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AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH AND HDR

ENGINEERING, INC. FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RELATED TO THE
SEPULVEDA BRIDGE WIDENING PROJECT AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into on this __/__ day of Q-’flt
2012, by and between the City of Manhattan Beach, a municipal corporation (“City”) and HDR
Engineering, Inc., a California corporation (“Consultant”).

RECITALS
The following recitals are a substantive part of this Agreement:

A. City desires to obtain professional services related to the Sepulveda
Bridge Widening Project.

B. Consultant is qualified by virtue of experience, training, education, and
expertise to accomplish these services.

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows:

Section1.  Services to be Provided. Consultant shall perform the services set forth
in the Scope of Work described in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein

by this reference.

Section 2. Term of Agreement. This Agreement shall go into effect on June 5,
2012, contingent upon approval by the City Council, and the Consultant shall commence work
after a written notice to proceed is issued by the City’s Contract Manager. This Agreement
shall terminate on December 31, 2015, unless sooner terminated by the City as provided for
herein.

Section 3. Termination.

(@) City shall have the right to terminate this Agreement for any reason or for no
reason upon fifteen calendar days' written notice to Consultant. Consultant agrees to cease all
work under this Agreement on or before the effective date of such notice. In the event such
termination is for cause, the Consultant shall have the opportunity to cure such cause within the
notice period and such termination shall only take effect if the Consultant failed to cure such

cause.

(b) In the event of termination or cancellation of this Agreement by City, due to no
fault or failure of performance by Consultant, Consultant shall be paid based on the percentage
of work satisfactorily performed at the time of termination. In no event shall Consultant be
entitled to receive more than the amount that would be paid to Consultant for the full
performance of the services required by this Agreement. Consultant shall have no other claim
against City by reason of such termination, including any claim for compensation.

(c) Upon receipt of a termination notice, Consultant shall promptly deliver all data,
reports, estimates, summaries, and such other information and materials as may have been
accumulated by Consultant in performing the services under this Agreement to City, whether
completed or in progress.

12100.0001/1422028.4



DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

Section 4. Compensation,

(a) City agrees to compensate Consultant, and Consuiltant agrees to accept in full
satisfaction for the services required by this Agreement an amount not to exceed $1,474,449 as
set forth in Exhibit B (“Compensation”). Said Compensation shall constitute reimbursement of
Consultant's fee for the services as well as the actual cost of any equipment, materials, and
supplies necessary to provide the services (including all labor, materials, delivery, tax,
assembly, and installation, as applicable). In no event shall the Consultant be paid more than
$1,474,449 during the term of this Agreement.

(b) Unless expressly provided for in Exhibit B, Consultant shall not be entitled to
reimbursement for any expenses. Any expenses incurred by Consultant which are not
expressly authorized by this Agreement will not be reimbursed by City.

(c) For extra work not a part of this Agreement, prior written authorization of the City
is required by Consultant. Such work shall be subject to the terms and conditions of this

Agreement.

Section 5.  Method of Payment. Consultant shall submit to City a detailed invoice
on a monthly basis for the work performed under this Agreement. Invoices shall detail the work
performed on each task by person and shall include any other information required by Caltrans
or other state or federal entity due to the funding for the work under this Agreement. Within 45
days of receipt of each invoice, City shall pay all undisputed amounts included on the invoice.
The final invoice shall be submitted within 60 calendar days after completion of Consultant's
work and shall contain the final cost and all credits due City, if any, under this Agreement.

Section 6. Cost Principles.

(a) Notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, Consultant agrees that
the Contract Cost Principles and Procedures set forth in 48 CFR, Federal Acquisition
Regulations System, Chapter 1, Part 31.000 et seq., shall be used to determine the allowability
of cost individual items.

(b) In providing the services under this Agreement, Consuitant agree to comply with
federal procedures in accordance with 49 CFR, Part 18, Uniform Administrative Requirements
for Grants and Cooperative Agreements to state and Local governments.

(c) Consuitant acknowledges that payments made by City to Consultant under this
Agreement are subject to audit by the California Department of Transportation (*Caltrans”)
and/or the federal government. Consuitant agrees to adhere to the accounting and auditing
guidelines established by Caltrans as set forth in Exhibit D as well as the federal guidelines set
forth herein. Any cost for which payment has been made to Consultant that is determined by a
subsequent audit to be unallowable under 48 CFR, Federal Acquisition Regulations System,
Chapter 1, Part 31.000 et seq., or under Caltrans auditing principals is subject to repayment by
Consultant to the City. In such case, the City shall provide Consuitant with a copy of the audit
findings and Consultant shall make the payment within ten days of City’s request.

Section7.  Professional Standards. Consultant shall maintain the customary level
of competency presently maintained by other similar practitioners in the State of California, for
the services furnished under this Agreement.
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Section 8. Time of Performance. Consultant shall complete all services required
hereunder as and when directed by CITY as set forth in Exhibit C. However, City in its sole
discretion may extend the time for performance of any service.

Section 9. Employees and Subcontractors. Consultant represents that it has, or
will secure at its own expense, all personnel required to perform the services under this
Agreement. All personnel engaged in the work shall be qualified to perform such services.
Consultant may, at Consultant’s sole cost and expense, employ such other person(s) as may,
in the opinion of Consultant, be needed to comply with the terms of this Agreement, if such
person(s) possess(es) the necessary qualifications to perform such services. If such person(s)
is/are employed to perform a portion of the scope of work, the engagement of such person(s)
shall be subject to the prior approval of the City. Consultant, however, shall be solely
responsible for the work performed by those third party contractors, including timely
performance and payment

Section 10. Insurance Requirements.

(a) Commencement of Work. Consultant shall not commence work under this
Agreement until it has obtained CITY approved insurance and such insurance shall be
maintained during the term of this Agreement. Before beginning work hereunder, during the
entire period of this Agreement, for any extensions hereto, and for periods after the end of this
Agreement as indicated below, Consultant must have and maintain in place, all of the insurance
coverages required in this Section 10. Consultant’s insurance shall comply with all items
specified by this Agreement. Consultant shall require each of its sub-contactors to maintain
insurance coverage which meets all of the requirements of this Agreement and Consultant shall
be responsible to obtain evidence of insurance from each subcontractor and provide it to City
before the subcontractor commences work.

All insurance policies used to satisfy the requirements imposed hereunder shall be
issued by insurers authorized to provide insurance in the State of California. Insurers shall
have a current A.M. Best’s rating of not less than A-:VII unless otherwise approved by City.

Consultant agrees that if it does not keep the aforesaid insurance in full force and effect
City may immediately terminate this Agreement.

(b) Coverages, Limits and Policy Requirements. Consultant shall maintain the types
of coverages and limits indicated below:

(1) COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY INSURANCE - a policy for
occurrence coverage, including all coverages provided by and to the extent afforded by
Insurance Services Office Form CG 0001 ed. 11/88 or 11/85, with no special limitations
affecting City or its equivalent. The limit for all coverages under this policy shall be no less than
two million dollars ($2,000,000.00) per occurrence. City, its employees, officials and agents,
and the State of California Department of Transportation shall be added as additional insureds
by endorsement to the policy. The insurer shall agree to provide the City with thirty (30) days
prior written notice of any cancellation in coverage. The policy shall contain no provision that
would make this policy excess over, contributory with, or invalidated by the existence of any
insurance, self-insurance or other risk financing program maintained by City. In the event the
policy contains such an “other insurance” clause, the policy shall be modified by endorsement
to show that it is primary for any claim arising out of the work performed under this Agreement.
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The City of Manhattan Beach Insurance Endorsement Form No. 1 (General Liability) must be
executed by the applicable insurance underwriters.

(2) COMMERCIAL AUTO LIABILITY INSURANCE - a policy including all
coverages provided by and to the extent afforded by Insurance Services Office form CA 0001,
ed. 12/93, including Symbol 1 (any auto) with no special limitations affecting the City or its
equivalent. The limit for bodily injury and property damage liability shall be no less than one
million dollars ($1,000,000) per accident. City, its employees, officials and agents and the State
of California Department of Transportation, shall be added as additional insureds by
endorsement to the policy. The insurer shall agree to provide the City with thirty (30) days prior
written notice of any cancellation in coverage. The policy shall contain no provision that would
make this policy excess over, contributory with, or invalidated by the existence of any
insurance, self-insurance or other risk financing program maintained by City. In the event the
policy contains such an “other insurance” clause, the policy shall be modified by endorsement
to show that it is primary for any claim arising out of the work performed under this Agreement.
The City of Manhattan Beach Insurance Endorsement Form No. 2 (Auto) must be executed by
the applicable insurance underwriters.

(3) WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE - a policy which meets all
statutory benefit requirements of the Labor Code, or other applicable law, of the State of
California. Employers Liability Insurance with a minimum limit of no less than one million dollars
($1,000,000) per claim. The policy shall contain, or be endorsed to include, a waiver of
subrogation in favor of City.

(4) PROFESSIONAL ERRORS & OMISSIONS - a policy with minimum limits of
two million dollars ($2,000,000) per claim and aggregate. This policy shall be issued by an
insurance company which is qualified to provide insurance in the State of California and
contain a clause that the policy may not be canceled until thirty (30) days written notice of
cancellation is mailed to City.

(c) Additional Requirements. The procuring of such required policies of insurance
shall not be construed to limit Consultant’s liability hereunder, or to fulfill the indemnification
provisions and requirements of this Agreement. There shall be no recourse against City for
payment of premiums or other amounts with respect thereto. City shall notify Consultant in
writing of changes in the insurance requirements. If Consultant does not deposit copies of
acceptable insurance certificates with City incorporating such changes within sixty (60) days of
receipt of such notice, Consultant shall be deemed in default hereunder.

Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to and approved by
City. Any deductible exceeding an amount acceptable to City shall be subject to the following
changes: (1) either the insurer shall eliminate, or reduce, such deductibles or self-insured
retentions with respect to City and its officials, employees and agents (with additional premium,
if any, to be paid by Consultant); or (2) Consultant shall provide satisfactory financial
guarantee for payment of losses and related investigations, claim administration, and defense

expenses.

The insurance provided by Consultant shall be primary to any coverage available
to City. The policies of insurance required by this Agreement shall include provisions for waiver
of subrogation.

Section 11. Non-Liability of Officials and Employees of the City. No official or
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employee of City shall be personally liable for any default or liability under this Agreement.

Section 12. Non-Discrimination. Consultant covenants there shall be no
discrimination based upon race, color, creed, religion, sex, marital status, age, handicap,
national origin, or ancestry, in any activity pursuant to this Agreement.

Section 13. Independent Consultant. It is agreed that Consultant shall act and be
an independent Consultant and not an agent or employee of City, and shall obtain no rights to
any benefits which accrue to City's employees.

Section 14. Compliance with Law. Consultant shall comply with all applicable laws,
ordinances, codes, and regulations of the federal, state, and local government.

Section 15. Ownership of Documents. All documents or other information created,
developed, or received by Consultant, with the exception of those standard details and
specifications regularly used by the Consultant in its normal course of business, shall be the
sole property of City for purposes of copyright law upon payment of all amounts owed by the
City to the Consultant. Consultant shall provide City with copies of these items upon demand
and in any event, upon termination or expiration of the term of this Agreement. Any reuse or
manipulation of such documents for purposes other than those intended herein shall be at
City’s sole risk and without liability to the Consultant.

Section 16. Conflict of Interest and Reporting. Consultant shall at all times avoid
conflict of interest, or appearance of conflict of interest, in performance of this Agreement.

Section 17. Notices. All notices shall be personally delivered or mailed to the below
listed addresses. These addresses shall be used for delivery of service of process.

Address of Consultant is as follows:

HDR Engineering, Inc.
801 S. Grand Avenue, Suite 500
Los Angeles, California 90017

Address of City is as follows:

City of Manhattan Beach
1400 Highland Ave
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
Attention: City Engineer

(with a copy to):
City Attorney
City of Manhattan Beach
1400 Highland Avenue
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

Section 18. Consultant Reports/Meetings/Endorsements.

(a) The Consultant shall submit progress reports at least once a month. The report
should be sufficiently detailed for the Contract Manager to determine, if the Consultant is
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performing to expectations, or is on schedule; to provide communication of interim findings, and
to sufficiently address any difficulties or special problems encountered, so remedies can be
developed.

(b) The Consultant’s Project Manager shall meet with the City’s Contract Manager,
as needed, to discuss progress on this agreement.

(c) If requested by City, Consultant shall document the results of the work under this
agreement to the satisfaction of the City, and if applicable, the State of California and the
Federal Highway Administration. This may include but is not limited to, preparation of progress
and final report, plans, specifications and estimates or similar evidence of attainment of this
Agreement’s objectives as set forth in Exhibit A.

(d) Consultant or appropriate designee of Consultant shall sign all plans,
specifications, estimates (PS&E) and engineering data furnished by him/her, and where
appropriate, indicate his/her California registration number.

Section 19. Funding Requirements.

(a) It is mutually understood between the parties that this contract 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 the City for the purpose of this Agreement. It is mutually agreed that if sufficient
funds are not appropriated, this contract may be amended to reflect any reduction in funds.

(c) The parties agree that the City has the option by mutual agreement to amend
this agreement to reflect any reduction of funds.

Section 20. Responsible Principal(s)

(a) Consultant’s responsible principal, Camilo Rocha, shall be principally responsible
for Consultant’s obligations under this Agreement and shall serve as principal liaison between
City and Consultant (“Project Manager”). There shall be no change in Consultant’'s Project
Manager or key members of the project team, as listed in Exhibit A, without prior written
consent by the City.

(b) City’'s Responsible Principal shall be Steven Finton who shall administer the
terms of the Agreement on behalf of City (“Contract Manager”).

Section 21. Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE) Participation.
Consultant shall give consideration to DBE firms as specified in 23 CFR 172.5(b), 49 CFR, Part
26, and as set forth “Notice to Proposers Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Information,”
attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit E. [If this contract has an underutilized DBE
(UDBE) goal, the Consultant must meet the UDBE goal by using UDBE’s as subcontractors or
document a good faith effort to meet the goal. If a UDBE subcontractor is unable to perform,
the Consultant must make a good faith effort to replace him/her with another UDBE
subcontractor if the goal is not otherwise met.
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Section 22. Contingent Fee. The Consultant represents, by execution of this
Agreement that Consultant has not employed or retained any company or person, other than a
bona fide employee working for Consultant, to solicit or secure this Agreement; and that
Consultant has not paid or agreed to pay any company or person other than a bona fide
employee, any fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gift or any other consideration,
contingent upon or resulting from the award, or formation of this Agreement. For breach or
violation of this warranty, the City has the right to annul this contract without liability, or at its
discretion, pay only for the value of the work actually performed or deduct from the contract
price or consideration, or otherwise recover the full amount of such commission, percentage,
brokerage fee, gift, or contingent fee.

Section 23. Retention of Records/Audit. For the purpose of determining
compliance with Public Contract Code 10115, et seq. and Title 21, California Code of
Regulations, Chapter 21, Section 2500 et seq., when applicable and other matters connected
with the performance of the contract pursuant to Government Code 8546.7, the Consultant, and
any subcontractors, and the City shall maintain all books, documents, papers, accounting
records, and other evidence pertaining to the performance of this contract, including but not
limited to, the costs of administering the contract. All parties shall make such materials available
at their respective offices at all reasonable times during the contract period and for three years
from the date of final payment under the contract to such parties designated by the City.
Consultant agrees that the state, the State Auditor, the City, the Federal Highway
Administration, or any duly authorized representative of the federal government shall have
access to any books, records, and documents of the Consultant that are pertinent to the
contract for audit, examinations, excerpts, and transactions, and copies thereof shall be
furnished if requested. If Consultant enters into any subcontract, any subcontract in excess of
$25,000 shall contain this provision.

Section 24. Audit Review Procedures.

(a) Any dispute concerning a question of fact arising under an interim or post audit
of this contract that is not disposed of by agreement, shall be reviewed by the City’s Chief
Financial Officer.

(b) Not later than 30 days after issuance of the final audit report, the Consultant may
request a review by the City’s Chief Financial Officer of unresolved audit issues. The request
for review will be submitted in writing.

(©) Neither the pendency of a dispute nor its consideration by the City will excuse
the Consultant from full and timely performance, in accordance with the terms of this contract.

Section 25. Subcontracting.

(a) The Consultant shall perform the work contemplated with resources available
within its own organization and no portion of the work pertinent to this contract shall be
subcontracted without prior written authorization by the City’s Contract Manager, except that,
which is expressly identified in the Scope of Work.

(b) Any subcontract in excess of $25,000 entered into by Consultant shall contain all
the provisions stipulated in this contract to be applicable to subcontractors.

(c) Any substitution of subcontractors must be approved in writing by the City's
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Contract Manager.

Section 26. Equipment Purchase.

(a) Prior written authorization from the City’s Contract Manager is required before
the Consultant enters into any unbudgeted purchase order, or subcontract exceeding $5,000
for supplies, equipment, or consultant services. The Consultant shall provide an evaluation of
the necessity or desirability of incurring such costs.

(b) For purchase of any item, service or consulting work not covered in the
Consultant’s Scope of Work and that and that exceeds $5,000, three competitive quotations
must be submitted with the request, or the absence of bidding must be adequately justified.

(©) Any equipment purchased as a resuilt of this contract is subject to the following:
The 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 $5,000
or more. If the purchased equipment needs replacement and is sold or traded in, the City shall
receive a proper refund or credit at the conclusion of the contract, or if the contract is
terminated, the Consultant may either keep the equipment and credit the City 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 City procedures and credit the City in an amount
equal to the sales price. If the Consultant elects to keep the equipment, fair market value shall
be determined at the 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 the
City and the Consultant, if it is determined to sell the equipment, the terms and conditions of
such sale must be approved in advance by the City.

(d) All subcontracts entered into by Consultant in excess $25,000 shall contain the
above provisions.

Section 27. Inspection of Work. The Consultant and any subcontractor shall permit
the City, the state, and the Federal Highway Administration if federal participating funds are
used in this contract, to review and inspect the project activities and files at all reasonable times
during the performance period of this contract including review and inspection on a daily basis.

Section 28. Safety.

(@) The Consultant shall comply with OSHA regulations applicable to Consultant for
the services provided herein regarding necessary safety equipment or procedures. The
Consultant shall comply with safety instructions issued by the City. Consultant’s personnel shall
wear hard hats and safety vests at all times while working on the construction project site (if
applicable).

