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SUBSIDENCE REMEDIAL PROJECT: 
West:side Industrial 'Park Storm Drain. 

SUBSIDENCE ELEMENTS: 
A. City's' Analysis: Expenditures for york 

lying within,  the tbundary 
of the Haryor 'District 
are subsidence,  .casts. The 
wort: a ,s require: to -restore 
drainage,  which has ben 
damaged by subsidence' 'of 
the land, surface 
Out the subject. ,areas . 

B. Staff' Arrtaysis:: 	,Sphsidence cost,s,  -are in- 
cluded, as estimaitect 	the 
(#T. 

COST OF 
A. 	s Estimate 	071, z 0., 	d Phase).'' 

. 
SphSidence' Portien p91A9.0- 

B, 	Comment.: : 

4 

a 

• 

(4;„, 	 , 

• 

7176 
IV 10292 

WMT,  

PROPOSED EXPENDITURF. OP TIDELAND OIL RINENUE 
FOR SUBSIDENCEi REMEDIAL WORK 

CITY OF LONG BEACH 

f 

tr 

FISCAL IMPACT: 'slOatq,of the s.),khsiderlee,'coSts, to be ;borne 1.5Y 

STATUTORY AUTHORITY: 
City"-s' Reference: ch. 1:38/64, 'Iat I, 

B. Staff 'Dote rmina 	Agreement. 

COMPLIANCE WITH CALIFORNIA. ENVIRONMENTAL 'QUALITY ACT OF 1970: 
A Negative Declatation was issoed, by the Long 
Bee Ch,  City p.lannO,g,  'Commission on November 5, 1973» 

OTHER PERTINENT, INFORMATION:  
Detail's of the project are set forth in cartes-
poadence (dated May 17, 1976, June 3,, 1976, and 
June 11 1976) supplying supportiire Material and 
making top e4 	p#or pprov.al o F the Commission, 

EXHIBITS: 	.A. 	Cost Estimate. 	̀13. 	Vit.:thirty 'Map., 
C. Layout iq'ari. 	Negatrre Declaration. 

';!' 	27, '31 	 4. 
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CALENDAR ITEM N,9, 38. LQ0III,..)1 

IT IS RECOMMENDED tnAt THE COMMISSION: 

1, DETERMINE THAT AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REpORT HAS NOT BEEN 
PREPARED BUT THAT A NEGATIVE IMiCLARATION HAS MN PREPARED 
13Y THE 1.0NC BEACH CITY PLANNING COMMISSION ON NovembbT 	1973, 

i.,I,RTIFY THAT THE COMM.MION HAS REVIEWED , AND 'CONSIDERED THE 
INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE NEGATIVE :DECLARATION. 

5. DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT ou NOT HAVE A.SIGNIFLCANT EFFECT 
ON THE ENMONMENT. 

4. APPROVE COSTS PROPOSED TO BE EMNia-13Y mi'uttY OF LONG 
BEACH; INCLUDING SUBSIDENCE REMEDIAL WORK, As INpIcAt1?0 ON 
EXHIBIT 'rA” ATTACHED ANT) BY REFERENCE MADE A, PART HEREOF, 
FOR THE PERIOD FROM 	1916,A TERMINATION „PAT 
qUBJECT TO THE cogprtioNs THAT THE AMOUNTS, IF ANY, OF EACH 
OF THE ITEMS TO BE ALLOWED 'ULTIMATELY AS suBSIDF*4 costs, 
DEDUCTIBLE UNDER, 'SECTION 4(p) OP CHigTER 	STATUTES OF 
1964, 1ST. E. S, WILL 134 DETERMINED BY THE COIVISION woN. 
AN ENGINEERING REVIEW AND FINAL AUDIT SUBSEQUENT TO THE TIME 
WHEN THE WORK UNDER ANY OF THESE ITEMS IS COMPLETED, AND 
THAT THE WORK CONFORM IN ESSENTIAL DETAILS TO THE PL?,NS 	AND 
BACKGROIAD,MATERIAL HERETARE SUBMITTED' TO THE COMMISSICN. 
IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED' THAT THE COMMISSION AUTHORIZE THE 
EXECUTION OF APPROPRIATE WRITTEN INSTRUMENTS REFLECTING' THE 
COMMISSION'S APPROVAL. 
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Work Pisposed 

Westside industrial Pall 
Soi'm Drain, Units , A anti 
1:-4'(Secomd Phase) 

No, w ! 0292 

City Estimated 
Pro)ect EXpendi 
tur ,,:s July 22, 	Estimated 
1976 to To:mina- 	Subsidence 
tion. 	 Costs 

$871,250 	 $7 1 ,1M) 

NOTE: The term "1st Phase' ccvers costs expended .for preliminary work 
subsequent to review of prelialinary plans and/or other adequate-
description. ("lst Phase" costs are restricted to engineering 
design,. Paid s.aveys for design purposes, Preparation of pre',' 
limiruoy and cons-rruction plans, spexial investigation as may 
be "equx,red for aw.ign purposes and preparation of specifications 
for constructieh.) 

The tcm• "2nd Phase” covers aciaitional costs approved subsequent 
to review of de.tail coastruction plans and/or other data sufficient 
to` guide cops-truction (1N:rations. 

Breakdown of Subsidence Costs: 

"bsWetio 
Ailouw 

$72.0 ,.6.40 

$79L$90 

'.SubsIdence 'Factor for Unit 1-A 
4A 4 

Subsidence Percent, bw;ed on 
construction costs only 

Contract 	Coastruction cost today 
minus Contract Construction Cost 
3926 divided by Contract Construction 
Cost today! 

$556,149'.00 • $54,394.66* f $556,149 
'90.22% , 

*So long as the total, scope oE the 
project remains unchanged, the 1926 
contrac, construction cast shall be 
fixed at this amount. Tho original 
facility is considered fully de. 
predated as the 50-year life has 
elapsed. 

999 

2;nd Ph4q,  
Uri 	Gast,  

1-B 	ri 

SECOND PHASE: $811,.,2,5O 

sub 5idence 

9n,.. O.R.  
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EXU1B1T  "N!  2,11I11,.) 

An adjustmcnt in the ,Second Phase subsidence percentage for Unit 1-A is 
being,made to compensate for subSidel,cp.,costs already withhold in the 
ptOodt First 15base 

Protect, GostS 

	

First Phase (Ap•revc 	04000 

Second Phase (This 
application) 	8'00 000 

080000 @ 90.221 

= $766,370,  Subsidence Cost 

A preliminary audit h E i4ong ,Wpach City EingineerS ,Ledger indicates,  total 
First Phase expenditures actually inc4rred—WereA43..31, of which 
$480.11'has been or will be reported as subsidence, COSt,s• at 92.'51. 

Mi,th approyal of 000,000 Second Phase, project costs at 90.22% subsidence 
coSts, total approved :Rind's will be;  

First. Phase: 	 5000040 

' Setendlihase: 

$850,,,000 0 90. 2$ =,* $466,870 Subsidence 
Co Sts 

. Actual 1st Phase expended•: “48,503.31) @ 9Z.5,'51 = $.04,,880.11) 
Subsidence —Costs 

	

Aiiproved Balance: 	$8,0i,496.69 	$14,90.:89 Subsidence 
Cos'tS 

'Adjusted Subsidence Factor =,$=721 9'89.89 
001,496.69 	90.08% 

	

Subsidence Amount 	 $80,000 x 90.08% = $720,640.00• 

Subsidence 'Factor for ,Unit 

Subsidence ,casts for Unitt 1-B will be 100% actual project C0.5tS-0 
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