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PROSPECTIVE ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS

Pursuant to Government Code § 4526, the California State Lands Commission (CSLC) hereby announces a need for environmental services to prepare a joint Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIR/EIS) in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act [42 USC §§ 4321 et seq.] (the NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act [PRC §§ 21000 et seq.]  (the CEQA) associated with the proposed installation and operation of an offshore cabled observatory in Monterey Bay.  The CSLC will be the State Lead Agency pursuant to the CEQA; the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary (MBNMS) will be the federal lead agency pursuant to the NEPA.   

I. Description of Project

The Project proposes to install an advanced cabled observatory in Monterey Bay that will serve as the test bed for a state-of-the-art regional ocean observatory, currently one component of the National Science Foundation (NSF) Ocean Observatories Initiative (OOI).  The Monterey Accelerated Research System (MARS) cabled observatory represents the next step toward harnessing the promise of new power and communication technologies to provide a remote, continuous, long-term, high-power, large-bandwidth infrastructure for multidisciplinary, in situ exploration, observation, and experimentation in the deep sea.  MARS will serve as the engineering test bed for future cabled observatories, including the North-East Pacific Time Series Undersea Networked Experiments (NEPTUNE) Project, which is located off of the coast of Washington.  NEPTUNE is a regional scale cabled observatory that the NSF plans to construct in 2006.  MARS will provide an advance opportunity to look at the operations, management, outreach activities, and costs involved with NEPTUNE on a smaller scale, and allow adjustments where necessary.

MARS will be located in one science node on 51 kilometers (km) of submarine cable.  The science node will provide 8 science ports, and each port will have a 100-Mbit-per-second, bi-directional telemetry channel.  The node will have the ability to deliver a total of 10kW of power to the 8 ports.  Extension cables can be plugged into any science port to provide power and communications up to 3.5 km away from the original node using the most cost effective deployment vehicle from several options including MBARI’s remotely operated vehicles (ROVs) and ships of opportunity.  The system will make use of the tools, techniques, and products developed over the last several decades for high reliability submarine telecommunication and military systems to ensure that this system can operate over a 25-year lifetime with minimum life-cycle cost. 

The cable route extends from Moss Landing (Monterey Bay, California) towards the northwest, to the north of the Monterey Canyon, and along the continental margin to the southeastern part of the Smooth Ridge.  The applicant proposes to bury the cable along most of the route to a depth of one meter, where feasible, using a hydraulically operated plow that is towed by a cable installation vessel.  The plow would cut a narrow trench for the cable and bury the cable. In areas where the cable cannot be buried with this method, the cable would be laid on the sea bottom and would be post lay buried by jetting, where feasible.  Some portions of the cable would remain unburied due to potentially hard seafloor substrate and exposed rocks.  

In the nearshore area, the cable would be installed in an existing pipeline that extends from 153 meters offshore to the proposed landing site located north of the Monterey Canyonhead in Moss Landing and owned by Duke Energy.  Because the applicant is proposing to use an existing pipeline, no trenching or boring is proposed in the nearshore area.
The applicant has identified an alternative landing site on the southern side of the Monterey Conyonhead, which would involve routing the cable from the new Moss Landing Marine Laboratory pier northward to the junction with the proposed landing site.  This alternative will be analyzed in the EIR/EIS.  

The applicant anticipates the cable would operate for a minimum of 25 years.  The scope of the EIR/EIS will address the entire project, including the onshore components and the offshore area to the end of the cable.  The entire offshore area is located within the MBNMS.  

Materials Available For Review

The applicant has prepared substantial baseline information for the project.  Background materials compiled for the proposed Project include:

· CSLC Lease Application provided by Monterey Bay Aquarium Research Institute, along with supporting materials;

· MBNMS Application, which includes a Geophysical and Burial Assessment Survey;

· Detailed project route maps and complete survey data for both the proposed and alternative landing location;

· Description of alternative routes considered and rationale for proposed route;

These materials can be viewed at the CSLC Sacramento or Long Beach offices after making an appointment with the CSLC staff members listed below.  Prospective consultants (defined as lead or principal consultants intending to submit a Proposal) are also required to attend a Public Scoping Meeting and pre-Bid Conference to be held at the Moss Landing Marine Laboratory, 8272 Moss Landing Road, Moss Landing, California on Wednesday, June 9, 2004, at 4:00PM.  Contact information and viewing locations for the background materials are: 