(b) If applicable to the services herein, and pursuant to the authority contained in
Section 591 of the Vehicle Code, the City has determined that such areas are within the limits
of the project and are open to public traffic. The Consultant shall comply with all of the
requirements set forth in Divisions 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 of the Vehicle Code. The 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 by Consultant, shall contain all of the provisions of
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this Section.

Section 29. Ownership of Data.

(@) Upon completion of any work under this contract and payment of amounts owed
by the City to the Consultant herein, ownership and title to any reports, documents, plans,
specifications, and estimates produced as part of this contract will automatically be vested in
the City and no further agreement will be necessary to transfer ownership to the City. The
Consultant shall furnish the City all necessary copies of data needed to complete the review
and approval process. Basic survey notes and sketches, charts, computation, and other data
prepared or obtained by Consultant under this agreement shall be made available upon request
to the City without restriction or limitation on its use.

(b) It is understood and agreed that all calculations, drawings and specifications,
whether in hard copy or machine-readable form, are intended for one-time use in the
construction of the project for which this contract has been entered into.

(c) The Consultant is not liable for claims, liabilities, or losses arising out of, or
connected with the modification, or misuse by the City of the machine-readable information and
data provided by the Consultant under this agreement. Furthermore, the Consultant is not
liable for claims, liabilities, or losses arising out of, or connected with any use by the City of the
project documentation on other projects for additions to this project, or for the completion of this
project by others, except only such use as many be authorized in writing by the Consultant.

(d) If applicable, Consultant shall comply with the patent rights provisions described
in 41 CFR 1-91 regarding rights to inventions.

(e) The City may permit copyrighting of reports or other agreement products. In
such case, the Federal Highway Administration 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.

) Any subcontract in excess of $25,000 entered into by Consultant shall contain all
of the provisions of this Section.

Section 30. Claims Filed by City’s Construction Contractor.

(@) If claims are filed by the City’s construction contractor relating to work performed
by Consultant’s personnel, and additional information or assistance from the Consultant’s
personnel is required in order to evaluate or defend against such claims; Consultant agrees to
make its personnel available for consultation with the City construction contract administration
and legal staff and for testimony, if necessary, at depositions and at trial or arbitration

proceedings.

(b) Consultant’s personnel that the City considers essential to assist in defending
against construction contractor claims will be made available on reasonable notice from the
City. Consultation or testimony will be reimbursed at the same rates, including travel costs that
are being paid for the Consultant’s personnel services under this agreement.

(c) Services of the Consultant’s personnel in connection with the City’s construction
contractor claims will be performed pursuant to a written contract amendment, if necessary,
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extending the termination date of this agreement in order to finally resolve the claims.

(d) Any subcontract in excess of $25,000 entered into by Consultant as a result of
this contract, shall contain all of the provisions of this Section.

Section 31. Confidentiality of Data.

(a) All financial, statistical, personal, technical, or other data and information relative
to the City's operations, which are designated confidential by the City and made available to the
Consultant in order to carry out this contract, shall be protected by the Consultant from
unauthorized use and disclosure.

(b) Permission to disclose information on one occasion, or public hearing held by the
City relating to the contract, shall not authorize the Consultant to further disclose such
information, or disseminate the same on any other occasion.

(c) The Consultant shall not comment publicly to the press or any other media
regarding the contract or the City's actions on the same, except that Consuitant's own
personnel involved in the performance of this contract, may speak at public hearings or in
response to questions at such hearing.

(d) The Consultant shall not issue any news release or public relations item of any
nature, whatsoever, regarding work performed or to be performed under this contract without
prior review of the contents thereof by the City, and receipt of the City’s written permission.

(e) Any subcontract entered into by Consultant as a result of this contract shall
contain all of the provisions of this Section.

() All information related to the construction estimate is confidential, and shall not
be disclosed by the Consultant to any entity other than the City.

Section 32. National Labor Relations Board Certification. In accordance with
Public Contract Code Section 10296, the 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 the Consultant within the immediately preceding two-year period, because of the
Consultant’s failure to comply with an order of a federal court that orders the Consultant to
comply with an order of the National Labor Relations Board.

Section 33. Evaluation of Consultant. The Consultant’'s performance will be
evaluated by the City. A copy of the evaluation will be sent to the Consultant for comments. The
evaluation together with the comments shall be retained as part of the contract record.

Section 34. Statement of Compliance. 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 Government Code Section 12990 and Title 2, California Administrative
Code, Section 8103.

Section 35. Debarment and Suspension Certification.
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(a) The Consuiltant’s signature affixed herein, shall constitute a certification under
penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California, that the Consultant has complied
with Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 29, Debarment and Suspension Certificate,
which certifies that he/she or any person associated therewith in the capacity of owner, partner,
director, officer, or manager, is not currently under suspension, debarment, voluntary exclusion,
or determination of ineligibility by any federal agency; has not been suspended, debarred,
voluntarily excluded, or determined ineligible by any federal agency within the past three (3)
years; does not have a proposed debarment pending; and 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. Any exceptions to this
certification must be disclosed to the City.

(b) Exceptions will not necessarily result in denial of recommendation for award, but
will be considered in determining Consultant’s responsibility. Disclosures must indicate to whom
exceptions apply, initiating agency, and dates of action.

Section 36. Conflict of Interest.

(a) The Consultant shall disclose any financial, business, or other relationship with
City that may have an impact upon the outcome of this contract, or any ensuing City
construction project. The Consultant shall also list current clients who may have a financial
interest in the outcome of this contract, or any ensuing City construction project, which will

follow.

(b) 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.

(c) Any subcontract in excess of $25,000 entered into by Consuiltant as a result of
this contract, shall contain all of the provisions of this Section.

(d) The Consultant hereby certifies that neither Consultant, nor any firm affiliated
with the Consultant will bid on any construction contract, or on any contract to provide
construction inspection for any construction project resulting from this contract. An affiliated firm
is one, which is subject to the control of the same persons through joint-ownership, or

otherwise.

(e) Except for subcontractors whose services are limited to providing surveying or
materials testing information, no subcontractor who has provided design services in connection
with this contract shall be eligible to bid on any construction contract, or on any contract to
provide construction inspection for any construction project resulting from this contract.

)] The Consultant further certifies that neither Consultant, nor any firm affiliated
with the Consultant, will bid on any construction subcontracts included within the construction
contract. Additionally Consultant certifies that no person working under this contract is also
employed by the construction contractor for any project included within this contract.

Section 37. Rebates, Kickbacks or Other Unlawful Consideration.

The Consultant represents that this contract was not obtained or secured through
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rebates kickbacks or other unlawful consideration, either promised or paid to any City
employee. For breach or violation of this warranty, the City shall have the right in its discretion
to terminate the contract without liability, to pay only for the value of the work actually performed
or to deduct from the contract price or otherwise recover the full amount of such rebate,

kickback or other unlawful consideration.

Section 38. Prohibition on 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 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
of any state or federal contract; the making of any state or federal grant; the making of any
state or federal loan; the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension,
continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any state or federal contract, grant, loan,

or cooperative 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
federal agency; a Member of Congress; an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of
a Member of Congress; in connection with this federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative
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 Section 1352, Title 31, US.
Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of
not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure and possible criminal
penaities. Consultant agrees to execute any required certification documents as designated by

Caltrans.

(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 subcontracts, which exceed
$100,000, and that all such sub recipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.

Section 39. Consultant's Proposal. This Agreement shall include Consultant’s
proposal or bid which is incorporated herein. In the event of any inconsistency between the
terms of the proposal and this Agreement, this Agreement shall govern.

Section 40. Licenses, Permits, and Fees. Consultant shall obtain a Manhattan
Beach Business License, all permits, and licenses as may be required by this Agreement.

12100.0001/1422028.4
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Section 41. Familiarity with Work. By executing this Agreement, Consultant
represents that: (i) it has investigated the work to be performed,; (ii) it has investigated the site
of the work and is aware of all conditions there; and (iii) it understands the difficulties and
restrictions of the work under this Agreement. Should Consultant discover any conditions
materially differing from those inherent in the work or as represented by City, it shall
immediately inform City and shall not proceed, except at Consultant’s risk, until written
instructions are received from City.

Section 42. Prevailing Wage.

(a) Notice is hereby given that in accord with California Labor Code Section 1720, et
seq., and 1770, et seq., as well as California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Section 16000, et
seq., (“Prevailing Wage Laws"), Consultant is required to pay not less that the general
prevailing rate of per diem wages for work of a similar character in the locality in which
Consultant’s Services pursuant to this Agreement are performed, and not less than the general
prevailing rate of per diem wages for holiday and overtime work. In that regard, the Director of
the Department of Industrial Relations of the State of California is required to and has
determined such general prevailing rates of per diem wages. Copies of the State prevailing
wage rates and the latest revisions thereto are available on the Internet at www.dir.ca.gov.

(b) Covenant to Comply. Consultant covenants that it shall fully comply with all
applicable federal and state labor laws (including, without limitation, if applicable, the Prevailing
Wage Laws). For purposes of this Section 25(a) only, the term “subcontractors” shall not
include suppliers, manufacturers, or distributors. Consultant further covenants that it shall take
all practicable steps to ensure that its subcontractors comply with Prevailing Wage Laws if
applicable to work performed by subcontractors. References to “Covered Services” hereinafter
shall designate such Services as are subject to Prevailing Wage Laws.

(c) Payroll Records. Consultant and all subcontractors performing Covered
Services shall keep an accurate payroll record, showing the name, address, social security
number, job classification, straight time and overtime hours worked each day and week, and the
actual per diem wages paid to each journeyperson, apprentice, or other employee. All payroll
records shall be certified as being true and correct by Consultant or the subcontractors
performing Covered Services keeping such records; and the payroll records shall be available
for inspection at all reasonable hours at Consultant’s principal office.

Section 43. Time of Essence. Time is of the essence in the performance of this
Agreement.

Section 44. Limitations Upon Subcontracting and Assignment. Neither this
Agreement, nor any portion, shall be assigned or subcontracted by either party without prior
written consent of the other party. Notwithstanding any assignment or subcontracting, the
Consultant shall be responsible for the performance of work done by the subcontractor or
assignee (“subcontractor”) and shall ensure that such work is performed pursuant to the terms
of this Agreement. The City can at any time request that Consultant remove the subcontractor
from performing any work under this Agreement in the City’s sole discretion. In such case,
Consultant shall remain responsible for the completion of such work under the terms and
compensation set forth in this Agreement.

Section 45. Authority to Execute. The persons executing this Agreement on behalf
of the parties represent that they are duly authorized to execute this Agreement.

12100.0001/1422028.4
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Section 46. Indemnification.

(a) Indemnity for Design Professional Services. Consultant is considered a “design
professional” as that term is defined in Civil Code Section 2782.8. In connection with its design
professional services, Consuitant shall hold harmless and indemnify City, Caltrans, and the
State of California and their elected officials, officers, employees, servants, and those City
agents serving as independent Consultants in the role of City officials, Caltrans, and the State
of California (collectively, “Indemnitees”), with respect to any and all claims, demands,
damages, liabilities, losses, costs or expenses, including reimbursement of attorneys’ fees and
costs of defense (collectively, “Claims” hereinafter), including but not limited to Claims relating
to death or injury to any person and injury to any property, which arise out of, pertain to, or
relate to in whole or in part to the negligence, recklessness, or willful misconduct of Consultant
or any of its officers, employees, subcontractors, or agents in the performance of its design
professional services under this Agreement.

(b) Other Indemnities. In connection with any and all claims, demands, damages,
liabilities, losses, costs or expenses, including attorneys’ fees and costs of defense (collectively,
“‘Damages” hereinafter) not covered by Section 45(a), Consultant shall defend, hold harmless
and indemnify the Indemnitees with respect to any and all Damages, including but not limited
to, Damages relating to death or injury to any person and injury to any property, which arise out
of, pertain to, or relate to the acts or omissions of Consultant or any of its officers, employees,
subcontractors, or agents in connection with the performance of this Agreement, including
without limitation the payment of attorneys’ fees, and other related costs and expenses. With
respect such Claims, Consultant shall defend City, Caltrans, and the State of California, with
counsel of City’s choice, at Consultant’s own cost, expense, and risk and shall pay and satisfy
any judgment, award, or decree that may be rendered against City, Caltrans, and the State of
California. Consultant shall reimburse City, Caltrans, and the State of California for any and all
legal expenses and costs actually incurred by each of them in connection therewith or in
enforcing the indemnity herein provided. Consultant’s obligation to indemnify shall not be
restricted to insurance proceeds, if any, received by Consultant or City. All duties of Consultant
under this Section shall survive termination of this Agreement.

(c) The indemnity provided herein shall apply to all claims and liability regardless of
whether any insurance policies are applicable. The policy limits do not act as a limitation upon
the amount of indemnification to be provided by Consultant. Any subconsultants or
subcontractors performing work under this agreement under the direction of Consultant shall
execute an indemnity agreement in favor of the City, Caltrans, and the State of California
identical to the language set forth herein.

Section 47. Change Orders.

(a) The City’s Contract Manager is authorized to request a modification or a change
to the services provided hereunder pursuant to a written change order. The change order form
will document the nature and monetary impact of the proposed change on the cost and
schedule for the services and must be approved in writing by the City’s Contract Manager and
Consultant’'s Project Manager.

(b) For the purposes of this Agreement, each duly authorized change order form
shall be deemed incorporated into and part of this Agreement and each such form shall
constitute a formal amendment to this Agreement adjusting fees and completion date as finally

12100.0001/1422028.4
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agreed upon and approved in writing for the authorized change order. In no event shall the
Scope of Services be deemed altered, amended, enhanced or otherwise modified except
through written approval of a change order in accordance with this Section or a written
amendment to this Agreement.

Section 48. Modification. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between
the parties and supersedes any other agreements, oral or written. No promises, other than
those included in this Agreement, shall be valid. This Agreement may be modified only by a
written agreement executed by City and Consultant.

Section 49. California Law. This Agreement shall be construed in accordance with
the laws of the State of California. Any action commenced about this Agreement shall be filed
in the appropriate branch of the Los Angeles County Municipal or Superior Court.

Section 50. [nterpretation. This Agreement shall be interpreted as though prepared
by both parties.

Section 51. City Not Obligated to Third Parties. City shall not be obligated or liable
under this Agreement to any party other than Consulitant.

Section 52. Exhibits; Precedence. All documents referenced as exhibits in this
Agreement are hereby incorporated in this Agreement. In the event of any material discrepancy
between the express provisions of this Agreement and the provisions of any document
incorporated herein by reference, the provisions of this Agreement shall prevail.

Section 53. Egqual Employment Opportunity. In connection with its performance
under this Agreement, Consultant shall not discriminate against any employee or applicant for
employment because of race, religion, color, sex, age, marital status, ancestry or national
origin. Consultant shall ensure that applicants are employed, and that employees are treated
during their employment, without regard to their race, religion, color, sex, age, marital status,
ancestry or national origin. Such actions shall include, but not be limited to, the following:
employment, upgrading, demotion or transfer; recruitment or recruitment advertising; layoff or
termination; rates of pay or other forms of compensation; and selection for training, including
apprenticeship.

Section 54. Severability. Invalidation of any provision contained herein or the
application thereof to any person or entity by judgment or court order shall in no way affect any
of the other covenants, conditions, restrictions, or provisions hereof, or the application thereof
to any other person or entity, and the same shall remain in full force and effect.

Section 565. Entire Agreement. This Agreement supersedes any and all other
agreements, either oral or in writing, between the parties with respect to the subject matter
herein. Each party to this Agreement acknowledges that representations by any party not
embodied herein, and any other agreements, statements, or promises concerning the subject
matter of this Agreement, not contained in this Agreement, shall not be valid and binding. Any
modification of this Agreement will be effective only if it is in writing signed by the parties. Any
issue with respect to the interpretation or construction of this Agreement are to be resolved
without resorting to the presumption that ambiguities should be construed against the drafter.

Section 56. Attorneys’ Fees. In the event that legal action is necessary to enforce
the provisions of the Agreement, or to declare the rights of the parties hereunder, the parties

12100.0001/1422028.4

15



DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

agree that the prevailing party in the legal action shall be entitled to recover attorneys’ fees and
court costs from the opposing party.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the day
and year first shown above.

CONSULTANT: HDR ENGINEERING, INC.

o P

OBt Riker - v.P

-

By

“ﬂxcmag Klrn/ S V. P

12100.0001/1422028.4
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ATTEST:

¥ S laply
+ize—Famure, City Clerk
“Tem A aéaal

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Roxanne M. Diaz, @L/Attorney

AP }QyEE) AS TO CONTENT:

;.
~JX C /z‘

Pubhc,' Works
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EXHIBIT A

SCOPE OF WORK

Upon City’s written notice to proceed, Consultant shall provide the services set forth in
Consultant’s proposal attached hereto and incorporated herein as part of this Exhibit A. It is
expected that such services will be provided to City by Consultant only upon City's express

written request.

12100.0001/1422028.4
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APPROACH TO SCOPE
SCOPE OF SERVICES

1. Project Management

In order to support successful completion of this
Project, a Project Management Plan (PMP),
similar to those used in successful delivery of our
past projects but customized to the specific
issues of this Project, will be prepared by
Camilo Rocha, PE, the HDR team'’s Project
Manager, and utilized throughout the life of the
project. HDR’'s PMP will include emphasis on
project communication procedures, delivery of
the required services, the submittal process, and
securing all approvals. Upon receipt of Notice to
Proceed (NTP) and before initiating any work,
Mr. Rocha will prepare and submit the PMP for
the City and Caltrans’s review and approval.

The PMP will incorporate the following five key

Plans:

»  WorkPlan

» QAandQCPlan

» Communication Plan

»  Production Plan

»  Risk Management Plan
Work Plan

The Work Plan will assign the appropriate staff
and make sure that they have clear direction,
well-defined deliverables and fully understand
the scope, process, schedule, budget, and
priorities.

QA and QC Plan

Quality Assurance Plan will assure that the
defined parameters and procedures of the plan
are met. Quality Control Plan will ensure that the
project deliverables meet HDR’s, City’s and
Caltrans’ standards.

