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Advance Reports Over 50 Pages Meeting Agenda - Final August 7, 2026

The following reports are scheduled for the Board of Supervisors meeting on Tuesday, August 18th, 

2026.  The reports are being distributed 11 + days prior to the Board of Supervisors meeting due to 

the large volume of information.  These reports are not numbered at this time.

Public Works and Facilities - Consent

a.  Approve Professional Services Agreement (PSA) with CONSOR North America, Inc. to provide 

bridge design services for the Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project located in Carmel Valley, 

County Project #1181, Federal Project #BPMPL-5943(150), Request for Proposals (RFP) #10964, 

for an initial term of three years effective August 18, 2026 to August 17, 2029, with the option to 

extend the term for two additional one-year periods, for an amount not to exceed $835,000; 

b.  Approve additional term extensions for the PSA beyond the anticipated five-year term of RFP 

#10964 with no change in the scope of work or increase to the dollar amount to allow continuity of 

services initiated during the anticipated five-year term of the PSA, subject to review and approval as to 

form by the Office of the County Counsel; and

c.  Authorize the Director of Public Works, Facilities and Parks or their designee to execute the PSA 

and future amendments to the PSA where the amendments do not significantly alter the scope of work 

or increase the amount by more than 10% ($83,500) of the original approved PSA amount of 

$835,000 bringing the potential overall aggregate not to exceed amount to $918,500 subject to review 

and approval as to form by the Office of the County Counsel and as to fiscal provisions by the 

Auditor-Controller’s Office. 

Board Report

Attachment A - Proposed PSA with CONSOR North America, Inc.

Attachment B - Project Budget

Attachment C - Location Map

Attachment D - RFP #10964

Attachment E - Addendum No. 1 to RFP #10964

Attachment F - Addendum No. 2 to RFP #10964

Attachments:
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Board Report

County of Monterey
Board of Supervisors 

Chambers

168 W. Alisal St., 1st Floor

Salinas, CA 93901

Legistar File Number: A 26-343 August 18, 2026

Item No. 

Public Works, Facilities & 

Parks - Consent

8/3/2026Introduced: Current Status:

1 BoS AgreementVersion: Matter Type:

a.  Approve Professional Services Agreement (PSA) with CONSOR North America, Inc. to provide 

bridge design services for the Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project located in Carmel Valley, 

County Project #1181, Federal Project #BPMPL-5943(150), Request for Proposals (RFP) #10964, 

for an initial term of three years effective August 18, 2026 to August 17, 2029, with the option to 

extend the term for two additional one-year periods, for an amount not to exceed $835,000; 

b.  Approve additional term extensions for the PSA beyond the anticipated five-year term of RFP 

#10964 with no change in the scope of work or increase to the dollar amount to allow continuity of 

services initiated during the anticipated five-year term of the PSA, subject to review and approval as 

to form by the Office of the County Counsel; and

c.  Authorize the Director of Public Works, Facilities and Parks or their designee to execute the PSA 

and future amendments to the PSA where the amendments do not significantly alter the scope of work 

or increase the amount by more than 10% ($83,500) of the original approved PSA amount of 

$835,000 bringing the potential overall aggregate not to exceed amount to $918,500 subject to review 

and approval as to form by the Office of the County Counsel and as to fiscal provisions by the 

Auditor-Controller’s Office. 

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the Board of Supervisors:

a.  Approve Professional Services Agreement (PSA) with CONSOR North America, Inc. to provide 

bridge design services for the Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project located in Carmel Valley, 

County Project #1181, Federal Project #BPMPL-5943(150), Request for Proposals (RFP) #10964, 

for an initial term of three years effective August 18, 2026 to August 17, 2029, with the option to 

extend the term for two additional one-year periods, for an amount not to exceed $835,000; 

b.  Approve additional term extensions for the PSA beyond the anticipated five-year term of RFP 

#10964 with no change in the scope of work or increase to the dollar amount to allow continuity of 

services initiated during the anticipated five-year term of the PSA, subject to review and approval as 

to form by the Office of the County Counsel; and

c.  Authorize the Director of Public Works, Facilities and Parks or their designee to execute the PSA 

and future amendments to the PSA where the amendments do not significantly alter the scope of work 

or increase the amount by more than 10% ($83,500) of the original approved PSA amount of 

$835,000 bringing the potential overall aggregate not to exceed amount to $918,500 subject to review 

and approval as to form by the Office of the County Counsel and as to fiscal provisions by the 

Auditor-Controller’s Office. 
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Legistar File Number: A 26-343

 

SUMMARY:

The County of Monterey, Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks (PWFP) has identified a 

need for bridge design services for the Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (Project).  

 

The recommended actions will establish a Professional Services Agreement (PSA) with CONSOR 

North America, Inc. (CONSOR) to provide bridge design services for the Project.  In general, 

CONSOR’s scope of work includes preparing construction plans and specifications for the removal of 

the existing one lane bridge, construct new two-lane bridge, guard rail, street lighting, street paving, 

stripping of road, temporary access bridge and relocation of utilities.  

 

DISCUSSION:

On December 8, 2025, PWFP solicited Proposals from qualified consultants through Request for 

Proposals (RFP) #10964 for bridge design services for the Project.  On January 29, 2026, PWFP 

received proposals from six consultants.  The proposals were subjected to a competitive selection 

process that was conducted in accordance with County policies and State and Federal laws under 

RFP #10964.  As a result of this competitive process, CONSOR was selected as the most qualified 

consultant.   

 

Board of Supervisors (Board) approval would allow for the issuance of a PSA between the County 

and CONSOR to provide bridge design services for the Project, for an initial term of three years 

effective August 18, 2026 to August 17, 2029, with the option to extend the term for two additional 

one-year periods, for an amount not to exceed $835,000.  

 

Attachments A through C are provided for reference and include a draft of the proposed PSA, 

Project Budget, and Location Map.  Attachments D through F include RFP #10964 and Addendums 

No. 1 and No. 2 to RFP #10964.

 

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT/COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

The Office of the County Counsel, including Risk Management, and the Auditor-Controller’s Office 

have reviewed and approved the PSA as to form, and liability and fiscal provisions, respectively.  

 

FINANCING:

The total estimated cost of the Project, including design engineering, environmental, right of way, 

utilities and construction is $9,080,143.  The County has secured the majority of Project funds in the 

amount of $7,611,270 from the Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and the remainder in the amount of 

$1,468,873 will be funded by Measure X funds.  Please refer to Attachment B, Project Budget, for 

further details. 

 

As shown, the Project budget for Design Engineering and Environmental Services is $1,350,143.  

PWFP staff directed CONSOR to perform these services in two phases: Phase 1 - Preliminary 

Engineering, for an amount not to exceed $358,910, and Phase 2 - Final Design, for an amount not to 

exceed $476,090, for a combined total amount not to exceed $835,000 for the PSA.  Phase 3 - 

Construction is included in the PSA as an optional phase.  The costs associated with the PSA are 

anticipated to be incurred over the next four fiscal years (FYs): 2026-27, 2027-28, 2028-29, and 
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2029-30.     

 

This Project is included in the County’s current 5-Year Capital Improvement Program and Annual 

Work Program for Road Fund.  Work on Phase 1 of the Project will begin immediately upon 

execution of the PSA.  There are sufficient appropriations adopted in the FY 2026-27 Road Fund 

1201, Unit 320015, Appropriation Unit PFP113 to finance Phase 1 of the Project.  Once complete 

funding is secured for future phases of the Project (Phase 2 and Phase 3), the County will issue 

notice(s) to proceed to CONSOR.  If necessary, additional actions will be brought forward to the 

Board after funding has been identified.  

 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS:

The recommended action aligns with the Board’s Strategic Plan Goals for Sustainable Infrastructure, 

both now and in the future.  The Project’s bridge design services, including bridge removal and 

replacement, are focused on widening the bridge to provide an additional travel lane and shoulder 

width, thereby enhancing the safety, functionality, and longevity of the County’s infrastructure.  

 

___ Well-Being and Quality of Life

_X   Sustainable Infrastructure for the Present and Future

___  Safe and Resilient Communities

___  Diverse and Thriving Economy

 

Prepared by:   Edgard Rizo, Assistant Engineer, (831) 755-5158 

                       Dalia Mariscal-Martinez, Management Analyst III 

Reviewed by: Armando Fernandez, PE, Senior Civil Engineer

                       J. Erich Rauber, PE, GE Senior Civil Engineer

                       Enrique Saavedra, PE, Chief of Public Works

Approved by: Randell Ishii, MS, PE, TE, PTOE, Director of Public Works, Facilities and Parks

 

Attachments:

Attachment A - Proposed PSA with CONSOR North America, Inc.

Attachment B - Project Budget 

Attachment C - Location Map

Attachment D - RFP #10964

Attachment E - Addendum No. 1 to RFP #10964

Attachment F - Addendum No. 2 to RFP #10964
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Board Report

County of Monterey
Board of Supervisors 

Chambers

168 W. Alisal St., 1st Floor

Salinas, CA 93901

Legistar File Number: A 26-343 August 18, 2026

Item No. 

Agenda Ready8/3/2026Introduced: Current Status:

1 BoS AgreementVersion: Matter Type:

a.  Approve Professional Services Agreement (PSA) with CONSOR North America, Inc. to provide 

bridge design services for the Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project located in Carmel Valley, 

County Project #1181, Federal Project #BPMPL-5943(150), Request for Proposals (RFP) #10964, 

for an initial term of three years effective August 18, 2026 to August 17, 2029, with the option to 

extend the term for two additional one-year periods, for an amount not to exceed $835,000; 

b.  Approve additional term extensions for the PSA beyond the anticipated five-year term of RFP 

#10964 with no change in the scope of work or increase to the dollar amount to allow continuity of 

services initiated during the anticipated five-year term of the PSA, subject to review and approval as 

to form by the Office of the County Counsel; and

c.  Authorize the Director of Public Works, Facilities and Parks or their designee to execute the PSA 

and future amendments to the PSA where the amendments do not significantly alter the scope of work 

or increase the amount by more than 10% ($83,500) of the original approved PSA amount of 

$835,000 bringing the potential overall aggregate not to exceed amount to $918,500 subject to review 

and approval as to form by the Office of the County Counsel and as to fiscal provisions by the 

Auditor-Controller’s Office. 

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the Board of Supervisors:

a.  Approve Professional Services Agreement (PSA) with CONSOR North America, Inc. to provide 

bridge design services for the Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project located in Carmel Valley, 

County Project #1181, Federal Project #BPMPL-5943(150), Request for Proposals (RFP) #10964, 

for an initial term of three years effective August 18, 2026 to August 17, 2029, with the option to 

extend the term for two additional one-year periods, for an amount not to exceed $835,000; 

b.  Approve additional term extensions for the PSA beyond the anticipated five-year term of RFP 

#10964 with no change in the scope of work or increase to the dollar amount to allow continuity of 

services initiated during the anticipated five-year term of the PSA, subject to review and approval as 

to form by the Office of the County Counsel; and

c.  Authorize the Director of Public Works, Facilities and Parks or their designee to execute the PSA 

and future amendments to the PSA where the amendments do not significantly alter the scope of work 

or increase the amount by more than 10% ($83,500) of the original approved PSA amount of 

$835,000 bringing the potential overall aggregate not to exceed amount to $918,500 subject to review 

and approval as to form by the Office of the County Counsel and as to fiscal provisions by the 

Auditor-Controller’s Office. 
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SUMMARY:

The County of Monterey, Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks (PWFP) has identified a 

need for bridge design services for the Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (Project).  

 

The recommended actions will establish a Professional Services Agreement (PSA) with CONSOR 

North America, Inc. (CONSOR) to provide bridge design services for the Project.  In general, 

CONSOR’s scope of work includes preparing construction plans and specifications for the removal of 

the existing one lane bridge, construct new two-lane bridge, guard rail, street lighting, street paving, 

stripping of road, temporary access bridge and relocation of utilities.  

 

DISCUSSION:

On December 8, 2025, PWFP solicited Proposals from qualified consultants through Request for 

Proposals (RFP) #10964 for bridge design services for the Project.  On January 29, 2026, PWFP 

received proposals from six consultants.  The proposals were subjected to a competitive selection 

process that was conducted in accordance with County policies and State and Federal laws under 

RFP #10964.  As a result of this competitive process, CONSOR was selected as the most qualified 

consultant.   

 

Board of Supervisors (Board) approval would allow for the issuance of a PSA between the County 

and CONSOR to provide bridge design services for the Project, for an initial term of three years 

effective August 18, 2026 to August 17, 2029, with the option to extend the term for two additional 

one-year periods, for an amount not to exceed $835,000.  

 

Attachments A through C are provided for reference and include a draft of the proposed PSA, 

Project Budget, and Location Map.  Attachments D through F include RFP #10964 and Addendums 

No. 1 and No. 2 to RFP #10964.

 

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT/COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

The Office of the County Counsel, including Risk Management, and the Auditor-Controller’s Office 

have reviewed and approved the PSA as to form, and liability and fiscal provisions, respectively.  

 

FINANCING:

The total estimated cost of the Project, including design engineering, environmental, right of way, 

utilities and construction is $9,080,143.  The County has secured the majority of Project funds in the 

amount of $7,611,270 from the Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and the remainder in the amount of 

$1,468,873 will be funded by Measure X funds.  Please refer to Attachment B, Project Budget, for 

further details. 

 

As shown, the Project budget for Design Engineering and Environmental Services is $1,350,143.  

PWFP staff directed CONSOR to perform these services in two phases: Phase 1 - Preliminary 

Engineering, for an amount not to exceed $358,910, and Phase 2 - Final Design, for an amount not to 

exceed $476,090, for a combined total amount not to exceed $835,000 for the PSA.  Phase 3 - 

Construction is included in the PSA as an optional phase.  The costs associated with the PSA are 

anticipated to be incurred over the next four fiscal years (FYs): 2026-27, 2027-28, 2028-29, and 

2029-30.     
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This Project is included in the County’s current 5-Year Capital Improvement Program and Annual 

Work Program for Road Fund.  Work on Phase 1 of the Project will begin immediately upon 

execution of the PSA.  There are sufficient appropriations adopted in the FY 2026-27 Road Fund 

1201, Unit 320015, Appropriation Unit PFP113 to finance Phase 1 of the Project.  Once complete 

funding is secured for future phases of the Project (Phase 2 and Phase 3), the County will issue 

notice(s) to proceed to CONSOR.  If necessary, additional actions will be brought forward to the 

Board after funding has been identified.  

 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS:

The recommended action aligns with the Board’s Strategic Plan Goals for Sustainable Infrastructure, 

both now and in the future.  The Project’s bridge design services, including bridge removal and 

replacement, are focused on widening the bridge to provide an additional travel lane and shoulder 

width, thereby enhancing the safety, functionality, and longevity of the County’s infrastructure.  

 

___ Well-Being and Quality of Life

_X   Sustainable Infrastructure for the Present and Future

___  Safe and Resilient Communities

___  Diverse and Thriving Economy

 

Prepared by:   Edgard Rizo, Assistant Engineer, (831) 755-5158 

                       Dalia Mariscal-Martinez, Management Analyst III 

Reviewed by: Armando Fernandez, PE, Senior Civil Engineer

                       J. Erich Rauber, PE, GE Senior Civil Engineer

                       Enrique Saavedra, PE, Chief of Public Works

Approved by: Randell Ishii, MS, PE, TE, PTOE, Director of Public Works, Facilities and Parks

 

Attachments:

Attachment A - Proposed PSA with CONSOR North America, Inc.

Attachment B - Project Budget 

Attachment C - Location Map

Attachment D - RFP #10964

Attachment E - Addendum No. 1 to RFP #10964

Attachment F - Addendum No. 2 to RFP #10964
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EXHIBIT A - SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS 

Page 1 of 40 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

To Agreement by and between 
County of Monterey, hereinafter referred to as “County” 

and 
CONSOR North America, Inc., hereinafter referred to as “CONTRACTOR” 

 
A. SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 
A.1 CONTRACTOR shall provide services and staff, and otherwise do all things necessary 
for or incidental to the performance of work for the Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project 
(Project), as set forth below:  
 
The following scope was revised based on discussions with County on 4/14/26, 4/29/26, and 05/01/26 
to reduce the Project delivery budget to be more consistent with the Highway Bridge Program (HBP) 
Preliminary Engineering (PE) funds that were authorized for this Project.   Portions of the scope 
included for project management, surveying, environmental, bid support, and design tasks were either 
reduced, removed, or were reconfigured as Optional Tasks accordingly.  It is understood that the 
detailed scope and budget required for the Project beyond what is included in this scope shall be 
negotiated at a later date. 

 
Phase 1 - Preliminary Engineering 
 
TASK 1. - PROJECT MANAGEMENT 
 
Task 1.1. - Project Controls 
CONTRACTOR shall manage the Project Team, monitor schedule and budget, and prepare 
monthly progress reports and invoices. 
 
CONTRACTOR shall develop a Microsoft Project schedule showing each task, start and end dates, 
and task duration.  This schedule will be updated and coordinated with County throughout the 
Project as appropriate. 
 
Task 1.2. - Kick Off Meeting and Field Investigation 
CONTRACTOR shall coordinate an initial field review with County Project Manager (PM) and other 
Project Stakeholders to review the proposed Project and to highlight and record significant Project 
features.   CONTRACTOR shall conduct a visual on-site field investigation to identify existing 
conditions and establish preliminary design assumptions and parameters.  CONTRACTOR shall 
review as-built information as available.  CONTRACTOR understands no as-built information is 
available for the existing structure.  CONTRACTOR's PM and Project Engineers shall attend kick 
off and on-site field review meetings.  It is assumed the kick off meeting will be held virtually 
(Microsoft Teams), with the on-site field review meeting scheduled to occur as soon as possible after the 
kick off meeting.  
 
Task 1.3. - Progress Meetings 
CONTRACTOR’s PM and appropriate staff shall meet with County PM and others as necessary 
to manage and deliver the Project.  One (1)-hour meetings shall be scheduled virtually bi-monthly 

Docusign Envelope ID: 08923C74-3476-8450-8194-E2A000622B7DDocusign Envelope ID: BC27599F-6233-8DB7-8397-393DBFCEACEA
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EXHIBIT A - SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS 

Page 2 of 40 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

to keep County informed of the status of the Project and to gain timely decisions from County.  
Initially, more frequent meetings should be required and should be scheduled on an as needed basis.  
CONTRACTOR shall prepare meeting agendas and meeting notes in a format specified by 
County.  CONTRACTOR assumes a total of twenty (20) meetings.  CONTRACTOR assumes a 
one (1)-hour duration per virtual meeting (Microsoft Teams) attended by the CONTRACTOR’s PM 
and Project Engineers for the bi-monthly progress meetings. 
 
Additionally, CONTRACTOR anticipates virtual milestone meetings at the completion of PE, 65% 
Design, and 95% Design to review and address County comments.  For the milestone virtual 
meetings, CONTRACTOR assumes a one (1)-hour duration per meeting for the CONTRACTOR’s 
PM and Project Engineers. CONTRACTOR assumes a total of three (3) milestone virtual meetings. 
 
All meetings will be held virtually (Microsoft Teams) unless otherwise specified. 
 
Task 1.4. – Public Outreach (Optional) 
CONTRACTOR understands that County will be conducting public outreach during the delivery 
of the Project.  If requested by County, CONTRACTOR shall provide technical support 
throughout the public outreach process.  This support may consist of providing visual display 
boards and attending public meetings.  Detailed scope and budget required for this task shall be 
negotiated at a later date if requested by County. 
 
Task 1. Deliverables: 

• Meeting notes and meeting agendas 
• Monthly updated Project schedule 
• Monthly progress reports 

 
TASK 2. - 35% DESIGN — PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING 
 
Task 2.1. - Preliminary Bridge Design 
CONTRACTOR shall evaluate the roadway alignment as well as address hydraulic constraints, debris 
load, constructability, utility conflicts and relocation, right-of-way considerations, geotechnical 
constraints, environmental considerations, maintenance, schedule, and cost. 
 
Conceptual level cost estimates shall be provided.  CONTRACTOR shall consider how the 
Project will be constructed and whether a detour, low water crossing or temporary bridge will be 
required.  Road closures shall be minimized to the extent possible.  CONTRACTOR shall explore 
the feasibility of a staged construction along the existing alignment, with one (1) lane remaining open 
to traffic at all times and constructing in two (2) stages, and a full closure of the Boronda Road 
Bridge with a detour alignment south of the bridge utilizing a temporary bridge to cross the 
Carmel River. 
 
CONTRACTOR assumes that up to two (2) roadway alignment alternatives (discussed above) and 
up to two (2) different bridge alternatives will be evaluated. 
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EXHIBIT A - SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS 

Page 3 of 40 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

Task 2.2. - Type Selection Report 
After concurrence from County on the recommended design (preferred alternative), 
CONTRACTOR shall prepare a Type Selection Report for review and approval by the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans).  PE includes layouts of the Project to an approximate 
35% level of completion. 
 
CONTRACTOR shall develop a preliminary design of the Project including: 

• Geometric alignment of the roadway, vertical and horizontal profiles 
• Bridge span length and width 
• Proposed bridge superstructure and substructure type 
• Proposed detour alignments, if applicable 
• Preliminary hydraulic considerations 
• Preliminary foundation concepts 
• Preliminary slope stability considerations 
• Draft construction schedule 
• 35% Plans 
• 35% Design Cost Estimate 
• Utility relocation concept sketches 
• Right-of-way considerations and preliminary cost estimates 

 
The Type Selection Report will include a discussion of the design criteria for the Project, 
anticipated design exceptions, seismic, foundation, hydraulic, and right-of-way requirements, 
falsework and aesthetic considerations, detour or traffic handling requirements and alternatives, 
utility conflicts and relocation, and construction cost and staging.  Anticipated construction 
methods will be identified in the report and coordinated with the project geometry.  The report will 
provide recommendations for the selected roadway alignment and bridge structure types, with 
discussion of the pros and cons for each alternative.  35% level construction cost estimates will be 
included, in a format specified by County.  Type Selection documents will be submitted to County 
for review and approval. 
 
CONTRACTOR assumes one (1) Type Selection meeting will be required with Caltrans, and that 
Caltrans “Type Selection Procedure Guidelines for HBP Projects” will need to be followed for the 
development of the Type Selection Report to obtain conceptual approval from Caltrans Structures 
Local Assistance (SLA) and HBP Managers. CONTRACTOR assumes a two (2)-hour duration for 
the Type Selection meeting will be required and will be attended by CONTRACTOR’s PM and 
Project Engineers. 
 
Task 2. Deliverables: 

• Type Selection Report (Draft and Final) 
• 35% Construction Cost Estimates 
• 35% Plans 

 
Task 2.3. - Preliminary Right-of-Way Estimate (Optional) 
Current procedures for the development of the Type Selection Report provided by Caltrans HBP 
Managers and SLA require that right-of-way costs be included in the assessment of each alternative. 
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Accordingly, CONTRACTOR proposes that Monument, CONTRACTOR’s subcontractor, 
provide the following services: 
 
Monument will coordinate with the design team to identify right-of-way acquisitions resulting 
from the proposed improvements.  Additionally, Monument will provide information about 
existing conditions within the project limits, including land use, and any existing rights or 
encumbrances known to exist on the affected properties.  The specific steps Monument will take to 
determine impacts and estimate costs are as follows: 

• Perform a Geographic Information Systems (GIS) analysis to identify property and rights 
potentially affected by the proposed design 

• Use publicly available data and other real estate resources to confirm the ownership, land use, 
zoning, lot size, and improvements for each affected property 

• Perform a desktop inspection of properties to confirm the probable acquisition type (fee, 
easement, temporary construction easement, etc.) including identifying existing uses or 
personal property to be relocated (if any). 

• Calculate the fee and/or easement area (including temporary construction easements) that will 
need to be acquired for each impacted property using design data and assessor boundary 
information 

• Estimate the total capital cost of acquisition for all parcels including real estate costs, 
relocation assistance, severance damages, loss of goodwill, fixtures and equipment, 
demolition and clearance as appropriate 

• Estimate the total support cost for all parcels including appraisal fees, condemnation costs, title 
and escrow fees, environmental fees, and Monument fees as necessary 

• Escalate costs to anticipated right-of-way acquisition date 
• Prepare a draft Right-of-Way Requirements Memorandum detailing the required property and 

rights, as well as the estimated cost of acquisition 
• Update and finalize the Right-of-Way Requirements Memorandum based on comments from 

the design team and County. 
• Right-of-way information gathered during preparation of the Memorandum may also be used to 

supply information for environmental analysis as necessary. 
 

Task 2.3 Deliverables: 
• Right-of-Way Requirements Memorandum addressing each build alternative and including 

supporting data. 
• Right-of-Way Cost estimate including detailed spreadsheet of all cost categories considered, 

support for cost assumptions (comparable sales, etc.) and any other primary research used to 
develop cost estimates. 

 
Assumptions: 

• Cost estimates will be prepared for a maximum of two (2) build alternatives with up to two (2) 
design options per alternative. 

• Design team will provide new proposed right-of-way limits (permanent and temporary) in 
ArcGIS Shapefile or CAD format, or PDF with proposed acquisition areas pre-calculated. 

• Design and environmental teams will be available to review proposed right-of-way 
acquisitions and answer questions about potential impacts. 
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• Updates to cost estimates based on mid-stream design changes necessitating rework will 
require an amendment to this Agreement. 

• Additional supporting information including utility conflict/cost information, right-of-way 
engineering data, milestone schedule information, Hazardous Materials testing data, etc. to be 
provided by Design Team. 

 
TASK 3. – SURVEY 
Whitson Engineers (Whitson), CONTRACTOR’s subcontractor, will provide the following scope.  
These tasks have been segregated to be more consistent with the PE and Right-of-Way HBP 
funding categories.  Services associated with right-of-way surveying are provided as Optional 
Tasks as County will be providing these services. 
 
Task 3.1. - Preliminary Engineering Survey 
 
Task 3.1.1. - Survey and Mapping 
All survey work shall be performed under the responsible charge of a California licensed 
Professional Land Surveyor (Surveyor) who will execute the Project “Acknowledgment of Survey 
Monument Preservation Responsibility” form.  A copy of said executed form shall be delivered 
electronically to County Surveyor, Michael Goetz at goetzmk@countyofmonterey.gov. 
 
Provide aerial and ground surveys including: 

• Color ortho image with 0.25’ pixel resolution, Digital Terrain Model (DTM), contours, and 
a “surface” in AutoCAD Civil 3D.  This aerial map shall be compiled to the Base Map.  
Whitson will use an Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV) for data collection in the field. 

• Ground control for the aerial map and all control for the “densification” of the aerial map.  
The Project control shall be established by a static occupation and processed using National 
Geodetic Survey (NGS) Online Positioning User Service (OPUS) with the horizontal datum 
being the North American Datum of 1983, National Adjustment of 2011, Epoch date of 
2010.00, abbreviated NAD83(2011) Epoch 2010.00.  The projection used shall be the 
California Coordinate System of 1983 (CCS83), Zone 4.  The vertical datum shall be 
NAVD88.  All coordinate values of the control on the ground shall be on said horizontal and 
vertical datums.  Sufficient control points shall be established and with some set-in strategic 
locations to survive the start of the construction phase, roughly five (5) years into the future.  
The survey control points shall be compiled to the Base Map, and the Survey Base Map 
deliverable shall include a Survey Control Sheet showing the location and coordinates of these 
control stations.  The control sheet shall show locations with aerial imagery as a background so 
that their locations can easily be ascertained.  Provide ground surveys and mapping for areas 
in dense vegetation, under and on the temporary bridge, geotechnical investigation bore 
holes, conforms, surface evidence of underground utilities, overhead wire locations near the 
existing crossing and one hundred feet on each side of the existing crossing. 

• Whitson will collect available data from the local utility companies per American Society of 
Civil Engineers (ASCE) Quality Level C (surface utilities plus record utility research) for the 
Project area and integrate the information into the Project base map.  CONTRACTOR 
recommends that County request an Underground Service Alert (USA) location prior to the 
survey in order to facilitate the location of additional utility installations. 

• Include all grade breaks, one (1) foot grade contours, tops and toes in the dirt areas. 
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• Include hardscape features, such as roadway sections, edge of pavement, lane striping, crown 
of road, trees (greater than six (6)-inch diameter at breast height), mailboxes, roadside signs, 
existing bridge deck, corners, soffit, piers, and abutments, guard railing, manholes, pipe 
inverts, wing walls, and fences. 

• Field survey point densification in the vicinity of the Project's construction footprint: existing 
bridge, road and channel locations. 

• Ordinary High-Water Mark (OHWM) shall be shown within the study area.  The OHWM 
shall be established in accordance with Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) guidelines by the 
CONTRACTOR and these marks shall be located by the Surveyor. 

 
All features will be separated by layer and labeled for ease of use. 
 
Task 3.1.2 - Hydraulic Cross Sections 
Surveyor shall survey channel cross sections in sufficient number and detail, upstream and 
downstream of the crossing, necessary to perform hydraulic analysis for preparation of a location 
hydrology and hydraulics study.  These cross sections shall be compiled to the Base Map and 
provided in a data format compatible with the hydraulic/hydrologic analysis. 
 
Whitson will provide field surveying and mapping for a total of eleven (11) cross-sections.  Cross-
sections will be obtained within 500 feet upstream and downstream of the existing bridge.  Cross 
sections will be limited to obtaining data within the riparian corridor; data outside the riparian 
corridor (approximately 100 feet to 300 feet in width) will utilize available Light Detection and 
Ranging (LiDAR) data. 
 
Task 3.1.2. Deliverables: 

• Cross-section survey data and available LiDAR data in DWG format. 
 

Task 3.1.3. - Base Map 
Provide a Base Map to be used as the basis for design of the Project.  The Base Map shall be 
delivered in AutoCAD Civil 3D compatible DWG format. 
 
Task 3.1.3. Deliverables: 

• Survey Base Map in AutoCAD Civil 3D DWG format and PDF map of the survey data 
 

Task 3.2. - Right-of-Way Survey (Optional) 
 
Task 3.2.1. - Right-of-Way Establishment (Optional) 
Surveyor shall perform a complete boundary retracement survey to accurately determine County 
road right-of-way within the Project limits.  Sufficient survey monuments and other survey 
evidence shall be found and tied into the survey.  This may require the survey to extend outside the 
Project limits.  This right-of-way shall be compiled to the Base Map. 
 
Task 3.2.1. Deliverables: 

• Right-of-Way Survey Map 
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Task 3.2.2. - Easement Plotting (Optional) 
Provide re-establishment of recorded easement deeds (per review of the preliminary title reports).  
Easement locations shall be shown on the Base Map.  Procure preliminary title reports for nearby 
assessor parcels.  Whitson will obtain up to ten (10) title reports for properties abutting County right-
of-way.  
 
Task 3.2.2. Deliverables: 

• Easement Survey Map 
 
Task 3.2.3. - Survey Monument Preservation and Pre- Construction Record of Survey 
(Optional) 
Surveyor shall perform a pre-construction field survey in compliance with California Business and 
Professions Code Section 8771(b).  All monuments of record and any found that are not of record 
shall be located and referenced prior to construction, and a pre-construction Record of Survey shall 
be filed with the County Recorder.  By graphics and notation, the Record of Survey shall show the 
methods used to re-establish County road right-of-way lines along with the survey control points 
set for the Project.  Other critical boundary and/or easement lines shall also be shown. This map 
shall meet the requirements for a pre-construction survey and documentation.  County will waive 
the checking and recording fees for this map. 
 
Task 3.2.3. Deliverables: 

• Pre-construction Record of Survey 
 

Task 3.2.4. - Survey Monument Preservation and Post- Construction Record of Survey 
(Optional) 
Surveyor shall perform a post construction field survey in compliance with California Business and 
Professions Code Section 8771(c).  The survey shall set or reset monuments to perpetuate the 
location of monuments or points shown on the pre-construction survey.  Monumentation will 
include at least two (2) permanent monuments set in the road surface on the centerline of the right-
of-way of Boronda Road.  Whitson will set up to six (6) monuments sufficient to retrace the new 
County right-of-way.  A Record of Survey showing the post-construction survey shall be filed with 
County Recorder.  Other critical boundary and/or easement lines shall also be shown.  This map 
shall meet the requirements for a post-construction survey and documentation.  County shall 
waive the checking and recording fees for this map. 
 
Task 3.2.4. Deliverables: 

• Post-construction Record of Survey 
 
Task 3.2.5. – Legal Descriptions and Exhibits (Optional) 
Provide plats and legal descriptions with exhibits graphically showing the areas described.  The 
legal description shall be used for the acquisition of new right-of-way by County and/or joint use 
agreements.  County will conduct appraisals and acquisitions.  Whitson will prepare legal 
descriptions and exhibits for up to five (5) right-of-way acquisitions/construction easements. 
 
Task 3.2.5. Deliverables: 

• Legal Descriptions and Plats (total of five [5]) 
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Assumptions: 
• Whitson assumes the in-river survey work will be performed during dry months when river 

levels allow for accurate, accessible surveying within the river channel and riparian corridor. 
• Whitson understands that County will secure permission from property owners to access their 

properties, conduct surveys and establish control points.  Whitson will coordinate its activities 
with County to secure permission for access. 

• Schedule delays due to lack of access, inclement weather or other factors beyond Whitson 
reasonable control may require an adjustment to the survey schedule. 

• Traffic control for survey work is not included beyond what a two (2)-person field survey crew 
can implement.  If additional traffic control is required by a local or state agency for field 
surveying, it will be considered an additional service. 

• Ground survey cross sections will be limited to obtaining data within the riparian corridor; data 
outside the riparian corridor will utilize publicly available LiDAR data. 

 
TASK 4. - GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATIONS 
Parikh Consultants, Inc. (Parikh), CONTRACTOR’s subcontractor, will provide the following scope. 
 
Task 4.1. - Geotechnical Data Collection 
Pre-field activities include developing a field exploration plan, contacting USA, and notifying 
utilities as necessary.  Parikh will review published geologic maps and readily available literatures 
for the site.  Parikh’s Field Engineer will mark the boring locations and contact the USA for utility 
clearance.  A private utility locator is not included in the scope as the borings will be performed 
within public right-of-way. 
 
CONTRACTOR shall provide traffic control, as necessary, for any field exploration.  Based on 
Google Earth observations, full lane closure is not expected for field explorations.  There appears 
to be open space in dirt areas beyond the travel way. Parikh will bring signage and cones for 
cautionary purposes.  Traffic control is not included in the scope.  It is assumed that the 
encroachment permits and rights-of-entry will be provided by County at no cost.  Parikh will 
coordinate with the design team and County and provide necessary input or forms for the permit 
applications. 
 
Boring locations and depths shall be determined based on the site investigation and bridge 
requirements.  The proposed exploration program consists of two (2) borings at the proposed 
bridge abutment locations to about 80 feet (or 20 feet into bedrock) for the bridge replacement.  
The exploration program should be revisited when the bridge configuration and other design 
elements are confirmed to meet the American Association of State Highway and Transportation 
Officials (AASHTO) requirements to provide borings at each pier support of the proposed bridge.  
Parikh will collect a bulk sample of channel bank materials for scour evaluation. 
 
It is assumed that the drill rig can cross the existing bridge without any issues.  Both truck-and 
track-mounted drill rigs may be expected for field explorations.  The anticipated boring locations 
will be near future abutments.  Parikh will attempt to obtain a sample with hand tools near water 
edge to check gradation distribution for scour study. 
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Please note that the actual boring locations are subject to utility conflicts and site access.  Parikh 
assumes that the field exploration would be completed between regular business hours, i.e., no night 
work.  If drilling activities take longer due to unforeseen conditions, an additional budget will be 
needed. 
 
Parikh’s Field Engineer will classify and log the subsurface soil and rock conditions encountered in 
the test borings at the time of drilling.  The Global Positioning System (GPS) coordinates will be 
recorded using the cellphone.  Parikh’s scope does not include a survey of the locations. 
CONTRACTOR shall perform laboratory tests on selected samples collected from drilling.  Testing 
shall be performed in accordance with the applicable American Society for Testing and Materials 
(ASTM) or Caltrans standards.  Selected soil samples obtained during field exploration shall be 
tested in a Caltrans certified laboratory to evaluate certain physical properties that will be necessary 
to complete the engineering analysis.  The types and numbers of tests may vary depending on the 
results of the field exploration program.  Laboratory tests will be performed on representative soil 
and rock samples, such as moisture contents, densities, particle size analyses, plasticity index (basic 
soil characteristics), corrosion tests (pH, sulfate, chloride, and resistivity), and strength tests as 
deemed necessary.  Parikh has included one (1) R-value test for the pavement design. 
 
Task 4.1.1 – Additional Geotechnical Data Collection (Optional) 
Parikh will perform drilling for additional borings and perform laboratory testing consistent with 
the scope included in Task 4.1 if requested by County.  It is anticipated that up to two (2) 
additional borings would be required at each proposed bridge pier location.  The detailed scope 
and associated costs for this task shall be negotiated at a later date, if requested by County. 
 
Task 4.2. - Engineering Analyses 
Based on Parikh’s experience, the following engineering analyses is required for the proposed 
improvements: 

• Seismic design criteria, i.e., the Acceleration Response Spectrum (ARS) curve, will be 
developed by using the Caltrans ARS online website per Caltrans Seismic Design Criteria 
(SDC) V2.1 and ARS Online V4.0.  A site-specific Dynamic Ground Response Analysis 
(DGRA) is not anticipated to be required for this Project. 

• Seismic hazards, such as seismic slope stability and liquefaction impact on design, including 
down-drag force, seismic settlement, lateral spreading of abutment slopes, or capacity 
reduction for pile design. 

• Foundation design (axial/lateral analyses capacity for deep foundations, minimum pile 
embedment, pile spacing, group effect, specified pile tip elevation, and estimated pile 
settlement). 

• Interaction with designer on impact from potential scour. 
• Development of geotechnical parameters for LPILE analyses. 
• Slope stability evaluation, including impact of lateral spreading if determined applicable. 
• Lateral earth pressures for the abutment walls per Caltrans SDC 2.1. 
• Foundation construction considerations for either pile driving or Cast-in-Drilled-Hole (CIDH) 

drilling conditions. 
• Corrosion potential. 
• Pavement design for the approach roadway. 
• D50 grain size analysis of channel bank materials for scour evaluation 
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Task 4.3. – Foundation Report 
CONTRACTOR shall prepare the Foundation Report. 
The Foundation Report shall include a description of the Project and analyses performed, field and 
laboratory data collected, and graphics showing the site location, the locations of the field 
explorations relative to the proposed improvements, and an interpreted subsurface profile.  The 
Foundation Report shall also include a discussion of local geology, slope stability, and potential for 
geologic hazards (seismicity, faulting, slope instability, settlement, and liquefaction). 
 
The Foundation Report shall present final recommendations for design of the Project including 
seismic design criteria, bearing capacity and lateral earth-pressures for the Project's structures, slope 
gradients and setbacks, and geotechnical material specifications.  Recommendations shall be made 
to support the new bridge structure and adjacent slopes that may be affected by the Project.  
Recommendations shall include foundation type (shallow or deep), abutments, retaining walls, etc. 
based on structure type chosen and as determined by geotechnical site condition requirements.  
Parikh will include a geotechnical scour evaluation and provide recommendations. 
 
If deep foundations (piles) are needed, at a minimum the following shall also be included in the 
Foundation Report, as applicable: 

• Recommended foundation type (CIDH or other). 
• Liquefaction potential and the need to consider down- drag forces, seismic settlement, loads 

due to lateral spreading, or friction reducers in the pile design. 
• Deep foundation analyses, minimum pile embedment and diameter, pile spacing and group 

effects, specified pile tip elevation, and estimated settlement.  Lateral load versus deflection 
curve for selected pile foundations. 

• Lateral loading on piles due to lateral spread, if determined appropriate by geotechnical seismic 
evaluation. 

• Anticipated pile driving and/or CIDH pile drilling conditions for the foundation type selected. 
• Lateral load resistance of pile foundations. 

 
The Foundation Report shall identify the corrosion potential of foundation soil, reinforced concrete 
substructures, and structural steel based on test data and Caltrans design methods.  The report shall 
also provide construction considerations regarding excavation characteristics of the soil and/or 
rock encountered, suitability of excavated on-site soil for reuse as compacted structural fill or 
structural backfill, temporary slopes, shoring, dewatering and/or stream diversions, and stability as 
well as requirements for temporary cuts or shoring adjacent to existing roadways, structures, or 
property. 
 
Task 4.3.1. - 35% Design – Preliminary Foundation Report 
For the proposed bridge replacement, Parikh will prepare one (1) Preliminary Foundation Report 
(PFR) for the structure/ foundation type selection.  The PFR will be prepared according to Caltrans 
guidelines.  A Log of Test Borings (LOTB) will be prepared according to the Caltrans Soil and 
Rock Logging Manual. 
 
Task 4.3.2. - Design – Draft Foundation Report 
A Draft Foundation Report (DFR) will be prepared for the new bridge structure.  The foundation 
recommendations will be developed based on the selected foundation and structure type and the 
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demands provided by the structural engineer.  The DFR will be prepared according to Caltrans 
standards.  A LOTB will be prepared according to the Caltrans Soil and Rock Logging Manual. 
 

Task 4.3.3. - 95% Design – Final Foundation Report 
The Foundation Report will be updated based on the review comments and design changes.  The 
LOTB sheets will be updated accordingly. 
 

Task 4. Deliverables: 
• PFR 
• DFR 
• Final Foundation Report 

 
TASK 5 - HYDROLOGIC AND HYDRAULIC REPORT 
 
Task 5.1. - Data Review and Field Reconnaissance 
CONTRACTOR shall review available data, including previous studies provided by County and 
Project Team. Key information includes hydrologic and hydraulic data, County and Caltrans bridge 
inspection reports, and maintenance records for the Project site. 
 
CONTRACTOR shall conduct field reconnaissance to assess existing conditions near the Project 
site. 
 
Task 5.2. - Hydraulic Analyses 
Statistical analysis of flow records for the nearby Carmel River at Robles Del Rio United States 
Geological Survey (USGS) stream gage will be performed to determine flow rates for design 
recurrence interval events.  The results will be compared to effective peak flow rates to assess 
potential need for updates to effective hydrology. 
 
CONTRACTOR shall analyze flow characteristics for existing conditions and the proposed bridge 
using United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Hydrologic Engineering Center (HEC)-
River Analysis System (RAS) Model (1D and 2D). 
 
Proposed bridge must meet 50-year recurrence interval flow requirement with two (2) feet minimum 
of freeboard and zero (0) feet minimum over the 100-year flow. 
 
Task 5.3. - Bridge Design Hydraulic Study Report 
A concise Bridge Design Hydraulic Study Report shall be completed for the bridge that includes 
hydraulic information for the design, base and overtopping floods (discharges and water surface 
elevations), and recommendations regarding bank protection.  CONTRACTOR shall estimate the 
size and type of debris in the channel.  The Bridge Design Hydraulic Study Report shall identify 
potential scour depths along the channel to assess the stability of the existing stream channel 
slopes and future stability of the bridge along with any other relevant hydraulic considerations 
necessary to design the bridges. 
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Task 5.4. - Bridge Location Hydraulic Study 
CONTRACTOR shall prepare a study assessing floodplain risk for the Boronda Road Bridge, 
including technical discussions and the standard Summary of Floodplain Encroachment Form. 
 
Task 5.5. - Scour Analysis 
CONTRACTOR shall analyze scour potential per Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) 
HEC-18 and HEC-23 Manuals, providing recommendations on scour countermeasures as part of 
the Bridge Design Hydraulic Study. CONTRACTOR shall use the D50 grain size analysis and other 
recommendations provided by Parikh, to evaluate scour and provide recommendations. 
Task 5. Deliverables: 

• Bridge Location Hydraulic Study (Draft and Final) 
• Bridge Design Hydraulic Study Report (Draft and Final) 

 
TASK 6 - ENVIRONMENTAL SUPPORT  
A Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) has been prepared for the Project.  CONTRACTOR 
shall prepare the required National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) environmental documents for the Project. 
 
SWCA Environmental Consultants (SWCA), CONTRACTOR’s subcontractor, will provide the 
following scope. 
 
Task 6.1. - Noise Memorandum 
Based on the current PES checklist, the proposed Project will require a construction-related noise 
technical Memorandum.  Residences in the immediate vicinity may be subject to short-term 
increases in noise and vibration associated with demolition of the existing bridge and construction 
of new foundations.  The extent of these impacts will depend on the specific construction 
methodologies employed.  SWCA will coordinate with AMBIENT Air & Noise Consulting to 
prepare the required Memorandum. 
 
The Memorandum will provide a description of the existing noise environment, including 
identification of nearby noise sources and noise-sensitive receptors, based on site reconnaissance 
and available data.  Relevant background information, including noise fundamentals, descriptors, 
and the applicable federal, state, and local regulatory framework, will be summarized to provide 
context for the analysis.  To establish baseline conditions, one (1) long-term and up to four (4) short-
term noise measurements will be conducted at representative locations. 
 
Sensitive receptors in proximity to the Project area will be identified, with consideration given to 
topographic barriers and distance from construction activities.  The assessment will evaluate 
potential noise and vibration impacts resulting from demolition and construction, including 
characterization of equipment noise levels and calculation of predicted noise levels at nearby 
receptors.  Ground borne vibration levels commonly associated with construction equipment will 
be discussed, referencing typical thresholds for structural damage and human annoyance. 
 
For long-term (operational) noise impacts, traffic noise modeling will be conducted using the 
FHWA roadway noise prediction model and available traffic data.  Modeled traffic noise levels and 
distances to noise contours for affected roadway segments will be summarized in tabular format.  

Docusign Envelope ID: 08923C74-3476-8450-8194-E2A000622B7DDocusign Envelope ID: BC27599F-6233-8DB7-8397-393DBFCEACEA

32



EXHIBIT A - SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS 

Page 13 of 40 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

Predicted increases in traffic noise, in comparison to non-project conditions, will be quantified and 
discussed.  The compatibility of proposed land uses will be evaluated in relation to applicable 
General Plan noise standards. 
 
The significance of both noise and ground borne vibration impacts will be determined in 
comparison to applicable standards.  Where potentially significant impacts are identified, 
appropriate mitigation measures will be proposed.  The effectiveness of these measures will be 
evaluated and discussed to ensure compliance with regulatory requirements and support informed 
decision-making for the Project. 
 
Task 6.2. - Visual Impact Assessment 
SWCA will prepare a Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) Technical Report, which will include 
identification and documentation of visibility, policy consistency analysis, and qualitative and 
quantitative assessment and documentation of potential visual effects, consistent with Caltrans 
VIA Memorandum outline and policy, and with CEQA Guidelines and NEPA requirements. 
The primary purpose of the visual analysis will be to accurately portray the Project, facilitate 
informed decision making and public disclosure.  SWCA’s VIA is designed to identify existing 
visual resources/values and regulatory objectives related to the Project and the surrounding area and 
identify the Project’s potential effects on those resources.  The goals and objectives of the visual 
analysis will be to: 

• Identify where the Project may be visible in the surrounding landscape. 
• Identify and describe existing visual resources within the area of visual effect. 
• Identify public Key Views (KVs) from which the Project may be viewed using field verified 

visibility inventory and/or agency input as applicable. 
• Analyze the potential visual effects of the Project as proposed, consistent with Appendix G 

of the CEQA Guidelines, Caltrans Standard Environmental Reference (SER) and applicable 
County policy. 

 
All data and information gathered and analyzed will be used to prepare a comprehensive technical 
report using Caltrans VIA Memorandum level of analysis and outline.  Based on the Caltrans 
Memorandum annotated outline, the VIA will present the background for visual resources impact 
methodology, State CEQA Guidelines, and other local regulatory visual guidance.  The VIA will 
identify and compare the Project to the regulatory context, policies, and ordinances.  The report will 
be comprised of an introduction, including the report purpose and project description; a 
description of the project setting and Area of Visual Effect; consistency with visual character and 
quality.  Graphics will support the visual assessment. The VIA will discuss relevant visual policy as 
it relates to viewer and viewpoint sensitivity and include a thorough and specific evaluation of 
potential impacts sufficient to facilitate agency and public understanding.  If necessary, measures 
will be identified to minimize potential impacts to the visual environment. 
 
Task 6.3. - Traffic Technical Memorandum 
CONTRACTOR shall prepare a Traffic Technical Memorandum in support of the Plans, 
Specifications and Engineer’s Estimate (PS&E) phase for the proposed Project. The Memorandum 
will assess existing and projected traffic conditions, evaluate potential construction-related traffic 
impacts, and outline appropriate traffic management strategies. Content and level of detail will be 
developed in consultant with Caltrans and County to address their requirements and ensure alignment 
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with applicable standards and guidelines.  The Memorandum will be no longer than twelve (12) pages 
per guidance from Caltrans. 
 
CONTRACTOR understands that County will provide an example Memorandum that was 
previously prepared for a nearby similar project that will reduce the level of effort for the 
preparation of the Memorandum.  If the example Memorandum is not applicable for this Project, 
additional budget will be necessary to complete this task.  
 
Task 6.4. - NEPA Documentation 
The Project is subject to NEPA, with Caltrans serving as the Lead NEPA Agency.  SWCA will 
prepare the following technical support documents to support Caltrans’ NEPA determination. 
 
Task 6.4.1. - Biological Resources Support 
 
Task 6.4.1.1. - Biological Assessment 
SWCA understands that the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS) regulatory agencies have approved used of Programmatic Biological 
Assessments (PBA) and have issued Programmatic Biological Opinions (PBO) which can 
accelerate the Section 7 consultation process.  SWCA will complete the worksheets for both 
regulatory agencies to confirm if the PBO’s are applicable.  However, based on SWCA’s desktop 
review of the species list generated through the USFWS’ iPac database, SWCA anticipates a 
USFWS Biological Assessment (BA) will be required for this Project. 
 
A BA will be prepared in support of Section 7 consultation with the USFWS for listed species with 
potential to occur including California red-legged frog, south coast Distinct Population Segment 
(DPS) of foothill yellow-legged frog, Smith’s blue butterfly, and proposed threatened 
southwestern pond turtle.  In addition, Carmel River is designated critical habitat for steelhead 
(Oncorhynchus mykiss: south-central California Coast DPS).  Caltrans recently finalized a 
Programmatic Biological Opinion (PBO) with NMFS for steelhead.  A separate process has been 
developed, including a checklist with supplemental information, to be submitted to NMFS for early 
coordination.  CONTRACTOR will work with County and Caltrans to determine if this Project can 
be covered under the newly issued PBO for steelhead or if a traditional BA will be required.  If a 
traditional BA is required, SWCA will prepare a second BA for NMFS trust resources.  Field work 
necessary to complete the USFWS BA assumes two (2) site-specific seasonally timed botanical 
surveys. 
 
Task 6.4.1.2. - Aquatic Resources Delineation/Wetland Delineation 
SWCA will prepare an Aquatic Resources Delineation Report following USACE guidance.  A 
jurisdictional delineation report/map for the Project will be prepared so that temporary and 
permanent impacts related impacts to USACE, California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), 
and Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) jurisdiction can be calculated.  However, 
the report itself will not include preliminary impact calculations.  With recent projects in San Luis 
Obispo County, CONTRACTOR has found that this simplifies the reports use for future permitting 
efforts.  SWCA will field flag the locations of the OHWM for data collection by the Project 
survey team. 
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Task 6.4.1.3. - Natural Environmental Study  
Per recent Caltrans Local Assistance guidance, a Natural Environmental Study (NES) may not be 
necessary on projects that require the preparation of a BA.  CONTRACTOR’s Team assumes the 
NES will not be necessary on this Project.  However, SWCA will prepare a Biological Resources 
Assessment to address potential impacts to biological resources covered under NEPA and CEQA.  
Caltrans District 5 Local Assistance recently accepted a streamlined NEPA specific biological 
technical Memorandum to clear NEPA.  CONTRACTOR recommends County take a similar 
approach to streamline the NEPA review process. 
 
Task 6.4.2. - Cultural Resource Studies 
SWCA will prepare technical support documents to support Caltrans’ NEPA determination and 
compliance with Section 106 and in coordination with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO). 
 
Task 6.4.2.1. - Archeological Survey Report 
In compliance with the CEQA and National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) Section 106, SWCA 
proposes to first conduct a records search for the proposed Project area at the Northwest 
Information Center (NWIC) of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS).  
SWCA assumes that a 0.25-mile search radius will be sufficient. 
 
SWCA will prepare the Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) pursuant to 36 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) Section 800.4(a)(3).  SWCA will conduct an intensive-level archaeological 
survey of the area of direct impacts.  SWCA will survey the Area of Potential Effect (APE).  No 
testing or excavation will be conducted, nor will any artifacts, samples, or specimens be collected 
during the survey.  Upon completion of the field survey, SWCA will prepare the ASR which will 
document the results of the records search, Native American consultation, and field survey.  The 
report will include maps depicting the area surveyed for cultural resources.  Locations of sensitive 
archaeological sites or Native American cultural resources may be depicted or described in the 
report and will be considered confidential; therefore, the report may not be distributed to the public.  
This report will be submitted to County for review. 
 
Task 6.4.2.2. - Historic Property Survey Report 
SWCA will prepare a Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) in support of Section 106 
compliance for the NEPA document. 
 
Task 6.5. - CEQA Documentation 
SWCA will prepare an Initial Study (IS)/Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) consistent with 
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15063, using County’s preferred template. 
 
Pursuant to Section 15063(d) and (f) of the State CEQA Guidelines, the IS/MND will include: 

• A description of the project, including the location of the project. 
• An identification of the environmental setting. 
• An identification of environmental effects, including cumulative impacts, by use of an 

environmental checklist.  SWCA will utilize the checklist provided in Appendix G of the State 
CEQA Guidelines and modify it, as necessary, to meet County’s needs.  The entries on the 
checklist will be adequately explained to show the evidence relied on to make the entry. 
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• A discussion of the ways to minimize the potentially significant effects identified, if any.  The 
IS/MND will include a generalized narrative or list of mitigation options. 

• An examination of whether the Project would be consistent with existing zoning, plans, and 
other applicable land use controls. 

 
Preparation of the IS/MND will include an assessment of all resources as required by State CEQA 
Guidelines Appendix G. CONTRACTOR assumes no technical studies beyond those listed in this 
scope will be required.  If any additional information is needed to complete the project description 
and proceed with the environmental analysis, or if any significant impacts are identified during the 
analysis, CONTRACTOR will notify County immediately. 
 
This task includes two (2) rounds of review by County.  SWCA will prepare an administrative draft 
IS/MND for County review and will revise the IS/MND to respond to any comments made by 
County before preparing a revised “screen check” draft for final County approval.  SWCA will 
prepare draft notices for public circulation of the IS/MND, including a draft Notice of Intent (NOI) 
to adopt an MND, Notice of Completion (NOC), State Clearinghouse Summary Form, and 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP).  SWCA will produce and submit the 
documents to the State Clearinghouse, relevant agencies, and interested citizens on a mailing list to 
be developed by County.  CONTRACTOR assumes County will coordinate posting of the 
appropriate notice at County Clerk’s Office, publishing the notice in a newspaper of general 
circulation, and payment of associated fees. 
 
This task will include drafting letters for the Assembly Bill (AB) 52 tribal consultation process, if 
requested by County, and CONTRACTOR assumes any actual consultation will be handled by 
County. 
 
After the close of the 30-day public comment period on the Public Draft IS/MND, SWCA will 
review agency and public comments received by County during public circulation of the IS/MND.  
If requested by County, SWCA will prepare written responses to up to ten (10) substantive 
comments received on the IS/MND for the administrative record and to inform decision makers.  If 
substantive comments are raised related to the information in supporting technical reports during 
public circulation of the IS/MND, SWCA will coordinate with County regarding any additional 
analysis needed to respond to such comments. 
 
SWCA will incorporate any necessary clarifications and edits and prepare a Final IS/MND and 
MMRP.  SWCA will provide one (1) electronic copy of the Final IS/MND and MMRP to County 
for review.  SWCA will prepare a draft Notice of Determination (NOD) for County’s review and 
assumes County will post the NOD at County Clerk’s Office upon final project determination and 
facilitate payment of any associated filing fees. 
 
TASK 7 - 65% DESIGN 
 
Task 7.1. - 65% Plans 
CONTRACTOR shall submit 65% plans, contract items list, and engineer's estimate to County.  
County will review the 65% submittal and submit comments to CONTRACTOR.  
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CONTRACTOR shall create a log showing how all comments were addressed as part of the 95% 
submittal package. 
 