	Sacramento:

Annabell Abeleda, Contract Officer

CSLC 

100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100 South

Sacramento, CA 95825

(916) 574-1871


	Long Beach:

Madhu Ahuja, Engineer

CSLC

200 Oceangate, 12th Floor

Long Beach, California 90802

(562) 590-5208



Federal, State, and local agencies that, in addition to the CSLC and MBNMS, may have approval or oversight over aspects of the proposed Project, include but are not limited to:

· National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA)

· U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

· U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

· U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

· NOAA Fisheries – National Marine Fisheries Service

· California Coastal Commission

· State Water Resources Control Board

· California Department of Fish and Game

· California Department of Parks and Recreation Office of Historic Preservation 

· California Public Utilities Commission

· Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board

· Moss Landing Harbor District

· Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District 

· Monterey County Planning and Building Department

II. Description of Work

The CSLC, acting as Lead Agency under the CEQA, requires an EIR to be prepared for this Project. The MBNMS, acting as Lead Agency under the NEPA, has determined that an EIS will be required. The consultant should plan on preparing a joint document for both agencies using a combination of the following as provided in the CEQA § 15084(d)(2)-(3): original review and analysis conducted by the consultant; and independent (“third-party”) review and analysis, on behalf of the CSLC and MBNMS, of the materials submitted by the Applicant in their permit/lease applications. 

The Contractor is expected to: (1) provide the full range of expertise required to complete the EIR/EIS documentation and review processes ; (2) independently assess and validate information provided by the Applicant and other stakeholders; (3) independently identify all relevant environmental protection and consultation requirements; (4) independently develop proposals to meet those requirements and/or resolve conflicts; and (5) take the initiative to advise CSLC and MBNMS of the necessary efforts required. The Scope of Work provided by each potential bidder shall be task-based (see tasks listed below in Technical Content of Proposal), including a listing of milestones and work products, and should identify and describe how each potential CEQA/NEPA issue area will be analyzed (i.e., original or “third-party” review and analysis), including a description of the specific methodology and anticipated sources of information to be utilized in analyzing each issue area. 

At a minimum, the EIR/EIS shall discuss the affected environment, environmental consequences, and alternatives relative to the CEQA and/or the NEPA for issue areas such as the following (as applicable) and as described in the attached Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Notice of Intent (NOI):, 

· Air Quality

· Commercial and Recreational Fishing

· Cultural Resources

· Geology, Soils, and Mineral Resources

· Marine Biological Resources 

· Marine Water Quality

· Marine Vessel Traffic

· Noise

· Environmental Justice

· Cable Strumming

· Other potentially applicable issue areas recommended in the consultant Proposal (list and describe)

The EIR/EIS must include a section on Environmental Justice issues if potentially impacted communities or areas are identified by the bidder in the vicinity of the proposed Project.  Such communities or areas may be located on-shore and/or off-shore (such as persons working in, or dependent upon, commercial or subsistence fisheries).  This analysis must comply with any applicable federal NEPA and/or MBNMS requirements, as well as the provisions of the CSLC Environmental Justice Policy as adopted in October 2002. The bidder will first identify a potential “hazard” or “impact” footprint (which may be different for each potential impact topic) for the proposed Project. The bidder should base its identification of potentially impacted environmental justice communities/areas as follows: (1) by using 2000 Census data to determine the location of low income and minority populations in the project vicinity (if available, the bidder should base its identification of potentially impacted areas on recent criteria for designating such communities prepared by each particular City or County that may be potentially impacted by the Project; or by the applicable Council of Governments of Metropolitan Transportation Agency.  If such information is not available, the consultant should identify potentially impacted areas using data from the 2000 Census that exceed the corresponding medians for each particular City or County that may be potentially impacted by the Project; and (2) by evaluating potential environmental justice impacts on any affected commercial and subsistence fishers. If the bidder determines that such communities or groups are found to exist within the potential “hazard” or “impact” footprint area of the proposed Project, the bidder will then conduct an impact analysis consistent with federal requirements and the attached Environmental Justice policy as adopted by the CSLC on October 1, 2002.

The cumulative analysis (see Section 15130 of the CEQA Guidelines) in the EIR/EIS must look at past, present and known future projects in the area to assess potentially significant cumulative impacts and the increment of potentially impacted resources that the proposed Project will consume relative to those that have existed historically.

