
SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ITEM:3.72
(tD # 27436)

MEETING DATE:
Tuesday, June 1 0,2025

FROM: TLMA-TRANSPORTATION

SUBJECT: TRANSPORTATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY/TRANSPORTATION:
Approval of Amendment No. 1 to the Consulting Services Agreement for l-10/Monroe Street
lnterchange lmprovements between the County of Riverside Transportation Department and
Michael Baker lnternational, lnc., District 4. [$892,624 TotalAmendment No. 1 Cost, $6,285,728
Total Contract Cost - Local Funds 100%l

RECOMMENDED MOTION: That the Board of Supervisors

1. Approve Amendment No. 1 to the Consulting Services Agreement for l-1O/Monroe Street
lnterchange lmprovements between the County of Riverside Transportation Department
and Michael Baker lnternational lnc. to add additional services and increase the contract
amount by $892,624.30, for a new maximum contract amount of $6,285,727.80; and

2. Authorize the Chairman of the Board to execute the same.

ACTION:Policy

MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

On motion of Supervisor Gutierrez, seconded by Supervisor Washington and duly
carried by unanimous vote, lT WAS ORDERED that the above matter is approved as
recommended.

Ayes: Medina, Spiegel, Washington , Perez and Gutierrez
Nays: None
Absent: None
Date: June 10,2025
xc: TLMA-Transp.

Kim
Clerk
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SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FINANCIAL DATA Current Fiscal Year: Next Fiscal Year: Total Cost: Ongolng Cost

COST $10,000 $882,624 $892,624 $0

NET COUNTY COST $0 $0 $0 $0

SOURCE OF FUNDS: Coachella Valley Association of
Governments (CVAG) (75%), City of lndio (25%).

There are no General Funds used in this project.

Budget Adjustment: No

For Fisca! Year: 24125 - 27128

C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION: Approve

BAGKGROUND:
Summarv
The lnterstate 10 (l-10)/Monroe Street lnterchange is located on l-10 between Jefferson Street
and Jackson Street in the City of lndio. The interchange is a major access point for existing
residential and retail sites. Significant growth and development have occurred in the past 30
years, resulting in traffic congestion at the interchange. The interchange was initially constructed
in 1972. Current and long-term growth in the area will cause an increase in traffic volume
throughout the City. Construction improvements to the Monroe Street interchange and
Whitewater River bridge will address deficiencies, remove bottlenecks, and accommodate future
growth and development.

The City of lndio (City) in cooperation with the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) and the Coachella Valley Association of Governments (CVAG) are proposing to
construct a new interchange on l-10 at Monroe Street (Project) to reconstruct the existing
interchange. lnterchange improvements will include the construction of new bridges crossing l-
10 and the Whitewater River, associated on- and off-ramps, and pedestrian facilities compatible
with Coachella Valley (CV) Link.

The City and CVAG desired the County of Riverside (County) to be the Lead Local Agency to
deliver the interchange improvements based on its experience and expertise in delivering
interchange projects. On January 9, 2018, Agenda ltem No. 3.28, the County Board of
Supervisors (BOS) approved an Amendment to a Cooperative Reimbursement Agreement
between CVAG, the City, and County for the Monroe StreeUl-10 Project, delegating the County
as the Local Lead Agency and providing funding details.

On April 13,2021, Agenda ltem No. 3.27, lhe County Board of Supervisors executed a

Consulting Services Agreement to provide the necessary engineering services to complete
Phase ll - Plans, Specifications, and Estimate, Phase lll - Bid Support, and Phase lV -
Construction Support between the County and Michael Baker lnternational, lnc (MBl).

During plan development, approving agencies required the project to incorporate additional
improvements to its facilities that were not scoped and budgeted in the original Consulting
Services Agreement. These improvements have resulted in additional submittals to be
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SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

reviewed

This Amendment No. 1 increases the contract amount to account for unforeseen scope changes
and additional work to be performed by MBI required from approving agencies for the project.

The detailed scope and fee for the contract increase are provided in Attachment A1

Monroe Street / l-10 lnterchange Project Number: C7-0048

Original Contract $5,393,103.50 ($+,e02,821.36 plus 10% contingency)
Amendment No. 1 $892,624.30
Total $6,285,727.80

lmpact on Residents and Businesses

The proposed improvements will improve safety and enhance operational efficiency for local,
regional, and interregional traveling motorists. The project will also incorporate a pedestrian,

bicycle, and Neighborhood Electric Vehicle (NEV) connection with the CV Link project along the
Whitewater River. The mixed-use path is designed to encourage alternative forms of
transportation and recreation.

SUPPLEMENTAL:
Additional Fiscal I nformation

The County is not responsible for funding any portion of this project. CVAG (75o/o) and the City
(25o/o) are providing 100% of the funds for this Amendment.

ATTACHMENTS:
Vicinity Map
Amendment No. '1
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l-1 0/M o n roe Streef I nte rc h a n ge I m p rovements
Contract No: 21-03-007

AMENDMENT NO.1 TO THE CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT

FOR !.1o/MONROE STREET INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS

BETWEEN COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE . TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

AND MICHAEL BAKER INTERNATIONAL, INC.

This AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR |-10/MONROESTREET

INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS BETWEEN COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE .TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

AND MICHAEL BAKER INTERNATIONAL, lNC. (hereinafter referred to as "Amendment No. 1") is made and

entered into this I 0 day of-JllN-, 2025, by and between the County of Riverside, a political

subdivision of the State of California, (hereinafter referred to as "COUNTY") and Michael Baker lnternational, lnc.,

a Pennsylvania corporation, (hereinafter referred to as "CONSULTANT").

RECITALS

A. COUNTY and CONSULTANT have entered into an agreement entitled "Consulting Services Agreement for l-

10/Monroe Street lnterchange lmprovements between County of Riverside ' Transportation Department and

Michael Baker lnternational, lnc." that is dated April 13, 2021, Agenda ltem No. 3.27, (hereinafter referred to as

"Agreement"). The Agreement provides the terms and conditions, scope of services, schedule, budget, salary

rates, and fee for the performance of professional and technical services necessary to provide engineering

services for Phase ll - Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E), Phase lll - Bid Support, and Phase lV -
Construction Support.

B. Administrative Budget Modification No. 1 was authorized on August 16,2022 to utilize $76,637.42 of

contingency funds for additional services required not originally scoped related to geotechnical borings, pot

holing, and inclusion of a corridor aesthetics plans.

C. Administrative Budget Modification No. 2 was authorized on March 6,2023to utilize $330,040.77 of contingency

funds for additional services required not originally scoped related to hydrological analysis and inclusion of a

cycle track.