CONTRACTOR shall prepare the roadway civil design to conform to standard Caltrans and 
County requirements.  It is assumed the design average daily traffic (ADT) is less than 2,000, 
which will require that the AASHTO Low-Volume Guidelines be used.  Caltrans will only fund the 
minimum standard width of roadway.  Where applicable, the Caltrans Highway Design Manual and 
County standards will be reviewed and may be incorporated; however, if using these standards 
results in costs that exceed those based on AASHTO, those costs would be non-participating.  It is 
assumed that Caltrans will not approve the implementation of additional bridge width for a 
sidewalk with HBP participating costs.  If it is determined that the bridge will be constructed 
with additional width for the implementation of a sidewalk, either with participating or 
nonparticipating costs, additional budget will be required.  The 65% submittal shall include the 
following roadway sheets (each sheet is one [1] sheet unless otherwise specified, nineteen [19] total 
sheets): 

• Title Sheet  
• Typical Sections 
• Tree Removal and Trimming 
• Project Control 
• Layout 
• Profile and Superelevation 
• Construction Details (three [3] sheets) 
• Temporary Creek Diversion and Dewatering Plan 
• Drainage Plans  
• Utility Plans and Details (two [2] sheets) 
• Traffic Handling (two [2] sheets)  
• Stage Construction 
• Erosion Control Plan 
• Pavement Delineation and Sign Plan 
• Summary of Quantities  

 
The 65% structure plans shall include the following sheets (each sheet is one [1] sheet unless 
otherwise specified, ten [10] total):  

• General Plan 
• Deck Contours 
• Foundation Plan 
• Abutment Layout 
• Abutment Details 
• Pier Layout 
• Pier Details 
• Typical Section 
• Superstructure Details 
• LOTB  
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The plan sheets listed above are included in this scope, and additional sheets can be included if 
determined to be required by County.  If additional sheets are required, the detailed scope and 
associated costs for the affected tasks shall be negotiated at a later date.  CONTRACTOR 
anticipates the plan sheets that may need to be added include, but are not limited to, the 
following: 

• Construction Details (additional) 
• Drainage Details 
• Drainage Profiles 
• Utility Plans and Details (additional) 
• Traffic Handling (additional) 
• Temporary Detour Layout, Typical Cross Sections, and Profile 
• Stage Construction (additional) 
• Contour Grading 
• General Notes 
• Bridge Stage Construction  
• Abutment Layout (additional) 
• Abutment Details (additional) 
• Superstructure Details (additional) 
• Barrier Details (Caltrans Bridge Standard Details (XS) sheets) 
• Pedestrian Railing Details 
• Cover Plate for Pedestrian Walkways (XS sheet) 

 
CONTRACTOR shall identify temporary easements and/or permanent right-of-way modifications 
to construct the Project by providing a right-of-way needs map to County. 
 
The engineer's estimate shall be updated from the preliminary costs based on updated quantities and 
unit costs compiled from recent bid data and adjusted for County-specific construction costs. 
 
The bridge design shall be in accordance with the AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Design 
(LRFD) Specifications with Caltrans amendments and applicable sections of the Caltrans Structure 
Technical Policies (STPs), Bridge Design Memos (BDMs), Bridge Memos to Designers (those not 
superseded by STPs or BDMs), and Bridge Design Aids Manual.  The design shall meet applicable 
County, Caltrans, FHWA, and AASHTO standards in effect at the time the design occurs. 
 
Seismic design shall be performed in accordance with the applicable edition of the Caltrans 
Seismic Design Criteria. Detailing of plans shall be in accordance with Caltrans Design Details 
Manual.  Both the design and detailing should be based on the use of the current Caltrans Standard 
Plans and Standard Specifications. 
 
65% PS&E Deliverables: 

• 65% Draft Plans in PDF 
• 65% Engineer's Estimate of Construction Costs in Microsoft Excel 
• Design Exceptions in Microsoft Word 
• Right-of-Way Needs Map in PDF 
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Task 7.2. - Design Exceptions (Optional) 
CONTRACTOR shall prepare Project design exceptions, if necessary, for approval by County.  
Assume up to two (2) design exceptions.  CONTRACTOR shall use the Caltrans Exhibit 11-F 
Sample Design Fact Sheet format. 

 
Phase 2 - Final Design 
 
TASK 8. - 95% PS&E 
 
Task 8.1. - Independent Check 
An independent design check shall be conducted before the 95% design submittals in accordance 
with Caltrans’ design procedures.  The plans shall be reviewed for compatibility between County 
design standards, all applicable Caltrans design manuals and standards, and AASHTO standards.  
The independent design check process involves a completely independent analysis of the Project 
using the 65% roadway and bridge plans by an engineer that has not been directly involved in the 
design.  Based on the independent check and agreement to revisions by the checker and designer, 
the 65% plans will be revised and updated to generate 95% plans.  The independent check 
comments and resolutions will be documented.  The Geotechnical Engineer shall review the plans 
prior to the 95% Draft PS&E Submittal for compliance with the geotechnical recommendations. 
 
Task 8.2. - Engineer’s Estimate 
Two (2) independent sets of bridge quantity calculations will be prepared by individuals 
experienced in this work. The quantity calculations will be organized and detailed for use by field 
inspectors during construction.  Standard Caltrans summary sheets will be used for bridge and road 
quantity calculations, aiding in facilitating the review process and use by the construction 
personnel.  Bridge quantity estimators must agree within tolerances prescribed in Chapter 11 of the 
Caltrans Bridge Design Aids Manual.  Any deviations will be resolved, and the Marginal Estimate 
sheet will be prepared/updated. 
 
Unit prices will be applied to each contract item resulting in the Engineer’s Estimate of Probable 
Construction Cost (Estimate).  Prices used will be based on the latest available data from County and 
Caltrans, reflecting the location of the Project and the quantity of each item.  The estimate will be 
segregated into two (2) categories: roadway and bridge.  Non-participating costs, if any, will also be 
segregated. 
 
Task 8.3. - 95% Specifications 
CONTRACTOR shall prepare the technical specifications (Sections 10-99) based on the latest 
Caltrans Standard Special Provisions (SSPs).  The basis of the specifications shall be the Caltrans 
Standard Specifications.  County will provide “boiler plate” documents (Sections 1-9), including 
the notice to bidders, proposal, bond forms, and agreement. Required mitigation measures and 
permitting requirements from the environmental permits shall be included or referenced in the 
specifications.  Should CONTRACTOR have special provisions within Section 1-9, 
CONTRACTOR shall coordinate with County to merge the specifications with their “boiler plate” 
and resolve any conflicts between them. 
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Task 8.4. - 95% Design 
The 95% plans shall be submitted to County based on comments received on the 65% submittal.  
The submittal shall include the PS&E of probable costs.  A preliminary construction schedule shall 
be submitted.  County shall review the 95% submittal and submit comments to CONTRACTOR. 
CONTRACTOR shall create a log showing how all comments were addressed as part of the final 
PS&E package submittal. The roadway plans shall be advanced to include construction area signs 
sheet, additional detailing for roadway conforms, grading, landscaping, drainage details, and 
additional structural details as needed.  Utility plans and details will be updated to reflect the final 
condition of relocated utilities prior to construction. 
 
95% PS&E Deliverables: 

• 95% Draft Plans in PDF 
• Technical Special Provisions in Microsoft Word 
• Engineer's estimate of probable construction costs in Microsoft Excel 
• Estimated construction schedule in Microsoft Project 
• Independent Check Comments Log in Microsoft Word 
• 65% County Comments Log in Microsoft Word 

 
TASK 9. - 100% PS&E 
Upon receipt of comments from the 95% PS&E submittal to County, and other jurisdictional 
agencies, which will be routed through County, final revisions shall be made.  CONTRACTOR 
shall incorporate appropriate comments in the PS&E and log all comments and identify how each 
comment was addressed.  The engineer's estimate shall be updated based on final quantities and 
unit costs updated based on the most recent bid data and adjusted for County-specific construction 
costs. 
 
CONTRACTOR shall perform an independent Quality Assurance (QA)/Quality Control (QC) review 
of the Final 100% submittal package and incorporate appropriate revisions prior to submittal to 
County.  The plans will be reviewed per Caltrans Memo to Designers 2-25.  The QA/QC review will 
be performed by a senior level engineer for uniformity, compatibility, and constructability as well as 
conformance with the federal HBP requirements.  CONTRACTOR shall update the plans and 
specifications to the Caltrans standards applicable at the time of Request for Authorization for 
Construction (RFA for CON).  The Final submittal shall include a detailed construction schedule 
with an estimate of working days. 
 
100% PS&E Deliverables: 

• 100% Final Plans in PDF 
• Electronic Microsoft Word file of specifications 
• Final Technical Special Provisions signed by the Registered Engineer 
• Electronic Microsoft Excel file of Construction Cost Estimate 
• Estimated construction schedule with estimated working days calculation (Microsoft 

Project) 
• Resident Engineer's File 
• AutoCAD Project plans 
• PDF copies of each deliverable stamped and signed by a licensed engineer as required 
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TASK 10. - RIGHT-OF-WAY COORDINATION 
CONTRACTOR understands that County will be providing services related to right-of-way 
appraisals and acquisitions. 
 
Task 10.1. - Right-of-Way Coordination Support 
CONTRACTOR shall provide support to County with the coordination necessary to obtain the 
right-of-way acquisitions required for the Project.  It is assumed that up to four (4) meetings will be 
attended by CONTRACTOR with County and property owners to support County’s effort. 
 
Task 10.2. - Right-Of-Way Appraisal and Acquisitions (Optional)  
Monument, CONTRACTOR’s subcontractor, can provide this service if requested by County.  
The scope of these services can be provided after the extent of the right-of-way acquisitions and 
temporary construction easements for this Project is determined. 
 
TASK 11. - UTILITY COORDINATION 
County will obtain utility atlas maps and coordinate with utilities, identify relocation liability, 
coordinate utility agreements, and meet with utility representatives.  County will obtain relocation 
plans from the utilities.  County will provide this information to CONTRACTOR. 
 
CONTRACTOR shall identify potential conflicts, develop conflict exhibits for each utility, and 
incorporate existing and proposed utility relocation information into the plans and specifications.  
At least one (1) plan sheet shall be provided in the PS&E submittals that show the existing utilities 
and proposed relocations. 
 
Task 11 Deliverables: 

• Utility Conflict Exhibit (PDF) 
 

TASK 12. - POST-CONSTRUCTION STORMWATER DESIGN (OPTIONAL)  
This task shall include preparing calculations in conformance with applicable water quality 
regulations.  CONTRACTOR shall also prepare a memo documenting the roadway drainage 
design and analysis including post-construction hydromodification to satisfy post- construction 
requirements.  The detailed scope and associated costs for this task shall be negotiated at a later 
date, if requested by County. 
 
TASK 13. - PERMIT COMPLIANCE 
 
Task 13.1. - Permit Applications 
SWCA, CONTRACTOR’s subcontractor, will provide the following scope. 
 
It is anticipated that the proposed Project will impact jurisdictional features and therefore require 
permits/approvals under the Clean Water Act, Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, and/or 
California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) Code.  SWCA would prepare signature-ready 
application packages following completion of the technical studies and Project plans.  SWCA will 
not submit the permit packages until completion of the environmental document (Categorical 
Exemptions [CE], or CEQA MND).  After environmental review has been completed, all 
supporting documents will be submitted to the agencies to supplement the application packages.  
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SWCA will be available to facilitate the submittal of the packages to the agencies and support 
negotiations with the agency staff. CONTRACTOR’s Team understands that County will provide 
direct payment to the applicable resource agencies for their associated permit fees. 
 
Included within the permit package will be a Conceptual Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 
(CHMMP).  The CHMMP will outline the methods proposed to restore and monitor the impacted 
jurisdictional areas and presents a suggested mitigation ratio.  Generally, a CHMMP consists of a 
three (3)-year restoration maintenance program and a five (5)-year monitoring program.  The 
overlapping programs would amount to five (5) years of restoration work and monitoring 
following construction activities.  The CHMMP will also include mitigation for any tree removals 
that may occur. 
 
During the permitting process, resource agencies will be able to review and comment on the plan.  
Once the CHMMP is approved by the federal and state agencies during the permitting phase, 
SWCA will revise (if necessary) and produce a final HMMP for the PS&E phase of the Project. 
 
It is assumed that the CHMMP will allow on-site mitigation in or near the Project site without the 
need for significant additional fieldwork.  If a CHMMP must be prepared for an off-site location, 
requiring additional fieldwork, mapping, and data collection; SWCA will strive to conduct this 
work under the existing budget if feasible.  CONTRACTOR’s team’s goal is to identify potential 
mitigation opportunities early in the process of design to avoid delays at the end of the permitting 
process. 
 
SWCA will include application submittals to the USACE (Nationwide 14), CDFW (Lake and 
Streambed Alteration Agreement), RWQCB (Section 401 Water Quality Certification).  Securing 
permits from the agencies often requires back and forth coordination with each agency 
representative.  While the level of effort to coordinate and secure the regulatory permits is 
unknown, SWCA has provided a budget based on past experience working with these agencies on 
similar projects. 
 

Task 13.2. - Environmental Commitment Record 
SWCA will provide the following scope. 
 
SWCA shall prepare the Environmental Commitment Record.  SWCA shall check plans and 
specifications against the permit conditions and measures to ensure compliance with the agency’s 
requirements. 
 
SWCA will prepare the Environmental Commitments Record using the latest template provided by 
Caltrans/County staff.  The Environmental Commitments Record will include all the measures 
provided within the environmental document (if applicable), technical studies, and permit 
conditions from the regulatory agencies. 
 

Task 13.3. - Water Pollution Control Program/Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 
This task shall also include the preparation of calculations and an application for a rainfall erosivity 
waiver to be submitted by County.  Along with the rainfall erosivity waiver, CONTRACTOR shall 
prepare a Project Water Pollution Control Program (WPCP) which shall be in effect for 
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construction activities between April and October or as allowed by permitting agencies.  
CONTRACTOR shall ensure the Project working days in the specifications match the rainfall 
erosivity waiver such that any work extending beyond the end of the rainfall erosivity waiver 
requiring a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall be CONTRACTOR's 
responsibility.  CONTRACTOR shall then prepare a Project plan sheet detailing the Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) and erosion control features outlined in the WPCP.  It is assumed 
that any fee for the rainfall erosivity waiver shall be paid by County. 
 
Task 13 Deliverables: 

• Permit Applications (total of three [3]) 
• Environmental Commitment Record 
• WPCP (Draft and Final) 

 
TASK 14. - BID PERIOD CONSULTATION (OPTIONAL) 
CONTRACTOR shall provide bidding assistance to the County including interpretation of the 
contract documents, assisting the County in preparing addenda to the PS&E, and attending one (1) 
in-person pre-bid construction meeting.  CONTRACTOR assumes a two (2)-hour duration for the 
pre-bid construction meeting will be required for CONTRACTOR’s PM and Project Engineers. 
 
Task 14 Deliverables: 

• Prepare addenda as needed 
• Respond to Request for Information (RFIs) as needed 

 
Phase 3 – Construction (Optional) 
CONTRACTOR shall be available to assist County through completion of the construction of the 
Project after the Final Design Phase is completed.  The detailed scope and associated costs for this 
work shall be negotiated at a later date, if requested by County. 
 
TASK 15. - CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT (OPTIONAL) 
CONTRACTOR shall provide engineering services during construction, including the following: 

• Attend a pre-construction meeting 
• General interpretation of plans and specifications 
• Review and comment on shop plan drawings, submittals, and mix designs 
• Response to RFIs 
• Construction site observations 
• Development of plan revisions as needed 
• Preparation of as-built drawings 

 
Optional Tasks 
Optional Tasks 1.4, 2.3, 3.2.1., 3.2.2, 3.2.3, 3.2.4, 3.2.5, 4.1.1, 7.2, 10.2, 12, 14, and 15 identified 
in this scope shall not be performed by CONTRACTOR unless specifically authorized by 
County after full funding has been secured.  Upon the County’s request, CONTRACTOR shall 
submit the associated costs for the requested Optional Task(s).  No work shall commence until a 
written amendment to this Agreement has been fully executed, including approval by the 
County’s Board of Supervisors, and County has provided written authorization to proceed. 
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EXHIBIT A - SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS 

Page 24 of 40 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

A.2  All written reports required under this Agreement shall be delivered electronically to the 
following individual and in accordance with the project schedule. 
 

Edgard Rizo, Assistant Engineer 
County of Monterey, Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

1441 Schilling Place, 2nd Floor 
Salinas, California 93901-4527 

Email: rizoe1@countyofmonterey.gov 
Phone: (831) 755-5158 

 
CONTRACTOR shall provide final deliverables for the Project in PDF format.  Plans should be 
plotted directly from AutoCAD Civil 3D to PDF, so that PDF files are of high quality using 
electronic bookmarks.  Upon request, electronic files (Microsoft Word, Microsoft Excel, 
Hydrologic Engineering Center's River Analysis System (HEC-RAS), AutoCAD Civil 3D, 
Microsoft Project, etc.) with all supporting files shall also be provided to County.  Plans shall be 
prepared and provided to County in AutoCAD Civil 3D. 

 
B. PAYMENT PROVISIONS 
 
B.1 COMPENSATION/PAYMENT 
 
County shall pay an amount not to exceed $835,000, for the performance of all things necessary 
for or incidental to the performance of work as set forth in section A, Scope of Services, of this 
Agreement.  CONTRACTOR's compensation for services rendered shall be based on the 
following Cost Proposal and applicable rates, or otherwise in accordance with the following 
terms: 
 
County and CONTRACTOR agree that CONTRACTOR shall be reimbursed for travel expenses 
during this Agreement.  CONTRACTOR shall receive compensation for travel expenses as per 
the “County Travel Policy”.  A copy of the policy is available online at 
https://www.countyofmonterey.gov/home/showdocument?id=69364.  To receive reimbursement, 
CONTRACTOR must provide a detailed breakdown of authorized expenses, identifying what 
was expended and when. 

 
Travel expenses for Federally Funded projects shall be reimbursed in accordance with California 
Department of Human Resources’ (CalHR) rates 
https://hrmanual.calhr.ca.gov/Home/ManualItem/1/2201. 

 
CONTRACTOR warrants that the cost charged for services under the terms of this Agreement 
are not in excess of those charged to any other client for the same services performed by the 
same individuals. 
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EXHIBIT A - SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS 

Page 25 of 40 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

B.2 CONTRACTOR’S BILLING PROCEDURES 
 

Invoices under this Agreement shall be submitted monthly and promptly, and in accordance with 
Section 6, “Payment Conditions”, of the Agreement.  All invoices shall reference the Multi-Year 
Agreement (MYA) number, project name, services, and associated Delivery Order (DO) number, 
and an original hardcopy shall be sent to the following address or via email to PWFP-Finance-
AP@countyofmonterey.gov: 
 

County of Monterey 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks – Finance Division 

1441 Schilling Place, 2nd Floor 
Salinas, California  93901-4527 

 
A courtesy copy of each invoice shall be emailed to County’s PM.  Any questions pertaining to 
invoices under this Agreement shall be directed to the PWFP Finance Division at (831) 755-4800 
or via email to: PWFP-Finance-AP@countyofmonterey.gov. 

 
County may, in its sole discretion, terminate the Agreement or withhold payments claimed by 
CONTRACTOR for services rendered if CONTRACTOR fails to satisfactorily comply with any 
term or condition of this Agreement.   

 
No payments in advance or in anticipation of services or supplies to be provided under this 
Agreement shall be made by County. 

 
County shall not pay any claims for payment for services submitted more than twelve (12) 
months after the calendar month in which the services were completed. 

 
DISALLOWED COSTS: CONTRACTOR is responsible for any audit exceptions or disallowed 
costs incurred by its own organization or that of its subcontractors. 
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Date: 5/4/2026
Consor North America, Inc.
Direct Labor: $158,486.02
Estimated Salary Increases for Multi-Year Project $11,385.30

Subtotal $169,871.32
Overhead (1.932): $328,208.38

A. Labor Subtotal $498,079.71

$171,342.63
$70,640.86
$34,746.86

Subconsultant Costs:
SWCA Environmental Consultants 
Parikh Consultants, Inc.
Whitson Engineers
Monument ROW (Optional) $0.00

B. Subconsultant Subtotal $276,730.35

Other Direct Costs:
Travel (@ active IRS mileage rate) 416 miles @ $0.725 $301.60
Pier Diem/ Hotel 0 days @ $0.000 $0.00
Equipment Rental and Supplies 0 $0.00 $0.000 $0.00
Permit Fees 0 @ $0.000 $0.00
Vendor Reproduction

Vellum 0 @ -$   $0.00
81/2 X 11 Reproduction 0 @ -$   $0.00

11 X 17 Reproduction 0 @ -$   $0.00
Mounting Boards for Presentations 0 @ -$   $0.00

Newsletters (Translation and printing) 0 @ -$   $0.00
Subtotal Vendor Reproduction $0.00

Title Report 0 @ -$   $0.00
Miscellaneous 1 118.78$   $118.78

C. Other Direct Cost Subtotal: $420.38

Labor Subtotal  A.   = $498,079.71
     Fixed Fee (12.0%): $59,769.57
Subconsultant Subtotal  B.   = $276,730.35
     Fixed Fee (0.0%): $0.00
Other Direct Cost Subtotal:  C.   = $420.38

 Fixed Fee (0.0%): $0.00

 TOTAL = $835,000.00

Note:  Invoices will be based upon actual Consor hourly rates plus overhead at 193.21% plus prorated 
portion of fixed fee.  Subconsultant and Direct Costs will be billed at actual cost. The overhead rate 
(ICR) shall remain fixed for the contract duration or until both parties modify the rate in writing.

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement - Base Services

CONSOR North America, Inc.
Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964

Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 
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Cost Proposal

Project Number: D253769CA.00
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RGF TZE SAM MLR BCH ILK PrEn_1 EnDe_1 EnDe_2 EnDe_3 SeEn_1 PriEn_1 SeEn_2 PrEn_2 CADm CADt StIn PrCo Direct Labor
Labor + OH 

Multiplier Fee Multiplier
Actual Labor 

Multiplier
No. Initial Hourly Rate $95.70 $81.43 $98.92 $135.23 $71.54 $66.58 $64.81 $42.01 $42.01 $42.01 $87.03 $108.22 $87.03 $64.81 $64.32 $43.00 $23.00 $41.19 

Key Personnel Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No No No No No No No No No No
Prevailing Wage No No No No No No No Yes Yes Yes No No No No No Yes Yes Yes

OT Eligible No No No No No No No No No No No No No No No Yes Yes Yes 2.9321 12% 3.2840

PHASE 1 - PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 $0

1.0   Project Management 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 56,304$     212 $0

1.1   Project Controls 4 80 2 16 102 $7,827 $22,949 $2,753.84 $25,703 $27,549 $0

1.2   Kick Off Meeting & Field Investigation 2 14 10 10 36 $2,713 $7,954 $954.44 $8,908 $9,548 $0

1.3   Progress Meetings 28 23 23 74 $5,457 $16,000 $1,919.99 $17,920 $19,207 $0

2.0   35% Design - Preliminary Engineering 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 96,384$     478 $0

2.1   Preliminary Bridge Design 8 40 40 60 100 248 $14,266 $41,829 $5,019.46 $46,848 $50,214 $0

2.2   Type Selection Report 2 16 24 40 40 80 4 24 230 $13,117 $38,460 $4,615.21 $43,075 $46,170 $0

2.3   Preliminary Right-of-Way Estimate (OPTIONAL) 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 $0

3.0   Survey 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 7,045$     28 $0

3.1 Preliminary Engineering Survey 8 8 12 28 $2,001 $5,869 $704.22 $6,573 $7,045 $34,747 $34,747

3.2 Right-of-Way Survey (OPTIONAL) 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 $0

4.0   Geotechnical Investigations 8 8 8 24 $1,520 $4,457 $534.87 $4,992 $5,351 5,351$     24 $70,641 $70,641

5.0   Hydrologic and Hydraulic Report 8 8 8 24 40 168 256 $18,723 $54,898 $6,587.71 $61,485 $65,902 65,902$     256 $0

6.0   Environmental Support 40 32 24 24 120 $8,700 $25,509 $3,061.06 $28,570 $30,622 30,622$     120 $143,038 $143,038

7.0   65% Design 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 110,511$     642 $0

7.1   65% Plans 8 40 68 40 60 162 4 260 642 $31,396 $92,057 $11,046.88 $103,104 $110,511 $0

7.2   Design Exceptions (OPTIONAL) 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 $0

PHASE 2 - FINAL DESIGN 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 $0

8.0   95% PS&E 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 118,271$     604 $0

8.1   Independent Check 2 34 68 40 144 $7,929 $23,249 $2,789.86 $26,039 $27,909 $0

8.2   Engineer's Estimate 1 8 8 12 42 68 52 191 $8,770 $25,714 $3,085.65 $28,799 $30,868 $0

8.3   95% Specifications 68 68 $5,918 $17,352 $2,082.27 $19,435 $20,831 $0

8.4   95% Design 1 6 34 34 18 40 68 201 $10,984 $32,206 $3,864.75 $36,071 $38,662 $0

9.0   100% PS&E 4 34 20 28 10 24 34 154 $10,069 $29,522 $3,542.70 $33,065 $35,441 35,441$     154 $0

10.0   Right-of-Way Coordination 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 4,307$     16 $0

10.1   Right-of-Way Coordination Support 8 8 16 $1,224 $3,588 $430.58 $4,019 $4,307 $0

10.2   Right-of-Way Appraisals & Acquisitions (OPTIONAL) 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 $0

11.0   Utility Coordination 8 8 16 32 $2,261 $6,629 $795.44 $7,424 $7,957 7,957$     32 $0

12.0   Post-Construction Stormwater Design (OPTIONAL) 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 -$    0 $0

13.0   Permit Compliance 16 24 40 80 $5,612 $16,456 $1,974.68 $18,430 $19,754 19,754$     80 $28,304 $28,304

14.0   Bid Period Consultation (OPTIONAL) 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 -$    0 $0

PHASE 3 - CONSTRUCTION (OPTIONAL) 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 $0

15.0  Construction Support (OPTIONAL) 0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 -$    0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $0 $0

Start Subtotal - Hours 9 263 34 2 287 291 272 200 520 120 108 24 40 168 8 284 0 16 2646 $158,486.02 $464,696.86 $55,763.62 $520,460.48 $557,849 557,849$    2646 0
Anticipated Salary Increases $11,385.30 $33,382.85 $4,005.94 $37,388.79
Other Direct Costs 420 $420.38 $420.38 0
Total Cost $861 $21,416 $3,363 $270 $20,532 $19,375 $17,628 $8,402 $21,845 $5,041 $9,399 $2,597 $3,481 $10,888 $515 $12,212 $0 $659 $158,486 $169,871 $498,080 $59,770 $558,270 $558,270 $171,343 $70,641 $34,747 $0 $276,730

$835,000
Note:  Invoices will be based upon actual Consor hourly rates plus overhead at 193.21% plus prorated portion of fixed fee.  
Subconsultant and Direct Costs will be billed at actual cost.
The overhead rate (ICR) shall remain fixed for the contract duration or until both parties modify the rate in writing.

Project Name: Boronda Road Bridge Replacement - Base Services

Total

Cost Proposal - Boronda Road Bridge Replacement_R3 - Base Services.xlsm Project 1 Hrs 6/5/2026
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual EXHIBIT 10-H1
 Cost Proposal

Note: Mark-ups are Not Allowed

Project:
Consultant 
Project No. Date 5/4/2026

DIRECT LABOR

Classification/Title Initials
Initial Hourly 

Rate
Range Total

Principal Engineer * RGF  $   95.70  $80 - $175  $   861.30 
Senior Engineer * TZE  $   81.43  $55 - $130  $   21,416.09 
Principal Engineer * SAM  $   98.92  $80 - $175  $    3,363.28 
Principal Engineer * MLR  $   135.23  $80 - $175  $   270.47 
Professional Engineer * BCH  $   71.54  $45 - $105  $   20,531.98 
Professional Engineer * ILK  $   66.58  $45 - $105  $   19,374.78 
Professional Engineer PrEn_1  $   64.81  $45 - $105  $   17,628.32 
Engineering Designer  ** EnDe_1  $   42.01  $35 - $100  $    8,402.00 
Engineering Designer  ** EnDe_2  $   42.01  $35 - $100  $   21,845.20 
Engineering Designer  ** EnDe_3  $   42.01  $35 - $100  $    5,041.20 

Senior Engineer SeEn_1  $   87.03  $55 - $130  $  9,399.24 

Principal Engineer PriEn_1  $   108.22  $80 - $175  $  2,597.28 

Senior Engineer SeEn_2  $   87.03  $55 - $130  $  3,481.20 

Professional Engineer PrEn_2  $   64.81  $45 - $105  $   10,888.08 

Senior CAD Designer CADm  $   64.32  $50 - $105  $  514.56 

CAD Technician  ** # CADt  $   43.00  $30 - $70  $  12,212.00 

Student Intern  ** # StIn  $   23.00  $18 - $35  $  -  

Project Coordinator  ** # PrCo  $   41.19  $40 - $65  $  659.04 

Subtotal:  $   158,486.02 
LABOR COSTS
a) Subtotal Direct Labor Costs 158,486.02$  

b) Anticipated Salary Increases (see page 2 for calculation) 11,385.30$    

c) Total Direct Labor Costs [(a) + (b)] 169,871.32$     

INDIRECT COSTS
e) Total Fringe Benefits [(c) x (d)] 105,744.90$  

g) Overhead [(c) x (f)] -$   

i) Gen & Admin [(c) x (h)] 222,463.49$  

j) Total Indirect Costs [(e) + (g) + (i)] 328,208.38$     

FIXED FEE k) TOTAL FIXED FEE [(c) + (j)] x fixed fee 12.00%] 59,769.57$   

2

272
200

0

Senior Engineer

24

40

284

Senior CAD Designer

108

Hours

9

16

Senior Engineer

Engineering Designer
Engineering Designer
Engineering Designer

520
120

Project Coordinator

263

291

34

287

Exhibit 10-H1 Cost Proposal Page 1 of 3

Cost-Plus-Fixed Fee or lump sum or Firm Fixed Price contracts
(Design, Engineering and Environmental Studies)

D253769CA.00

Consor North America, Inc.

Contract No. ----

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement - Base Services

Name

Ferguson, Robert

Principal Engineer

Kotsyubuk, Igor
Professional Engineer

Eaton, Tyler
McCauley, Scott

Harrison, Brent
Reno, Mark

Professional Engineer 168

CAD Technician

8

Student Intern

2646

d) Fringe Benefits (Rate: 62.25%):

f) Overhead (Rate: 0.00%):

h) General and Administrative (Rate: 130.96%):

Prime Consultant Subconsultant 2nd Tier Subconsultant
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual EXHIBIT 10-H1
 Cost Proposal

l) CONSULTANT’S OTHER DIRECT COSTS (ODC) – ITEMIZE (Add additional pages if necessary)

Unit Unit Cost Total

Miles  $   0.725  $    301.60 
Day  $  -   $   - 
EA  $  -  $  -  
EA  $  -  $  -  

 $   - 
EA  $   - 
EA  $   - 
EA  $   - 
EA  $   - 
EA  $   - 
EA  $   - 

 $   118.78  $   118.78 
420.38$   

m) SUBCONSULTANTS’ COSTS (Add additional pages if necessary)

SWCA Environmental Consultants  171,342.63$   
Parikh Consultants, Inc. 70,640.86$   
Whitson Engineers 34,746.86$   

Monument ROW (Optional)
-$    

m) TOTAL SUBCONSULTANTS’ COSTS 276,730.35$   

n) Total Other Direct Costs INCLUDING SUBCONSULTANTS [(l)+(m)] 277,150.73$   

TOTAL COST [(c) + (j) + (k) + (n)] 835,000.00$   

 NOTES: 

Description of Item Quantity

416

81/2 X 11 Reproduction
11 X 17 Reproduction

l) TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS 

Newsletters (Translation and printing)
Title Report
Miscellaneous

Mileage Costs  

Permit Fees 
Vendor Reproduction

Mounting Boards for Presentations

Vellum

1. Key personnel must be marked with an asterisk (*) and employees that are subject to prevailing wage requirements must be marked with 
two asterisks (**). All costs must comply with the Federal cost principles. Subconsultants will provide their own cost proposals.

2. The cost proposal format shall not be amended. Indirect cost rates shall remain fixed for the life of the contract.

3. Anticipated salary increases calculation (page 2) must accompany.

4. "Range" shown for initial salary at time of cost submittal. This is subject to escalation.

5. Employees considered "Non-Exempt" are marked with a "#" and are eligible for overtime (1.5X for overtime and 2.0X for double 
overtime) as applicable.

1

Per Diem/Hotel
Equipment Rental and Supplies
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual EXHIBIT 10-H1
 Cost Proposal

Total Hours per Cost 
Proposal

Avg Hourly 
Rate

5 Year Contract Duration

2646 = $59.90 Year 1 Avg Hourly Rate

Avg Hourly Rate Proposed Escalation 
Year 1 $59.90 + 5% = $62.89 Year 2 Avg Hourly Rate
Year 2 $62.89 + 5% = $66.03 Year 3 Avg Hourly Rate
Year 3 $66.03 + 5% = $69.33 Year 4 Avg Hourly Rate
Year 4 $69.33 + 5% = $72.80 Year 5 Avg Hourly Rate

Estimated % Completed 
Each Year

Total Hours per Cost 
Proposal

Total Hours 
per Year

Year 1 20.00% * 2646 = 529 Estimated Hours Year 1

Year 2 35.00% * 2646 = 926 Estimated Hours Year 2
Year 3 30.00% * 2646 = 794 Estimated Hours Year 3
Year 4 15.00% * 2646 = 397 Estimated Hours Year 4
Year 5 0.00% * 2646 = 0 Estimated Hours Year 5

Total Total = 2646

Avg Hourly Rate Estimated hours
(calculated above) (calculated above)

Year 1 $59.90 * 529 = $31,697.20 Estimated Hours Year 1

Year 2 $62.89 * 926 = $58,242.43 Estimated Hours Year 2

Year 3 $66.03 * 794 = $52,414.61 Estimated Hours Year 3

Year 4 $69.33 * 397 = $27,517.08 Estimated Hours Year 4

Year 5 $72.80 * 0 = $0.00 Estimated Hours Year 5

 Total Direct Labor Cost with Escalation = $169,871.32 

 Direct Labor Subtotal before Escalation =  $158,486.02 
Estimated total of Direct Labor Salary Transfer to Page 1

Increase = $11,385.30 
NOTES:

 Cost per 
Year

2. An estimation that is based on direct labor multiplied by salary increase % multiplied by the # of years is not acceptable.  (i.e.
$250,000 x 2%  x  5 yrs = $25,000 is not an acceptable methodology)
3. This assumes that one year will be worked at the rate on the cost proposal before salary increases are granted.
4. Calculations for anticipated salary escalation must be provided.

Exhibit 10-H1 Cost Proposal  Page 2 of 3

Cost-Plus-Fixed Fee or Lump Sum or Firm Fixed Price Contracts
(Calculations for Anticipated Salary Increases)

4. Calculate Total Costs including Escalation (Multiply Average Hourly Rate by the number of hours)

3. Calculate estimated hours per year (Multiply estimate % each year by total hours)

2. Calculate hourly rate for all years (Increase the Average Hourly Rate for a year by proposed escalation %)

Direct Labor Subtotal per 
Cost Proposal

 $                       158,486.02 

1. Calculate Average Hourly Rate for 1st year of the contract (Direct Labor Subtotal divided by total hours)

1. This is not the only way to estimate salary increases. Other methods will be accepted if they clearly indicate the % increase,
the # of years of the contract, and a breakdown of the labor to be performed each year.
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual EXHIBIT 10-H1
 Cost Proposal

Certification of Direct Costs:

1. Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP)
2. Terms and conditions of the contract
3. Title 23 United States Code Section 112 - Letting of Contracts
4. 48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 31 - Contract Cost Principles and Procedures
5. 23 Code of Federal Regulations Part 172 - Procurement, Management, and Administration

of Engineering and Design Related Service
6. 48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 9904 - Cost Accounting Standards Board (when applicable)

Prime Consultant or Subconsultant Certifying:

Name:             Title *: 

Signature : Date of Certification (mm/dd/yyyy): 5/4/2026

Email:             jason.jurrens@consoreng.com

Address: 2868 Prospect Park Dr, Suite 250, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

List services the consultant is providing under the proposed contract:

Exhibit 10-H1 Cost Proposal  Page 3 of 3

I, the undersigned, certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that all direct costs identified on the cost 
proposal(s) in this contract are actual, reasonable, allowable, and allocable to the contract in accordance with 
the contract terms and the following requirements: 

All costs must be applied consistently and fairly to all contracts.  All documentation of compliance must be 
retained in the project files and be in compliance with applicable federal and state requirements.  Costs that 
are noncompliant with the federal and state requirements are not eligible for reimbursement. 

Local governments are responsible for applying only cognizant agency approved or Caltrans accepted 
Indirect Cost Rate(s).

Phone Number:

*An individual executive or financial officer of the consultant’s or subconsultant’s organization at a level no
lower than a Vice President or a Chief Financial Officer, or equivalent, who has authority to represent the
financial information utilized to establish the cost proposal for the contract.

Project Management, Bridge Replacement PS&E, Hydrologic & Hydraulic Analysis, Stormwater Design

Regional Manager

916.368.9181

Jason Jurrens, P.E.
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 

Local Assistance Procedures Manual Cost Proposal

Page 1 of 2

Note: Mark-ups are Not Allowed Prime Consultant Subconsultant

Consultant:    Contract No.: Date: 1/5/2026

DIRECT LABOR

Rate Range
Initial Actual Hourly

Rate
Env./Cultural Subject Matter Expert $66.81-$102.00 72.12$  
Env./Cultural Subject Matter Expert $66.81-$102.00 81.61$  
Env./Cultural Spec. XII $61.21-$66.80 65.40$  
Env./Cultural Spec. XI $54.21-$61.20 59.45$  
Env./Cultural Spec. X $48.11-$54.20 52.68$  
Env./Cultural Spec. IX $43.31-$48.10 46.90$  
Env./Cultural Spec. VIII $39.01-$43.30 42.23$  
Env./Cultural Spec. VII $35.41-$39.00 38.10$  
Env./ Cultural Spec. VI $32.21-$35.40 34.60$  
Env./Cultural Spec. V $29.81-$32.20 31.60$  
Env./Cultural Spec. IV $27.01-$29.80 29.10$  
Env./Cultural Spec. III $24.76-$27.00 26.44$  
Env./Cultural Spec. II $23.21-$24.75 24.37$  
Env./Cultural Spec I $18.00-$23.20 21.90$  
Admin. Spec. V $29.81-$32.20 31.60$  
Tech Editor Spec. IX $43.31-$48.10 46.90$  
GIS/CADD Spec. IX $43.31-$48.10 46.90$  
GIS/CADD Spec. VII $35.41-$39.00 38.10$  
Project Controls Spec. VIII $39.01-$43.30 42.23$  
Project Controls Spec. V $29.81-$32.20 31.60$  

LABOR COSTS
a) Subtotal Direct Labor Costs
b) Anticipated Salary Increases (see page 2)

48,974.75$       

FRINGE BENEFITS
d) Fringe Benefits Rate: 64.68% 31,676.87$                

INDIRECT COSTS
f) Overhead Rate: 129.95% 63,642.69$                
h) General and Administrative Rate: 0.00% -$  

95,319.56$       

FIXED FEE
Rate: 12.00% 17,315.32$       

        TOTAL LABOR COSTS 161,609.63$     
l) CONSULTANT'S OTHER DIRECT COSTS (ODC)

Description Quantity Unit Unit Cost Total
1080 mile $  0.725 $             783.00

1 each 750.00$  750.00$             
0 per day 180$  -$  
5 per day 40.00$  200.00$             
0 per day 68.00$  -$  

$          1,733.00

m) SUBCONSULTANTS' COSTS
8,000.00$          

-$  
-$  

8,000.00$          
$          9,733.00

$     171,342.63

NOTES:
•
•
•
•
•

Page 1
LPP 15-01

Permits
Lodging/Housing
Tablet + GPS

48,388.88$  

TBD 91.00 

Mileage/Fuel

74.00 

-$  

-$  

k) TOTAL FIXED FEE

84.00 

TBD

TBD
TBD

585.87$  

ODC items when incurred for the same purpose, in like circumstances, should not be included in any indirect cost pool or in
overhead rate.

ODC items should be consistently billed directly to all clients, not just when client will pay for them as a direct cost.
ODC items that would be considered “tools of the trade” are not reimbursable.
ODC items should be based on actual costs and supported by historical data and other documentation.
Employees subject to prevailing wage (PW)  requirements to be marked with an *.

Per diem

B. Dugas 44.00 3,173.28$  

Name

8.50 

74.00 

16.00 

113.00 
282.00 

TBD -$  
TBD

COST-PLUS-FIXED-FEE OR LUMP SUM (FIRM FIXED PRICE) CONTRACTS

(DESIGN, ENGINEERING AND ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES)

Total

SWCA, Inc.

HoursClassification/Title

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement

3,124.84$  
2,819.59$  

-$  
6,718.13$  

14,855.06$  
-$  

1,797.92$  

505.64$  

n) TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS INCLUDING SUBCONSULTANTS

TOTAL COST

c) TOTAL DIRECT LABOR COSTS

g) Overhead
i) Gen & Admin

j) TOTAL INDIRECT COSTS

94.00 4,408.84$  

Cost Proposal 1

TBD
TBD
TBD
TBD
TBD
TBD
TBD
TBD
TBD
TBD

TBD

3,200.61$  
358.93$  

-$  

m) TOTAL SUBCONSULTANTS' COSTS

l) TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS

7,426.06$  

Ambient

e) Total Fringe Benefits

TBD -$  
TBD -$  

-$  

68.00 
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual Cost Proposal

Consultant:

1. Calculate Average Hourly Rate for 1st year of the contract (Direct Labor Subtotal divided by total hours)

5 Year
Contract
Duration

=

2. Calculate hourly rate for all years (Increase the Average Hourly Rate for a year by proposed escalation %)

Year 1 + =
Year 2 + =
Year 3 + =
Year 4 + =

3. Calculate estimated hours per year (Multiply estimate % each year by total hours)

Year 1 * =
Year 2 * =
Year 3 * =
Year 4 * =
Year 5 * =

Total =

4. Calculate Total Costs including Escalation (Multiply Average Hourly Rate by the number of hours)

Year 1 * =
Year 2 * =
Year 3 * =
Year 4 * =
Year 5 * =

=
=
=

NOTES:
•

•

•

Page 2
LPP 15-01

Page 2 of 2Cost Proposal 1

ACTUAL COST-PLUS-FIXED-FEE OR LUMP SUM (FIRM FIXED PRICE) CONTRACTS

(SAMPLE CALCULATIONS FOR ANTICIPATED SALARY INCREASES)

Date: 

Avg
Hourly
Rate

51.016216 Year 1 Avg
Hourly Rate

SWCA, Inc.

Direct Labor
Subtotal per Cost

Proposal
$48,388.88

Total Hours per
Cost Proposal

948.50

Avg Hourly Rate
$51.02
$53.06
$55.18
$57.39

Proposed Escalation
4%
4%
4%
4%

949 664 Estimated Hours Year 1

$53.06
$55.18
$57.39
$59.68

Year 2 Avg Hourly Rate
Year 3 Avg Hourly Rate
Year 4 Avg Hourly Rate
Year 5 Avg Hourly Rate

Estimated % Completed Total Hours per Cost Total Hours per
Year

0.0% 949 0 Estimated Hours Year 4
0.0% 949 0 Estimated Hours Year 5

30.0% 949 285 Estimated Hours Year 2
0.0% 949 0 Estimated Hours Year 3

Each Year Proposal
70.0%

Avg Hourly Rate Estimated hours Cost per
(calculated above) (calculated above) Year

100% Total 949

$57.39 0 $0.00 Estimated Hours Year 4

$51.02 664 $33,874.77 Estimated Hours Year 1
$53.06 285 $15,099.98 Estimated Hours Year 2

   Contract No.: 

This is not the only way to estimate salary increases.  Other methods will be accepted if they clearly indicate the % increase, the # of years 
of the contract, and a breakdown of the labor to be performed each year.
An estimation that is based on direct labor multiplied by salary increase % multiplied by the # of years is not acceptable.
(i.e. $250,000 x 2% x 5 yrs = $25,000 is not an acceptable methodology)
This assumes that one year will be worked at the rate on the cost proposal before salary increases are granted.

1/5/2026

Total Direct Labor Cost with Escalation
Direct Labor Subtotal before Escalation

Estimated total of Direct Labor Salary
Increase

$48,974.75
$48,388.88

$585.87
Transfer to Page 1

$59.68 0 $0.00 Estimated Hours Year 5

$55.18 0 $0.00 Estimated Hours Year 3
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COST PROPOSAL

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

6.

Name :

Signature : 1/5/2026

Email :

Address :

* An individual executive or financial officer of the consultant's or subconsultant's organization at a level no
lower than a Vice President or a Chief Financial Officer, or equivalent, who has authority to represent the 
financial information utilized to establish the cost proposal for the contract.

List services the consultant is providing under the proposed contract:
Environmental consulting services

Date of Certification (mm/dd/yyyy) :

dhenry@swca.com Phone Number : 602-274-3831

2929 N. Central Ave. Suite 1800 Phoenix, AZ 85012

Denis Henry Title *: Chief Finanical Officer

CERTIFICATE OF DIRECT COSTS

I, the undersigned, certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that all direct costs identified on the cost proposal(s) in this 
contract are actual, reasonable, allowable, and allocable to the contract in accordance with the contract terms and the 
following requirements:

Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP)
Terms and conditions of the contract
Title 23 United Stated Code Section 112 - Letting of Contracts
48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 31 - Contract Cost Principles and Procedures
23 Code of Federal Regulations Part 172 - Procurement, Management, and Administration 
of Engineering and Design Related Service
48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 9904 - Cost Accounting Standards Board (when 
applicable)

All costs must be applied consistently and fairly to all contracts. All documentation of compliance must be retained in the 
project files and be in compliance with applicable federal and state requirements. Costs that are noncompliant with the 
federal and state requirements are not eligible for reimbursement.

Local governments are responsible for applying only cognizant agency approved or Caltrans accepted Indirect Cost Rate(s).

Prime Consultant or Subconsultant Certifying:

Page 3 of 15
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual EXHBIT 10-H1    
Cost Proposal

Note: Mark-ups are Not Allowed

Consultant

Project No. Contract No.  Date 4/21/2026

DIRECT LABOR
Hours

0
Senior Land Surveyor Thomas Hannah 11
Land Surveyor Chuck Pugh 10
Land Surveyor Mike Hink 5
Associate Surveyor Jon Bell 17
Associate Surveyor Ed Pietsch 15

54
4

LABOR COSTS
a) Subtotal Direct Labor Costs
b) Anticipated Salary Increases (see Antcipated Salary Increases page for calculations)

c) Total Direct Labor Costs [(a) + (b)]  13,772.26$      
INDIRECT COSTS
d) Fringe Benefits ( Rate: 29.34% ) e) Total Fringe Benefits [(c) x (d)] 4,040.78$        
f) Overhead ( Rate: 41.02% ) 5,649.38$        
h) General and Administrative ( Rate: 59.00% ) i) Gen & Admin [(c) x (h)] 8,125.63$        

j) Total Indirect Costs [(e) + (g) + (i)] 17,815.80$      
FIXED FEE

k) TOTAL FIXED FEE [(c) + (j)]* fixed fee 10% ] 3,158.81$        

Quatity Unit
0

l) TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS -$  

Subconsultant 1: $
-$  

-$  
34,746.86$      

$50.00

803.00$  

750.00$  

4869.00 Boronda Bridge, 
Over Carmel River

Classification/Title Name Actual Hourly Rate Total

$73.00
$78.50
$75.00
$54.00

785.00$  
375.00$  
918.00$  

Whitson and Associates, Inc. dba Whitson Engineers

Principal Richard Weber $145.00 -$  

Exhibit 10-H1 Cost Proposal
Cost-Plus-Fixed Fee or Lump Sum or Firm Fixed Price Contracts

(Design, Engineering and Environmental Studies)

13,772.26$          
-$  

g) Overhead [(c) x (f)

l) CONSULTANT'S OTHER DIRECT COSTS (ODC)  - ITEMIZE (Add additional pages if necessary)

2 Person Survey Crew DIR Chief of Party rate $183.69 9,919.26$              
Administrator Adam Tucker $55.50 222.00$  

(m) TOTAL SUBCONSULTANS' COSTS

$0.00 -$  
$0.00 -$  

Description of Item Unit Cost Total

m) SUBCONSULTANTS' COSTS (Add additional pages if necessary)

Title Reports $500.00 -$  
-$  

(n) TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS INCLUDING SUBCONSULTANTS [(l) + (m)]
TOTAL COST [(c) + (j) + (k) + (n)]

Prime Consultant Subconsultant 2nd Tier Subconsultant

Page 1 of 3
January 2020
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual EXHBIT 10-H1    
Cost Proposal

1. Calculate average hourly rate for 1st year of the contract (Direct Labor Subtotal divided by total hours)

Direct Labor 
Subtotal per Cost 

Proposal

Total Hours 
per Cost 
Proposal

Avg Hourly 
Rate

 $        13,772.26 / 324 = $0.00 Year 1 Avg Hourly Rate

2. Calculate hourly rate for all periods (Increase the Average hourly rate for a period by proposed escalation %)

Avg Hourly Rate Proposed 
Escalation 

Year 1 $0.00 + 5% = $0.00 
Year 2 $0.00 + 5% = $0.00 
Year 3 $0.00 + 5% = $0.00 Year 4 Avg Hourly Rate
Year 4 $0.00 + 5% = $0.00 Year 5 Avg Hourly Rate

3. Calculate estimated hours per year (Multiply estimate % each period by total hours)

Estimated % 
Completed Each 

Period

Total Hours 
per Cost 
Proposal

Total Hours 
per Period

Year 1 100.00% * 324 = 324 Estimated Hours Year 1
Year 2 0.00% * 324 = 0 Estimated Hours Year 2
Year 3 0.00% * 324 = 0 Estimated Hours Year 3
Year 4 0.00% * 324 = 0 Estimated Hours Year 4
Year 5 0.00% * 324 = 0 Estimated Hours Year 5

Total 100% Total = 324

4. Calculate Total Costs including Escalation (Multiply average hourly rate by the number of hours)

Avg Hourly Rate
Estimated 

Hours

(calculated above) (calculated 
above)

Year 1 $0.00 * 65 = $0.00 Estimated Hours Year 1
Year 2 $0.00 * 0 = $0.00 Estimated Hours Year 2
Year 3 $0.00 * 0 = $0.00 Estimated Hours Year 3
Year 4 $0.00 * 0 = $0.00 Estimated Hours Year 4
Year 5 $0.00 * 0 = $0.00 Estimated Hours Year 5

= $0.00 
= $0.00 
= $0.00 Transfer to Page 1

Exhibit 10-H1 Cost Proposal

Actual Cost-Plus-Fixed Fee or Lump Sum or Firm Fixed Price Contracts
(Calculations for Anticipated Salary Increases)

5 Year 
Contract Duration

 Total Direct Labor Cost with Escalation

Year 2 Avg Hourly 
Year 3 Avg Hourly 

 Cost 
Per Period

 Direct Labor Subtotal before escalation
Estimated total of Direct Labor Salary Increase 

Page 2 of 3
January 2020
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual EXHBIT 10-H1    
Cost Proposal

Name: Title*:

Signature:        Date of Certification (mm/dd/yyyy): 4/21/2026

Email:        Phone Number:

Address:

List services the consultant is providing under the proposed contract:

All costs must be applied consistently and fairly to all contracts.  All documentation of compliance must be retained in the project files 
and be in compliance with applicable federal and state requirements.  Costs that are noncompliant with the federal and state 
requirements are not eligible for reimbursement.

Exhibit 10-H1 Cost Proposal

Certification of Direct Costs:

I, the undersigned, certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that all direct costs identified on the cost proposal(s) in this contract 

1. Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP)
2. Terms and conditions of the contract
3. Title 23 United States Code Section 112 - Letting of Contracts
4. 48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 31 - Contract Cost Principles and Procedures
5. 23 Code of Federal Regulations Part 172 - Procurement, Management, and Administration of
6. 48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 9904 - Cost Accounting Standards Board (when applicable)

6 Harris Court, Monterey, CA 93940

*An individual executive or financial officer of the consultant’s or subconsultant’s organization at a level no lower
than a Vice President or a Chief Financial Officer, or equivalent, who has authority to represent the financial
information utilized to establish the cost proposal for the contract.

Land Surveying services

Local governments are responsible for applying only cognizant agency approved or Caltrans accepted Indirect Cost Rate(s).

Prime Consultant or Subconsultant Certifying:

Kimberley Woltman CFO

kwoltman@whitsonengineers.com 831-649-5225

Page 3 of 3
January 2020
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EXHIBIT B - FEDERAL PROVISIONS 

Page 1 of 21 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
                                                                                         Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

Verbatim – Articles V, VI, VII, VIII, IX, X, XI, XII, XIII, XIV, XV, XVI, XVII, XVIII, XX, 
XXI, XXII, XXIII, XXIV, XXV, XXVI, XXVII, XXVIII, XXIX, XXX, and XXXII  

from Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual,  
Exhibit 10-R: Architectural and Engineering Boilerplate Agreement Language  

(January 2026) 
 

(For Local Assistance Federal-Aid Projects) 
 

NOTE TO LOCAL AGENCY - BE SURE THAT YOUR LEGAL STAFF REVIEWS AND APPROVES ALL 
CONSULTANT CONTRACTS BEFORE EXECUTION. THIS AGREEMENT LANGUAGE IS RECOMMENDED 

LANGUAGE, 
EXCEPT ARTICLE XXXII TITLE VI ASSURANCES (APPENDICES A AND E MUST BE PHYSICALLY INCLUDED, 
UNMODIFIED, IN ANY FEDERAL-AID CONTRACT AND APPENDICES B-D MUST BE PHYSCIALLY INCLUDED, 

UNMODIFIED, IN ANY FEDERAL-AID CONTRACT INVOLVING RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION). MODIFY AS 
RECOMMENDED BY YOUR OWN LEGAL STAFF AND TO FIT YOUR PARTICULAR REQUIREMENTS AND 

PROJECT. 
THE FISCAL AND FEDERAL PROVISIONS ARE REQUIRED IN ALL FEDERALLY FUNDED CONTRACTS. THE 

ORIGINAL INTENT OF THE ARTICLE SHALL REMAIN, IF MODIFIED BY YOUR LEGAL STAFF. 
THIS EXHIBIT CONTAINS FISCAL REQUIREMENTS FROM 2 CFR 200 AND IS TO BE USED FOR STATE-ONLY 

FUNDED CONTRACTS AS WELL. 
 
 

ARTICLE V ALLOWABLE COSTS AND PAYMENTS  
 
A. The method of payment for this AGREEMENT will be based on actual cost plus a fixed fee. 

LOCAL AGENCY will reimburse CONSULTANT for actual costs (including labor costs, 
employee benefits, travel, equipment rental costs, overhead and other direct costs) incurred 
by CONSULTANT in performance of the work. CONSULTANT will not be reimbursed for 
actual costs that exceed the estimated wage rates, employee benefits, travel, equipment 
rental, overhead, and other estimated costs set forth in the approved CONSULTANT’S Cost 
Proposal, unless additional reimbursement is provided for by AGREEMENT amendment. In 
no event, will CONSULTANT be reimbursed for overhead costs at a rate that exceeds 
LOCAL AGENCY’s approved overhead rate set forth in the Cost Proposal. In the event, that 
LOCAL AGENCY determines that a change to the work from that specified in the Cost 
Proposal and AGREEMENT is required, the AGREEMENT time or actual costs 
reimbursable by LOCAL AGENCY shall be adjusted by AGREEMENT amendment to 
accommodate the changed work. The maximum total cost as specified in Paragraph “I” of 
this Article shall not be exceeded, unless authorized by AGREEMENT amendment.  

 
B. The indirect cost rate established for this AGREEMENT is extended through the duration of 

this specific AGREEMENT. CONSULTANT’s agreement to the extension of the 1-year 
applicable period shall not be a condition or qualification to be considered for the work or 
AGREEMENT award. 

 
C. In addition to the allowable incurred costs, LOCAL AGENCY will pay CONSULTANT a fixed 

fee of $835,000. The fixed fee is nonadjustable for the term of the AGREEMENT, except in 
the event of a significant change in the scope of work and such adjustment is made by 
AGREEMENT amendment.  

 
D.  Reimbursement for transportation and subsistence costs shall not exceed the rates specified 

in the approved Cost Proposal.  
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EXHIBIT B - FEDERAL PROVISIONS 

Page 2 of 21 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
                                                                                         Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

E. When milestone cost estimates are included in the approved Cost Proposal, CONSULTANT 
shall obtain prior written approval for a revised milestone cost estimate from the Contract 
Administrator before exceeding such cost estimate.  

 
F. Progress payments will be made monthly in arrears based on services provided and 

allowable incurred costs. A pro rata portion of CONSULTANT’s fixed fee will be included in 
the monthly progress payments. If CONSULTANT fails to submit the required deliverable 
items according to the schedule set forth in Article III Statement of Work, LOCAL AGENCY 
shall have the right to delay payment or terminate this AGREEMENT.  

 
G. No payment will be made prior to approval of any work, nor for any work performed prior to 

approval of this AGREEMENT.  
 