The Draft EIR/EIS will include a Mitigation Monitoring Program (see Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines and as described in the CSLC Model EIR Style Guide).

The Draft EIR/EIS will include an Appendix that contains the NOI and NOP, copies of all comment letters received on the NOI and NOP, and an indication (section and page) where each individual comment is addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS.

Technical Content of Proposal

The CSLC and the MBNMS are looking for a detailed Proposal (task-based with detailed methodology, including a listing of milestones, work products, and anticipated sources of information to be used in analyzing each issue area) from each firm covering the following tasks:

Task 1.  Project Start-up

· Attend a kick-off meeting in either Sacramento or Monterey;
· Inspect the accuracy, validity, integrity, and completeness of environmental information (including any identification and evaluation of potentially significant environmental impacts or compliance requirements) provided by the Applicant and/or other stakeholders and, following the inspection provide a methodology to independently identify and evaluate potentially significant environmental impacts; 

· Identify information gaps that may hinder an appropriate evaluation of potentially significant environmental impacts, and provide CSLC and MBNMS with a specific methodology to obtain the information; 

· Prepare a project-specific “Style Guide” (based on the attached CSLC template and modified to include NEPA and MBNMS requirements) to ensure that the Public Draft and Final EIR/EIS are consistent with the agencies’ desired formatting and professional standards. The consultant shall include a professional technical writer/editor on its team, including a description of qualifications and experience on similar documents; and

· Review, identify and/or develop Significance Criteria for each issue area that is to be addressed in the Draft and Final EIR/EIS based on an initial list of Significance Criteria prepared by the CSLC.

Task 2.  Project Description and Alternatives

· Based on applicant materials, prepare a concise project description of the proposed project, and alternatives to the project, for inclusion and analysis in the EIR/EIS.

Task 3.  Prepare Administrative Draft EIR/EIS 
· Finalize the list of potentially significant environmental issues to be addressed in the EIR/EIS based on the content of this SOI, the NOP and NOI, the project applications, and such other knowledge and information as may be available to the consultant; 

· Define the study area for each potentially affected environmental issue;
· Describe the affected environment for each issue area, relevant to the potential area of impact;
· Evaluate all (environmental and otherwise) potential issues of concern in the EIR/EIS process, identify those likely to be of most significant, and describe methodologies to address the significant issues; 

· Identify appropriate options to mitigate potentially significant environmental impacts, and the effectiveness and feasibility of each option;
· Evaluate and compare alternatives to the Project, including at a minimum, the No Project Alternative; alternative offshore locations and an alternative landing site; alternative means of obtaining the proposed project data; and document other alternatives considered; and

· Prepare and distribute sufficient (assume 10 each for CSLC and MBNMS) copies of the administrative Draft EIR/EIS, including an Environmental Justice section, and a Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP) to permit MBNMS and CSLC reviews prior to formal public distribution of the Draft EIR/EIS, as shown on the following Schedule. Each version shall contain sufficient information to fully comply with all of the appropriate and applicable CEQA and NEPA requirements.

Task 4.  Prepare Draft EIR/EIS
· Incorporate CSLC and MBNMS comments from Task 3 into the Draft EIR/EIS;

· Prepare, verify, maintain and update a computerized (sortable database) mailing list of agency staffs, officials, community/environmental/fishing groups, affected property owners, and other concerned citizens or interested parties. The selected Contractor, together with the Applicant, MBNMS, and CSLC will develop initial agency and property owner lists. The Contractor will provide a sign-in list at the Draft EIR/EIS meetings that also asks if individuals wish to receive a printed copy and/or a compact disk (CD) of the Draft and Final EIR/EIS. Prior to circulation of the Draft and Final EIR/EIS, the Contractor will notify individuals on the Project mailing list who have not otherwise indicated a preference, to determine whether these individuals wish to receive a printed copy and/or CD, or neither.

· Prepare camera-ready versions (assume 5 copies each) of the Draft EIR/EIS for review by MBNMS and CSLC staff prior to circulation.

· Prepare and distribute sufficient (assume up to 150) copies of a public Draft EIR/EIS and MMP, including electronic versions produced on CD (assume up to 50 copies).