R

Will establish the communication protocol to
ensure that project concerns, issues, and
directions will be handied promptly and
effectively resulting in minimized delays and
revisions.

Production Plan

Will outline each team member’s
responsibilities, procedures for initiating and
advancing the work, and timing of preparation
of products.

Risk Management Plan

A living document in the form of a risk register
that will layout potential risk items, their
probability of occurrence, and mitigation
measures to minimize those risks.

A. Coordination and Meetings

Our communication plan will establish the
communication protocol to ensure that project
concerns, issues, and directions will be handled
promptly and effectively resulting in minimized
delays and revisions. Meetings will be a focal
point of project coordination and team
communications.

Mr. Rocha will conduct a kickoff meeting,
biweekly PDT meetings and attend other
meetings as required to coordinate and execute
the scope of work. Team members will be
provided a meeting agenda prior to the meeting
and the HDR team will provide minutes,
including a list of action items, to be distributed
to the meeting members. Each PDT meeting will
start with the previous meetings action items to
ensure that the action items are addressed
properly. The action items review will be
followed by a review of the risk management
register to inform the team of any new updates
regarding risk assessments to the project. This
will ensure that the risk management plan, also
part of the PMP, will be a living document
throughout the life of the project. HDR team

Exlsp 7628
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members will also attend utility and various
meetings that are deemed necessary to execute
the scope of work.

B. Additional Meetings

HDR has extensive experience with City/Caltrans
projects and is aware that additional meetings
are necessary to ensure a successful project.
HDR will attend the Safety Review Meetings
that are typically heid toward the end of the
PA&ED, PS&E, and Construction phases. This will
be an independent review of the project to
identify potential safety issues or concerns the
City or Caltrans may have. It is conducted at the
end of the phase to ensure that all design
elements have been incorporated before a
“second set of eyes” reviews the project. The
Safety Review Committee, typically consisting of
various functional units from Caltrans, will
review the project and provide
recommendations. Once the
comments/recommendations have been
addressed, the project phases will be finalized.
Our scope will include 3 Safety Review Meetings,
one at the end of each phase of the project. HDR
will also participate in Design Review Meetings
to ensure that, for example, non-standard
design exceptions have been addressed early on
to avoid project delays. Constructability
Review Meetings will also be included as part
of the scope of this project. This meeting
addresses constructability issues that a project
may have. For example, have all existing utilities
to be protected in place been adequately
evaluated to ensure that there is no risk of
conflict or potential delays? Scoping meetings,
Quality Assurance Meetings and informational
meetings will also be included as part of the
scope of this project and the number of
meetings will be estimated based on experience
with similar City/Caltrans Projects.

C. Quality Assurance and Quality Control

B

Our Team will submit a QA/QC Plan as part of
our PMP for the City's and Caltrans’ review and
approval.

The Quality Program at HDR is among the
highest priorities for all our projects and is
implemented through ail levels of the
organization. Annual corporate QA audits occur
at each HDR office, with a focus on reguiar
project reviews and quality review
documentation. HDR will assign a Quality
Assurance (QA) Manager who will be
responsible for monitoring and tracking
execution of the Quality Control (QC) activities
required by the Project Quality Control Plan.
Mark Hager, PE, has been assigned as the QC
Manager who will be responsible for the QC
reviews of Project deliverables. The QA Manager,
Rebecca Weaver, will be responsible for
assuring the project specific QA/QC Plan
conforms to the City’s and Caltrans’
requirements and will then be responsible for
monitoring adherence to plan objectives,
reviews, and resuits. The QC Manager will be
responsible for identifying the QC reviewers for
the respective discipline. Ms. Weaver and Mr.
Hager will work with Mr. Rocha as they lead the
development and execution of this QA/QC Plan,
and will report any variances and/or findings to
HDR's Project Manager. The HDR QA/QC Team
will perform structured, QA management
reviews of the work at each Project Milestone to
promote the highest level of quality. The HDR
QA/QC Team will work closely with the City and
Caltrans to assure we meet Caltrans’ and the
City’s expectations and requirements for quality
control of project deliverables and submittals.

The following activities will take place during
project development to ensure the goals of our
QA/QC plan are met:

» Project Management reviews will be
performed and documented at the end of
the zero, 15, 50 and 100 percent design
phases to identify issues and recommend
alternatives related to design criteria, use of

_3/
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Caltrans standard plans, constructability
issues and potential sources of errors and
omissions.

»  Annotated or highlighted originals of the
City's and Caltrans’ design milestone
comments will be returned with the
disposition of all comments. A copy of the
marked-up QC drawing check set(s), as well
as written verification of QC reviews and
quality assurance inspection reports
endorsed by the Project Principal, Tom Kim,
PE, will be submitted to the City’s Project
Manager. Our QA/QC audits will also include
all of our sub-consultants in effort to make
ensure they are adhering to the project’s
QA/QC plans.

»  HDR’s standard QA/QC Plan will include
extensive use of standard “Checklists” for
reviews at each design milestone, called the
“Intra-Design Review” and “Inter-Design
Review.” An “Intra-Design Review” is
performed by senior professionals in the
same discipline, and an “Inter-Design
Review” is performed by senior professionals
in the different disciplines to ensure there
are no conflicts among the different
disciplines.

b  To keep our team’s drafting services and
drawings consistent with current version of
Caltrans CADD Manual and Drafting
Standards, QA/QC Reviews will also include
drafting and electronic drawing files.

D. Project Schedule

The Work Plan will be guided by the Resource
Loaded Schedule (RLS) which will define the
task, the budget for the specific task, and the
required completion date. The RLS will have a
baseline which will be finalized once we receive
buy-in by the Project Development Team (PDT).
This tool will enable Mr. Rocha and his task
managers to see how the actual progress of the
work compares to the planned progress
(schedule) and to actualized expenditures and

HXR

whether or not adjustments need to be made to
keep the project on schedule and within budget.
These three elements will enable the HDR team
to develop Earn Value Curves (EVC). The EVC will
help the Project Manager manage the project
efficiently and will enable the client to see the
actual progress of the project versus the plan
versus what has been invoiced.

Each invoice will be accompanied by a progress
report which will reflect the work completed
within the particular invoicing period.

E. Administration

HDR's coordination and administration of this
project will ensure that all team members are up
to date on the latest information and design
data. All information will be managed through
our filing database, Project Wise. Project Wise
will enable team members, including the City
and Caltrans, to have access to the latest design
information, submittals and comments. HDR will
also maintain project files using Caltrans
Uniform Filing System (UFS). The UFS will be a
tool to help the HDR team successfully manage
the project files according to the work plan in
accordance with City and Caltrans requirements.

Controlling the project budget will be facilitated
by HDR’s Management Information System
(MIS), which will collect all project charges by
task or category for ease in tracking
expenditures and in preparing monthly invoices.
Weekly cost sheets, including subconsultant
charges, will show all labor and indirect costs by
tasks. This information, and a detailed estimate
of physical progress made during each reporting
period, will be used to prepare status (progress)
reports.

HDR, on behalf of the City, will prepare
documents necessary for the authorization and
completion of the Project. Request for
Authorization for Right of Way; Request for
Authorization for Utilities; Request for
Authorization for Construction and will prepare
supporting documents to be used for the
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Construction Cooperative Agreement between
the City and Caltrans.

Also, Agencies receiving Measure R funds for
their projects are required to enter into an
agreement with Metro and report the project
progress and possibly timely expenditure of the
Measure R funds. A draft Agreement has been
prepared by Metro and sent to the Councils of
Governments including the South Bay Cities
Council of Governments which the City of
Manhattan Beach is a member of. Upon final
consensus on the requirements, scope, and
means of reporting, the Agreement will be
finalized and sent to all Measure R funds
recipients. If any portions of the Measure R funds
allocated to the City are used in PAED and PS&E
phases of the Project, HDR will prepare and
submit to the City accurate and timely progress
reports on all activities to fully satisfy City's
reporting responsibilities.

F. Prevailing Wages

HDR will comply with any and all federal and
state prevailing wage requirements

G. Continuity and Stability

Unless requested by the City for replacement,
HDR'’s Project Manager, Camilo Rocha, PE, and
key team members will remain on this project
throughout the entire duration of the project
from PS&E until the completion of construction.
Any unforeseen changes will be communicated
to the City in a timely matter for City’s
consideration and approval.

Work Plan

A. Phase | Work - Preliminary Engineering
(PE)

A.1 Research of Existing Records

As part of the Preliminary Engineering phase of

the project, the HDR design team will continue

to examine the existing Caltrans bridge and
roadway as-built plans, structure maintenance &

| $9 X

investigations (SM&) reports, advance planning
studies, and preliminary foundation reports, to
evaluate previous studies and existing records.

Based on information gathered during a recent
field visit, and further evaluation of the latest
Caltrans Bridge Inspection Report dated
11/17/2009, the following issues were identified:

»  Cracking along the type “A” pouring joint
seals and deck AC overlay.

Cracks approximately 3 feet long and at 3
feet spacing with efflorescence on the soffit
at the bridge widening on the east side of
the bridge and under the east overhang.

-

Heavy efflorescence and water staining on
the west overhang soffit and adjacent bent
caps indicating that water is seeping thru
the bridge deck.

»  Numerous soffit spalls with exposed rebars
on the soffit of the west sidewalk and on the
west girder.

»  Drop cap spalls atop the fourth and fifth
columns from west at bent #3

Drop cap spalls atop the fourth and filth
columns at the existing bridge

The existing structure has been giving a
sufficiency rating of 70.8 and a status
identification of “Functionally Obsolete”.
included in the bridge inspection report was a

5
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recommendation for seismic retrofitting of the
existing non-ductile columns.,

The existing bridge has also been classified as
“Not Eligible” in terms of its historical
significance.

A.2 Right-of-Way (ROW) Search

This project proposes partial acquisition of four
(4) parcels located on the east side of Sepulveda
Boulevard between stations 207+55 and
208+55, as shown in Section C, Layout
Alternative 3, of the Project Report, dated
December 30, 2004. These properties are
privately owned and identified as follows:

»  APNs4138-020-033, 4138-020-034 and
4138-020-015 (Owner: RREEF AMERICA REIT
BBB II)

b APN 4138-020-014 (Owner: 3500
SEPULVEDA LLC/13"™ CREST ASSOCIATES

LLC).

Pacific Theater Marquee

Temporary and permanent takes will affect
these properties, not only for the construction of
the ultimate project, but also for the temporary
uses that may be required for staging and
access, particularly forimprovements to the
bridge. Additionally, relocation of a sign(s) will
be required for private property. HDR Agents
will coordinate the relocation of the Pacific
Theaters marquee (sign), located on APN 4138-
020-014 and within the proposed permanent

B

Fry’s Electronics Marquee

easement area. The Fry’s Electronics marquee
(sign) located on APN 4138-020-033, just north
of the bridge, may require relocation as well,

A property impacts analysis was completed and
included in the 2004 Project Report and a
comprehensive Right of Way Cost Estimate and
Data Sheet was included in Sections D and E of
said report. The Right of Way Data Sheet was
updated in the Supplemental Project Report,
dated November 20, 2006. Qualified HDR Right
of Way professionals will update the cost
estimate and data sheets if necessary.

HDR has the largest Right Way Division by an
A&E Firm in the country. The resources available
have brought great success to projects such as
the Union Pacific Railroad’s (UPRR) Colton
Crossing, and Redland'’s First Mile. James
Staudinger, the Right of Way Lead on those
projects, will also be the Right of Way Lead for
this project.

A.3 Existing Utilities Research

The utility conflict identifications and
notifications (preliminary notification letters) will
be conducted early on. HDR’s pro-active
approach with the utility identification and
relocation process will minimize any impact to
the project schedule or cost. HDR will initiate

Ve
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early communication to obtain plans, maps, and
as-builts from utility owners within the project
limits. This will enable the team to identify
potential utility impacts early and propose
agreed-upon solutions and/or mitigation
measures. We will review franchise agreements,
master contracts, and other pertinent
documents to determine liability. Early
notification will also allow us to identify long-
lead items early in the process. Also, our
approach will enable us to address and analyze
constructability issues to identify potential
conflicts between staging concepts and utilities.
A well prepared mitigation plan (staging plan,
relocation plan, etc.) will minimize impacts to
motorists, pedestrians and surrounding
businesses. HDR brings an approach and
experience that will make this project successful.
HDR is currently developing the final plans for
UPRR’s Colton Crossing Project in the City of
Colton. Andy Duong, PE, has led the utility
coordination effort for that project and he will
bring that experience and knowledge to the
Sepulveda Bridge Widening Project.

A.4 Storm Water Data Report

Designing water quality treatment Best
Management Practices (BMPs) to Target Design
Constituents are a significant challenge,
especially when there is limited right-of-way.
The approved 2004 PA/ED SWDR indicated that
“there is no pollutant of concern within the
receiving water body.” The HDR team will re-
confirm that the project does not discharge to a
water body that has been placed on the latest
approved 303(d) list or has had a total maximum
daily loads (TMDL). If that's the case, then
general purpose pollutant removal will apply
and run-off will be conveyed, as efficiently and
cost-effectively as possible, to a Treatment BMP.

HDR will re-evaluate the existing approved
PA/ED Storm Water Data Report (SWDR), dated
June, 30, 2004, to assure that the documents are
in compliance with the new guidelines given in
the Caltrans Storm Water Quality Handbook:

R

Project Planning and Design Guide (PPDG). If
maximum disturbed soil areas, existing and
proposed impervious surface areas are similar to
those documented in the 2004 approved PA&ED
SWDR, most likely only a supplement report to
address the new risk level determination
requirements will be needed to meet the new
PPDG(July 2010) requirements.

Vahid Haghdoust, PE, will be preparing the
SWDRs for this project. Mr. Haghdoust recently
successfully provided a supplemental report (to
incorporate new 2010 requirements) to an
existing SWDR on OCTA’s SR 57 Northbound
Widening in Anaheim.

A.5 Geotechnical

Based on the existing data, the soils at the site
consist of dense sand embankment fills
underlain by undifferentiated older stabilized
dune and drift sand and probably Pleistocene
marine clastic sediments or alluvium. These
underlying soils consist of very dense, fine to
medium sand and silty sand. Groundwater was
not encountered during the previous field
investigations and liquefaction potential is
considered to be extremely low at this site.

Original bridge abutments and bents are
supported by spread footings with the
previous widening supported on cast-in-
drilled-hole pile foundations
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Based on the noted information, geotechnical
elements that will be evaluated are:

»  Seismic hazards and ground motion
»  Possible shallow ground water levels
»  Stability of existing and permanent slopes

»  Temporary and permanent retaining wall
types and associated shorings.

¥ Minimizing effects of the new bridge on the
existing commercial building.

¥ Minimizing the effects on the existing bridge
structure.

»  Construction consideration such as installing
piles, if required, for existing bridge retrofit.

Gary Gilbert, PE, GE, from our geotechnical
partner Diaz Yourman, will be providing
geotechnical support. He has extensive
experience providing preliminary geotechnical
investigations and analysis, foundation design
requirements and geotechnical parameters for
seismic retrofit analyses on various projects such
as the City of Pasadena’s La Loma Road Bridge
Retrofit Project.

A.6 Environmental Documentation

A “Negative Declaration/Finding of No
Significant Impact” was approved for this project
in February of 1988. An Environmental
Reevaluation/Addendum was completed and
approved in June of 2004.

The HDR team has studied the existing
documents and will prepare all required
environmental research and analysis necessary
for the project, pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements,
as well as the policies and procedures contained
in Caltrans’ Environmental Handbook, Local
Programs Manual and the NEPA delegation
pursuant to SAFETEA-LU Section 6004-6005.

B

Because the project is located within Caltrans
right of way, the project will be processed
through Caltrans Local Programs/Specially
Funded Projects.

Based on our initial research,, the highest level of
environmental documentation required is
anticipated to be an Initial Study/Environmental
Assessment leading to a Mitigated Negative
Declaration/Finding of No Significant Impact. All
necessary environmental coordination will be
conducted with the City and Caltrans at the
beginning of the project, including but not
limited to the following:

»  Review of all Caltrans, agencies and public
comments received

»  Review of all technical studies completed to
date

»  Review of the IS/EA and Programmatic
Section 4{f) completed to date

Upon commencement of the project
development process, the HDR team will consult
with Caltrans staff to see if a revalidation may be
the appropriate NEPA/CEQA document. We will
also propose a Categorical Exclusion for NEPA.
Since the technical analysis was completed in
2003, itis anticipated that all technical studies
would need to be redone to ensure that the
CEQA and NEPA documentation is in
conformance with the most recent requirements
identified in the Caltrans Standard
Environmental Reference (SER). The following
technical studies will be conducted:

»  Natural Environment Study (Minimal Impact)

»  Noise Study Report using the Caltrans Traffic
Noise Analysis Protocol from May 2011

»  Historic Property Survey Report

»  Archeological Survey Report

» Historical Resources Evaluation Report

» Initial Site Assessment/Site Investigation

» AirQuality Report

Lo 1 of 2§
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»  Visual Impact Analysis
b Programmatic Section 4(f)

Other technical studies, such as the Traffic
Impact Report, may also have to be re-
evaluated. Current traffic data and new federal
air quality regulations will require the Project to
have updated and current information to be
eligible for federal funding.

All environmental documents and supporting
documents will be prepared using the most
recent NEPA regulations set forth in 40 CFR
Chapter 5 and CEQA statutes and guidelines and
all related laws and authorities including the
Caltrans formats.

Richard Galvin from GPA Environmental, our
Environmental partner on this project, has
extensive experience providing environmental
evaluations and technical studies on multiple
Caltrans and Los Angeles Projects such as:

» California Street Bridge - City of Ventura.
GPA completed the Preliminary
Environmental Study (PES) and coordinated
the review and approval process through
Caltrans to receive a Categorical Exemption.

» North Spring Street Viaduct and
Rehabilitation - City of Los Angeles. GPA is
currently updating all required
environmental analysis necessary for the
project pursuant to CEQA and NEPA
requirements.

»  Fletcher Drive Bridge Seismic Retrofit —
City of Los Angeles. GPA conducted pre-
construction and through construction
monitoring of mitigation and environmental
permit compliance,

» US 101 HOV Widening - Caltrans District 5
and 7. Managed 10 environmental task
orders for Caltrans which included
preparation of technical reports including
section 4(f) evaluations, preparing executive

| 39X

summaries of the Draft and Final IS/EA, and
conducting public outreach tasks.