H. CONSULTANT will be reimbursed promptly according to California Regulations upon receipt 

by LOCAL AGENCY’s Contract Administrator of itemized invoices in duplicate. Invoices 
shall be submitted no later than thirty (30) calendar days after the performance of work for 
which CONSULTANT is billing. Invoices shall detail the work performed on each milestone 
and each project as applicable. Invoices shall follow the format stipulated for the approved 
Cost Proposal and shall reference this AGREEMENT number and project title. Final invoice 
must contain the final cost and all credits due LOCAL AGENCY including any equipment 
purchased under the provisions of Article XI Equipment Purchase. The final invoice should 
be submitted within sixty (60) calendar days after completion of CONSULTANT’s work. 
Invoices shall be mailed to LOCAL AGENCY’s Contract Administrator at the following 
address:  

 
Edgar E. Rizo, EIT, Assistant Engineer 

County of Monterey 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

1441 Schilling Place, 2nd Floor, Salinas, California 93901-4527  
 

I. The total amount payable by LOCAL AGENCY including the fixed fee shall not exceed 
$835,000.  

 
J. For personnel subject to prevailing wage rates as described in the California Labor Code, all 

salary increases, which are the direct result of changes in the prevailing wage rates are 
reimbursable.  

 
ARTICLE VI TERMINATION  
 
A. This AGREEMENT may be terminated by LOCAL AGENCY, provided that LOCAL 

AGENCY gives not less than thirty (30) calendar days’ written notice (delivered by certified 
mail, return receipt requested) of intent to terminate. Upon termination, LOCAL AGENCY 
shall be entitled to all work, including but not limited to, reports, investigations, appraisals, 
inventories, studies, analyses, drawings and data estimates performed to that date, whether 
completed or not. 

 
B. LOCAL AGENCY may temporarily suspend this AGREEMENT, at no additional cost to 

LOCAL AGENCY, provided that CONSULTANT is given written notice (delivered by certified 
mail, return receipt requested) of temporary suspension. If LOCAL AGENCY gives such 
notice of temporary suspension, CONSULTANT shall immediately suspend its activities 
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EXHIBIT B - FEDERAL PROVISIONS 

Page 3 of 21 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
                                                                                         Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

under this AGREEMENT. A temporary suspension may be issued concurrent with the notice 
of termination.  

 
C. Notwithstanding any provisions of this AGREEMENT, CONSULTANT shall not be relieved 

of liability to LOCAL AGENCY for damages sustained by LOCAL AGENCY by virtue of any 
breach of this AGREEMENT by CONSULTANT, and LOCAL AGENCY may withhold any 
payments due to CONSULTANT until such time as the exact amount of damages, if any, 
due LOCAL AGENCY from CONSULTANT is determined.  

 
D. In the event of termination, CONSULTANT shall be compensated as provided for in this 

AGREEMENT. Upon termination, LOCAL AGENCY shall be entitled to all work, including 
but not limited to, reports, investigations, appraisals, inventories, studies, analyses, 
drawings and data estimates performed to that date, whether completed or not. 

 
ARTICLE VII COST PRINCIPLES AND ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS  
 
A. The CONSULTANT agrees that 48 CFR 31, Contract Cost Principles and Procedures, shall 

be used to determine the allowability of individual terms of cost.  
 
B. The CONSULTANT also agrees to comply with Federal procedures in accordance with 2 

CFR 200, Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements 
for Federal Awards.  

 
C. Any costs for which payment has been made to the CONSULTANT that are determined by 

subsequent audit to be unallowable under 48 CFR 31 or 2 CFR 200 are subject to 
repayment by the CONSULTANT to LOCAL AGENCY.  

 
D. When a CONSULTANT or Subconsultant is a Non-Profit Organization or an Institution of 

Higher Education, the Cost Principles for Title 2 CFR 200, Uniform Administrative 
Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards shall apply.  

 
ARTICLE VIII RETENTION OF RECORD/AUDITS  
 
For the purpose of determining compliance with Gov. Code § 8546.7, the CONSULTANT, 
Subconsultants, and LOCAL AGENCY shall maintain all books, documents, papers, accounting 
records, Independent CPA Audited Indirect Cost Rate workpapers, and other evidence 
pertaining to the performance of the AGREEMENT including, but not limited to, the costs of 
administering the AGREEMENT. All parties, including the CONSULTANT’s Independent CPA, 
shall make such workpapers and materials available at their respective offices at all reasonable 
times during the AGREEMENT period and for three (3) years from the date of final payment 
under the AGREEMENT and records for real property and equipment acquired with federal 
funds must be retained for three (3) years after final disposition. LOCAL AGENCY, Caltrans 
Auditor, FHWA, or any duly authorized representative of the Federal government having 
jurisdiction under Federal laws or regulations (including the basis of Federal funding in whole or 
in part) shall have access to any books, records, and documents of the CONSULTANT, 
Subconsultants, and the CONSULTANT’s Independent CPA, that are pertinent to the 
AGREEMENT for audits, examinations, workpaper review, excerpts, and transactions, and 
copies thereof shall be furnished if requested without limitation. 
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ARTICLE IX AUDIT REVIEW PROCEDURES  
 
A. Any dispute concerning a question of fact arising under an interim or post audit of this 

AGREEMENT that is not disposed of by AGREEMENT, shall be reviewed by LOCAL 
AGENCY’S Chief Financial Officer. 

 
B. Not later than thirty (30) calendar days after issuance of the final audit report, 

CONSULTANT may request a review by LOCAL AGENCY’S Chief Financial Officer of 
unresolved audit issues. The request for review will be submitted in writing.  

 
C. Neither the pendency of a dispute nor its consideration by LOCAL AGENCY will excuse 

CONSULTANT from full and timely performance, in accordance with the terms of this 
AGREEMENT.  

 
D. CONSULTANT and subconsultant AGREEMENTs, including cost proposals and Indirect 

Cost Rates (ICR), may be subject to audits or reviews such as, but not limited to, an 
AGREEMENT audit, an incurred cost audit, an ICR Audit, or a CPA ICR audit work paper 
review. If selected for audit or review, the AGREEMENT, cost proposal and ICR and related 
work papers, if applicable, will be reviewed to verify compliance with 48 CFR 31 and other 
related laws and regulations. In the instances of a CPA ICR audit work paper review it is 
CONSULTANT’s responsibility to ensure federal, LOCAL AGENCY, or local government 
officials are allowed full access to the CPA’s work papers including making copies as 
necessary. The AGREEMENT, cost proposal, and ICR shall be adjusted by CONSULTANT 
and approved by LOCAL AGENCY Contract Administrator to conform to the audit or review 
recommendations. CONSULTANT agrees that individual terms of costs identified in the 
audit report shall be incorporated into the AGREEMENT by this reference if directed by 
LOCAL AGENCY at its sole discretion. Refusal by CONSULTANT to incorporate audit or 
review recommendations, or to ensure that the federal, LOCAL AGENCY or local 
governments have access to CPA work papers, will be considered a breach of 
AGREEMENT terms and cause for termination of the AGREEMENT and disallowance of 
prior reimbursed costs.  

 
E. CONSULTANT’s Cost Proposal may be subject to a CPA ICR Audit Work Paper Review 

and/or audit by the Independent Office of Audits and Investigations (IOAI). IOAI, at its sole 
discretion, may review and/or audit and approve the CPA ICR documentation. The Cost 
Proposal shall be adjusted by the CONSULTANT and approved by the LOCAL AGENCY 
Contract Administrator to conform to the Work Paper Review recommendations included in 
the management letter or audit recommendations included in the audit report. Refusal by the 
CONSULTANT to incorporate the Work Paper Review recommendations included in the 
management letter or audit recommendations included in the audit report will be considered 
a breach of the AGREEMENT terms and cause for termination of the AGREEMENT and 
disallowance of prior reimbursed costs.  

 
1. During IOAI’s review of the ICR audit work papers created by the CONSULTANT’s 

independent CPA, IOAI will work with the CPA and/or CONSULTANT toward a 
resolution of issues that arise during the review. Each party agrees to use its best efforts 
to resolve any audit disputes in a timely manner. If IOAI identifies significant issues 
during the review and is unable to issue a cognizant approval letter, LOCAL AGENCY 
will reimburse the CONSULTANT at an accepted ICR until a FAR (Federal Acquisition 
Regulation) compliant ICR (e.g. 48 CFR Part 31; GAGAS (Generally Accepted Auditing 
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Standards); CAS (Cost Accounting Standards), if applicable; in accordance with 
procedures and guidelines of the American Association of State Highways and 
Transportation Officials (AASHTO) Audit Guide; and other applicable procedures and 
guidelines) is received and approved by IOAI.   
 
Accepted rates will be as follows: 
 
a. If the proposed rate is less than one hundred fifty percent (150%) – the accepted rate 

reimbursed will be ninety percent (90%) of the proposed rate. 
 

b. If the proposed rate is between one hundred fifty percent (150%) and two hundred 
percent (200%) – the accepted rate will be eighty-five percent (85%) of the proposed 
rate. 

 
c. If the proposed rate is greater than two hundred percent (200%) – the accepted rate 

will be seventy-five percent (75%) of the proposed rate. 
 

2. If IOAI is unable to issue a cognizant letter per paragraph E.1. above, IOAI may require 
CONSULTANT to submit a revised independent CPA-audited ICR and audit report 
within three (3) months of the effective date of the management letter. IOAI will then 
have up to six (6) months to review the CONSULTANT’s and/or the independent CPA’s 
revisions. 

3. If the CONSULTANT fails to comply with the provisions of this paragraph E, or if IOAI is 
still unable to issue a cognizant approval letter after the revised independent CPA 
audited ICR is submitted, overhead cost reimbursement will be limited to the accepted 
ICR that was established upon initial rejection of the ICR and set forth in paragraph E.1. 
above for all rendered services. In this event, this accepted ICR will become the actual 
and final ICR for reimbursement purposes under this AGREEMENT. 
 

4. CONSULTANT may submit to LOCAL AGENCY final invoice only when all of the 
following items have occurred: (1) IOAI accepts or adjusts the original or revised 
independent CPA audited ICR; (2) all work under this AGREEMENT has been 
completed to the satisfaction of LOCAL AGENCY; and, (3) IOAI has issued its final ICR 
review letter. The CONSULTANT MUST SUBMIT ITS FINAL INVOICE TO LOCAL 
AGENCY no later than sixty (60) calendar days after occurrence of the last of these 
items. The accepted ICR will apply to this AGREEMENT and all other agreements 
executed between LOCAL AGENCY and the CONSULTANT, either as a prime or 
subconsultant, with the same fiscal period ICR. 
 

ARTICLE X SUBCONTRACTING  
 
A. Nothing contained in this AGREEMENT or otherwise, shall create any contractual relation 

between the LOCAL AGENCY and any Subconsultants, and no subagreement shall relieve 
the CONSULTANT of its responsibilities and obligations hereunder. The CONSULTANT 
agrees to be as fully responsible to the LOCAL AGENCY for the acts and omissions of its 
Subconsultants and of persons either directly or indirectly employed by any of them as it is 
for the acts and omissions of persons directly employed by the CONSULTANT. The 
CONSULTANT's obligation to pay its Subconsultants is an independent obligation from the 
LOCAL AGENCY's obligation to make payments to the CONSULTANT.  
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B. The CONSULTANT shall perform the work contemplated with resources available within its 
own organization and no portion of the work shall be subcontracted without written 
authorization by the LOCAL AGENCY Contract Administrator, except that which is expressly 
identified in the CONSULTANT’s approved Cost Proposal.  

 
C. Any subagreement entered into as a result of this AGREEMENT, shall contain all the 

provisions stipulated in this entire AGREEMENT to be applicable to Subconsultants unless 
otherwise noted. 

 
D. Any substitution of Subconsultants must be approved in writing by the LOCAL AGENCY 

Contract Administrator in advance of assigning work to a substitute Subconsultant.  
 
E. Prompt Progress Payment  

CONSULTANT or subconsultant shall pay to any subconsultant, not later than fifteen (15) 
days after receipt of each progress payment, unless otherwise agreed to in writing, the 
respective amounts allowed CONSULTANT on account of the work performed by the 
subconsultants, to the extent of each subconsultant’s interest therein. In the event that there 
is a good faith dispute over all or any portion of the amount due on a progress payment from 
CONSULTANT or subconsultant to a subconsultant, CONSULTANT or subconsultant may 
withhold no more than 150 percent of the disputed amount. Any violation of this requirement 
shall constitute a cause for disciplinary action and shall subject the licensee to a penalty, 
payable to the subconsultant, of 2 percent of the amount due per month for every month that 
payment is not made.  

 
 In any action for the collection of funds wrongfully withheld, the prevailing party shall be 

entitled to his or her attorney’s fees and costs. The sanctions authorized under this 
requirement shall be separate from, and in addition to, all other remedies, either civil, 
administrative, or criminal. 

 
F. Prompt Payment of Withheld Funds to Subconsultants 
 No retainage will be held by the LOCAL AGENCY from progress payments due to 

CONSULTANT. CONSULTANTS and subconsultants are prohibited from holding retainage 
from subconsultants. Any delay or postponement of payment may take place only for good 
cause and with the LOCAL AGENCY’s prior written approval. Any violation of these 
provisions shall subject the violating CONSULTANT or subconsultant to the penalties, 
sanctions, and other remedies specified in Section 3321 of the California Civil Code. This 
requirement shall not be construed to limit or impair any contractual, administrative or 
judicial remedies, otherwise available to CONSULTANT or subconsultant in the event of a 
dispute involving late payment or nonpayment by CONSULTANT, deficient subconsultant 
performance and/or noncompliance by a subconsultant. 

 
ARTICLE XI EQUIPMENT PURCHASE AND OTHER CAPITAL EXPENDITURES  
 
A. Prior authorization in writing by LOCAL AGENCY’s Contract Administrator shall be required 

before CONSULTANT enters into any unbudgeted purchase order, or subcontract 
exceeding five thousand dollars ($5,000) for supplies, equipment, or CONSULTANT 
services. CONSULTANT shall provide an evaluation of the necessity or desirability of 
incurring such costs.  

 

Docusign Envelope ID: 08923C74-3476-8450-8194-E2A000622B7DDocusign Envelope ID: BC27599F-6233-8DB7-8397-393DBFCEACEA

66



EXHIBIT B - FEDERAL PROVISIONS 

Page 7 of 21 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
                                                                                         Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

B. For purchase of any item, service, or consulting work not covered in CONSULTANT’s 
approved Cost Proposal and exceeding five thousand dollars ($5,000), with prior 
authorization by LOCAL AGENCY’s Contract Administrator, three competitive quotations 
must be submitted with the request, or the absence of proposal must be adequately justified.  

 
C. Any equipment purchased with funds provided under the terms of this AGREEMENT is 

subject to the following:  
 

1. CONSULTANT shall maintain an inventory of all nonexpendable property. 
Nonexpendable property is defined as having a useful life of at least two years and an 
acquisition cost of five thousand dollars ($5,000) or more. If the purchased equipment 
needs replacement and is sold or traded in, LOCAL AGENCY shall receive a proper 
refund or credit at the conclusion of the AGREEMENT, or if the AGREEMENT is 
terminated, CONSULTANT may either keep the equipment and credit LOCAL AGENCY 
in an amount equal to its fair market value, or sell such equipment at the best price 
obtainable at a public or private sale, in accordance with established LOCAL AGENCY 
procedures; and credit LOCAL AGENCY in an amount equal to the sales price. If 
CONSULTANT elects to keep the equipment, fair market value shall be determined at 
CONSULTANT’s expense, on the basis of a competent independent appraisal of such 
equipment. Appraisals shall be obtained from an appraiser mutually agreeable to by 
LOCAL AGENCY and CONSULTANT, if it is determined to sell the equipment, the terms 
and conditions of such sale must be approved in advance by LOCAL AGENCY.  

 
2. Regulation 2 CFR 200 requires a credit to Federal funds when participating equipment 

with a fair market value greater than five thousand dollars ($5,000) is credited to the 
project.  

 
ARTICLE XII STATE PREVAILING WAGE RATES  
 
A. No CONSULTANT or Subconsultant may be awarded an AGREEMENT containing public 

work elements unless registered with the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) pursuant 
to Labor Code §1725.5. Registration with DIR must be maintained throughout the entire 
term of this AGREEMENT, including any subsequent amendments.  

 
B. The CONSULTANT shall comply with all of the applicable provisions of the California Labor 

Code requiring the payment of prevailing wages. The General Prevailing Wage Rate 
Determinations applicable to work under this AGREEMENT are available and on file with the 
Department of Transportation's Regional/District Labor Compliance Officer 
(https://dot.ca.gov/programs/construction/labor-compliance). These wage rates are made a 
specific part of this AGREEMENT by reference pursuant to Labor Code §1773.2 and will be 
applicable to work performed at a construction project site. Prevailing wages will be 
applicable to all inspection work performed at LOCAL AGENCY construction sites, at 
LOCAL AGENCY facilities and at off-site locations that are set up by the construction 
contractor or one of its subcontractors solely and specifically to serve LOCAL AGENCY 
projects. Prevailing wage requirements do not apply to inspection work performed at the 
facilities of vendors and commercial materials suppliers that provide goods and services to 
the general public.  

 
C. General Prevailing Wage Rate Determinations applicable to this project may also be 

obtained from the Department of Industrial Relations website at http://www.dir.ca.gov.  
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D. Payroll Records  
 
1.   Each CONSULTANT and Subconsultant shall keep accurate certified payroll records 

and supporting documents as mandated by Labor Code §1776 and as defined in 8 CCR 
§16000 showing the name, address, social security number, work classification, straight 
time and overtime hours worked each day and week, and the actual per diem wages 
paid to each journeyman, apprentice, worker, or other employee employed by the 
CONSULTANT or Subconsultant in connection with the public work. Each payroll record 
shall contain or be verified by a written declaration that it is made under penalty of 
perjury, stating both of the following:  

 
a. The information contained in the payroll record is true and correct.  

 
b.  The employer has complied with the requirements of Labor Code §1771, §1811, and 

§1815 for any work performed by his or her employees on the public works project.  
 

2.  The payroll records enumerated under paragraph (1) above shall be certified as correct 
by the CONSULTANT under penalty of perjury. The payroll records and all supporting 
documents shall be made available for inspection and copying by LOCAL AGENCY 
representatives at all reasonable hours at the principal office of the CONSULTANT. The 
CONSULTANT shall provide copies of certified payrolls or permit inspection of its 
records as follows:  

 
a. A certified copy of an employee's payroll record shall be made available for 

inspection or furnished to the employee or the employee's authorized representative 
on request. 

  
b.  A certified copy of all payroll records enumerated in paragraph (1) above, shall be 

made available for inspection or furnished upon request to a representative of 
LOCAL AGENCY, the Division of Labor Standards Enforcement and the Division of 
Apprenticeship Standards of the Department of Industrial Relations. Certified payrolls 
submitted to LOCAL AGENCY, the Division of Labor Standards Enforcement and the 
Division of Apprenticeship Standards shall not be altered or obliterated by the 
CONSULTANT. 

 
c. The public shall not be given access to certified payroll records by the 

CONSULTANT. The CONSULTANT is required to forward any requests for certified 
payrolls to the LOCAL AGENCY Contract Administrator by both email and regular 
mail on the business day following receipt of the request.  

 
3. Each CONSULTANT shall submit a certified copy of the records enumerated in 

paragraph (1) above, to the entity that requested the records within ten (10) calendar 
days after receipt of a written request.  

 
4.   Any copy of records made available for inspection as copies and furnished upon request 

to the public or any public agency by LOCAL AGENCY shall be marked or obliterated in 
such a manner as to prevent disclosure of each individual's name, address, and social 
security number. The name and address of the CONSULTANT or Subconsultant 
performing the work shall not be marked or obliterated.  

 

Docusign Envelope ID: 08923C74-3476-8450-8194-E2A000622B7DDocusign Envelope ID: BC27599F-6233-8DB7-8397-393DBFCEACEA

68



EXHIBIT B - FEDERAL PROVISIONS 

Page 9 of 21 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
                                                                                         Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

5. The CONSULTANT shall inform LOCAL AGENCY of the location of the records 
enumerated under paragraph (1) above, including the street address, city and county, 
and shall, within five (5) working days, provide a notice of a change of location and 
address.  

 
6. The CONSULTANT or Subconsultant shall have ten (10) calendar days in which to 

comply subsequent to receipt of written notice requesting the records enumerated in 
paragraph (1) above. In the event the CONSULTANT or Subconsultant fails to comply 
within the ten (10) day period, he or she shall, as a penalty to LOCAL AGENCY, forfeit 
one hundred dollars ($100) for each calendar day, or portion thereof, for each worker, 
until strict compliance is effectuated. Such penalties shall be withheld by LOCAL 
AGENCY from payments then due. CONSULTANT is not subject to a penalty 
assessment pursuant to this section due to the failure of a Subconsultant to comply with 
this section.  

 
E. When prevailing wage rates apply, the CONSULTANT is responsible for verifying 

compliance with certified payroll requirements. Invoice payment will not be made until the 
invoice is approved by the LOCAL AGENCY Contract Administrator.  

 
F. Penalty  
 

1. The CONSULTANT and any of its Subconsultants shall comply with Labor Code §1774 
and §1775. Pursuant to Labor Code §1775, the CONSULTANT and any Subconsultant 
shall forfeit to the LOCAL AGENCY a penalty of not more than two hundred dollars 
($200) for each calendar day, or portion thereof, for each worker paid less than the 
prevailing rates as determined by the Director of DIR for the work or craft in which the 
worker is employed for any public work done under the AGREEMENT by the 
CONSULTANT or by its Subconsultant in violation of the requirements of the Labor 
Code and in particular, Labor Code §§1770 to 1780, inclusive.  

 
2. The amount of this forfeiture shall be determined by the Labor Commissioner and shall 

be based on consideration of mistake, inadvertence, or neglect of the CONSULTANT or 
Subconsultant in failing to pay the correct rate of prevailing wages, or the previous 
record of the CONSULTANT or Subconsultant in meeting their respective prevailing 
wage obligations, or the willful failure by the CONSULTANT or Subconsultant to pay the 
correct rates of prevailing wages. A mistake, inadvertence, or neglect in failing to pay the 
correct rates of prevailing wages is not excusable if the CONSULTANT or Subconsultant 
had knowledge of the obligations under the Labor Code. The CONSULTANT is 
responsible for paying the appropriate rate, including any escalations that take place 
during the term of the AGREEMENT. 
 

3. In addition to the penalty and pursuant to Labor Code §1775, the difference between the 
prevailing wage rates and the amount paid to each worker for each calendar day or 
portion thereof for which each worker was paid less than the prevailing wage rate shall 
be paid to each worker by the CONSULTANT or Subconsultant.  
 

4. If a worker employed by a Subconsultant on a public works project is not paid the 
general prevailing per diem wages by the Subconsultant, the CONSULTANT of the 
project is not liable for the penalties described above unless the CONSULTANT had 
knowledge of that failure of the Subconsultant to pay the specified prevailing rate of 
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wages to those workers or unless the CONSULTANT fails to comply with all of the 
following requirements:  
 
a. The AGREEMENT executed between the CONSULTANT and the Subconsultant for 

the performance of work on public works projects shall include a copy of the 
requirements in Labor Code §§ 1771, 1775, 1776, 1777.5, 1813, and 1815.  

 
b. The CONSULTANT shall monitor the payment of the specified general prevailing 

rate of per diem wages by the Subconsultant to the employees by periodic review of 
the certified payroll records of the Subconsultant.  

 
c. Upon becoming aware of the Subconsultant’s failure to pay the specified prevailing 

rate of wages to the Subconsultant’s workers, the CONSULTANT shall diligently take 
corrective action to halt or rectify the failure, including but not limited to, retaining 
sufficient funds due the Subconsultant for work performed on the public works 
project.  

 
d.   Prior to making final payment to the Subconsultant for work performed on the public 

works project, the CONSULTANT shall obtain an affidavit signed under penalty of 
perjury from the Subconsultant that the Subconsultant had paid the specified general 
prevailing rate of per diem wages to the Subconsultant’s employees on the public 
works project and any amounts due pursuant to Labor Code §1813.  

 
5.  Pursuant to Labor Code §1775, LOCAL AGENCY shall notify the CONSULTANT on a 

public works project within fifteen (15) calendar days of receipt of a complaint that a 
Subconsultant has failed to pay workers the general prevailing rate of per diem wages.  

 
6.  If LOCAL AGENCY determines that employees of a Subconsultant were not paid the 

general prevailing rate of per diem wages and if LOCAL AGENCY did not retain 
sufficient money under the AGREEMENT to pay those employees the balance of wages 
owed under the general prevailing rate of per diem wages, the CONSULTANT shall 
withhold an amount of moneys due the Subconsultant sufficient to pay those employees 
the general prevailing rate of per diem wages if requested by LOCAL AGENCY.  

 
G. Hours of Labor  

 
Eight (8) hours labor constitutes a legal day's work. The CONSULTANT shall forfeit, as a 
penalty to the LOCAL AGENCY, twenty-five dollars ($25) for each worker employed in the 
execution of the AGREEMENT by the CONSULTANT or any of its Subconsultants for each 
calendar day during which such worker is required or permitted to work more than eight (8) 
hours in any one calendar day and forty (40) hours in any one calendar week in violation of 
the provisions of the Labor Code, and in particular §§1810 to 1815 thereof, inclusive, except 
that work performed by employees in excess of eight (8) hours per day, and forty (40) hours 
during any one week, shall be permitted upon compensation for all hours worked in excess 
of eight (8) hours per day and forty (40) hours in any week, at not less than one and one-half 
(1.5) times the basic rate of pay, as provided in §1815. 
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H. Employment of Apprentices 
 
1. Where either the prime AGREEMENT or the subagreement exceeds thirty thousand 

dollars ($30,000), the CONSULTANT and any subconsultants under him or her shall 
comply with all applicable requirements of Labor Code §§ 1777.5, 1777.6 and 1777.7 in 
the employment of apprentices. 

 
2. CONSULTANTs and subconsultants are required to comply with all Labor Code 

requirements regarding the employment of apprentices, including mandatory ratios of 
journey level to apprentice workers. Prior to commencement of work, CONSULTANT 
and subconsultants are advised to contact the DIR Division of Apprenticeship Standards 
website at https://www.dir.ca.gov/das/, for additional information regarding the 
employment of apprentices and for the specific journey-to- apprentice ratios for the 
AGREEMENT work. The CONSULTANT is responsible for all subconsultants’ 
compliance with these requirements. Penalties are specified in Labor Code §1777.7. 

 
ARTICLE XIII CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
 
A. During the term of this AGREEMENT, the CONSULTANT shall disclose any financial, 

business, or other relationship with LOCAL AGENCY that may have an impact upon the 
outcome of this AGREEMENT or any ensuing LOCAL AGENCY construction project. The 
CONSULTANT shall also list current clients who may have a financial interest in the 
outcome of this AGREEMENT or any ensuing LOCAL AGENCY construction project which 
will follow. 

 
B. CONSULTANT certifies that it has disclosed to LOCAL AGENCY any actual, apparent, or 

potential conflicts of interest that may exist relative to the services to be provided pursuant 
to this AGREEMENT. CONSULTANT agrees to advise LOCAL AGENCY of any actual, 
apparent or potential conflicts of interest that may develop subsequent to the date of 
execution of this AGREEMENT. CONSULTANT further agrees to complete any statements 
of economic interest if required by either LOCAL AGENCY ordinance or State law. 

 
C. The CONSULTANT hereby certifies that it does not now have, nor shall it acquire any 

financial or business interest that would conflict with the performance of services under this 
AGREEMENT. 

 
D. The CONSULTANT hereby certifies that the CONSULTANT or subconsultant and any firm 

affiliated with the CONSULTANT or subconsultant that bids on any construction contract or 
on any Agreement to provide construction inspection for any construction project resulting 
from this AGREEMENT, has established necessary controls to ensure a conflict of interest 
does not exist. An affiliated firm is one, which is subject to the control of the same persons, 
through joint ownership or otherwise. 

 
ARTICLE XIV REBATES, KICKBACKS OR OTHER UNLAWFUL CONSIDERATION 
 
The CONSULTANT warrants that this AGREEMENT was not obtained or secured through 
rebates, kickbacks or other unlawful consideration either promised or paid to any LOCAL 
AGENCY employee. For breach or violation of this warranty, LOCAL AGENCY shall have the 
right, in its discretion, to terminate this AGREEMENT without liability, to pay only for the value 
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of the work actually performed, or to deduct from this AGREEMENT price or otherwise recover 
the full amount of such rebate, kickback or other unlawful consideration. 
 
ARTICLE XV PROHIBITION OF EXPENDING LOCAL AGENCY, STATE, OR FEDERAL 
FUNDS FOR LOBBYING 
 
A. The CONSULTANT certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:  
 

1.  No State, Federal, or LOCAL AGENCY appropriated funds have been paid or will be 
paid, by or on behalf of the CONSULTANT, to any person for influencing or attempting to 
influence an officer or employee of any local, State, or Federal agency, a Member of the 
State Legislature or United States Congress, an officer or employee of the Legislature or 
Congress, or any employee of a Member of the Legislature or Congress in connection 
with the awarding or making of this AGREEMENT, or with the extension, continuation, 
renewal, amendment, or modification of this AGREEMENT.  

 
2.   If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any 

person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a 
Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a member 
of Congress in connection with this AGREEMENT, the CONSULTANT shall complete 
and submit Standard Form-LLL, “Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,” in accordance 
with its instructions.  

 
B. This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when 

this transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite 
for making or entering into this transaction imposed by 31 U.S.C. §1352. Any person who 
fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than ten 
thousand dollars ($10,000) and not more than one hundred thousand dollars ($100,000) for 
each such failure.  

 
C. The CONSULTANT also agrees by signing this document that he or she shall require that 

the language of this certification be included in all lower tier subagreements, which exceed 
one hundred thousand dollars ($100,000), and that all such subrecipients shall certify and 
disclose accordingly.  

 
ARTICLE XVI NON-DISCRIMINATION CLAUSE AND STATEMENT OF COMPLIANCE  
 
A.  The CONSULTANT’s signature affixed herein and dated shall constitute a certification under 

penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the CONSULTANT has, 
unless exempt, complied with the nondiscrimination program requirements of Gov. Code 
§12990 and 2 CCR §11102.  

 
B.  During the performance of this AGREEMENT, CONSULTANT and its subconsultants shall 

not deny the AGREEMENT’s benefits to any person on the basis of race, religious creed, 
color, national origin, ancestry, physical disability, mental disability, medical condition, 
genetic information, marital status, sex, gender, gender identity, gender expression, age, 
sexual orientation, or military and veteran status, nor shall they unlawfully discriminate, 
harass, or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for employment because of 
race, religious creed, color, national origin, ancestry, physical disability, mental disability, 
medical condition, genetic information, marital status, sex, gender, gender identity, gender 
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expression, age, sexual orientation, or military and veteran status. CONSULTANT and 
subconsultants shall ensure that the evaluation and treatment of their employees and 
applicants for employment are free from such discrimination and harassment.  

 
C.  CONSULTANT and subconsultants shall comply with the provisions of the Fair Employment 

and Housing Act (Gov. Code §12990 et seq.), the applicable regulations promulgated there 
under (2 CCR §11000 et seq.), the provisions of Gov. Code §§11135-11139.5, and the 
regulations or standards adopted by LOCAL AGENCY to implement such article. The 
applicable regulations of the Fair Employment and Housing Commission implementing Gov. 
Code §12990 (a-f), set forth 2 CCR §§8100-8504, are incorporated into this AGREEMENT 
by reference and made a part hereof as if set forth in full.  

 
D.  CONSULTANT shall permit access by representatives of the Department of Fair 

Employment and Housing and the LOCAL AGENCY upon reasonable notice at any time 
during the normal business hours, but in no case less than twenty-four (24) hours’ notice, to 
such of its books, records, accounts, and all other sources of information and its facilities as 
said Department or LOCAL AGENCY shall require to ascertain compliance with this clause.  

 
E.  CONSULTANT and its subconsultants shall give written notice of their obligations under this 

clause to labor organizations with which they have a collective bargaining or other 
Agreement.  

 
F.  CONSULTANT shall include the nondiscrimination and compliance provisions of this clause 

in all subcontracts to perform work under this AGREEMENT.  
 
G.  The CONSULTANT, with regard to the work performed under this AGREEMENT, shall act in 

accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. §2000d et seq.). Title VI 
provides that the recipients of federal assistance will implement and maintain a policy of 
nondiscrimination in which no person in the United States shall, on the basis of race, color, 
national origin, religion, sex, age, disability, be excluded from participation in, denied the 
benefits of or subject to discrimination under any program or activity by the recipients of 
federal assistance or their assignees and successors in interest.  

 
H. The CONSULTANT shall comply with regulations relative to non-discrimination in federally-

assisted programs of the U.S. Department of Transportation (49 CFR 21 - Effectuation of 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964). Specifically, the CONSULTANT shall not participate 
either directly or indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by 49 CFR §21.5, including 
employment practices and the selection and retention of Subconsultants.  

 
I. CONSULTANT, subrecipient or subconsultant will never exclude any person from 

participation in, deny any person the benefits of, or otherwise discriminate against anyone in 
connection with the award and performance of any contract covered by 49 CFR 26 on the 
basis of race, color, sex, or national origin.  

 
ARTICLE XVII DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION CERTIFICATION  
 
A. The CONSULTANT’s signature affixed herein shall constitute a certification under penalty of 

perjury under the laws of the State of California, that the CONSULTANT or any person 
associated therewith in the capacity of owner, partner, director, officer or manager:  
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1.  Is not currently under suspension, debarment, voluntary exclusion, or determination of 
ineligibility by any federal agency;  

 
2.  Has not been suspended, debarred, voluntarily excluded, or determined ineligible by any 

federal agency within the past three (3) years; 
 
3. Does not have a proposed debarment pending; and  
 
4. Has not been indicted, convicted, or had a civil judgment rendered against it by a court 

of competent jurisdiction in any matter involving fraud or official misconduct within the 
past three (3) years.  

 
B. Any exceptions to this certification must be disclosed to LOCAL AGENCY. Exceptions will 

not necessarily result in denial of recommendation for award, but will be considered in 
determining responsibility. Disclosures must indicate the party to whom the exceptions 
apply, the initiating agency, and the dates of agency action.  

 
C. Exceptions to the Federal Government excluded parties (https://sam.gov/content/home) 

maintained by the U.S. General Services Administration are to be determined by FHWA.  
 
ARTICLE XVIII DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISES (DBE) 
 
A. CONSULTANT or subconsultant shall take necessary and reasonable steps to ensure that 

DBEs have opportunities to participate in the contract (49 CFR 26). 
 

In accordance with 49 CFR 26.13(b): 
CONSULTANT or subconsultant shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national 
origin, or sex in the performance of this contract. CONSULTANT shall carry out applicable 
requirements of 49 CFR 26 in the award and administration of federal-aid contracts.  
 
Failure by the CONSULTANT to carry out these requirements is a material breach of this 
contract, which may result in the termination of this contract or such other remedy as the 
LOCAL AGENCY deems appropriate, which may include, but is not limited to:  

 
(1) Withholding monthly progress payments;  

 
(2) Assessing sanctions and/or 

 
(3) Disqualifying CONSULTANT from future proposing as non-responsible   

 
ARTICLE XX FUNDING REQUIREMENTS  
 
A. It is mutually understood between the parties that this AGREEMENT may have been written 

before ascertaining the availability of funds or appropriation of funds, for the mutual benefit 
of both parties, in order to avoid program and fiscal delays that would occur if the 
AGREEMENT were executed after that determination was made.  

 
B. This AGREEMENT is valid and enforceable only if sufficient funds are made available to 

LOCAL AGENCY for the purpose of this AGREEMENT. In addition, this AGREEMENT is 
subject to any additional restrictions, limitations, conditions, or any statute enacted by the 

Docusign Envelope ID: 08923C74-3476-8450-8194-E2A000622B7DDocusign Envelope ID: BC27599F-6233-8DB7-8397-393DBFCEACEA

74



EXHIBIT B - FEDERAL PROVISIONS 

Page 15 of 21 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
                                                                                         Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

Congress, State Legislature, or LOCAL AGENCY governing board that may affect the 
provisions, terms, or funding of this AGREEMENT in any manner.  

 
C. It is mutually agreed that if sufficient funds are not appropriated, this AGREEMENT may be 

amended to reflect any reduction in funds.  
 
D. LOCAL AGENCY has the option to terminate the AGREEMENT pursuant to Article VI 

Termination, or by mutual agreement to amend the AGREEMENT to reflect any reduction of 
funds.  

 
ARTICLE XXI CHANGE IN TERMS  
 
A. This AGREEMENT may be amended or modified only by mutual written agreement of the 

parties.  
 
B. CONSULTANT shall only commence work covered by an amendment after the amendment 

is executed and notification to proceed has been provided by LOCAL AGENCY’s Contract 
Administrator.  

 
C. There shall be no change in CONSULTANT’s Project Manager or members of the project 

team, as listed in the approved Cost Proposal, which is a part of this AGREEMENT without 
prior written approval by LOCAL AGENCY’s Contract Administrator.  

 
ARTICLE XXII CONTINGENT FEE  
 
CONSULTANT warrants, by execution of this AGREEMENT that no person or selling agency 
has been employed, or retained, to solicit or secure this AGREEMENT upon an agreement or 
understanding, for a commission, percentage, brokerage, or contingent fee, excepting bona fide 
employees, or bona fide established commercial or selling agencies maintained by 
CONSULTANT for the purpose of securing business. For breach or violation of this warranty, 
LOCAL AGENCY has the right to annul this AGREEMENT without liability; pay only for the 
value of the work actually performed, or in its discretion to deduct from the AGREEMENT price 
or consideration, or otherwise recover the full amount of such commission, percentage, 
brokerage, or contingent fee. 
 
ARTICLE XXIII DISPUTES  
 
Prior to either party commencing any legal action under this AGREEMENT, the parties agree to 
try in good faith, to settle any dispute amicably between them. If a dispute has not been settled 
after forty-five (45) days of good-faith negotiations and as may be otherwise provided herein, 
then either party may commence legal action against the other.  
 
A. Any dispute, other than audit, concerning a question of fact arising under this AGREEMENT 

that is not disposed of by agreement shall be decided by a committee consisting of LOCAL 
AGENCY’s Contract Administrator and Department Head, who may consider written or 
verbal information submitted by CONSULTANT.  

 
B. Not later than thirty (30) calendar days after completion of all deliverables necessary to 

complete the plans, specifications and estimate, CONSULTANT may request review by 
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LOCAL AGENCY Governing Board of unresolved claims or disputes, other than audit. The 
request for review will be submitted in writing.  

 
C. Neither the pendency of a dispute, nor its consideration by the committee will excuse 

CONSULTANT from full and timely performance in accordance with the terms of this 
AGREEMENT.  

 
ARTICLE XXIV INSPECTION OF WORK  
 
CONSULTANT and any subconsultant shall permit LOCAL AGENCY, the State, and the FHWA 
if federal participating funds are used in this AGREEMENT; to review and inspect the project 
activities and files at all reasonable times during the performance period of this AGREEMENT.  
 
ARTICLE XXV SAFETY  
 
A. CONSULTANT shall comply with OSHA regulations applicable to CONSULTANT regarding 

necessary safety equipment or procedures. CONSULTANT shall comply with safety 
instructions issued by LOCAL AGENCY Safety Officer and other LOCAL AGENCY 
representatives. CONSULTANT personnel shall wear hard hats and safety vests at all times 
while working on the construction project site.  

 
B. Pursuant to the authority contained in Vehicle Code §591, LOCAL AGENCY has determined 

that such areas are within the limits of the project and are open to public traffic. 
CONSULTANT shall comply with all of the requirements set forth in Divisions 11, 12, 13, 14, 
and 15 of the Vehicle Code. CONSULTANT shall take all reasonably necessary precautions 
for safe operation of its vehicles and the protection of the traveling public from injury and 
damage from such vehicles. 

 
C. Any subcontract entered into as a result of this contract, shall contain all of the provisions of 

this Article.  
 
ARTICLE XXVI OWNERSHIP OF DATA  
 
A. It is mutually agreed that all materials prepared by CONSULTANT under this AGREEMENT 

shall become the property of LOCAL AGENCY, and CONSULTANT shall have no property 
right therein whatsoever. Immediately upon termination, LOCAL AGENCY shall be entitled 
to, and CONSULTANT shall deliver to LOCAL AGENCY, reports, investigations, appraisals, 
inventories, studies, analyses, drawings and data estimates performed to that date, whether 
completed or not, and other such materials as may have been prepared or accumulated to 
date by CONSULTANT in performing this AGREEMENT which is not CONSULTANT’s 
privileged information, as defined by law, or CONSULTANT’s personnel information, along 
with all other property belonging exclusively to LOCAL AGENCY which is in 
CONSULTANT’s possession. Publication of the information derived from work performed or 
data obtained in connection with services rendered under this AGREEMENT must be 
approved in writing by LOCAL AGENCY.  

 
B. Additionally, it is agreed that the Parties intend this to be an AGREEMENT for services and 

each considers the products and results of the services to be rendered by CONSULTANT 
hereunder to be work made for hire. CONSULTANT acknowledges and agrees that the work 
(and all rights therein, including, without limitation, copyright) belongs to and shall be the 
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sole and exclusive property of LOCAL AGENCY without restriction or limitation upon its use 
or dissemination by City.  

 
C. Nothing herein shall constitute or be construed to be any representation by CONSULTANT 

that the work product is suitable in any way for any other project except the one detailed in 
this Contract. Any reuse by LOCAL AGENCY for another project or project location shall be 
at LOCAL AGENCY’s sole risk.  

 
D. Applicable patent rights provisions regarding rights to inventions shall be included in the 

contracts as appropriate (48 CFR 27 Subpart 27.3 - Patent Rights under Government 
Contracts for federal-aid contracts).  

 
E. LOCAL AGENCY may permit copyrighting reports or other agreement products. If copyrights 

are permitted; the AGREEMENT shall provide that the FHWA shall have the royalty-free 
nonexclusive and irrevocable right to reproduce, publish, or otherwise use; and to authorize 
others to use, the work for government purposes.  

 
ARTICLE XXVII CLAIMS FILED BY LOCAL AGENCY’s CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTOR 
 
A. If claims are filed by LOCAL AGENCY’s construction contractor relating to work performed 

by CONSULTANT’s personnel, and additional information or assistance from 
CONSULTANT’s personnel is required in order to evaluate or defend against such claims; 
CONSULTANT agrees to make its personnel available for consultation with LOCAL 
AGENCY’s construction contract administration and legal staff and for testimony, if 
necessary, at depositions and at trial or arbitration proceedings. 
 

B. CONSULTANT’s personnel that LOCAL AGENCY considers essential to assist in defending 
against construction contractor claims will be made available on reasonable notice from 
LOCAL AGENCY. Consultation or testimony will be reimbursed at the same rates, including 
travel costs that are being paid for CONSULTANT’s personnel services under this 
AGREEMENT. 

 
C. Services of CONSULTANT’s personnel in connection with LOCAL AGENCY’s construction 

contractor claims will be performed pursuant to a written contract amendment, if necessary 
extending the termination date of this AGREEMENT in order to resolve the construction 
claims. 

 
ARTICLE XXVIII CONFIDENTIALITY OF DATA  
 
A. All financial, statistical, personal, technical, or other data and information relative to LOCAL 

AGENCY’s operations, which are designated confidential by LOCAL AGENCY and made 
available to CONSULTANT in order to carry out this AGREEMENT, shall be protected by 
CONSULTANT from unauthorized use and disclosure.  

 
B. Permission to disclose information on one occasion, or public hearing held by LOCAL 

AGENCY relating to the AGREEMENT, shall not authorize CONSULTANT to further 
disclose such information, or disseminate the same on any other occasion.  

 
C. CONSULTANT shall not comment publicly to the press or any other media regarding the 

AGREEMENT or LOCAL AGENCY’s actions on the same, except to LOCAL AGENCY’s 
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staff, CONSULTANT’s own personnel involved in the performance of this AGREEMENT, at 
public hearings, or in response to questions from a Legislative committee.  

 
D. CONSULTANT shall not issue any news release or public relations item of any nature, 

whatsoever, regarding work performed or to be performed under this AGREEMENT without 
prior review of the contents thereof by LOCAL AGENCY, and receipt of LOCAL AGENCY’S 
written permission.  

 
E. Any subcontract entered into as a result of this contract shall contain all of the provisions of 

this Article.  
 
F. All information related to the construction estimate is confidential, and shall not be disclosed 

by CONSULTANT to any entity, other than LOCAL AGENCY, Caltrans, and/or FHWA. All of 
the materials prepared or assembled by CONSULTANT pursuant to performance of this 
Contract are confidential and CONSULTANT agrees that they shall not be made available to 
any individual or organization without the prior written approval of LOCAL AGENCY or 
except by court order. If CONSULTANT or any of its officers, employees, or subcontractors 
does voluntarily provide information in violation of this Contract, LOCAL AGENCY has the 
right to reimbursement and indemnity from CONSULTANT for any damages caused by 
CONSULTANT releasing the information, including, but not limited to, LOCAL AGENCY’s 
attorney’s fees and disbursements, including without limitation experts’ fees and 
disbursements.  

 
ARTICLE XXIX NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD CERTIFICATION 
 
In accordance with Public Contract Code §10296, CONSULTANT hereby states under penalty 
of perjury that no more than one final unappealable finding of contempt of court by a federal 
court has been issued against CONSULTANT within the immediately preceding two-year 
period, because of CONSULTANT’s failure to comply with an order of a federal court that orders 
CONSULTANT to comply with an order of the National Labor Relations Board. 
 
ARTICLE XXX EVALUATION OF CONSULTANT  
 
CONSULTANT’s performance will be evaluated by LOCAL AGENCY. A copy of the evaluation 
will be sent to CONSULTANT for comments. The evaluation together with the comments shall 
be retained as part of the AGREEMENT record. 
 
ARTICLE XXXII TITLE VI ASSURANCES  
 

APPENDICES A - E of the TITLE VI ASSURANCES 
 
[The U.S. Department of Transportation Order No.1050.2A requires all federal-aid Department 
of Transportation contracts between an agency and a consultant to contain Appendices A and E 
of the Title VI Assurances.]  
 

APPENDIX A 
 
During the performance of this Agreement, the contractor, for itself, its assignees and 
successors in interest (hereinafter collectively referred to as CONSULTANT) agrees as follows:  
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a. Compliance with Regulations: CONSULTANT shall comply with the regulations relative to 
nondiscrimination in federally assisted programs of the Department of Transportation, Title 
49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21, as they may be amended from time to time, 
(hereinafter referred to as the REGULATIONS), which are herein incorporated by reference 
and made a part of this agreement.  

 
b. Nondiscrimination: CONSULTANT, with regard to the work performed by it during the 

AGREEMENT, shall not discriminate on the grounds of race, color, sex, national origin, 
religion, age, or disability in the selection and retention of sub-applicants, including 
procurements of materials and leases of equipment. CONSULTANT shall not participate 
either directly or indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by Section 21.5 of the 
Regulations, including employment practices when the agreement covers a program set 
forth in Appendix B of the Regulations.  

 
c. Solicitations for Sub-agreements, Including Procurements of Materials and Equipment: In all 

solicitations either by competitive bidding or negotiation made by CONSULTANT for work to 
be performed under a Sub- agreement, including procurements of materials or leases of 
equipment, each potential sub-applicant or supplier shall be notified by CONSULTANT of 
the CONSULTANT’S obligations under this Agreement and the Regulations relative to 
nondiscrimination on the grounds of race, color, or national origin.  

d. Information and Reports: CONSULTANT shall provide all information and reports required 
by the Regulations, or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its 
books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be 
determined by the recipient or FHWA to be pertinent to ascertain compliance with such 
Regulations or directives. Where any information required of CONSULTANT is in the 
exclusive possession of another who fails or refuses to furnish this information, 
CONSULTANT shall so certify to the recipient or FHWA as appropriate, and shall set forth 
what efforts CONSULTANT has made to obtain the information.  

 
e. Sanctions for Noncompliance: In the event of CONSULTANT’s noncompliance with the 

nondiscrimination provisions of this agreement, the recipient shall impose such agreement 
sanctions as it or the FHWA may determine to be appropriate, including, but not limited to:  

 
i. withholding of payments to CONSULTANT under the Agreement within a reasonable 

period of time, not to exceed 90 days; and/or  
 
ii. cancellation, termination or suspension of the Agreement, in whole or in part.  

 
f. Incorporation of Provisions: CONSULTANT shall include the provisions of paragraphs (1) 

through (6) in every sub-agreement, including procurements of materials and leases of 
equipment, unless exempt by the Regulations, or directives issued pursuant thereto.  

 
CONSULTANT shall take such action with respect to any sub-agreement or procurement as the 
recipient or FHWA may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions for 
noncompliance, provided, however, that, in the event CONSULTANT becomes involved in, or is 
threatened with, litigation with a sub-applicant or supplier as a result of such direction, 
CONSULTANT may request the recipient enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the 
State, and, in addition, CONSULTANT may request the United States to enter into such 
litigation to protect the interests of the United States.  
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APPENDIX E 
 

During the performance of this contract, the CONSULTANT, for itself, its assignees, and 
successors in interest (hereinafter referred to as the “CONSULTANT”) agrees to comply with 
the following non-discrimination statutes and authorities, including, but not limited to:  
 
Pertinent Non-Discrimination Authorities:  
 

• Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 252), prohibits 
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin); and 49 CFR Part 21.  

 
•  The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, 

(42 U.S.C. § 4601), (prohibits unfair treatment of persons displaced or whose property 
has been acquired because of Federal or Federal-aid programs and projects);  

 
•  Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973, (23 U.S.C. § 324 et seq.), prohibits discrimination on 

the basis of sex;  
 
•  Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, (29 U.S.C. § 794 et seq.), as amended, 

(prohibits discrimination on the basis of disability); and 49 CR Part 27;  
•  The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, (42 U.S.C. § 6101 et seq.), prohibits 

discrimination on the basis of age);  
 
•  Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, (49 U.S.C. § 471, Section 47123), as 

amended, (prohibits discrimination based on race, creed, color, national origin, or sex);  
 
•  The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, (PL 100-209), (Broadened the scope, coverage 

and applicability of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, The Age Discrimination Act of 
1975 and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, by expanding the definition of 
the terms “programs or activities” to include all of the programs or activities of the 
Federal-aid recipients, sub-recipients and contractors, whether such programs or 
activities are Federally funded or not);  

 
•  Titles II and III of the Americans with Disabilities Act, which prohibit discrimination of the 

basis of disability in the operation of public entities, public and private transportation 
systems, places of public accommodation, and certain testing entities (42 U.S.C. §§ 
12131 – 12189) as implemented by Department of Transportation regulations 49 C.F.R. 
parts 37 and 38; • The Federal Aviation Administration’s Non-discrimination statute (49 
U.S.C. § 47123) (prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, and 
sex);  

 
•  Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority 

Populations and Low-Income Populations, which ensures discrimination against minority 
populations by discouraging programs, policies, and activities with disproportionately 
high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority and low-income 
populations;  

 
•  Executive Order 13166, Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English 

Proficiency, and resulting agency guidance, national origin discrimination includes 
discrimination because of Limited English Proficiency (LEP). To ensure compliance with 
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Title VI, you must take reasonable steps to ensure that LEP persons have meaningful 
access to your programs (70 Fed. Reg. at 74087 to 74100);  

 
•  Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended, which prohibits you from 

discriminating because of sex in education programs or activities (20 U.S.C.1681 et 
seq).  

  
 
 

Docusign Envelope ID: 08923C74-3476-8450-8194-E2A000622B7DDocusign Envelope ID: BC27599F-6233-8DB7-8397-393DBFCEACEA

81



EXHIBIT C – INCORPORATION OF RFP #10964,  
ADDENDUMS NO. 1 AND NO. 2 TO RFP #10964, AND PROPOSAL DOCUMENTS 

 

Page 1 of 1 
CONSOR North America, Inc. 

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project (RFP #10964) 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 

The County invited submittals to Request for Proposals (RFP) through RFP #10964, to provide bridge 
design services for the Boronda Road Bridge Replacement Project.  CONSOR North America, Inc. 
submitted a responsive and responsible Proposal to perform the services listed in RFP #10964.  
County selected CONSOR North America, Inc. to provide bridge design services for the Boronda 
Road Bridge Replacement Project.   
 
RFP #10964, Addendums No. 1 and No. 2 to RFP #10964, and the Proposal submitted by CONSOR 
North America, Inc. are hereby incorporated into this Agreement by this reference. 
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ATTACHMENT B – PROJECT BUDGET 

 

COUNTY OF MONTEREY 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, FACILITIES AND PARKS 

BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT                                               

COUNTY PROJECT NO. 1181, FEDERAL PROJECT NO. BPMPL-5943(150) 

 

 

PROJECT BUDGET 

 

 

Design Engineering and Environmental                                                                 $1,350,143 

  

Right of Way/Utilities                                                                                             $  620,000 

 

Construction Management                                                                                      $  950,000 

 

Construction Contract 

 Engineer’s Estimate $5,500,000 

 10% Contingency $   550,000 

 Construction Staking        $   110,000 

 

  $6,160,000 

 

TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT COST:  $9,080,143 

 

 

REVENUE 

 

Federal Funds 

 Highway Bridge Program (HBP) $7,611,270 

 

Local Funds 

 Measure X                                                                                 $1,468,873 

 

TOTAL: $9,080,143 
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ATTACHMENT C - LOCATION MAP 

 

COUNTY OF MONTEREY 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, FACILITIES AND PARKS 

BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT                                               

COUNTY PROJECT NO. 1181, FEDERAL PROJECT NO. BPMPL-5943(150) 
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Attachment D

85



COUNTY OF MONTEREY 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS,  
FACILITIES AND PARKS 
1441 SCHILLING PLACE, SOUTH - 2ND FLOOR 
SALINAS, CALIFORNIA 93901-4527 
(831) 755-4800

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS #10964 

BRIDGE DESIGN SERVICES 
BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT 

COUNTY OF MONTEREY, CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY PROJECT NO. 1181 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY BRIDGE PROGRAM – LOCAL 

PROJECT NO. BRLO-5944(150) 

COUNTY OF MONTEREY 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, FACILITIES AND PARKS 

Proposals are due by 4:00 p.m. (PST) 
Thursday, January 22, 2026  

Approved as to form: 

________________________ 
Mary Grace Perry 

Deputy County Counsel 

Date: December 4, 2025 
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1 
 

 

1.0 INTENT 

1.1 The County of Monterey Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks, hereinafter 
referred to as “COUNTY”, is soliciting proposals from a qualified organization(s), hereinafter 
referred to as “CONTRACTOR”, to provide bridge design services for the Boronda Road 
Bridge Replacement project in Carmel Valley, California (Project). 

 
1.2 This solicitation is intended for a single, exclusive AGREEMENT. 
 

2.0 BACKGROUND 

2.1 The Boronda Road Bridge is a one lane bridge across the Carmel River. It is located 
approximately 0.5 miles south of the intersection of Boronda Road and Carmel Valley Road. 
The bridge was designed and built by the County of Monterey in approximately 1946. No as-
built plans are available. 

2.2 In 1997, the COUNTY received funding to evaluate replacement of the bridge under the 
California Department of Transportation’s (Caltran’s) Seismic Retrofit Program. Through a 
competitive solicitation, Dokken Engineering, Inc. (Dokken) was selected to perform these 
evaluations. In its Design Strategy Report, dated January 28, 1998, Dokken concluded that 
bridge replacement was the most suitable alternative and Caltrans concurred. Preliminary 
design drawings and an Environmental Impact Report were prepared. Because of public 
resistance and work load the COUNTY ultimately delayed the project. 

2.3 In 2023, Caltrans directed the COUNTY to reinitiate the project. In October 2024, Dokken 
prepared an update to its 1998 report and is presented in Appendix I to this RFP.  In July 2025, 
Caltrans approved a scope change from seismic retrofit to replacement. 

2.4 Bridge Details: Bridge details are described in Appendix I to this RFP. 
2.5 Federal funds will be utilized to design and construct the Project. Consequently, the following 

is required and must be considered in responding to this RFP: 

• National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) environmental clearance 
• Full conformance to the Uniform Relocation, Assistance and Real Property 

Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (i.e., the “Uniform Act”) for all right of way 
acquisition procedures, and preparation of a Right of Way Certification 

• Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Buy America compliance 
• Inclusion of FHWA Form 1273 in the contract documents and the Agreement along 

with Mandatory Federal Language described in Exhibit 12-G of the Local Assistance 
Procedures Manual (LAPM) 

• Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E) pursuant to Chapter 12 of the LAPM 
• Construction Engineering (CE)/Contract Administration in conformance with Chapter 

16 of the LAPM 
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3.0 CALENDAR OF EVENTS 

3.1 A calendar of events related to this solicitation is presented below: 

Release RFP December 4, 2025 

Deadline for Written Questions  January 8, 2026 

Posted Response to Written Questions January 15, 2026 

Proposal Package Submittal Deadline January 22, 2026 

Notification of Selection (Approximate) March 2026 

Estimated AGREEMENT Date April 2026 
 
3.2 Prospective CONTRACTORS who received notification of this solicitation by means other 

than through a COUNTY of Monterey mailing, shall contact the person designated in Section 
4.0 COUNTY POINT OF CONTACT herein to request to be added to the mailing list. 
Inclusion on the mailing list is the only way to ensure timely notification of any addenda 
and/or information that may be issued prior to the solicitation submittal date. It is the 
contractors’ sole responsibility to ensure that they receive any and all addenda for this RFP by 
either informing the COUNTY of their mailing information or by regularly checking the 
COUNTY’s Solicitation Center web page at: 

https://www.COUNTYofmonterey.gov/government/departments-i-z/public-works-facilities-
parks/public-works/projects-out-to-bid 

3.3 Addenda will be posted on the website the day they are released. 

4.0 COUNTY POINT OF CONTACT 

4.1 Questions and correspondence regarding this solicitation shall be directed to: 

Kyle Oyama, Project Manager III 
COUNTY of Monterey 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 
1441 Schilling Place South, 2nd Floor 
Salinas, CA  93901-4527 
Phone: (831) 755-5090 
Email:  oyamak@COUNTYofmonterey.gov 
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4.2 Questions regarding this solicitation shall be submitted in writing (e-mail is acceptable and 
preferable). Answers to questions received will be issued via an Addendum to this RFP and 
posted on the COUNTY’s Solicitation Center website. 