D. Administrative Budget Modification No. 3 was authorized on July 29,2024 to utilize the remaining $83,603.95

of contingency funds and transfer $267,263.79 from Phase lV to Phase ll for additional services required not

originally scoped related to environmental revalidation, traffic analysis, and utility coordination.

E. Additional services not originally scoped for the l-10/Monroe Street lnterchange lmprovements Project from

Consulting Seryices Agreement - Amendment No. 1

JUN I02025 3.+L
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l-1 0/M o n ro e Street I nte rc h a n ge I m p rovem ents
Contract No: 21-03-007

approving agencies including the California Department of Transportation and Coachella Valley Water District

as well as further coordination from surrounding stakeholders is needed.

AGREEMENT

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises contained herein, the parties hereto agree as follows:

1 . Article All, Services to be Provided, of Appendix A, Scope of Services, of the Agreement is hereby amended to

include the additional services as shown in Attachment 41, Additional Scope of Services, attached hereto and

incorporated herein by this reference. All references in the Agreement to Appendix A, Scope of Services and/or

Attachment A, Scope of Services, shall also include reference to Attachment Al, Additional Scope of Services.

2. The first sentence of paragraph B of Article V, Allowable Costs and Payments, of the Agreement is hereby

amended to increase the fixed fee, from $347,250.57 to $419,160.61, as follows: "ln addition to the allowable

incurred costs, COUNTY will pay CONSULTANT a fixed fee of $419,160.61."

3. Paragraph H of Article V, Allowable Costs and Payments, of the Agreement is hereby amended to increase the

total amount payable by COUNTY, from $4,902,821.36 to $6,285,727.80, as follows: "The total amount payable

by COUNTY including the fixed fee shall not exceed $6,285,727.80;

4. Paragraph 1 of Section B, Fixed Fee, of Article Cll, Elements of Compensation, of Attachment C, Compensation

Plan, of the Agreement is hereby amended to increase the fixed fee, from $347,250.57 to $419,160.61, as

follows: "The Total Fixed Fee payable to the CONSULTANT is $419,160.61 (PRIME CONSULTANT Profit)."

5. The third sentence of Article CVl, Cost Proposal, of Attachment C, Compensation Plan, of the Agreement is

hereby amended to increase the total amount of the contract from $4,902,821.36 to $6,285,727.80, as follows:

"The total amount of the contract is not to exceed $6,285,727.80."

6. The Cost Proposals set forth in Article CVl, Cost Proposal, of Attachment C, Compensation Plan, of the

Agreement are hereby amended as attached hereto and incorporated herein .

7. Except to the extent specially modified or amended hereunder, all of the terms, covenants, and conditions of

the Agreement shall remain in fullforce and effect between COUNTY and CONSULTANT.

8. This Amendment No. 1 shall become effective upon signature of this Amendment No. 1 by COUNTY and

CONSULTANT.

9. This Amendment No. 1 may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of which shall be an original, but

all of which together shall constitute one and the same instrument. Each party to this Amendment No. 1 agrees

Consulting Servlces Agreement - Amendment No. 1 a
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I - 1 0/M on ro e Street I nterc ha n ge I mp rovements
Contract No:21-03-007

to the use of electronic signatures, such as digital signatures that meet the requirements of the California

Uniform Electronic Transactions Act (("CUETA") Cal. Civ. Code SS 1633.1 to 1633.17), forexecuting this

Amendment No. 1. The parties further agree that the electronic signatures of the parties included in this

Amendment No. 1 are intended to authenticate this writing and to have the same force and effect as manual

signatures. Electronic signature means an electronic sound, symbol, or process attached to or logically

associated with an electronic record and executed or adopted by a person with the intent to sign theelectronic

record pursuant to the CUETA as amended from time to time. The CUETA authorizes use of an electronic

signature for transactions and contracts among parties in California, including a government agency. Digital

signature means an electronic identifier, created by computer, intended by the party using it to have the same

force and effect as the use of a manual signature, and shall be reasonably relied upon by the parties. For

purposes of this section, a digital signature is a type of "electronic signature" as defined in subdivision (i) of

Section 1633.2 of the Civil Code

lN WITNESS HEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Amendment No. 1 to the Agreement to be duly

executed this day and year first written above.

THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE IS INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS

Consulting Services Agreement - Amendment No. 1 E
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APPROVALS

COUNTY Approvals

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:

Dennis Acuna

Director of Transportation

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

COUNTY COUNSEL

By Danielle Maland, Deputy County Counsel

APPROVAL BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

\,\ \"[

/.//.J4,
V. MANUEL PEREZ

PRINTED NAME

Chairman, Riverside County Board of Supervisors

ATTEST:

DEPUTY

KIMBERL A. RECTOR

Clerk of the Board (SEAL)

Consulting Seryices Agreement - Amendment No. 1

JUN 102025 3.1L r

CONSULTANT Approvals

APPROVED BY:

'-*4)-"1 ^\D Dated: 512712025

DanielWalden
PRINTED NAME

Associate Vice President
TITLE

APPROVED BY

Chns@pher AhertS
Christopher Albens (May 27, 2025 r1:25 PDT) Dated: 512712025

Christopher Alberts
PRINTED NAME

Vice President
TITLE
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l-1 0/Monroe Street Interchange Project

ATTACHMENT A1 . ADDITIONAL SCOPE OF SERVICES

TABLE OF CONTENTS

I

1

TASK 1.0 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

1.1 PROJECT ADMINISTRATION, CONTROL AND SCHEDULING

1.2 PROJECT MEETINGS

1.3 PREPARE FHWA FINANCIAL PLAN

TASK 2.0 FIELD RESEARCH

FINAL HYDRAULIC REPORT

Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD) Salton Sea LiDAR and Stream Stability Analysis

2.12 SUPPLEMENTAL TRAFFIC OPERATIONS ANALYSIS REPORT (TOAR)

2.12.3 NW Quadrant Updated Land Use Analysis

1

1

1

2.5 GEOTECHNTCAL DESIGN REPORT. .................1

Background (Additional MR and GDR 95% Submittals) ........1

2.5.1 Phase ll Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) .......... ..............2

2.10

2.10.1

5.1

5.1.1

5.1.2

6

7

,,7

2.13 TRANSPORTATION ART PACKAGE 7

TASK 5.0 MITIGATE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 8

NATURAL RESOURCES AND REGULATORY SERV|CES................. .........................8

Mitigation Banking Coordination ..........8

Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (HMMP)...... ....................8

TASK 8.0 UPDATE STRUCTURES rNrTrAL PS&E (95%)(l-10 STRUCTURE)

Background (Additional 95% PS&E Submittals)

10

10

TASK 10.0 UPDATE PS&E (9s%)

Consulting Services Agreement . AdditionalScope of Seruices

10
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Background (Additional 95% PS&E Submittals) 10

TASK 11.0 UPDATE PS&E (100%) 11

Retaining Wall Background ....