A reevaluation of the ED will subsequently
require a Supplemental Project Report (SPR).
During the preparation of the SPR elements such
as the engineering cost estimates, traffic
information, right of way data sheet, and the
TMP data sheet will also be updated.

Camilo Rocha, PE, HDR's Project Manager, has
prepared numerous PRs and SPRs in his career
which included 16 years in Project Development
at Caltrans District 7 and 12. He recently
prepared the PR and SPR OCTA’s SR-57
Northbound Widening Project in Anaheim. He
also performed the quality assurance review of
the PR for the Port of Los Angeles’I-110/C
Street Interchange Project in the City of
Wilmington. This PR was prepared by Steve
Leathers, PE and Ravi Shah, EIT, who are also on
HDR's Sepulveda Bridge Widening Team.

A.7 Hazardous Materials/Waste Site
Assessment

A preliminary hazardous waste assessment was
completed by Caltrans in April 2004. ADL, yellow
traffic striping and asbestos containing material
were noted as potential hazards. During the
preparation of the SPR, a preliminary hazardous
waste assessment memo was issued on
10/30/2006 which reconfirmed the findings from
the original assessment except for the
hazardous waste remediation cost.

The HDR team will perform an Initial Site
Assessment (ISA) to evaluate the potential for
environmental contamination of soil and
groundwater impacting construction activities
(this will be followed by an intrusive
investigation as recommended by both 2004
assessment and the 2006 memo).The ISA will
generally be performed using the guidelines
listed in the Caltrans Project Development
Procedures Manual (July 1999) and The
American Society for Testing and Materials
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(ASTM) Designation E 1527, Standard Practice
for Environmental Project Site Assessments:
Phase | Environmental Property Assessment
Process.

Yellow Traffic Striping is a potential
hazard

The scope of work to accomplish this generally
consists of:

»  Review of the preliminary hazardous waste
assessment performed by Caltrans on April
23, 2004, for the Project Report (PR)

» A review of environmental databases and
files available to the public for the property
and neighboring properties

» A site reconnaissance

»  Review of Historical research related to use,
storage, disposal or release of hazardous
materials or petroleum hydrocarbons, from
property records, public records, aerial
photographs, and interviews

»  Report of findings in a stand alone, bound
report

Mr. Gary Gilbert, PE, GE, has prepared Phase |
and Phase Il environmental investigations on
multiple projects including the Port of Los
Angeles’ C Street/l-110 Interchange Project In

| 39X

San Pedro,CA, where Diaz Yourman is also a
partner to HDR.

B. Phase Il Work - Final Design Phase

B.1 Obtain Authorizations (E-76) for Right-of-
Way and Utilities from Caltrans

Scope of Services of the RFQ requires obtaining
authorizations (E-76) for Right-of-Way and
Utilities from Caltrans. Assuming that the City is
using federal dollars to pay for the cost of R/W
acquisition, authorization for use of these funds
would be processed through Caltrans District 7
Office of Local Assistance. This process will be
conducted in compliance with Caltrans Local
Assistance Procedures Manual through
submittal of Request for Authorization to Proceed
with R/W (Exhibit 3-B)', Request for Authorization
Data Sheets (Exhibit 3-E), Finance Letter (Exhibit
3-0), Approved Environmental Document, and
Project Prefix Checklist (Exhibit 3-L), and securing
Caltrans approval of all referenced documents
and the approved E-76 application for Right-of-
Way (ROW). Careful attention must be given to
adequately address and estimate temporary
construction easements and replacement utility
easements, if any.

B.2 Permits

Caltrans Encroachment Permits are required for
all encroachments within the State ROW as well
as all data collection activities (surveying,
soil/geotechnical/material testing, utility
potholing, hazardous waste investigations, and
all other activities in support of design). Upon
receipt of Notice to Proceed (NTP) and prior to
commencement of work within State R/W, we
will apply for and secure Caltrans permits for
physical surveying and engineering related
activities along Sepulveda Boulevard. As design
efforts advance and upon approval of the
environmental document and PS&E,
Encroachment Permits will be applied for and

L All “Exhibits refer to the exhibits in Caltrans Local
Assistance Procedures Manual
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secured for actual construction work within
State R/W. Approved Encroachment Permit will
be required prior to approval of the final E-76.

HDR is currently assisting UP in obtaining
encroachment permits from Caltrans and the
City of Colton for UPRR’s Colton Crossing
Project.

B.3 Design Standards

B.3.1 -B3.7 Lane Width - Horizontal and
Vertical Clearance

Previous Exceptions to Design Standards Fact
Sheets (Advisory and Mandatory) were reviewed
during the preparation of this proposal.
Additionally, we have identified two potential
non standard design exceptions that will have to
be evaluated during the project development
process. Since the previous design exception
fact sheets were approved, Caltrans has
modified the fill slope requirements to 4:1 (from
2:1), Section 304.1 of the Highway Design
Manual (HDM). Also, depending on the fate of
the Pacific Theaters Marque Sign, The
mandatory standard for lateral clearance from
elevated structures, Section 309.4 of the HDM,
may have to be evaluated. If the potential non-
standard conditions cannot be mitigated, HDR
will prepare and submit Supplemental
Exceptions to Design Standards Fact Sheet. If it is
an advisory exception to the standard that is
being requested, HDR will process and obtain
approval from Caltrans District 7. If itis a
mandatory exception to the standard, HDR will
process and obtain approval from the Project
Development Coordinator (Headquarters
Division of Design) as well.

HDR will also design sidewalks and pedestrian
accessibility in compliance with Caltrans’ Design
Bulletin 82-04 and the American with Disabilities
Act (ADA) Standards. If full standards cannot be
obtained, HDR will consult with David Cordova
from the Office of Geometric Design Standards
to determine mitigation. If exceptions are
needed, HDR will prepare an Exception to

| $9 X

Accessibility Design Standards Fact Sheet and
submit it to Caltrans for approval.

Camilo Rocha, PE; Liem Nguyen, PE; Steve
Leathers, PE and Ravi Shah, EIT have extensive
experience ——

preparing design
exception Fact
Sheets on
multiple projects
including the SR
57 Northbound
Widening, 110/C
Street
Interchange, SR
241and SR 74
(Ortega S
Highway) Projects.

HDR will evaluate ADA Standards for this
project

B.3.8 Bridge Structural Capacity

During the Advanced Planning stage, as
identified in the previous Project Report, the
Manhattan OH has obsolete barriers on the
southbound side. As part of the proposed
improvements, type 26 modified concrete
barriers will replace the existing decorative
railing.

With the implementation of the AASHTO LRFD
Bridge Design Specifications and California
amendments (LRFD), itis anticipated that the
majority of California’s bridge inventory may not
meet the design live load criteria based on HL-
93 and P15 live loads. However, bridge rating
and posting criteria will remain unchanged for
existing structures that were previously
designed based on HS20-44 and P13 vehicular
live loads. Widening on stand-alone
substructures shall be based on LRFD design
criteria.

2%
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Wellington Chu, PE has successfully performed
this analysis on multiple bridges including the
Union Oil Undercrossing (UC) widening (110/C
Street Interchange), Katella Ave Undercrossing
and the Douglass Overhead (SR 57 Northbound
Widening).

B.3.9 Signing and Pavement Delineation
Plan

Signing and striping plans and pavement
delineation for the improved and widened
bridge shall be designed to accomplish the new
lane configuration and to conform to the latest
edition of California MUTCD, Caltrans Standard
Plans, Caltrans Standard Specifications and the
City of Manhattan Beach Standards. The
pavement delineation plan will be prepared in
50 scale and will cover from south of 33 Street
to north of Rosecrans Avenue to match the new
bridge lane configurations.

Mr. Abi Mogharabi, PE (Iteris), has extensive
experience preparing sign and pavement

delineation plans in Los Angeles. Specifically, Mr,

Mogharabi provided traffic engineering design
services (as part of Iteris’ on-call) for the County
of Los Angeles in support of its Signal
Synchronization Program which included
preparation of sign and pavement delineation.

B.3.10 Traffic Signal Modification Plans

The two signalized intersections at the two ends
of project will most likely be impacted both
operationally and physically by the project and
hence existing loops and signals will likely need
to be modified to accomplish the lane
reconfiguration and turn movements as a result
of the additional northbound lane.

» Sepulveda Blvd/ 33" Street: The
intersection is currently signalized with
southbound protected left turn phasing. The
northbound approach has three through
and one right turn only lanes while the
southbound approach has three through
and one left turn lane. The signal equipment

Bt

including the signal poles are relatively in
good condition but will be affected by the
bridge widening project. The controller
cabinet, service cabinet and the signal pole
located at the northeast quadrant of the
intersection will be impacted and will be
relocated or replaced. The intersection lane
configuration and the inductive loops
locations shall be redesigned and the right
turn only lane converted to thru or shared
thru- right lane in order to match the new
additional northbound lane on the bridge.

»  Sepulveda Blvd/Rosecrans Avenue: The
intersection is currently signalized and does
not appear to be impacted by the project
except for minor realigning of the
northbound approach lanes and restriping.

Complete signal modification design plans will
be prepared to address the required changes
due to the widening project as well as
addressing potential deficiencies to comply with
MUTCD requirements.

As mentioned above, Mr. Mogharabi has
extensive experience in traffic engineering
services which includes preparing signal

modification plans for the County of Los
Angeles’ Signal Synchronization Program.

Due to the widening of the bridge, the
existing street light poles will be
relocated
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B.3.11 Street Lighting Plans

Due to the widening of the bridge, the existing
street light poles will be relocated. The lighting
design will include light intensity calculations
and preparation of the design plans to comply
with Caltrans standards.

B.3.12 Transportation Management Plan
(TMP)

The TMP report includes the process, signage,
the detour plan, cost estimate and traffic
mitigation during construction. Abi Mogharabi
and Viggen Davidian, PE, from Iteris have
successfully delivered TMP Reports on multiple
projects throughout Southern California
including the OCTA’s SR 91 Eastbound Auxiliary
Lane from SR-241 to SR-71 Project covering
both Caltrans District 8 and District 12
jurisdictions.

B.3.13 Highway Planting and Irrigation
Plans

While a limited amount of planting is visually
apparent to the vehicular traveler, pedestrian
views from the bridge deck (sidewalk) and the
recreational trail provide ample opportunity for
viewing the existing and proposed landscape
improvements. The existing plant materials
includes a variety of trees (Melaleuca, Pinus,
Ulmus), shrubs (Acacia, Pittosporum), and
ground cover (Carpobrotus, wildflower mixes).
From the viewpoint of the recreational trail, the
existing landscape improvements are mature
and visually ‘frame’ the structure. The proposed
highway planting and irrigation system
improvements will respond to the proposed
grading impacts resulting from the project
construction.  The landscape concept will,
whenever possible, protect the established plant
material and recommend enhancements
conducive to the existing palette. The proposed
plant material will be drought tolerant and will
require minimal maintenance. The northbound
widening will require removal of mature trees

| $9L¢

(Erythrina, Eucalyptus, Pittosporum), and palms
(Phoenix, Washingtonia) species. These species
will be replaced with the same species in areas
appropriate for their mature size and location.

The proposed highway planting design will
identify and quantify impacted plant materials;
select appropriate replacement plant materials,
and the resulting quantities, consistent with
municipal requirements; meet erosion control
guidelines; and respond to the established
maintenance practices.

The irrigation system design will adhere to
municipal system design standards; emphasize
resource (water) conservation; provide efficient
irrigation delivery to the plant material; and
respond to the established maintenance
practices.

Additionally, the proposed design will include
the identification and remediation of negative
visual impacts to the surrounding land uses

{residential, commercial, retail).

The existing plant materials include a
variety of trees

Tim Mann, RLA (Lynn Capouya Inc.), our
Landscape Architect Partner, has extensive
experience on Caltrans projects in Southern
California. Mr. Mann successfully provided
landscape architecture services for Metro’s I-405
Sepulveda Pass Widening Project and has
worked with the City of Thousand Oaks and
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Caltrans District 7 on the SR-101/Wendy Drive
Bridge Widening Project.

B.4 Design Surveys/ROW Engineering

Design surveys will be developed during Phase I
for final design plans and will include cross
sections at 50-foot intervals and as otherwise
needed to provide location and elevation of all
topographical features between the right of way
lines along Sepulveda Boulevard from 33" Street
to Rosecrans Avenue. All underground utilities
not shown on records but found during
potholing, will be surveyed. Proposed required
Right of Way lines and proposed temporary and
permanent easements will be delineated and
legal descriptions and plats will be prepared. A
Record of Survey will be filed if required.

HKA, our surveying partner, has performed
numerous surveys for Caltrans and is highly
qualified to conduct the work required in this
contract.

Richard Hernandez, PE, PLS (HKA) has extensive
design survey and right of way engineering
experience as the survey lead on various
Caltrans projects in Southern California. These
include work on SR 71 and SR 91 corridor
projects in District 8and 12, the La
Mesa/Nisquali/l-15 Interchange Project in the
County of San Bernardino (District 8) and
currently providing design surveying and
construction staking services as part of HKA's
On-Call with District 7.

Optional: Aerial Photogrammetric Mapping

An alternative to the topographic survey or in
support of the topographic survey is to map the
area. If desired by the City, the HDR Team will
employ an aerial mapping specialist and will set
photo control points at key locations as
approved by Caltrans Survey Department. Each
photo control point will be tied to existing
project control provided by Caltrans.

| $9X¢

3-D Digital Aerial Mapping will be compiled
from aerial photographs into Microstation CADD
format. The digital mapping will be at a scale of
1: 40" with 1’ contour interval for the project
site. In addition, a Digital Terrain Model (DTM)
will be delivered with X; Y & Z coordinates for
development of triangulated irregular network
(TIN) files.

B.5 Geotechnical

The importance of soil/structure interaction on a
bridge widening project cannot be overstated.
Balancing proposed/existing structure
foundation stiffness in an effort to eliminate
differential settlement is important to the long-
term performance of the widening structure.
HDR engineers, assisted by Diaz Yourman &
Associates (DYA) have successfully performed
this task on many structures in our previous
projects such as the Port of Los Angeles’ C Street
Project.

For the proposed widening as presented in the
Project Report dated 12/30/04, we anticipate
that the new foundation will match the existing
widening foundations and consist of cast-in
drilled-hole piles to resist seismic lateral loads.
Using the same foundation type as the existing
structure will reduce differential movement
between the existing and proposed widening
elements of the bridge. Based on the dense
sands anticipated at the site, cast-in-drilled-hole
piles will also be the most feasible for deep

The importance of soil/structure
interaction on a bridge widening project
cannot be overstated.
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foundation construction.

During the type selection process, other
alternative structure types will be evaluated as
potential alternatives for the project. Other
superstructure types include but not limited to
reinforced concrete slab, reinforced concrete
box girder, precast prestressed |-girders, and
precast prestressed t-beams will still likely
consist of cast-in-drilled hole piles due to the
high loads and constructability constraints.
However, if a buried arch culvert with cellular
concrete backfill is considered as a design
alternative, the reduced dead load could
potentially eliminate the need for a pile
foundation since the existing 1930 structure was
constructed on spread footings at the bent
locations therefore indicating that the existing
soil conditions have high bearing pressure
capacity.

DYA will perform borings at the easterly side of
the existing bridge in the vicinity of the proposed
widening. The actual boring locations will be
based upon existing site access and utilities.
Existing logs of test borings will be reviewed to
possibly reduce the extent of the new field
investigation required. The depth of the borings
will be determined based upon a proper
evaluation of the proposed foundation option.

B.6 Right-of-Way

HDR’s qualified and licensed ROW staff will
coordinate the right-of-way acquisition process
with the City of Manhattan Beach (City) for the
acquisition of four (4) permanent easements and
four (4) temporary construction easements
required for the project’s construction.
Acquisition of real property will follow the
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Policies Act of 1970. HDR will coordinate and
provide information to CALTRANS in support of
their (ROW) oversight efforts.

HDR ROW staff will order, review and update for
up to four (4) Preliminary Title Reports (PTRs)
required for the right-of-way engineering,

9

appraisal and acquisition tasks. ROW Plats and
Legal Descriptions will be prepared by HKA, our
surveying partner, using the right-of-way
requirements generated by HDR. ROW staff will
initiate Appraisals and Appraisal Reviews and
submit a Statement of Just Compensation to the
City for approval.

Upon completion of valuation by others under
City's review, HDR staff will prepare all
documents required to present an offer for the
acquisition of said easements. HDR will make a
minimum of three personal contacts with the
property owner and negotiate to acquire said
easements. In the absence of agreement to sell
by the property owner(s) and upon City’s
approval, HDR will assist the City to proceed
with condemnation efforts.

HDR ROW staff will coordinate the relocation of
the Pacific Theaters marquee (sign) and any
other property owner or tenant personal
property located within the Easement or TCE
area. In order to minimize ROW costs, larger
items located within the TCE will be protected in
place.

HDR ROW Staff will also assist during the escrow
through the closing. HDR will assist in the
preparation of Caltrans ROW certification
documentation. Completed acquisition files will
be returned to the City for closure.

James Staudinger, our ROW Lead, spent much
of his career at Caltrans and knows the processes
and how to obtain successful results. He has
performed similar task as lead on various
projects such as UPRR’s Colton Crossing,
Redland’s First Mile, and OCTA’s Kraemer
Railroad Grade Separation Project.

B.7 Utilities

B.7.1-B.7.3 Existing Utilities Research

Ll A v of 2§
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Timely utility relocations are vital to this
project’s success

Timely utility relocations are vital to a project’s
success in order to prevent construction delays.
HDR has identified two (2) utility relocations on
this project, a City of Manhattan Beach water
line and Southern California Edison electrical
facilities. HDR Agents are familiar with the
Streets and Highways Codes, franchise rights,
prior easement rights and other rights under
which a utility has the authority to operate. HDR
will initiate a Report of Investigation to
determine under what circumstances, and at
whose cost, the utility relocation will be
performed. HDR will coordinate utility
relocation design efforts, prepare utility
agreements and prepare and acquire new utility
easements, if necessary.

Existing utilities within the project limits will be
surveyed and mapped.