4.3 The deadline for submitting written questions regarding this solicitation is indicated in Section 
3.0 CALENDAR OF EVENTS herein. Questions submitted after the deadline will not be 
answered. 

4.4 Prospective CONTRACTORS shall not contact COUNTY officers or employees with 
questions or suggestions regarding this solicitation except through the designated contact listed 
above. Any unauthorized contact may be considered undue pressure and cause for 
disqualification of the CONTRACTOR. 

5.0 SCOPE OF WORK 

5.1 CONTRACTOR Minimum Work Performance Percentage: CONTRACTOR shall perform not 
less than fifty percent (50%) of the original total Agreement price with its own personnel. 

 
5.2 Specialized Design Issues: The Project requires a diversity of expertise and the ability to deal 

with several specialized design issues. Of particular interest to the COUNTY are the 
qualifications and experience of the individual(s) who will be directly involved in the Project, 
specifically as they relate to the Caltrans Federal Highway Bridge Program (HBP)  

 
5.3 A sample Scope of Work is provided in Appendix II. 

5.4 CONTRACTOR shall advocate for the COUNTY and ensure the product produced is in the 
best interest of the COUNTY. CONTRACTOR shall deliver products on or ahead of schedule 
and within proposed budget. 

 
5.5 All work shall be performed in conformance with all applicable COUNTY, State, and Federal 

laws, including but not limited to COUNTY Standards, Caltrans State Standard Plans and 
Specifications, Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, and ADA, as may be revised and 
amended from time to time. 
 

6.0 REQUIRED CONTENT/PROPOSAL FORMAT 

6.1 Content and Layout: CONTRACTOR’S proposal shall be organized per the listing below, 
and provide the information requested as applicable to the proposed services.  The proposal 
shall include, at a minimum, the following information in the format indicated.  Each 
attachment must be clearly labeled in the upper right corner: RFP No. 10964 Attachment “X”: 

6.2 Cover Letter: Proposal package shall be accompanied by a cover letter not exceeding two (2) 
pages providing firm and contact information. 
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6.3 Signed RFP Signature Page (Attachment A): Proposals shall be submitted with the 
completed signature page provided in Appendix III of this RFP. Signatures shall be manual 
and in BLUE INK. Notations must be typed or written in BLUE ink. Errors may be crossed 
out and corrections printed in ink or typed adjacent to said correction and must be initialed in 
BLUE ink by the person signing the proposal package. 

6.4 Signed Addenda (Attachment B): Include all addenda released for this solicitation. 
Proposals submitted without signed addenda shall be deemed non-responsive. Signatures shall 
be manual and in BLUE INK. Prices and notations must be typed or written in BLUE INK. 
Errors may be crossed out and corrections printed in ink or typed adjacent to said correction 
and must be initialed in BLUE INK by the person signing the proposal package. 

6.5 General Firm Information (Attachment C): Provide general information about your firm 
which, at minimum, includes the information listed below and following the outline provided 
below: 
6.5.1 Firm Name and Address, Year Established: Provide the year the firm (or branch 

office, if appropriate) was established under current name. 

6.5.2 Data Universal Numbering System (DUNS) Number: Insert the Data Universal 
Numbering System (DUNS) number issued by Dun and Bradstreet Information 
Services.  Firms must have a DUNS number. 

6.5.3 Ownership Type: Enter the type of ownership or legal structure of the firm (sole 
proprietor, partnership, corporation, limited liability corporation, joint venture, etc.). 

6.5.4 Point of Contact: Provide the point of contact information for a representative of the 
firm that COUNTY can contact for additional information. Representative shall be 
authorized to speak on behalf of the firm regarding contractual and policy matters. 

6.5.5 Former Firm Name(s): Indicate any previous names for the firm (or branch office) 
during the last five (5) years. Indicate the year the firm name change or changes 
was/were effective and the associated DUNS number. This information is used to 
review past performance on Federal contracts. 

6.5.6 Employee by Discipline: Specify all staff members anticipated to work on the Project, 
including their job titles, their area of specialty, role/responsibility and licenses and/or 
certifications they hold. 

6.5.7 Litigation History: Provide a description of litigation to which your firm has been a 
party to in the past five (5) years.  Please include the following details: 
• Name of case/court case number
• Date filed
• Court in which case was filed
• Judgment or result

6.6 Organizational Chart of Proposed Project Team: (Attachment D): Provide an 
organizational chart illustrating CONTRACTOR’S Project team. The chart shall show the 
names and roles of all key personnel and the firm they are associated with if they are a 
subcontractor. The chart shall provide a clear picture of the working relationship between all 
key personnel on the proposed team. 
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6.7 Resume(s) of Key Personnel for this Contract: (Attachment E): Provide resume(s) for each 
key person on the Project team. COUNTY will be looking at each proposed team member’s 
relevant technical expertise listed in the Scope of Work.  COUNTY will also check that key 
personnel have the appropriate licenses, registrations, and certifications to support design of 
tasks listed in COUNTY’s Scope of Work (Appendix II).  Indicate whether some or all team 
members have previously worked together on similar projects. 

6.8 Project Experience and References: (Attachment F): 

6.8.1 References:  CONTRACTOR shall describe at least three (3) projects for which it 
provided services similar to the services being solicited herein.  For each project, the 
following shall be provided: 

• Project Name 

• Brief Project Description 
6.8.2 Include information about scope, schedule, and record of performance.  The description 

shall discuss the entire project delivery team, i.e. subcontractors and their respective 
roles.  Include any relevant experience with Caltrans LAPM, LAPG, FHWA and ADA. 
Information should discuss the type of CEQA/NEPA document to be prepared for the 
project as well as the regulatory permits obtained.  At a minimum, each project shall 
include the following: 

• Client name 

• Client contact information 

• Include telephone number and e-mail address of the client’s project manager. 

• Size of project 

• Name of general contractor on project 

• Specify the specialty area 

6.9 Project Management Approach (one [1] page Limit): (Attachment G): Provide a 
description of the approach and the steps and methods used to ensure Project will be 
constructed per the approved plans and specifications. Include methods or steps used to 
minimize Project change orders and claims.   

6.10 Schedule Management Approach (one [1] page Limit): (Attachment H): Provide a 
schedule showing Project tasks, milestones, and task durations and dependencies.  To assess 
duration and resources, Project planning and scheduling of tasks should be done using 
conventional project management software (e.g., Microsoft Project) and presented in Gantt 
chart format.   

6.11 Cost Management Approach (one [1] page Limit): (Attachment I): Provide a cost 
management approach.  Describe your firm’s value engineering methodology. 
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6.12 Fee Schedule: (Attachment J): 

6.12.1 The method of payment for the Agreement is by “Cost-Plus-Fixed-Fee” with some 
prevailing wage work for non-professional work.  A sample cost proposal is provided 
in Appendix IV.  

6.12.2 CONTRACTOR shall complete Attachment J, Fee Schedule and submit it with its 
proposal package.  Fees may be negotiated after the tentative award announcement is 
made for this solicitation. If fee negotiations with CONTRACTOR determined to be 
most qualified are not successful, and/or the fees discussed are outside the budgetary 
constraints for the Project, COUNTY reserves the right to suspend negotiations with 
the most qualified firm, and proceed to second most qualified firm, and so on. 

6.12.3 CONTRACTOR’S fee estimate shall be provided in a separate sealed envelope.  
Selection of CONTRACTOR shall be based on qualifications per the Selection Criteria 
listed in Section 9.0 of this RFP. 

6.13 Exceptions Submittal (Attachment K, if applicable)  
Submit any exceptions to this solicitation on separate pages, and clearly identify at the top of 
each page, “EXCEPTION TO MONTEREY COUNTY RFP NO. 10964.” Each exception 
shall reference the page number and section number, as appropriate. CONTRACTOR shall 
note that the submittal of an exception does not obligate COUNTY to revise the terms of the 
RFP or Agreement. 

 

7.0 SUBMITTAL INSTRUCTIONS/CONDITIONS 

7.1 Submittal Identification Requirements: The Solicitation Number RFP No. 10964 Proposal 
shall be sealed and bear on the outside, prominently displayed in the lower left corner 
CONTRACTOR’S company name. CONTRACTOR shall include one (1) original hard copy, 
two (2) hard copies, and one (1) CD or Thumb Drive with pdf files of submittal materials; and 
one (1) original Attachment J, Fee Schedule, in a separate sealed envelope. 

7.2 Mailing Address: Proposals shall be delivered to or mailed to COUNTY at the mailing 
address indicated on RFP No. 10964 Front Cover page to the attention of COUNTY Point of 
Contact (Section 4.0 of this RFP). 

7.3 Due Date: Proposal packages must be received by COUNTY on or before the time and date 
specified in the RFP. It is the sole responsibility of the CONTRACTOR to ensure that the 
proposal package is received at or before the specified time. Postmarks and facsimiles are not 
acceptable. Proposal packages received after the deadline shall be rejected and returned 
unopened. 

7.4 Shipping Costs: Unless stated otherwise, the Free on Board (FOB) for receivables shall be 
destination.  Charges for transportation, containers, packaging, and other related shipping costs 
shall be borne by the sender. 

7.5 Acceptance: Proposals are subject to acceptance at any time within ninety (90) days after 
opening.  COUNTY reserves the right to reject any and all proposal packages, or part of any 
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proposal package, to postpone the scheduled deadline date(s), to make an award in its own best 
interest, and to waive any informalities or technicalities that do not significantly affect or alter 
the substance of an otherwise responsible proposal package and that would not affect a 
CONTRACTOR’S ability to perform the work adequately as specified. 

7.6 Ownership: All submittals in response to this solicitation become the property of the 
COUNTY. 

7.7 Compliance: Proposal packages that do not follow the format, content and submittal 
requirements as described herein, or fail to provide the required documentation, may receive 
lower evaluation scores, or be deemed non-responsive. 

8.0 SELECTION CRITERIA 

8.1 Introduction: The selection of CONTRACTOR and subsequent Agreement award will be 
based on the criteria contained in this RFP, as demonstrated in the submitted proposal 
package. CONTRACTOR shall submit information sufficient for the COUNTY to easily 
evaluate proposals with respect to the selection criteria.  The absence of required information 
may cause the proposal to be deemed non-responsive and may be cause for rejection. 

8.2 Evaluation Process: Proposals will be evaluated by a COUNTY Selection Committee 
(Committee). The Committee may be composed of COUNTY staff and other parties that may 
have expertise or experience in the services described herein. The Committee will review the 
submittals and rank the proposers. The evaluation of the proposals shall be within the sole 
judgment and discretion of the Committee.  All contacts during the evaluation phase shall be 
through the COUNTY Point of Contract only.  Proposers shall neither contact nor lobby 
evaluators during the evaluation process.  Attempts by a Proposer to contact members of the 
Committee may jeopardize the integrity of the evaluation and selection process and risk 
possible disqualification of the Proposer. 

The Committee will evaluate each proposal meeting the qualification requirements set forth in 
this RFP.  Proposers should bear in mind that any proposal that is unrealistic in terms of the 
technical or schedule commitments may be deemed reflective of an inherent lack of technical 
competence or indicative of a failure to comprehend the complexity and risk of the 
COUNTY’s requirements as set forth in this RFP.  Unopened cost proposals will be returned 
at the conclusion of procurement process.  Upon acceptance of a cost proposal and successful 
contract negotiations, staff will recommend a contract be awarded.  

8.3 Evaluation Criteria: Proposals will be evaluated according to the rating scale presented in 
Table 8.1 below. Evaluation Criterion will be scored on a zero-to-five-point rating.  Evaluation 
Criteria scores will then be multiplied according to their assigned weight to arrive at a 
weighted score for each proposal.  A proposal with a high weighted total will be deemed of 
higher quality than a proposal with a lesser-weighted total.  The final maximum score for any 
project is five hundred (500) points. 
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Table 8.1. Proposal Rating Scale 
Score Rating Rating Description 

0 Not 
Acceptable 

Non-responsive, fails to meet RFP specifications.  The approach has no 
probability of success.  For mandatory requirement this score will 
result in disqualification of proposal. 

1 Poor 
Below average, falls short of expectations, is substandard to that which 
is the average or expected norm, has a low probability of success in 
achieving project objectives per RFP. 

2 Fair Has a reasonable probability of success; however, some objectives may 
not be met. 

3 Average 

Acceptable, achieves all objectives in a reasonable fashion per RFP 
specification. This will be the baseline score for each item with 
adjustments based on interpretation of proposal by Evaluation 
Committee members. 

4 
Above 

Average/ 
Good 

Very good probability of success, better than that which is average or 
expected as the norm.  Achieves all objectives per RFP requirements 
and expectations. 

5 Excellent/ 
Exceptional 

Exceeds expectations, very innovative, clearly superior to that which is 
average or expected as the norm.  Excellent probability of success and 
in achieving all objectives and meeting RFP specification. 

Table 8.2. Summary of Proposal Evaluation Criteria and Weighting 

No. Proposal Evaluation Criteria Weight 

1 Completeness of Response Pass/Fail 
2 Qualifications & Experience 25 
3 Organization & Approach 25 
4 Scope of Services to be Provided 20 
5 Schedule of Work 15 
6 Conflict of Interest Statement Pass/Fail 
7 Local Presence 5 
8 References 10 

Total 100 

8.4 Completeness of Response (Pass/Fail): Responses to this RFP must be complete. 
Responses that do not include the proposal content requirements identified within this RFP 
and subsequent addenda and do not address each of the items listed below will be considered 
incomplete, be rated a Fail in the Evaluation Criteria and will receive no further 
consideration.  Responses that are rated a Fail and are not considered may be picked up at the 
delivery location within 14 calendar days of contract award and/or the completion of the 
competitive process. 
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8.5 Qualifications & Experience (25 points):  Relevant experience, specific qualifications, and 
technical expertise of the firm and sub-consultants to conduct traffic engineering services on 
both federal and nonfederal-aid projects. 

8.6 Organization & Approach (25 points) 
8.6.1 Describes familiarity with Project and demonstrates understanding of work completed 

to date and Project objectives moving forward. 
8.6.2 Roles and Organization of Proposed Team 

• Proposes adequate and appropriate disciplines of Project team. 
• Some or all of team members have previously worked together on similar 

project(s). 
• Overall organization of the team is relevant to COUNTY needs. 

8.6.3 Project and Management Approach 
• Team is managed by an individual with appropriate experience in similar projects.  

This person’s time is appropriately committed to the Project. 
• Team successfully addresses Site Planning and Programming efforts. 
• Project team and management approach responds to Project issues. Team structure 

provides adequate capability to perform both volume and quality of needed work 
within Project schedule milestones. 

8.6.4 Roles of Key Individuals on the Project Team 
• Proposed team members, as demonstrated by enclosed resumes, have relevant 

experience for their role in the Project. 
• Key positions required to execute the Project team’s responsibilities are 

appropriately staffed. 
8.6.5 Working Relationship with COUNTY 

• Team and its leaders have experience working in the public sector and knowledge 
of public sector procurement process. 

• Team leadership understands the nature of public sector work and its decision-
making process. 

• Proposal responds to need to assist COUNTY during the Project. 

8.7 Scope of Services to be Provided (20 points) 
8.7.1 Detailed Scope of Services to be provided 

• Proposed scope of services is suitable for all phases of the work. 
• Scope addresses all known Project needs and appears achievable in the timeframes 

set forth in the Project schedule. 
• A sample scope of work is provided in Appendix II. 

8.7.2 Project Deliverables 
• Deliverables are appropriate to schedule and scope set forth in above requirements. 

8.7.3 Cost Control and Budgeting Methodology 
• Proposer has a system or process for managing cost and budget. 
• Evidence of successful budget management for a similar project. 

8.8 Schedule of Work (15 points) 
8.8.1 Schedule shows completion of the work within or preferably prior to the COUNTY 

overall time limits as specified in Appendix V.  
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8.8.2 The schedule serves as a Project timeline, stating all major milestones and required 
submittals for project management and Federal-Aid compliance. 

8.8.3 The schedule addresses all knowable phases of the Project, in accordance with the 
general requirements of this RFP. 

8.9 Conflict of Interest Statement (Pass/Fail) 
8.9.1 Discloses any financial, business or other relationship with the COUNTY that may 

have an impact upon the outcome of the contract or the construction project.   
8.9.2 Lists current clients who may have a financial interest in the outcome of this contract 

or the construction project that will follow.  
8.9.3 Discloses any financial interest or relationship with any construction company that 

might submit a bid on the construction project. 
8.10 Local Presence (5 points):  A statement addressing firm’s presence within the COUNTY or 

surrounding area. 

8.11 References (10 points):  Provide as reference the name of at least three (3) agencies you 
currently or have previously consulted for in the past three (3) years. 

8.12 Weighted Scoring:  Weighted scores for each Proposal will be assigned utilizing Table 8.3 
below. 

Table 8.3. Weighted Score Calculation 

No. Evaluation Criteria Rating 
(0-5) Weight Score 

(=Rating*Weight) 
1 Completeness of Response N/A Pass/Fail Pass/Fail 
2 Qualifications & Experience  25  
3 Organization & Approach  25  
4 Scope of Services to be Provided  20  
5 Schedule of Work  15  
6 Conflict of Interest Statement N/A Pass/Fail Pass/Fail 
7 Local Presence  5  
8 References  10  

Total:   100  
 

9.0 CONTRACT AWARD 

9.1 No Guaranteed Value:  COUNTY does not guarantee a minimum or maximum dollar value 
for any Agreement resulting from this solicitation. 

9.2 Board of Supervisors:  The award made from this solicitation is subject to approval by the 
COUNTY of Monterey Board of Supervisors. 

9.3 Incurred Costs:  COUNTY is not liable for any cost incurred by CONTRACTOR responding 
to this solicitation. 
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9.4 Notification:  CONTRACTORS who have submitted a proposal package will be notified of 
the final decision and ranking of proposers as soon as determined by COUNTY. 

9.5 In COUNTY’s Best Interest:  The award resulting from this solicitation will be made to the 
CONTRACTOR that submits a response that, in the sole opinion of COUNTY, best serves 
the overall interest of COUNTY. 

10.0 SEQUENTIAL CONTRACT NEGOTIATION 

10.1 COUNTY will pursue Agreement negotiations with CONTRACTOR who submits the best 
proposal or is deemed the most qualified in the sole opinion of COUNTY, and which is in 
accordance with the criteria as described within this solicitation. If the Agreement 
negotiations are unsuccessful, in the opinion of either COUNTY or CONTRACTOR, 
COUNTY may pursue Agreement negotiations with the entity that submitted a proposal 
which COUNTY deems to be the next best qualified to provide the services, or COUNTY 
may issue a new solicitation or take any other action which it deems to be in its best interest. 

11.0 AGREEMENT TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

11.1 CONTRACTOR selected through the solicitation process will be expected to execute a formal 
Agreement with COUNTY for the provision of the requested services.  The Agreement shall 
be written by COUNTY in a standard format approved by the Office of the COUNTY 
Counsel, substantially similar to the “PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT” 
provided in Appendix VI. Submission of a signed proposal package and the RFP 
SIGNATURE PAGE will be interpreted to mean CONTRACTOR HAS AGREED TO ALL 
THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS set forth in the pages of this solicitation and the standard 
provisions included in the Agreement.  

11.2 The term of the Agreement will be for a period of three (3) years with the option to extend the 
Agreement for two (2) additional one (1) year periods. 

11.3 COUNTY reserves the right to cancel the Agreement, or any extension of the Agreement, 
without cause, with a thirty-day (30) written notice, or immediately with cause. 

11.4 If this RFP includes options for renewal or extensions, CONTRACTOR must commence 
negotiations for rate changes a minimum of ninety (90) days prior to the expiration of the 
Agreement. Both parties shall agree upon rate extensions or changes in writing. The 
COUNTY does not have to give a reason if it elects not to extend or renew the Agreement 

12.0 COLLUSION 

12.1 CONTRACTOR shall not conspire, attempt to conspire, or commit any other act of collusion 
with any other interested party for the purpose of secretly, or otherwise, establishing an 
understanding regarding rates or conditions to the solicitation that would bring about any 
unfair conditions. 
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13.0 RIGHTS TO PERTINENT MATERIALS 

13.1 All responses, inquiries, and correspondence related to this solicitation and all reports, charts, 
displays, schedules, exhibits, and other documentation produced by the CONTRACTOR that 
are submitted as part of the submittal will become the property of the COUNTY when 
received by the COUNTY and may be considered public information under applicable law. 
Any proprietary information in the submittal must be identified as such and marked 
“CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION” or “PROPRIETARY INFORMATION”. The 
COUNTY will not disclose proprietary information to the public, unless required by law; 
however, the COUNTY cannot guarantee that such information will be held confidential.
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MONTEREY COUNTY SEISMIC RETROFIT 

ADDENDUM TO 
1998 FINAL STRATEGY REPORT 

FOR 

BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE 
OVER CARMEL RIVER 

BR. NO. 507 (44C-99) 

05-MON-COUNTY ROAD

110 Blue Ravine Rd 
Folsom, CA 95630 

October 2024 

Docusign Envelope ID: 45808F69-9ED4-43BB-B43B-DBB96E216DF7

101



This document is an addendum to the Final Strategy Report issued in January 1998 for Boronda Road 
Bridge over Carmel River located in Monterey County.  

Background 
A Seismic Retrofit Strategy Meeting was held with Caltrans on December 3, 1997, where Caltrans 
approved allowing the County to retrofit or replace the existing bridge. Meeting minutes for this meeting 
were included in the 1998 Final Strategy Report, both found in Appendix C. 

As the County moved forward with the project, significant public opposition arose to replacing the bridge. 
Subsequently, the project was put on hold.  

In April 2024, the County and Dokken Engineering (Dokken) met with Caltrans to discuss the previously 
prepared report and steps needed to move the project forward. Caltrans agreed to accept the previously 
prepared report and requested the cost comparison between the seismic retrofit and bridge replacement be 
updated. Meeting minutes from this meeting are included in Appendix B. 

Existing Bridge 
The existing superstructure was constructed in 1946 and is a 162’ long, four span steel structure. The bridge 
is approximately 12.5’ wide consisting of one 9’ wide travel lane and 1.75’ wide curbs on each side of the 
lane. The existing bridge width and railing do not meet current standards. The narrow width of the bridge 
does not safely permit pedestrian and vehicle access simultaneously, resulting in vehicles waiting for 
pedestrians to cross the bridge before traversing. Additionally, the narrow bridge width limits emergency 
vehicle access while local resident evacuate during an emergency. The area is susceptible to wildfires as 
well as flooding during the 100-year event. Previous studies indicate the existing bridge would not pass the 
100 year storm event.  

This bridge is the only bridge across the Carmel River for local residents. In 1998, the bridge was found to 
be structurally deficient for seismic loading. In addition, the latest bridge inspection report dated May 2, 
2023, noted surface rust on the girders and floor beams and recommends the steel superstructure to be 
cleaned and repainted. Due to the age of the bridge, lead is anticipated and should be given special 
attention. The County and Dokken visited the site on August 2024. During this site visit, undermining of the 
pier footings was observed. A previous scour mitigation project, at an unknown date, added concrete skirts 
at the base of the piers (see Appendix D, Photos 6 and 9). Narrow abutment seats were also observed 
(Photo 10), which do not meet current Caltrans Seismic Design Criteria support length requirements.  

Seismic Retrofit 
The 1998 proposed retrofit strategy is to place 36” diameter CISS piles on each side of each pier, 
connecting them with a concrete cap. Additionally, anchor bolts at the piers would need to be replaced and 
supplementary anchor bolts are required at the abutments. It is recommended to increase the concrete cap 
dimensions from the 1998 retrofit strategy to satisfy the latest Seismic Design Criteria bent cap dimensions 
and pile reinforcement anchorage requirements. The rehabilitation would also require the bridge to be 
painted. The cost for this retrofit alternative is estimated at $2.0M (see Appendix A). This alternative would 
improve the bridge performance under seismic loads but would not address other safety and geometric 
deficiency concerns.  

Replacement 
The proposed alternative to replace the existing structure is a 157’-0” long, two span, cast-in-place 
prestressed concrete box girder structure. The bridge width would be 30’, allowing for two 11’ wide lanes, 
two  2’ wide shoulders and 2’ wide concrete barriers on each side. The bridge would be supported on seat 
type abutments and two 48” diameter CISS piles at the pier. The replacement strategy is estimated at $2.6M 
(see Appendix A). This alternative addresses flooding and other safety concerns. 
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Summary 
The proposed replacement alternative would cost approximately $544,000 (26%) more than the retrofit. 
Cost estimates include 10% for mobilization and 25% for contingency. 

The bridge retrofit would not address noted existing bridge deficiencies, including the narrow one-lane 
bridge width and substandard hydraulic conveyance. The 78 year old bridge is also past its design life. The 
County requests the bridge be replaced in lieu of retrofit. 
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   GENERAL PLAN ESTIMATE X    ADVANCE PLANNING ESTIMATE

RCVD BY: IN EST:

OUT EST:

BRIDGE: Boranda Road Bridge Over Carmel River BR. No.: TBD DISTRICT: 05

TYPE: Cast-in-Place Prestressed Concrete Box Girder RTE:

CU: CO: MON

EA: PM:

LENGTH: 157.00 WIDTH: 30.00 AREA (SF)= 4,710

DESIGN SECTION: Dokken

# OF STRUCTURES IN PROJECT : EST. NO.

PRICES BY : N. Ortigoza COST INDEX:

PRICES CHECKED BY : T. Osterkamp DATE: 10/8/2024

QUANTITIES BY: N. Ortigoza DATE: 10/8/2024

UNIT QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT

120320 TEMPORARY BARRIER SYSTEM LF 220 120.00$                   26,400.00$                       

192003 STRUCTURE EXCAVATION (BRIDGE) F CY 171 270.00$                   46,040.00$                       

193003 STRUCTURE BACKFILL (BRIDGE) F CY 169 245.00$                   41,523.00$                       

048258 FURNISH PILING (CLASS 140, ALTERNATIVE W) LF 1600 80.00$                     128,000.00$                     

048259 DRIVE PILE (CLASS 140, ALTERNATIVE W) EA 32 2,000.00$                64,000.00$                       

495149 FURNISH 48" CAST-IN-STEEL SHELL CONCRETE PILING LF 110 1,800.00$                198,000.00$                     

495150 DRIVE 48" CAST-IN-STEEL SHELL CONCRETE PILE EA 2 70,000.00$              140,000.00$                     

500001 PRESTRESSING CAST-IN-PLACE CONCRETE LS 1 49,000.00$              49,000.00$                       

510051 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE FOOTING F CY 48 1,300.00$                62,400.00$                       

510053 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE F CY 259 1,600.00$                414,400.00$                     

510054 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE (POLYMER FIBER) F CY 133 1,700.00$                226,100.00$                     

519100 JOINT SEAL (MR 2") LF 80 110.00$                   8,745.00$                         

520102 BAR REINFORCING STEEL (BRIDGE) F LB 74000 2.40$                       177,600.00$                     

600097 BRIDGE REMOVAL LS 1 83,000.00$              83,000.00$                       

XXXXX ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION CY 100 170.00$                   17,000.00$                       

729011 ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION FABRIC (CLASS 8) SQYD 100 65.00$                     6,500.00$                         

839639A CONCRETE BARRIER TYPE 85 F LF 422 500.00$                   211,000.00$                     

-$                                  

-$                                  

SUBTOTAL 1,899,708.00$               

MOBILIZATION   ( @ 10 % ) $189,971

ROUTING SUBTOTAL BRIDGE ITEMS $2,089,679

1.  DES SECTION CONTINGENCIES (@ 25%)  $522,400

2.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - NORTH BRIDGE TOTAL COST $2,612,079

3.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - CENTRAL COST PER SQ. FOOT $555

4.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - SOUTH GRAND TOTAL $2,612,079

5.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - WEST BUDGET ESTIMATE AS OF 10/8/24 $2,612,000

6.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

 

NOTES: Escalated Budget Estimate to Midpoint of Construction *
Escalation Rate per Year 4.89%

Years Beyond Escalated Years Beyond Escalated

Midpoint Budget Est. Midpoint Budget Est.

1 $2,740,000 4 $3,162,000

2 $2,874,000 5 $3,317,000

3 $3,015,000

CONTRACT ITEMS

* Escalated budget estimate is provided for information only, actual construction 

costs may vary.  Escalated budget estimates provided do not replace Departmental 

policy to update cost estimates annually.

2
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   GENERAL PLAN ESTIMATE X    ADVANCE PLANNING ESTIMATE

RCVD BY: IN EST:

OUT EST:

BRIDGE: Boranda Road Bridge Over Carmel River BR. No.: 44C0099 DISTRICT: 05

TYPE: Seismic Retrofit RTE:

CU: CO: MON

EA: PM:

LENGTH: 162.00 WIDTH: 12.70 AREA (SF)= 2,057

DESIGN SECTION: Dokken

# OF STRUCTURES IN PROJECT : EST. NO.

PRICES BY : N. Ortigoza COST INDEX:

PRICES CHECKED BY : T. Osterkamp DATE: 10/8/2024

QUANTITIES BY: N. Ortigoza DATE: 10/8/2024

UNIT QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT

495133 FURNISH 36" CAST-IN-STEEL SHELL CONCRETE PILING LF 360 850.00$                   306,000.00$                     

495134 DRIVE 36" CAST-IN-STEEL SHELL CONCRETE PILE EA 6 60,000.00$              360,000.00$                     

510053 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE F CY 62 2,800.00$                173,600.00$                     

511106 DRILL AND BOND DOWEL LF 30 250.00$                   7,500.00$                         

520102 BAR REINFORCING STEEL (BRIDGE) F LB 64749 3.00$                       194,247.00$                     

590111 CLEANS AND PAINT STRUCTURAL STEEL (EXISTING BRIDGE) LS 1 450,000.00$            450,000.00$                     

750501 MISCELLANEOUS METAL (BRIDGE) F LB 100 125.00$                   12,500.00$                       

-$                              

SUBTOTAL 1,503,847.00$               

MOBILIZATION   ( @ 10 % ) $150,385

ROUTING SUBTOTAL BRIDGE ITEMS 1,654,231.70$               

1.  DES SECTION CONTINGENCIES (@ 25%)  $413,600

2.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - NORTH BRIDGE TOTAL COST $2,067,832

3.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - CENTRAL COST PER SQ. FOOT $1,005

4.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - SOUTH GRAND TOTAL $2,067,832

5.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - WEST BUDGET ESTIMATE AS OF 10/8/24 $2,068,000

6.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

 

NOTES: Escalated Budget Estimate to Midpoint of Construction *
Escalation Rate per Year 4.89%

Years Beyond Escalated Years Beyond Escalated

Midpoint Budget Est. Midpoint Budget Est.

1 $2,169,000 4 $2,503,000

2 $2,275,000 5 $2,625,000

3 $2,386,000

CONTRACT ITEMS

* Escalated budget estimate is provided for information only, actual construction 

costs may vary.  Escalated budget estimates provided do not replace Departmental 

policy to update cost estimates annually.

2
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APRIL 29, 2024 
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2840/220 
110 Blue Ravine Road, Suite 200 - Folsom, CA  95630 - Tele:  (916) 858-0642 - Fax:  (916) 858-0643 

MONTEREY COUNTY SEISMIC RETROFIT 

BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE OVER CARMEL RIVER 

MEETING MINUTES  
 
DATE/TIME Monday, April 29, 2024; 1:30 pm  

LOCATION: Conference Call / Teams Meeting 
 
FROM: Tim Osterkamp, PE 

ATTENDEES: 
Douglas Poochigian County of Monterey 
Erich Rauber County of Monterey 
Enrique Saavedra County of Monterey 
Tim Osterkamp Dokken Engineering 
Nancy Ortigoza Dokken Engineering 
Jeremy Wright Caltrans, Local Assistance 
Cori Marsalek Caltrans, Local Assistance 
Reinie Jones Caltrans, Local Assistance 
Diana Garrett Caltrans, Local Assistance 

 
TOPICS DISCUSSED: 
The California Transportation Commission (CTC) does not consider the Boronda Road Bridge 
retrofit project complete since it was never closed out, and the bridge was neither retrofitted or 
replaced. Therefore, Monterey County is seeking to restart the project. The project was originally 
initiated using Proposition 1B funding. The proposed retrofit strategy in 1997 was to place CISS 
piles on each side of the existing pier, connecting them with a cap beam. The retrofit would be 
expensive, so replacement of the bridge was also being considered. A Seismic Retrofit Strategy 
Meeting was held on December 3, 1997 at Caltrans Office of Structures. Caltrans approved 
replacement of the bridge at this meeting. The final strategy report was issued in January 1998. 
 
As the County moved forward with replacement, local opposition to bridge replacement resulted 
in a NEPA determination of no build. However, the County is now willing to push the 
replacement forward again and use the Schulte Bridge Replacement Project as a successful 
example for the locals.  
 
Caltrans was asked if the 1997-98 seismic analysis and retrofit strategy would need to be 
revisited due to changes in the seismic code since 1998, or if the previously approved strategy 
would be accepted. Jeremy agreed that the previous Strategy Report would be accepted. Jeremy 
has a copy of the report, but requested a copy of the seismic retrofit strategy meeting. 
 
Jeremy asked if the County would like to revisit the retrofit strategy or replace the bridge. 
Advancements in bridge seismic behavior understanding could potentially lessen the retrofit 
scope. The County would prefer to replace the bridge, but continue with the current retrofit 
strategy if the bridge must be retrofitted instead of replaced.  
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Final determination of replacement verse retrofit will be dependent on cost comparison of the 
two approaches. Dokken will develop updated cost estimates of the 1997-98 retrofit strategy and 
compare to a two or three span bridge replacement cost. 
 
Boronda Road Bridge is currently HBP nominated as a seismic retrofit and paint project. Cost 
comparison of retrofit verse replacement will include the cost of painting the existing bridge. 
If replacement is cost effective a change in HBP funding scope can be made with a 6A. This 
would allow the County to start the project as a bridge replacement in HBP, not 
rehabilitation/seismic retrofit. Type selection will be needed but rehabilitation would not need to 
be considered. The previous field review performed in 1997 will be honored for HBP Chapter 6 
requirements; thus, the planned May 3rd meeting is not needed. A field review meeting will still 
be needed for environmental purposes and completing the PES. 
 
Reinie asked if replacement is selected can funding for NEPA replacement studies be requested 
since the previous NEPA resulted in a no-build. Caltrans will need to look into this. An 
alternative approach may be to repay the $100K previously spent and start fresh. 
 
Dokken is helping for this phase only. Project will go through the federal RFP process to select 
future consultant. 
 
ACTION ITEMS: 

1. Dokken to develop updated retrofit and bridge replacement cost estimates. 
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APPENDIX C 
FINAL STRATEGY REPORT JANUARY 

1998 
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MONTEREY COUNTY SEISMIC RETROFIT 

TASK ORDER NO. 1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FINAL STRATEGY REPORT 
 

FOR 
 

BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE 
OVER CARMEL RIVER 

 

BR. NO. 507 (44C-99) 
 

05-MON-COUNTY ROAD 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Prepared By: 
 
 

 
3054 Gold Canal Drive 

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 
 
 
 
 
 
 

January 28, 1998
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MONTEREY COUNTY SEISMIC RETROFIT 
STRATEGY MEETING MINUTES 

 
 
 

Boronda Road Bridge, 507 (44C-99) 
 
 
 
 

DATE: December 3, 1997 
 
LOCATION: Caltrans Office of Structures, Room 514 
 
ATTENDEES: 
 
NAME AGENCY PHONE 
Michael Kim CALTRANS - Structures, Local Assistance (916) 227-8050 
Dinh Le CALTRANS - District 5, Local Assistance (805) 549-3572 
David Wang Parikh Consultants (408) 945-1011 
Douglas Poochigion Monterey County, P.W. (408) 755-4888 
Andrew Gaspar Monterey County, P.W. (408) 755-4807 
John Maniscalco Dokken Engineering (916) 858-0642 
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Henry Fang Dokken Engineering (916) 858-0642 
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Boronda Road Bridge 
Bridge No. 44C-99 (County No. 507) 

John Maniscalco gave a brief description of the existing bridge and some of the basic 
problems associated with the existing load path and connections.  

David explained that the liquefaction potential was moderate to low, pile capacity was based 
on assumed length of 20’ because of the lack of adequate as-built information. Seismically 
the bridge is less than 0.3 miles from the Tularcitos-Navy Fault that can produce a magnitude 
7.0 earthquake with a peak rock acceleration of 0.6g at the site.  

Eric Tsai stated that the analysis is based on the Static Equivalent method.  The pile loads at 
the piers exceeded their capacity and the bearings failed in shear.  The proposed strategy was 
to place CISS piles on either side of each pier, connecting them with a cap beam.  The bolts 
at the abutments would need to be replaced.  Mike Kim suggested that only the center pier 
should be retrofitted in order to save money.  Eric explained that the weight of the concrete 
pier will fail the piles under seismic loading and that the existing steel girders cannot span 
80’ without the pier.  Saad suggested replacing the structure.  Mike said the county could 
choose to retrofit the bridge or replace it using the estimated cost of the retrofit.  Eric 
presented the study result for replacement option. The cost for replacement is estimated at 
$560,000 compared with $330,000 for retrofit.  Mike mentioned that it is up to the county to 
make the decision. Douglas Poochigion commented that the cost for replacement seemed to 
be low since the environmental mitigation measures may be significant.  The environmental 
concerns could lengthen the design time and add cost to the structure.  There was discussion 
that if the bridge was not eligible for replacement, the county would be responsible for the 
entire cost for the extra width. The funding issue should be resolved before the county 
decides to replace the bridge.  Saad El-Azazy questioned whether a spread footing could be 
done instead of the CISS pile. Eric said this option was studied and found more costly due to 
a potential scouring problem, environment concerns and construction difficulties in water. 
Saad said the replacement should be the strategy since the replacement cost is not much 
higher than the retrofit option. Also, the bridge is a one-lane bridge with high ADT that 
justifies a wider bridge. Caltrans approved replacement of this bridge. 

Action Items: 
 Dokken Engineering will further investigate replacement options and provide cost

estimate.
 Dokken Engineering will revise retrofit cost estimate.
 LSA to provide environmental review and permitting as directed by the County.
 Parikh to provide geotechnical information and report for replacement.
 Sandis Humber Jones to provide surveying and utility coordination as directed by

Dokken Engineering.
 Norm Braithwaite to provide hydraulic study of replacement.
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FINAL STRATEGY REPORT 
_________________________________________________ 

 

 
____________________________________________________ 

Boronda Road Bridge over Carmel River 
Br. No. 507 (44C-99) 

 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
The Boronda Road Bridge is a one lane bridge across the Carmel River.  It is located 0.5 miles 
south of the intersection of Boronda Road and Carmel Valley Road. 
 
The bridge was designed and built by Monterey County in approximately 1946. 
  
The superstructure is a 162' long, four span steel structure.  There are two steel “I” girders 
(S21x58) spaced 9' apart with transverse floorbeam (S6x12.25) at 18" c/c supporting 3" steel open 
grating.  It has a total width of  12.7'.  The girders are continuous with fixed bearing at pier 3 
and expansion bearings at abutments and piers 2 and 4.  The bearing consists of a sliding plate 
welded under the girder and bolted to the steel bent cap.  Slotted holes are provided at expansion 
bearings to accommodate thermal movement. 
 
The abutment is a seat type of concrete structure with wing walls consisting of steel soldier piles 
(steel angle) and perforated steel laggings. 
 
The concrete pier is 18" thick and 13' wide with three steel columns spaced at 4'-6" extending 2' 
above the concrete top.  There is a transverse steel beam on top of the steel columns as a cap 
beam supporting the superstructure.  Based on the previous bridge maintenance report, the 
three steel columns are actually piles extended into the ground.  Thus, three piles are assumed 
for each pier.  The pile is made from double L6x6x1/2. 
 
There are one 6" diameter and another 2-½" diameter steel utility pipes attached to the 
underside of the bridge and goes into wing wall at abutment. 
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No as-built plans are available.  Selected maintenance reports are included in Appendix A. 
 
The bridge is under the jurisdiction of Monterey County. 
 
 
FIELD REVIEW 
 
Bridge site inspection was done on September 11, 1997.  Representatives from Monterey County, 
Caltrans District 5, Parikh Consultants, LSA and Associates, and Dokken Engineering met at 
the site. 
 
After the field review, a “Field Review Report” was prepared and submitted (under separate 
cover).  The report included field observations as well as appendices for Field Review by Dokken, 
Geotechnical Report by Parikh Consultants, and Preliminary Assessment Report by LSA and 
Associates. 
 
Photographs showing some features of the bridge follow. 
 
 
GEOTECHNICAL 
 
The geotechnical information as presented by Parikh Consultants is included in Appendix B.  
Accordingly, the site was assigned a maximum credible rock acceleration of 0.6g associated with 
a magnitude 7 event with a soil profile type D per ATC-31 R3-8 ARS curve.  The spectrum is 
increased by 20% due to the proximity to fault.  Liquefaction probability is moderate to low. 
 
 
DESIGN CRITERIA 
 
Existing materials specifications are as follows: 
 
AASHO 1940 
 
Reinforced Concrete  fc = 1,000 psi 
 fs = 18,000 psi 
 n = 10 
Structural steel Fs = 18,000 psi 
 
 Bridge Design Specification (1983 AASHTO with interims/revisions by Caltrans) 
 Bridge Design Aids 
 Bridge Design Details 
 Bridge Design Practice 
 Memo to designers 
 ACI 318-95 
 AISC –ASD Ninth edition 1989 
 
Computer programs utilized for analysis: 

 COLX – Pier moment-curvature analysis 
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VIEW OF CONCRETE PIER LOOKING SOUTH 

 
 
 
 

 
VIEW OF ANCHOR BOLTS UNDER GIRDER
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VIEW OF UTILITY PIPE AT SOUTH ABUTMENT 

 
 
 
 

 
VIEW OF DECK STEEL GRATING 
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Existing material properties assumed for dynamic analysis: 
 
 Concrete 

General f'c = 5,000 psi 
 Reinforcing bars 
  General f y = 44,000 psi 
 Structural steel 
  Sections (A7) f y = 30,000 psi 
  Anchor bolts  f y = 30,000 psi  
 
 
AS-BUILT ANALYSIS 
 
Since no as-built plans are available, field measurement was used for the analysis of the existing 
structure included determining weight, geometry and section properties of various components of 
the structure. 
 
During a seismic event, the various components of the structure are subjected to seismic forces in 
different magnitudes depending, among other things, on their location with respect to the 
seismic load path.  These members are identified and their strengths (capacities) are determined.  
They included the capacities of abutment backwall and piles, bearings, piers and their footings 
and piles in the appropriate directions. 
 
The structure is analyzed by the Static Equivalent Force method.  According to the geotechnical 
investigation, the existing structure is supported by steel piles at pier locations.  The pile is made 
of two L6x6x1/2 welded together into a Z-shaped pile.  The average penetration length of the 
existing pile is 20' as per County’s engineer.  The concrete pier is not embedded deep into the 
ground and the piles are weak in the longitudinal direction.  The earthquake load from 
superstructure and pier self weight inertia are acting on the free standing pier. 
 
Comparison is made between the demand and capacity for each critical member and 
demand/capacity (D/C) ratios are presented in Table 1. 
 
 
STRUCTURAL DEFICIENCIES 
 
1. Abutments — The existing abutment is adequate to resist the longitudinal and transverse 

earthquake loads.  However, the anchor bolts and weld for the bearing plate are 
substandard. 

 
2. Bearings — The anchor bolts are substandard for the shear forces in both directions.  The 

weld for the bearing plate is adequate. 
 
3. Bents — The steel piles will yield under the longitudinal earthquake force.  In the transverse 

direction, the pile will be overload in compression, which means the piers will collapse. 
 
4. Scour — Minor scour was observed at piers 3 and 4. 
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PROPOSED RETROFIT 
 
The proposed retrofit scheme (see Figure 1) for this bridge consist of the following: 
 
1. Abutment Retrofit:  Add new anchor bolts (A325 1" dia.) at bearing, drill slotted holes 

through the bottom flange into concrete, grout holes after bolts are set. 
 

2. Foundation Retrofit:  No retrofit is recommended due to the environmental concern. 
 

3. Pier:  Replace the existing anchor bolts with A325 7/8" diameter bolts.  Install 36" dia CISS 
piles at piers 2, 3 and 4.  New concrete cap beam between CISS piles to support the 
superstructure. 

 
The cost of alternative is estimated at $323,000 or $157.00 per square foot (see Appendix C).  
 
 
RETROFIT ANALYSIS 
 
The retrofit scheme, new piles and bearing connection will strengthen the piers to ensure no 
structure collapse. 
 
 
IMPACT OF PROPOSED RETROFITS 
 
Aesthetics:  New piles and cap beam will be visible. 
 
Traffic:  The retrofit does not involve any work on the bridge deck and all the retrofit work at the 
piers and abutments can be carried out from the undersides. 
 
Utilities:  No utilities will be affected during retrofit construction. 
 
Restrictions to Construction:  There is limited access to the bridge abutment works from both 
ends for equipment and hauling the material needed for construction.  Because this road is the 
only access across the Carmel River for the nearby residents, it must be kept open at all times. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Because of the following reasons, Dokken Engineering concurs with Caltrans decision to replace 
this structure: 
 
1. The cost associated with the bridge retrofit is high($323,000 and $157/square foot). 
 
2. The existing barrier does not meet current standards. 
 
3. The existing bridge width does not meet current standards. 
 
4. The structure floods during the 100-year event. 
 
5. This bridge is the only bridge across the Carmel River for local residents. 
 
The Replacement Strategy in appendix D contains a completed bridge replacement field review 
form, including the bridge general plan. 
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APPENDIX D 
PHOTOS FROM AUGUST 21, 2024 

SITE VISIT
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Photos from August 21, 2024 Site Visit 

 
Photo 1: Looking west. Note narrow bridge width and lack of sidewalks. 
 

 
Photo 2: Looking east 
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Photos from August 21, 2024 Site Visit 

Photo 3: Looking east. New bridge will be widened to the south. 

Photo 4: Looking west 

Docusign Envelope ID: 45808F69-9ED4-43BB-B43B-DBB96E216DF7

127



Photos from August 21, 2024 Site Visit 

 
Photo 5: Low clearance under east abutment  
 

 
Photo 6: Looking east. Note skirt around bottom of pier from previous scour mitigation 

project. 
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Photos from August 21, 2024 Site Visit 

 
Photo 7: West approach  

 

 
Photo 8: East approach  
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Photos from August 21, 2024 Site Visit 

 
Photo 9: Base of west pier. Note added concrete skirt. 

 

 
Photo 10:  Anchor bolts at east abutment 
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APPENDIX II: SCOPE OF WORK 

The following is a sample scope of services.  CONTRACTOR shall suggest deviations as 
necessary to complete the plans, specifications, and cost estimates for the proposed Project in 
accordance with COUNTY, Caltrans, and AASHTO requirements.  

Final deliverables shall be provided in PDF format.  Plans shall be plotted directly from 
AutoCAD to pdf, so that pdf files are of a high quality using electronic bookmarks.  Upon 
request, electronic files (MSWord, Excel, HEC-RAS, AutoCAD Civil 3D format, MS Project, 
etc.) with all supporting files shall also be provided to COUNTY.  Plans shall be prepared and 
provided in AutoCAD Civil 3D. 

All meetings will be held virtually (Microsoft Teams) unless specified as otherwise. 

Task 1. Project Management 

Task 1.1. Project Controls 
CONTRACTOR shall manage the Project Team, monitor schedule and budget, and prepare 
monthly progress reports and invoices. 

Task 1.2. Kick Off Meeting and Field Investigation 

CONTRACTOR shall coordinate an initial field review with the COUNTY Project manager 
and other Project stakeholders to review the proposed project and to highlight and record 
significant project features.  The CONTRACTOR shall conduct a visual on-site field 
investigation to identify existing conditions and establish preliminary design assumptions and 
parameters.  CONTRACTOR shall review as-built information as available.  The field 
investigation shall be coordinated such that it is on the same day as the kick-off meeting. 
CONTRACTOR’S project manager and project engineer shall attend. 

Task 1.3. Progress Meetings 

CONTRACTOR project manager and appropriate staff shall meet with the COUNTY Project 
Manager and others as necessary to manage and deliver the Project.  One-hour meetings shall 
be scheduled virtually monthly to keep the COUNTY informed of the status of the Project and 
to gain timely decisions from the COUNTY.  Initially, more frequent meetings shall be 
required and should be scheduled on an as needed basis.  CONTRACTOR shall prepare 
meeting agendas and meeting notes in a format specified by the COUNTY. Assume a total of 
40 meetings. 

Deliverables: 

• Meeting notes and meeting agendas 
• Monthly updated Project schedule 
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Task 2. 35% Design – Preliminary Engineering  
Task 2.1. Preliminary Bridge Design 
CONTRACTOR shall evaluate the roadway alignment as well as address hydraulic 
constraints, debris load, constructability, geotechnical constraints, environmental 
considerations, maintenance, schedule, and cost. 

Conceptual level cost estimates shall be provided. CONTRACTOR shall consider how the 
Project will be constructed and whether a detour, low water crossing or temporary bridge will 
be required. Road closures shall be minimized to the extent possible. 

Task 2.2. Type Selection Report 

After concurrence from the COUNTY on the recommended design, the CONTRACTOR shall 
prepare a Type Selection Report for review and approval by Caltrans. Preliminary engineering 
includes layouts of the Project to an approximate 35% level of completion. 

CONTRACTOR shall develop a preliminary design of the Project including: 

• Geometric alignment of the roadway, vertical and horizontal profiles 
• Bridge span length and width 
• Proposed detour alignments, if applicable 
• Preliminary foundation concepts 
• Preliminary slope stability considerations 
• Draft construction schedule 
• 35% design cost estimate 
• Right of Way considerations 

Deliverables 

• Type Selection Report, Draft and Final version. 
 
Task 3.  Survey 

Task 3.1.  Survey and Mapping 

All survey work shall be performed under the responsible charge of a California licensed 
Professional Land Surveyor (SURVEYOR) who will execute the project “Acknowledgment of 
Survey Monument Preservation Responsibility” form.  A copy of said executed form shall be 
delivered electronically to the County Surveyor (goetzmk@countyofmonterey.gov). 
Provide aerial and ground surveys including: 

• Color ortho image with 0.25’ pixel resolution, DTM, contours, and a “surface” in Civil 3D. 
This aerial map shall be compiled to the Base Map. 

• Ground control for the aerial map and all control for the “densification” of the aerial map. 
The Project control shall be established by a static occupation and processed using 
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National Geodetic Survey OPUS with the horizontal datum being the North American 
Datum of 1983, National Adjustment of 2011, Epoch date of 2010.00, abbreviated 
NAD83(2011) Epoch 2010.00. The projection used shall be the California Coordinate 
System of 1983 (CCS83), Zone 4. The vertical datum shall be NAVD88.  All coordinate 
values of the control on the ground shall be on said horizontal and vertical datums. 
Sufficient control points shall be established and with some set-in strategic locations to 
survive to start of the construction phase, roughly five years into the future. The survey 
control points shall be compiled to the Base Map and the survey base map deliverable shall 
include a Survey Control Sheet showing the location and coordinates of these control 
stations. The control sheet shall show locations with aerial imagery as a background so that 
their locations can easily be ascertained. 

• Provide ground surveys and mapping for areas in dense vegetation, under and on the 
temporary bridge, geotechnical investigation bore holes, conforms, surface evidence of 
underground utilities, overhead wire locations near the existing crossing and one hundred 
feet on each side of the existing crossing. 

• Include all grade breaks, tops and toes in the dirt areas. 

• Include hardscape features, such as: edge of pavement, crown of road, and temporary 
bridge abutments, and fences. 

• Field survey point densification in the vicinity of the Project’s construction footprint: 
temporary bridge, road and channel locations. 

• Ordinary High-Water Mark (OHWM) shall be shown within the study area. The OHWM 
shall be established in accordance with Army Corps of Engineers guidelines by the 
CONTRACTOR and these marks shall be located by the SURVEYOR. 

Task 3.2. Hydraulic Cross Sections 

SURVEYOR shall survey channel cross sections in sufficient number and detail, upstream and 
downstream of the crossing, necessary to perform hydraulic analysis for preparation of a 
location hydrology and hydraulics study. These cross sections shall be compiled to the Base 
Map and provided in a data format compatible with the hydraulic/hydrologic analysis. 

Task 3.3. Right-of-Way Establishment 

SURVEYOR shall perform a complete boundary retracement survey to accurately determine 
the County Road right-of-way within the Project limits.  Sufficient survey monuments and 
other survey evidence shall be found and tied into the survey. This may require the survey to 
extend outside the Project limits. This right of way shall be compiled to the Base Map. 
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Task 3.4. Easement Plotting 

Provide re-establishment of recorded easement deeds (per review of the preliminary title 
reports). Easement locations shall be shown on the Base Map. Procure preliminary title reports 
for nearby assessor parcels. 

Task 3.5. Base Map 

Provide a Base Map to be used as the basis for design of the Project. The Base Map shall be 
delivered in Autodesk Civil 3D compatible DWG format. 

Task 3.6. Survey Monument Preservation and Pre-Construction Record of Survey 

SURVEYOR shall perform a pre-construction field survey in compliance with California 
Business and Professions Code Section 8771(b). All monuments of record and any found that 
are not of record shall be located and referenced prior to construction, and a pre-construction 
Record of Survey shall be filed with the County Recorder. By graphics and notation, the 
Record of Survey shall show the methods used to re-establish the County Road right-of-way 
lines along with the survey control points set for the Project. Other critical boundary and/or 
easement lines shall also be shown. This map shall meet the requirements for a pre-
construction survey and documentation. The COUNTY shall waive the checking and 
recording fees for this map. 

Task 3.7. Survey Monument Preservation and Post-Construction Record of Survey 

SURVEYOR shall perform a post construction field survey in compliance with California 
Business and Professions Code Section 8771(c). The survey shall set or reset monuments to 
perpetuate the location of monuments or points shown on the pre-construction survey. 
Monumentation will include at least two (2) permanent monuments set in the road surface on 
the centerline of the right-of-way of Boronda Road. A Record of Survey showing the post-
construction survey shall be filed with the County Recorder. Other critical boundary and/or 
easement lines shall also be shown. This map shall meet the requirements for a post-
construction survey and documentation. The COUNTY shall waive the checking and 
recording fees for this map. 

Task 3.8. Legal Descriptions and Exhibits 

Provide plats and legal descriptions with exhibits graphically showing the areas described. 
The legal description shall be used for the acquisition of new right of way by the COUNTY 
and/or joint use agreements.  The COUNTY will conduct appraisals and acquisitions. 

Task 4. Geotechnical Investigations 
Task 4.1. Geotechnical Data Collection 
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Pre-field activities include developing a field exploration plan, contacting Underground 
Services Alert (USA), and notifying utilities as necessary. CONTRACTOR shall provide 
traffic control, as necessary, for any field exploration.  Boring locations and depths shall be 
determined based on the site investigation and bridge requirements. 

CONTRACTOR shall perform laboratory tests on selected samples collected from drilling. 
Testing shall be performed in accordance with the applicable ASTM or Caltrans standards. 
Selected soil samples obtained during the field exploration shall be tested in a Caltrans-
certified laboratory to evaluate certain physical properties that will be necessary to complete 
the engineering analysis.  The types and numbers of tests may vary depending on the results of 
the field exploration program. 

Task 4.2. Geotechnical Report 

CONTRACTOR shall prepare the Geotechnical Report.  The report shall include a description 
of the Project and analyses performed, field and laboratory data collected, and graphics 
showing the site location, the locations of the field explorations relative to the proposed 
improvements, and an interpreted subsurface profile.  The Geotechnical Report shall also 
include a discussion of local geology, slope stability, and potential for geologic hazards 
(seismicity, faulting, slope instability, settlement, and liquefaction). 

The Geotechnical Report shall present final recommendations for design of the Project 
including seismic design criteria, bearing capacity and lateral earth-pressures for the Project’s 
structures, slope gradients and setbacks, and geotechnical material specifications. 
Recommendations shall be made to support the new bridge structure and adjacent slopes that 
may be affected by the Project.  Recommendations shall include foundation type (shallow or 
deep), abutments, retaining walls, etc. based on structure type chosen and as determined by 
geotechnical site condition requirements. 

If deep foundations (piles) are needed, at a minimum the following shall also be included in 
the Geotechnical Report, as applicable: 

• Recommended foundation type (CIDH or other). 
• Liquefaction potential and the need to consider down-drag forces, seismic settlement, 

loads due to lateral spreading, or friction reducers in the pile design. 