Channel Bridge Background ..

...11

...11

11.5 UPDATE STRUCTURE PS&E (CHANNEL STRUCTURE AND WALLS) 12

Consulting Servlces Agreement . Additional Scope of Services A-ii



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

1'.!

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

l-1 O/Monroe Street lnterchange Project

TASK 1.0 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

1.1 PROJECT ADMINISTRATION, CONTROL AND SCHEDULING

Due to the extended project duration due to the inclusion of the Cycle Track (already completed), and other

additional scope as outlined below, an increased level of effort for project administration, control and

scheduling is required from CONSULTANT.

1.2 PROJECT MEETINGS

Due to the extended project duration due to the inclusion of the Cycle Track (already completed), and other

additional scope as outlined below, additional meetings are required from CONSULTANT, up to two per month

through December 2025, and 1 per month thereafter. For example, the original number of PDTs was scoped

as 24 and PDT #36 was just held in February 2025.

1.3 PREPARE FHWA FINANCIAL PLAN

CONSULTANT will support the COUNTY in obtaining FHWA approvalfor construction by preparing the lnitial

Financial Plan (lFP) for the project. CONSULTANT will use the July 2020 Financial Plan Guidance package

provided by the COUNTY to prepare the lFP.

TASK 2.0 FIELD RESEARCH

2.5 GEOTECHNICAL DESIGN REPORT

Blcxenouro (Aoorroral MR aro GDR 95% Suamrrals)

The first 95% PS&E submittal was made in May 2023. Comments were received on that package, and at the

time, CALTRANS stated that based on the number of comments made, the next PS&E package could not be

considered 1O0o/o. The basis for this statement is preferential and is not stated in any available guidance from

CALTRANS. A95o/oV2 submittalwas then made in November 2023, and subsequently, CONSULTANT was

again told that another 95% submittal was necessary. A 95%V3 submittal was made in August 2024, and

comments were received in November 2024. The next submittal will be the 100% submittal, and should be

the final major submittal of the PS&E package. CONSULTANT understands that original scope did not specify

an assumed number of 95% submittals, although the actual number is out of the normal range for a PS&E

project. However, CONSULTANT only asks for half of actual spent time for the two additional submittals made

in recognition of the original scope language.

Consulting Servrces Agreement . AdditionalScope of Servlces A-1
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l-1 O/Monroe Street Interchange Project

2.5.1 Pxrse ll Exunoruextal Sre Assessmerr (ESA)

CONSULTANT identified the following Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) during the course of the

Phase I ISA:

. Historical agricultural uses: Residual herbicide/pesticide contamination in on-site surface soils is likely

to be present on the subject site (i.e. APNs 610-330-027,610-093-037,610-020-034, and 610-020-

036).

Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL)was not considered a REC in connection with Site based on the findings and

conclusions included in the October26,2018, Aerially Deposited Lead Report prepared by CONSULTANT.

The findings and conclusions of the ADL survey are summarized as follows:

. Based on the results of this assessment, the 95% UCL concentration of total lead (10.02 mg/kg) is

less than the DTSC health-risk based screening levelfor unrestricted land use of 80 mg/kg. However,

based on the CA-WET soluble lead concentration of sample B19-0.5 of 5.40 mg/L being greater than

5.0 mg/L, the current ADL Agreement requires that the soil in the vicinity of this location be considered

ADL-Contaminated, and that DTSC be notified of this exceedance.

o Based on criteria presented in the ADL Agreement, the TTLC being less than 320 mg/kg, the STLC

(CA-WET) being greater than 5 mg/L, and the DI-WET being less han 1.5 mg/L), the soil in the vicinity

of 819 would be classified as type R1, indicating that it can be reused onsite if placed under a

pavement structure or under at least one foot of clean soil. lf the soil in the vicinity of 819 is to be

excavated and removed from the Site, it will need to be disposed of at a landfill as a California

hazardous waste.

Based on these findings, CONSULTANT made the following recommendations:

r Soil Contamination at APNs 610-330-027, 610-093-037, 610-020-034, and 610-020-036: A Phase

ll/Site Characterization Specialist should conduct sampling in order to determine whether or not

residual herbicide/pesticide contamination, including residual lead contamination, exists within areas

of proposed right-of-way acquisition (due to historical agricultural production activities). Results of the

sampling would indicate soil management practices that may need to be employed, including the reuse

of soils on-site, disposal of soils off-site, and worker safety precautions that may be necessary during

construction.

. The Phase ll/Site Characterization recommendation was not intended to include evaluation for lead,

Consulting Servlces Agreement . Additional Scope of Services A-2
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l-1 O/Monroe Street lnterchange Project

but rather for arsenic, as arsenic was historically used in pesticides.

The planned acreage acquisition for the four (4) parcels is as follows:

Statement of Objectives

CONSULTANT will generally follow the standard practices of the American Society for Testing Materials

(ASTM) Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase ll Environmental Site Assessment

Process (ASTM E1903-19). The purpose of conducting the Limited Phase 1l ESA in accordance with ASTM

E1903-19 is to acquire and evaluate information sufficient to achieve the objective(s) set forth in the "Statement

of Objectives".

The objectives of this Phase ll ESA are to:

1. Evaluate historical agricultural operations on portions of four (4) parcels that will be acquired by the

City of lndio (CITY), including the possible presence of organochlorine pesticides (OCPs), chlorinated

herbicides (CHs), and arsenic in shallow subsurface soils.

2. ldentify if potential target analytes are present at concentrations greater than a threshold criteria.

CONCEPTUAL SITE MODEL

Tarqet Analvtes s

r Data obtained during the Phase I ISA indicated that OCPs, CHs, and arsenic may be present in

shallow soils due to potential pesticide application during historical agricultural operations.

Tarqet Analvtes First Entered the Environment

. The REC at the Site is historical onsite agricultural uses. The data indicate that the target analytes

(OCPs, CHs, and arsenic) would have first entered the environment by spray application during

historical agricultural operations.