Task 5.  Prepare Final EIR/EIS

· Organize and number all comments on the Draft EIR/EIS received during the public comment period;

· Prepare responses to each comment;

· Prepare corrections/modifications to Draft EIR/EIS;

· Prepare and distribute sufficient (assume 10 each for CSLC and MBNMS) copies of the  administrative draft Final EIR/EIS for review and comment by the CSLC and MBNMS;

· Incorporate CSLC and MBNMS comments on administrative draft Final EIR/EIS;

· Prepare camera-ready versions (assume 5 copies each) of the Final EIR/EIS for review by MBNMS and CSLC staff prior to circulation; and

· Prepare and distribute sufficient (assume up to 150) copies of a public Final EIR/EIS and MMP, including electronic versions produced on CD (assume up to 50 copies).

Task 6.  CEQA Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations (if necessary)

· Prepare CEQA Findings and, if necessary, a Statement of Overriding Considerations;

· Prepare, maintain and close out, at the direction of the CSLC and MBNMS, the administrative record of the preparation and certification of the EIR/EIS and decision on the Project; and

· Provide assistance to the MBNMS with preparation of the NEPA Record of Decision;

Task 7.  Public Hearings & Meetings

· Organize up to two public meetings/hearings on the Draft EIR/EIS (assume that each meeting will be split into an afternoon and an evening session), and present the Draft EIR/EIS and related information at the hearings. The bid should include the provision of a court reporter to record the proceedings of the hearings, with an electronic copy and one original and two paper copies of the transcripts provided to both the MBNMS and CSLC Project Managers.  CSLC staff will place public meeting notices in local newspapers; 

· Attendance at two public meetings (a State Lands Commission meeting in Sacramento and an MBNMS meeting in Monterey) for certification of the Final EIR/EIS and consideration of the Project; and

· Participate in a post-project evaluation with CSLC staff in Sacramento to review which aspects of the process went particularly well and what areas can be improved upon.

Optional Task

· Inclusion of an “optional” task for field monitoring to ensure compliance with requirements of the MMP, including preparation of sufficient (assume 10 each for CSLC and MBNMS) copies of a draft and final report describing the effectiveness of each mitigation measure.

Documentation and Production

Please note the following additional requirements for preparing the EIR/EIS documents:

· All copies of the Draft EIR/EIS, Final EIR/EIS and Final MMP prepared for this project shall be printed on paper that contains a minimum 30% post-consumer recycled content. The consultant shall also provide all required public review documents on CDs in the quantities listed above.
· The consultant shall prepare an electronic version of the Draft and Final EIR/EISEIR/EIS, and MMP, for posting on the MBNMS website and the CSLC website. Files shall be submitted in both Microsoft Word (97 or more recent version) and PDF (Adobe Writer) formats, with images presented in GIF or JPEG format. An index page shall be prepared in HTML format when the balance of the document is submitted. No single file, including images, shall exceed 1 megabyte (MB); the electronic version should be broken into as many logical sections as is necessary to meet the 1 MB size limitation. Alternatively, the consultant may provide its own website to host the CEQA documents, but the same formatting criteria must be followed.

· The consultant shall provide to the CSLC and MBNMS 10 CDs each containing the Draft and Final EIR/EIS, MMP, CEQA Findings, and Statement of Overriding Considerations (if necessary) in both Microsoft Word (97 or more recent version) and PDF (Adobe Writer) formats, with images presented in GIF or JPEG format.

Required Description of Project Manager Qualifications

All firms shall include the following information as part of the Proposal submitted to the CSLC and MBNMS:
· Describe the experience of the proposed Project Manager involving preparation of joint CEQA and NEPA documents for projects of similar size, complexity, and potential controversy.

· Describe the experience, training, seminars and classes that the proposed Project Manager has completed in the specific areas of project management, budget preparation and administration, and contract management. 

· Describe and provide examples of the tools and approach that the proposed Project Manager will continuously utilize to keep the project on schedule and on budget, and to communicate project status, issues and concerns with other members of the consultant team and the CSLC and MBNMS Project Managers. 

· List, in the last five years, any environmental documentation completed under the auspices and direction of the Project Manager for which litigation has been filed and describe the issues cited in and the outcome of such litigation. 

Sealed Cost Proposal
The EIR/EIS must be prepared within the time limits set forth in the following Schedule.  Because of the aggressive time schedule for this Project, bidders are to submit a detailed cost proposal in a separate sealed envelope along with their proposals. The envelope shall be clearly marked on the outside with the bidder’s name, project title, bid log number, and the words “Sealed Cost Proposal” in 18-point size lettering. The cost proposal shall be submitted using the electronic template attached or enclosed with this SOI. The sealed cost proposals of bidders not selected pursuant to the CSLC’s contracting process will remain sealed and will either be disposed of in an un-opened condition or returned to the bidder at their request. 