• Deep foundation analyses, minimum pile embedment and diameter, pile spacing and 
group effects, specified pile tip elevation, and estimated settlement. Lateral load versus 
deflection curve for selected pile foundations. 

• Lateral loading on piles due to lateral spread, if determined appropriate by geotechnical 
seismic evaluation. 

• Anticipated pile driving and/or CIDH pile drilling conditions for the foundation type 
selected. 

• Lateral load resistance of pile foundations. 
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The Geotechnical Report shall identify the corrosion potential of foundation soil, reinforced 
concrete substructures, and structural steel based on test data and Caltrans design methods. 
The report shall also provide construction considerations regarding excavation characteristics 
of the soil and/or rock encountered, suitability of excavated on-site soil for reuse as compacted 
structural fill or structural backfill, temporary slopes, shoring, dewatering and/or stream 
diversions, and stability as well as requirements for temporary cuts or shoring adjacent to 
existing roadways, structures, or property. 
 
Task 5. Hydrologic and Hydraulic Report 

A concise Hydrologic and Hydraulic report shall be completed for the bridge that includes 
hydraulic information for the design, base and overtopping floods (discharges and water 
surface elevations), and recommendations regarding bank protection.  CONTRACTOR shall 
estimate the size and type of debris in the channel.  The report shall identify potential scour 
depths along the channel to assess the stability of the existing stream channel slopes and future 
stability of the bridge along with any other relevant hydraulic considerations necessary to 
design the bridges. 

Task 6. Post-Construction Stormwater Design (OPTIONAL) 

This task shall include preparing calculations in conformance with applicable water quality 
regulations.  The CONTRACTOR shall also prepare a memo documenting the roadway 
drainage design and analysis including post-construction hydromodification to satisfy post-
construction requirements. 

Task 7. 65% Design 
Task 7.1.  65% PS&E 

CONTRACTOR shall submit 65% plans, contract items list, and engineer’s estimate to the 
COUNTY. The COUNTY will review the 65% submittal and submit comments to the 
CONTRACTOR. CONTRACTOR shall create a log showing how all comments were 
addressed as part of the 95% submittal package. 

CONTRACTOR shall prepare the roadway civil design to conform to standard Caltrans and 
COUNTY requirements.  The 65% submittal shall include Title Sheet, Typical Sections, Tree 
Removal and Trimming, Project Control, Layouts, Profiles, Construction Details, Diversion 
and Dewatering Plan, Drainage Plans, Utility Plans and Details, Traffic Handling, Stage 
Construction (if applicable), Erosion Control/Water Pollution Control Plans, Pavement 
Delineation, Detour Plans, Sign Plans, and any other required drawing sheets. The structure 
plan sheets shall include General Plan, Foundation Plan, Cross-Sections, Typical Section, 
miscellaneous details, and Log of Test Borings.  CONTRACTOR shall identify temporary 
easements and/or permanent right-of-way modifications to construct the Project. 
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The engineer’s estimate shall be updated from the preliminary costs based on updated 
quantities and unit costs compiled from recent bid data and adjusted for COUNTY-specific 
construction costs. 

The bridge design shall be in accordance with the AASHTO LRFD Specifications with 
Caltrans amendments and applicable sections of the Bridge Memos to Designers and Bridge 
Design Aids manuals.  The design shall meet COUNTY, Caltrans, FHWA, and AASHTO 
standards in effect at the time the design occurs. 

Seismic design shall be performed in accordance with the applicable edition of the Caltrans 
Seismic Design Criteria.  Detailing of plans shall be in accordance with Caltrans Design 
Details Manual.  Both the design and detailing shall be based on the use of the current Caltrans 
Standard Plans and Standard Specifications. 

65% Deliverables 

• 65% Draft Plans in PDF 
• Engineer’s Estimate of Construction Costs in MS Excel format 
• Design Exceptions in MS Word. 

Task 7.2. Independent Bridge Check 

An independent design check shall be conducted before the 95% Design Submittals in 
accordance with Caltrans’ design procedures.  The plans shall be reviewed for compatibility 
between COUNTY Design standards, Caltrans Memo to Designers, and AASHTO standards. 
The Geotechnical Engineer shall review the plans prior to the 95% Draft PS&E Submittal for 
compliance with the geotechnical recommendations. 

Task 7.3. Design Exceptions 

CONTRACTOR shall prepare Project design exceptions, if necessary, for approval by 
COUNTY. Assume up to 2 design exceptions. 

Task 8. 95% Design 
Task 8.1. 95% Specifications 

CONTRACTOR shall prepare the technical specifications based on the latest Caltrans 
Standard Special Provisions (SSPs).  The COUNTY will provide “boiler plate” documents, 
including the notice to bidders, proposal, bond forms, and agreement.  Required mitigation 
measures and permitting requirements from the environmental permits shall be included in the 
specifications. 

Task 8.2. 95% Design 

The 95% plans shall be submitted to the COUNTY based on comments received on the 65% 
submittal.  The submittal shall include the plans, specifications, and engineer’s estimate of 
probable costs.  A preliminary construction schedule shall be submitted. The COUNTY shall 
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review the 95% submittal and submit comments to the CONTRACTOR. CONTRACTOR 
shall create a log showing how all comments were addressed as part of the final PS&E 
package submittal.  The roadway plans shall be advanced to include construction area signs 
sheet, additional detailing for roadway conforms, grading, landscaping, drainage details, and 
additional structural details as needed. 

95% Deliverables 

• 95% Draft Plans in PDF 
• Technical Special Provisions in MS Word format 
• Engineer’s estimate of probable construction costs in MS Excel format 
• Estimated construction schedule in MS Project format 

Task 9. 100% PS&E 

Upon receipt of comments from the 95% PS&E submittal to the COUNTY, and other 
jurisdictional agencies, which will be routed through the COUNTY, final revisions shall be 
made. CONTRACTOR shall incorporate appropriate comments in the plans, specifications, 
and estimate and log all comments and identify how each comment was addressed.  The 
engineer’s estimate shall be updated based on final quantities and unit costs updated based on 
the most recent bid data and adjusted for COUNTY-specific construction costs. 

CONTRACTOR shall perform an independent QA/QC review of the Final 100% submittal 
package and incorporate appropriate revisions prior to submittal to the COUNTY. 
CONTRACTOR shall update the plans and specifications to the Caltrans standards applicable 
at the time of “RFA for CON”.  The Final submittal shall include a detailed construction 
schedule with an estimate of working days. 

100% PS&E Deliverables 

• Electronic Microsoft Word file of specifications 
• Final Technical Special Provisions signed by the Registered Engineer 
• Electronic Microsoft Excel file of Construction Cost Estimate 
• Estimated construction schedule with estimated working days calculation (MS Project 

format) 
• Resident Engineer’s File 
• AutoCAD Project plans 
• PDF copies of each deliverable stamped and signed by a licensed engineer as required. 

Task 10. Bid Period Consultation 

CONTRACTOR shall provide bidding assistance to the COUNTY including interpretation of 
the contract documents, assisting the COUNTY in preparing addenda to the PS&E, and 
attending one (1) in-person pre-bid construction meeting. 

Bid period Deliverables 
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• Prepare addenda as needed 
• Respond to RFI’s as needed 

Task 11. Utility Coordination 

The COUNTY shall obtain utility atlas maps and coordinate with utilities, identify relocation 
liability, coordinate utility agreements, and meet with utility representatives.  The COUNTY 
shall obtain relocation plans from the utilities.  The COUNTY shall provide this information to 
CONTRACTOR. 

CONTRACTOR shall identify potential conflicts, develop conflict exhibits for each utility, 
and incorporate existing and proposed utility relocation information into the plans and 
specifications.  At least one plan sheet shall be provided in the PS&E submittals that shows the 
existing utilities and proposed relocations. 

Task 12. Environmental Support 
A Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) has been prepared for the Project. CONTRACTOR 
shall prepare the required NEPA and CEQA environmental documents for the Project.  The 
signed PES and specific environmental requirements and considerations is provided in 
Appendix VII. 

Task 13. Permit Compliance 

CONTRACTOR shall prepare the Environmental Commitment Record.  CONTRACTOR 
shall check plans and specifications against the permit conditions and measures to ensure 
compliance with the agency requirements. 

This task shall also include the preparation of calculations and an application for a rainfall 
erosivity waiver to be submitted by the COUNTY.  Along with the rainfall erosivity waiver, 
CONTRACTOR shall prepare a Project Water Pollution Control Program (WPCP) which shall 
be in effect for construction activities between April and October.  CONTRACTOR shall 
ensure the Project working days in the specifications match the rainfall erosivity waiver such 
that any work extending beyond the end of the rainfall erosivity waiver requiring a Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall be CONTRACTOR’s responsibility. 
CONTRACTOR shall then prepare a Project plan sheet detailing the best management 
practices (BMP) and erosion control features outlined in the WPCP.  It is assumed any fee for 
the rainfall erosivity waiver shall be paid by the COUNTY. 

Task 14. Construction Support 

CONTRACTOR shall provide engineering services during construction including the following: 

• Attend a pre-construction meeting 
• General interpretation of plans and specifications 
• Review and comment on shop plan drawings, submittals, and mix designs 
• Response to RFIs 
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• Construction site observations 
• Development of plan revisions as needed 
• Preparation of as-built drawings 
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APPENDIX III: SIGNATURE PAGE 

COUNTY OF MONTEREY RFP No. 10964 
PUBLIC WORK, FACILITIES AND PARKS ISSUE DATE:  December 4, 2025 

RFP TITLE: 
BRIDGE DESIGN SERVICES, BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT, MONTEREY COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

PROPOSALS ARE DUE IN THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC WORKS, 
FACILITIES AND PARKS BY: 

4:00 P.M., PST, January 22, 2026 

MAILING ADDRESS: 
COUNTY OF MONTEREY 
PUBLIC WORKS, FACILITIES AND PARKS 
1441 SCHILLING PLACE SOUITH, 2nd FLOOR 
SALINAS, CA 93901-4527 

QUESTIONS ABOUT THIS RFQ/RFP SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO: 

Kyle Oyama, oyamak@COUNTYofmonterey.gov 

CONTRACTOR MUST INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING IN EACH PROPOSAL: 
1. Proposal (as required by this RFP) – One (1) original hard copy, two (2) hard copies, and one (1) CD or thumb drive with PDF

files of submittal
2. Fee Schedule (Attachment J) - One (1) original hard copy (sealed in a separate envelope)

  ALL REQUIRED CONTENT AS DEFINED PER SECTION 8.1 HEREIN 

This Signature Page must be included with your submittal to validate your Proposal. 
Proposals submitted without this page will be deemed non-responsive. 

  CHECK HERE IF YOU HAVE ANY EXCEPTIONS TO THIS SOLICITATION 

CONTRACTOR MUST COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING TO VALIDATE PROPOSAL 
I hereby agree to furnish the articles and/or services stipulated in my Proposal at the price quoted, subject to the instructions and 
conditions in the Request for Proposals. I further attest that I am an official officer representing my firm and authorized with signatory 
authority to present this Proposal. 

Company Name: ______________________________________________________ Date _________________ 

Signature: ________________________________ Printed Name: _____________________________________ 

Street Address: _____________________________________________________________________________ 
City: ___________________ State: ______ Zip: ______________ 

Phone: (      ) ____________________ Fax: (      ) ________________ Email: ___________________________ 

License No. (If applicable): _____________________________ 

License Classification (If applicable): _____________________________________ 
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APPENDIX IV: SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 
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SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 
Sample Only - Required Cost Proposal Template To Be Determined By Agency 

SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 1 

COST-PLUS-FIXED FEE  OR LUMP SUM OR FIRM FIXED PRICE CONTRACTS 

(DESIGN, ENGINEERING AND ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES) 
Note: Mark-ups are Not Allowed ☐ Prime Consultant ☐ Subconsultant ☐ 2nd Tier Subconsultant 

Consultant __________________________________________________________ 

Project No. _______________________  Contract No. ____________________ Date ____________________ 

DIRECT LABOR 

Classification/Title Name Hours Actual Hourly Rate Total 

____________________________ 
____________________________ 
____________________________ 
____________________________ 

________ 
________ 
________ 
________ 

LABOR COSTS 
a) Subtotal Direct Labor Costs _______________ 

b) Anticipated Salary Increases (see page 2 for calculation) _______________ 

c) TOTAL DIRECT LABOR COSTS [(a) + (b)] _______________ 
INDIRECT COSTS 
d) Fringe Benefits (Rate:  _____ ) e) Total Fringe Benefits [(c) x (d)] _______________ 
f) Overhead (Rate: _____ ) g) Overhead [(c) x (f)] _______________ 

h) General and Administrative (Rate: ___ __ ) i) Gen & Admin [(c) x (h)] _______________ 

j) TOTAL INDIRECT COSTS [(e) + (g) + (i)] _______________ 

FIXED FEE k) TOTAL FIXED FEE [(c) + (j)] x fixed fee ______ ] ______________ 

Description of Item Quantity Unit Unit Cost Total 

l) TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS 

m) SUBCONSULTANTS’ COSTS (Add additi

l) CONSULTANT’S OTHER DIRECT COSTS (ODC) – ITEMIZE (Add additional pages if necessary) 

onal pages if necessary) 
Subconsultant 1: 
Subconsultant 2: 
Subconsultant 3: 
Subconsultant 4: 

m) TOTAL SUBCONSULTANTS’ COSTS 

n) TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS INCLUDING SUBCONSULTANTS [(l)+(m)] ___________________ 

TOTAL COST [(c) + (j) + (k) + (n)] _____________________ 
NOTES: 
1. Key personnel must be marked with an asterisk (*) and employees that are subject to prevailing wage requirements must be marked 

with two asterisks (**). All costs must comply with the Federal cost principles. Subconsultants will provide their own cost proposals. 
2. The cost proposal format shall not be amended. Indirect cost rates shall be updated on an annual basis in accordance with the 

consultant’s annual accounting period and established by a cognizant agency or accepted by Caltrans. 
3. Anticipated salary increases calculation (page 2) must accompany. 

Page 1 of 3 

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

0.00% $ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

0.00%
0.00% $ 0.00

$ 0.00

0.00%

Mileage Costs $ 0.00
Equipment Rental and Supplies $ 0.00
Permit Fees $ 0.00
Plan Sheets $ 0.00
Test $ 0.00
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SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 
Sample Only - Required Cost Proposal Template To Be Determined By Agency 

SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 1 

COST-PLUS-FIXED FEE OR LUMP SUM OR FIRM FIXED PRICE CONTRACTS 

(CALCULATIONS FOR ANTICIPATED SALARY INCREASES) 

1. Calculate Average Hourly Rate for 1st year of the contract (Direct Labor Subtotal divided by total hours) 

Direct Labor Total Hours per Avg 5Year 
Subtotal per Cost Cost Proposal Hourly Contract 

Proposal Rate Duration 

=$250,000.00 500 $50.00 Year 1 Avg 
Hourly Rate 

2. Calculate hourly rate for all years (Increase the Average Hourly Rate for a year by proposed escalation%) 

Avg Hourly Rate Proposed Escalation 

Year 1 $50.00 + 2% = $51.00 Year 2 Avg Hourly Rate 
Year 2 $51.00 + 2% = $52.02 Year 3 Avg Hourly Rate 
Year 3 $52.02 + 2% = $53.06 Year 4 Avg Hourly Rate 
Year 4 $53.06 + 2% = $54.12 Year 5 Avg Hourly Rate 

3. Calculate estimated hours per year (Multiply estimate% each year by total hours) 

Estimated % Completed Total Hours per Cost Total Hours per 
Each Year Proposal Year 

Year 1 20.0% 5000 = 1000 Estimated Hours Year 1 
Year 2 400% 5000 = 2000 Estimated Hours Year 2 
Year 3 15.0% 5000 = 750 Estimated Hours Year 3 
Year 4 15.0% 5000 = 750 Estimated Hours Year 4 
Years 100% 5000 = 500 Estimated Hours Year 5 

Total 100% Total = 5000 

4. Calculate Total Costs including Escalation (Multiply Average Hourly Rate by the number of hours) 

Avg Hourly Rate Estimated hours Cost per 
(calculated above) (calculated above) Year 

Year 1 $50.00 1000 $50,000.00 Estimated Hours Year 1 = 
Year 2 $51.00 2000 $102,000.00 Estimated Hours Year 2 = 
Year 3 $52.02 750 $39,015.00 Estimated Hours Year 3 = 
Year 4 $53.06 750 $39,795.30 Estimated Hours Year 4 = 
Years $54.12 500 = $27,060.80 Estimated Hours Year 5 

Total Direct Labor Cost with Escalation $257,871.10= 
Direct Labor Subtotal before Escalation = $250,000.00 

Estimated total of Direct Labor Salary Transfer to Page 1 = 
Increase $7,871.10 

NOTES: 
1. This is not the only way to estimate salary increases. Other methods will be accepted if they clearly indicate the % 

increase, the# of years of the contract, and a breakdown of the labor to be performed each year. 

2. An estimation that is based on direct labor multiplied by salary increase % multiplied by the# of years is not 
acceptable. 
(i e. $250,000 x 2% x 5 yrs= $25,000 is not an acceptable methodology) 

3. This assumes that one year will be worked at the rate on the cost proposal before salary increases are granted. 
4. Calculations for anticipated salary escalation must be provided. 

Page 2 of 3 
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SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 
Sample Only - Required Cost Proposal Template To Be Determined By Agency 

SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 1 

Certification of Direct Costs: 

I, the undersigned, certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that all direct costs identified on the 
cost proposal{s) in this contract are actual, reasonable, allowable, and allocable to the contract in 
accordance with the contract terms and the following requirements: 

1. Generally Accepted Accounting Principles {GAAP) 
2. Terms and conditions of the contract 
3. Title 23 United States Code Section 112 - Letting of Contracts 
4. 48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 31 - Contract Cost Principles and Procedures 
5. 23 Code of Federal Regulations Part 172 - Procurement, Management, and 

Administration of Engineering and Design Related Service 
6. 48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 9904 - Cost Accounting Standards Board {when 

applicable) 

All costs must be applied consistently and fairly to all contracts. All documentation of compliance must 
be retained in the project files and be in compliance with applicable federal and state requirements. 
Costs that are noncompliant with the federal and state requirements are not eligible for reimbursement. 
Local governments are responsible for applying only cognizant agency approved or Caltrans accepted 
Indirect Cost Rate{s). 

Prime Consultant or Subconsultant Certifying: 

Name:_______________ Title*: 

Signature:_ _ _ _  __ _ __ __ Date of Certification {mm/dd/yyyy): _____ 

_______ Phone Number:Email: ______ _ _ 

Address:_________________________________ 

*An individual executive or financial officer of the consultant's or subconsultant's organization at 
a level no lower than a Vice President or a Chief Financial Officer, or equivalent, who has 
authority to represent the financial information utilized to establish the cost proposal for the 
contract. 

List services the consultant is providinq under the proposed contract: 

Page 3 of 3 

$ 0.00
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APPENDIX V: COUNTY PLANNING SCHEDULE 
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ID Task Name Duration Start Finish

1 CONSULTANT SELECTION 136 days 11/27/25 6/4/26
11 ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS 650 days 8/28/26 2/22/29
14 DESIGN & PERMITTING 1160 days 6/5/26 11/14/30
25 RIGHT OF WAY 390 days 2/23/29 8/22/30
27 CONSTRUCTON 540 days 11/15/30 12/9/32
33 PROJECT COMPLETE 0 days 12/9/32 12/9/32 12/9

H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2
2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033

Appendix V: Planning Schedule
RFP No. 10964 Bridge Design Services

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement
County Project No. 1181

December 4, 2025 Page 1 of 1 County of Monterey PWFP
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APPENDIX VI: SAMPLE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

The COUNTY of Monterey Agreement for Professional Services with Surveyors, Architects, 
Engineers & Design Professionals with all terms and conditions may be viewed at: 
https://www.COUNTYofmonterey.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/139258/638779912688970
000 
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APPENDIX VII: SPECIFIC ENVIRONMENTAL REQUIREMENTS 
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1

Rauber, Erich

From: Vidal, Kelso J@DOT <kelso.vidal@dot.ca.gov>
Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 11:02 AM
To: Rauber, Erich; Oyama, Kyle
Cc: Rizo, Edgard; Garrett, Diana@DOT; Saavedra, Enrique M.
Subject: PES form for Boronda Bridge 5944 (150)
Attachments: 5943 (150) _Boronda_PESv2.pdf; Caltrans D5 Local Assistance Cultural Resources Requirements.pdf; 

106 Compliance for Native American Consultation.pdf; D5NMFSPBO_Checklist_Template_
2025-06.docx; D5NMFSPBO_Notification_Template_2025-06.docx

 

This Message Is From an External Sender  

[CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe.]  

 

Hello Kyle, 
I was directed to provide more detail to Local Agencies/ consultants so there is 
less deviation from what Caltrans requires. Any questions or clarity needed, just 
reach out.  Please sign the page 9 of the PES and return at your convenience. 
Thanks- kelso 
 
Attached is a signed Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) form for the 
proposed Boronda Bridge Replacement project; 5944 (150). As indicated on 
the PES form, the following studies (or memos) will need to be prepared and 
provided to Caltrans for review and approval. The studies must include all areas 
of construction including temporary access, staging, utility relocations, detours, 
mitigation, etc. To assist the County with obtaining NEPA clearance,  Caltrans 
has applied Standard Provisions to a few resources to avoid the need for a 
memo/report (p 11 & 12). Below is a list of memo/reports that will be required: 
 
 
Traffic Memo 

A traffic memo is being requested because the proposed project is adding a new traffic 
lane to the bridge. A memo to analyze traffic impacts is required. This memo should justify 
how the AADT will or will not increase at this location. In addition, this memo should discuss 
any queuing or lack of. This memo should be no longer than 12 pages. This memo could also 
reference any traffic report analysis completed for the project. 

 
 Noise Memo:   
 
Temporary noise impacts from construction should be evaluated with findings reported in a 
technical memorandum. Include dB rating for that equipment (bulldozer, pile driving ect), 
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using those values and distance to the sensitive receptor, and provide appx dB level the 
receptor may experience during construction. 
 
In addition, this project is constructing a bridge with an additional lane which may introduce 
permanent traffic noise closer to a sensitive receptor/s.  This memo must capture the 
location of sensitive receptors (residences, school, place of worship) and provide a justified 
conclusion if future noise levels will exceed existing levels by 12dB +, or approach/ exceeds 
noise abatement criteria.  This noise memo should be limited to twelve pages. The outline for 
a resource memo should have the following headings : 1) Project name, FPN and brief 
project description  2) Affected Environment   3) Environmental Consequences 4) Avoidance 
and Minimization measures 5) attached mapping.  
 
 
Floodplain   

The FIRM map confirms the project is within the base floodplain (100-year) of Carmel 
River.  An analysis must be conducted to verify if the new structure will or will not impact the 
base floodplain. A Location Hydraulic Study (LHS) is required to evaluate potential impacts to 
the base floodplain. The template for the LHS is attached.  
 

• This project also requires a Summary Floodplain Encroachment Report (SFER). The SFER is 
based on results of the LHS’s impact(s) on the base floodplain.  If the LHS concludes 
that there is no encroachment and or minimal impact, a SFER is completed. A 
template for the SFER is attached.   

 
 
Biological Resources (Section 7):   
 
The regulatory agencies USFWS and NMFS have approved use of the Programmatic 
Biological Assessments (PBA) and have issued Programmatic Biological Opinions (PBO) which 
can accelerate the Section 7 consultation process.  These PBOs are applicable for many 
Local Assistance projects that involve CRLF, Smiths Blue, and Steelhead/ cohos. To confirm 
eligibility, these Regulatory agencies require worksheets (attached) to be completed and 
returned to Caltrans for verification. In situations where the PBO is not applicable, then a 
Biological Assessment (BA) will need to be submitted.     
 

• Wetland delineation and permitting is legally mandated if wetland presence is 
determined on a property and may be impacted by development. This report is 
submitted to USACE for Section 404 permitting.  

• In addition, a species list must be generated through USFWS’ iPac database. If the 
search results identify a federally listed species with a likelihood of existing at (or near) 
the project location, then a Biological Assessment will be required.  

The BA templates can be found at the link below. Note: USFWS and NMFS require different 
formatted documents. 
  
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/environmental-analysis/documents/ser/usfws-ct-
chklist-a11y.docx  
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https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/environmental-analysis/documents/ser/nmfs-ba-chklst-
a11y.docx  
 
 
Visual Impact Assessment:   
 
The result from the Visual Questionnaire determines the level of analysis. Based on the visual 
point value associated with this project, which was 21 points, it is recommended a memo be 
prepared. A resource memo should be limited to no more than twelve pages. Simulations 
are not required for this level of analysis. Please refer to the link below for the Visual Memo 
template.  
 
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/design/documents/via-memo-annotated-outline-a11y.docx  
 
 
 
Cultural Resources (Section 106) see attached guidance.  

  
Caltrans is responsible for environmental review, consultation, and coordination on this 
project, as assigned by FHW A pursuant to 23 USC 326. The environmental document to be 
prepared would be a Categorical Exclusion (CE) Determination with required technical 
studies. Caltrans will prepare the NEPA environmental determination when the requested 
environmental reports/ memos have been submitted and deemed complete. Once the 
NEPA CE is issued, note that your agency is still required to provide the following when 
available:  

  
• Permits  
• Regulatory (waters) permits & supporting biological documentation 
• Environmental Commitments Record (ECR)  
• Mitigation monitoring or final reports  
 

You are welcome to contact me if you have any questions regarding the environmental 
requirements for this project. I can be reached at (805) 478-8952 or kelso.vidal@dot.ca.gov   
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 6-A 
 Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 

 Page 1 of 12 
 January 2021 

EXHIBIT 6-A  PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY (PES) 

Federal Project No.: BRLO-5944 (150)   ID#0524000014 Final Design: 
(Federal Program Prefix-Project No., Agreement No.) (Expected Start Date) 

To: Diana Garrett From: Monterey County 
(District Local Assistance Engineer) (Local Agency) 

D5 San Luis Obispo Kyle Oyama 
(District) (Project Manager’s Name and Telephone No.) 

50 Higuera St, SLO, CA 93401 1441 Schilling Place, Salinas, CA 93901 
(Address) (Address) 

Diana.garrett@dot.ca.gov oyamak@co.monterey.ca.us 

(Email Address) (Email Address) 

Is this Project “ON” the  Yes 
State Highway System?  No 

IF YES, STOP HERE and contact the District Local Assistance Engineer 
regarding the completion of other environmental documentation. 

Federal State Transportation Improvement Program 
(FSTIP)  

https://dot.ca.gov/programs/financial-programming/office-
of-federal-programming-data-management-ofpdm 

(Currently Adopted Plan Date) (Page No.___ attach to this form) 

Programming 
for FSTIP: 

Preliminary Engineering Right of Way Construction 
$  $ $ 

(Fiscal Year)  (Dollars) (Fiscal Year) (Dollars) (Fiscal Year) (Dollars) 

Project Description as Shown in RTP and FSTIP: 

Detailed Project Description:  
The bridge is approximately 12.5’ wide consisting of one 9 wide travel lane and 1.75’wide curbs on each side of the lane. 
The existing bridge width and railing do not meet current standards. The narrow width of the bridge does not safely 
permit pedestrian and vehicle access simultaneously, resulting in vehicles waiting for pedestrians to cross the bridge 
before traversing. In addition, emergency vehicles can not cross. Project will remove the bridge and abutments. New 
bridge style TBD. New bridge will be appx 30-feet wide to accommodate two lanes.

Preliminary Design Information: 
Does the project involve any of the following?  Please check the appropriate boxes and delineate on an attached map, 
plan, or layout including any additional pertinent information. 

Yes No Yes No Yes No 
Widen existing roadway Ground disturbance Easements 
Increase number of through lanes Road cut/fill Equipment staging  
New alignment Excavation:  anticipated Temporary access road/detour 
Capacity increasing—other maximum depth    Utility relocation 
(e.g., channelization) Right of way acquisition 

Drainage/culverts (if yes, attach map with APN) 
Realignment Flooding protection 
Ramp or street closure Stream channel work Disposal/borrow sites 
Bridge work 

Pile driving Part of larger adjacent project 
Vegetation removal 
Tree removal Demolition Railroad 
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                       January 2021 
 

Required Attachments: 
 

 Regional map  Project location map  Project footprint map (existing/proposed right of way) 
 

 Engineering drawings (existing and proposed cross sections), if available  Borrow/disposal site location map, if applicable 
(Note: all maps (except project location map and regional maps) should be consistent with the project description (minimum scale: 1" = 200').) 
 

 GeoTracker Printout for Hazardous Materials (http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/).  
  

 Federal Threatened and Endangered Species List from USFWS (http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/). 
 

 Federal Threatened and Endangered Species List from NMFS (http://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/maps/data/california species 
listtools.html). 
 

 Current Photos of Project Site   FEMA map  VIA Questionnaire  
 

Examine the project for potential effects on the environment, direct or indirect and answer the following questions.  
The “construction area,” as specified below, includes all areas of ground disturbance associated with the project, 
including staging and stockpiling areas and temporary access roads. 

Each answer must be briefly documented on the “Notes” pages at the end of the PES Form. 

A. Potential Environmental Effects Yes To Be 
Determined 

No 

General    

1. Will the project require future construction to fully utilize the design capabilities included in the 
proposed project? 

   

2. Will the project generate public controversy?    

Noise    

3. Is the project a Type I project as defined in 23 CFR 772.5(h); “construction on new location or the 
physical alteration of an existing highway, which significantly changes either the horizontal or 
vertical alignment or increases the number of through-traffic lanes”? 

   

4. Does the project have the potential for adverse construction-related noise impact 
(such as related to pile driving)? 

   

Air Quality    

5. Is the project in a NAAQS non-attainment or maintenance area?    

6. Is the project exempt from the requirement that a conformity determination be made? (If “Yes,” state 
which conformity exemption in 40 CFR 93.126, or 40 CFR 93.128 

        (check one box below and identify the project type if applicable):  

        40 CFR 93.126            40 CFR 93.128             Project type: _________  
 

   

7. Is the project exempt from regional conformity?  (If “Yes,” state which conformity exemption in 40 
CFR 93.127, Table 3 applies):        

   

8. If project is not exempt from regional conformity, (If “No” on Question #7) 
        Is project in a metropolitan non-attainment/maintenance area? 
        Is  project in an isolated rural non-attainment area?  
        Is project in a CO, PM10 and/or PM2.5 non-attainment/maintenance area? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Hazardous Materials/Hazardous Waste    

9. Is there potential for hazardous materials (including underground or aboveground tanks, etc.) or 
hazardous waste (including oil/water separators, waste oil, asbestos-containing material, lead-based 
paint, ADL, etc.) within or immediately adjacent to the construction area? 

   

Water Quality/Resources    

10. Does the project have the potential to impact water resources (rivers, streams, bays, inlets, lakes, 
drainage sloughs) within or immediately adjacent to the project area? 
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11. Is the project within a designated sole-source aquifer?    

Coastal Zone    

12. Is the project within the State Coastal Zone, San Francisco Bay, or Suisun Marsh?    

Floodplain    

13. Is the construction area located within a regulatory floodway or within the base floodplain (100-year) 
elevation of a watercourse or lake? 

   

Wild and Scenic Rivers    

14. Is the project within or immediately adjacent to a Wild and Scenic River System?    

Biological Resources    

15. Is there a potential for federally listed threatened or endangered species, or their critical habitat or 
essential fish habitat to occur within or adjacent to the construction area? 

   

16. Does the project have the potential to directly or indirectly affect migratory birds, or their nests or 
eggs (such as vegetation removal, box culvert replacement/repair, bridge work, etc.)? 

   

17. Is there a potential for wetlands to occur within or adjacent to the construction area?    

18. Is there a potential for agricultural wetlands to occur within or adjacent to the construction area?    

19. Is there a potential for the introduction or spread of invasive plant species?    

Sections 4(f) and 6(f)    

20. Are there any historic sites or publicly owned public parks, recreation areas, wildlife or waterfowl 
refuges (Section 4[f]) within or immediately adjacent to the construction area? 

   

21. Does the project have the potential to affect properties acquired or improved with Land and Water 
Conservation Fund Act (Section 6[f]) funds? 

   

Visual Resources    
22. Does the project have the potential to affect any visual or scenic resources?    

Relocation Impacts    
23. Will the project require the relocation of residential or business properties? 
        (If the answer to questions 23-32 is “yes,” then Title VI Implementation and outreach may be triggered) 

   

Land Use, Community, and Farmland Impacts    

24. Will the project require any right of way, including partial or full takes?  Consider construction 
easements and utility relocations. 

   

25. Is the project inconsistent with plans and goals adopted by the community?    

26. Does the project have the potential to divide or disrupt neighborhoods/communities?    

27. Does the project have the potential to disproportionately affect low-income and minority 
populations? 

   

28. Will the project require the relocation of public utilities?    

29. Will the project affect access to properties or roadways?    

30. Will the project involve changes in access control to the State Highway System (SHS)?    

31. Will the project involve the use of a temporary road, detour, or ramp closure?    

32. Will the project reduce available parking?    

33. Will the project construction encroach on state or federal lands?    

34. Will the project convert any farmland to a different use or impact any farmlands?    

Cultural Resources    

35. Is there National Register listed, or potentially eligible historic properties, or archaeological 
resources within or immediately adjacent to the construction area? 
(Note: Caltrans PQS answers question #35 ) 

   

36. Is the project adjacent to, or would it encroach on Tribal land?    
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For Sections B, C, and D, check appropriate box to indicate required technical studies, coordination, permits, or approvals.  

B. Required Technical Studies 
and Analyses 

C. Coordination D. Anticipated 
Actions/Permits/Approvals 

 Traffic     

 Check one:     

  Traffic Study  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

 Noise     

 Check as applicable:     

  Traffic Related     

  Construction Related     

  
Check one: 

    

  Noise Study Report  Caltrans  Approval 

  NADR  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

 Air Quality     

 Check as applicable:     

  Traffic Related     

  Construction Related     

 Check one:     

  Air Quality Report  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

   FHWA  Conformity Finding (23 USC 327  CEs, 
EAs, EISs) 

   Caltrans  Conformity Finding ( 23 USC 326 CEs) 

   Regional Agency  PM10/PM2.5 Interagency Consultation 

 Hazardous Materials/     

 Hazardous Waste     

 Check as applicable:     

  Initial Site Assessment 
(Phase 1) 

 Caltrans  Approval 

  Preliminary Site Assessment 
(Phase 2) 

 Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

   Cal EPA DTSC  Review Database 

   Local Agency  Review Database 

 Water Quality/Resources     

 Check as applicable:     

  Water Quality Assess. Report  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

 Sole-Source Aquifer     

 (Districts 5, 6 and 11)  EPA (S.F. Regional Office)  Approval of Analysis in ED 

 Coastal Zone  CCC  Coastal Zone Consistency Determination 
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B. Required Technical Studies
and Analyses

C. Coordination D. Anticipated
Actions/Permits/Approvals

Floodplain 

Check as applicable: 

 Location Hydraulic Study Caltrans Approval 

 Floodplain Evaluation Report Caltrans Approval 

Summary Floodplain 
Encroachment Report 

Caltrans Approval 

Caltrans Only Practicable Alternative Finding 

FHWA Approves significant encroachments and 
concurs in Only Practicable Alternative 
Findings  

Wild and Scenic Rivers 

River Managing Agency Wild and Scenic Rivers Determination 

Biological Resources 

Check as applicable: 

 NES, Minimal Impact Caltrans Approval 

 NES 

 BA Caltrans Approves for Consultation 

USFWS Section 7 Informal/Formal Consultation 

NOAA Fisheries 

 EFH Evaluation NOAA Fisheries MSA Consultation 

 Bio-Acoustic Evaluation NOAA Fisheries Approval 

 Technical Memorandum Caltrans Approval 

Wetlands 

Check as applicable: 

 WD and Assessment Caltrans Approval 

ACOE Wetland Verification 

NRCS Agricultural Wetland Verification 

Caltrans Wetlands Only Practicable Alternative 
Finding 

Invasive Plants 

 Discussion in ED Only Caltrans Approval 

Section 4(f) 

Check as applicable: 

Caltrans Determine Temporary Occupancy 

 De minimis Caltrans De minimis finding 

 Programmatic 4(f) Evaluation Caltrans Approval 

Type: ___________________ 

 Individual 4(f) Evaluation Caltrans Approval 

Agency with Jurisdiction 

SHPO 

DOI 

HUD 

USDA 

B. Required Technical Studies
and Analyses

C. Coordination D. Anticipated
Actions/Permits/Approvals

If driving piles
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 Section 6(f)     

   Agency with Jurisdiction   

   NPS  Determines Consistency with Long-Term 
Management Plan 

   NPS  Approves Conversion 

 Visual Resources     

   Technical Memorandum   Caltrans  Approval 

  Minor VIA   Caltrans  Approval 

  Moderate VIA  Caltrans  Approval 

  Advance/Complex VIA  Caltrans  Approval 

 Relocation Impacts     

 Check one:     

  Relocation Impact Memo  Caltrans  Approval 

  Relocation Impact Study  Caltrans  Approval 

  Relocation Impact Report  Caltrans  Approval 

 Land Use and     

 Community Impacts     

 Check one:     

  CIA  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

 Construction/Encroachment     

 on State Lands     

 Check as applicable:     

  SLC Jurisdiction  SLC  SLC Lease 

  Caltrans Jurisdiction  Caltrans  Encroachment Permit 

  SP Jurisdiction  SP  Encroachment Permit 

 Construction/Encroachment     

 on Federal Lands     

   Federal Agency with 
Jurisdiction 

 Encroachment Permit 

 Construction/Encroachment  
On Indian Trust Lands 

 Bureau of Indian Affairs  Right of Way Permit 

 Farmlands     

 Check one:     

  CIA  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

 Check as applicable:     

  Form AD 1006  NRCS  Approves Conversion 

   CDOC  Approves Conversion 

  Conversion to Non-Agri Use  ACOE   
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B.   Required Technical Studies 
and Analyses 

C. Coordination D. Anticipated Actions/Permits/ 
Approvals 

 Cultural Resources      

 (PQS completes this section)     

      

   Caltrans PQS  Screened Undertaking 

  APE Map  Caltrans PQS and DLAE  Approves APE Map 

   Local Preservation Groups 
and/or Native American 
Tribes 

 Provides Comments Regarding Concerns 
with Project 

  HPSR  Caltrans  Approves for Consultation 

   ASR      

   HRER     

      
  Finding of Effect Report  Caltrans  Concurs on No Effect, No Adverse Effect 

with Standard Conditions 

   SHPO  Letter of Concurrence on Eligibility, No 
Adverse Effect without Standard 

  MOA  Caltrans  Approves MOA 

   SHPO  Approves MOA 

   ACHP (if requested)  Approves MOA 

 Permits     

 Copies of permits and a list of   ACOE  Section 404 Nationwide Permit 

 mitigation commitments are  ACOE  Section 404 Individual Permit 

 mandatory submittals following   Caltrans/ACOE/EPA  NEPA/404 Integration MOU 

 NEPA approval.  USFWS   

   NOAA Fisheries   

   ACOE  Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 Permit 

   USCG  USCG Bridge Permit 

   RWQCB  Section 401 Water Quality Certification 

   CDFW  Section 1602 Streambed Alteration 
Agreement 

   RWQCB  NPDES Permit 

   CCC  Coastal Zone Permit 

   Local Agency   

   BCDC  BCDC Permit 

Notes: Additional studies may be required for other federal agencies. 

Docusign Envelope ID: 45808F69-9ED4-43BB-B43B-DBB96E216DF7

159



Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 6-A 
    Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 

 

 
          Page 8 of 12 

                       January 2021 
 

 
ACHP = Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
ACOE = U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
ADL = Aerially Deposited Lead 
APE = Area of Potential Effect 
APN = Assessor Parcel Number 
ASR = Archaeological Survey Report 
BA = Biological Assessment 
BCDC = Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
BE = Biological Evaluation 
BO = Biological Opinion 
Cal EPA = California Environmental Protection Agency 
CCC = California Coastal Commission 
CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife  
CDOC = California Department of Conservation 
CE = Categorical Exclusion 
CIA = Community Impact Assessment 
CWA = Clean Water Act 
DLAE = District Local Assistance Engineer 
DOI = U.S. Department of Interior 
DTSC = Department of Toxic Substances Control 
EA = Environmental Assessment 
ED = Environmental Document 
EFH = Essential Fish Habitat 
EIS = Environmental Impact Statement 
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
FEMA = Federal Emergency Management Agency 
FHWA = Federal Highway Administration 
FONSI      = Finding of No Significant Impacted  
FTIP         =    Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
HPSR = Historic Property Survey Report 

 
HRER = Historical Resources Evaluation Report 
HUD = U.S. Housing and Urban Development 
MOA = Memorandum of Agreement 
MSA = Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and  

  Management Act 
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act 
NADR = Noise Abatement Decision Report 
NES = Natural Environment Study 
NHPA      =    National Historic Preservation Act 
NOAA = National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
NMFS  National Marine Fisheries Service 
NPDES = National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
NPS = National Park Service 
NRCS = Natural Resources Conservation Service 
PM10 = Particulate Matter 10 Microns in Diameter or Less 
PM2.5 = Particulate Matter 2.5 Microns in Diameter or Less 
PMP         =    Project Management Plan 
PQS = Professionally Qualified Staff 
ROD = Record of Decision 
RTIP = Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
RTP = Regional Transportation Plan 
RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board 
SER = Standard Environmental Reference 
SEP = Senior Environmental Planner 
SHPO = State Historic Preservation Officer 
SLC = State Lands Commission 
SP = State Parks 
TIP = Transportation Improvement Program 
USCG = U.S. Coast Guard 
USDA = U.S. Department of Agriculture 
USFWS = U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
WD = Wetland Delineation 
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Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 

E. Preliminary Environmental Document Classification (NEPA) 
Based on the evaluation of the project, the environmental document to be developed should be: 

Check one: 

D Environmental Impact Statement (Note: Engagement with participating agencies in accordance with 23 USC 139 required) 

D Compliance with 23 USC 139 regarding Participating Agencies required 

D Complex Environmental Assessment 

Ill Routine Environmental Assessment 

D Categorical Exclusion without required technical studies. 

D Categorical Exclusion with required technical studies 

(if Categorical Exclusion is selected, check one of the following): 

Ill Section 23 USC 326 

llJ23 CFR 771 activity ( c )(_) 

023 CFR 771 activity ( d) (_) 

□Activity __ listed in the Section 23 USC 326 

D Section 23 USC 327 

F. Public Availability and Public Hearing 
Check as applicable: 

Ill Not Required 

D Notice of Availability of Environmental Document 

D Public Meeting 

D Notice of Opportunity for a Public Hearing 

D Public Hearing Required 

G. Signatures 

Local Agency Staff and/or Consultant Signature 

(Signature of Preparer) 

(Name) 

Local Agency Project Engineer Signature 

(Date) (Telephone No.) 

This document was prepared under my supervision, according to the Local Assistance Procedures Manual, Exhibit 6-B, 
"Instructions for Completing the Preliminary Environmental Study Form." 

(Signature of Local Agency) (Date) (Telephone No.) 

Page 9 of12 
January 2021 
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Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 

Caltrans District Professionally Qualified Staff (PQS) Signature 

D Project does not meet defmition of an "undertaking"; no further review is necessary under Section 106 ("No" Section A, 
#35). 

D Project is limited to the type of activity listed in Attachment 2 of the Section 106 PA and based on the information 
provided in the PES Form, the project does not have the potential to affect historic properties ("No" Section A, #35). 

D Project is limited to the type of activity listed in Attachment 2 of the Section 106 PA, but the following additional 
procedures or information is needed to determine the potential for effect ("To Be Determined" Section A, #35): 

D Records Search D _______ D _______ D ______ _ 
D Project meets the defmition of an "undertaking"; all properties in the project area are exempt from evaluation per 

Attachment 4 of the Section 106 PA ("No" Section A, #35). 

[Z] The proposed undertaking is considered to have the potential to affect historic properties; further studies for 106 
compliance are indicated in Sections B, C, and D of this PES Form ("Yes" Section A, #35). 

10/01/2025 805-458-1238 

(Signature of Professionally Qualified Sta.fl) (Date) (Telephone No.) 

The following signatures are required for all CEs, routine and complex EAs, and EISs: 

Caltrans District Senior Environmental Planner (or Designee) and DLAE Signatures 

I have reviewed this Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form and determined that the submittal is complete and 
sufficient. I concur with the studies to be performed and the recommended NEPA Class of Action. 

(Signature of Senior Environmental Planner or Designee) (Date) (Telephone No.) 

(Name) 

(Signature of District Local Assistance Engineer or Designee) (Date) (Telephone No.) 

(Name) 

D HQ DEA Environmental Coordinator concurrence . Email concurrence attached. -----------
(date) 

Page 10 of12 
January 2021 

10/24/25 805-478-8952

10/30/25 805-406-4046

Diana Garrett
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A achment A: Notes to Support the Conclusions of the PES Form 

No, the project will not require future construc on to fully u lize the design capabili es of the
proposed project.

No, generate public controversy on environmental grounds.
The will perform outreach to the community throughout the life of the project.

No, the project is not considered a Type 1 project as de ned in 23 CFR 772.5(h).

Yes, the project has the poten al for adverse construc on related noise impacts to the surrounding
residen al neighborhood. Construc on will only occur during the allowable day me
construc on hours and will comply with all applicable local noise ordinances and regula ons. The
C will ensure the project plans and speci ca ons incorporate Sec on 14 8 of the
Caltrans Standard Speci ca ons (Noise Control).

No, the project is not in a NAAQS non a ainment or maintenance area.

No, the project is not exempt from the requirement that a conformity determina on be made.

No, the project is not exempt from regional conformity.

No, the project is not in a metropolitan non a ainment/maintenance area, is not in an isolated rural
non a ainment area, and is not in a CO, PM10 and/or PM2.5 non a ainment/maintenance area.

Yes, there is poten al for hazardous materials/waste within or immediately adjacent to the
construc on area. ill test the exis ng bridge for lead based paint and asbestos
containing material and if present will incorporate appropriate provisions into the contract
speci ca ons

Yes, the project has the poten al to impact Creek. The C will ensure the project plans
and speci ca ons incorporate Sec on 13, Water Pollu on Control, of the Caltrans Standard
Speci ca ons, implement BMPS, and require a Stormwater Pollu on Preven on Plan or Water
Pollu on Control Plan be prepared. The project will also comply with the water quality protec on
measures required by regulatory permi ng agencies.

No, the project is not within a designated sole source aquifer.

No, the project is not within the State Coastal Zone, San Francisco Bay, or Suisun Marsh.

Yes, the project is within the 100 year oodplain of Creek.

No, the project not within or immediately adjacent to a Wild and Scenic River System.

Yes, there is a poten al for the following federally listed species to occur: California reg legged frog,
western pond turtle, and steelhead.

Yes, there is poten al for the project to a ect migratory birds (or their nests or eggs) due to
vegeta on removal and bridge work. Vegeta on will take place outside of nes ng bird season
if possible. If vegeta on removal takes place during nes ng bird season, a biologist will
conduct a nes ng bird survey in the 7 days prior to removal. If ac ve nests are found, a no work
bu er surrounding the nest will be determined in consulta on with CDFW. The no work bu er
will remain in place un l the biologist has con rmed the young are foraging independently or the
nest has failed.

Yes, there is poten al for wetlands to occur within or adjacent to the construc on area.

14-9.02 and 14-11.08 and 14-11.09 and 14- 11.16
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No, there is no poten al for agricultural wetlands to occur within or adjacent to the construc on
area.

Yes, there is poten al for the introduc on of invasive plant species at the project site, however the
plans and speci ca ons will require that all BMPs and landscaping materials be free of
invasive species. If invasive species are found at the project site they will be properly disposed of.

No, there are no historic sites or publicly owned public parks, recrea on areas, or wildlife or
waterfowl refuges (Sec on 4[f]) within or immediately adjacent to the construc on area.

No, the project does not have the poten al to a ect proper es acquired or improved with Land and
Water Conserva on Fund Act (Sec on 6[f]) funds.

 Yes. Based on the Attached  , minor visual changes are anticipated to occur.

No, the project will not require the reloca on of residen al or business proper es.

temporary construc on easements.

No, the project is not inconsistent with plans and goals adopted by the community.

No, the project does not have the poten al to divide or disrupt neighborhoods/communi es.

No, the project does not have the poten al to dispropor onately a ect low income and
minority popula ons.

Yes, the project will require the reloca on of the following public u li es: water, sewer, gas,
electrical, and telephone.

Yes, the project will temporarily a ect access to proper es or roadways. Vehicle, pedestrian,
and bicycle access to the adjacent proper es will be maintained apart from brief periods
necessary to facilitate construc on. The C will provide advance no ca on of the construc on
work schedule to the community and stakeholders. A tra c control plan will be incorporated into the

plans and speci ca ons. All tra c control devices will comply with the California Manual
on Uniform Tra c Control Devices.

No, the project will not involve changes in access control to the State Highway System.

Th

The project will not permanently reduce the available parking.

No, the project construc on will not encroach on state or federal lands.

No, the project will not convert any farmland to a di erent use or impact any farmlands.

A por on of the

roject is not adjacent to Tribal land.

Yes,
elec

Minor public concern may be expected. A Visual Memo is appropriate in this situation. Visual 
simulations are not necessary. Memo should be restricted to appx 10 pages.
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Caltrans District 5 Local Assistance Environmental 

 Section 106 Documentation 
 

1 
 Revision Date: August 28, 2024 

Introduction 

This information is being provided to you because this project has the potential to affect historic 

properties1 (see PES form).  

The Local Agency will need to hire qualified Cultural Resources consultants to prepare documents for 

compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (as amended) (NHPA) 

and Caltrans Programmatic Agreement (PA) with the Federal Highway Administration, California State 

Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.  

Guidance for consultant qualifications can be found online at Caltrans’ Standard Environmental 

Reference website (Volume 2, Chapter 1, Section 1.3.7). 

Guidance for completing Section 106 documents may also be found online at Caltrans’ Standard 

Environmental Reference website. Conformity to Caltrans’ templates for all documentation is required. 

Moreover, all Section 106 documentation will require review by Caltrans Professionally Qualified Staff 

(PQS). 

In Section B of the PES form, PQS have identified which Cultural Resources studies will be required for 

this project. Note that this is a preliminary opinion and may change as more project description and 

Cultural Resources information becomes available.  

 

Area of Potential Effects (APE) Map 

The first step in the process is to prepare a map showing the Area of Potential Effects (APE). The APE 

map may be prepared and submitted for review ahead of the Cultural Resources consultants starting 

work. 

The APE map depicts the area that will be potentially affected by the project, including but not limited 

to, staging areas, access roads, utility relocation, temporary bridges, right-of-way acquisition and 

temporary construction easements2. Under direction of the PQS, the APE map should include the 

boundary of historic resources that are located within or immediately adjacent to the project area. 

The primary number, trinomial, or designation should be listed.  

The map should be plotted on an aerial photograph or other base at a scale of approximately 1 inch 

= 200 ft. A maximum size of 11 inches by 17 inches is preferred, using multiple sheets as necessary. 

Typically, one APE line is depicted that includes all areas of direct impact, the entirety of all parcels 

from which there will be a right-of-way acquisition or temporary easement for construction or detour, 

and the boundary of any architectural history or archaeological properties. In addition to the APE 

boundary, and location of historic properties, the Area of Direct Impact should be delineated.  

The APE map should have a title block that includes the project name, federal ID number, and three 

signature lines: Caltrans PQS, Local Assistance Engineer, and Local Agency Representative.  

 
1 Historic Properties are defined as properties listed in, or meet the criteria for listing in, the National Register of Historic Places   
2 A fuller explanation of the APE map delineation requirements can be found in the PA Attachment 3,  
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Caltrans will review and sign the APE map prior to reviewing studies as the APE map informs these 

reports. However, note that if historic properties are identified or the project scope changes, the APE 

map may require revision.  

Cultural Resource Reports 

Following completion of the APE map, Cultural Resources studies will need to be prepared by your 

consultants for submission to Caltrans3. At this time, your archaeological consultant should complete a 

records search and Sacred Lands File (SLF) search. Once results are received, please transmit to the 

assigned Environmental Planner. The Local Assistance Archaeologist will then initiate consultation with 

Native American tribes under Section 106. Refer to the Caltrans District 5 Local Assistance 

Environmental Section 106 Compliance for Native American Consultation document for further 

information. 

Please follow the PES form or any subsequent advice from Caltrans PQS regarding what studies are 

required. The different reports are summarized below. Additionally, Figure 1 overleaf provides a flow 

chart of how the Section 106 process may be navigated.  

Archaeological Survey Report (ASR), Exhibit 5.1* 

Written by a professionally-qualified archaeologist, this report documents the efforts to identify 

archaeological resources within the Archaeological APE. It will also document the required Native 

American outreach efforts.  

Historic Resource Evaluation Report (HRER), Exhibit 6.2* 

Written by a professionally qualified architectural historian, this report documents the efforts to 

identify and evaluate built environment resources for the National Register of Historic Places within 

the Architectural APE. Each evaluation requires its own DPR form4 appended to the HRER. After 

District review, this requires a 30-day review at SHPO. 

When there are no resources requiring evaluation, the HRER will not be required. Caltrans PQS are 

available to confirm to your consultants whether resources may be exempted from evaluation or 

when historic evaluations are simple enough that DPR forms can be submitted without a HRER. 

Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR), Exhibit 2.6* 

The HPSR serves as a summary report, to which the ASR and HRER, along with additional 

documentation defined below, are attached. Please use the HPSR short form. 

*Exhibits can be found on the Caltrans SER website at https://dot.ca.gov/programs/environmental-

analysis/standard-environmental-reference-ser/volume-2-cultural-resources 

 
3 Reports should not be submitted until the APE map is signed by Caltrans 
4 Department of Parks and Recreation 523 Form 
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Figure 1: Flow Chart showing Section 106 process 
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XPI Proposal, Testing and Report, Exhibits 5.2 & 5.3* 

An Extended Phase I (XPI) identifies archaeological resources through sub-surface testing. This may 

be required to confirm the presence or absence of a site(s), to define site boundaries or in areas 

of high sensitivity for buried archaeological deposits.  A proposal (Exhibit 5.2) explaining and 

describing the field methods to be used needs to be approved by Caltrans PQS prior to any testing. 

A report (Exhibit 5.3) on the results will then be prepared and submitted for Caltrans PQS review.   

Archaeological Evaluation Report (AER), Exhibits 5.4 & 5.5* 

The Archaeological Evaluation Report, also known as Phase II, provides the basis for determining 

whether an archaeological site is eligible for inclusion in the National Register. A proposal (Exhibit 

5.4) describing the methods of evaluation needs to be approved by Caltrans PQS. The report 

(Exhibit 5.5) will then present the results of the excavation and provide recommendations on the 

eligibility of the site.     

Data Recovery, Exhibits 5.6, 5.7, & 5.8* 

Data Recovery is warranted as a mitigation measure when the project is assumed to or will have 

an adverse effect to an archaeological site. A Data Recovery Plan (DRP) (Exhibit 5.6) is a technical 

appendix to a FAE and/or a MOA. The purpose of a Data Recovery Plan is to demonstrate that 

Caltrans’ level of effort appears justified, and the expected costs are not unreasonable. The 

Archaeological Data Recovery Proposal (Exhibit 5.7), also referred to as a Phase III Proposal, is 

different from the DRP in that it builds on the DRP research design and provides a work plan with 

more detailed information concerning project schedule, personnel, and cost. An Archaeological 

Data Recovery Report (Exhibit 5.8), also referred to as a Phase III Report, serves to communicate 

data recovery findings.  

Post-Review Discovery Plan, Exhibits 5.11 & 5.12* 

A Discovery Plan (Exhibit 5.11) is appropriate if the potential for discovery of cultural resources 

during construction is likely and outlines the process that Caltrans and the Local Agency will 

implement to address potential adverse effect in the event that such resources are encountered. 

It is also possible to conduct a reasonable and good faith effort to identify historic properties during 

the planning phase of a project and still encounter previously unrecorded archeological resources 

during the project’s implementation. In these instances, a Post-Review Discovery – Without Plan 

(Exhibit 5.12) will be followed. 

Finding of Effect (FOE) 

When Caltrans PQS has determined that a No Historic Properties Affected Finding is not 

appropriate, then the effects of the project on historic properties must be assessed. There are two 

effect findings - No Adverse Effect and Adverse Effect.  A Finding of No Adverse Effect can be with 

or without standard conditions (SOIS or ESA). Please consult with Caltrans PQS to determine the 

appropriate finding: 

a) Finding of No Adverse Effect - Secretary of Interior Standards (SOIS) (Exhibit 2.12*). This 

plan uses the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. It is 
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typically used to protect and preserve eligible built environment properties. Following District 

review, this requires a 15-day review at Caltrans HQ, Sacramento (CSO). 

b) Finding of No Adverse Effect - Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) (Exhibit 2.11*). This 

plan protects archaeological sites or historic properties that need some measure of active 

protection during the implementation of a project. Following District review, this requires a 15-day 

review at CSO. 

c) Finding of No Adverse Effect (Exhibit 2.8*). This is used when the project’s effects are not 

adverse but the standard conditions (SOIS or ESA) cannot be used or are preferred not to be used. 

