTotall 5 21,568 [§ - |s - |s B E - s 21,559
PART A through € SUBTOTAL |3 452044 5 - Is - 13 B E - s 452,344
i [i“E‘]“ i" ]N“
m!\. ik
5 N -~ 13 B - [5 B -
15 149475 T[E - T3 N N 5,047
"\’l Selact atop box Tor the type of proj2ct, and applicable bottom baxes to apply the tactor,
\L(N itk l New Construction Repair/Retrofit
5 - s 1= - 1s EE - s -
Part D Total|s 14947 |5 - |s - |s - s - s 14,547
PART A through D SUBTOTAL[s  4s7.801( 35 - |s - |s B E - |s 467,891
Gofg CEF For EVWD {2).xls
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72011

East Valley Water District - Plant 134 Access Road Concrete Box Culvert

P:-\RT £ Cost Estzlation Factors

- Ty
il w l i mm éﬁﬁ'ﬂ

EWWWMM

1
i
Eswcalatloh' actor} il

‘0_100% s 5615[8 BEE - is - s - bs 5615

PART A through E SUBTOTAL|$ 473508 |5 - Is B E - |s - s 473,508

F1  (RlaniRevlew iR s
{List Individual Requirements Separztely)

s R - Is - Is - Is - s ,
F.2  [ConstructoniBermibkess v i R , R
(List Individual Requirements Separately) $ 3,500
§ 35008 - |s E - Is - s 3,500
Part F Total| $ 3,500 ] § - |3 ME - ]s - s 3,500
PART A through F SUBTOTAL|$ 477.008] 5 - Is - s - Is - s 477,006

G Applicant's;Reserve foriChange Orders ML e |

3 - |s 1 - s - Is - Is -
PART A through G SUBTOTAL|$ 477006 | 5 - Is - s - Is - s 477,008
=Fy pplica Froje anzge and Desig 0
H1  |Applicanys ProfectiManagémentisDesigniBRasel|i e
E - [s - [s - 1% - [s - s -
H.2 NEDesngnW Cbntra.ct‘Costml iy TP e T
Above Average Complexity (Curve A) { - $ - 5 - 3 - $ -
Average Complexity (Curve B) - 3 - 5 - § - 3 -
Basic Construction Inspection Services - 3 - 3 - $ - $ -
- 3 - 3 - s - H - H -
H.3  [ProjectiManagement-Consfruction-Phase ;i
- Is - Is E ST - s -
Part H Total| $ - |s - Is - s - Is - Is -
PART A through H SUBTOTAL | 477,006 | 5 -Is - Is - Is - s 477,006

TOTAL OF UNCOMPLETED WORK $477,006

Summary for Uncompleted Waork 7of8 CEF For EVWD {2).x1s



51772011

Total Project Summary

East Valley Water District - Plant 134 Access Road Concrete Box Cuivert
Completed Uncompleted Total

PART A "Base Costs" for Construction Work In Trades 425,000 $ 425,000
A1 Permanent Wark $ - |s 407,000 | $ 407,000
A2 Non-Permanent Job Specific Work (From Part A Estimate) 3 - $ 18,000 | $ 18,000
B.1 General Requirements g - $ 637518 6,375
B.2 General Conditions $ - $ - 3 -

PART € Construction Cost Contingencies {Design and Construction) $ $ $
C.1 Standard Design-Phase Scope Contingencies % - $ - $ -
C.2 Facility or Project Constructability $ - $ 8.628,5 3,628
C.3 Access, Storage, and Staging Contingangies $ - % 12,941 [ % 12,941
C.4 Economies of Scale in New Construction $ - $ - i5 -

D.2 General Contractor's Insurance, Payment, and Performance Bonds 14,947

3
D.3 Contractor's Profit $ -

D.1 General Contractor's Home Office Overhead Costs $ - 3 - 1% -
$ 3
% $

PARTE Cost Escalation Allowance

PART F Plan Review and Construction Permit Costs
F.1 Plan Review Fees
F.2 Coanstruction Permit Fees $ - $ 3,500 | $ 3,500

PART G Applicant's Reserve for Construction

PARTH Applicant's Project Management and Design Costs
H.1 Applicant's Project Management - Design Phase
H.2 Architecture & Engineering Design Contract Cosis
H.3 Preject Management - Construction Phase

& (40 |0 Rl
1

@ A [ R
i

3 j&0 |0 R
'

Complete Project Total for Completed and Uncompleted Work 477006 $ 477,006

8ofd CEF For EVWD (2).xls