Environmental Media and Locations Most Likelv to Have the Hiohest Concentrations of Taroet Analvses

61 0-330-027 0.25

61 0-093-037 2.513

610-020-034 0.457

610-020-036 0.056

APN

Consulting Serylces Agreement . Additional Scope of Seryices Iq
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610-093-037 2.513 4

610-020-034 0.457 2

610-020-036 0.056 1

Number of BoringsAPN A uisition Size acres

l-l O/Monroe Street lnterchange Project

o The data suggests the potential of shallow subsurface soil contamination due to historical agricultural

uses.

Project Set Up

. ln preparation for initiating field sampling activities, a site-specific Health and Safety Plan will be

prepared. The health and safety plan will conform to regulatory requirements and industry standard

practices.

. Conduct a site walk to mark boring locations and contact Underground Service Alert. The boring

locations will need to be marked at least three (3) business days in advance of the field activities.

. As the proposed sampling will be completed within the boundaries of proposed acquisition parcels, it

has been assumed that only limited traffic control will be necessary as the proposed work is not

expected to encroach into roadways.

Field Activities

ln general accordance with the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) lnterim Guidance for

Sampling Agricultural Properties (DTSC Guidance), and the acreage of acquisition of each of the four (4)

parcels, the following number of borings are proposed for each acquisition parcel:

Borings are proposed to be completed to depths of 2-feet beneath ground surface (bgs) to evaluate for the

presence of OCPs, CHs, and arsenic related to historical onsite agricultural use. Soil samples are proposed to

be collected from depths of 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, and 2.0-feet bgs.

Soil samples will be collected in laboratory supplied 4-oz glass jars or acetate sleeves using either hand drive

equipment or a direct push drilling methods. A portion of all soil samples will be field screened for the presence

Consulting Services Agreement . AdditionalScope of Seryices A4
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l-1 0/Monroe Street lnterchange Project

of VOCs using a photo ionization detector (PlD). Sample containers will be sealed, labeled, and placed on ice

for transport to a California-certifled laboratory. CONSULTANT will observe standard Environmental Protection

Agency (EPA) sample collection and handling protocol including chain-of-custody control.

Sampling and other downhole equipment will be cleaned with a phosphate-free cleanser followed by successive

tap water and deionized water rinses prior to first use on-site, between sample intervals, and between borings

to minimize the potential for cross-contamination.

Laboratory Analyses

The discrete samples from 0.S-feet from each boring location (8 samples) will initially be analyzed in accordance

with the following EPA Test Methods:

. EPA Test Method 8081 for OCPs

. EPA Test Method 8151A for CHs

. EPA Test Method 6010 for arsenic

Samples collected from depths of 1.0, 1.5, and 2.0 feet bgs will initially be archived. However, deeper samples

from locations where elevated OCP, CH, or arsenic concentrations are reported may subsequently also be

analyzed to evaluate the vertical extent of impacts. For the purposes of this assessment, it is assumed that up

to eight (8) to be analyzed (8 shallow + 8 deep).

All samples will be submitted to state certified laboratories, and analyses will be conducted on a standard (7-

10 business day)turnaround time.

Report Preparation

The results will be presented in a Limited Phase ll ESA Report. lncluded in the report will be a summary of the

fieldwork and methodologies, as well as a discussion and summary of the analytical results. CONSULTANT

will also present conclusions and recommendations forfurther assessment or remedial activities, if any. Copies

of boring location maps and logs, summary tables of sample analytical results, and laboratory analytical reports

with chain of custody documentation will be provided in the report. An electronic file (PDF format) of the final

report will be provided.

SCHEDULE

Consulting Servlces Agreement . Additional Scope of Servrces A-5
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I-1 0/Monroe Street !nterchange Project

CONSULTANT will begin mobilization within 5 business days of receipt of written authorization to proceed.

Marking the site for DigAlert is anticipated to require one (1)day to complete. The fieldwork is anticipated to

require one (1) day to complete, and can commence no sooner than three (3) days after DigAlert is notified.

The laboratory turnaround time for the analytical results is 7 to 10 business days. CONSULTANT anticipates

the draft Limited Phase ll ESA Repoftwill be completed within 4 to 5 weeks from the date of authorization.

Deliverables:

. Draft and Final Limited Phase ll ESA Report

o Hazardous Materials Disclosure Document

Assumotions:

. One round of review by COUNTY, and one round of review by CALTRANS

. Up to two (2) meetings to discuss findings and conclusions

o Restoration of properties due to test equipment is excluded

2.10 FINAL HYDRAULIC REPORT

2.10.1 Coacxeuu Vauev Waren Drsrnrcr (CVWD) Sllror SEa LIDAR axo SrnEarrr Sraetlrw ANALysrs

The first submitted Basis-of- Design Report (BOD) (Dec 2021) used topography from the HEC-RAS 1D model

provided by CVWD. The BOD was revised and resubmitted in November 2023, using updated topography from

NearMap DSM and DEM data (from 2022). CVWD commented on the accuracy of the NearMap data and

requested MBI utilize FEMA appropriate topography compatible to the FEMA Flood Zone. The NearMap Data

does not meet the FEMA vertical accuracy requirements, but it was the only source of elevation data available

in this area at the time (excepting a supplemental aerial topography). A similar comment pertaining to the

accuracy of the topographic information used for the l-10/ Jackson Street Bridge Over Coachella Valley

Stormwater Channel BOD was made by CWD. lt was recommended that topographic information such as

new Salton Sea LiDAR (from 2019) be used for the hydraulics model.

There is between a 2' to 4' difference in elevations between the NearMap and Salton Sea Lidar topographic

surfaces, indicating approximately 10,000 CY of material has degraded out of the channel. Due to this

discrepancy, CVWD requested CONSULTANT investigate the stability of the channel. lt should also be noted

that there were two extreme rain events that have influenced the condition of the channel, the 2019 Valentines

Day Storm that severely damaged the Avenue 44 crossing and2023 Tropical Storm Hilary that entirely washed-

Consulting Serulces Agreement , Additional Scope of Servrces A-6
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l-1 0/Monroe Street lnterchange Project

out Avenue 44. A Hydraulic and Bridge Scour Analysis for a proposed Avenue 44 Bridge was prepared by

Albert WEBB Associates, dated February 2020 which would not have included any impacts due to the recent

extreme storm events. The Avenue 44 Hydraulics and Bridge Scour Analysis Report utilized aerial topographic

mapping obtained from CVWD. The aerial topographic mapping consisted of Light Detection and Ranging

(L|DAR) data collected in February ol2011with a vertical accuracy standard for a 2-foot contour interval. The

Avenue 44 Hydraulics and Bridge Scour Analysis Report used a slope of 0.002 from the downstream grade

control structure (Ave 46 Drop Structure) to calculate an equilibrium bed slope assuming the Avenue 44 Low

Flow Crossing is removed. CONSULTANT will incorporate this equilibrium slope in the l-10/Monroe Street

project BOD.