For lines parallel to right of way, location ties as
necessary to show relationship to the right of
way lines

The HDR team will perform potholing of
subsurface utilities to determine horizontal and
vertical locations to assist with minimizing the
impacts to existing utilities during the design
phase.

| $9X¢

B.8 Roadway Drainage, and Traffic
Management Plans: Specifications: and
Reports

The HDR team has successfully delivered
multiple Caltrans PS&E packages for a variety of
clients such as:

» Portof Los Angeles

»  City of Los Angeles

» OCTA

» UPRR

»  Rancho Mission Viejo

» Transportation Corridor Agencies (TCA)

This experience and know how ensures that the
Sepulveda Bridge Widening PS&E package will
be stream lined and delivered using the same
resources that were used to successfully deliver
projects for the above clients.

B.8.1 Prepare 35%, 65%, 95% and Final
Plans

The HDR team will prepare preliminary plans for
the 35% and Plans, Specifications, and Estimate
(PS&E) for the 65%, 95%, and 100% plans
submittal to Caltrans and the City. The plans will
be in accordance with the Caltrans’ 2008 Plans
Preparation Manual. These plans will include but
not be limited to the following plan sheets:

Construction Details

Temporary Water Pollution Control Plans
and Quantities

» Contour Grading

» Drainage Layouts, Profiles, Details and
Quantities

Utility Plans

Construction Area Signs

Stage Construction/Traffic Handling
Pavement Delineation

Sign Plans, Details and Quantities
Summary of Quantities

»  Title Sheet

» Typical Cross Sections

» Key Map and Line Index
» Layouts

» Profiles

»

»

v Vv v v v v
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Retaining Wall Plans, Details and Quantities
Log of Test Borings

Irrigation Plans, Details, and Quantities
Landscape Plans, Details and Quantities
Lighting and Sign lllumination

Signal Plans, Details and Quantities

Bridge Plans

v v v Vv v Vv v

B.8.2 Compile Specifications Using
Applicable Caltrans Standard Special
Provisions (SSPs)

The HDR team will provide edited draft SSPs and
marked up NSSPs (non-standard SSPs) with the
65 % submittal to be processed through District
7 and Caltrans Headquarters for approval. We
will also provide an NSSP log which tracks NSSPs
specifics such as non-standard item, submittal
date, approval date and sponsor. The 95% and
100% submittal will include finalized edited SSPs
with approved NSPPs. An estimate based on
Caltrans’ Basic Engineering Estimate System
(BEES) as noted in sections B.11.1 to B.11.2 of
this proposal will also be provided with the 65%,
95%, and 100% plan and specification
submittals.

B.8.3 Prepare and Submit Required
Reports

Reports to be submitted during the PS&E phase

of the project include but are not limited to:

»  Exceptions to Design Standards Fact Sheets
- as noted in section B.3.1-B.3.7 of this
proposal

» Life Cycle Cost Analysis (LCCA) - The LCCA
will be developed to determine which
pavement section alternative is the most
cost effective for this project

» Drainage Report - Will include the
hydrology and hydraulic cailculations with
supporting maps and exhibits

»  PS&E SWDR - as noted in section B.9 (below)
of this Proposal

¥ Foundation Reports — Will include
geotechnical foundation recommendations
for all structures, alternative foundation

R

types, potential construction problems and
mitigation measures, geotechnical
calculations, maps and exhibits in
accordance the latest Caltrans requirements
as identified in the Foundation Report
Preparation for Bridges Guidelines Dated
Dec.2009.

»  Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL) Report — an
ADL study and report will be provided in
accordance with Caltrans minimum ADL
investigation requirements. The
investigation will include: A Health and
Safety Plan, Permits, Work Plan, Borings, Soil
Sampling, Traffic Control, Laboratory and
Statistical Analysis and the Final Report.

¥ Traffic Management Plan (TMP) — The TMP
will be reviewed, elaborated and developed
for the 60% and completed at 100% at a
level to identify Traffic related Project
Impacts including construction
requirements and cost of TMP
implementation. The TMP will address all of
the required strategies outlined in the
Preliminary TMP. Special Considerations will
be given to the phasing as it relates to this
issue.

B.9 Storm Water Data Report

HDR will prepare a Storm Water Data Report
(SWDR) for the PS&E phase of the Project in
compliance with the new guidelines given in the
Caltrans Storm Water Quality Handbook: Project
Planning and Design Guide (PPDG). The
revisions in the new PPDG (July 2010) address
changes to the Caltrans Stormwater Program
including new requirements from the new
Statewide Construction General Permit (CGP), an
improved process for selecting treatment Best
Management Practices (BMPs) and a variety of
updates to estimating and documenting
stormwater decisions in the SWDR. A significant
task that will be required is the determination of
the project risk level (RL). The new PPDG
describes that a project RL will be determined
during each phase of project delivery and will be

4+
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documented in the SWDR. Another revisions
related to the new CGP has to do with
estimating. Depending upon the project RL, new
stormwater bid items may be required:

» A new item for “Stormwater Annual Report”
will be required for all Risk Levels

b ForRL 2 and 3 projects, new items for Rain
Event Action Plans (REAPs) and stormwater
Sampling and Analysis Day will be required.

Vahid Haghdoust, PE, will also be preparing
the SWDR for the PS&E phase of this project and
recently prepared and received approval on the
PS&E SWDR (with the new 2010 PPDG
requirements) for OCTA’s SR-57 Northbound
Widening Projectin Anaheim.

B.10 Bridge PS&E

HDR's experience with bridge structures and
retaining wall design will make the widening of
the Manhattan Overhead Bridge seamless and
successful. HDR's bridge engineers have
extensive experience working on bridge
structures and retaining walls locally and across
the nation. HDR has extensive experience
working with Caltrans and other local city
agencies in Southern California in providing
engineering services similar to those required
for this Project. Boris Reznikov, PE has extensive
experience with Caltrans’ Bridge PS&E process in
the County of Los Angeles with multiple projects
such as the City of Los Angeles’ Overland
Avenue/I-10 Bridge Widening Project. Mr.
Reznikov recently worked with Wellington Chu,
PE, and Eric Johnson, PE, to complete the
design of two bridge widenings for the OCTA’s
SR-57 Northbound Widening based on the
latest AASHTO Bridge Design Specifications and
California Amendments.

B.10.1 Type Selection

A successful bridge widening begins with
careful study of relative movement between the
existing and the new structures. Short- and long-

R

term deflections under dead and live loads,
expansion and contraction under various
temperatures, settlement, seismic movement,
and basic structure continuity and stability are
all factors that must be tuned to provide a
widening that is structurally compatible with the
existing bridge.

The Structure Type Selection will be based on
viable alternatives that will be evaluated in order
to determine the most appropriate structure
type suited for the project site. The physical
condition of the existing bridge is in fairly good
condition but the service life of the existing
structure has already exceeded 80 year. Annual
maintenance cost will continue to escalate as
the age of the bridge continues to increase.

The proposed structure as identified as the
preferred Alternative 3 alignment and typical
section in the Project Report prepared by
Caltrans on 12/30/2004 is a simply Supported 5-
span reinforced concrete T beam girder bridge
supported on concrete pile foundation. The
current decorative barrier railing on the
southbound side and type 25 concrete barrier
on the northbound side will be replaced with
type 26 concrete barriers to meet current design
standards.

The proposed widening will require
replacement or enhancement of existing bridge
features. These features include the pedestrian
sidewalks, concrete barrier rail, and access
control fencing. These features, due to there
proximity to the viewer, will provide an
opportunity for aesthetic enhancement of the
structure. The proposed features should
consider: material type, color, and texture of the
existing bridge components; their relationship
to the established architectural theme; and the
functional requirements of the facility.
Additionally, the bridge design should
recognize, and express sensitivity to, the visual
and functional impacts to the existing
recreational trail passing beneath the structure.

A8
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Not identified in the Advanced Planning Study is
the construction and potential abutment retrofit
of the existing bridge to accommodate a new
approach slab. Since the new widening will
have an approach slab to mitigate potential
differential settlements between the approach
and abutment, it is typical Caltrans procedure to
provide an approach slab for the full width of
the traveled way. The construction of a new
approach slab on the existing bridge requires
additional investigation and project planning
with respect to construction staging and lane
closures. We have explored a wide range of
potential design alternatives for this project.
Other superstructure types considered include
but not limited to reinforced concrete slab,
reinforced concrete box girder, precast
prestressed |-girders, and precast prestressed t-
beams and a buried arch culvert with cellular
concrete backfill. The evaluation of other
feasible alternatives is to provide the City with
the most cost effective solution within its
defined budget which can be constructed within
or faster than the proposed schedule.

The buried arch culvert with cellular concrete
backfill (We are currently using cellular concrete
as backfill for our approaches to the overhead
structure on the final design of our Colton
Crossing Project for UPRR in the City of Colton)
is an innovative approach to provide an
alternative structure type that addresses the
needs for a new widening as well as addresses
the seismic deficiencies of the existing
Manhattan Overhead and existing widening
built in the early 1970’s. To provide a 3-span
arched culvert with architectural finished
exterior faces for the new widening and to
retrofit the existing 5-span framed structure into
the 3-span culvert, the arched spans would
constructed using precast concrete arched
spans or steel plated arched sections supported
on spread footing or leveling pad foundations.
The use of prefabricated section would provide
consistency and quality control of the

R

manufactured section as well as provide a faster
construction sequence in order to mitigate and
minimize traffic impact to the traffic on
Sepulveda Blvd. Once the precast arches are
installed in place, decorative headwalls with
architectural features wouldbe installed to
confine the cellular concrete fill. The use of the
cellular concrete fill as a lightweight backfill
material reduces the applied load to be within
the allowable soil bearing pressure for a spread
footing thus reducing the overall cost of the
bridge foundation. By changing the structural
behavior of the bridge from a framed structure
to a buried structure, additional cost saving due
to long term maintenance of the existing
structure can be achieved. By backfilling
underneath the bridge, damage to the existing
superstructure due to bending moments and
shear for a simply supported structure can be
eliminated since the superstructure will be fully
supported by the cellular concrete fill.

The buried arch culvert alternative provides
aesthetically pleasing architectural features that
provide a gateway to the local greenbelt area.
Arched entryways provide a sense of openness
to the area while maintaining similar design
features currently seen within the existing
barriers and that can be incorporated into the
new type 26 barriers and sidewalks. Decorative
tiles and ribbed texturing can also be
incorporated into the headwalls thus enhancing
the overall elevation view of the bridge profile.

Artist rendering of one possible design
solution for this project - Buried Arched
Culvert
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Alternative Comparisons Chart

Structure Type Benefits/Pros Challenges/Cons
Project Report -Matches existing structure types -Requires seismic retrofit of non-ductile columns
Alternative -Maintains minimum vertical clearance

(Reinforced Concrete T-
beams)

-Requires the construction and retrofit of the existing
abutment to accommodate a new approach slab

- Requires falsework erection

-18 month construction schedule

-Long term maintenance and rehabilitation cost to the
original 1930 structure

Precast I-girders/Theams

-Matches existing structure types
-Increases minimum vertical clearance
-Decreased construction schedule
-No falsework erection

-Requires seismic retrofit of non-ductile columns
-Requires the construction and retrofit of the existing
abutment to accommaodate a new approach slab
-Long term maintenance and rehabilitation cost to the

| original 1930 structure

-Increased material costs

Reinforced Concrete Slab
bridge

-Increases minimum vertical clearance

-Reduced design effort by utilizing design standards(Bridge
Design Aids 4-10)

-Reduced material cost

-Dissimilar superstructure types

-Requires seismic retrofit of non-ductile columns
-Requires the construction and retrofit of the existing
abutment to accommodate a new approach slab
-Requires falsework erection

-Long term maintenance and rehabilitation cost to the
original 1930 structure

Buried Culvert

-Eliminates the need for seismic retrofit of the existing columns
-Reduces the cost of long term maintenance of aging structures
-Eliminates the need for falsework erection

-Decreases the overall construction schedule thus minimizing the
financial impacts to the surrounding business

-Projected 12 month construction schedule

-The cost of cellular concrete backfill material is less than
traditional backfill material

-Increases the service life of the existing structure thus avoiding
costly bridge replacement

-Aesthically pleasing

-Potential for graffiti
-Reduced minimum vertical clearance

R
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B.10.2 Seismic Evaluation

During the type selection phase of the design
process, seismic retrofit analysis of the existing
structures is required to identify structural
deficiencies and provide seismic retrofit
strategies and solutions Bridges that are to be
widened should be upgraded as closely as
practicable to the current seismic safety
standards. The widening may change the
seismic behavior of the entire structure and
require it to be upgraded. The extent of and the
methods of upgrading will vary with each
individual structure depending upon the
location, amount of widening and the type of
widening. Approach slab failure/settlement
should also be considered during the seismic
evaluation. In order to accommodate a new
approach slab on the existing structure, paving
notch extensions will be required to provide
adequate seat width for the approach slab.

Based on an initial assessment of the proposed
alternative in the project report, in order to
increase the ductility of the existing columns,
steel column casing can be installed around the
existing columns to increase the displacement
capacity and stiffness of the column thus
decreasing the displacement demand.

One of the unique features of the design
approach for the buried culvert is the
elimination of providing a seismic retrofit to the
existing columns in order to increase its ductility
capacity. By encasing the columns with the
cellular concrete fill, the overall bridge
responses changes from a framed structure to a
buried structure behavior where the overall
seismic response of the structure is governed by
the abutments.

| $9 X

B.10.3 Specifications

During the PS&E phase of the project, the HDR
design team will prepare structural
specifications using the applicable Caltrans
SSP’s. We will work together with the City in
order to prepare a set of specifications that meet
their standard bid documents.

B.10.4-10.6 Deliverables (Plans, Estimate,
Calculations)

HDR will utilize its previous project experience in
working with Caltrans Office of Specially Funded
Projects (OSFP) to provide a seamless union
between the various agencies and parties
involved in this project. Our extensive
experience with preparing PS&E documents for
35%, 65%, 95%, and Final Plans, marginal
estimates, design calculations, independent
check calculations, and workday schedules will
help to ensure that the project stays on
schedule, on budget, and results in a quality
product.

B.11.1 - 11.2 Cost Estimate

The present economic situation has presented
challenges for all of us, funding transportation
projects is no exception. With construction bids
coming in at as much as 35 percent lower then
the engineer’s estimate, accurate estimates
becomes a risk factor that needs to be properly
managed. The HDR team will prepare cost
information consistent with the Caltrans Basic
Engineers Estimate System (BEES) format.

The Caltrans cost database (District 8
http://sv08data.dot.ca.gov/contractcost/index.p
hp?) will be used to obtain the latest bid
information to evaluate accurate bid item prices,
reflecting historical trends and current economic
conditions. The estimate will also include
associated item codes for supplemental work

2 The District 8 link provides the most recent available
bid item pricing on Caltrans Projects throughout the
State.

24
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and state furnished materials. Using BEES item
codes will coordinate with the Caltrans
Specifications and facilitate the Caltrans review
process. Our approach will also include
analyzing the following major components that
are risk factors in obtaining an accurate estimate
of probable cost:

» ROW Impacts
b Proposed Structure Improvements -

»  Provide a cost based on proposed structure
widening including constructability factors

»  Environmental Impacts — Costs such as
mitigation solutions and hazardous waste
cleanup will be properly documented.

»  Support Cost — Meticulously capture all costs
required to develop the Project priorto
construction. This approach will result in
reliable cost estimates that can be used to
proceed to the next Project phases with a
high level of confidence.

There will be a separate detailed traffic estimate
that will address foundations, conduit,
conductors, poles, mast arms and all other signal
system equipments as approved by Caltrans.

B.12 Submittals

B.12.1 Formal Submission (All Phases)

All formal submissions shall be subject to our
QA/QC process as briefly summarized in Section
2.2.3 of this Proposal. All drawings will be in
English units and conform to applicable local,
county, state, and federal standards, regulations,
policies, procedures, manuals and practices.

All submittal drawings will be prepared in
Microstation V8i format. Final record drawings
will be provided in both Microstation and
AutoCAD formats.

Cross sections will be provided in graphic format
and in numerical format (grid grades). These
cross sections will be part of the final plan set
and the Resident Engineer’s file (RE file) that are
submitted to the City in preparation for
construction of the Project.

B.12.2 Submittals to City, Caltrans,
Agencies, and Utilities (All Phases)

HDR will Submit 35%, 65%, 95% and 100% plans
simultaneously to the City and Caltrans for
review. Submittal will include the previous
submittal check prints plus a comments matrix
log that will facilitate the review process. The
number of submittal copies provided was
stipulated in the RFP and is summarized in the
table below.

HR

SUBMITTAL C |
AGENCY | SIZE 35% | 65& | 95% | 100% | SsPs | Estimate | PR | ED | Other
reports
11X17 30 30 30 30
Caltrans | Full size
N/A 30 30 30 30 4
11X17 2
City | Fullsize 2
N/A 2 2 2 2 2
22—
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HDR will submit plans directly to the utility
owners for review of anticipated conflicts

The City will receive a copy of the RE File
(includes pertinent information for the
construction of the project per the RTL
Guidelines) during the “transfer meeting” that
occurs after final plans and before construction
begins. The City will also receive a copy of all
documentation regarding the Project and the
close out of the Project.

B.13 Obtain Authorizations (E-76) for
Construction from Caltrans

The E-76 authorization of funds for Construction
of this project will be processed through the
submittal of Request for Authorization to Proceed
with Construction (Exhibit 3-D), Request for
Authorization Data Sheets (Exhibit 3-E), Finance
Letter (Exhibit 3-O), Preliminary Estimate of Cost
(Exhibit 12-A), Approved Environmental
Document, R/W Certification, PS&E Certification
(Exhibit 12-C), PS&E Checklist (Exhibit 12-D), Local
Agency Construction Contract Administration
Checklist (Exhibit 15-A), and Project Prefix
Checklist (Exhibit 3-L).

Abdollah Ansari, can assist the City in preparing
and processing the E-76 Application. Mr. Ansari
has prepared multiple E-76 Packages including
one for The City of Ventura’s California Street
Project.

