
 MEMORANDUM         
 

   
   
 

TO: SLDMWA Water Resources Committee and Board of Directors, Alternates 

FROM: Pablo Arroyave, Chief Operating Officer 

DATE: May 11, 2020 

RE: Execution of Agreements and Expenditures Relating to B.F. Sisk Dam Raise 
Project; Ratification and Adoption of Single Source Justification and Ratification 
of and Authorization to Execute Professional Services Agreement and Current 
and Future Task Orders with Gray-Bowen-Scott for B.F. Sisk Dam Raise Project 
Support, related expenditures 

   

BACKGROUND   

The San Luis & Delta-Mendota Water Authority (“Water Authority”) by Resolution No. 2019-

451 authorized the execution of a contract with CDM Smith to prepare a Feasibility Report 

and Environmental Impact Statement/ Environmental Impact Report (“EIS/EIR”) to evaluate 

alternatives to raise B.F. Sisk Dam and expand storage capacity in San Luis Reservoir to provide 

additional water supply storage benefits for Water Authority members (“Project”).  The total 

cost of the CDM contract was $2,416,601 spread over four (4) Fiscal Years based on the following 

schedule: 

 

FY 20- $   410,000 (Approved) 

FY 21- $1,254,117 (Request) 

FY 22- $   694,378 

FY 23- $     58,106 

Total - $2,416,601 

 

In addition, in November, 2019 the Board authorized the execution of a Contributed Funds 

Agreement (CFA) with the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) and authorized an amount of 

$50,000 to cover costs for Reclamation’s participation in Project.  In order to complete the 

Project, continued assistance from Reclamation is necessary in the current fiscal year (FY21).  The 

estimated cost for the work required is shown below: 

 

- NEPA Support/EIS Review and Section 7 Consultation/Biological Opinion- $105,160 

- Cultural Resources Compliance - $77,500 

- Design, [Cost] Estimating, and Construction (DEC) Review- $96,402 
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Total - $279,062 

Lastly, the various alternatives being explored for the Project will impact Highway 152, which will 

require modification to the embankment along Highway 152 and issuance of a permit by the 

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans).  Given that time is of the essence for 

completing review of the proposed Project, the Water Authority needed to expeditiously 

coordinate with Caltrans on proposed modifications to the embankment along Highway 152.  

The Water Authority team concluded that retaining a consultant with experience with the 

Caltrans project development process and with direct contacts to the Caltrans policy team was 

necessary to expedite coordination.  Water Authority staff concluded, based on the facts 

summarized in Attachment 1 to the resolution pertaining to the Gray-Bowen-Scott agreement, 

that Gray-Bowen-Scott (GBS) was uniquely qualified to provide the required consulting services 

regarding obtaining a permit from Caltrans.  Therefore, the Water Authority entered into a 

Professional Services Agreement on February 3, 2020 for $10,000 with GBS utilizing funds from 

the FY20 Leg Ops budget to assess the Project needs and formulate an approach to work with 

Caltrans to timely obtain necessary permits.  On March 2, 2020, the Authority executed s second 

task order for $89,960, utilizing funds in FY 21 Leg Ops budget, to authorize additional 

professional services to implement the strategy developed during Phase 1 to navigate Caltrans 

Project Approval Environmental Documentation Phase for the proposed modification to 

Highway 152.   

Because the 2009 Purchasing Policy, which was in effect on both February 3, and March 2, 2020, 

required a single source justification to be adopted by the Board under the circumstances 

described above, the adoption of the single source justification and the execution of the GBS 

agreement and task orders require ratification by the Board. 

 
ISSUES FOR DECISION 
 
1. Whether the Water Resources Committee should recommend, and the Board of Directors 

should authorize execution of the following agreements and expenditures relating to the 
B.F. Sisk Dam Raise Project: 

 
a. Contributed Funds Agreement with U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Expenditure of up 

to $279,062 from FY21 Leg Ops Budget  
b. Professional Services Agreement with CDM Smith, Expenditure of up to 

$1,254,117 from FY20 and FY21 Leg Ops Budget 
 
2. Whether the Water Resources Committee should recommend, and the Board of Directors 

should adopt, a Resolution Ratifying and Adopting Single Source Justification and 
Ratifying and Authorizing Execution of Professional Services Agreement and Current and 
Future Task Orders with Gray-Bowen-Scott for B.F. Sisk Dam Raise Project Support, and 
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expenditures of $10,000 from FY20 Leg Ops Budget and up to $89,960 from FY21 Leg Ops 
Budget. 

 

OPTIONS AND RECOMMENDATION 
 

We recommend the Water Resources Committee recommend and the Board of Directors take 
the actions relating to (1) execution and/or ratification of agreements with the U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation, CDM Smith, and Gray-Bowen Scott (including adoption of single source 
justification), and (2) the associated expenditures of (a) $1,500,000 ($279,062, $1,130,978, and 
$89,960, respectively) from the FY21 Leg Ops Budget and (b) $133,139 ($123,139 for CDM, 
$10,000 for GBS) the FY20 Leg Ops Budget. 
 