Deliverables:

. Hydraulic Model revisions utilizing the new Salton Sea Lidar

o A Stream Stability/ Long-term Scour Analysis

. Updating the BOD (hydraulic, local/general scour calculations, channel plans)

2.r2 SUPPLEMENTAL TRAFFIC OPERATTONS ANALYSTS REPORT (TOAR)

2.12.3 NW Queomrr Upoareo Leno UsE Arnlvsrs

2.1 2.3.1 Additional YTSSTM Support

CONSULTANT will provide support related to VISSIM assessment at the interchange. Of specific concern

will be updates to the local roadway geometrics to match assumptions from the development on the

northwest quadrant's traffic study to the VISSIM model and rerun the assessment to identify constraints in

the system. CONSULTANT will also look at key considerations in the area, including:

1. Can acceptable operations be achieved if the Cycle Track is modified at the interchange to a

class ll bikeway (providing more green time to through movements).

2. At 50% developmenl and 75Yo development will the interchange operation acceptably -
CONSULTANT will review different land use absorption estimates in an effort to refine how much

development can occur before the interchange degrades to unacceptable operations.

Deliverables:

. PowerPoint Summaries

2.1 3 TRANSPORTATION ART PACKAGE

Consulting Servlces Agreement . AdditionalScope of Servlces A-7
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l-1 O/Monroe Street Interchange Project

CALTRANS has advised the Project Development Team that proposed bridge aesthetics at the l-1O/Jackson

St. OC will require approval by the Department under the Transportation ArUCommunity ldentification

Program, as proposed by the Local Public Agency (LPA).

Deliverables:

. Transportation ArUCommunity ldentification Proposal Application Form

. lmages and exhibits to be aftached to the Application

Assumotions:

. One round of review by CITY, and one round of review by CALTRANS

TASK 5.0 MITIGATE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

5.1 NATURAL RESOURCES AND REGULATORY SERVICES

5.1.1 Mmclror.r Blr.rxrr.rc Coonoruror,r

CONSULTANT will coordinate with the regulatory agencies to determine agency approved mitigation banking

requirements for credit type, amount, and bank to satisfy mitigation requirements for the l-1O/Jackson Street

lnterchange lmprovement Project. Following this coordination, CONSULTANT will work with the mitigation

bank(s) to facilitate the client's purchase of credits. This task also includes other ongoing coordination items

needed to purchase banking credits.

Assumptions:

. This task excludes any fees associated with the purchasing of banking credits.

5.1.2 HramrMmcrrorl nro MorFoRrNG PLAN (HMMP)

Based on the determined regulatory agency compensatory mitigation requirements, CONSULTANT shall

prepare a temporary impact Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (HMMP) for the project site. The HMMP is

designed to document compensatory mitigation to off-set the project's original jurisdictional impacts. The

HMMP shall be prepared in accordance with the Corps' Los Angeles District Mitigation guidelines and

Monitoring Requirements, dated April 19, 2004; Mitigation Rule (33 C.F.R. Part 332; 73 FR 19670-19687 (April

10, 2008)), the Corps' l-A District's 2015 Mitigation Guidelines, and the State Water Resources Control Board's

2019 State Policy for Water Quality Control: State Wetland Definition and Procedures for Discharges of

Dredged or Fill Material to Waters of the State. The Plan shall discuss:

Consulting Servlces Agreement . Additional Scope of Servlces A-8
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l-1 0/Monroe Street Interchange Project

Responsibilities and qualifications of the personnel to implement and superuise the plan. The responsibilities

of the Applicant that would supervise and implement the plan shall be specified.

Baseline lnformation. Site conditions will be documented for both the project's temporary impact areas,

potentialon-site mitigation locations, as wellas surrounding locations comprised of native habitat that can be

used as reference for the HMMP.

Site preparation and planting implementation. Based on agency direction on mitigation type, site preparation

may include: (1) protection of existing native species; (2) trash and weed removal; and (3) erosion control

measures (i.e., rice or willow wattles).

Maintenance plan/guidelines. The Maintenance Plan shallinclude: (1)weed control; (2) herbivory control, (3)

trash removal; (4) irrigation system maintenance (if required); (5) maintenance training; and (6) replacement

planting.

Monitoing Plan.The Monitoring Plan shall be described to include: (1) qualitative monitoring (i.e., photographs

and general observations); (2) quantitative monitoring (i.e., randomly placed transects); (3) performance

criteria, as approved by the above-listed resource agencies; (4) reporting timeline and requirements; and (5)

annual reports, which shall be submitted to the resource agencies on a yearly basis, for five years. This task

does not include monitoring of the restoration sites.

lf required by the agencies, the Plan shall also discuss:

Adaptive Management Plan. General procedures for adaptive management shall be outlined based on known

challenges within the area (i.e., drought stress, invasive pest mitigation, herbivory). Following quantitative site

assessments, patterns and trends related to site development will be reviewed and recommendations shall be

made to correct any issues identified.

Long-term Management Long-term management of the site shall also be outlined in the Restoration Plan, to

the extent determined by the regulatory agencies, to avoid impacts to the mitigation site from future

development.

Consulting Serylces Agreement. Additionatscope of Servlces E

Schedule. A schedule of mitigation activities.



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

I

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

l-1 0/Monroe Street lnterchange Project

Pursuant to agency requirements, the Restoration Plan will include a maximum of five (5) exhibits to enhance

the written text and clarify the approach. Exhibits are anticipated to include: 1) Regional Vicinity Map, 2) Site

Vicinity Map; 3) Project lmpacts Map; 4) Mitigation Site Plan; and 5) On-Site Photographs. This task includes

time for Geographic lnformation Systems (GlS) analysis.

Deliverables:

. Draft HMMP (PDF)

. FinalHMMP (PDF)

Assumptions:

. One round of formal submittal and response to agency comments

TASK 8.0 UPDATE STRUCTURES lNlTlAL PS&E (95%) (l-10 STRUCTURE)

BacxcnouxD (ADDmoNAL 95% PS&E Suaurras)

The first 95% PS&E submittal was made in May 2023. Comments were received on that package, and at the

time, CALTRANS stated that based on the number of comments made, the next PS&E package could not be

considered 100o/o. The basis for this statement is preferential and is not stated in any available guidance from

CALTRANS. A 95%V2 submittal was then made in November 2023, and subsequently, CONSULTANT was

again told that another 95% submiftal was necessary. A 95%V3 submittal was made in August 2024, and

comments were received in September 2024. The next submittal will be the 100% submittal, and should be

the final major submittal of the PS&E package. CONSULTANT understands that original scope did not specify

an assumed number of 95% submittals, although the actual number is out of the normal range for a PS&E

project. However, CONSULTANT only asks for half of actual spent time for the two additional submittals made

in recognition of the original scope language.