C. Phase III Construction Support Phase

C.1 Bidding Support

C.1.1 Copies of the Design Drawings and
Contract Documents

C.1.2 Questions During Bidding and Pre-
Construction Meeting

€.2 Construction Support

C.2.1 Questions During Construction and
Requests for Information (RFI’s)

hR

C.2.2 Review Contractor Submittals
C.2.3 Preparation of Record Drawings

C.2.4 Owner of Original Drawings,
Documents, and Other Information

The HDR team will provide engineering support
services during the bidding and construction
phases of the project. We will support the City
and its construction manager in their oversight
of the construction contract. Our services may
include general technical support, preparation
of addenda and conforming the drawings,
specifications, and other project documents
during the bidding phase; and management of
support services, quality control, quality
assurance, preparation of progress status
reports, invoices and logs, attending meetings,
participating in field reviews, response to
Requests for Information (RFI), and Requests for
Changes (RFC), review of contractors' submittals
and shop drawings, review of field generated
“Non-conformance Reports”, incorporation of all
redlines by the contractor and preparation of
the final as-builts during construction phase.

3. Terms and Conditions

HDR requests that the following revisions be
incorporated in the City’s Professional Services
Agreement.

»  Paragraph 4 to be rewritten to comply with
industry standards and insurability:

Professional Standards: Consultant shall
maintain the customary level of competency
presently maintained by other similar
practitioners in the State of California, for
professional services under this Agreement.

» Paragraphs7.1and 7.2 (4)

Insurance Requirements: Replace “do business”
with “provide insurance”. This will allow
Consultant the ability to carry insurance with a
"non-admitted” California carrier should the
need arise.

Fl A 21 oF
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»  Paragraph 12 to be rewritten to clarify the
intended use of documents produced for
this project.

Ownership: Upon payment of all monies
rightfully owed by the City to Consultant herein,
all documents or other information created,
developed or received by Consultant with the
exception of those standard details and
specifications regularly used by the Consultant
in its normal course of business, shall be the sole
property of the City. Consultant shall provide
City with copies of these items upon demand
and in any event, upon termination or expiration
of the term of this Agreement. Any reuse or
modification of such documents for purposes
other than those intended by the Consultant
under its scope of services shall be at the City’s
sole risk and without liability to the Consultant.

» Paragraph 21 to be rewritten to clarify
indemnification by Consultant in
conformance with Civil Code 2782.8(a).

Indemnification: Consultant agrees to indemnify
and hold harmless City and its elective or
appointive boards, officers, agents, attorneys
and employees from claims, liabilities, expenses,
or damages of any nature, including reasonable
attorney’s fees, to the extent caused by the
Consultant’s negligence, recklessness or willful
misconduct in the performance of the
Agreement by Consultant, Consultant’s agents,
officers, employees, subcontractors, or
independent contractor(s) hired by Consultant.
This indemnity shall apply to all claims and
liability regardless of whether any insurance
policies are applicable. The policy limits do not
act as a limitation upon the amount of
indemnification to be provided by Consultant.
Consultant’s indemnification and defense
obligation shall be limited to the percentage of
fault apportioned to Consultant by a court of
law, arbitrator or by mutual agreement between
the parties.

R 24
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May 15, 2012

Mr. Edward Kao, P.E.

Senior Civil Engineer

City of Manhattan Beach
1400 Highland Avenue
Manhattan Beach, CA 30266

Subject: List of Assumptions to be added to Contract for Engineering Services for the Sepulveda Bridge
Widening Project

Mr. Kao,

I have listed the assumptions below that we have discussed and agreed to add as part of the contract:

1. We are not anticipating having to redo the PA&ED phase of this project which is reflected in
our fee. However, some documents may have to be redone (ISA, SWDR, etc.) to comply with
requirements. Also, some tasks (e.g. surveying) are being done early (as we complete the
PA&ED phase) to accelerate and streamline the process as we move into phase 2 of the
project.

During negotiations and further investigation it was found that there is an approved SWDR
for the PA&ED phase of the project. Our assumption is that we will only need to provide a
SWDR for the PS&E phase of the project.

2. The fee reflects a revalidation effort. If during Phase 1 it is determined that recirculation of
the Environmental Document is necessary, we will submit a scope and fee adjustment to
reflect that effort.

3. Initial Site Assessment (ISA) is phase 1 only. If it is determined that a phase 2 is necessary,
we will submit a scope and fee to reflect that effort

4. 4 parcels are being impacted by this project

5. We are assuming that Caitrans will not require a Life Cycle Cost Analysis (LCCA) for this
project. If it is required, we will submit a scope and fee to reflect the effort.

6. We are assuming a Type 1 Retaining Wall design for the required wall south of the bridge. If
it is determined that a special design or other type of wall is needed, HDR will meet with the
City to discuss alternatives and determine the optimum solution for this project.

7. A Bridge Site Data Submittal (Structures) was not reflected in the RFP but needs to be added
to the scope. This is a requirement before Type Selection. We have added it as Task B.10.0.

8. There will be 6 bridge borings (1 for each bridge support), 1 for the retaining wall and 1 for
the pavement. There will also be a maximum of 6 ADL borings (maximum 5ft deep).
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9. There is an existing SWDR for the PA&ED phase of the project. Our assumption is that we
will only need to provide a SWDR for the PS&E Phase of the project. This additional
assumption is from email dated Feb 6, 2012 and is also reflected in the update to the first
bullet assumption above.

10. Because of the size of the Project, we anticipate Caltrans will allow us to submit a combined
GDR/Materials Report. This additional assumption is from email dated Feb 6, 2012.

11. HDR assumes that we will not need to prepare an APS since an approved one already exists.

12. There are approved Exceptions to Advisory and Mandatory Standard Fact Sheet. If
necessary, Supplemental Exceptions to Advisory and Mandatory Standard Fact Sheets will
be prepared during PS&E

13. The attached revised schedule and above assumptions will supersede language in the
Approach to Scope (Scope of Services) attachment. For example, the Approach to Scope
states that HDR will conduct bi-weekly PDT meeting. During negotiations and discussions
with the City, it was decided that monthly PDT would be adequate and conference call
between PDT meetings appropriate if necessary. The monthly PDTs are reflected in the
Project Schedule

14. New Caltrans or regulatory agency requirements and protocols (not originally covered in the
scope) could affect scope and fee. If new requirements and or protocols are required, it is
assumed that The City and HDR will come to a reasonable agreement as to the scope and
fee needed for the additional effort

15. Assume Caltrans will waive any type of fees with regards to encroachment permits given
that HDR and its subs represent The City in this project

16. After various discussions with the City, HDR assumes that the project modifies only the
northeast curb return of 33™ Street. Modification to any other curb returns or handicap
access ramps is not included in the scope of work

Please call me if you have any questions or wish to discuss any particulars in more detail. Looking
forward to getting started on this project!

Kind regards,

Camilo Rocha, P.E.

Project Manager

Cc: Steve Finton, City Engineer

Tom Kim, HDR

FxlA 2< of 2¢€
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EXHIBIT B

COMPENSATION

Consultant shall be paid on a time and materials basis based on the hourly rates set forth in the
Fee Proposal attached hereto for the tasks and reimbursements listed therein. Consultant shall
be reimbursed only for the expenses set forth in the Fee Proposal in the amount and rates set
forth therein. The compensation amount listed herein includes the compensation for any
subcontractors retained by Consultant. City is not obligated to directly compensate the
subcontractors.

12100.0001/1422028.4
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City of Manhattan Beach
Sepulveda Avenue Bridge Widening Supplementat! PA/ED and PS&E
Breakdown of Hourly Fees by Firm*

Project Management | Phase 1 | Phase 2 [ Bidding [ Construction | oDC Total |

Consultant Fee % of Total Fee % of Total Fee % of Total Fee % of Total Fee % of Total Fee % of Total

HDR $ 146,247 100%| $ 81,066 24%| $ 629,869 77%| $ 11,563 100%| $ 41,555 97%| $46,685 | $ 956,984 65%
Diaz Yourman $ - 0%| $ 70,488 21%|$ 31,746 4%| $ - 0%]| $ - 0%| $61,659|$ 163,893 1%
GPA Environmental $ - 0% $ 122,616 36%| $ 4,378 1%| $ - 0%| $ - 0%| $3,450|$ 130,444 9%
HKA $ - 0%|$ 31,042 9%| $ 50,106 6% $ - 0%| $ 1,225 3%| $2,675|% 85,048 6%
lteris $ - 0%|$ 30,186 9%|$ 51,596 6%| $ - 0%] $ - 0% $1,650|% 83,432 6%
Lynn Capouya $ - 0%] $ 4,189 1%]| $ 47,159 6%] $ - 0%] $ - 0%] $3,300|$ 54,648 4%
Total $ 146,247 100%] $ 339,588 100%| $ 814,853 100%| $ 11,563 100%{ $ 42,780 100%] #####4#] $ 1,474,449 100%

ODC =Other direct cost

5/15/2012
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City of Manhattan Beach
Sepulveda Avenue Bridge Widening
Supplemental PA/ED and PS&E
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City of Manhattan Beach
Sepulveda Avenue Bridge Widening
Supplemental PA/ED and PS&E

HDR Inc. Fee Proposal
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

|Diaz Yourman & Associate

fee breakdown

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda B! Bridge Widening
City of Manhattan Beach

PHASE:TPRELIMINARY ENGINEERING |

Labor $70,488.47
Expenses

Otherdirect cost $1,000.00

Geophysics $3,249.00

subsurface investigation $36,369.00

‘W testing and disposal $5,219.00

Geotechnical testing $6,199.00

ISA Database $550.00

‘ield Investigation (ADL) $2,550.00

Lab Testing (ADL) $1,785.00

estos and Lead (paints) $4,638.00
$61,559.00

TOTAL $132,047.47

[PHASE 2:IPIANS]ISPECIFICATIONS; ANDIRER(
Construction Documents (95% PS&E)
Labor $0.00

Expenses

TOTAL $0.00

PHASE 2: BRIDGE PS&E

Labor $0.00
Expenses

TOTAL $0.00
PHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION
Construction Support
Labor $0.00
Expenses

TOTAL $0.00

Revised on June 3, 2011
PHASE 2 PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS;’AND'REPC
[Construction Documents (65% PS&E) |
Labor $31,745.60

Expenses

Other direct cost $100.00

TOTAL $31,845.60

[PHASE 2:1PLANS; SPECIFICATIONS;TAND'REPC

Construction' Documents (Einal PS&E)
Labor $0.00

Expenses

TOTAL $0.00

[PHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATIONT
|Bidding Support |

Labor == $0.00
Expenses

TOTAL $0.00
Soils Testing:
Total Hours:

$163;893.07]

PROJECT TOTAL:

b 6 ol 2o
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Diaz Yourman & Associates HOUALY BREAKDOWN
function

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda Bl Bridge Widening

City of Manhattan Beach Revised on June 3, 2011

omt P’g’:ﬂ’z in Assoclate  Assoclste  Project Engincer | Sonlor Staif | SulfEngincer | TechEdt  Wordpoecssing  TOTAL
V.Nodoswaran | G.Gilbert | 5. P. s. K. Van Eyck L. Diaz €. Pitcher
PHASE 1: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING o4 .
Data Review /Kick off Meeting/Mark Boring /Contact USA | 2 10 12 24
i
i Subsurface Investigation | ! 2 10 78 80 ]
T T - - S
Laboratory Testing 1 1 ! | 2 4 7
5 1 + T
3 Analysis and Reporting - PFR f 8 . 20 30 30 16 2 6 112
e — - T T T .
X Analysls and Regorting - PDGR' 4 12 24 30 10 2 4 86
Meeting and Ce ions | 6 ! i 8 H 14
I T A 1] T T
B Respond to Review C (PFR, PDGR) | 8 L 16 9 3 - 4 42 ]
Initial Site A (ISA) 12 i 36 4 52
N — L = o)
_ _Aerlally Deposited Lead Study _. 8 18 10 36 30 2 2 106 |
— e
| Asb and lead paint Study and reporting | L2 L 1 ‘f_ 12 10 24
TOTAL HOURS 53 i 18 1 88 147 107 116 ] 20 5§57 . _hours
e - A z 27 | fours
| —— _ 2011BATE| _ $219.89 | $16390 | $15277 | $11495 | $107.30  $8212  §12033  $8009 $0.00 -
I T T
2012 RATE| $225.39 | $168.00 | $15659 | $117.82 $109.98 | $8417 | $13256 $91.32 | $70,488.47
H TOTAL FEEI , $11,945.52 | $3,023.96 ]313.779.85 | $17,320.09 :$11,768.13 ; $9,764.07 | $1,060.51 . $1.8£.35 , $70,488.47 labor
1 T T T T T T T
PHA BLA P ATIO AND REPOR J,— W L —L 1 | 1
; oD p ! ; | i ,
— L t 4 o T T -+
Data Review | 4 8 I 12
Analysis and Reporting -- FR 4 34 36 5 4 2 _ & 87
Analysis and Reporting ~ GDR| | 4 186 I 10 L2 6 s8 |
T T T I
i [ ions/Meetings | 10 10 i | ! 20
T 4
Response to Review comments (FR, GOR) 8 Lo B B 2 4 36
H | |
| 4 : <{, L ° .
! TOTAL HOURS 30 0 ! 80 66 15 0 6 16 213 hours
T . — - 215 | fiours 3
| 2013RATE| | §231.02 | §17220 | $160.50 $120.77 $112.73 | $8628  $135.88 $93.60
T T e - e T T
1 : TOTAL FEE! | $6,930.66 $0.00 |$12,B40.32 $7.970.78 | $1,69098 , $0.00 | $815.26 [ $1,497.60 | $31,745.60 I labor
Construction Documents (95% PS&E}) ] L I ]_ ' 4
I T
| i Respond to review | . H ' : ! _ i o ]
L , ; i , — |
TOTAL HOURS| 0 0 o i 0 i o ! o ! o 0 hours |
2013RATE| | $22539 | $168.00 @ $15659 __ $117.82 | $109.98 $84.17 __$13256 $91.32 |
TOTAL FEE| | $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 | $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 |, $0.00 |, $0.00 $0.00 labor
- = T 1E '
I | Construction Documents (Final PS&E) ! | !
——— J—— — _PEML__ —_— _.T_ —— . —m — + [ !
| Plant Removal Plans i ; | : . ; 0
—— —— - T t T —_— + i T
i Planting Plans i 0
i Planting Pians | I | i ° . .
rrigation Removal Plans | | o |
_ . Irrigation Plans . | l - S . o i N
[]
| Landscape Details i ; : : | i 0 il
0 . — T T T X al e T T ]
dard Special Provisi . 0 i
— +— - s —_— —= i .
Opinion of Probable Construction Cost 0
QA/QC Procedures : | L : , : : 0 |
- — T ] T H — 0 T T ] T
i Final PS&E Plan Review Submittal i | : . H H ! [ H
B T i T T =t 7 T  EE—
i Revise Final PS&E Plan Review Submittal ! \ : . H . : ] i
— T T T T
i _Project Develop Team (PDT) Meeting | | 0 i
o TOTAL HOURS] o , o | o 0 0 0 ! ()] | _hours
2012 RATE $225.39 | $168.00 $156.59 $117.82 $109.98  $84.17 $132.56 $91.32
— T T T T T = T T
TOTAL FEE! . $0.00 | $0.00 | $0.00 $0.00 . $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 . $0.00 labor
P BRID P " _ _ B . |
i —_— z = o
1
I — R ——d N S S — - .0
I — 1 ! H L 0 JE—
g t : += g 7 0
. | 0
. - — - R — F .
> °
U S U S I - e 0 i
A - SN Y SO S S S S S N SO
i I _ A ; 0 i
¥ + t T H
TOTAL HOURS, 0 hours
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Diaz Yourman & Associates HOURLY BREAKDOWN
function

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda Bl Bridge Widening
Revised on June 3, 2011

_City of Manhattan Beach
- ”’é'h‘"‘,’;f_ " pssociate Assoclae  Proect Engnear  Serlor Sl StafEnghear - Tech €t Wordwoscssing!  TOTAL
[ V. Nedeswaran | G. Gt s 3 s. ] K. Van Eyck L. Disz C. Picher [
i i H 1 L !
| L o o . ZBJ_Z_ﬁAlgi— i__§_22_53_9 |_$168.00 i $156.59 $117.82 $109.98 $84.17 $13256 | 89132 _ S ____;_ _
], TOTAL FEEi ! $0.00 j $0.00 $0.00 I $0.00 ‘ $0.00 ! $0.00 ‘ $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 | labor |
——— ' —
C.l.2a Respond to Inquirles/Request-for Information (RF), | - — i I ] f S T
cizp Bid Addend| . ot I T T
C.l1.2.c. Pre-Bid Meeting | | | ! . o !
= ; TOTAL HOUFISi | . ‘ | ' : . 4] ! hours
o L_ . 2013 RATEi $231.02 | $17220 $160.50 $120.77 $112.73 ! $86.28 $135.88 $93.60 ;_
3 TOTAL FEE{ $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 . $0.00 : $0.00 i $0.00 $0.00 | labor
| ! ] ] | |
[C.2.1.ai Respond to Inquirles/Request-for Informatlon (RFY) | | ; : : ! ] ! ! 1
C.2.1 .bi Construction ch«zngi('lrderz | I . I ! | ]
Construction Submittals . R .
R Record Plans l : —t | : ___'_ B
: R TOTAL HOURS : 0 o 1 [ 0 0 | P Y e o ) 0 __J__ 0 ‘ hours
_____ 2013RATE| | $231.02 | $17220 | $160.50 $12077 | $11273 | $8628  $13588 | $9360 | + |
TOTAL_FE_E! . __$0.00 . $0.00 | 3000 | $0.00 $0.00 . $000 | $0.00 $0.00 | _$0.00 J labor

FA > <ol 24
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|Galvin Preservation Associates Inc.

fee breakdown

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda Bl Bridge Widening
City of Manhattan Beach

PHASE 1: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

Labor $122,615.92
Expenses
*mileage (allow) $250.00
rinting & plotting (allow) $3,000.00
delivery (allow) $200.00
ss/images/scans (allow)
TOTAL $126,065.92

PHASE 2: PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS; AND REPO
Construction Documents (95% PS&E)
Labor $0.00

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
rinting & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
ss/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00

[PHASE'2: BRIDGE PS&E

Labor $2,119.49

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
winting & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
as/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $2,119.49

PHASE'3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION |

Construction Support
Labor

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
rinting & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
>s/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00