ANALYSIS 
 
A total request for approval of funds from the remaining funds available from FY 20 and FY 21 
Leg Ops budget for the agreements with CDM Smith, Reclamation and GBS is outlined on the 
attached B.F. Sisk –Funding worksheet.  As FY 20 is not yet closed, there is the opportunity to 
expend the FY 20 Leg Ops water storage studies remaining funds of $123,139 with the $1.5M in 
FY21 Leg Ops water storage studies to fund the total need of $1,623,139. 

 
IMPLICATIONS 
 
Approval of the $1,623,139 will exhaust the FY 20 and FY 21 Leg Ops budget for water storage 
studies.  

 
BUDGET 
 
The required funds are included in the FY 20 and FY 21 Leg Ops budget for water storage studies. 
 
 



San Luis & Delta-Mendota Water Authority
WRC 5/11/20 & BOD 5/14/20

A B C (C=A-B)

Water Storage Studies 

B. F. Sisk

BOD Approved 

Funding
Commitments

Amount Remaining/ 

Uncommitted
Notes

$25,000 $25,000 $0 

1 BOR – Sisk CFA $25,000 Paid 2/27/19

A B C (C=A-B)

Water Storage Studies 

B. F. Sisk

BOD Approved 

Funding
Commitments

Amount Remaining/ 

Uncommitted
Notes

$620,000 $496,861 $123,139 

2 BOR – Sisk CFA $50,000 
BOD approved 11/7/19; 

Paid 2/13/20

3 CDM – Sisk PM $410,000 Services thru 4/25/20

4 MBK – Sisk  Modeling $26,861 2 Task Orders committed

5
Gray, Bowen, Scott Consulting- 

Sisk-CalTrans
$10,000 

1 of 2 Task Orders 

committed

A B C (C=A-B)

Direct Funding /       

Water Storage Studies 

BOD Approved 

Funding

Proposed 

Commitments

Amount Remaining/ 

Uncommitted 
Notes

$1,500,000 $1,623,139 ($123,139)

6 BOR – Sisk CFA $279,062 

7 CDM – Sisk PM $1,254,117 
Original total scope of work 

for CDM is $2.4Mil

8
Gray, Bowen, Scott Consulting- 

Sisk-CalTrans
$89,960 

2 of 2 Task Orders 

committed

$0FY19 To FY21 Amount Remaining

B.F. Sisk - Funding / Commitments FY19

Direct Funding / Water Storage Studies FY21 

B.F. Sisk - Funding / Commitments FY20

N:\dneves\Technical Budgets\B.F. Sisk Dam Raise v3



SAN LUIS & DELTA-MENDOTA WATER AUTHORITY 

RESOLUTION NO. 2020-__ 

RESOLUTION RATIFYING AND ADOPTING SINGLE SOURCE JUSTIFICATION 

AND RATIFYING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF PROFESSIONAL 

SERVICES AGREEMENT AND CURRENT AND FUTURE TASK ORDERS WITH 

GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT FOR B.F. SISK DAM RAISE PROJECT SUPPORT 

 

WHEREAS, the San Luis & Delta-Mendota Water Authority (“Water Authority”) 

retained CDM Smith to prepare a Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement/ 

Environmental Impact Report (“EIS/EIR”) to evaluate alternatives to raise B.F. Sisk Dam and 

expand storage capacity in San Luis Reservoir to provide additional water supply storage benefits 

for Water Authority members (“Project”); 

WHEREAS, various alternatives CDM Smith is exploring would impact Highway 152, 

requiring modifications to the embankment along Highway 152 and issuance of a permit by the 

California Department of Transportation (“Caltrans”); 

WHEREAS  ̧ given that time is of the essence for completing review of the proposed 

Project and in light of potential impacts of the Project on Highway 152, the Water Authority needs 

to expeditiously coordinate with Caltrans on proposed modifications to the embankment along 

Highway 152;  

WHEREAS, the Water Authority team concluded that retaining a consultant with 

experience with the Caltrans development process and with direct contacts to the Caltrans policy 

team was necessary to expedite coordination; 

WHEREAS, after investigating potential consultants, Water Authority staff concluded, 

based on facts as summarized in Attachment 1, that GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT is uniquely qualified 

to provide the required consulting services regarding obtaining a permit from Caltrans because 

1) they are a recognized leader in transportation consulting services, 2) they are experienced in 

successfully obtaining Caltrans permits for highway projects needed on an expedited timeline, and 

3) they have a strong and close working relationships with Caltrans, as well as the California 

Transportation Commission, and the Federal Highway Administration; 

WHEREAS, Water Authority staff concluded that GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT possesses the 

knowledge and experience, and has demonstrated competence in professional services, to assist in 

coordinating with Caltrans and to provide the information needed to enable the approval and 

permits for the Highway 152 embankment modification associated with the proposed Project; 

WHEREAS, given the urgency of the need to support the CDM Smith contract analysis, 

the Water Authority Executive Director executed a Professional Services Agreement (Attachment 