TASK 10.0 UPDATE PS&E (95%)

BacxcnounD (ADDrnoNAr- 95% PS&E Suamrmls)

The first 95% PS&E submittalwas made in May 2023. Comments were received on that package, and at the

time, CALTRANS stated that based on the number of comments made, the next PS&E package could not be

considered 100%. The basis for this statement is preferential and is not stated in any available guidance from

CALTRANS. A95%V2 submittalwas then made in November 2023, and subsequently, CONSULTANT was

Consulting Services Agreement . Additional Scope of Servlces A-10



1

2

3

4

5

6

8

o

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

l-1 0/Monroe Street Interchange Project

again told that another 95% submittal was necessary. A 95%V3 submittal was made in August 2024, and

comments were received in November 2024. The next submittal will be the 100% submittal, and should be

the final major submittal of the PS&E package. CONSULTANT understands that original scope did not specify

an assumed number of 95% submittals, although the actual number is out of the normal range for a PS&E

project. However, CONSULTANT only asks for half of actual spent time for the two additional submittals made

in recognition of the original scope language.

TASK 11.0 UPDATE PS&E (100%)

Rerrunrxc Wlll BlcxoRouND

The design for the two retaining walls within the project limits was developed up to the 95% Design Phase.

Both retaining walls are CALTRANS Standard Type 1 Modified walls. Modifications were necessary because

the Peak Ground Acceleration (PGA) at the site, as per the geotechnical report, exceeds the CALTRANS

standard value of 0.69 used for standard retaining walls. Consequently, the structural design team performed

calculations to account for the larger seismic loads affecting the retaining walls. These modifications were

included in the 95% Design Package.

Following discussions with CALTRANS priorto the 95% Design submittal, it was agreed to include the retaining

wall details in CALTRANS Roadway borders and incorporate the Retaining Wall plans into the Roadway

package for the project. However, after submitting the 95% design package, the CALTRANS Structure Liaison

requested that all Retaining Wall plans and details be placed on Structure Border and reviewed by CALTRANS

Structure Headquarters. Transferring the retaining wall plan details from Roadway Border to Structure Border

constituted out-of-scope work, as this was not considered in the original scope of work. The level of effort

required included changes to CAD styles, fonts, levels, and other CAD parameters, which took additional time

to complete.

Cxlnr* Bmoee Blcxonouro

The project includes a bridge replacement over the Coachella Valley Stormwater Channel. The Channel

Bridge design was developed up to the g5% Design Phase. At that time, CALTRANS requested a review of

the bridge plans, indicating that a review by CALTRANS Structure Headquarters was required because part

of the bridge abutment on the north side is within the CALTRANS right of way. The review from CALTRANS

at the 95% Design Phase generated additional comments, requiring the designer to make changes to the

Consulting Servlces Agreement . Additional Scope of Servrces A-11
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!-1 O/Monroe Street lnterchange Project

plans and calculations. The comment resolution process with CALTRANS and making additionalchanges to

the bridge plans and calculations were considered out-of-scope work, as the CALTRANS review was not

originally included in the scope of work.

11.5 UPDATE STRUCTURE PS&E (CHANNEL STRUCTURE AND WALLS)

Transferring Retaining Wall Plans from Roadway Border to Structure Border and Review

CONSULTANT will incorporate the necessary changes to the CADD files to transfer the plan contents for the

four retaining walls from the Roadway Border to a Structure Border. The modifications include:

r Working Units: Adjust to match the standards for Structure Border.

. Drawing Data Levels: Update to comply with the leveling convention for Structures.

. Text Attributes: Modify text sizes, fonts, and styles to align with the requirements for Structures.

o Line Styles and Weights: Change line weights and styles to those specified for Structures.

. Color Table: Apply the standard color table for Structures.

. Cell and Cell Libraries: Utilize the appropriate cell libraries for Structures.

. Structure Scale for Elevation View: Change Roadway exaggerated scale in elevation view to

uniform structure scale.

. Plan Sheet Preparation: Ensure the plan sheets were prepared according to the guidelines for

Structures.

Additionally, CONSULTANT will ensure that the changes complied with the CALTRANS Bridge Design

Details, specifically the chapters for General Detailing and General Plan.

The following sheets will be modified due to this change:

1. Retaining Wall No. 35 - General Plan

2. Retaining Wall No. 35 - Architectural Treatment

3. Retaining Wall No. 50 - General Plan

4. Retaining Wall No. 50 - Architectural Treatment

Respond to CALTRANS Review Commenb and Comment Resolution

As noted above in the Background section, CALTRANS Structure HQ will now provide design oversight role

through 65%, 95%, and 100% design phases of the project, in addition to the previously scoped CALTRANS

District Oversight review. CONSULTANT will respond to these additional reviews and incorporate necessary

Consulting Servlces Agreement . Additional Scope of Services @
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l-1 0/Monroe Street Interchange Project

revisions in the retaining wall package. This will include addressing comments on plan details, calculations,

and special provisions for the retaining walls.

Additional CAtfRAlrS Review for Channel Bridge

As noted above in the Background section, CALTRANS Structure HQ will now provide design oversight role

through 95%, and 100% design phases of the project, in addition to the previously scoped COUNTY review.

CONSULTANT will respond to these additional reviews and incorporate necessary revisions in the bridge

design package. This will include addressing comments on plan details, calculations, and special provisions

for the bridge.

Consulting Servlces Agreement , Additional Scope of Services A-13



l-10/Monroe PS&E Fee Proposal Summary February 26,2025

$ 801,698.21

s 24,755.66

$ 50,537.05

$ 15,633.38

$ 892,624.30

$ 801,698.21

$ 24,755.66

$ 50,537.05

$ 15,633.38

$ 892,624.30

Phase I

Phase ll

Phase lll
Phase lV

Plans, Specs & Estimates

COMPANIES

Michae! Baker lnternational, lnc.