9/13/2011
[PHASE 2: PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS,; AND REPC
[Construction Documents (65% PS&E) _
Labor $2,258.30

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
printing & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
photos/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $2,258.30

[PHASE 2: PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, AND'REPQ
Construction Documents (Final PS&E) = |
Labor $0.00

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
printing & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
photos/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00

'PHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION. |
Bidding Support Y :
Labor $0.00

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
printing & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
photos/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00

Soils Testing:

Total Hours: 1461

PROJECT TOTAL:

$130,443.71

Fdi? a ol 70
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| ) |
|Galvin Preservation Associates Ing HOUALY BREAKDOWN
NEPA and CEQA Services |

L

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda B! Bridge Widening

City of Manhattan Beach 27-May-11

SA PM Richard PM Mariekn AEP Erinn SR Arch. Hist. Arch. Hist.8 AQ Speciatist | SR, Blologist | B!w'l:" Nolse Enginesr Kurt QIS Tech. Lawra; Archesologist TOTAL
Gaivin Lagieiter ONell Curt Duke

i Schrader Peterson AndroaGaviin | LouwsOWeil | KurtLegiwiter | Stan Glowack! | (0700 00

PHASE 1: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING ' | : l ! — 4 e —— e ]

_|Prokect tnitiatiowMeetings a2z

™ T=

Techoical Studicn — 14

Prep. of Adain. Drot AddemduaReraidation

Preg of 1Vl Addendoen/Bty s ulldstion - 4

.
I
-

i Adde ndunve v alidatinn 4

|

o lolaje 2|2 |8
&
®

|~l I o & @

L)
I

[

: TOTAL HOURS| 68 60 | 30 20 108 04 | 42 122 e . &0, 61 1211 hours |
011 RATEl | st1a2a2 | $11854 | s8870 | s12048 | s7578 | $135.00 | $11007 | $5388 $135.00 $7576 | $10000 $0.00
20129ATE§ $14598 | $118.45 $88.87 | $13273 | $7765 | $133.38 | $11282 | $§5521 $138.38 $77.65 | $10250 |$117.553.84
2013 RATE' s1493 | s12244 | sonos | 513805 | 70 | s1183 | 11584 | $5659 $14183 $79.60 | $10508 | $5062.08
| 8994127 $19.13048 , $39818.50 | $2654.55  $8.36663 . $14301.00  $4.738.51 [$6.735.19 _$11.900.25  $4.667.01 $6.25250  $12261692 _labor

TOTAL FEE|

2: PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, AND REPORT]

: ! : ' : i ——r N i
i

Construction Documents (65% PS&E}

Plan Review | 2 ! 16
t

! T

R —

: : tasks i : H

I
___4__________—.Lmt_._g SR SR

_ tasks| | T -

|
! tasks| ! =y
T

O S S S Atasksp | —_————

tasks| ' H

tasks| '

tasks
R sty ———
_._.i____ — .. tasSks -

i . tasks :

tasks;
tasks

tasks .

| TOTAL HOURS| _ 2 16 [}
_ 2013RATE| | $149.63 $122.44
ToTAL FEE] 520926 | $1959.04 | 5000
T 1

] Construction Documents (95% PS&E) S| _]_ — _L

tasks; I — —

- _+_ — - e e ) e - -t + e ] I
= —— _tasks] : —————— e —— J— | L :
N s} i i - |
|

. tasks| = .

4
* |
— — tasks ——— _——— 8]

tasks:

tasks, | ! _. PO E— 0 k|

T
s — — , b — : ; :
tasks| | - L @ SR AR AU N S _o ]
[\]

T |
S st - B A |

“’_s"igig SR } : : : I i

[ _'_‘i"_‘.ll[___@_ B (N R S S R - N JUS (S
tasks; H ‘

+ : y $
Y i ! i
TOTAL HOURS . R R _ R N B . L _hours |
- 4 - —— — L
Rael i
i TOTALFEE. | $0.00 | 8000 . $0.00 $0.00 . $0.00 . ! } . $000 ., $0.00 .  $0.00 | [abor

T T T v T T T T T T T T
Construction Documents (Final PS&E) 13 — s — | e |
| - — SO —— — -

Plant Llstz . '

H Plant Plansf . . ‘ L
Frimtu—. A S

. :
L PlantingPlans) |, L RS S SN WU SV
Plans'

Irrigation Plansg : . 1‘ | : o s . .
Landscape Details; . . . = . -
_Landscape Details; . — —_ —_ ' :

Special F I ! SRS SR S . U S S _

. Opinion of C Cost, : ! ' i .

|
_ - - QA/QC Procedures| |, ) — — —i _ L SIS S
Final PS&E Plan Review - i A
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Galvin Preservation Associates Inc HOURLY BREAKDOWN
NEPA and CEQA Services

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda Bl Bridge Widening

City of Manhattan Beach . 27-May-11
| S| e | amem | | s g g B eemggooue e sz o
Projoct Devalopment Team (PDT) Meeting ; b . S _:_ o |
TOTAL HOURS ' 0 hours
RATE, i [P i
_ TOTALFEE ., $0.00 $000 . $000 . $0.00 . $000 : . $000 . $0.00 . $0.00 . labor
PHASE 2: BRIDGE PSEE ' ' ' i ' '
Pl Raview, 4 ] i
- _ 4 e PO DY) A, - coamibt — -
H
= = ' =i -
[
- 4 _— 7 4 — I L
TOTAL HOURS, 4 ]| 12 ! i 16 | houws
2013 RATE| $153.97 1' $12550 !
TOTALFEE . $61348 | $1.50601 | $0.00 | _$0.00 $0.00 | | $000 | $0.00 | $2,119.49 | fabor
PHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION ' ! ' ' | ' | i '
Bidding Support 1 I
to ing q for| 1 i | |
C.1.2.a, Information (RF1)| : o :
c.1.2] Bid Acdenda| i | b ! { LI
C12c _Pre-Bid Mesting| 1 i oo
TOTAL HOURS| J[ ! | ] ][h [ hours
RATE| ) | + | |
TOTAL FEE| $000 | $000 | $0.00 | $0.00 $0.00 $000 | $0.00 | $0.00 tabor
| o ' i
spond to Ing q for| i | | | ; 1
c21a] information (RFY), 1 I L I - 1 1 1 J—
c211] Construction Change Order | | ! . | !
c22 Construction Submitals| T ] ' | ] 1 l i
|
c23 Becord Pans | | 4 | I . 1 , !
TOTAL HOURS| 0 ! o 0 0 0 | Loso | e | e | hews
i _RATE | J | 1 1 i ‘I 1 | ]
TOTALFEE| . $000 T $0.00 T $000 |, $000 | $000 | | $0.00 ] $0.00 $0.00 | fabor

LBy oof 2o



DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

HKA

fee breakdown

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda Bl Bridge Widening
City of Manhattan Beach

PHASE 1:"PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

Labor ' $31,041.95

Expenses

*mileage (allow) $1,000.00

rinting & plotting (allow) $400.00
delivery (allow) $50.00
Jsfimages/scans (allow) $100.00
lerial Mapping (allow)] $0.00
TOTAL $32,591.95

PHASE 2: PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, AND REP(

\.Construction Documents (95% PS&E) |
Labor $0.00

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
rinting & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
Js/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00

PHASE 2: BRIDGE PS&E

Labor $0.00

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
rinting & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
>sfimages/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00

PHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION
Construction Support

Labor $1,225.03

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
rinting & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
>sfimages/scans (allow)

TOTAL $1,225.03

7/29/2011
[PHASE 2: PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS; AND'REPQ
Construction Documents (65% PS&E)
Labor $50,106.41
Expenses
*mileage (allow) $250.00
printing & plotting (allow) $200.00
delivery (allow) $25.00
photos/images/scans (allow) $50.00
Record of Survey Fee (allow) $600.00
TOTAL $51,231.41

[PHASE 2: PLANS; SPECIFICATIONS, AND REPC
[Construction Documents (Final PS&E)
Labor $0.00

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
printing & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
photos/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00

[PHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION

Bidding Support bect
Labor $0.00

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
printing & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
photos/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00

Total Hours:

PROJECT TOTAL:

$85,048:397




DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

| H KA HOURLY BREAKDOWN
Surveying & Right of Way Mapping

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda BI Bridge Widening

City of Manhattan Beach . . 29-Jul-11
amt. "’g’::”’;: in ‘;'.’:/.fa‘, Proect Surveyor  Party Chlel Chalamen Fosurmy | Cad Delineator TOTAL
.PHASE 1: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING | ‘ : I |
Research Existing Records ; ! 2 | 4 4 6 . 26 A

Prepare Right of Way Map 16 . 40 20 20 . 2 | 108 222

Existing Utllity Research & Survey (B.7.2 i
Underground ulilities will be potholed only if
specifically requested. Potholing is to be
undertaken by the utliity company and palid by the
City of Manhattan Beach. HKA will be on hand
during the potholing to survey the underground |

B utility exposed.) | o N o _
I Aerial Mapping-Optional o ; - o i [ ‘ : 0
|- Project Control | e o | ; 0 L
i _ TOTALHOURS, . 0 8, 4 24 | 20 3 , 106 . 248 hours |
|1 2011 RATE . $233.20 $190.00 $145.75 $150.01 $145.02 $69.96 $107.86 $0.00 |
2012 RATE $194.75 $149.39 $153.76 $148.65 @ $71.71 $110.55 . $31,041.95
T [} - T g N -1 T "
TOTAL FEE . $0.00 $3,505.50 | $6,573.33  $3,690.25 ;$2,972.91 . $2,581.52 !$11,718‘45 ]. $31,041.95 | labor
1 I 1 T 1 1 1
! i — . 3 { § ! [
T T T T i 1 T
_._i__—_— v + ! l T T
_ Dasign Surveys| | 6 | 1 | . | w 8 . 8 o
| Prepare Final Right of Way Map, 4 Legals & Plats | . T 34 | + 20 60 120 |
Prepare Record of Survey 6 34 18 l % 20.25 48 140.25
tasks | 0
| tasks| | ! | ! 0
| 1 i
A T —_— tasks T 4 | 9 |
1
é tasks § ; i - o —_— o 4
I, . tasks| e I N P +_ __]_ ————r———o—— T ]
I _— tasks — i —_ ].__ —_— —l——. ._l_ __T_. U o — e —]
tasks o : 1 0
- i A ! - ‘]——'——T —t R — -T =
! tasks i ! | | i | | 0 |
— I l — T 1 T g T
task: . 0 .
- - e — ' : e e ; i
S tasks - - ; ) i i f 0 L
' tasks' = ! | ' : ! ) i
| _tasks| . 1 ! i g
I _ TOTALHOURS] | 0 18 82 62 | 52, 4825 | 116 37825  hours |
5 2012 RATE $233.20 | $19475 | $149.39 | $15376 | $148.65  $71.71 | $110.55 | $17,142.31 ]
2013 RATE $239.03 $199.62 $153.13 $157.60 | $152.36 $7350 | $113.32 $32,964.11 |
| I— ——— _ Y | ¥ 94,904,317 .
i TOTAL FEE! | $0.00 | $3,563.93  $12,504.26 ,$9,594.64 | $7,789.02  $3,532.12  $13,122.45  $50,106.41 | labor
o T I 1 1 T
Construction Documents (95% PS&E) i I, 4'
(e 1 t e - - - AR — T — 1 T
{ tasks | ; : i ! 0
v o i H T i H T T ] =
; tasks ! ! | : ! | 0 B
T T . H ! H ]
| wwe,__ — A T —
[ _ tasks| — i N T R
tasks . o 0
» 9978 — — 2 -
L tasks: - - 0 i
tasks! _ 0
. tasks 4 L [}
tasks : ! ' . [
- s —— T e — — —— ———— ——— — ]
tasks! | | ! ; ! ! i 0
H i H T 1] T T T —— —
tasks 0
— ———— - ; R H . _ I ECERRS.|
_ tasks \ | | ! 0 e
tasks ! H 0
e e — : ; —_—— ; ; —_— —_—— —
tasks| . | R . H { 0
TOTALHOURS| | ! | | : ; , 0 hours
T H T T T T 2 o
2012 RATE| | : . : ; : il
TOTAL FEE . $0.00 , $000 |, $0.00 ., $0.00 |, $0.00 , $0.00 $0.00 . $0.00 labor
i H 1 ) ] H H 1
- £ DU B .- - —e—te - — L. 4
Pilant List!




DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

H KA HOURLY BREAKDOWN
Surveying & Right of Way Mapping
HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda B! Bridge Widening

City of Manhattan Beach 29-Jul-11
I T T T 1 I
amt. | P”C”::’:; :’" ! ‘Z':/:;:’ Project Surveyor  Party Chief Chainmsan T::::Igm Cad Delineator TOTAL ,
= : ; ' . : : 4 . |
. [Plant Removal Plans | . o
_Planting Plans . - 0
Irrig Removal Plans | ; | . | 0 j
e — + : + - T R T —1 { —]
: Irrigation Plans . . . | 0
v i 0 T T T
Landscape Details . | i ! 0 |
Tremrs : . t i ]
Standard Special Provisi . . . H | ) 0
e y LA — [ ! T v H T I
Opinlon of Probable Construction Cost | . \ 0
I3 ; I ; — ! H I
_ QA/QC Procedures| . . ; . ©
: + t : : -
| Final PS&E Plan Review Submittal . ! : ; 0 |
S— - L ' .
. Revise Final PS&E Plan Review Submma/! | ! | 0
I T 5 T i T
|_Project Development Team (PDT) Meeting | ! . . _l_ . | _ ) )
TOTALHOURS| | I . 4+ 0 hours |
i t
! 2012 RATE| l . i
i TOTAL FEEE $0.00 , $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 . $000 . $0.00 ., $0.00 $0.00 | labor
O T [ L H 1 T
PHASE 2: BRIDGE PS&E L ! I
— — — — bt e . _9___..1_ I
- = — i S P -0 o —
0
H — — — — — [P S A R R &
T
N — : _.1[_...__ + bo— _
| !
S S —— i SRS N . ———— e D
I H . 0
H e - ; J . SR SO, ; '
. 0
e et ; - =0
: : H H _t, . . 0 i
- + T T Ra— T T T ]
| ToTAL HOURS| I L 0| hous
2012 RAT! H i
[ /= + . . 4 _i. _[_
TOTAL FEE| | $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 . $0.00 , $0.00 : $000 | $000 i $0.00 | labor
T g T T T 1 |
|
f T | ; 1
Respond to Inquiries/Request-for T | i i
Information (RF) i | 0 |
- . 1 ‘ - —L 7
.1.2.b Bid Addenda 0
c120 - ; I — b L
C.1.2.c Pre-Bid Meeting _L | ! 0
=220 ; — - e L ]
! TOTAL HOURS| | ! H : ! 0 hours
T : i ———d— . JJOUFS
2013 RATE |
L —— _— . —_——— —t T x _L._____—'. —
| TOTAL FEE . $0.00 |, $0.00 | $0.00 $0.00 | $000 | $0.00 . $0.00 . $0.00 | labor
B Co o ppo i i |
i Respond to Inqulri lequest-for i 1 i ! g t
c.2.1.al Information (RFI) i ! o i | 1
T e T T T T = 0 =
C.2.1.b| Construction Change Order | 1 L 1 !
jheeg- = - ———— _————t fo——
C2.2 Construction Submittals | . T 1
c23 Record Plans| b |
. TOTAL HOURS i o 4] ! 0 0 i 0 0 ; [} . 0o hours
H H b M
: 2013 RATE | 815313 !
, TOTAL FEE $0.00 | $0.00 , $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 $0.00 . $0.00 . $0.00 , labor

adn o 0,# 20



DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

ITERIS

fee breakdown

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda Bl Bridge Widening
City of Manhattan Beach

PHASE 1: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

Labor $30,186.13
Expenses
*mileage (allow) $300.00
rinting & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
ys/images/scans (allow)
Traffic Count $1,050.00
TOTAL $31,536.13

[PHASE 2: PLANS; SPECIFICATIONS; AND_R_'E'P'('_

Construction Documents (95% PS&E) |
Labor $15,957.80

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
winting & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
>s/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $15,957.80

[PHASE 2: BRIDGE PS&E

Labor

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
rrinting & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
Js/fimages/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00

IPHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION

Construction Support
Labor $0.00

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
rinting & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
ssfimages/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00

5/27/2011

PHASE 2: PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS; AND REPQ
\Construction Documents (65% PS&E) |
Labor $16,282.17

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
printing & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
photos/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $16,282.17

[PHASE 2: PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS;/AND REPQ

[Construction Documents (Final PS&E)

Labor $19,355.58
Expenses
*mileage (allow) $300.00
printing & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
photos/images/scans (allow)
TOTAL $19,655.58

[PHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION' |
Bidding Support

Labor T T $0.0

Expenses
*mileage (allow)
printing & plotting (allow)
delivery (allow)
photos/images/scans (allow)

TOTAL $0.00
Total Hours:
PROJECT TOTAL: $83,431.67
408 s~ af 7D



DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

| T E R I S HOURLY BREAKDOWN

function

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda Bl Bridge Widening

Clty of Manhattan Beach 27-May-11
- - .
amt. ’Z,f’;f;‘f;:,’; sé;.‘,’;,‘.""‘;' Project Eng TOTAL
H . 1 ] H
PHASE 1: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING Abi Shaumik Rajat _ Afrina L o
Preliminary Traffic Analy 'y 50 96 24 ! |
. i : I
O S, Preliminary TMP 12 2 20 8 _j____ .
- - — - -~ !
et —— ——t e — —_——— 5 =
‘ |
B . R N SR 4
| - TOTAL HOURS 26 62 116 32 0 o ., 0 236 . hours
| o N 2011 RATE. $208.88 | $145.66 $105.66 $85.36 $120.74 o $0.00 .
________ | $214.10 | $149.30 $108.30 $87.49 $123.76 ! $30,186.13 4
!ss.see.es | $9,256.69  $12,562.97 .  $2,799.81 $0.00 $0.00  $0.00 $30,186.13 fabor
Abi doe | Fernando Afrina _Fernando
[ 1
I —— _Signing and Striping- _'r _3 14 14 | 32 —u
i SignalDesIgni L8 — o , 40 ]
T™P 4 4 4 12
I N, —— il Ly _l_ l_ — - — 2 S A 1= |
StreetLighting | 4 | .16 ! 16 | 36
[ ; i ; L . S 36 i
. H _ _'isis_i__m_l . B S S R S - i
tasks| | i 0
tasks | | 0
asks | - + 0
i P— tasks| | ! i o 4
i tasks f . i L | ; 0
e r—— - h ! ] T T v i '_ - -
IR pasks | ool —=— TR 0 !
task: ! 0
o - sksf r R i — + ” o
tasks | ]
EEEEE 19 ] _+._._ ——  I— 4__ - — S 9 -+ i
tasks | ' 9
B T —— tasks; L | - I 0 .
| S _ tasksi ! ! o _
I
A _ TOTAL Houggi 20 0 50 0 | 50 0 0 120 . hours
2013 RATE! $21945  $153.03 $111.01 | $89.68 $126.85 |
TOTAL FEE| | $4,389.09  $0.00 | $5550.45 | $0.00 | $6,342.62 $0.00 | $0.00 , $16,28217 , labor
T T T T T z T
i | Construction Documents (35% PS&E) . ! _Abi Joe Fernando | Afrina Fernando !
Signing and Striping-, | 4 | 15 . 15 : 34
- - ; . ; |
Signal Design' 8 16 | 16 i i 40
| — — L I : T . i
TMP 4 4 4 12
— e =t — e e e
I __ __ StreetLighting 4 _ 12 S 4 12 =B
R tasks | B 0
| fasks: | 9 H
_ tasks: S S O S N ! —_— -~ o
i tasks | | | | T ; 0 |
H T T T t H 0 6 } —
' i
- ——— —'ZSks‘-—-i— b e e — i : L
: tasks ! ! , H H 0 i
S e N NS } ; : - : R 9 S
- ——— e ——— 'aSksi R B e A.'_ .2. ——— B
L, .ESk_sﬁ + — - 0
— _tasks! _ - _ - — — 0
= tasks: — — 8
TOTAL HOURS 20 0 a7 0 L& 114 hours
2013RATE, | $224.94 | $156.86 $113.78 $91.92 $130.02
— - 91,8 180.02 . ]
| TOTAL FEE | $4,498.82 . $0.00 $5,347.86 $0.00 $6,111.12 $0.00 . $0.00 $15,957.80 labor
Construction Documents (Final PS&E) { H ! ! .
e — e e e e S e T e "'i"_‘ — e T e e -
Signing and Striping- 4 A 15 = H 15 ol I
e _Signal Design 8 16 18 40 g
_ Final TMP _ 4 4 - 4

12
el n /6 oL 20



ITERIS

| function

Sepulveda Bl Bridge Widening

DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

HDR Engineering, Inc.