Following District review, this requires a 15-day review at CSO, followed by a 30-day review at SHPO. 

d) Finding of Adverse Effect (Exhibit 2.9*). This document is completed when the project will 

have an adverse effect to a historic property. Following District review, this requires a 15-day review 

at CSO, followed by a 30-day review at SHPO. 

 

Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) and Agreement Documents (Exhibit 2.10*) 

When an Adverse Effect to Historic Properties can’t be avoided, CSO and SHPO enter into a 

Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) to resolve the adverse effects. A MOA is a legally binding 

document that is also signed by secondary stakeholders including Caltrans District 5 and the Local 

Agency. There is no standard review time for the SHPO to sign a MOA.  
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Caltrans D5 Local Assistance Environmental 

Section 106 Compliance for Native American Consultation 
 

This document outlines procedures and protocol for conducting Native American consultation as 

part of Section 106 compliance for Caltrans District 5 Office of Local Assistance (OLA). The goal is to 

ensure meaningful consultation with Native American Tribes, including both Federally and non-

Federally recognized Tribes consistent with legal and regulatory requirements, and respectful of tribal 

sovereignty and cultural heritage through good faith consultation efforts. 

 

Native American Tribes hold a special consultative role in the context of federal and state historic 

preservation compliance due to their unique relationship to archaeological sites, sacred/ceremonial 

areas, and traditional cultural properties and landscapes. 

 

Roles and Responsibilities 
Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist 

The Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist is responsible for overseeing and conducting all aspects 

of Section 106 consultation with Native American Tribes. This includes preparing and sending 

consultation letters, coordinating and participating in consultation activities, and ensuring 

compliance with Caltrans protocols throughout the process. The Caltrans Local Assistance 

Archaeologist manages the entire consultation process, maintaining consistency and ensuring that 

tribal concerns are adequately captured and addressed.  

 

Caltrans Environmental Generalist 

The Generalist remains the main point of contact for communication for Local Agencies and their 

Consultants. The Generalist will coordinate the scheduling of consultation meetings. The Local 

Assistance Generalists have been trained in and abide by confidentiality practices surrounding 

cultural resources and tribal knowledge. 

 

Local Agencies 

Local Agencies are responsible for collaborating with Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist and 

the Tribes during the consultation process. They must provide project information, participate in 

meetings, and assist with the coordination of any necessary site visits. Local Agencies are 

encouraged to establish strong working relationships with tribal governments, in cooperation with 

Caltrans, to promote effective cross-jurisdictional planning and collaboration among all parties and 

stakeholders. 

 

Cultural Consultants 

Cultural consultants engaged by the Local Agency are responsible for providing expertise on 

archaeological and cultural resource management and issues. They will present cultural resource 

findings, cultural sensitivity analyses, and recommendations during the consultation process. 

 

Consultation Process 
Step 1: Preparation for Consultation 

Before Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist can initiate consultation, the following preparatory 

steps must be completed: 

- Area of Potential Effects (APE) Approval: The APE must be approved by Caltrans D5 Local 

Assistance Archaeologist and D5 OLA. 

- Sacred Lands File Search: Caltrans will perform a Sacred Lands File search through the Native 

American Heritage Commission (NAHC).  

- NWIC Record Search: The Local Agency or their consultants are responsible for obtaining the 
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Northwest Information Center (NWIC) record search results. The results must be transmitted to 

Caltrans. 

  

Step 2: Sending Consultation Letters 

Once the above preparatory steps are complete, the Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist will 

prepare and transmit consultation letters to the Tribes identified by the NAHC. These letters will 

provide a general project description, any resources that have been previously identified, Sacred 

Lands File search results, mapping, and invite the Tribes to participate in the consultation process 

under Section 106. After 14 days, Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist will follow-up with tribes 

who did not respond to the original letter. 

 

Consultation logs will be prepared and maintained by the Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist. 

The consultation log and associated documents will be transmitted to the Local Agency after follow-

up communications are conducted. During preparation of Section 106 documents that include 

Native American consultation sections, please request updated consultation logs for inclusion in the 

document. As consultation is ongoing, these sections may need updating. 

 

Step 3: Responding to Tribal Requests for Consultation 

If a Tribe requests consultation or information about the project, a virtual meeting will be scheduled 

with the participation of the Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist, the Local Agency, the Cultural 

Consultants, and the Tribe. The meeting will have four parts: 

1. Discussion of Project Elements: During the meeting, the Local Agency will present the project 

elements through visuals and answer any questions from the Tribe. 

2. Archaeological and Cultural Resource Discussion: Cultural consultants will present any 

archaeological findings, site sensitivity analyses, or other relevant information. APE maps or other 

visuals should be utilized. 

3. Section 106 Compliance Planning: The meeting will conclude with a discussion of the Section 106 

compliance plan, including the proposed finding for the project or plans for further technical studies. 

The Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist will generally present on this topic. 

4. Questions, comments, or concerns can be addressed in an open discussion at the end of the 

meeting.  

 

Step 4: Site Visits 

If warranted, a site visit may be arranged following the virtual meeting. The site visit will include 

representatives from the Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist, the Local Agency, their 

consultants, and the Tribe. The purpose of the visit is to allow for an on-the-ground evaluation of the 

project area and to facilitate further discussion of cultural resources. 

 

Step 5: Ongoing Consultation  

Consultation with Native American Tribes should be an ongoing process throughout the life of the 

project. Early and frequent consultation is required, especially if there are changes to the project 

description or scope. The Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist will determine when updated 

consultation is necessary and will coordinate as needed. 

 

Tribal members may participate in identification, evaluation, mitigation, and minimization efforts, 

through survey and sub-surface identification, data recovery, monitoring, and document review. If 

Tribes request to participate in document review, it does not run concurrently with Caltrans review, 

and will occur after Caltrans has ensured the document meets Section 106 standards. Local 

agencies may need to contract directly with Tribes for their services.  
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Compliance with NEPA and Section 106 Responsibilities 
In California, the FHWA has assigned, and Caltrans has assumed, all the U.S. Department of 

Transportation’s responsibilities under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and serves as 

both the Lead Federal Agency and Federal Agency Official for federal-aid highway projects. This 

arrangement is codified in both the NEPA Assignment Memoranda of Understanding (NEPA MOU) 

and the Section 106 Programmatic Agreement (106 PA). Under these agreements, Caltrans assumes 

the lead on project-level consultations with Native American Tribes. 

 

In carrying out both its NEPA and Section 106 responsibilities, Caltrans is responsible and accountable 

for conducting consultation with Native American Tribes in a manner that recognizes the federal 

government-to-government relationship and is respectful of tribal sovereignty. Caltrans’ federally 

assigned responsibilities also apply to all locally sponsored transportation projects that receive federal 

aid highway funds (the Local Assistance Program). Caltrans oversees all Local Assistance projects to 

ensure compliance with federal standards under both NEPA and Section 106, including tribal 

engagement and consultation. 

 

If requested by the Tribe, consultation can also occur directly from the Tribe with FHWA through 

government-to-government consultation. 

 

Conclusion 
The Section 106 consultation process with Native American Tribes is a critical component of Section 

106 compliance. All consultation activities must be conducted with the involvement of the Caltrans 

Local Assistance Archaeologist and in accordance with Caltrans protocols. By engaging Tribes early 

and often, Caltrans and Local Agencies can ensure that tribal concerns are adequately addressed, 

and that projects are developed in a manner that respects and protects cultural resources whenever 

possible and takes into account tribal perspectives. 
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Caltrans District 5 NMFS PBA 
Project Checklist / Notification 

Instructions:  Edit Title for whichever is relevant (Checklist or Notification). Do not delete components of this 
template because this is part of the PBO. Delete Instructions when complete. 

D5 NMFS PBO Checklist XXX Project Page 1 

Checklist or Notification (check appropriate) & Date Submitted: 
 Checklist Date:  Notification Date: 

 
Project Name:   
Hwy/PM:   EA:   County:   
Federal Nexus:   Biologist:   
Watershed(s)1:  
Affected Waterbody(ies):  

 
Covered Species ESU-DPS/Resource/Habitat (check all applicable): 

 CCC Coho  CCC Coho CH  Migratory Habitat 
 CCC Steelhead   CCC Steelhead CH  Rearing Habitat 
 SCCC Steelhead   SCCC Steelhead CH  Spawning Habitat 
 SC Steelhead   SC Steelhead CH  Riparian Habitat 
 Pacific Coast Salmon EFH  Pacific Coast Groundfish EFH  Coastal Pelagic Species EFH 

 
Programmatic Category (relative to pre-construction coordination/approval from NMFS): 

 1  (pre-coordination not required)   2 (pre-coordination and approval required) 
 
Project Activities Potentially Affecting Covered Species  (check all applicable): 

 Geotechnical Drilling  Road Widening & New Lanes 
 Building Staging Areas & Access Roads  Repairing & Rehabilitating Culverts & Bridges 
 Constructing Temporary Stream Crossings  Replacing Culverts 
 Dewatering & Diverting Water Around Work Areas  Replacing & Installing Bridges 
 Removing & Relocating Species  Pile Driving 
 Clearing Sediment & Debris   Installing Fish Passage Improvements 
 Bank Stabilization, Scour & Erosion Control  Installing Aquatic Habitat Features 
 Vegetation Management  Revegetation 

 
Anticipated Key Project Milestone Dates (relevant to PBO): 

Category 1 Documentation Complete:   
Category 2 Early Coordination with NMFS (start date):   
Category 2 Project Notification Report Target Submittal:  
Category 2 NMFS Approval Target Due:  
Construction Period (Start [Award] – Close [Acceptance]):  

 
Project Description and justification for category assignment (added pages as needed): 
 

 
1 SF Coastal South, Monterey Bay, Pajaro, Salinas-Estrella, Central Coastal, Santa Maria-Cuyama, San Antonio, Santa Ynez, 
Santa Barbara Coastal 
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Caltrans District 5 NMFS PBA 
Project Notification 

Instructions:  Add Checklist as a "Cover Page". Do not delete components of this template because this is part of the PBO. 
Copy/add info if project will impact more than one ESU-DPS-Resource/Watershed/Waterbody/Habitat Type. Add pages for 
relevant attachments, including title pages for the attachment. Insert all pages into one combined document for submitting to 
NMFS. Delete instructions when complete. 

D5 NMFS PBO Notification XXX Project Page 1 
 

ESU-DPS-Resource/Watershed/Waterbody/Habitat Type1: 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Anticipated Category 2 Adverse Impacts2: 

Check 
Box 

Impact Type Linear (ft) Area (ac) Volume (CY) 

 Covered Species present during geotech drilling    
 Temporary staging/storage/access     
 Temporary stream crossing     
 Temporary dewatering/diversion     
 Temporary disturbance for habitat improvements    
 Total temporary aquatic impacts    
 Total temporary riparian impacts    
 Handling Covered Species    
 Net change in natural substrate    
 Net change in LWD    
 Perpetuate existing hard armoring    
 Net change in hard armoring    
 Net change in aquatic vegetation     
 Net change in riparian vegetation    
 Modify fish passage or improve existing barrier    
 Aquatic habitat improvement    
 Pile driving when Covered Species present    
 Other:     

 
Description of Anticipated Adverse Impacts: 
 

 

Site-Specific Avoidance/Minimization Measures (other than Program-Wide and Activity-Specific BMPs from PBO): 
 

 

 

Description of Improvements, Beneficial Effects and Mitigation Measures (if relevant): 
 

 

 
1 See Checklist or Notification Page 1. 
2 Per Species ESU-DPS/Protected Habitat/Watershed/Waterbody/Habitat Type; impacts to relevant Protected Resources. 
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Caltrans District 5 NMFS PBA 
Project Notification 

Instructions:  Add Checklist as a "Cover Page". Do not delete components of this template because this is part of the PBO. 
Copy/add info if project will impact more than one ESU-DPS-Resource/Watershed/Waterbody/Habitat Type. Add pages for 
relevant attachments, including title pages for the attachment. Insert all pages into one combined document for submitting to 
NMFS. Delete instructions when complete. 

D5 NMFS PBO Notification XXX Project Page 2 
 

Relevant Attachments: 
 Impact Map  Concept Mitigation Plan 
 Project Plans  Hydroacoustic Analysis 
 Hydraulic Study   Fish Passage Plan  
  Contractor's Dewatering/Diversion Plan  Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 
  Fish Handling & Relocation Plan  Other: 
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RFP #10964 1 Addendum No. 1 
Bridge Design Services 
 

County of Monterey 
PUBLIC WORKS, FACILITIES AND PARKS 
Randell Ishii, MS, PE, TE, PTOE, Director 

1441 Schilling Place, 2nd Floor
Salinas, CA 93901

O: 831 755 4800
 F: 831 755 4958 

 
December 23, 2025 
 
 

 
ADDENDUM NO. 1 

 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL #10964 

TO PROVIDE BRIDGE DESIGN SERVICES 
FOR 

BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT 
County Project No. 1181 

Federal Aid Project No: BRLO-5944(150) 
 

Proposals Are Due: January 22, 2026 at 4:00 pm (PST) 
 

 
 
The purpose of the Addendum is to provide answers to questions received to date and post project documents 
as reference to this RFP. 

 
A signed copy of Addendum #1 must be submitted along with your original bid proposal package. If this 
acknowledgement signature page is not submitted with your proposal package, your entire proposal package 
may be deemed non-responsive. It is the CONTRACTORS responsibility to ensure all items in the Addendum 
are included in the original bid proposal package. 
 

 
 
Receipt of Addendum #1 for RFP 10964 has been received and all requested information included in the 
original proposal package. 
 
 
                                                                                         _______________________________                              
_______________________________ 
Authorized Company Signature                                                   Printed Name 
 
 
 
 
________________________________                            ________________________________ 
Company Name                                                                                Date 
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RFP #10964 2 Addendum No. 1 
Bridge Design Services 
 

 
 
The questions received to date are the following, along with their respective responses: 

 
 

1. Question: Is the County willing to change the prime Consultant’s minimum work percentage lower? 
Answer: Currently the County is keeping the minimum work performance percentage for the prime at 50% 

2. Question: Where should the project understanding and project scope be stated given the RFP submittal 
format 
Answer: The project understanding and project scope should be stated under section 8.6.1 

3. Question: Dokken Engineering prepared a Final Strategy Report for this project. Are they excluded from 
submitting a proposal? 
Answer: No, they are not excluded from submitting a proposal. 

4. Question: Would it be acceptable to include content not identified in Section 6 of the RFP, but identified in 
the Evaluation Criteria (such as a Scope of Services) as subsequent attachments following Attachment K 
Answer: Yes, additional information may be attached in an Appendix section following the last attachment. 

5. Question: Can the County provide the latest Caltrans Bridge Inspection Report for the existing bridge? 
Answer: A copy of the latest Caltrans Bridge Inspection report will be posted with this addendum. 
 

Revisions to the Request For Proposals (RFP) #10964 
 

1. Replace the RFP #10964 in its entirety with the attached RFP #10964 included in this addendum (Addendum 
No. 1) 

Documents posted to the County Website: 
 

1. RFP #10964 Boronda Road Bridge Replacement (Revised) 
2. RFP #10964 Caltrans Bridge Inspection Report 2025-04-16 
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COUNTY OF MONTEREY 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS,  
FACILITIES AND PARKS 
1441 SCHILLING PLACE, SOUTH - 2ND FLOOR 
SALINAS, CALIFORNIA 93901-4527 
(831) 755-4800

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS #10964 

BRIDGE DESIGN SERVICES 
BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT 

COUNTY OF MONTEREY, CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY PROJECT NO. 1181 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY BRIDGE PROGRAM – LOCAL 

PROJECT NO. BRLO-5944(150) 

COUNTY OF MONTEREY 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, FACILITIES AND PARKS 

Proposals are due by 4:00 p.m. (PST) 
Thursday, January 22, 2026  

Approved as to form: 

________________________ 
Mary Grace Perry 

Deputy County Counsel 

Date: December 4, 2025 
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RFP # 10964 - Boronda Road  
Bridge Replacement Project 

1 

1.0 INTENT 

1.1 The County of Monterey Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks, hereinafter 
referred to as “COUNTY”, is soliciting proposals from a qualified organization(s), hereinafter 
referred to as “CONTRACTOR”, to provide bridge design services for the Boronda Road 
Bridge Replacement project in Carmel Valley, California (Project). 

1.2 This solicitation is intended for a single, exclusive AGREEMENT. 

2.0 BACKGROUND 

2.1 The Boronda Road Bridge is a one lane bridge across the Carmel River. It is located 
approximately 0.5 miles south of the intersection of Boronda Road and Carmel Valley Road. 
The bridge was designed and built by the COUNTY in approximately 1946. No as-built plans 
are available. 

2.2 In 1997, the COUNTY received funding to evaluate replacement of the bridge under the 
California Department of Transportation’s (Caltran’s) Seismic Retrofit Program. Through a 
competitive solicitation, Dokken Engineering, Inc. (Dokken) was selected to perform these 
evaluations. In its Design Strategy Report, dated January 28, 1998, Dokken concluded that 
bridge replacement was the most suitable alternative and Caltrans concurred. Preliminary 
design drawings and an Environmental Impact Report were prepared. Because of public 
resistance and work load the COUNTY ultimately delayed the project. 

2.3 In 2023, Caltrans directed the COUNTY to reinitiate the project. In October 2024, Dokken 
prepared an update to its 1998 report and is presented in Appendix I to this RFP. In July 2025, 
Caltrans approved a scope change from seismic retrofit to replacement. 

2.4 Bridge Details: Bridge details are described in Appendix I to this RFP. 
2.5 Federal funds will be utilized to design and construct the Project. Consequently, the following 

is required and must be considered in responding to this RFP: 

• National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) environmental clearance
• Full conformance to the Uniform Relocation, Assistance and Real Property

Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (i.e., the “Uniform Act”) for all right of way
acquisition procedures, and preparation of a Right of Way Certification

• Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Buy America compliance
• Inclusion of FHWA Form 1273 in the contract documents and the Agreement along

with Mandatory Federal Language described in Exhibit 12-G of the Local Assistance
Procedures Manual (LAPM)

• Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E) pursuant to Chapter 12 of the LAPM
• Construction Engineering (CE)/Contract Administration in conformance with Chapter

16 of the LAPM
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RFP # 10964 - Boronda Road  
Bridge Replacement Project 

2 

3.0 CALENDAR OF EVENTS 

3.1 A calendar of events related to this solicitation is presented below: 

Release RFP December 4, 2025 

Deadline for Written Questions  January 8, 2026 

Posted Response to Written Questions January 15, 2026 

Proposal Package Submittal Deadline January 22, 2026 

Notification of Selection (Approximate) March 2026 

Estimated AGREEMENT Date April 2026 

3.2 Prospective CONTRACTORS who received notification of this solicitation by means other 
than through a COUNTY of Monterey mailing, shall contact the person designated in Section 
4.0 COUNTY POINT OF CONTACT herein to request to be added to the mailing list. 
Inclusion on the mailing list is the only way to ensure timely notification of any addenda 
and/or information that may be issued prior to the solicitation submittal date. It is the 
contractors’ sole responsibility to ensure that they receive any and all addenda for this RFP by 
either informing the COUNTY of their mailing information or by regularly checking the 
COUNTY’s Solicitation Center web page at: 

https://www.countyofmonterey.gov/government/departments-a-h/administrative-
office/contracts-purchasing/solicitation-center 

3.3 Addenda will be posted on the website the day they are released. 

4.0 COUNTY POINT OF CONTACT 

4.1 Questions and correspondence regarding this solicitation shall be directed to: 

Kyle Oyama, Project Manager III 
County of Monterey 
Department of Public Works, Facilities and Parks 
1441 Schilling Place South, 2nd Floor 
Salinas, CA  93901-4527 
Phone: (831) 755-5090 
Email:  oyamak@countyofmonterey.gov 
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4.2 Questions regarding this solicitation shall be submitted in writing (e-mail is acceptable and 
preferable). Answers to questions received will be issued via an Addendum to this RFP and 
posted on the COUNTY’s Solicitation Center website. 

4.3 The deadline for submitting written questions regarding this solicitation is indicated in Section 
3.0 CALENDAR OF EVENTS herein. Questions submitted after the deadline will not be 
answered. 

4.4 Prospective CONTRACTORS shall not contact COUNTY officers or employees with 
questions or suggestions regarding this solicitation except through the designated contact listed 
above. Any unauthorized contact may be considered undue pressure and cause for 
disqualification of the CONTRACTOR. 

5.0 SCOPE OF WORK 

5.1 CONTRACTOR Minimum Work Performance Percentage: CONTRACTOR shall perform not 
less than fifty percent (50%) of the original total Agreement price with its own personnel. 

5.2 Specialized Design Issues: The Project requires a diversity of expertise and the ability to deal 
with several specialized design issues. Of particular interest to the COUNTY are the 
qualifications and experience of the individual(s) who will be directly involved in the Project, 
specifically as they relate to the Caltrans Federal Highway Bridge Program (HBP)  

5.3 A sample Scope of Work is provided in Appendix II. 

5.4 CONTRACTOR shall advocate for the COUNTY and ensure the product produced is in the 
best interest of the COUNTY. CONTRACTOR shall deliver products on or ahead of schedule 
and within proposed budget. 

5.5 All work shall be performed in conformance with all applicable COUNTY, State, and Federal 
laws, including but not limited to COUNTY Standards, Caltrans Standard Plans and 
Specifications, Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, and ADA, as may be revised and 
amended from time to time. 

6.0 REQUIRED CONTENT/PROPOSAL FORMAT 

Content and Layout: CONTRACTOR’S proposal shall be organized per the listing below, 
and provide the information requested as applicable to the proposed services.  The proposal 
shall include, at a minimum, the following information in the format indicated. Each 
attachment must be clearly labeled in the upper right corner: RFP No. 10964 Attachment “X”: 

6.1 Cover Letter: Proposal package shall be accompanied by a cover letter not exceeding two (2) 
pages providing firm and contact information. 
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6.2 Signed Signature Page (Attachment A): Proposals shall be submitted with the completed 
signature page provided in Appendix III of this RFP. Signatures shall be manual and in BLUE 
INK. Notations must be typed or written in BLUE ink. Errors may be crossed out and 
corrections printed in ink or typed adjacent to said correction and must be initialed in BLUE 
ink by the person signing the proposal package. 

6.3 Signed Addenda (Attachment B): Include all addenda released for this solicitation. 
Proposals submitted without signed addenda shall be deemed non-responsive. Signatures shall 
be manual and in BLUE INK. Prices and notations must be typed or written in BLUE INK. 
Errors may be crossed out and corrections printed in ink or typed adjacent to said correction 
and must be initialed in BLUE INK by the person signing the proposal package. 

6.4 Qualifications and Experience (Attachment C, D, E, F) 
6.4.1 General Firm Information (Attachment C): Provide general information about your 

firm which, at minimum, includes the information listed below and following the 
outline provided below: 

6.4.1.1 Firm Name and Address, Year Established: Provide the year the firm (or branch 
office, if appropriate) was established under current name. 

6.4.1.2 Data Universal Numbering System (DUNS) Number: Insert the Data Universal 
Numbering System (DUNS) number issued by Dun and Bradstreet Information 
Services.  Firms must have a DUNS number. 

6.4.1.3 Ownership Type: Enter the type of ownership or legal structure of the firm (sole 
proprietor, partnership, corporation, limited liability corporation, joint venture, etc.). 

6.4.1.4 Point of Contact: Provide the point of contact information for a representative of the 
firm that COUNTY can contact for additional information. Representative shall be 
authorized to speak on behalf of the firm regarding contractual and policy matters. 

6.4.1.5 Former Firm Name(s): Indicate any previous names for the firm (or branch office) 
during the last five (5) years. Indicate the year the firm name change or changes 
was/were effective and the associated DUNS number. This information is used to 
review past performance on Federal contracts. 

6.4.1.6 Employee by Discipline: Specify all staff members anticipated to work on the 
Project, including their job titles, their area of specialty, role/responsibility and 
licenses and/or certifications they hold. 

6.4.1.7 Litigation History: Provide a description of litigation to which your firm has been a 
party to in the past five (5) years.  Please include the following details: 

• Name of case/court case number
• Date filed
• Court in which case was filed
• Judgment or result

6.4.2 Organizational Chart of Proposed Project Team: (Attachment D): Provide an 
organizational chart illustrating CONTRACTOR’s Project team. The chart shall show 
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the names and roles of all key personnel and the firm they are associated with if they 
are a subcontractor. The chart shall provide a clear picture of the working relationship 
between all key personnel on the proposed team. 

6.4.3 Resume(s) of Key Personnel for this Contract: (Attachment E): Provide resume(s) 
for each key person on the Project team. The COUNTY will check each proposed team 
member’s relevant technical expertise listed in the Scope of Work. The COUNTY will 
also check that key personnel have the appropriate licenses, registrations, and 
certifications to support design of tasks listed in the sample Scope of Work (Appendix 
II). Indicate whether some or all team members have previously worked together on 
similar projects. 

6.4.4 Project Experience and References: (Attachment F): 
6.4.4.1 References: CONTRACTOR shall describe at least three (3) projects for which it 

provided services similar to the services being solicited herein. For each project, the 
following shall be provided: 

• Project Name

• Brief Project Description

6.4.4.2 Include information about scope, schedule, and record of performance. The 
description shall discuss the entire project delivery team, i.e. subcontractors and their 
respective roles. Include any relevant experience with Caltrans LAPM, LAPG, 
FHWA and ADA. information should discuss the type of CEQA/NEPA document to 
be prepared for the project as well as the regulatory permits obtained. At a minimum, 
each project shall include the following: 

• Client name

• Client contact information

• Include telephone number and e-mail address of the client’s project manager.

• Size of project

• Name of general contractor on project

• Specify the specialty area

6.5 Organization and Approach (Attachment G) 
6.5.1 Project Management Approach (one [1] page Limit): Provide a description of the 

approach and the steps and methods used to ensure Project will be constructed per the 
approved plans and specifications. Include methods or steps used to minimize Project 
change orders and claims.   

6.6 Scope of Service to be Provided (Attachment H) 
6.6.1 Cost Management Approach (one [1] page Limit): Provide a cost management 

approach.  Describe your firm’s value engineering methodology. 
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6.7 Schedule of Work (Attachment I) 
6.7.1 Schedule Management Approach (one [1] page Limit): Provide a schedule showing   

Project tasks, milestones, and task durations and dependencies. To assess duration and 
resources, Project planning and scheduling of tasks should be done using conventional 
project management software (e.g., Microsoft Project) and presented in Gantt chart 
format.   

6.8 Fee Schedule: (Attachment J): 

6.8.1 The method of payment for the Agreement is by “Cost-Plus-Fixed-Fee” with some 
prevailing wage work for non-professional work. A sample cost proposal is provided in 
Appendix IV. 

6.8.2 CONTRACTOR shall complete Attachment J, Fee Schedule and submit it with its 
proposal package.  Fees may be negotiated after the tentative award announcement is made 
for this solicitation. If fee negotiations with CONTRACTOR determined to be most qualified 
are not successful, and/or the fees discussed are outside the budgetary constraints for the 
Project, COUNTY reserves the right to suspend negotiations with the most qualified firm, and 
proceed to second most qualified firm, and so on. 

6.8.3 CONTRACTOR’S fee estimate shall be provided in a separate sealed envelope. 
Selection of CONTRACTOR shall be based on qualifications per the Selection Criteria listed 
in Section 9.0 of this RFP. 

6.9 Exceptions Submittal (Attachment K, if applicable)  
Submit any exceptions to this solicitation on separate pages, and clearly identify at the top of 
each page, “Exception to County of Monterey RFP No. 10964.” Each exception shall 
reference the page number and section number, as appropriate. CONTRACTOR shall note 
that the submittal of an exception does not obligate COUNTY to revise the terms of the RFP 
or Agreement. 

6.10 Appendix: 
CONTRACTOR may provide any additional information that it believes to be applicable to 
this proposal package. Include such information in an Appendix section. 

7.0 SUBMITTAL INSTRUCTIONS/CONDITIONS 

7.1 Submittal Identification Requirements: Proposals submitted in response to this RFP shall be 
sealed and bear on the outside, prominently displayed in the lower left corner, the 
CONTRACTOR's company name. CONTRACTOR shall include one (1) original hard copy, 
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two (2) hard copies, and one (1) CD or Thumb Drive with pdf files of submittal materials; and 
one (1) original Attachment J, Fee Schedule, in a separate sealed envelope. 

7.2 Mailing Address: Proposals shall be delivered to or mailed to the COUNTY at the mailing 
address indicated on RFP No. 10964 Front Cover page to the attention of the COUNTY Point 
of Contact (Section 4.0 of this RFP). 

7.3 Due Date: Proposal packages must be received by the COUNTY on or before the time and 
date specified in the RFP. It is the sole responsibility of the CONTRACTOR to ensure that the 
proposal package is received at or before the specified time. Postmarks and facsimiles are not 
acceptable. Proposal packages received after the deadline shall be rejected and returned 
unopened. 

7.4 Shipping Costs: Unless stated otherwise, the Free on Board (FOB) for receivables shall be 
destination. Charges for transportation, containers, packaging, and other related shipping costs 
shall be borne by the sender. 

7.5 Acceptance: Proposals are subject to acceptance at any time within ninety (90) days after 
opening. The COUNTY reserves the right to reject any and all proposal packages, or part of 
any proposal package, to postpone the scheduled deadline date(s), to make an award in its own 
best interest, and to waive any informalities or technicalities that do not significantly affect or 
alter the substance of an otherwise responsible proposal package and that would not affect a 
CONTRACTOR’s ability to perform the work adequately as specified. 

7.6 Ownership: All submittals in response to this solicitation become the property of the 
COUNTY. 

7.7 Compliance: Proposal packages that do not follow the format, content and submittal 
requirements as described herein, or fail to provide the required documentation, may receive 
lower evaluation scores, or be deemed non-responsive. 

8.0 SELECTION CRITERIA 

8.1 Introduction: The selection of CONTRACTOR and subsequent Agreement award will be 
based on the criteria contained in this RFP, as demonstrated in the submitted proposal 
package. CONTRACTOR shall submit information sufficient for the COUNTY to easily 
evaluate proposals with respect to the selection criteria. The absence of required information 
may cause the proposal to be deemed non-responsive and may be cause for rejection. 

8.2 Evaluation Process: Proposals will be evaluated by a COUNTY Selection Committee 
(Committee). The Committee may be composed of COUNTY staff and other parties that may 
have expertise or experience in the services described herein. The Committee will review the 
submittals and rank the proposers. The evaluation of the proposals shall be within the sole 
judgment and discretion of the Committee. All contacts during the evaluation phase shall be 
through the COUNTY Point of Contract only. Proposers shall neither contact nor lobby 
evaluators during the evaluation process. Attempts by a Proposer to contact members of the 
Committee may jeopardize the integrity of the evaluation and selection process and risk 
possible disqualification of the Proposer. 

Docusign Envelope ID: 45808F69-9ED4-43BB-B43B-DBB96E216DF7

187



RFP # 10964 - Boronda Road  
Bridge Replacement Project 

8 

The Committee will evaluate each proposal meeting the qualification requirements set forth in 
this RFP. Proposers should bear in mind that any proposal that is unrealistic in terms of the 
technical or schedule commitments may be deemed reflective of an inherent lack of technical 
competence or indicative of a failure to comprehend the complexity and risk of COUNTY 
requirements as set forth in this RFP. Unopened cost proposals will be returned at the 
conclusion of procurement process. Upon acceptance of a cost proposal and successful 
contract negotiations, staff will recommend a contract be awarded.  

8.3 Evaluation Criteria: Proposals will be evaluated according to the rating scale presented in 
Table 8.1 below. Evaluation Criterion will be scored on a zero-to-five-point rating. Evaluation 
criteria scores will then be multiplied according to their assigned weight to arrive at a weighted 
score for each proposal. A proposal with a high weighted total will be deemed of higher 
quality than a proposal with a lesser-weighted total. The final maximum score for any project 
is five hundred (500) points. 

Table 8.1. Proposal Rating Scale 
Score Rating Rating Description 

0 Not 
Acceptable 

Non-responsive, fails to meet RFP specifications. The approach has no 
probability of success. For mandatory requirement this score will result 
in disqualification of proposal. 

1 Poor 
Below average, falls short of expectations, is substandard to that which 
is the average or expected norm, has a low probability of success in 
achieving project objectives per RFP. 

2 Fair Has a reasonable probability of success, however, some objectives may 
not be met. 

3 Average 

Acceptable, achieves all objectives in a reasonable fashion per RFP 
specification. This will be the baseline score for each item with 
adjustments based on interpretation of proposal by Evaluation 
Committee members. 

4 
Above 

Average/ 
Good 

Very good probability of success, better than that which is average or 
expected as the norm.  Achieves all objectives per RFP requirements 
and expectations. 

5 Excellent/ 
Exceptional 

Exceeds expectations, very innovative, clearly superior to that which is 
average or expected as the norm.  Excellent probability of success and 
in achieving all objectives and meeting RFP specification. 

8.4 Completeness of Response (Pass/Fail): Responses to this RFP must be complete. 
Responses that do not include the proposal content requirements identified within this RFP 
and subsequent addenda and do not address each of the items listed below will be considered 
incomplete, be rated a Fail in the Evaluation Criteria and will receive no further 
consideration. Responses that are rated a Fail and are not considered may be picked up at the 
delivery location within 14 calendar days of contract award and/or the completion of the 
competitive process. 
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8.5 Qualifications & Experience (25 points): Relevant experience, specific qualifications, and 
technical expertise of the firm and sub-consultants to conduct traffic engineering services on 
both federal and nonfederal-aid projects. 

8.6 Organization & Approach (25 points) 
8.6.1 Describes familiarity with Project and demonstrates understanding of work completed 

to date and Project objectives moving forward. 
8.6.2 Roles and Organization of Proposed Team 

• Proposes adequate and appropriate disciplines of Project team.
• Some or all of team members have previously worked together on similar

project(s).
• Overall organization of the team is relevant to COUNTY needs.

8.6.3 Project and Management Approach 
• Team is managed by an individual with appropriate experience in similar projects.

This person’s time is appropriately committed to the Project.
• Team successfully addresses Site Planning and Programming efforts.
• Project team and management approach responds to Project issues. Team structure

provides adequate capability to perform both volume and quality of needed work
within Project schedule milestones.

8.6.4 Roles of Key Individuals on the Project Team 
• Proposed team members, as demonstrated by enclosed resumes, have relevant

experience for their role in the Project.
• Key positions required to execute the Project team’s responsibilities are

appropriately staffed.
8.6.5 Working Relationship with COUNTY 

• Team and its leaders have experience working in the public sector and knowledge
of public sector procurement process.

• Team leadership understands the nature of public sector work and its decision-
making process.

• Proposal responds to need to assist COUNTY during the Project.

8.7 Scope of Services to be Provided (20 points) 
8.7.1 Detailed Scope of Services to be provided 

• Proposed scope of services is suitable for all phases of the work.
• Scope addresses all known Project needs and appears achievable in the timeframes

set forth in the Project schedule.
• A sample scope of work is provided in Appendix II,

8.7.2 Project Deliverables 
• Deliverables are appropriate to schedule and scope set forth in above requirements.

8.7.3 Cost Control and Budgeting Methodology 
• Proposer has a system or process for managing cost and budget.
• Evidence of successful budget management for a similar project.

8.8 Schedule of Work (15 points) 
8.8.1 Schedule shows completion of the work within or preferably prior to the COUNTY 

overall time limits as specified in Appendix V.  
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8.8.2 The schedule serves as a Project timeline, stating all major milestones and required 
submittals for project management and Federal-Aid compliance. 

8.8.3 The schedule addresses all knowable phases of the Project, in accordance with the 
general requirements of this RFP. 

8.9 Conflict of Interest Statement (Pass/Fail) 
8.9.1 Discloses any financial, business or other relationship with the COUNTY that may 

have an impact upon the outcome of the contract or the construction project.   
8.9.2 Lists current clients who may have a financial interest in the outcome of this contract 

or the construction project that will follow.  
8.9.3 Discloses any financial interest or relationship with any construction company that 

might submit a bid on the construction project. 
8.10 Local Presence (5 points): A statement addressing firm’s presence within the COUNTY or 

surrounding area. 

8.11 References (10 points): Provide as reference the name of at least three (3) agencies you 
currently or have previously consulted for in the past three (3) years. 

8.12 Weighted Scoring: Weighted scores for each Proposal will be assigned utilizing Table 8.3 
below. 

Table 8.3. Weighted Score Calculation 

No. Evaluation Criteria Rating 
(0-5) Weight Score 

(=Rating*Weight) 
1 Completeness of Response N/A Pass/Fail Pass/Fail 
2 Qualifications & Experience 25 
3 Organization & Approach 25 
4 Scope of Services to be Provided 20
5 Schedule of Work 15 
6 Conflict of Interest Statement N/A Pass/Fail Pass/Fail
7 Local Presence 5
8 References 10 

Total:  100

9.0 CONTRACT AWARD 

9.1 No Guaranteed Value: COUNTY does not guarantee a minimum or maximum dollar value for 
any Agreement resulting from this solicitation. 

9.2 Board of Supervisors: The award made from this solicitation is subject to approval by the 
COUNTY of Monterey Board of Supervisors. 

9.3 Incurred Costs: COUNTY is not liable for any cost incurred by CONTRACTOR responding 
to this solicitation. 
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9.4 Notification: CONTRACTORS who have submitted a proposal package will be notified of 
the final decision and ranking of proposers as soon as determined by COUNTY. 

9.5 In Best Interest: The award resulting from this solicitation will be made to the 
CONTRACTOR that submits a response that, in the sole opinion of COUNTY, best serves 
the overall interest of COUNTY. 

10.0 SEQUENTIAL CONTRACT NEGOTIATION 

10.1 COUNTY will pursue Agreement negotiations with CONTRACTOR who submits the best 
proposal or is deemed the most qualified in the sole opinion of COUNTY, and which is in 
accordance with the criteria as described within this solicitation. If the Agreement 
negotiations are unsuccessful, in the opinion of either COUNTY or CONTRACTOR, 
COUNTY may pursue Agreement negotiations with the entity that submitted a proposal 
which COUNTY deems to be the next best qualified to provide the services, or COUNTY 
may issue a new solicitation or take any other action which it deems to be in its best interest. 

11.0 AGREEMENT TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

11.1 CONTRACTOR selected through the solicitation process will be expected to execute a formal 
Agreement with COUNTY for the provision of the requested services. The Agreement shall 
be written by COUNTY in a standard format approved by the Office of the COUNTY 
Counsel, substantially similar to the “PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT” 
provided in Appendix VI. Submission of a signed proposal package and the RFP 
SIGNATURE PAGE will be interpreted to mean CONTRACTOR HAS AGREED TO ALL 
THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS set forth in the pages of this solicitation and the standard 
provisions included in the Agreement.  

11.2 The term of the Agreement will be for a period of three (3) years with the option to extend the 
Agreement for two (2) additional one (1) year periods. 

11.3 COUNTY reserves the right to cancel the Agreement, or any extension of the Agreement, 
without cause, with a thirty-day (30) written notice, or immediately with cause. 

11.4 If this RFP includes options for renewal or extensions, CONTRACTOR must commence 
negotiations for rate changes a minimum of ninety (90) days prior to the expiration of the 
Agreement. Both parties shall agree upon rate extensions or changes in writing. The 
COUNTY does not have to give a reason if it elects not to extend or renew the Agreement 

12.0 COLLUSION 

12.1 CONTRACTOR shall not conspire, attempt to conspire, or commit any other act of collusion 
with any other interested party for the purpose of secretly, or otherwise, establishing an 
understanding regarding rates or conditions to the solicitation that would bring about any 
unfair conditions. 
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13.0 RIGHTS TO PERTINENT MATERIALS 

13.1 All responses, inquiries, and correspondence related to this solicitation and all reports, charts, 
displays, schedules, exhibits, and other documentation produced by the CONTRACTOR that 
are submitted as part of the submittal will become the property of the COUNTY when 
received by the COUNTY and may be considered public information under applicable law. 
Any proprietary information in the submittal must be identified as such and marked 
“CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION” or “PROPRIETARY INFORMATION”. The 
COUNTY will not disclose proprietary information to the public, unless required by law; 
however, the COUNTY cannot guarantee that such information will be held confidential.
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This document is an addendum to the Final Strategy Report issued in January 1998 for Boronda Road 
Bridge over Carmel River located in Monterey County.  

Background 
A Seismic Retrofit Strategy Meeting was held with Caltrans on December 3, 1997, where Caltrans 
approved allowing the County to retrofit or replace the existing bridge. Meeting minutes for this meeting 
were included in the 1998 Final Strategy Report, both found in Appendix C. 

As the County moved forward with the project, significant public opposition arose to replacing the bridge. 
Subsequently, the project was put on hold.  

In April 2024, the County and Dokken Engineering (Dokken) met with Caltrans to discuss the previously 
prepared report and steps needed to move the project forward. Caltrans agreed to accept the previously 
prepared report and requested the cost comparison between the seismic retrofit and bridge replacement be 
updated. Meeting minutes from this meeting are included in Appendix B. 

Existing Bridge 
The existing superstructure was constructed in 1946 and is a 162’ long, four span steel structure. The bridge 
is approximately 12.5’ wide consisting of one 9’ wide travel lane and 1.75’ wide curbs on each side of the 
lane. The existing bridge width and railing do not meet current standards. The narrow width of the bridge 
does not safely permit pedestrian and vehicle access simultaneously, resulting in vehicles waiting for 
pedestrians to cross the bridge before traversing. Additionally, the narrow bridge width limits emergency 
vehicle access while local resident evacuate during an emergency. The area is susceptible to wildfires as 
well as flooding during the 100-year event. Previous studies indicate the existing bridge would not pass the 
100 year storm event.  

This bridge is the only bridge across the Carmel River for local residents. In 1998, the bridge was found to 
be structurally deficient for seismic loading. In addition, the latest bridge inspection report dated May 2, 
2023, noted surface rust on the girders and floor beams and recommends the steel superstructure to be 
cleaned and repainted. Due to the age of the bridge, lead is anticipated and should be given special 
attention. The County and Dokken visited the site on August 2024. During this site visit, undermining of the 
pier footings was observed. A previous scour mitigation project, at an unknown date, added concrete skirts 
at the base of the piers (see Appendix D, Photos 6 and 9). Narrow abutment seats were also observed 
(Photo 10), which do not meet current Caltrans Seismic Design Criteria support length requirements.  

Seismic Retrofit 
The 1998 proposed retrofit strategy is to place 36” diameter CISS piles on each side of each pier, 
connecting them with a concrete cap. Additionally, anchor bolts at the piers would need to be replaced and 
supplementary anchor bolts are required at the abutments. It is recommended to increase the concrete cap 
dimensions from the 1998 retrofit strategy to satisfy the latest Seismic Design Criteria bent cap dimensions 
and pile reinforcement anchorage requirements. The rehabilitation would also require the bridge to be 
painted. The cost for this retrofit alternative is estimated at $2.0M (see Appendix A). This alternative would 
improve the bridge performance under seismic loads but would not address other safety and geometric 
deficiency concerns.  

Replacement 
The proposed alternative to replace the existing structure is a 157’-0” long, two span, cast-in-place 
prestressed concrete box girder structure. The bridge width would be 30’, allowing for two 11’ wide lanes, 
two  2’ wide shoulders and 2’ wide concrete barriers on each side. The bridge would be supported on seat 
type abutments and two 48” diameter CISS piles at the pier. The replacement strategy is estimated at $2.6M 
(see Appendix A). This alternative addresses flooding and other safety concerns. 
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Summary 
The proposed replacement alternative would cost approximately $544,000 (26%) more than the retrofit. 
Cost estimates include 10% for mobilization and 25% for contingency. 

The bridge retrofit would not address noted existing bridge deficiencies, including the narrow one-lane 
bridge width and substandard hydraulic conveyance. The 78 year old bridge is also past its design life. The 
County requests the bridge be replaced in lieu of retrofit. 
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   GENERAL PLAN ESTIMATE X    ADVANCE PLANNING ESTIMATE

RCVD BY: IN EST:

OUT EST:

BRIDGE: Boranda Road Bridge Over Carmel River BR. No.: TBD DISTRICT: 05

TYPE: Cast-in-Place Prestressed Concrete Box Girder RTE:

CU: CO: MON

EA: PM:

LENGTH: 157.00 WIDTH: 30.00 AREA (SF)= 4,710

DESIGN SECTION: Dokken

# OF STRUCTURES IN PROJECT : EST. NO.

PRICES BY : N. Ortigoza COST INDEX:

PRICES CHECKED BY : T. Osterkamp DATE: 10/8/2024

QUANTITIES BY: N. Ortigoza DATE: 10/8/2024

UNIT QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT

120320 TEMPORARY BARRIER SYSTEM LF 220 120.00$                   26,400.00$                       

192003 STRUCTURE EXCAVATION (BRIDGE) F CY 171 270.00$                   46,040.00$                       

193003 STRUCTURE BACKFILL (BRIDGE) F CY 169 245.00$                   41,523.00$                       

048258 FURNISH PILING (CLASS 140, ALTERNATIVE W) LF 1600 80.00$                     128,000.00$                     

048259 DRIVE PILE (CLASS 140, ALTERNATIVE W) EA 32 2,000.00$                64,000.00$                       

495149 FURNISH 48" CAST-IN-STEEL SHELL CONCRETE PILING LF 110 1,800.00$                198,000.00$                     

495150 DRIVE 48" CAST-IN-STEEL SHELL CONCRETE PILE EA 2 70,000.00$              140,000.00$                     

500001 PRESTRESSING CAST-IN-PLACE CONCRETE LS 1 49,000.00$              49,000.00$                       

510051 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE FOOTING F CY 48 1,300.00$                62,400.00$                       

510053 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE F CY 259 1,600.00$                414,400.00$                     

510054 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE (POLYMER FIBER) F CY 133 1,700.00$                226,100.00$                     

519100 JOINT SEAL (MR 2") LF 80 110.00$                   8,745.00$                         

520102 BAR REINFORCING STEEL (BRIDGE) F LB 74000 2.40$                       177,600.00$                     

600097 BRIDGE REMOVAL LS 1 83,000.00$              83,000.00$                       

XXXXX ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION CY 100 170.00$                   17,000.00$                       

729011 ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION FABRIC (CLASS 8) SQYD 100 65.00$                     6,500.00$                         

839639A CONCRETE BARRIER TYPE 85 F LF 422 500.00$                   211,000.00$                     

-$                                  

-$                                  

SUBTOTAL 1,899,708.00$               

MOBILIZATION   ( @ 10 % ) $189,971

ROUTING SUBTOTAL BRIDGE ITEMS $2,089,679

1.  DES SECTION CONTINGENCIES (@ 25%)  $522,400

2.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - NORTH BRIDGE TOTAL COST $2,612,079

3.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - CENTRAL COST PER SQ. FOOT $555

4.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - SOUTH GRAND TOTAL $2,612,079

5.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - WEST BUDGET ESTIMATE AS OF 10/8/24 $2,612,000

6.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

 

NOTES: Escalated Budget Estimate to Midpoint of Construction *
Escalation Rate per Year 4.89%

Years Beyond Escalated Years Beyond Escalated

Midpoint Budget Est. Midpoint Budget Est.

1 $2,740,000 4 $3,162,000

2 $2,874,000 5 $3,317,000

3 $3,015,000

CONTRACT ITEMS

* Escalated budget estimate is provided for information only, actual construction 

costs may vary.  Escalated budget estimates provided do not replace Departmental 

policy to update cost estimates annually.

2
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   GENERAL PLAN ESTIMATE X    ADVANCE PLANNING ESTIMATE

RCVD BY: IN EST:

OUT EST:

BRIDGE: Boranda Road Bridge Over Carmel River BR. No.: 44C0099 DISTRICT: 05

TYPE: Seismic Retrofit RTE:

CU: CO: MON

EA: PM:

LENGTH: 162.00 WIDTH: 12.70 AREA (SF)= 2,057

DESIGN SECTION: Dokken

# OF STRUCTURES IN PROJECT : EST. NO.

PRICES BY : N. Ortigoza COST INDEX:

PRICES CHECKED BY : T. Osterkamp DATE: 10/8/2024

QUANTITIES BY: N. Ortigoza DATE: 10/8/2024

UNIT QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT

495133 FURNISH 36" CAST-IN-STEEL SHELL CONCRETE PILING LF 360 850.00$                   306,000.00$                     

495134 DRIVE 36" CAST-IN-STEEL SHELL CONCRETE PILE EA 6 60,000.00$              360,000.00$                     

510053 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE F CY 62 2,800.00$                173,600.00$                     

511106 DRILL AND BOND DOWEL LF 30 250.00$                   7,500.00$                         

520102 BAR REINFORCING STEEL (BRIDGE) F LB 64749 3.00$                       194,247.00$                     

590111 CLEANS AND PAINT STRUCTURAL STEEL (EXISTING BRIDGE) LS 1 450,000.00$            450,000.00$                     

750501 MISCELLANEOUS METAL (BRIDGE) F LB 100 125.00$                   12,500.00$                       

-$                              

SUBTOTAL 1,503,847.00$               

MOBILIZATION   ( @ 10 % ) $150,385

ROUTING SUBTOTAL BRIDGE ITEMS 1,654,231.70$               

1.  DES SECTION CONTINGENCIES (@ 25%)  $413,600

2.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - NORTH BRIDGE TOTAL COST $2,067,832

3.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - CENTRAL COST PER SQ. FOOT $1,005

4.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - SOUTH GRAND TOTAL $2,067,832

5.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - WEST BUDGET ESTIMATE AS OF 10/8/24 $2,068,000

6.  OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

 

NOTES: Escalated Budget Estimate to Midpoint of Construction *
Escalation Rate per Year 4.89%

Years Beyond Escalated Years Beyond Escalated

Midpoint Budget Est. Midpoint Budget Est.

1 $2,169,000 4 $2,503,000

2 $2,275,000 5 $2,625,000

3 $2,386,000

CONTRACT ITEMS

* Escalated budget estimate is provided for information only, actual construction 

costs may vary.  Escalated budget estimates provided do not replace Departmental 

policy to update cost estimates annually.

2
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2840/220 
110 Blue Ravine Road, Suite 200 - Folsom, CA  95630 - Tele:  (916) 858-0642 - Fax:  (916) 858-0643 

MONTEREY COUNTY SEISMIC RETROFIT 

BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE OVER CARMEL RIVER 

MEETING MINUTES  
 
DATE/TIME Monday, April 29, 2024; 1:30 pm  

LOCATION: Conference Call / Teams Meeting 
 
FROM: Tim Osterkamp, PE 

ATTENDEES: 
Douglas Poochigian County of Monterey 
Erich Rauber County of Monterey 
Enrique Saavedra County of Monterey 
Tim Osterkamp Dokken Engineering 
Nancy Ortigoza Dokken Engineering 
Jeremy Wright Caltrans, Local Assistance 
Cori Marsalek Caltrans, Local Assistance 
Reinie Jones Caltrans, Local Assistance 
Diana Garrett Caltrans, Local Assistance 

 
TOPICS DISCUSSED: 
The California Transportation Commission (CTC) does not consider the Boronda Road Bridge 
retrofit project complete since it was never closed out, and the bridge was neither retrofitted or 
replaced. Therefore, Monterey County is seeking to restart the project. The project was originally 
initiated using Proposition 1B funding. The proposed retrofit strategy in 1997 was to place CISS 
piles on each side of the existing pier, connecting them with a cap beam. The retrofit would be 
expensive, so replacement of the bridge was also being considered. A Seismic Retrofit Strategy 
Meeting was held on December 3, 1997 at Caltrans Office of Structures. Caltrans approved 
replacement of the bridge at this meeting. The final strategy report was issued in January 1998. 
 
As the County moved forward with replacement, local opposition to bridge replacement resulted 
in a NEPA determination of no build. However, the County is now willing to push the 
replacement forward again and use the Schulte Bridge Replacement Project as a successful 
example for the locals.  
 
Caltrans was asked if the 1997-98 seismic analysis and retrofit strategy would need to be 
revisited due to changes in the seismic code since 1998, or if the previously approved strategy 
would be accepted. Jeremy agreed that the previous Strategy Report would be accepted. Jeremy 
has a copy of the report, but requested a copy of the seismic retrofit strategy meeting. 
 
Jeremy asked if the County would like to revisit the retrofit strategy or replace the bridge. 
Advancements in bridge seismic behavior understanding could potentially lessen the retrofit 
scope. The County would prefer to replace the bridge, but continue with the current retrofit 
strategy if the bridge must be retrofitted instead of replaced.  
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Final determination of replacement verse retrofit will be dependent on cost comparison of the 
two approaches. Dokken will develop updated cost estimates of the 1997-98 retrofit strategy and 
compare to a two or three span bridge replacement cost. 
 
Boronda Road Bridge is currently HBP nominated as a seismic retrofit and paint project. Cost 
comparison of retrofit verse replacement will include the cost of painting the existing bridge. 
If replacement is cost effective a change in HBP funding scope can be made with a 6A. This 
would allow the County to start the project as a bridge replacement in HBP, not 
rehabilitation/seismic retrofit. Type selection will be needed but rehabilitation would not need to 
be considered. The previous field review performed in 1997 will be honored for HBP Chapter 6 
requirements; thus, the planned May 3rd meeting is not needed. A field review meeting will still 
be needed for environmental purposes and completing the PES. 
 
Reinie asked if replacement is selected can funding for NEPA replacement studies be requested 
since the previous NEPA resulted in a no-build. Caltrans will need to look into this. An 
alternative approach may be to repay the $100K previously spent and start fresh. 
 
Dokken is helping for this phase only. Project will go through the federal RFP process to select 
future consultant. 
 
ACTION ITEMS: 

1. Dokken to develop updated retrofit and bridge replacement cost estimates. 
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APPENDIX C 
FINAL STRATEGY REPORT JANUARY 
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MONTEREY COUNTY SEISMIC RETROFIT 

TASK ORDER NO. 1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FINAL STRATEGY REPORT 
 

FOR 
 

BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE 
OVER CARMEL RIVER 

 

BR. NO. 507 (44C-99) 
 

05-MON-COUNTY ROAD 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Prepared By: 
 
 

 
3054 Gold Canal Drive 

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 
 
 
 
 
 
 

January 28, 1998
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MONTEREY COUNTY SEISMIC RETROFIT 
STRATEGY MEETING MINUTES 

 
 
 

Boronda Road Bridge, 507 (44C-99) 
 
 
 
 

DATE: December 3, 1997 
 
LOCATION: Caltrans Office of Structures, Room 514 
 
ATTENDEES: 
 
NAME AGENCY PHONE 
Michael Kim CALTRANS - Structures, Local Assistance (916) 227-8050 
Dinh Le CALTRANS - District 5, Local Assistance (805) 549-3572 
David Wang Parikh Consultants (408) 945-1011 
Douglas Poochigion Monterey County, P.W. (408) 755-4888 
Andrew Gaspar Monterey County, P.W. (408) 755-4807 
John Maniscalco Dokken Engineering (916) 858-0642 
Nick Panayotou CALTRANS - Construction, OSC (916) 227-8984 
Saad El-Azazy CALTRANS - OEE (916) 227-8124 
Steve Wiman CALTRANS - OSD (916) 227-8797 
Richard A. Dokken Dokken Engineering (916) 858-0642 
Eric Tsai Dokken Engineering (408) 751-1701 
Henry Fang Dokken Engineering (916) 858-0642 
Hashim Hamzawi Dokken Engineering (916) 858-0642 
Ali A. Hemmati Dokken Engineering (916) 858-0642 
Brent Meyer Dokken Engineering (916) 858-0642 
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Boronda Road Bridge 
Bridge No. 44C-99 (County No. 507) 

John Maniscalco gave a brief description of the existing bridge and some of the basic 
problems associated with the existing load path and connections.  

David explained that the liquefaction potential was moderate to low, pile capacity was based 
on assumed length of 20’ because of the lack of adequate as-built information. Seismically 
the bridge is less than 0.3 miles from the Tularcitos-Navy Fault that can produce a magnitude 
7.0 earthquake with a peak rock acceleration of 0.6g at the site.  

Eric Tsai stated that the analysis is based on the Static Equivalent method.  The pile loads at 
the piers exceeded their capacity and the bearings failed in shear.  The proposed strategy was 
to place CISS piles on either side of each pier, connecting them with a cap beam.  The bolts 
at the abutments would need to be replaced.  Mike Kim suggested that only the center pier 
should be retrofitted in order to save money.  Eric explained that the weight of the concrete 
pier will fail the piles under seismic loading and that the existing steel girders cannot span 
80’ without the pier.  Saad suggested replacing the structure.  Mike said the county could 
choose to retrofit the bridge or replace it using the estimated cost of the retrofit.  Eric 
presented the study result for replacement option. The cost for replacement is estimated at 
$560,000 compared with $330,000 for retrofit.  Mike mentioned that it is up to the county to 
make the decision. Douglas Poochigion commented that the cost for replacement seemed to 
be low since the environmental mitigation measures may be significant.  The environmental 
concerns could lengthen the design time and add cost to the structure.  There was discussion 
that if the bridge was not eligible for replacement, the county would be responsible for the 
entire cost for the extra width. The funding issue should be resolved before the county 
decides to replace the bridge.  Saad El-Azazy questioned whether a spread footing could be 
done instead of the CISS pile. Eric said this option was studied and found more costly due to 
a potential scouring problem, environment concerns and construction difficulties in water. 
Saad said the replacement should be the strategy since the replacement cost is not much 
higher than the retrofit option. Also, the bridge is a one-lane bridge with high ADT that 
justifies a wider bridge. Caltrans approved replacement of this bridge. 