Prime

Parsons

Structures

Converse

Geotechnical

Fehr & Peers

Additional VISSIM Support

PHASE I PHASE II PHASE II! PHASE IV TOTAL

TOTAL



FEE PROPOSAL WORKSHEET
COMPANY

mlch.el Bakei lnternatlonal, lnc.

l-1o/Monroe PS&E

DIRECT LABOR

MULTIPLIERS

ESCALATION @

OVERHEAD @

PAYROLL ADDITIVES O
PROFIT (FtXEO FEE)

SCOPE OF WORK

Project Summary

PHASE

All Phases

Fobruary 26,2025

Projecl Manager

Environmenlal Lced

Structural Engineer

Technic€l Manager

Senior Engineer

Projecl Engineer

Regulalory Specialisl

Design Engineer

EnMronmenlal Analyst

Designer/Planner/Regulatory Analyst

@r
384 @ $85.00

$91.73

@ $85.00

@ $83.00

@ $74.00

@ $s3.00

o ss0.00

@ $44.00

$4s.00

@ $38.00
TOTAL AMOUNT:TOTAL HOURS:

$10,096.07

$14,566.86

$5.050.70

Miles

014,659.59

$29,698.1 9

$10,582.68

TOTAL I\4ULTIPLIERS

$0.65s

$10,000.00

TOTAL OOC'S

$6,272.00

$32,597.50

$10,540.00

$45,193.50

$38,332.00

$70,728.50

$4,1 00.00

$62.568.00

$r0,241.00

$280,620.50

$8,418.62

s430.061.30

$71,910.04

3510,389.96

$687.75

$10,000.00

s10,687.75

$24.755.66

$50,537.05

$1 5.633.38

124

545

518

1,335

a2

1,422

270

4,798

3.00%

148.7gyo

10.0%

(Rat6s Vary by Phaso)

(of Direct Labor + Es€lation)

(ol Oirect Labor + Escalation)

OTHER DIRECT COSTS

Mileage

Plan Checking

SUB CONSULTANT SERVICES

Parsons

Converse

Fehr & Peers

.- Billed at Aclual Cost ...

1050

1 LS

@

@

POSTIlON AMOUNT

UNIT COSTITEM AMOUNT

LABOR

TOTAL SUBCONSULTANT SERVICES:

GRAND TOTAL

t90,926.09

s892,624.30

PERSONNEL

OUANTITY UNIT

COMPANY ODC'8 TOTAL



SCOPE OF WORK

Manhour Summary
PHASE

All PhasesMichael Baker lntemational, lnc.
COMPANY

PROJECT

l-10/tlonroe PSEE
DATE

February 26,2025

TASK

s232.62 $2s1.04 t232.62 1227.15 $202.52 t145.04 Sl64.20 5136.83 5183.36 5159.67 $123.1s 59E.52 5120.41 5123.15

PHASE I

PHASE II

PHASE TOTALS 384 124 545 518 1,335 E0 82 't,422 4,489 4,798

384 124 545 51E 1,335 80 82 1,422 4,489 4,798

t103.99 5295.56 $106.73 $9s.78 588.94 S82.10 5103.99 568.42

PHASE tII

PI{ASE tV

TASK

HOURS

PHASE TOTALS 270 40 310

PHASE I

PHASE II

PHASE IlI

PHASE IV

270 40 310

MANHOUR V\rcRKSHEET

(Top &

Sonoml

HOURS



Totd a,79E1,122

1., ProFd Admini.t.lion, Cmtol lnd SdDdIing
1.2 ProFd M..tn93

FIlwA Fin.ncid Phn

2.r0 Fin.l

2 l0 1 Cm Ssnon S.. Udar ahd St.am

5.1 N.u.l Rddrcd.nd R.girlady S.M6
Cw.tnaliil

10.3 Upd.l6 Senne md Sthilg Am3
10.4 Upd.ic l

m t 13,t66

to I 't5.107

12a a 20.ot?

t2 lo

'tta I 2t.3t2

t r24r0e
t 22,910

a n,721
22t a ell5260 122 32

E710.5

10.5 Updal€ 6lrty Phns

r0.7

t0.8 Upd.l. Splcilotd.

r70 I 2a.61713 60

t00 535t30

33

36
t 7,91035

Estm.t.s

Stutur! 3{ 202

2t t 6,!60

732 t t43,7ol

F#T--T--T--I--
{,798 t 767.971

&MA*dhmdpdh.

124 6a6 6lr

Trt'1.0 II

{.l_

- Field R.3c!rch

EO

u

32

EO

ll

s2 I 4,37t
5.1.2 Habdat Mtgrton .nd Monnomg Pl.n (HMMP)
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SUBCONSULTANT FEE PROPOSAL WORKSHEET
COMPANY

Parsons Transportation Group, lnc,
PROJECT

l-l 0/Monroe Street lmpiovements

Structures
PHASE

Phases ll & lV
DATE

February 26, 2025

DIRECT I-ABOR

Mike Roberts

Kevin Michalski

Casey Weber

Melvin Principe

Kimbedy Bowes

Scott Weight

MULTIPLIERS

ESCALATION @

OVERHEAD @

PAYROLL ADDITIVES @

PROFIT (FIXED FEE)

OTHER DIRECT COSTS

Travel/Mileage

Airfare

Reproductions

Reproduction (As-Builts)

Project Manager

Structure Lead

Structure Senior Engineer

Slructure Prgect Engineer

Structure Engineer

Structures CADD

6

9

@

@

@

@

@

@

$94.09

$98.5s

$79.58

$55.00

$42.35

$49.70

$564.54

$886.95

$2,069.08

$1,980.00

$3,303.30

$1,292.20

ir0,096.07

$7,478.16

$4,930.92

$2,250.51

$r4,659.s9

26

36

78

26

TOTAL HOURS 't 81 TOTAL DIRECT LABOR

74.07%

48.84o/o

10.0%

... Billed at Actual Cost ...

(Rates Vary by Phase)

(ot Direct Labor + Escalation)

(of Direct Labor + Escalalion)

Mile

LS

LS

LS

TOTAL MULTIPLIERS

$0.575

$300.00

$2,000.00

$500.00

HOURSPOSINON RATEPERSONNEL AMOUNT

ITEM OUANTITY UN]T UNIT COST AMOUNT

TOTAL ODC'S

TOTAL $24,75s.66



SCOPE OF WORK

Structures
IFHASe

r Pharer ll & lVParsons Transportation Group, Inc.