HOQURLY BREAKDOWN

City of Manhattan Beach 27-May-11
amt. ;’:’.::,’,%z sé":;:ﬁ f Project Engineer TOTAL
Street Lighting . 4 24 24 52
0
0
I — B o
1 0 Tre———Y
— . ; . 0
- L R ! 0
] i T
_ o 0
I 0
TOTAL HOURS 20 0 59 0 59 138 _hours
) 2013 RATE, | $230.56 $160.78 $116.63 $94.22 $13327
TOTAL FEE . $4,611.29 $0.00 | $6,881.10 $0.00 $7,863.19 $0.00 $0.00 . $19,355.58 | labor
" + ; }
PHASE 2: BRIDGE PS&E R S S __ _ . I |
i 1. SN, P — — e 4 e e e ..o_ p—
1 H H H
. s I 0 — ]
0
i — o I E
- ! e 0 |
; R ! —— : —e S -0 v
I S B — Y ISR S SR
I SRS S SN SO S N I T
—— TOTAL HOURS, I N b O hours
RATE| [
TOTAL FEE! . $0.00 | $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 $0.00 . labor
T T T T ' T
PHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION _ —— L o 1
| Bidding Support H— d i i |
Respond to Inquirles/Request-for i i !
C.1.2.ai Information (RFI) 0
a_ i - —
C.1.2b) Bid Addenda o |
C.12.c _Pre-Bid Meeting| °
N TOTAL HOURS, i 0 0 0 o o e o 0 . hours |
| 2013 RATE $236.33 $164.80 $119.54 $96.58 $136.61 ) -
TOTAL FEE $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 . labor
T i T
0 on Suppo |
Respond to Inquiries/Request-for| | 3 T T - 7
C.2.1.a, Information (RFl); 1} 1 {_ . =
C.2.1.b' Construction Change Orderl S | | .. i - I _T i
C.2.2 Construction Submittals | it Lomt | o 3 |
c23 ., = Record Plans ' i i ! 1
TOTAL HOURS' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 hours
2013 rate: $236.33 $164.80 $119.54 $96.58 $136.61 ! $0.00
JRE S rate L EEEES) . —— —
- 2014 rate, $242.24 = 5$168.92 §122.53 _$98.99 $140.02 _l $0.00 .
TOTAL FEE! $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 labor
o4 n 1 a IA



DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS | | E

17992 Mitchell South, Suite 110, Irvine, CA 92614 p: 949.756.0150  ( 949.756.1635  design@lcapouya.com
fee breakdown

HDR Engineering, Inc.

Sepulveda Bl Bridge Widening
City of Manhattan Beach

PHASE 1: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

5/17/2011

[PHASE 2: PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, AND/REPQ
‘Construction Documents (65% PS&E)

Labor ) " $4,189.43 Labor $19,793.34
Expenses Expenses
*mileage (allow) $100.00 *mileage (allow) $100.00
rinting & plotting (allow) $200.00 printing & plotting (allow) $200.00
delivery (allow) $0.00 delivery (allow) $0.00
ss/images/scans (allow) $400.00 photos/images/scans (allow) $0.00
TOTAL $4,889.43 TOTAL $20,093.34

[PHASE 2:" PLANS; SPECIFICATIONS; AND REP(
[Construction Documents (95% PS&E)

IPHASE 2: PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS;’AND REPC

IConstruction' Documents (Final PS&E)

Labor $12,060.52 Labor $5,561.95
Expenses Expenses

*mileage (allow) $100.00 *mileage (allow) $100.00

inting & plotting (allow) $200.00 printing & plotting (allow) $100.00

delivery (allow) $0.00 delivery (allow) $0.00

>sfimages/scans (allow) $0.00 photos/images/scans (allow) $0.00

TOTAL $12,360.52 TOTAL $5,761.95

IPHASE 2: BRIDGE'PS&E

[PHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION'ADMINISTRATION

[Bidding Support

Labor $9,742.99 Labor $0.00
Expenses Expenses
*mileage (allow) $200.00 *mileage (allow) $0.00
rinting & plotting (allow) $200.00 printing & plotting (allow) $0.00
delivery (allow) $0.00 delivery (allow) $0.00
ssfimages/scans (allow) $400.00 photos/images/scans (aliow) $0.00
TOTAL $10,542.99 TOTAL $0.00
PHASE 3: CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION
Construction Support
Labor $0.00
Expenses
*mileage (allow) $0.00
rinting & plotting (allow) $0.00 Soils Testing: $1,000.00
delivery (allow) $0.00
ss/images/scans (allow) $0.00 Total Hours: 746

TOTAL $0.00

PROJECT TOTAL:

$54,648.24



Lvnn Capouya, Inc.

DocuSign Envelope ID: 6E2799CE-BA5D-4A84-98DF-52B835FCDD37

Hol BREAKDO
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS
HDR Engineering, Inc.
Sepulveda Bl Bridge Widening
City qf Manhattan Beach : . . 17-May-11
Principal in
PHASE 1: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING | - - i________..:_.__. ' i
6.1 Information Research| _ 5 . 15 e
A62 | ____ Agency Standards' 5 SR N (S S 15 .
nes Visual Impact Assossment (VIA), | _ R j
A6.4 Conceptusl Design Exhibits 1 J o
A.6.5  Project Development Team (PDT) Meeting| 1 . 5 ' 5 :
‘ TOTALHOURS: 0 15 0 20 , o0 oo 35 1! hours
2012 RATE 4]_5256.12 4L 5142'71__r, $113.07__r_ $102.44 $80.48 $80.48 ! $60.89 :
{ TOTAL FEE! ; $0.00 .$2.140.66 ; $0.00 $2,048.77 $0.00 $0.00 : $0.00 : $4,189.43 i labor
PHA PLA P ATIO AND REPOR : : ; ! . —
| B on Do — Lo ! e ]
1.a.01 - Site Plan Data 5 i 10 10 25
1.a.02 : oz Draft Plant List| 1 | 1 10 , 11 ]
1008 DraftPlant-Removal-Plans| 2 0 0 : o ]
1.a.04 Draft Planting Plans| 2 5 10 24 39
1205 | Draft-isrigation-R HRians| 2 0 0 = N 0 H
1a06 | DraftirrigationPlans| 2 | 5 | 10 2 i 39
1.2.07 Draft Landscape Detaits| 1 | 2, 1 12
1:9.08 | Draft Standard Special Provisk 5 0o 10 it 2 )
1.a.09 )raft Opinion of Probable Construction Cost 2 2 e | 5 e 9 E
1.a.10 Coordinate Utility Infor 2 2 4
1.a.11 Coordinate lIrrig Cr 2 ' 2 1 4 1. |
1.2.12 Draft QA/QC Procedures 2 2 2 | | s ]
1.a.13 Draft PS&E (65%) Plan Review Submittal i 1 , 2 | { 3
Revise Draft PS&E (65%) Plan Review T T T - i
1a.14 Submittal 2 : 2 10 “_ ]
1.a.15 | Project Develo; t Team (PDT) Meeting| 1 5 i i s - § 5 i .
. Totawoussl | o | 2z | s s | s | e | o | 1 hows
I __2013RATE| 26252  $146.28 | s11589 . $105.00 _r  $8250 | $8250 | $62.41 i
TOTAL FEE $0.00 E$3.949.52 | $3,476.83 $4,199.98 | $3,134.81 , $5,032.20 | $0.00 I$19,793.34 , labor
i 0 on Do 95% PS& | + _} E
1.6.01 PlantList] 1| ooz 5 7
1602 Plant RemovalPlans| 2 0 o ° 0
1.6.08 | Planting Plans| 2 | I o e W s S i - 23 |
1.6.04 igation-RemovalPians| 2 L o o | —_— 0y
1.6.05 L Irrigation Plans| 2 | | +_ 5 18 [ S - 1 o
1606 _ ] Landscape Detais| 1 ! 2 | A A N
1607, Standard Special Pr I 5 5 5 . ] _'__ s |
1.b.08 | Opinion of Probable Construction Cost | ! 2 . 2 : ; 5 | i 9 l
1.b.09 Coordinate Utility Information’ | T 2 j 2 ' - e |
1.b.10 Coordinate Irrigation Crossovers i | , 2 | : 2 ‘ j 4 |
1.b.11 | . QA/Qc Procedures‘ . ____: 2 | 2 2 - i 8 _
1.b.12 | PS&E (95%) Pian Review Submittal S 1 . 2 = 3 _
1.b.13 | Revise PS&E (95%) Plan Review Submittal| 2 2 10 14
1.b.14 | Project Development Team (PDT) Meeting| I - 5 .
| TOT AI_._HQEI}§! 0 i 16 20 21 25 H 38 0 120 hours |
[ _ M__ lS262.52 $146.28 i $115.89 . $105.00 $82.50 ! $82.50 $62.41 ]
J TAL FE! . $0.00 . $2,340.46 = $2,317.89 ; $2,204.99 : $2,062.38 , $3,134.81 $0.00 | $12,060.52 | labor
i _ | i ]
1.c.01 Plant List% 1 : i 2 L 2 i 4
1.¢.02 RIant—Remml—ﬁlans! 2 ; i 0 ! 0 l : 0 i I 0 _ 1 o
[1.¢.03 | - Planting Plans| 2 | 1 2 i i 4 7 i
1.c.04 ierigation-RemovaiPlons’ 2 . 0 o | L o | | L0
1.6.05 | Irrigation Pians| 2 J . 1 r 2 '___ 4 ! . | , 7 _:"_
ST o, I¥s}
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Lvnn Capouya, Inc.

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS

Sepulveda B! Bridge Widening

HDR Engineering, Inc.

HOURLY BREAKDOWN

City of Manhattan Beach i . : 17I-May-11
et g B ot pomn " ST o
! | Capouys _
1.¢.06 | Landscape Details: 1 | 2 : 2 4 ,
1.c.07 Standard Special Provisions | 1 ' 2 | 2 | 5 | ]
1.¢.08 ‘ Opinion of Probable C uction Cost | l 1 . 1 ! 2 \ 4
1.0.09 QA/QC Procedures. | o2 x 2 s
1.c.10 Final PS&E Plan Review Submittal ! ‘ ‘ 1 2 ) '
1.¢.11 Revise Final Ps_&E Plan Review SubTiﬂal I ] 2 ‘ 2 L 5 9 :
1.c.12 Project Develoy Team (PDT) Meeting! 1 | 5 : i 5 |
1. TOTALHOURS!  © e s 14 8 s o 53 i hours
i 2013 RATE!  $262.52 = $14628 | $115.89 $10500 | $82.50 $8250 | $62.41 | 5
TOTAL FEEI . $0.00 | $1,316.51 $1,043.05 . $1,469.99 | $494.97 $1,237.43 . $0.00 | $5,561.95 | labor
.1 Conceptual Design Exhibits | 1 4 8 12 i 25
B.10.2. Preliminary Ci uction Details! 4 1 4 8 12 _;__ 25 —
B.10.3 Review of Preiiminary Construction Details ! 4 4 .8 o
B.10.4 65% Structures Submittal ‘ o 2 : | 2 |
8.10.5 ; 65% Structures Review C. 4 4 4 i B S
ﬂ)i‘_ _ 95% Structures Submitial 2 | 2 -l =
B.10.7, 95%Stru Review C | 4 4 4 | 2
B.10.8i Project De P Team (PDT) Meeting. 2 2 : | 2 __{ i ]
| i TOTAL HOURS i 2 22 [ 32 32 0 0 88 hours
| ; 2013 RATE| :Tszsz 52 | $14628 | $11589 $105.00 | $82.50 $62.50  $62.41 i 1
! _ TOTAL FEi _ $526.04 . $3,218.13 $0.00 |, $3,359.98 | $2,639.84 | $0.00 | $0.00 _ $9,742.99 labor
PHASE 3_:.CONéTRUC_TIO_N_AL_)MINISTHATION ! + | | i ' ! : ]
' ' . ]L ’ I -1
Respond to Inquiries/Request-for i |
Information (RF) ’ . 0 . )
c.1.2.ci E’i.Ad""-"t"a.. ; ; ! L— . _5_ !
__._.__.g'_ Pre-Bid Meeting| ]l P 4 ]
| TOTALHOURS| | -0 0 O 0 0 0 o 0 | hours
i o _ 2013RATE|  $269.08 | $14994  $118.79 $107.62 $84.56 $8456 | 36397 fr ! i
! : TOTALFEE, | $0.00 $0.00  $0.00 $000 | $000 | $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 | fabor
Construction Support i | : 4 | N i_ - ; , I
! Respond to Inquiries/Request-for | i i
L information (RFT)| | N I
c2.1.b§ Construction Change Order| _L_ _ | gl L e Bl
C.2.2. I Construction Submittals ‘ I
C.23 . Record Plans | | Y i
TOTAL HOURS| o ! o 0 0 0 0 .
2013 RATE! $269.08 | $149.94 $118,79 $107.62 $84.56 $84.56 $63.97 $0.00 |
2014 RATE; $275.81 = $153.68 $121.76 | §110.32 $86.67 $86.67 $65.57 $0.00
| TOTALFEE|  , $0.00 $0.00 . $0.00 $0.00 . $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 labor
m.J/S D -  a / A
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EXHIBIT C
TIME OF PERFORMANCE

City and Consultant shall prepare and agree to the time of performance for the tasks and
services described in Exhibit A.

12100.0001/1422028.4

20



SEPULVEDA BOULEVARD BRIDGE WIDENING PROJECT
PHASE 1,2, and 3
D ] P '|Task Name U Duraion |  Stat |  Finish  |Predecessors [t 1,201 [Qlr 2. 201 1O 3. 201 [Qr 4, 201 [t 1,201]Qur 2,201 [Qir 3,201 [Qtr 4, 201 [Qtr 1, 201
S _f.! n| e MarApr| a JunlJul| u _e_p_ctl_ e Jan| e MarApr] a Junldul| u_ e Octl 0 e Jan{ e Mar |
1 7@ Nouce to Proceed (NTP) Odays Mon 6/18/12 Mon 6/18/12
2 | PROJECT MANAGEMENT & COORDINATION 366 days Mon6/1812  Mon 111113 ¥ =]
3 Project Kick Off Mesting 0 days Fri 6/22112 Fri 6/22/12 1FS45 days S
4 K} Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 350days Tue7/1012  Mon 11/1113 : I I I1T 1117111 T1TIT1TT1TT1T1I
5 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 1 1day  Tue7/10/12 Tue 7/10/12 1FS+16 days
6 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 2 1day Thu 8/9/12 Thu 8/9/12 5FS+21 days T
7 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 3 1day Mon9/10/12  Mon 9/10/12 6FS+21 days ‘_-'—~_
I 8 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 4 tday Tue10/9/12  Tue 10/9/12'7FS+20 days ) S5
CH Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 5 1day Fri11/9n2 Fri 11/9/12 8FS+22 days Y
| 10 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 6 1day Mon 1211012  Mon 12/10/12 9FS+20 days T—
1 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 7 1day  Wed 1/9/13 Wed 1/9/13 10FS+21 days : 1:—:
12 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 8 tday Mon2/1143  Mon2/11/13 11FS+22 days -
B Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 9 1day Mon3/1113  Mon3/11/13'12FS+19 days Yv——_
14 | Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 10 1day  Thud/11/13 Thu 4/11/13 13FS+22 days &5
15 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 11 1day Mon5/13/t3  Mon 5/13/13 14FS+21 days T
16 | Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 12 1day Mon6/10/13  Mon 6/10/13'15FS+19 days ¥
17 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 13 1day Wed7/10/13  Wed 7/10/13 16FS+21 days b, 48
18 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates 14 1 day Fri 8/9113 Fri 8/9/13 17FS+21 days =
19 Monthly Progress Reports and Schedule Updates <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>