Schedule

The proposed schedule is provided below: 

SOI released
5/28/04

NOP Scoping/Consultants’ pre-bid Conference 
6/9/04, 4:00 PM
SOI/Sealed Cost Final Date for Submission by 2:00 PM
6/21/04

Interviews with top 3 bidders (in Sacramento)

6/29/04

Tentative Consultant Selection
6/30/04

Authorization to Proceed (anticipated)
On or before 8/6/04
Kickoff meeting 
8/16/04
Style Guide finalized
8/16/04

Tour of Project Influence Area
TBD
Submit ADEIR to CSLC/MBNMS
11/08/04
CSLC/MBNMS return comments
11/30/04
Camera-ready Draft EIR/EIS to CSLC
12/14/04
Camera-ready Draft EIR/EIS to Printer
12/30/04
Begin 45-day Public Review
1/07/05
End of 45-day Public Review
2/22/05
Submit AFEIR to CSLC/MBNMS
3/18/05
CSLC/MBNMS return comments
4/1/05
Camera-ready FEIR/EIS to CSLC
4/18/05
Camera-ready FEIR/EIS to Printer
4/25/05
Publish FEIR/EIS
5/2/05
CSLC Commission meeting
June 1,2005

III. Minimum Requirements

The CSLC and MBNMS invite environmental consulting firms to submit Proposals with sealed cost bids no later than 2:00 PM, Pacific Time, Monday, June 21, 2004, to perform the services described above.  Prospective contractors shall submit five (5) copies of their Proposals to both the CSLC and the MBNMS.  Proposals shall be hand-delivered or sent via U.S. mail or overnight delivery service to the CSLC and the MBNMS offices listed below.  

	Annabell Abeleda, Contract Officer

100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100 South


Sacramento, CA  95825


(916) 574-1871
	Deirdre Hall, Permit Coordinator

Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary

299 Foam Street

Monterey, CA 93940

(831) 647-4207




Firms submitting have the burden of proof to confirm that their Proposal was actually received in accordance with this announcement should there be any dispute about meeting the filing deadline. 

Small Business firms, as defined by the State Director of General Services, pursuant to Section 14837 of the Government Code and Section 1896, Title 2 of the California Code of Regulations, are encouraged to submit. 

Proposal Submittals will be evaluated only upon receipt of the following:

· Letter of Interest (cover letter)

· Proposal Submittal (maximum 50 pages excluding covers, dividers, Letter of Interest, and DVBE compliance forms)

· Firm’s qualifications and experience, and resume’s showing experience of the Firm’s proposed Project Manager and senior team members to be employed for this Project.

· Any subcontractor’s qualifications and experience, and resume’s showing experience of the subcontractor’s proposed senior team members to be employed for this Project.

· Brief description of the experience of the Firm, Project Manager, and all team members relating to offshore Cable projects.
· An organization chart showing the names and area of responsibility for all members of the proposed Project team.
· Concise work plan, which includes a description of the work tasks, methodology, milestones, and work products.
· Disabled Veteran Business Enterprises (DVBE) compliance forms.
IMPORTANT: Please see enclosure, "Disabled Veteran Business Enterprise Participation Requirements". Compliance will require immediate action on the part of the Contractor before contract can be awarded.

· A proposed schedule for completing major work tasks (which highlights any differences from the attached Schedule). Any proposed changes to the Schedule must be fully justified.
Proposal Submittals shall consist of five (5) copies to each address, not more than 50 pages in total length, and should focus on providing information related to the specific criteria listed below and describing how the firm intends to complete the work described in Section II within the given Schedule.  The core of the Proposal Submittal should be a detailed work plan demonstrating the firm’s understanding of the work to be done, its proposed methodology, and ability to perform that work within the Schedule required.  The cost proposal shall be a separate document from the Proposal Submittal.  