Action Items: 
 Dokken Engineering will further investigate replacement options and provide cost

estimate.
 Dokken Engineering will revise retrofit cost estimate.
 LSA to provide environmental review and permitting as directed by the County.
 Parikh to provide geotechnical information and report for replacement.
 Sandis Humber Jones to provide surveying and utility coordination as directed by

Dokken Engineering.
 Norm Braithwaite to provide hydraulic study of replacement.
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FINAL STRATEGY REPORT 
_________________________________________________ 

 

 
____________________________________________________ 

Boronda Road Bridge over Carmel River 
Br. No. 507 (44C-99) 

 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
The Boronda Road Bridge is a one lane bridge across the Carmel River.  It is located 0.5 miles 
south of the intersection of Boronda Road and Carmel Valley Road. 
 
The bridge was designed and built by Monterey County in approximately 1946. 
  
The superstructure is a 162' long, four span steel structure.  There are two steel “I” girders 
(S21x58) spaced 9' apart with transverse floorbeam (S6x12.25) at 18" c/c supporting 3" steel open 
grating.  It has a total width of  12.7'.  The girders are continuous with fixed bearing at pier 3 
and expansion bearings at abutments and piers 2 and 4.  The bearing consists of a sliding plate 
welded under the girder and bolted to the steel bent cap.  Slotted holes are provided at expansion 
bearings to accommodate thermal movement. 
 
The abutment is a seat type of concrete structure with wing walls consisting of steel soldier piles 
(steel angle) and perforated steel laggings. 
 
The concrete pier is 18" thick and 13' wide with three steel columns spaced at 4'-6" extending 2' 
above the concrete top.  There is a transverse steel beam on top of the steel columns as a cap 
beam supporting the superstructure.  Based on the previous bridge maintenance report, the 
three steel columns are actually piles extended into the ground.  Thus, three piles are assumed 
for each pier.  The pile is made from double L6x6x1/2. 
 
There are one 6" diameter and another 2-½" diameter steel utility pipes attached to the 
underside of the bridge and goes into wing wall at abutment. 
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No as-built plans are available.  Selected maintenance reports are included in Appendix A. 
 
The bridge is under the jurisdiction of Monterey County. 
 
 
FIELD REVIEW 
 
Bridge site inspection was done on September 11, 1997.  Representatives from Monterey County, 
Caltrans District 5, Parikh Consultants, LSA and Associates, and Dokken Engineering met at 
the site. 
 
After the field review, a “Field Review Report” was prepared and submitted (under separate 
cover).  The report included field observations as well as appendices for Field Review by Dokken, 
Geotechnical Report by Parikh Consultants, and Preliminary Assessment Report by LSA and 
Associates. 
 
Photographs showing some features of the bridge follow. 
 
 
GEOTECHNICAL 
 
The geotechnical information as presented by Parikh Consultants is included in Appendix B.  
Accordingly, the site was assigned a maximum credible rock acceleration of 0.6g associated with 
a magnitude 7 event with a soil profile type D per ATC-31 R3-8 ARS curve.  The spectrum is 
increased by 20% due to the proximity to fault.  Liquefaction probability is moderate to low. 
 
 
DESIGN CRITERIA 
 
Existing materials specifications are as follows: 
 
AASHO 1940 
 
Reinforced Concrete  fc = 1,000 psi 
 fs = 18,000 psi 
 n = 10 
Structural steel Fs = 18,000 psi 
 
 Bridge Design Specification (1983 AASHTO with interims/revisions by Caltrans) 
 Bridge Design Aids 
 Bridge Design Details 
 Bridge Design Practice 
 Memo to designers 
 ACI 318-95 
 AISC –ASD Ninth edition 1989 
 
Computer programs utilized for analysis: 

 COLX – Pier moment-curvature analysis 
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VIEW OF CONCRETE PIER LOOKING SOUTH 

 
 
 
 

 
VIEW OF ANCHOR BOLTS UNDER GIRDER
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VIEW OF UTILITY PIPE AT SOUTH ABUTMENT 

 
 
 
 

 
VIEW OF DECK STEEL GRATING 
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Existing material properties assumed for dynamic analysis: 
 
 Concrete 

General f'c = 5,000 psi 
 Reinforcing bars 
  General f y = 44,000 psi 
 Structural steel 
  Sections (A7) f y = 30,000 psi 
  Anchor bolts  f y = 30,000 psi  
 
 
AS-BUILT ANALYSIS 
 
Since no as-built plans are available, field measurement was used for the analysis of the existing 
structure included determining weight, geometry and section properties of various components of 
the structure. 
 
During a seismic event, the various components of the structure are subjected to seismic forces in 
different magnitudes depending, among other things, on their location with respect to the 
seismic load path.  These members are identified and their strengths (capacities) are determined.  
They included the capacities of abutment backwall and piles, bearings, piers and their footings 
and piles in the appropriate directions. 
 
The structure is analyzed by the Static Equivalent Force method.  According to the geotechnical 
investigation, the existing structure is supported by steel piles at pier locations.  The pile is made 
of two L6x6x1/2 welded together into a Z-shaped pile.  The average penetration length of the 
existing pile is 20' as per County’s engineer.  The concrete pier is not embedded deep into the 
ground and the piles are weak in the longitudinal direction.  The earthquake load from 
superstructure and pier self weight inertia are acting on the free standing pier. 
 
Comparison is made between the demand and capacity for each critical member and 
demand/capacity (D/C) ratios are presented in Table 1. 
 
 
STRUCTURAL DEFICIENCIES 
 
1. Abutments — The existing abutment is adequate to resist the longitudinal and transverse 

earthquake loads.  However, the anchor bolts and weld for the bearing plate are 
substandard. 

 
2. Bearings — The anchor bolts are substandard for the shear forces in both directions.  The 

weld for the bearing plate is adequate. 
 
3. Bents — The steel piles will yield under the longitudinal earthquake force.  In the transverse 

direction, the pile will be overload in compression, which means the piers will collapse. 
 
4. Scour — Minor scour was observed at piers 3 and 4. 
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PROPOSED RETROFIT 
 
The proposed retrofit scheme (see Figure 1) for this bridge consist of the following: 
 
1. Abutment Retrofit:  Add new anchor bolts (A325 1" dia.) at bearing, drill slotted holes 

through the bottom flange into concrete, grout holes after bolts are set. 
 

2. Foundation Retrofit:  No retrofit is recommended due to the environmental concern. 
 

3. Pier:  Replace the existing anchor bolts with A325 7/8" diameter bolts.  Install 36" dia CISS 
piles at piers 2, 3 and 4.  New concrete cap beam between CISS piles to support the 
superstructure. 

 
The cost of alternative is estimated at $323,000 or $157.00 per square foot (see Appendix C).  
 
 
RETROFIT ANALYSIS 
 
The retrofit scheme, new piles and bearing connection will strengthen the piers to ensure no 
structure collapse. 
 
 
IMPACT OF PROPOSED RETROFITS 
 
Aesthetics:  New piles and cap beam will be visible. 
 
Traffic:  The retrofit does not involve any work on the bridge deck and all the retrofit work at the 
piers and abutments can be carried out from the undersides. 
 
Utilities:  No utilities will be affected during retrofit construction. 
 
Restrictions to Construction:  There is limited access to the bridge abutment works from both 
ends for equipment and hauling the material needed for construction.  Because this road is the 
only access across the Carmel River for the nearby residents, it must be kept open at all times. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Because of the following reasons, Dokken Engineering concurs with Caltrans decision to replace 
this structure: 
 
1. The cost associated with the bridge retrofit is high($323,000 and $157/square foot). 
 
2. The existing barrier does not meet current standards. 
 
3. The existing bridge width does not meet current standards. 
 
4. The structure floods during the 100-year event. 
 
5. This bridge is the only bridge across the Carmel River for local residents. 
 
The Replacement Strategy in appendix D contains a completed bridge replacement field review 
form, including the bridge general plan. 
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Photos from August 21, 2024 Site Visit 

 
Photo 1: Looking west. Note narrow bridge width and lack of sidewalks. 
 

 
Photo 2: Looking east 
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Photos from August 21, 2024 Site Visit 

Photo 3: Looking east. New bridge will be widened to the south. 

Photo 4: Looking west 
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Photos from August 21, 2024 Site Visit 

 
Photo 5: Low clearance under east abutment  
 

 
Photo 6: Looking east. Note skirt around bottom of pier from previous scour mitigation 

project. 
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Photos from August 21, 2024 Site Visit 

 
Photo 7: West approach  

 

 
Photo 8: East approach  
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Photos from August 21, 2024 Site Visit 

 
Photo 9: Base of west pier. Note added concrete skirt. 

 

 
Photo 10:  Anchor bolts at east abutment 
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APPENDIX II: SCOPE OF WORK 

The following is a sample scope of services.  CONTRACTOR shall suggest deviations as 
necessary to complete the plans, specifications, and cost estimates for the proposed Project in 
accordance with COUNTY, Caltrans, and AASHTO requirements.  

Final deliverables shall be provided in PDF format.  Plans shall be plotted directly from 
AutoCAD to pdf, so that pdf files are of a high quality using electronic bookmarks.  Upon 
request, electronic files (MSWord, Excel, HEC-RAS, AutoCAD Civil 3D format, MS Project, 
etc.) with all supporting files shall also be provided to COUNTY.  Plans shall be prepared and 
provided in AutoCAD Civil 3D. 

All meetings will be held virtually (Microsoft Teams) unless specified as otherwise. 

Task 1. Project Management 

Task 1.1. Project Controls 
CONTRACTOR shall manage the Project Team, monitor schedule and budget, and prepare 
monthly progress reports and invoices. 

Task 1.2. Kick Off Meeting and Field Investigation 

CONTRACTOR shall coordinate an initial field review with the COUNTY Project manager 
and other Project stakeholders to review the proposed project and to highlight and record 
significant project features.  The CONTRACTOR shall conduct a visual on-site field 
investigation to identify existing conditions and establish preliminary design assumptions and 
parameters.  CONTRACTOR shall review as-built information as available.  The field 
investigation shall be coordinated such that it is on the same day as the kick-off meeting. 
CONTRACTOR’S project manager and project engineer shall attend. 

Task 1.3. Progress Meetings 

CONTRACTOR project manager and appropriate staff shall meet with the COUNTY Project 
Manager and others as necessary to manage and deliver the Project.  One-hour meetings shall 
be scheduled virtually monthly to keep the COUNTY informed of the status of the Project and 
to gain timely decisions from the COUNTY.  Initially, more frequent meetings shall be 
required and should be scheduled on an as needed basis.  CONTRACTOR shall prepare 
meeting agendas and meeting notes in a format specified by the COUNTY. Assume a total of 
40 meetings. 

Deliverables: 

• Meeting notes and meeting agendas 
• Monthly updated Project schedule 
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Task 2. 35% Design – Preliminary Engineering  
Task 2.1. Preliminary Bridge Design 
CONTRACTOR shall evaluate the roadway alignment as well as address hydraulic 
constraints, debris load, constructability, geotechnical constraints, environmental 
considerations, maintenance, schedule, and cost. 

Conceptual level cost estimates shall be provided. CONTRACTOR shall consider how the 
Project will be constructed and whether a detour, low water crossing or temporary bridge will 
be required. Road closures shall be minimized to the extent possible. 

Task 2.2. Type Selection Report 

After concurrence from the COUNTY on the recommended design, the CONTRACTOR shall 
prepare a Type Selection Report for review and approval by Caltrans. Preliminary engineering 
includes layouts of the Project to an approximate 35% level of completion. 

CONTRACTOR shall develop a preliminary design of the Project including: 

• Geometric alignment of the roadway, vertical and horizontal profiles 
• Bridge span length and width 
• Proposed detour alignments, if applicable 
• Preliminary foundation concepts 
• Preliminary slope stability considerations 
• Draft construction schedule 
• 35% design cost estimate 
• Right of Way considerations 

Deliverables 

• Type Selection Report, Draft and Final version. 
 
Task 3.  Survey 

Task 3.1.  Survey and Mapping 

All survey work shall be performed under the responsible charge of a California licensed 
Professional Land Surveyor (SURVEYOR) who will execute the project “Acknowledgment of 
Survey Monument Preservation Responsibility” form.  A copy of said executed form shall be 
delivered electronically to the County Surveyor (goetzmk@countyofmonterey.gov). 
Provide aerial and ground surveys including: 

• Color ortho image with 0.25’ pixel resolution, DTM, contours, and a “surface” in Civil 3D. 
This aerial map shall be compiled to the Base Map. 

• Ground control for the aerial map and all control for the “densification” of the aerial map. 
The Project control shall be established by a static occupation and processed using 
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National Geodetic Survey OPUS with the horizontal datum being the North American 
Datum of 1983, National Adjustment of 2011, Epoch date of 2010.00, abbreviated 
NAD83(2011) Epoch 2010.00. The projection used shall be the California Coordinate 
System of 1983 (CCS83), Zone 4. The vertical datum shall be NAVD88.  All coordinate 
values of the control on the ground shall be on said horizontal and vertical datums. 
Sufficient control points shall be established and with some set-in strategic locations to 
survive to start of the construction phase, roughly five years into the future. The survey 
control points shall be compiled to the Base Map and the survey base map deliverable shall 
include a Survey Control Sheet showing the location and coordinates of these control 
stations. The control sheet shall show locations with aerial imagery as a background so that 
their locations can easily be ascertained. 

• Provide ground surveys and mapping for areas in dense vegetation, under and on the 
temporary bridge, geotechnical investigation bore holes, conforms, surface evidence of 
underground utilities, overhead wire locations near the existing crossing and one hundred 
feet on each side of the existing crossing. 

• Include all grade breaks, tops and toes in the dirt areas. 

• Include hardscape features, such as: edge of pavement, crown of road, and temporary 
bridge abutments, and fences. 

• Field survey point densification in the vicinity of the Project’s construction footprint: 
temporary bridge, road and channel locations. 

• Ordinary High-Water Mark (OHWM) shall be shown within the study area. The OHWM 
shall be established in accordance with Army Corps of Engineers guidelines by the 
CONTRACTOR and these marks shall be located by the SURVEYOR. 

Task 3.2. Hydraulic Cross Sections 

SURVEYOR shall survey channel cross sections in sufficient number and detail, upstream and 
downstream of the crossing, necessary to perform hydraulic analysis for preparation of a 
location hydrology and hydraulics study. These cross sections shall be compiled to the Base 
Map and provided in a data format compatible with the hydraulic/hydrologic analysis. 

Task 3.3. Right-of-Way Establishment 

SURVEYOR shall perform a complete boundary retracement survey to accurately determine 
the County Road right-of-way within the Project limits.  Sufficient survey monuments and 
other survey evidence shall be found and tied into the survey. This may require the survey to 
extend outside the Project limits. This right of way shall be compiled to the Base Map. 
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Task 3.4. Easement Plotting 

Provide re-establishment of recorded easement deeds (per review of the preliminary title 
reports). Easement locations shall be shown on the Base Map. Procure preliminary title reports 
for nearby assessor parcels. 

Task 3.5. Base Map 

Provide a Base Map to be used as the basis for design of the Project. The Base Map shall be 
delivered in Autodesk Civil 3D compatible DWG format. 

Task 3.6. Survey Monument Preservation and Pre-Construction Record of Survey 

SURVEYOR shall perform a pre-construction field survey in compliance with California 
Business and Professions Code Section 8771(b). All monuments of record and any found that 
are not of record shall be located and referenced prior to construction, and a pre-construction 
Record of Survey shall be filed with the County Recorder. By graphics and notation, the 
Record of Survey shall show the methods used to re-establish the County Road right-of-way 
lines along with the survey control points set for the Project. Other critical boundary and/or 
easement lines shall also be shown. This map shall meet the requirements for a pre-
construction survey and documentation. The COUNTY shall waive the checking and 
recording fees for this map. 

Task 3.7. Survey Monument Preservation and Post-Construction Record of Survey 

SURVEYOR shall perform a post construction field survey in compliance with California 
Business and Professions Code Section 8771(c). The survey shall set or reset monuments to 
perpetuate the location of monuments or points shown on the pre-construction survey. 
Monumentation will include at least two (2) permanent monuments set in the road surface on 
the centerline of the right-of-way of Boronda Road. A Record of Survey showing the post-
construction survey shall be filed with the County Recorder. Other critical boundary and/or 
easement lines shall also be shown. This map shall meet the requirements for a post-
construction survey and documentation. The COUNTY shall waive the checking and 
recording fees for this map. 

Task 3.8. Legal Descriptions and Exhibits 

Provide plats and legal descriptions with exhibits graphically showing the areas described. 
The legal description shall be used for the acquisition of new right of way by the COUNTY 
and/or joint use agreements.  The COUNTY will conduct appraisals and acquisitions. 

Task 4. Geotechnical Investigations 
Task 4.1. Geotechnical Data Collection 
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Pre-field activities include developing a field exploration plan, contacting Underground 
Services Alert (USA), and notifying utilities as necessary. CONTRACTOR shall provide 
traffic control, as necessary, for any field exploration.  Boring locations and depths shall be 
determined based on the site investigation and bridge requirements. 

CONTRACTOR shall perform laboratory tests on selected samples collected from drilling. 
Testing shall be performed in accordance with the applicable ASTM or Caltrans standards. 
Selected soil samples obtained during the field exploration shall be tested in a Caltrans-
certified laboratory to evaluate certain physical properties that will be necessary to complete 
the engineering analysis.  The types and numbers of tests may vary depending on the results of 
the field exploration program. 

Task 4.2. Geotechnical Report 

CONTRACTOR shall prepare the Geotechnical Report.  The report shall include a description 
of the Project and analyses performed, field and laboratory data collected, and graphics 
showing the site location, the locations of the field explorations relative to the proposed 
improvements, and an interpreted subsurface profile.  The Geotechnical Report shall also 
include a discussion of local geology, slope stability, and potential for geologic hazards 
(seismicity, faulting, slope instability, settlement, and liquefaction). 

The Geotechnical Report shall present final recommendations for design of the Project 
including seismic design criteria, bearing capacity and lateral earth-pressures for the Project’s 
structures, slope gradients and setbacks, and geotechnical material specifications. 
Recommendations shall be made to support the new bridge structure and adjacent slopes that 
may be affected by the Project.  Recommendations shall include foundation type (shallow or 
deep), abutments, retaining walls, etc. based on structure type chosen and as determined by 
geotechnical site condition requirements. 

If deep foundations (piles) are needed, at a minimum the following shall also be included in 
the Geotechnical Report, as applicable: 

• Recommended foundation type (CIDH or other). 
• Liquefaction potential and the need to consider down-drag forces, seismic settlement, 

loads due to lateral spreading, or friction reducers in the pile design. 

• Deep foundation analyses, minimum pile embedment and diameter, pile spacing and 
group effects, specified pile tip elevation, and estimated settlement. Lateral load versus 
deflection curve for selected pile foundations. 

• Lateral loading on piles due to lateral spread, if determined appropriate by geotechnical 
seismic evaluation. 

• Anticipated pile driving and/or CIDH pile drilling conditions for the foundation type 
selected. 

• Lateral load resistance of pile foundations. 
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The Geotechnical Report shall identify the corrosion potential of foundation soil, reinforced 
concrete substructures, and structural steel based on test data and Caltrans design methods. 
The report shall also provide construction considerations regarding excavation characteristics 
of the soil and/or rock encountered, suitability of excavated on-site soil for reuse as compacted 
structural fill or structural backfill, temporary slopes, shoring, dewatering and/or stream 
diversions, and stability as well as requirements for temporary cuts or shoring adjacent to 
existing roadways, structures, or property. 
 
Task 5. Hydrologic and Hydraulic Report 

A concise Hydrologic and Hydraulic report shall be completed for the bridge that includes 
hydraulic information for the design, base and overtopping floods (discharges and water 
surface elevations), and recommendations regarding bank protection.  CONTRACTOR shall 
estimate the size and type of debris in the channel.  The report shall identify potential scour 
depths along the channel to assess the stability of the existing stream channel slopes and future 
stability of the bridge along with any other relevant hydraulic considerations necessary to 
design the bridges. 

Task 6. Post-Construction Stormwater Design (OPTIONAL) 

This task shall include preparing calculations in conformance with applicable water quality 
regulations.  The CONTRACTOR shall also prepare a memo documenting the roadway 
drainage design and analysis including post-construction hydromodification to satisfy post-
construction requirements. 

Task 7. 65% Design 
Task 7.1.  65% PS&E 

CONTRACTOR shall submit 65% plans, contract items list, and engineer’s estimate to the 
COUNTY. The COUNTY will review the 65% submittal and submit comments to the 
CONTRACTOR. CONTRACTOR shall create a log showing how all comments were 
addressed as part of the 95% submittal package. 

CONTRACTOR shall prepare the roadway civil design to conform to standard Caltrans and 
COUNTY requirements.  The 65% submittal shall include Title Sheet, Typical Sections, Tree 
Removal and Trimming, Project Control, Layouts, Profiles, Construction Details, Diversion 
and Dewatering Plan, Drainage Plans, Utility Plans and Details, Traffic Handling, Stage 
Construction (if applicable), Erosion Control/Water Pollution Control Plans, Pavement 
Delineation, Detour Plans, Sign Plans, and any other required drawing sheets. The structure 
plan sheets shall include General Plan, Foundation Plan, Cross-Sections, Typical Section, 
miscellaneous details, and Log of Test Borings.  CONTRACTOR shall identify temporary 
easements and/or permanent right-of-way modifications to construct the Project. 
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The engineer’s estimate shall be updated from the preliminary costs based on updated 
quantities and unit costs compiled from recent bid data and adjusted for COUNTY-specific 
construction costs. 

The bridge design shall be in accordance with the AASHTO LRFD Specifications with 
Caltrans amendments and applicable sections of the Bridge Memos to Designers and Bridge 
Design Aids manuals.  The design shall meet COUNTY, Caltrans, FHWA, and AASHTO 
standards in effect at the time the design occurs. 

Seismic design shall be performed in accordance with the applicable edition of the Caltrans 
Seismic Design Criteria.  Detailing of plans shall be in accordance with Caltrans Design 
Details Manual.  Both the design and detailing shall be based on the use of the current Caltrans 
Standard Plans and Standard Specifications. 

65% Deliverables 

• 65% Draft Plans in PDF 
• Engineer’s Estimate of Construction Costs in MS Excel format 
• Design Exceptions in MS Word. 

Task 7.2. Independent Bridge Check 

An independent design check shall be conducted before the 95% Design Submittals in 
accordance with Caltrans’ design procedures.  The plans shall be reviewed for compatibility 
between COUNTY Design standards, Caltrans Memo to Designers, and AASHTO standards. 
The Geotechnical Engineer shall review the plans prior to the 95% Draft PS&E Submittal for 
compliance with the geotechnical recommendations. 

Task 7.3. Design Exceptions 

CONTRACTOR shall prepare Project design exceptions, if necessary, for approval by 
COUNTY. Assume up to 2 design exceptions. 

Task 8. 95% Design 
Task 8.1. 95% Specifications 

CONTRACTOR shall prepare the technical specifications based on the latest Caltrans 
Standard Special Provisions (SSPs).  The COUNTY will provide “boiler plate” documents, 
including the notice to bidders, proposal, bond forms, and agreement.  Required mitigation 
measures and permitting requirements from the environmental permits shall be included in the 
specifications. 

Task 8.2. 95% Design 

The 95% plans shall be submitted to the COUNTY based on comments received on the 65% 
submittal.  The submittal shall include the plans, specifications, and engineer’s estimate of 
probable costs.  A preliminary construction schedule shall be submitted. The COUNTY shall 
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review the 95% submittal and submit comments to the CONTRACTOR. CONTRACTOR 
shall create a log showing how all comments were addressed as part of the final PS&E 
package submittal.  The roadway plans shall be advanced to include construction area signs 
sheet, additional detailing for roadway conforms, grading, landscaping, drainage details, and 
additional structural details as needed. 

95% Deliverables 

• 95% Draft Plans in PDF 
• Technical Special Provisions in MS Word format 
• Engineer’s estimate of probable construction costs in MS Excel format 
• Estimated construction schedule in MS Project format 

Task 9. 100% PS&E 

Upon receipt of comments from the 95% PS&E submittal to the COUNTY, and other 
jurisdictional agencies, which will be routed through the COUNTY, final revisions shall be 
made. CONTRACTOR shall incorporate appropriate comments in the plans, specifications, 
and estimate and log all comments and identify how each comment was addressed.  The 
engineer’s estimate shall be updated based on final quantities and unit costs updated based on 
the most recent bid data and adjusted for COUNTY-specific construction costs. 

CONTRACTOR shall perform an independent QA/QC review of the Final 100% submittal 
package and incorporate appropriate revisions prior to submittal to the COUNTY. 
CONTRACTOR shall update the plans and specifications to the Caltrans standards applicable 
at the time of “RFA for CON”.  The Final submittal shall include a detailed construction 
schedule with an estimate of working days. 

100% PS&E Deliverables 

• Electronic Microsoft Word file of specifications 
• Final Technical Special Provisions signed by the Registered Engineer 
• Electronic Microsoft Excel file of Construction Cost Estimate 
• Estimated construction schedule with estimated working days calculation (MS Project 

format) 
• Resident Engineer’s File 
• AutoCAD Project plans 
• PDF copies of each deliverable stamped and signed by a licensed engineer as required. 

Task 10. Bid Period Consultation 

CONTRACTOR shall provide bidding assistance to the COUNTY including interpretation of 
the contract documents, assisting the COUNTY in preparing addenda to the PS&E, and 
attending one (1) in-person pre-bid construction meeting. 

Bid period Deliverables 
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• Prepare addenda as needed 
• Respond to RFI’s as needed 

Task 11. Utility Coordination 

The COUNTY shall obtain utility atlas maps and coordinate with utilities, identify relocation 
liability, coordinate utility agreements, and meet with utility representatives.  The COUNTY 
shall obtain relocation plans from the utilities.  The COUNTY shall provide this information to 
CONTRACTOR. 

CONTRACTOR shall identify potential conflicts, develop conflict exhibits for each utility, 
and incorporate existing and proposed utility relocation information into the plans and 
specifications.  At least one plan sheet shall be provided in the PS&E submittals that shows the 
existing utilities and proposed relocations. 

Task 12. Environmental Support 
A Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) has been prepared for the Project. CONTRACTOR 
shall prepare the required NEPA and CEQA environmental documents for the Project.  The 
signed PES and specific environmental requirements and considerations is provided in 
Appendix VII. 

Task 13. Permit Compliance 

CONTRACTOR shall prepare the Environmental Commitment Record.  CONTRACTOR 
shall check plans and specifications against the permit conditions and measures to ensure 
compliance with the agency requirements. 

This task shall also include the preparation of calculations and an application for a rainfall 
erosivity waiver to be submitted by the COUNTY.  Along with the rainfall erosivity waiver, 
CONTRACTOR shall prepare a Project Water Pollution Control Program (WPCP) which shall 
be in effect for construction activities between April and October.  CONTRACTOR shall 
ensure the Project working days in the specifications match the rainfall erosivity waiver such 
that any work extending beyond the end of the rainfall erosivity waiver requiring a Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall be CONTRACTOR’s responsibility. 
CONTRACTOR shall then prepare a Project plan sheet detailing the best management 
practices (BMP) and erosion control features outlined in the WPCP.  It is assumed any fee for 
the rainfall erosivity waiver shall be paid by the COUNTY. 

Task 14. Construction Support 

CONTRACTOR shall provide engineering services during construction including the following: 

• Attend a pre-construction meeting 
• General interpretation of plans and specifications 
• Review and comment on shop plan drawings, submittals, and mix designs 
• Response to RFIs 
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• Construction site observations 
• Development of plan revisions as needed 
• Preparation of as-built drawings 
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APPENDIX III: SIGNATURE PAGE 

COUNTY OF MONTEREY RFP No. 10964 
PUBLIC WORK, FACILITIES AND PARKS ISSUE DATE:  December 4, 2025 

RFP TITLE: 
BRIDGE DESIGN SERVICES, BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT, MONTEREY COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

PROPOSALS ARE DUE IN THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC WORKS, 
FACILITIES AND PARKS BY: 

4:00 P.M., PST, January 22, 2026 

MAILING ADDRESS: 
COUNTY OF MONTEREY 
PUBLIC WORKS, FACILITIES AND PARKS 
1441 SCHILLING PLACE SOUITH, 2nd FLOOR 
SALINAS, CA 93901-4527 

QUESTIONS ABOUT THIS RFQ/RFP SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO: 

Kyle Oyama, oyamak@COUNTYofmonterey.gov 

CONTRACTOR MUST INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING IN EACH PROPOSAL: 
1. Proposal (as required by this RFP) – One (1) original hard copy, two (2) hard copies, and one (1) CD or thumb drive with PDF

files of submittal
2. Fee Schedule (Attachment J) - One (1) original hard copy (sealed in a separate envelope)

  ALL REQUIRED CONTENT AS DEFINED PER SECTION 8.1 HEREIN 

This Signature Page must be included with your submittal to validate your Proposal. 
Proposals submitted without this page will be deemed non-responsive. 

  CHECK HERE IF YOU HAVE ANY EXCEPTIONS TO THIS SOLICITATION 

CONTRACTOR MUST COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING TO VALIDATE PROPOSAL 
I hereby agree to furnish the articles and/or services stipulated in my Proposal at the price quoted, subject to the instructions and 
conditions in the Request for Proposals. I further attest that I am an official officer representing my firm and authorized with signatory 
authority to present this Proposal. 

Company Name: ______________________________________________________ Date _________________ 

Signature: ________________________________ Printed Name: _____________________________________ 

Street Address: _____________________________________________________________________________ 
City: ___________________ State: ______ Zip: ______________ 

Phone: (      ) ____________________ Fax: (      ) ________________ Email: ___________________________ 

License No. (If applicable): _____________________________ 

License Classification (If applicable): _____________________________________ 
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APPENDIX IV: SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 
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SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 
Sample Only - Required Cost Proposal Template To Be Determined By Agency 

SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 1 

COST-PLUS-FIXED FEE  OR LUMP SUM OR FIRM FIXED PRICE CONTRACTS 

(DESIGN, ENGINEERING AND ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES) 
Note: Mark-ups are Not Allowed ☐ Prime Consultant ☐ Subconsultant ☐ 2nd Tier Subconsultant 

Consultant __________________________________________________________ 

Project No. _______________________  Contract No. ____________________ Date ____________________ 

DIRECT LABOR 

Classification/Title Name Hours Actual Hourly Rate Total 

____________________________ 
____________________________ 
____________________________ 
____________________________ 

________ 
________ 
________ 
________ 

LABOR COSTS 
a) Subtotal Direct Labor Costs _______________ 

b) Anticipated Salary Increases (see page 2 for calculation) _______________ 

c) TOTAL DIRECT LABOR COSTS [(a) + (b)] _______________ 
INDIRECT COSTS 
d) Fringe Benefits (Rate:  _____ ) e) Total Fringe Benefits [(c) x (d)] _______________ 
f) Overhead (Rate: _____ ) g) Overhead [(c) x (f)] _______________ 

h) General and Administrative (Rate: ___ __ ) i) Gen & Admin [(c) x (h)] _______________ 

j) TOTAL INDIRECT COSTS [(e) + (g) + (i)] _______________ 

FIXED FEE k) TOTAL FIXED FEE [(c) + (j)] x fixed fee ______ ] ______________ 

Description of Item Quantity Unit Unit Cost Total 

l) TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS 

m) SUBCONSULTANTS’ COSTS (Add additi

l) CONSULTANT’S OTHER DIRECT COSTS (ODC) – ITEMIZE (Add additional pages if necessary) 

onal pages if necessary) 
Subconsultant 1: 
Subconsultant 2: 
Subconsultant 3: 
Subconsultant 4: 

m) TOTAL SUBCONSULTANTS’ COSTS 

n) TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS INCLUDING SUBCONSULTANTS [(l)+(m)] ___________________ 

TOTAL COST [(c) + (j) + (k) + (n)] _____________________ 
NOTES: 
1. Key personnel must be marked with an asterisk (*) and employees that are subject to prevailing wage requirements must be marked 

with two asterisks (**). All costs must comply with the Federal cost principles. Subconsultants will provide their own cost proposals. 
2. The cost proposal format shall not be amended. Indirect cost rates shall be updated on an annual basis in accordance with the 

consultant’s annual accounting period and established by a cognizant agency or accepted by Caltrans. 
3. Anticipated salary increases calculation (page 2) must accompany. 
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$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

0.00% $ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

$ 0.00

0.00%
0.00% $ 0.00

$ 0.00

0.00%

Mileage Costs $ 0.00
Equipment Rental and Supplies $ 0.00
Permit Fees $ 0.00
Plan Sheets $ 0.00
Test $ 0.00
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SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 
Sample Only - Required Cost Proposal Template To Be Determined By Agency 

SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 1 

COST-PLUS-FIXED FEE OR LUMP SUM OR FIRM FIXED PRICE CONTRACTS 

(CALCULATIONS FOR ANTICIPATED SALARY INCREASES) 

1. Calculate Average Hourly Rate for 1st year of the contract (Direct Labor Subtotal divided by total hours) 

Direct Labor Total Hours per Avg 5Year 
Subtotal per Cost Cost Proposal Hourly Contract 

Proposal Rate Duration 

=$250,000.00 500 $50.00 Year 1 Avg 
Hourly Rate 

2. Calculate hourly rate for all years (Increase the Average Hourly Rate for a year by proposed escalation%) 

Avg Hourly Rate Proposed Escalation 

Year 1 $50.00 + 2% = $51.00 Year 2 Avg Hourly Rate 
Year 2 $51.00 + 2% = $52.02 Year 3 Avg Hourly Rate 
Year 3 $52.02 + 2% = $53.06 Year 4 Avg Hourly Rate 
Year 4 $53.06 + 2% = $54.12 Year 5 Avg Hourly Rate 

3. Calculate estimated hours per year (Multiply estimate% each year by total hours) 

Estimated % Completed Total Hours per Cost Total Hours per 
Each Year Proposal Year 

Year 1 20.0% 5000 = 1000 Estimated Hours Year 1 
Year 2 400% 5000 = 2000 Estimated Hours Year 2 
Year 3 15.0% 5000 = 750 Estimated Hours Year 3 
Year 4 15.0% 5000 = 750 Estimated Hours Year 4 
Years 100% 5000 = 500 Estimated Hours Year 5 

Total 100% Total = 5000 

4. Calculate Total Costs including Escalation (Multiply Average Hourly Rate by the number of hours) 

Avg Hourly Rate Estimated hours Cost per 
(calculated above) (calculated above) Year 

Year 1 $50.00 1000 $50,000.00 Estimated Hours Year 1 = 
Year 2 $51.00 2000 $102,000.00 Estimated Hours Year 2 = 
Year 3 $52.02 750 $39,015.00 Estimated Hours Year 3 = 
Year 4 $53.06 750 $39,795.30 Estimated Hours Year 4 = 
Years $54.12 500 = $27,060.80 Estimated Hours Year 5 

Total Direct Labor Cost with Escalation $257,871.10= 
Direct Labor Subtotal before Escalation = $250,000.00 

Estimated total of Direct Labor Salary Transfer to Page 1 = 
Increase $7,871.10 

NOTES: 
1. This is not the only way to estimate salary increases. Other methods will be accepted if they clearly indicate the % 

increase, the# of years of the contract, and a breakdown of the labor to be performed each year. 

2. An estimation that is based on direct labor multiplied by salary increase % multiplied by the# of years is not 
acceptable. 
(i e. $250,000 x 2% x 5 yrs= $25,000 is not an acceptable methodology) 

3. This assumes that one year will be worked at the rate on the cost proposal before salary increases are granted. 
4. Calculations for anticipated salary escalation must be provided. 
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SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 
Sample Only - Required Cost Proposal Template To Be Determined By Agency 

SAMPLE COST PROPOSAL 1 

Certification of Direct Costs: 

I, the undersigned, certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that all direct costs identified on the 
cost proposal{s) in this contract are actual, reasonable, allowable, and allocable to the contract in 
accordance with the contract terms and the following requirements: 

1. Generally Accepted Accounting Principles {GAAP) 
2. Terms and conditions of the contract 
3. Title 23 United States Code Section 112 - Letting of Contracts 
4. 48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 31 - Contract Cost Principles and Procedures 
5. 23 Code of Federal Regulations Part 172 - Procurement, Management, and 

Administration of Engineering and Design Related Service 
6. 48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 9904 - Cost Accounting Standards Board {when 

applicable) 

All costs must be applied consistently and fairly to all contracts. All documentation of compliance must 
be retained in the project files and be in compliance with applicable federal and state requirements. 
Costs that are noncompliant with the federal and state requirements are not eligible for reimbursement. 
Local governments are responsible for applying only cognizant agency approved or Caltrans accepted 
Indirect Cost Rate{s). 

Prime Consultant or Subconsultant Certifying: 

Name:_______________ Title*: 

Signature:_ _ _ _  __ _ __ __ Date of Certification {mm/dd/yyyy): _____ 

_______ Phone Number:Email: ______ _ _ 

Address:_________________________________ 

*An individual executive or financial officer of the consultant's or subconsultant's organization at 
a level no lower than a Vice President or a Chief Financial Officer, or equivalent, who has 
authority to represent the financial information utilized to establish the cost proposal for the 
contract. 

List services the consultant is providinq under the proposed contract: 

Page 3 of 3 
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APPENDIX V: COUNTY PLANNING SCHEDULE 
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ID Task Name Duration Start Finish

1 CONSULTANT SELECTION 136 days 11/27/25 6/4/26
11 ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS 650 days 8/28/26 2/22/29
14 DESIGN & PERMITTING 1160 days 6/5/26 11/14/30
25 RIGHT OF WAY 390 days 2/23/29 8/22/30
27 CONSTRUCTON 540 days 11/15/30 12/9/32
33 PROJECT COMPLETE 0 days 12/9/32 12/9/32 12/9

H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2 H1 H2
2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033

Appendix V: Planning Schedule
RFP No. 10964 Bridge Design Services

Boronda Road Bridge Replacement
County Project No. 1181

December 4, 2025 Page 1 of 1 County of Monterey PWFP
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APPENDIX VI: SAMPLE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

The COUNTY of Monterey Agreement for Professional Services with Surveyors, Architects, 
Engineers & Design Professionals with all terms and conditions may be viewed at: 
https://www.COUNTYofmonterey.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/139258/638779912688970
000 
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APPENDIX VII: SPECIFIC ENVIRONMENTAL REQUIREMENTS 
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Rauber, Erich

From: Vidal, Kelso J@DOT <kelso.vidal@dot.ca.gov>
Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 11:02 AM
To: Rauber, Erich; Oyama, Kyle
Cc: Rizo, Edgard; Garrett, Diana@DOT; Saavedra, Enrique M.
Subject: PES form for Boronda Bridge 5944 (150)
Attachments: 5943 (150) _Boronda_PESv2.pdf; Caltrans D5 Local Assistance Cultural Resources Requirements.pdf; 

106 Compliance for Native American Consultation.pdf; D5NMFSPBO_Checklist_Template_
2025-06.docx; D5NMFSPBO_Notification_Template_2025-06.docx

 

This Message Is From an External Sender  

[CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe.]  

 

Hello Kyle, 
I was directed to provide more detail to Local Agencies/ consultants so there is 
less deviation from what Caltrans requires. Any questions or clarity needed, just 
reach out.  Please sign the page 9 of the PES and return at your convenience. 
Thanks- kelso 
 
Attached is a signed Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) form for the 
proposed Boronda Bridge Replacement project; 5944 (150). As indicated on 
the PES form, the following studies (or memos) will need to be prepared and 
provided to Caltrans for review and approval. The studies must include all areas 
of construction including temporary access, staging, utility relocations, detours, 
mitigation, etc. To assist the County with obtaining NEPA clearance,  Caltrans 
has applied Standard Provisions to a few resources to avoid the need for a 
memo/report (p 11 & 12). Below is a list of memo/reports that will be required: 
 
 
Traffic Memo 

A traffic memo is being requested because the proposed project is adding a new traffic 
lane to the bridge. A memo to analyze traffic impacts is required. This memo should justify 
how the AADT will or will not increase at this location. In addition, this memo should discuss 
any queuing or lack of. This memo should be no longer than 12 pages. This memo could also 
reference any traffic report analysis completed for the project. 

 
 Noise Memo:   
 
Temporary noise impacts from construction should be evaluated with findings reported in a 
technical memorandum. Include dB rating for that equipment (bulldozer, pile driving ect), 
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using those values and distance to the sensitive receptor, and provide appx dB level the 
receptor may experience during construction. 
 
In addition, this project is constructing a bridge with an additional lane which may introduce 
permanent traffic noise closer to a sensitive receptor/s.  This memo must capture the 
location of sensitive receptors (residences, school, place of worship) and provide a justified 
conclusion if future noise levels will exceed existing levels by 12dB +, or approach/ exceeds 
noise abatement criteria.  This noise memo should be limited to twelve pages. The outline for 
a resource memo should have the following headings : 1) Project name, FPN and brief 
project description  2) Affected Environment   3) Environmental Consequences 4) Avoidance 
and Minimization measures 5) attached mapping.  
 
 
Floodplain   

The FIRM map confirms the project is within the base floodplain (100-year) of Carmel 
River.  An analysis must be conducted to verify if the new structure will or will not impact the 
base floodplain. A Location Hydraulic Study (LHS) is required to evaluate potential impacts to 
the base floodplain. The template for the LHS is attached.  
 

• This project also requires a Summary Floodplain Encroachment Report (SFER). The SFER is 
based on results of the LHS’s impact(s) on the base floodplain.  If the LHS concludes 
that there is no encroachment and or minimal impact, a SFER is completed. A 
template for the SFER is attached.   

 
 
Biological Resources (Section 7):   
 
The regulatory agencies USFWS and NMFS have approved use of the Programmatic 
Biological Assessments (PBA) and have issued Programmatic Biological Opinions (PBO) which 
can accelerate the Section 7 consultation process.  These PBOs are applicable for many 
Local Assistance projects that involve CRLF, Smiths Blue, and Steelhead/ cohos. To confirm 
eligibility, these Regulatory agencies require worksheets (attached) to be completed and 
returned to Caltrans for verification. In situations where the PBO is not applicable, then a 
Biological Assessment (BA) will need to be submitted.     
 

• Wetland delineation and permitting is legally mandated if wetland presence is 
determined on a property and may be impacted by development. This report is 
submitted to USACE for Section 404 permitting.  

• In addition, a species list must be generated through USFWS’ iPac database. If the 
search results identify a federally listed species with a likelihood of existing at (or near) 
the project location, then a Biological Assessment will be required.  

The BA templates can be found at the link below. Note: USFWS and NMFS require different 
formatted documents. 
  
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/environmental-analysis/documents/ser/usfws-ct-
chklist-a11y.docx  
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https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/environmental-analysis/documents/ser/nmfs-ba-chklst-
a11y.docx  
 
 
Visual Impact Assessment:   
 
The result from the Visual Questionnaire determines the level of analysis. Based on the visual 
point value associated with this project, which was 21 points, it is recommended a memo be 
prepared. A resource memo should be limited to no more than twelve pages. Simulations 
are not required for this level of analysis. Please refer to the link below for the Visual Memo 
template.  
 
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/design/documents/via-memo-annotated-outline-a11y.docx  
 
 
 
Cultural Resources (Section 106) see attached guidance.  

  
Caltrans is responsible for environmental review, consultation, and coordination on this 
project, as assigned by FHW A pursuant to 23 USC 326. The environmental document to be 
prepared would be a Categorical Exclusion (CE) Determination with required technical 
studies. Caltrans will prepare the NEPA environmental determination when the requested 
environmental reports/ memos have been submitted and deemed complete. Once the 
NEPA CE is issued, note that your agency is still required to provide the following when 
available:  

  
• Permits  
• Regulatory (waters) permits & supporting biological documentation 
• Environmental Commitments Record (ECR)  
• Mitigation monitoring or final reports  
 

You are welcome to contact me if you have any questions regarding the environmental 
requirements for this project. I can be reached at (805) 478-8952 or kelso.vidal@dot.ca.gov   
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 6-A 
 Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 

 Page 1 of 12 
 January 2021 

EXHIBIT 6-A  PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY (PES) 

Federal Project No.: BRLO-5944 (150)   ID#0524000014 Final Design: 
(Federal Program Prefix-Project No., Agreement No.) (Expected Start Date) 

To: Diana Garrett From: Monterey County 
(District Local Assistance Engineer) (Local Agency) 

D5 San Luis Obispo Kyle Oyama 
(District) (Project Manager’s Name and Telephone No.) 

50 Higuera St, SLO, CA 93401 1441 Schilling Place, Salinas, CA 93901 
(Address) (Address) 

Diana.garrett@dot.ca.gov oyamak@co.monterey.ca.us 

(Email Address) (Email Address) 

Is this Project “ON” the  Yes 
State Highway System?  No 

IF YES, STOP HERE and contact the District Local Assistance Engineer 
regarding the completion of other environmental documentation. 

Federal State Transportation Improvement Program 
(FSTIP)  

https://dot.ca.gov/programs/financial-programming/office-
of-federal-programming-data-management-ofpdm 

(Currently Adopted Plan Date) (Page No.___ attach to this form) 

Programming 
for FSTIP: 

Preliminary Engineering Right of Way Construction 
$  $ $ 

(Fiscal Year)  (Dollars) (Fiscal Year) (Dollars) (Fiscal Year) (Dollars) 

Project Description as Shown in RTP and FSTIP: 

Detailed Project Description:  
The bridge is approximately 12.5’ wide consisting of one 9 wide travel lane and 1.75’wide curbs on each side of the lane. 
The existing bridge width and railing do not meet current standards. The narrow width of the bridge does not safely 
permit pedestrian and vehicle access simultaneously, resulting in vehicles waiting for pedestrians to cross the bridge 
before traversing. In addition, emergency vehicles can not cross. Project will remove the bridge and abutments. New 
bridge style TBD. New bridge will be appx 30-feet wide to accommodate two lanes.

Preliminary Design Information: 
Does the project involve any of the following?  Please check the appropriate boxes and delineate on an attached map, 
plan, or layout including any additional pertinent information. 

Yes No Yes No Yes No 
Widen existing roadway Ground disturbance Easements 
Increase number of through lanes Road cut/fill Equipment staging  
New alignment Excavation:  anticipated Temporary access road/detour 
Capacity increasing—other maximum depth    Utility relocation 
(e.g., channelization) Right of way acquisition 

Drainage/culverts (if yes, attach map with APN) 
Realignment Flooding protection 
Ramp or street closure Stream channel work Disposal/borrow sites 
Bridge work 

Pile driving Part of larger adjacent project 
Vegetation removal 
Tree removal Demolition Railroad 
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 6-A 
    Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 

 

 
          Page 2 of 12 

                       January 2021 
 

Required Attachments: 
 

 Regional map  Project location map  Project footprint map (existing/proposed right of way) 
 

 Engineering drawings (existing and proposed cross sections), if available  Borrow/disposal site location map, if applicable 
(Note: all maps (except project location map and regional maps) should be consistent with the project description (minimum scale: 1" = 200').) 
 

 GeoTracker Printout for Hazardous Materials (http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/).  
  

 Federal Threatened and Endangered Species List from USFWS (http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/). 
 

 Federal Threatened and Endangered Species List from NMFS (http://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/maps/data/california species 
listtools.html). 
 

 Current Photos of Project Site   FEMA map  VIA Questionnaire  
 

Examine the project for potential effects on the environment, direct or indirect and answer the following questions.  
The “construction area,” as specified below, includes all areas of ground disturbance associated with the project, 
including staging and stockpiling areas and temporary access roads. 

Each answer must be briefly documented on the “Notes” pages at the end of the PES Form. 

A. Potential Environmental Effects Yes To Be 
Determined 

No 

General    

1. Will the project require future construction to fully utilize the design capabilities included in the 
proposed project? 

   

2. Will the project generate public controversy?    

Noise    

3. Is the project a Type I project as defined in 23 CFR 772.5(h); “construction on new location or the 
physical alteration of an existing highway, which significantly changes either the horizontal or 
vertical alignment or increases the number of through-traffic lanes”? 

   

4. Does the project have the potential for adverse construction-related noise impact 
(such as related to pile driving)? 

   

Air Quality    

5. Is the project in a NAAQS non-attainment or maintenance area?    

6. Is the project exempt from the requirement that a conformity determination be made? (If “Yes,” state 
which conformity exemption in 40 CFR 93.126, or 40 CFR 93.128 

        (check one box below and identify the project type if applicable):  

        40 CFR 93.126            40 CFR 93.128             Project type: _________  
 

   

7. Is the project exempt from regional conformity?  (If “Yes,” state which conformity exemption in 40 
CFR 93.127, Table 3 applies):        

   

8. If project is not exempt from regional conformity, (If “No” on Question #7) 
        Is project in a metropolitan non-attainment/maintenance area? 
        Is  project in an isolated rural non-attainment area?  
        Is project in a CO, PM10 and/or PM2.5 non-attainment/maintenance area? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Hazardous Materials/Hazardous Waste    

9. Is there potential for hazardous materials (including underground or aboveground tanks, etc.) or 
hazardous waste (including oil/water separators, waste oil, asbestos-containing material, lead-based 
paint, ADL, etc.) within or immediately adjacent to the construction area? 

   

Water Quality/Resources    

10. Does the project have the potential to impact water resources (rivers, streams, bays, inlets, lakes, 
drainage sloughs) within or immediately adjacent to the project area? 
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 6-A 
    Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 
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                       January 2021 
 

11. Is the project within a designated sole-source aquifer?    

Coastal Zone    

12. Is the project within the State Coastal Zone, San Francisco Bay, or Suisun Marsh?    

Floodplain    

13. Is the construction area located within a regulatory floodway or within the base floodplain (100-year) 
elevation of a watercourse or lake? 

   

Wild and Scenic Rivers    

14. Is the project within or immediately adjacent to a Wild and Scenic River System?    

Biological Resources    

15. Is there a potential for federally listed threatened or endangered species, or their critical habitat or 
essential fish habitat to occur within or adjacent to the construction area? 

   

16. Does the project have the potential to directly or indirectly affect migratory birds, or their nests or 
eggs (such as vegetation removal, box culvert replacement/repair, bridge work, etc.)? 

   

17. Is there a potential for wetlands to occur within or adjacent to the construction area?    

18. Is there a potential for agricultural wetlands to occur within or adjacent to the construction area?    

19. Is there a potential for the introduction or spread of invasive plant species?    

Sections 4(f) and 6(f)    

20. Are there any historic sites or publicly owned public parks, recreation areas, wildlife or waterfowl 
refuges (Section 4[f]) within or immediately adjacent to the construction area? 

   

21. Does the project have the potential to affect properties acquired or improved with Land and Water 
Conservation Fund Act (Section 6[f]) funds? 

   

Visual Resources    
22. Does the project have the potential to affect any visual or scenic resources?    

Relocation Impacts    
23. Will the project require the relocation of residential or business properties? 
        (If the answer to questions 23-32 is “yes,” then Title VI Implementation and outreach may be triggered) 

   

Land Use, Community, and Farmland Impacts    

24. Will the project require any right of way, including partial or full takes?  Consider construction 
easements and utility relocations. 

   

25. Is the project inconsistent with plans and goals adopted by the community?    

26. Does the project have the potential to divide or disrupt neighborhoods/communities?    

27. Does the project have the potential to disproportionately affect low-income and minority 
populations? 

   

28. Will the project require the relocation of public utilities?    

29. Will the project affect access to properties or roadways?    

30. Will the project involve changes in access control to the State Highway System (SHS)?    

31. Will the project involve the use of a temporary road, detour, or ramp closure?    

32. Will the project reduce available parking?    

33. Will the project construction encroach on state or federal lands?    

34. Will the project convert any farmland to a different use or impact any farmlands?    

Cultural Resources    

35. Is there National Register listed, or potentially eligible historic properties, or archaeological 
resources within or immediately adjacent to the construction area? 
(Note: Caltrans PQS answers question #35 ) 

   

36. Is the project adjacent to, or would it encroach on Tribal land?    
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    Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 
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For Sections B, C, and D, check appropriate box to indicate required technical studies, coordination, permits, or approvals.  

B. Required Technical Studies 
and Analyses 

C. Coordination D. Anticipated 
Actions/Permits/Approvals 

 Traffic     

 Check one:     

  Traffic Study  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

 Noise     

 Check as applicable:     

  Traffic Related     

  Construction Related     

  
Check one: 

    

  Noise Study Report  Caltrans  Approval 

  NADR  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

 Air Quality     

 Check as applicable:     

  Traffic Related     

  Construction Related     

 Check one:     

  Air Quality Report  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

   FHWA  Conformity Finding (23 USC 327  CEs, 
EAs, EISs) 

   Caltrans  Conformity Finding ( 23 USC 326 CEs) 

   Regional Agency  PM10/PM2.5 Interagency Consultation 

 Hazardous Materials/     

 Hazardous Waste     

 Check as applicable:     

  Initial Site Assessment 
(Phase 1) 

 Caltrans  Approval 

  Preliminary Site Assessment 
(Phase 2) 

 Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

   Cal EPA DTSC  Review Database 

   Local Agency  Review Database 

 Water Quality/Resources     

 Check as applicable:     

  Water Quality Assess. Report  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

 Sole-Source Aquifer     

 (Districts 5, 6 and 11)  EPA (S.F. Regional Office)  Approval of Analysis in ED 

 Coastal Zone  CCC  Coastal Zone Consistency Determination 
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 Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 

 Page 5 of 12 
 January 2021 

B. Required Technical Studies
and Analyses

C. Coordination D. Anticipated
Actions/Permits/Approvals

Floodplain 

Check as applicable: 

 Location Hydraulic Study Caltrans Approval 

 Floodplain Evaluation Report Caltrans Approval 

Summary Floodplain 
Encroachment Report 

Caltrans Approval 

Caltrans Only Practicable Alternative Finding 

FHWA Approves significant encroachments and 
concurs in Only Practicable Alternative 
Findings  

Wild and Scenic Rivers 

River Managing Agency Wild and Scenic Rivers Determination 

Biological Resources 

Check as applicable: 

 NES, Minimal Impact Caltrans Approval 

 NES 

 BA Caltrans Approves for Consultation 

USFWS Section 7 Informal/Formal Consultation 

NOAA Fisheries 

 EFH Evaluation NOAA Fisheries MSA Consultation 

 Bio-Acoustic Evaluation NOAA Fisheries Approval 

 Technical Memorandum Caltrans Approval 

Wetlands 

Check as applicable: 

 WD and Assessment Caltrans Approval 

ACOE Wetland Verification 

NRCS Agricultural Wetland Verification 

Caltrans Wetlands Only Practicable Alternative 
Finding 

Invasive Plants 

 Discussion in ED Only Caltrans Approval 

Section 4(f) 

Check as applicable: 

Caltrans Determine Temporary Occupancy 

 De minimis Caltrans De minimis finding 

 Programmatic 4(f) Evaluation Caltrans Approval 

Type: ___________________ 

 Individual 4(f) Evaluation Caltrans Approval 

Agency with Jurisdiction 

SHPO 

DOI 

HUD 

USDA 

B. Required Technical Studies
and Analyses

C. Coordination D. Anticipated
Actions/Permits/Approvals

If driving piles
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 Section 6(f)     

   Agency with Jurisdiction   

   NPS  Determines Consistency with Long-Term 
Management Plan 

   NPS  Approves Conversion 

 Visual Resources     

   Technical Memorandum   Caltrans  Approval 

  Minor VIA   Caltrans  Approval 

  Moderate VIA  Caltrans  Approval 

  Advance/Complex VIA  Caltrans  Approval 

 Relocation Impacts     

 Check one:     

  Relocation Impact Memo  Caltrans  Approval 

  Relocation Impact Study  Caltrans  Approval 

  Relocation Impact Report  Caltrans  Approval 

 Land Use and     

 Community Impacts     

 Check one:     

  CIA  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

 Construction/Encroachment     

 on State Lands     

 Check as applicable:     

  SLC Jurisdiction  SLC  SLC Lease 

  Caltrans Jurisdiction  Caltrans  Encroachment Permit 

  SP Jurisdiction  SP  Encroachment Permit 

 Construction/Encroachment     

 on Federal Lands     

   Federal Agency with 
Jurisdiction 

 Encroachment Permit 

 Construction/Encroachment  
On Indian Trust Lands 

 Bureau of Indian Affairs  Right of Way Permit 

 Farmlands     

 Check one:     

  CIA  Caltrans  Approval 

  Technical Memorandum  Caltrans  Approval 

  Discussion in ED Only  Caltrans  Approval 

 Check as applicable:     

  Form AD 1006  NRCS  Approves Conversion 

   CDOC  Approves Conversion 

  Conversion to Non-Agri Use  ACOE   
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B.   Required Technical Studies 
and Analyses 

C. Coordination D. Anticipated Actions/Permits/ 
Approvals 

 Cultural Resources      

 (PQS completes this section)     

      

   Caltrans PQS  Screened Undertaking 

  APE Map  Caltrans PQS and DLAE  Approves APE Map 

   Local Preservation Groups 
and/or Native American 
Tribes 

 Provides Comments Regarding Concerns 
with Project 

  HPSR  Caltrans  Approves for Consultation 

   ASR      

   HRER     

      
  Finding of Effect Report  Caltrans  Concurs on No Effect, No Adverse Effect 

with Standard Conditions 

   SHPO  Letter of Concurrence on Eligibility, No 
Adverse Effect without Standard 

  MOA  Caltrans  Approves MOA 

   SHPO  Approves MOA 

   ACHP (if requested)  Approves MOA 

 Permits     

 Copies of permits and a list of   ACOE  Section 404 Nationwide Permit 

 mitigation commitments are  ACOE  Section 404 Individual Permit 

 mandatory submittals following   Caltrans/ACOE/EPA  NEPA/404 Integration MOU 

 NEPA approval.  USFWS   

   NOAA Fisheries   

   ACOE  Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 Permit 

   USCG  USCG Bridge Permit 

   RWQCB  Section 401 Water Quality Certification 

   CDFW  Section 1602 Streambed Alteration 
Agreement 

   RWQCB  NPDES Permit 

   CCC  Coastal Zone Permit 

   Local Agency   

   BCDC  BCDC Permit 

Notes: Additional studies may be required for other federal agencies. 
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ACHP = Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
ACOE = U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
ADL = Aerially Deposited Lead 
APE = Area of Potential Effect 
APN = Assessor Parcel Number 
ASR = Archaeological Survey Report 
BA = Biological Assessment 
BCDC = Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
BE = Biological Evaluation 
BO = Biological Opinion 
Cal EPA = California Environmental Protection Agency 
CCC = California Coastal Commission 
CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife  
CDOC = California Department of Conservation 
CE = Categorical Exclusion 
CIA = Community Impact Assessment 
CWA = Clean Water Act 
DLAE = District Local Assistance Engineer 
DOI = U.S. Department of Interior 
DTSC = Department of Toxic Substances Control 
EA = Environmental Assessment 
ED = Environmental Document 
EFH = Essential Fish Habitat 
EIS = Environmental Impact Statement 
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
FEMA = Federal Emergency Management Agency 
FHWA = Federal Highway Administration 
FONSI      = Finding of No Significant Impacted  
FTIP         =    Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
HPSR = Historic Property Survey Report 

 
HRER = Historical Resources Evaluation Report 
HUD = U.S. Housing and Urban Development 
MOA = Memorandum of Agreement 
MSA = Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and  

  Management Act 
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act 
NADR = Noise Abatement Decision Report 
NES = Natural Environment Study 
NHPA      =    National Historic Preservation Act 
NOAA = National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
NMFS  National Marine Fisheries Service 
NPDES = National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
NPS = National Park Service 
NRCS = Natural Resources Conservation Service 
PM10 = Particulate Matter 10 Microns in Diameter or Less 
PM2.5 = Particulate Matter 2.5 Microns in Diameter or Less 
PMP         =    Project Management Plan 
PQS = Professionally Qualified Staff 
ROD = Record of Decision 
RTIP = Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
RTP = Regional Transportation Plan 
RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board 
SER = Standard Environmental Reference 
SEP = Senior Environmental Planner 
SHPO = State Historic Preservation Officer 
SLC = State Lands Commission 
SP = State Parks 
TIP = Transportation Improvement Program 
USCG = U.S. Coast Guard 
USDA = U.S. Department of Agriculture 
USFWS = U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
WD = Wetland Delineation 
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 6-A 
Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 

E. Preliminary Environmental Document Classification (NEPA) 
Based on the evaluation of the project, the environmental document to be developed should be: 

Check one: 

D Environmental Impact Statement (Note: Engagement with participating agencies in accordance with 23 USC 139 required) 

D Compliance with 23 USC 139 regarding Participating Agencies required 

D Complex Environmental Assessment 

Ill Routine Environmental Assessment 

D Categorical Exclusion without required technical studies. 