COMPANY

l-1 0/Monroe Street lmprovements
PROJECT:

26,2025

TASK

$230.71 $241.6s t195.13 S131.86 5103.84 t121.86

PHASE TOTALS 6 926367826

6 926367826 181

PHASE I

PHASE II

PHASE III

PHASE IV

SUBCONSULTANT IIAI{HOUR WORKSHEET SUIIMARY

lEt



SUBCONSULTANT UANHOUR WORKSHEET

Parron3 Transportation Group, lnc.
OF WORK

Structures Phase ll

February 26,2025l-l 0/ilonroe Stroet lmprovomentt

Total Manhours

cosr

TASK

$230.71 S241.65 S195.'13 $134.66 S103.84 $121.86

181

8.0 Update Structures lnitial PS&E (95%V2 & 95%V3) 181 $ 24,756

143 $ 18,670

14 $ 2,825

24 $ 3,261

181 i 24,756

6 I 26 36 78 26

8.'l Update Structure Plans 6 51226 I
I68 26 I

'122Structures Special Provisions

3 Structures Estimates 2 10210

6 I 26 36 78 26

I I I



SUBCONSULTANT FEE PROPOSAL I/I'ORKSHEET

COMPANY:

Converse
PROJECT:

l-1 o/Monroe Street lmprovements

OF WORK:

Phase ll ESA All Phases
DATE

Februrry 26, 2025

DIRECT LABOR

Norman Eke

Spencer Wagner

Scott Morgan

Michael Van Fleet

Anne-Marie Maldonado

MULTIPLIERS

ESCALATION @

OVERHEAO @

PAYROLL ADDITIVES @

PROFIT (FIXED FEE)

OTHER DIRECT COSTS

Travel/Mileage

Generator

Hand-auger equipment

Roto-hammer

EPA Method 8081 - OCPS

EPA Method 8151A - CHs

EPA Method 6010 - arsenic

Principal in Charge

Princeipal Scientist

Staff Environmental Scientrst

Senior Geologist

Accounting/Billing

146.61%

29.64%

10.00k

... Billed at Actual Cost ...

5Z

90

84

104

20

TOTAL HOURS 330 TOTAL DIRECT TABOR

@

@

@

@

@

$92.s2

$49.53

$30.49

$40.84

$ 17.00

$2,960.64

$4,457.70

$2,561.16

$4.247.36

$340.00

$14,566.86

(Rates Vary by Phase)

(of Direct Labor + Escalation)

(of Direct Labor + Esc€lalion)

700

1

1

1

16

16

16

TOTAL MULTIPLIERS

$0.700

$50.00

$50.00

$s0.00

$100.00

$222.00

$30.00

$21,356.47

$4,317.62

$4,024.10

329,698.19

$490.00

$50.00

$50.00

$50.00

$1,600.00

$3,552.00

$480.00

16,272.00

i50,537.05

Mile

LS

LS

LS

EA

EA

EA

@

@

@

@

@

@

@

TOTAL ODC'S

TOTAL

POSTnON RATEPERSONNEL AMOUNT

ITEM OUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST AMOUNT



COMPANY

Converse
SCOPE OF WORK

Phase ll ESA

PHASE

All Phases
DATE

February 26,20251.1 0/Monroe Street lmprovements
PROJECT

TASK

t2E1.15 $150.51 S92.65 S12/1.10 S51.66

PHASE TOTALS 32 90 E4 104 20 330

32 90 84 104 20 330

PHASE I

PHASE III

PHASE IV

SUBCONSULTANT i'ANHOUR WORKSHEET SUMMARY

PHASE II



COMPAI.IY

Converce
SCOPE OF WORK

Phase ll ESA

lFinsE:

, Ph.3s ll
DATE

February 26,2025l-l0rllonroe Streot lmprovemgnts
PROJECT

SUBCONSULTANT IIANHOUR WORKSHEET

tASK

Total Manhours

s28'1.15 S150.51 $92.65 $124.10 S51.66

32 90 84 ',t04 20 330

2.0 - Field Research and Reporting

2.5 Geo Technical Report (95%V2 & 95%V3)

32

24

90

42 72

104

64

20

8

330

210

$ /t4,265

$ 28,096

2.5.1 Phase ll ESA 8 48 12 40 12 120 I 16,169

330 I 4,265

cosr

I



SUBCONSULTANT FEE PROPOSAL WORKSHEET
COMPANY

Fehr & Peers
PROJECT

l-l O/Monroe Street lmprovements

DIRECT LABOR

Jason Pack. P.E.

Diwu Zhou, P.E., RISP

Logan Aspeitia

Christy Chai

MULTIPLIERS

SCOPE OF WORK

VISSIM SUPPORT

TOTAL HOURS

PHASE

All Phases
DATE

February 26,2025

Principal Oversight

Project Manager

Technical Analyst

Project Coordinator

15

12

50

4

82

@

@

@

@

$ 1 12.98

$64.42

$46.63

$34.62

$1,807.68

$773.04

$2,33't.50

$138.48

is,0s0.70

$6,1 27.51

$3,033.96

$1 ,421.22

$10,582.68

TOTAL DIRECT LABOR

ESCALATION @

OVERHEAD @

PAYROLL ADDITIVES @

PROFIT (FIXED FEE)

OTHER DIRECT COSTS

Travel/Mileage

Airfare

Reproductions

Reproduction (As-Builts)

TOTAL MULTIPLIERS

$0.575

$300.00

$2,000.00

$500.00

121.32%

60.07o/o

10.0%

... Billed at Actual Cost ...

(Rates Vary by Phase)

(of Direct Labor + Es€lation)

(of Oirecl Labor + Escalation)

Mile

LS

LS

LS

RATEHOURSPOSITIONPERSONNEL AIIilOUNT

ITEM UNIT uNrT cosT AMOUNT

TOTAL ODC'S

TOTAL $rs,633.38



SCOPE OF WORK

VISSIM SUPPORTFehr & Peers

COMPANY PHASE:

All Phases

l-l OIMonroe Strcet lmprovements
PROJECT

February 26,2025
OATE:

SUBCONSULTANT MANHOUR WORKSHEET SUT,IMARY

TASK

8349.71 S199.40 S144.33 S107.16

PHASE TOTALS 16 12 50 4 82

16 12 50 4 82

PHASE I

PHASE III

PHASE IV

PHASE II



SCOPE OF WORK

VISSIT SUPPORT

PFIASE

Phase llFehr t Peers

COMPANY

PROJECT

SUBCONSULTANT TTANHOUR WORKSHEET

February 26,2025

TASK

$349.71 3199.40 51,14.33 S107.16

Total Manhours 16 12 50 4 82

2.12 Supplemental TOAR 't6 12 50 4 82 $ 15,633

2.12.3 NW Quadrant Updated Land Use Analysis

2.12.3.1 Additional VISSIM Support 16 12 50 4 82

82 $ 15,633

s t 5,633

l-l0ltonroe Streot lmprovoments

cosr

I I I I



Project
Location

    N

Vicinity Map
Monroe Street Interchange

Project