IV. Selection Criteria

This request is a supplement to the pre-qualification submittals (RFQ 2000-01) referenced in the “Regulations” portion of the CSLC web page (http://www.slc.ca.gov). Its purpose is to provide additional information regarding the qualifications of interested firms and a specific Scope of Work for this specific Project. Firms that have not previously submitted a Statement of Qualifications to the CSLC must do so before they can be considered for this Project. Ranking of a firm shall be made by CSLC and MBNMS staff on the basis of demonstrated competence and experience of the firm, on the qualifications and experience of the staff proposed for the Project, and the availability of resources appropriate to complete the work on time. These criteria require that the Proposal demonstrate specialized experience of the firm (including subcontractors) and individuals (especially Project Managers) as follows:

Absolute Requirements

1. No missing documents and all key items listed or discussed in the SOI have been supplied or addressed.
2. Compliance with required Proposal submittal date.
3. Attendance at Consultant’s Pre-bid Conference.  Please note that, given the aggressive processing schedule and very technical nature of the proposed project, lead or principal consultants intending to submit a Proposal are required to attend the pre-Bid Conference.  Failure to attend will prevent further consideration and evaluation of the Proposal. 
Differentiating Criteria

1. Knowledge, recent experience, and demonstrated understanding by proposed staff of the NEPA and CEQA processes, and relevant federal and State laws, including but not necessarily limited to, the federal and State Endangered Species Acts, the State and National Historic Preservation Acts, the Coastal Zone Management Act, and the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act.
2. Knowledge, recent experience, and demonstrated understanding by proposed staff of environmental resources, environmental analysis and issues along the California coast, within Monterey Bay and with offshore cable installation projects, including applicable requirements of federal, State and local governments such as those listed in Section I of this SOI.

3. Quality of recommendations on how to proceed in the environmental evaluation of the proposed project, understanding of the available data, identification of possible issues and a description of needed supplemental analyses.
4. CSLC and MBNMS evaluation of the task-based Scope of Work (listing specific milestones and work products) that demonstrates a clear understanding of the various components of the Project, including identification of issues and a detailed description of the methodology and analysis to be used in addressing those issues. 

5. Demonstrated experience and ability of proposed Project Manager to keep the Project on schedule and on budget, and to communicate project status, issues and concerns with other members of the consultant team, the CSLC, and the MBNMS.

6. Demonstrated experience of Firm, personnel, and Project Manager to prepare legally defensible environmental documents in accordance with the proposed Scope of Work and the Project Schedule.

V. Contract Administrative Process

Firms will be selected on the basis of responses to this request and an oral interview.

Upon receipt and review of all Proposals, staff may contact firms by telephone to review Proposals, clarify areas where the staff has questions and answer questions from the bidders. Thereafter, based on the selection criteria, the CSLC and MBNMS will select, for in-person interviews before a panel of CSLC and MBNMS staff, a minimum of three firms believed to represent the best-qualified Proposals. Interviews will be conducted in the Sacramento offices of the CSLC on Tuesday, June 29, 2004.. Following these interviews, staff will rank firms in order beginning with the best qualified (1), second best qualified (2) and so forth. The ranking will be approved by both CSLC and MBNMS officials. 

The sealed cost proposal of the number one firm will be opened and reviewed. The CSLC and MBNMS will attempt to negotiate a fee for services, which includes the DVBE participation requirement a Consultant must meet, and documents either the three percent (3%) participation requirement or a good faith effort. The CSLC and MBNMS reserve the right to review and specify a maximum administrative fee charged by Consultant for subcontractors. In the event that a satisfactory agreement cannot be negotiated, the CSLC and MBNMS will terminate negotiations with that firm and begin negotiations with the next ranked firm and so on. After successful negotiations, a contract will be awarded and executed. 

The CSLC and MBNMS reserve the right to terminate the selection proceedings at any time prior to the award of contract.

This acquisition is not a Federal procurement. Federal appropriated funds will not be used.  Federal acquisition procedures and protest procedures do not apply.

For more information, or to submit questions regarding the content of this request for Statements of Interest, please contact Annabell Abeleda, Contracts Officer, at 916-574-1871 or by e-mail abeleda@slc.ca.gov.

Attachments: 

Notice of Preparation

Notice of Intent

Project Location Map

CSLC Environmental Justice Policy

Cost Proposal Spreadsheet

CSLC Model Invoice Summary and Status Report

DVBE Participation Requirements

To Be Distributed at pre-Bid Conference:

CSLC Model EIR Style Guide, including Guidelines for the Preparation of Documents for Posting to CSLC Web Sites
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