D Categorical Exclusion with required technical studies 

(if Categorical Exclusion is selected, check one of the following): 

Ill Section 23 USC 326 

llJ23 CFR 771 activity ( c )(_) 

023 CFR 771 activity ( d) (_) 

□Activity __ listed in the Section 23 USC 326 

D Section 23 USC 327 

F. Public Availability and Public Hearing 
Check as applicable: 

Ill Not Required 

D Notice of Availability of Environmental Document 

D Public Meeting 

D Notice of Opportunity for a Public Hearing 

D Public Hearing Required 

G. Signatures 

Local Agency Staff and/or Consultant Signature 

(Signature of Preparer) 

(Name) 

Local Agency Project Engineer Signature 

(Date) (Telephone No.) 

This document was prepared under my supervision, according to the Local Assistance Procedures Manual, Exhibit 6-B, 
"Instructions for Completing the Preliminary Environmental Study Form." 

(Signature of Local Agency) (Date) (Telephone No.) 

Page 9 of12 
January 2021 

28
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 6-A 
Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form 

Caltrans District Professionally Qualified Staff (PQS) Signature 

D Project does not meet defmition of an "undertaking"; no further review is necessary under Section 106 ("No" Section A, 
#35). 

D Project is limited to the type of activity listed in Attachment 2 of the Section 106 PA and based on the information 
provided in the PES Form, the project does not have the potential to affect historic properties ("No" Section A, #35). 

D Project is limited to the type of activity listed in Attachment 2 of the Section 106 PA, but the following additional 
procedures or information is needed to determine the potential for effect ("To Be Determined" Section A, #35): 

D Records Search D _______ D _______ D ______ _ 
D Project meets the defmition of an "undertaking"; all properties in the project area are exempt from evaluation per 

Attachment 4 of the Section 106 PA ("No" Section A, #35). 

[Z] The proposed undertaking is considered to have the potential to affect historic properties; further studies for 106 
compliance are indicated in Sections B, C, and D of this PES Form ("Yes" Section A, #35). 

10/01/2025 805-458-1238 

(Signature of Professionally Qualified Sta.fl) (Date) (Telephone No.) 

The following signatures are required for all CEs, routine and complex EAs, and EISs: 

Caltrans District Senior Environmental Planner (or Designee) and DLAE Signatures 

I have reviewed this Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form and determined that the submittal is complete and 
sufficient. I concur with the studies to be performed and the recommended NEPA Class of Action. 

(Signature of Senior Environmental Planner or Designee) (Date) (Telephone No.) 

(Name) 

(Signature of District Local Assistance Engineer or Designee) (Date) (Telephone No.) 

(Name) 

D HQ DEA Environmental Coordinator concurrence . Email concurrence attached. -----------
(date) 

Page 10 of12 
January 2021 

10/24/25 805-478-8952

10/30/25 805-406-4046

Diana Garrett
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A achment A: Notes to Support the Conclusions of the PES Form 

No, the project will not require future construc on to fully u lize the design capabili es of the
proposed project.

No, generate public controversy on environmental grounds.
The will perform outreach to the community throughout the life of the project.

No, the project is not considered a Type 1 project as de ned in 23 CFR 772.5(h).

Yes, the project has the poten al for adverse construc on related noise impacts to the surrounding
residen al neighborhood. Construc on will only occur during the allowable day me
construc on hours and will comply with all applicable local noise ordinances and regula ons. The
C will ensure the project plans and speci ca ons incorporate Sec on 14 8 of the
Caltrans Standard Speci ca ons (Noise Control).

No, the project is not in a NAAQS non a ainment or maintenance area.

No, the project is not exempt from the requirement that a conformity determina on be made.

No, the project is not exempt from regional conformity.

No, the project is not in a metropolitan non a ainment/maintenance area, is not in an isolated rural
non a ainment area, and is not in a CO, PM10 and/or PM2.5 non a ainment/maintenance area.

Yes, there is poten al for hazardous materials/waste within or immediately adjacent to the
construc on area. ill test the exis ng bridge for lead based paint and asbestos
containing material and if present will incorporate appropriate provisions into the contract
speci ca ons

Yes, the project has the poten al to impact Creek. The C will ensure the project plans
and speci ca ons incorporate Sec on 13, Water Pollu on Control, of the Caltrans Standard
Speci ca ons, implement BMPS, and require a Stormwater Pollu on Preven on Plan or Water
Pollu on Control Plan be prepared. The project will also comply with the water quality protec on
measures required by regulatory permi ng agencies.

No, the project is not within a designated sole source aquifer.

No, the project is not within the State Coastal Zone, San Francisco Bay, or Suisun Marsh.

Yes, the project is within the 100 year oodplain of Creek.

No, the project not within or immediately adjacent to a Wild and Scenic River System.

Yes, there is a poten al for the following federally listed species to occur: California reg legged frog,
western pond turtle, and steelhead.

Yes, there is poten al for the project to a ect migratory birds (or their nests or eggs) due to
vegeta on removal and bridge work. Vegeta on will take place outside of nes ng bird season
if possible. If vegeta on removal takes place during nes ng bird season, a biologist will
conduct a nes ng bird survey in the 7 days prior to removal. If ac ve nests are found, a no work
bu er surrounding the nest will be determined in consulta on with CDFW. The no work bu er
will remain in place un l the biologist has con rmed the young are foraging independently or the
nest has failed.

Yes, there is poten al for wetlands to occur within or adjacent to the construc on area.

14-9.02 and 14-11.08 and 14-11.09 and 14- 11.16
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No, there is no poten al for agricultural wetlands to occur within or adjacent to the construc on
area.

Yes, there is poten al for the introduc on of invasive plant species at the project site, however the
plans and speci ca ons will require that all BMPs and landscaping materials be free of
invasive species. If invasive species are found at the project site they will be properly disposed of.

No, there are no historic sites or publicly owned public parks, recrea on areas, or wildlife or
waterfowl refuges (Sec on 4[f]) within or immediately adjacent to the construc on area.

No, the project does not have the poten al to a ect proper es acquired or improved with Land and
Water Conserva on Fund Act (Sec on 6[f]) funds.

 Yes. Based on the Attached  , minor visual changes are anticipated to occur.

No, the project will not require the reloca on of residen al or business proper es.

temporary construc on easements.

No, the project is not inconsistent with plans and goals adopted by the community.

No, the project does not have the poten al to divide or disrupt neighborhoods/communi es.

No, the project does not have the poten al to dispropor onately a ect low income and
minority popula ons.

Yes, the project will require the reloca on of the following public u li es: water, sewer, gas,
electrical, and telephone.

Yes, the project will temporarily a ect access to proper es or roadways. Vehicle, pedestrian,
and bicycle access to the adjacent proper es will be maintained apart from brief periods
necessary to facilitate construc on. The C will provide advance no ca on of the construc on
work schedule to the community and stakeholders. A tra c control plan will be incorporated into the

plans and speci ca ons. All tra c control devices will comply with the California Manual
on Uniform Tra c Control Devices.

No, the project will not involve changes in access control to the State Highway System.

Th

The project will not permanently reduce the available parking.

No, the project construc on will not encroach on state or federal lands.

No, the project will not convert any farmland to a di erent use or impact any farmlands.

A por on of the

roject is not adjacent to Tribal land.

Yes,
elec

Minor public concern may be expected. A Visual Memo is appropriate in this situation. Visual 
simulations are not necessary. Memo should be restricted to appx 10 pages.
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Caltrans District 5 Local Assistance Environmental 

 Section 106 Documentation 
 

1 
 Revision Date: August 28, 2024 

Introduction 

This information is being provided to you because this project has the potential to affect historic 

properties1 (see PES form).  

The Local Agency will need to hire qualified Cultural Resources consultants to prepare documents for 

compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (as amended) (NHPA) 

and Caltrans Programmatic Agreement (PA) with the Federal Highway Administration, California State 

Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.  

Guidance for consultant qualifications can be found online at Caltrans’ Standard Environmental 

Reference website (Volume 2, Chapter 1, Section 1.3.7). 

Guidance for completing Section 106 documents may also be found online at Caltrans’ Standard 

Environmental Reference website. Conformity to Caltrans’ templates for all documentation is required. 

Moreover, all Section 106 documentation will require review by Caltrans Professionally Qualified Staff 

(PQS). 

In Section B of the PES form, PQS have identified which Cultural Resources studies will be required for 

this project. Note that this is a preliminary opinion and may change as more project description and 

Cultural Resources information becomes available.  

 

Area of Potential Effects (APE) Map 

The first step in the process is to prepare a map showing the Area of Potential Effects (APE). The APE 

map may be prepared and submitted for review ahead of the Cultural Resources consultants starting 

work. 

The APE map depicts the area that will be potentially affected by the project, including but not limited 

to, staging areas, access roads, utility relocation, temporary bridges, right-of-way acquisition and 

temporary construction easements2. Under direction of the PQS, the APE map should include the 

boundary of historic resources that are located within or immediately adjacent to the project area. 

The primary number, trinomial, or designation should be listed.  

The map should be plotted on an aerial photograph or other base at a scale of approximately 1 inch 

= 200 ft. A maximum size of 11 inches by 17 inches is preferred, using multiple sheets as necessary. 

Typically, one APE line is depicted that includes all areas of direct impact, the entirety of all parcels 

from which there will be a right-of-way acquisition or temporary easement for construction or detour, 

and the boundary of any architectural history or archaeological properties. In addition to the APE 

boundary, and location of historic properties, the Area of Direct Impact should be delineated.  

The APE map should have a title block that includes the project name, federal ID number, and three 

signature lines: Caltrans PQS, Local Assistance Engineer, and Local Agency Representative.  

 
1 Historic Properties are defined as properties listed in, or meet the criteria for listing in, the National Register of Historic Places   
2 A fuller explanation of the APE map delineation requirements can be found in the PA Attachment 3,  
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Caltrans will review and sign the APE map prior to reviewing studies as the APE map informs these 

reports. However, note that if historic properties are identified or the project scope changes, the APE 

map may require revision.  

Cultural Resource Reports 

Following completion of the APE map, Cultural Resources studies will need to be prepared by your 

consultants for submission to Caltrans3. At this time, your archaeological consultant should complete a 

records search and Sacred Lands File (SLF) search. Once results are received, please transmit to the 

assigned Environmental Planner. The Local Assistance Archaeologist will then initiate consultation with 

Native American tribes under Section 106. Refer to the Caltrans District 5 Local Assistance 

Environmental Section 106 Compliance for Native American Consultation document for further 

information. 

Please follow the PES form or any subsequent advice from Caltrans PQS regarding what studies are 

required. The different reports are summarized below. Additionally, Figure 1 overleaf provides a flow 

chart of how the Section 106 process may be navigated.  

Archaeological Survey Report (ASR), Exhibit 5.1* 

Written by a professionally-qualified archaeologist, this report documents the efforts to identify 

archaeological resources within the Archaeological APE. It will also document the required Native 

American outreach efforts.  

Historic Resource Evaluation Report (HRER), Exhibit 6.2* 

Written by a professionally qualified architectural historian, this report documents the efforts to 

identify and evaluate built environment resources for the National Register of Historic Places within 

the Architectural APE. Each evaluation requires its own DPR form4 appended to the HRER. After 

District review, this requires a 30-day review at SHPO. 

When there are no resources requiring evaluation, the HRER will not be required. Caltrans PQS are 

available to confirm to your consultants whether resources may be exempted from evaluation or 

when historic evaluations are simple enough that DPR forms can be submitted without a HRER. 

Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR), Exhibit 2.6* 

The HPSR serves as a summary report, to which the ASR and HRER, along with additional 

documentation defined below, are attached. Please use the HPSR short form. 

*Exhibits can be found on the Caltrans SER website at https://dot.ca.gov/programs/environmental-

analysis/standard-environmental-reference-ser/volume-2-cultural-resources 

 
3 Reports should not be submitted until the APE map is signed by Caltrans 
4 Department of Parks and Recreation 523 Form 
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Figure 1: Flow Chart showing Section 106 process 
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XPI Proposal, Testing and Report, Exhibits 5.2 & 5.3* 

An Extended Phase I (XPI) identifies archaeological resources through sub-surface testing. This may 

be required to confirm the presence or absence of a site(s), to define site boundaries or in areas 

of high sensitivity for buried archaeological deposits.  A proposal (Exhibit 5.2) explaining and 

describing the field methods to be used needs to be approved by Caltrans PQS prior to any testing. 

A report (Exhibit 5.3) on the results will then be prepared and submitted for Caltrans PQS review.   

Archaeological Evaluation Report (AER), Exhibits 5.4 & 5.5* 

The Archaeological Evaluation Report, also known as Phase II, provides the basis for determining 

whether an archaeological site is eligible for inclusion in the National Register. A proposal (Exhibit 

5.4) describing the methods of evaluation needs to be approved by Caltrans PQS. The report 

(Exhibit 5.5) will then present the results of the excavation and provide recommendations on the 

eligibility of the site.     

Data Recovery, Exhibits 5.6, 5.7, & 5.8* 

Data Recovery is warranted as a mitigation measure when the project is assumed to or will have 

an adverse effect to an archaeological site. A Data Recovery Plan (DRP) (Exhibit 5.6) is a technical 

appendix to a FAE and/or a MOA. The purpose of a Data Recovery Plan is to demonstrate that 

Caltrans’ level of effort appears justified, and the expected costs are not unreasonable. The 

Archaeological Data Recovery Proposal (Exhibit 5.7), also referred to as a Phase III Proposal, is 

different from the DRP in that it builds on the DRP research design and provides a work plan with 

more detailed information concerning project schedule, personnel, and cost. An Archaeological 

Data Recovery Report (Exhibit 5.8), also referred to as a Phase III Report, serves to communicate 

data recovery findings.  

Post-Review Discovery Plan, Exhibits 5.11 & 5.12* 

A Discovery Plan (Exhibit 5.11) is appropriate if the potential for discovery of cultural resources 

during construction is likely and outlines the process that Caltrans and the Local Agency will 

implement to address potential adverse effect in the event that such resources are encountered. 

It is also possible to conduct a reasonable and good faith effort to identify historic properties during 

the planning phase of a project and still encounter previously unrecorded archeological resources 

during the project’s implementation. In these instances, a Post-Review Discovery – Without Plan 

(Exhibit 5.12) will be followed. 

Finding of Effect (FOE) 

When Caltrans PQS has determined that a No Historic Properties Affected Finding is not 

appropriate, then the effects of the project on historic properties must be assessed. There are two 

effect findings - No Adverse Effect and Adverse Effect.  A Finding of No Adverse Effect can be with 

or without standard conditions (SOIS or ESA). Please consult with Caltrans PQS to determine the 

appropriate finding: 

a) Finding of No Adverse Effect - Secretary of Interior Standards (SOIS) (Exhibit 2.12*). This 

plan uses the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. It is 
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https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/environmental-analysis/documents/ser/ex-5-8-phiii-rpt-a11y.pdf
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typically used to protect and preserve eligible built environment properties. Following District 

review, this requires a 15-day review at Caltrans HQ, Sacramento (CSO). 

b) Finding of No Adverse Effect - Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) (Exhibit 2.11*). This 

plan protects archaeological sites or historic properties that need some measure of active 

protection during the implementation of a project. Following District review, this requires a 15-day 

review at CSO. 

c) Finding of No Adverse Effect (Exhibit 2.8*). This is used when the project’s effects are not 

adverse but the standard conditions (SOIS or ESA) cannot be used or are preferred not to be used. 

Following District review, this requires a 15-day review at CSO, followed by a 30-day review at SHPO. 

d) Finding of Adverse Effect (Exhibit 2.9*). This document is completed when the project will 

have an adverse effect to a historic property. Following District review, this requires a 15-day review 

at CSO, followed by a 30-day review at SHPO. 

 

Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) and Agreement Documents (Exhibit 2.10*) 

When an Adverse Effect to Historic Properties can’t be avoided, CSO and SHPO enter into a 

Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) to resolve the adverse effects. A MOA is a legally binding 

document that is also signed by secondary stakeholders including Caltrans District 5 and the Local 

Agency. There is no standard review time for the SHPO to sign a MOA.  
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Caltrans D5 Local Assistance Environmental 

Section 106 Compliance for Native American Consultation 
 

This document outlines procedures and protocol for conducting Native American consultation as 

part of Section 106 compliance for Caltrans District 5 Office of Local Assistance (OLA). The goal is to 

ensure meaningful consultation with Native American Tribes, including both Federally and non-

Federally recognized Tribes consistent with legal and regulatory requirements, and respectful of tribal 

sovereignty and cultural heritage through good faith consultation efforts. 

 

Native American Tribes hold a special consultative role in the context of federal and state historic 

preservation compliance due to their unique relationship to archaeological sites, sacred/ceremonial 

areas, and traditional cultural properties and landscapes. 

 

Roles and Responsibilities 
Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist 

The Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist is responsible for overseeing and conducting all aspects 

of Section 106 consultation with Native American Tribes. This includes preparing and sending 

consultation letters, coordinating and participating in consultation activities, and ensuring 

compliance with Caltrans protocols throughout the process. The Caltrans Local Assistance 

Archaeologist manages the entire consultation process, maintaining consistency and ensuring that 

tribal concerns are adequately captured and addressed.  

 

Caltrans Environmental Generalist 

The Generalist remains the main point of contact for communication for Local Agencies and their 

Consultants. The Generalist will coordinate the scheduling of consultation meetings. The Local 

Assistance Generalists have been trained in and abide by confidentiality practices surrounding 

cultural resources and tribal knowledge. 

 

Local Agencies 

Local Agencies are responsible for collaborating with Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist and 

the Tribes during the consultation process. They must provide project information, participate in 

meetings, and assist with the coordination of any necessary site visits. Local Agencies are 

encouraged to establish strong working relationships with tribal governments, in cooperation with 

Caltrans, to promote effective cross-jurisdictional planning and collaboration among all parties and 

stakeholders. 

 

Cultural Consultants 

Cultural consultants engaged by the Local Agency are responsible for providing expertise on 

archaeological and cultural resource management and issues. They will present cultural resource 

findings, cultural sensitivity analyses, and recommendations during the consultation process. 

 

Consultation Process 
Step 1: Preparation for Consultation 

Before Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist can initiate consultation, the following preparatory 

steps must be completed: 

- Area of Potential Effects (APE) Approval: The APE must be approved by Caltrans D5 Local 

Assistance Archaeologist and D5 OLA. 

- Sacred Lands File Search: Caltrans will perform a Sacred Lands File search through the Native 

American Heritage Commission (NAHC).  

- NWIC Record Search: The Local Agency or their consultants are responsible for obtaining the 
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Northwest Information Center (NWIC) record search results. The results must be transmitted to 

Caltrans. 

  

Step 2: Sending Consultation Letters 

Once the above preparatory steps are complete, the Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist will 

prepare and transmit consultation letters to the Tribes identified by the NAHC. These letters will 

provide a general project description, any resources that have been previously identified, Sacred 

Lands File search results, mapping, and invite the Tribes to participate in the consultation process 

under Section 106. After 14 days, Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist will follow-up with tribes 

who did not respond to the original letter. 

 

Consultation logs will be prepared and maintained by the Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist. 

The consultation log and associated documents will be transmitted to the Local Agency after follow-

up communications are conducted. During preparation of Section 106 documents that include 

Native American consultation sections, please request updated consultation logs for inclusion in the 

document. As consultation is ongoing, these sections may need updating. 

 

Step 3: Responding to Tribal Requests for Consultation 

If a Tribe requests consultation or information about the project, a virtual meeting will be scheduled 

with the participation of the Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist, the Local Agency, the Cultural 

Consultants, and the Tribe. The meeting will have four parts: 

1. Discussion of Project Elements: During the meeting, the Local Agency will present the project 

elements through visuals and answer any questions from the Tribe. 

2. Archaeological and Cultural Resource Discussion: Cultural consultants will present any 

archaeological findings, site sensitivity analyses, or other relevant information. APE maps or other 

visuals should be utilized. 

3. Section 106 Compliance Planning: The meeting will conclude with a discussion of the Section 106 

compliance plan, including the proposed finding for the project or plans for further technical studies. 

The Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist will generally present on this topic. 

4. Questions, comments, or concerns can be addressed in an open discussion at the end of the 

meeting.  

 

Step 4: Site Visits 

If warranted, a site visit may be arranged following the virtual meeting. The site visit will include 

representatives from the Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist, the Local Agency, their 

consultants, and the Tribe. The purpose of the visit is to allow for an on-the-ground evaluation of the 

project area and to facilitate further discussion of cultural resources. 

 

Step 5: Ongoing Consultation  

Consultation with Native American Tribes should be an ongoing process throughout the life of the 

project. Early and frequent consultation is required, especially if there are changes to the project 

description or scope. The Caltrans Local Assistance Archaeologist will determine when updated 

consultation is necessary and will coordinate as needed. 

 

Tribal members may participate in identification, evaluation, mitigation, and minimization efforts, 

through survey and sub-surface identification, data recovery, monitoring, and document review. If 

Tribes request to participate in document review, it does not run concurrently with Caltrans review, 

and will occur after Caltrans has ensured the document meets Section 106 standards. Local 

agencies may need to contract directly with Tribes for their services.  
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Compliance with NEPA and Section 106 Responsibilities 
In California, the FHWA has assigned, and Caltrans has assumed, all the U.S. Department of 

Transportation’s responsibilities under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and serves as 

both the Lead Federal Agency and Federal Agency Official for federal-aid highway projects. This 

arrangement is codified in both the NEPA Assignment Memoranda of Understanding (NEPA MOU) 

and the Section 106 Programmatic Agreement (106 PA). Under these agreements, Caltrans assumes 

the lead on project-level consultations with Native American Tribes. 

 

In carrying out both its NEPA and Section 106 responsibilities, Caltrans is responsible and accountable 

for conducting consultation with Native American Tribes in a manner that recognizes the federal 

government-to-government relationship and is respectful of tribal sovereignty. Caltrans’ federally 

assigned responsibilities also apply to all locally sponsored transportation projects that receive federal 

aid highway funds (the Local Assistance Program). Caltrans oversees all Local Assistance projects to 

ensure compliance with federal standards under both NEPA and Section 106, including tribal 

engagement and consultation. 

 

If requested by the Tribe, consultation can also occur directly from the Tribe with FHWA through 

government-to-government consultation. 

 

Conclusion 
The Section 106 consultation process with Native American Tribes is a critical component of Section 

106 compliance. All consultation activities must be conducted with the involvement of the Caltrans 

Local Assistance Archaeologist and in accordance with Caltrans protocols. By engaging Tribes early 

and often, Caltrans and Local Agencies can ensure that tribal concerns are adequately addressed, 

and that projects are developed in a manner that respects and protects cultural resources whenever 

possible and takes into account tribal perspectives. 
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Caltrans District 5 NMFS PBA 
Project Checklist / Notification 

Instructions:  Edit Title for whichever is relevant (Checklist or Notification). Do not delete components of this 
template because this is part of the PBO. Delete Instructions when complete. 

D5 NMFS PBO Checklist XXX Project Page 1 

Checklist or Notification (check appropriate) & Date Submitted: 
 Checklist Date:  Notification Date: 

 
Project Name:   
Hwy/PM:   EA:   County:   
Federal Nexus:   Biologist:   
Watershed(s)1:  
Affected Waterbody(ies):  

 
Covered Species ESU-DPS/Resource/Habitat (check all applicable): 

 CCC Coho  CCC Coho CH  Migratory Habitat 
 CCC Steelhead   CCC Steelhead CH  Rearing Habitat 
 SCCC Steelhead   SCCC Steelhead CH  Spawning Habitat 
 SC Steelhead   SC Steelhead CH  Riparian Habitat 
 Pacific Coast Salmon EFH  Pacific Coast Groundfish EFH  Coastal Pelagic Species EFH 

 
Programmatic Category (relative to pre-construction coordination/approval from NMFS): 

 1  (pre-coordination not required)   2 (pre-coordination and approval required) 
 
Project Activities Potentially Affecting Covered Species  (check all applicable): 

 Geotechnical Drilling  Road Widening & New Lanes 
 Building Staging Areas & Access Roads  Repairing & Rehabilitating Culverts & Bridges 
 Constructing Temporary Stream Crossings  Replacing Culverts 
 Dewatering & Diverting Water Around Work Areas  Replacing & Installing Bridges 
 Removing & Relocating Species  Pile Driving 
 Clearing Sediment & Debris   Installing Fish Passage Improvements 
 Bank Stabilization, Scour & Erosion Control  Installing Aquatic Habitat Features 
 Vegetation Management  Revegetation 

 
Anticipated Key Project Milestone Dates (relevant to PBO): 

Category 1 Documentation Complete:   
Category 2 Early Coordination with NMFS (start date):   
Category 2 Project Notification Report Target Submittal:  
Category 2 NMFS Approval Target Due:  
Construction Period (Start [Award] – Close [Acceptance]):  

 
Project Description and justification for category assignment (added pages as needed): 
 

 
1 SF Coastal South, Monterey Bay, Pajaro, Salinas-Estrella, Central Coastal, Santa Maria-Cuyama, San Antonio, Santa Ynez, 
Santa Barbara Coastal 
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Caltrans District 5 NMFS PBA 
Project Notification 

Instructions:  Add Checklist as a "Cover Page". Do not delete components of this template because this is part of the PBO. 
Copy/add info if project will impact more than one ESU-DPS-Resource/Watershed/Waterbody/Habitat Type. Add pages for 
relevant attachments, including title pages for the attachment. Insert all pages into one combined document for submitting to 
NMFS. Delete instructions when complete. 

D5 NMFS PBO Notification XXX Project Page 1 
 

ESU-DPS-Resource/Watershed/Waterbody/Habitat Type1: 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Anticipated Category 2 Adverse Impacts2: 

Check 
Box 

Impact Type Linear (ft) Area (ac) Volume (CY) 

 Covered Species present during geotech drilling    
 Temporary staging/storage/access     
 Temporary stream crossing     
 Temporary dewatering/diversion     
 Temporary disturbance for habitat improvements    
 Total temporary aquatic impacts    
 Total temporary riparian impacts    
 Handling Covered Species    
 Net change in natural substrate    
 Net change in LWD    
 Perpetuate existing hard armoring    
 Net change in hard armoring    
 Net change in aquatic vegetation     
 Net change in riparian vegetation    
 Modify fish passage or improve existing barrier    
 Aquatic habitat improvement    
 Pile driving when Covered Species present    
 Other:     

 
Description of Anticipated Adverse Impacts: 
 

 

Site-Specific Avoidance/Minimization Measures (other than Program-Wide and Activity-Specific BMPs from PBO): 
 

 

 

Description of Improvements, Beneficial Effects and Mitigation Measures (if relevant): 
 

 

 
1 See Checklist or Notification Page 1. 
2 Per Species ESU-DPS/Protected Habitat/Watershed/Waterbody/Habitat Type; impacts to relevant Protected Resources. 
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Caltrans District 5 NMFS PBA 
Project Notification 

Instructions:  Add Checklist as a "Cover Page". Do not delete components of this template because this is part of the PBO. 
Copy/add info if project will impact more than one ESU-DPS-Resource/Watershed/Waterbody/Habitat Type. Add pages for 
relevant attachments, including title pages for the attachment. Insert all pages into one combined document for submitting to 
NMFS. Delete instructions when complete. 

D5 NMFS PBO Notification XXX Project Page 2 
 

Relevant Attachments: 
 Impact Map  Concept Mitigation Plan 
 Project Plans  Hydroacoustic Analysis 
 Hydraulic Study   Fish Passage Plan  
  Contractor's Dewatering/Diversion Plan  Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 
  Fish Handling & Relocation Plan  Other: 
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 Routine-Roadway View (06/16/2020)  Routine-Elevation View (06/16/2020)

 Routine-Underside View (06/16/2020)  Routine-Map View (09/13/2022)

PHOTOGRAPH IDENTIFICATION

0.5 MI S CARMEL VALLEY RDLOCATION  

TEAM LEADER Lkhagvasuren Batbaatar

FACILITY CARRIED     BORONDA RD

No.

REPORT AUTHOR Lkhagvasuren Batbaatar

FEATURE INTERSECTED  CARMEL RIVER

BRIDGE LOCATION INFORMATION

 36°29'23.15"LATITUDE     

Lkhagvasuren Batbaatar (Registered Civil Engineer)

INSPECTED BY L.Batbaatar/EM.Castro

N N/A (NBI)CULVERT        

(5 FAIR)DECK          

(7 GOOD)SUBSTRUCTURE   

6 SATISFACTORYSUPERSTRUCTURE

 193

PAINT CONDITION   77

STRUCTURAL HEALTH CONDITION SUMMARY INFORMATION

5 ABOVE MIN TOLERABLESTRUCTURE EVALUATION

121°44'56.27"LONGITUDE 

U UNKNOWN FOUNDATIONSCOUR

INVENTORY RTE(ON/UNDER) 140000000ON

POSTMILE    0

ON NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM             NOT ON NHS

(9) 

(11) 

(16) 

(17) 

(7) 

(6) 

(5) 

(104) 

(58) 

(59) 

(60) 

(62) 

(67) 

(113) 

NSTM Inspection
BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

Lkhagvasuren 
Batbaatar

12/31/2026
CIVIL

96917

7/1/2025
Date

Exp.

BRIDGE NO.:
44C0099

STRUCTURE NAME:
CARMEL RIVER April 16, 2025

INSPECTION DATE:

DECK AREA (M)      2
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Four span continuous rolled steel girders (2) with an open steel grate deck on rolled steel floor beams (108) supported by RC seat 
abutments as well as piers consisting of a steel cap on 2-foot-high steel columns (3, two rolled angles welded together) on RC pier 
walls. The foundation type is unknown. Non-monolithic wingwalls at the abutments constructed of pierced steel planking (Marston mat).

1 @ 33.0 ft, 1 @ 46.0 ft, 1 @ 45.0 ft, 1 @ 35.0 ft

STRUCTURE DESCRIPTION

SPAN CONFIGURATION

(44)MONTEREY

05

(00000) _____

BORDER BRIDGE STRUCTURE NUMBER

BORDER BRIDGE STATE CODE

COUNTY CODE 

HIGHWAY DISTRICT

STATE NAME             

PLACE CODE    

% SHARE

AGENCY INFORMATION

CONSTRUCTION INFORMATION

N/A

YEAR BUILT          

YEAR MODIFIED 

LENGTH  (M)        

JOINTS 

1946

SKEW                     

NO. OF HINGES 

49.4

5

00

MAIN SPANS 

APPR SPANS 0

4

MAX SPAN (M) 14

STR FLARE 0-NO

NBIS BR LENGTH Y

STRUCTURE TYPE MAIN 4: STEEL CONT

DESIGN TYPE MAIN 03: GIRDER & FLOORBEAM S

STRUCTURE TYPE APPR 0: OTHER/ NOT APPLICABLE

DESIGN TYPE APPR 00: OTHER/NOT APPLICABLE

INSPECTION INFORMATION

CRITICAL FEATURE INSPECTION (93)     CFI DATE

24 MO 04/25A)Y-YESNSTM INSP

MON-NOOTHER SPECIAL INSP C)

MON-NOUNDERWATER INSP B)

INSPECTION DATE (91) FREQUENCY MO06/24  24

MAINTAIN      02 COUNTY HWY AGENCY

OWNER              02 COUNTY HWY AGENCY

CALIFORNIA   069

N/AN/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(21) 

(22) 

(98) 

(99) 

(90) 

(92) 

A) 

B) 

C) 

(27) 

(106) 

(34) 

(49) 

(112) 

(45) 

(46) 

(48) 

(35) 

(43a)

(43b)

(44a)

(44b)

 STRUCTURE OVERVIEW

CHANNEL CONDITION RATING 7 Good

T - Temporary

6 Satisfactory

N Not Applicable

U Unknown Foundation

B) Restricted routine permits

E/E' details are present

(B.C.09) 

CHANNEL PROTECTION RATING(B.C.10) 

SCOUR CONDITION RATING(B.C.11) 

NSTM CONDITION RATING(B.C.14) 

UW CONDITION RATING(B.C.15) 

SCOUR VULNERABILITY RATING(B.AP.03)

ROUTINE PERMIT LOADS(B.LR.08)

FATIGUE DETAILS(B.IR.02) 

SNBI ITEMS USED TO CHECK INSPECTION FREQUENCY 
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LOAD CAPACITY

DESIGN LOAD 

INVENTORY RATING 

OPERATING RATING 

CALC METHOD 

CALC METHOD 

0 UNKNOWN

RF=0.65 =>21.1 metric tons

RF=1.08 =>35.0 metric tons

1 LF  LOAD FACTOR

1 LF  LOAD FACTOR

PERMIT RATING 

POSTING LOADS

Legal

Type 3

Type 3S2

Type 3-3

Legal
Legal

OXXXX

99.99 MUnimpaired

MINIMUM VERTICAL CLEARANCE MINIMUM LATERAL UNDERCLEARANCE

BRIDGE POSTING 

STRUCTURE STATUS 

0.0 M(56) MIN LAT UNDERCLEAR LT

0.0 M(55) MIN LAT UNDERCLEAR RT REF(53) MIN VERT CLEAR OVER BRIDGE RDWY

0.00 M(54) MIN VERT UNDERCLEAR REF

5 AT/ABOVE LEGAL LOADS

A-OPEN, NO RESTRICTION

N-NOT H/RR

N-NOT H/RR

Safe
Loads

 
 
 

Existing
Ordinance/Order

 
 

Posting
Signs

U.S. Tons

U.S. Tons

U.S. Tons

25Speed   MPH

ONE LANE BRIDGE

 
Additional Ordinance/Order Requirements

Additional Signs

Load Rating Summary Date 
Load Rating Type

04/08/09
Posting Order  Date

(31) 

(66) 

(64) 

(41) 

(65) 

(63) 

(70) 

OPERATIONAL INFORMATION

OVERLAY THICKNESS 0 inches

Load Rating Tool - Date VIRTIS - 03/16/09
Calculated

 

NONE
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UNDERWATER INVESTIGATION DETAILS - NOT APPLICABLE FOR THIS BRIDGE.

STEEL INVESTIGATION DETAILS
This structure qualifies for an in-depth Steel investigation because it possesses the following non-redundant steel tension members 
(NSTM) or fatigue prone details :

NSTMI Required NSTMI Freq. Next NSTM InspectionYes 24 04/16/2027

Beam(Rolled): NSTM with Category D Welds, Category E Welds

SCOPE AND ACCESS

A non-redundant steel tension member (NSTM) inspection was performed on 04/16/2025 by Lkhagvasuren Batbaatar from the Office of 
Specialty Investigations.

The structure was accessed with the UBIT operated by Eric Castro. Lane closures and traffic control were provided by the Monterey 
County maintenance crew.

The investigation was conducted in accordance with the Fracture Critical Member Inspection Plan, dated 04/20/2011.

NON-REDUNDANT STEEL TENSION MEMBER INSPECTION

A hands-on visual inspection was performed on the steel girders in Spans 1 to 4. No fractures or cracks were found.

Minor pack rust was noted at the end of the Girder 1 and 2 cover plates in Span 2. This defect will continue to be monitored during future 
inspections. 

INSPECTION COMMENTARY

TYPE OF MEMBRANE 

TYPE OF DECK PROTECTION

DECK STRUCTURE TYPE

TYPE OF WEARING SURFACE

WEARING SURFACE / PROTECTIVE SYSTEM

1100AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC

2017  YEAR OF ADT

199 KMBYPASS, DETOUR LENGTH

5 %(109)  TRUCK ADT %

2661FUTURE ADT

2046 YEAR OF FUTURE ADT

HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE 5: NOT ELIGIBLE FOR NRHP

0-NONE

0-NONE

0-NONE

3-OPEN GRATING
DECK STRUCTURE INFORMATION

3.9 M

2.9 M

DECK AND ROADWAY 

LANES 1

25

0-NOT ON NHS

PARALLEL STRUCTURE 

TEMPORARY STRUCTURE

DEFENSE HIGHWAY 

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 

SPEED 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

TOLL 

DIRECTION OF TRAFFIC 

DESIGNATED NATIONAL NETWORK 

TYPE OF SERVICE 

FEDERAL LANDS HWY 

8 EQUAL DESIRABLE CRITAPPR ROADWAY ALIGN 

2 INTOLERABLE - REPLACEDECK GEOMETRY

7.3 MAPPROACH RDWY WIDTH 

BRIDGE MEDIAN 

LEFT 0.4 M   RIGHT 0.4 MCURB OR SIDEWALK 

TOTAL WIDTH 

NET WIDTH 

2.9 MINVENTORY ROUTE TOTAL HORIZ CLEAR 

99.99 MINVENTORY ROUTE MIN VERT CLEAR

3-ON FREE ROAD

09-LOCAL RURAL

0-NOT STRAHNET

N-NONE EXISTS

3-1 LANE, 2 WAY

0-NOT APPLICABLE

0-NOT ON NET

0 NO MEDIAN

1-HIGHWAY

DECK ROADWAY/OPERATIONAL INFORMATIONDECK GEOMETRY

0.25 ft br, 1.46 ft cu, 9.5 ft, 1.46 ft cu, 0.25 ft br

DECK CROSS SECTION

LRS INVENTORY RTE & SUBRTE 

BASE HIGHWAY NETWORK 0-NOT ON NET

Last NSTMI 04/16/2025 months

0 inchesOVERLAY THICKNESS (inches)

N/A

(51)

(52)

(50)

(32)

(33)

(107)

(108)

A)

B)

C)

(29)

(30)

(19)

(114)

(115)

(37)

(42a) 

(12) 

(13) 

(104) 

(26) 

(100) 

(101) 

(102) 

(10) 

(47) 

(68) 

(72) 

(105) 

(110) 

(20) 

(28a) 

(103) 

CONDITION INFORMATION

49.4 MLENGTH (49)

SPECIAL INSPECTION INFORMATION
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107 Girder/Beam-Steel

Corrosion

Steel Coating-Paint

Paint Sys Breakdown (Steel PC)

2

2

2

2

99

99

189

189

m

each

sq.m

each

 0

 0

 147

 147

 97

 97

 0

 0

 2

 2

 0

 0

 0

 0

 42

 42

SUPERSTRUCTURE ELEMENT INSPECTION RATINGS AND NOTES

1000

515

3450

SUPERSTRUCTURE 
SUPERSTRUCTURE RATING =(59) 6

(107) Girder/Beam-Steel

(107-1000) Corrosion

(107-515-3450) Paint Sys Breakdown (Steel PC)

Routine Inspection Element Notes:

Element DescriptionElem 
No.

Env Total
Qty

Units
CS 1 CS 2 CS 3 CS 4

Qty in each Condition State

28 Steel Deck-Open Grid

Corrosion

2

2

193

143

sq.m

each

 50

 0

 143

 143

 0

 0

 0

 0

DECK ELEMENT INSPECTION RATINGS AND NOTES

Defect/
Prot

1000

Defect

(28-1000) Corrosion

Element DescriptionElem 
No.

Env Total
Qty

Units
CS 1 CS 2 CS 3 CS 4

Qty in each Condition StateDefect/
Prot Defect

The paint is no longer effective with light surface rust throughout the steel open grid decking. For examples, refer to Photo 2 dated 
6/14/2016 as well as Photos 3 and 4 dated 6/20/2022.

The 2008 outstanding work recommendation to clean and repaint the steel deck is still valid.
 

The top flange of both girders is located at the deck level adjacent to the curbs and is visible for inspection. The top flange has 
surface rust throughout the length of the bridge. Refer to  Photos 5 and 6 dated 6/20/2022. In addition, the girders have rust along the
edges of both the top and bottom flanges. For examples, refer to Photos 1 and 2 dated 4/29/2013 and Photo 1 dated 5/9/2019.

The 2008 outstanding work recommendation to clean and repaint the steel superstructure elements throughout the structure is still 
valid. 

The top flange of both girders is located at the deck level adjacent to the curbs and is visible for inspection. Any paint that was 
present on these portions of the girders is no longer present. Refer to Photos 5 and 6 dated 6/20/2022. The paint throughout the 
remainder of the girders is dirty, chalky and faded. In addition, the paint is no longer effective where rust has formed on the edges of 
the top and bottom flanges, which is present on approximately 10% of the surface area. For examples, refer to Photos 1 and 2 dated 
4/29/2013 and Photo 1 dated 5/9/2019.

The 2008 outstanding work recommendation to clean and repaint the steel superstructure elements throughout the structure is still 
valid.

Non-Routine Inspection Element Notes:

Non-Routine Inspection Element Notes:

NSTMI (04/16/2025): See the report narrative for the list of members that were inspected.

NSTMI (04/16/2025): See the report narrative for description of the defects (1.2 m in CS3).

(58) (5)DECK RATING =

(36a) Rail Code 000 0

330 Railing-Metal 2 99 m  99  0  0  0

JOINT/APPROACH/RAIL ELEMENT INSPECTION RATINGS AND NOTES

RAIL INFORMATION
(36b) Transition (36c) Appr Guardrail (36d) Appr Guardrail End 25Roadway Speed MPH

JOINT - APPROACH - RAIL 

(330) Railing-Metal

Element DescriptionElem 
No.

Env Total
Qty

Units
CS 1 CS 2 CS 3 CS 4

Qty in each Condition StateDefect/
Prot Defect

There were no significant defects noted.
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152 Floor Beam-Steel

Corrosion

Steel Coating-Paint

Paint Sys Breakdown (Steel PC)

2

2

2

2

296

296

188

188

m

each

sq.m

each

 0

 0

 141

 141

 296

 296

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

 47

 47

SUPERSTRUCTURE ELEMENT INSPECTION RATINGS AND NOTES

1000

515

3450

SUPERSTRUCTURE 
SUPERSTRUCTURE RATING =(59) 6

(152-1000) Corrosion

(152-515-3450) Paint Sys Breakdown (Steel PC)

Element DescriptionElem 
No.

Env Total
Qty

Units
CS 1 CS 2 CS 3 CS 4

Qty in each Condition StateDefect/
Prot Defect

The floor beams have surface rust on the edges of the top and bottom flanges. For examples, refer to Photo 2 dated 6/14/2016 and 
Photo 4 dated 6/20/2022. In addition, surface rust is also present throughout the top surface of the top flange of each floor beam, 
which are visible through the open grid deck.

The 2008 outstanding work recommendation to clean and repaint the steel superstructure elements throughout the structure is still 
valid. 

The paint throughout the floor beams is dirty, chalky and faded. The paint is no longer effective where rust has formed on the top 
surface of the top flanges. In addition, the paint has failed on the edges of the top and bottom flanges. For examples, refer to Photo 2
dated 6/14/2016 and Photo 4 dated 6/20/2022.

The 2008 outstanding work recommendation to clean and repaint the steel superstructure elements throughout the structure is still 
valid.
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DESCRIPTION UNDER STRUCTURE

CHANNEL DESCRIPTION
Cobbles, sand and gravel. Moderate vegetation. There is RSP along the channel embankments at Abutment 1 and around Pier 2 
consisting of 1 to 5 foot diameter rocks.

Photo 1
Side view

Photo 2
Underside view

Photo 3
Typical pack rust at the end of cover plate

   SUPERSTRUCTURE PHOTOGRAPHS

TYPE OF SERVICE UNDER 

N NOT APPLICABLE (NBI)UNDERCLEARANCES V - H 

6 EQUAL MINIMUMWATER ADEQUACY 

 MVERT-LIFT BRIDGE NAV MIN VERTICAL CLEAR 

NAVIGATION CONTROL

0.0 MNAVIGATION HORIZONTAL CLEARANCE

0.0 MNAVIGATION VERTICAL CLEARANCE

PIER PROTECTION 

0: NO CONTROL5-WATERWAY

U UNKNOWN FOUNDATIONSCOUR 

03/05/2010SCOUR POA DATE 

CHANNEL PROTECTION 7 MINOR DAMAGE

N/A

(42b) 

(69) 

(71) 

(61) 

(113) 

(38) 

(111) 

(39) 

(116) 

(40) 

202 Column-Steel

Steel Coating-Paint

Paint Sys Breakdown (Steel PC)

2

2

2

9

7

7

each

sq.m

each

 9

 7

 7

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

SUBSTRUCTURE ELEMENT INSPECTION RATINGS AND NOTES

 0

 0

 0

515

3450

SUPERSTRUCTURE 

SUBSTRUCTURE 

SUBSTRUCTURE RATING =(60) (7)

Element DescriptionElem 
No.

Env Total
Qty

Units
CS 1 CS 2 CS 3 CS 4

Qty in each Condition StateDefect/
Prot Defect
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OTHER WORK RECOMMENDATIONS

JOINT/APPR/RAIL WORK RECOMMENDATIONS - NONE

SUPERSTRUCTURE WORK RECOMMENDATIONS - NONE

SUBSTRUCTURE WORK RECOMMENDATIONS - NONE

Work By 

Work By 

Action 

Action 

Est Cost 

Est Cost 

Rec Date

Rec Date

LOCAL AGENCY

LOCAL AGENCY

Paint Bridge Substru

Paint Bridge Superst

07/01/2008

07/01/2008

Str Target 

Str Target 

ROUTINE

ROUTINE

Clean and repaint the steel substructure elements throughout the structure.

Clean and repaint the steel superstructure elements throughout the structure.

Dist Target

Dist Target

EA 

EA 

Status 

Status 

PROPOSED

PROPOSED

DECK WORK RECOMMENDATIONS
Work By 
Action

Est Cost Rec Date LOCAL AGENCY
Deck-Misc

07/01/2008
Str Target ROUTINE

Clean and repaint the steel deck throughout the structure.

Dist Target 
EA Status  PROPOSED

215

231

256

Abutment-RC

Pier Cap-Steel

Steel Coating-Paint

Paint Sys Breakdown (Steel PC)

Slope Protection

2

2

2

2

2

8

12

15

15

2

m

m

sq.m

each

ea.

 8

 12

 15

 15

 2

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

SUBSTRUCTURE ELEMENT INSPECTION RATINGS AND NOTES

 0

 0

 0

 0

 0

515

3450

SUBSTRUCTURE 
SUBSTRUCTURE RATING =(60) (7)

WORK RECOMMENDATIONS 

(202) Column-Steel

(202-515-3450) Paint Sys Breakdown (Steel PC)

(215) Abutment-RC

(231) Pier Cap-Steel

(231-515-3450) Paint Sys Breakdown (Steel PC)

(256) Slope Protection

Element DescriptionElem 
No.

Env Total
Qty

Units
CS 1 CS 2 CS 3 CS 4

Qty in each Condition StateDefect/
Prot Defect

There were no significant defects noted.

The paint system is dirty and chalky.

The 2008 outstanding work recommendation to clean and repaint the steel substructure elements throughout the structure is still 
valid.

There were no significant defects noted.

There were no significant defects noted.

The paint system is dirty and chalky.

The 2008 outstanding work recommendation to clean and repaint the steel substructure elements throughout the structure is still 
valid.

There were no significant defects noted.
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Side view
Photo #1
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Underside view
Photo #2
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Typical pack rust at the end of cover plate
Photo #3
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RFP #10964 1 Addendum No. 2 
Bridge Design Services 
 

County of Monterey 
PUBLIC WORKS, FACILITIES AND PARKS 
Randell Ishii, MS, PE, TE, PTOE, Director 

1441 Schilling Place, 2nd Floor 
Salinas, CA 93901 

O: 831 755 4800 
 F: 831 755 4958 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
January 15, 2026 
 
 

 
ADDENDUM NO. 2 

 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL #10964 

TO PROVIDE BRIDGE DESIGN SERVICES 
FOR 

BORONDA ROAD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT 
County Project No. 1181 

Federal Aid Project No: BRLO-5944(150) 
 

Proposals Are Due: January 29, 2026 at 4:00 pm (PST) 
 

 
 
The purpose of the Addendum is to provide answers to questions received to date, post project documents as 
reference to this RFP and extend the proposal due date. 

 
A signed copy of Addendum #2 must be submitted along with your original bid proposal package. If this 
acknowledgement signature page is not submitted with your proposal package, your entire proposal package 
may be deemed non-responsive. It is the CONTRACTORS responsibility to ensure all items in the Addendum 
are included in the original bid proposal package. 
 

 
 
Receipt of Addendum #2 for RFP 10964 has been received and all requested information included in the 
original proposal package. 
 
 
                                                                                         _______________________________                              
_______________________________ 
Authorized Company Signature                                                   Printed Name 
 
 
 
 
________________________________                            ________________________________ 
Company Name                                                                                Date 
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Bridge Design Services 
 

 
 
The questions received to date are the following, along with their respective responses: 

 
1. Question: The RFP references that a Fee Schedule (Attachment J) be submitted in a separate sealed 

envelope apart from the proposer’s technical proposal. However, there is no Attachment J included with the 
RFP or as a separate attachment on the County’s solicitation website. Can the County please provide 
proposers with Attachment J?? 
Answer: Attachment J - Fee Schedule is a construct of the proposer. The proposer may make use of the Sample 
Cost Proposal in Appendix IV. 

2. Question: Regarding Attachments A-I, are those actual attachments proposers need to fill out or are 
they  just what the County wants proposers to label sections in their proposals as (for example, section 1 is 
Attachment A, section 2 is Attachment B, and so on and so forth)? If they are actual attachments proposers 
need to fill out, can the County please provide proposers with Attachments A-I, since they are not included 
with the RFP or on the County's solicitation site? 
Answer: Content and sub-content identified in the RFP shall be labeled with the corresponding attachment. 

3. Question: Can the County please provide proposers with a copy of the MND the County did in 1999? 
Answer: Yes, a copy of the document will be posted with this addendum. 

4. Question: Will the traffic technical memorandum identified in the PES be part of the scope of services or 
will the County address it? 
Answer: The technical memorandum will be part of the scope of services. 

5. Question: Will the information attached as an appendix be subject to grading if it is a continuation of 
another section being graded. 
Answer: Content listed in the appendix will not be graded. However, it may help support content that will be 
graded. 

6. Question: Has the bridge ever been evaluated under National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) criteria? 
If yes, can this documentation be made available? 
Answer: Yes, a copy of the document will be posted with this addendum. 

7. Question: Can the County confirm with Caltrans that a Historic Resources Evaluation Report (HRER) is 
not required? 
Answer: A HRER is not required. 

8. Question: Can the County provide a copy of the existing EIR that is mentioned in the background section of 
the RFP? 
Answer: Yes, a copy of the document will be posted with this addendum 

9. Question: To what extent is it expected that the project would rely on the existing EIR? 
Answer: None. A new separate and independent CEQA/NEPA document is required. 

10. Question: “Wetland Delineation and Assessment” is not changed as a required technical study in the PES, 
however the email from Kelso Vidal and the “Attachment A: Notes to Support the Conclusions of the PES 
Form” in Appendix VII seem to indicate that a delineation/assessment would be necessary. Is preparation 
of a wetland delineation requested as part of the scope? 
Answer: Yes, preparation of a wetland delineation study is requested as part of the scope. 

11. Question: Is regulatory permit acquisition being requested as part of this scope? If so, for all relevant 
agencies, or some subset (e.g., just NOAA & USFWS)? 
Answer: Permit acquisition is requested as part of this scope of work. All relevant agencies will be required. 

12. Question: Will all right-of-way appraisal and acquisition work be done by the County or a separate 
consulting firm such that it is excluded from the scope of work for this RFP 
Answer: Right-of-way acquisition and appraisal services will be through another RFP. 
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13. Question: Section 7.1 requires "one (1) original hard copy, two (2) hard copies, and one (1) CD or Thumb 
Drive." Should the CD/Thumb Drive contain all attachments A through K, including the sealed fee 
proposal (Attachment J)? Or should the fee proposal only be submitted in the separate sealed envelope and 
not included on the electronic media? 
Answer: The fee proposal should only be submitted in the separate sealed envelope and not included on the 
electronic media. 

14. Question: Section 8.9 (Conflict of Interest Statement) is listed as Pass/Fail but is not listed as a required in 
Section 6.0. Should proposers include a "Conflict of Interest Statement" as part of the cover letter? 
Answer: Conflict of Interest Statements shall be included in the proposals and attached after attachment K. 

15. Question: Due to the request for proposal attachments and supplemental environmental information that 
was identified in the RFP but not provided, can the County please provide a two-week extension and all of 
the County attachments and environmental information in order for proposers to adequately implement the 
necessary requirements and scope elements into their proposals? 
Answer: See revisions to the RFP below. Proposal Package Submittal Deadline has been delayed one week. 

16. Question: In reference to Addendum 1, Question 2, the project understanding and project scope should be 
written under section 8.6.1. This section of the proposal appears to be the evaluation criteria. Is there an 
appropriate place in Section 6 for the project understanding to be written to ensure all bullets within section 
8.6 can be addressed/ scored? 
Answer: Project understanding and project scope should be described under section 6.5.1. 

17. Question: Preparation of a Historic Resource Evaluation Report (HRER) is not checked in the Preliminary 
Environmental Study (PES) - can the County confirm that preparation of this document is not required? 
Answer: See answer to question #7. 

 
Revisions to the Request For Proposals (RFP) #10964 
 

1. On the Cover Page Replace “Thursday, January 22, 2026” with “Thursday, January 29, 2026” 
2. On Page 2 under Section 3.0 CALENDAR OF EVENTS Revise Proposal Package Submittal Deadline to 

January 29, 2026. 
3. On Page 58 under Section Proposals are due in the Office of Public Works, Facilities and Parks By: Replace 

“Thursday, January 22, 2026” with “Thursday, January 29, 2026” 

Documents posted to the County Website: 
 

1. BOS Negative Decl Mitigations 11-04-1999 
2. Supplemental Historical Evaluation Report 
3. NOP Boronda EIR 11-02-2000 
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