2) and the Water Authority Chief Operating Officer executed the first Task Order (Attachment 3) 

with GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT on February 3, 2020 for ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00), utilizing 

funds in the FY20 Leg Ops budget, for Project professional services, to assess the Project needs 

and formulate an approach to work with Caltrans to timely obtain necessary permits; 

WHEREAS, on March 2, 2020, the Water Authority Chief Operating Officer executed a 

second Task Order (Attachment 4) for eighty-nine thousand nine hundred and sixty dollars 

($89,960), utilizing funds in the FY21 Leg Ops budget, to authorize additional professional 

services to implement the strategy developed during Phase I to navigate CalTrans’ Project 



Approval Environmental Document phase for proposed modifications to Highway 152; 

WHEREAS, Article III of Resolution 2009-317 (“Resolution”), which was in effect on 

both February 3 and March 2, 2020, requires that a single source justification be adopted by the 

Board of Directors of the Water Authority (the “Board”) when a contract is awarded to a single 

contractor under circumstances that otherwise require competitive bidding; 

WHEREAS, Water Authority staff concluded that GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT meets the 

standards in the Resolution for a single source, based on its unique qualifications, as set forth above and 

in Attachment 1, and has demonstrated the qualifications and competence for the Professional 

Services required; and 

WHEREAS, Water Authority staff desires and recommends that the Board ratify and adopt 

the conclusion that GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT is a single source contractor for its services based on 

its unique qualifications for the Project and ratify and authorize execution of a Professional Services 

Agreement and task orders for the professional services for the proposed Project in the form 

attached as Attachments 2 through 4 hereto. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, AS FOLLOWS, THAT: 

Section 1. The facts stated in the Recitals above are true and correct, and the Board so finds 

and determines. 

Section 2.  Based on the above Recitals and the facts as stated in Attachment 1, the Board 

hereby ratifies the single source justification for selecting GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT and finds that 

GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT is uniquely qualified for the Agreement and task orders in question 

because: 

(a) GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT is a recognized leader in transportation consulting services,  

(b) GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT is experienced in successfully obtaining Caltrans permits for 

highway projects needed on an expedited timeline, and  

(c) GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT has a strong and close working relationships with Caltrans, 

the California Transportation Commission, and the Federal Highway Administration 

Section 3.  The Board further ratifies the award and execution of the Professional Services 

Agreement and two task orders with GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT attached as Attachments 2 through 

4, and the related expenditures of $10,000 from the FY20 Leg Ops budget and $89,960 from the 

FY21 Leg Ops budget. 

Section 4. The Executive Director, for and on behalf of the Water Authority, is hereby 

authorized and directed to take such other actions, including entering into additional and 

amendatory agreements with GRAY-BOWEN-SCOTT, as may be required or authorized by this 

Board. 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 14th day of May, 2020, by the 

Board of Directors of the San Luis & Delta-Mendota Water Authority. 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 

Cannon Michael, Chairman 

San Luis & Delta-Mendota Water Authority 

 



 

Attest: 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

Federico Barajas, Secretary 



******* 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution No. 2020-___ was duly and regularly adopted 

by the Board of Directors of the San Luis & Delta-Mendota Water Authority at the meeting thereof 

held on the 14th day of May, 2020. 
 

 

 
 

 

Federico Barajas, Secretary 



ATTACHMENT 1 

 

 

Sisk Dam Raise Feasibility Report-Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Study 

(EIR/EIS)-State Route 152 Modifications/Caltrans Coordination 

Professional Services Single Source Justification  
 

 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

The San Luis & Delta–Mendota Water Authority’s (Water Authority) policy governing Purchases of 

Supplies, Equipment and Services (Resolution No. 2009-317) in effect until April 2020 required a 

written justification for each single-source award to be submitted to and adopted by a majority vote 

of the Water Authority Board of Directors.  Article III of Resolution 2009-317 sets forth four bases 

for sole source contracting.  They are: 

 

1. Unsolicited Proposal 

2. Continuation 

3. Legislative Intent 

4. Unique Qualifications  

 

Staff is submitting this written justification and is seeking ratification of a Single Source justification 

based on unique qualifications and award of a professional services contract effective February 3, 2020 

and task orders thereunder (effective February 3 and March 2, 2020) to Gray–Bowen-Scott (GBS).  The 

Agreement is for Professional Services for coordination with the California Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans) for approval and permitting of State Route 152 modifications related to the 

preparation of a Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Study 

(EIR/EIS) for the Sisk Dam Raise Project (Project).   

 

BACKGROUND:  

The Water Authority entered into a Professional Services Agreement with CDM Smith for the 

preparation of the Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Study 

(EIR/EIS) for the Project.  Alternatives being considered by CDM Smith involved the need to modify 

the embankment of Highway 152, which modification would require the approval of Caltrans to 

implement.  Given the extremely aggressive timeline for the Project and the impacts of the Project 

on Highway 152, the CDM Smith team recommended that the Water Authority expeditiously 

coordinate with Caltrans on proposed modifications to the embankment along Highway 152 and 

issuance of a permit.  

 

Caltrans is a complicated State agency involving complex and sometimes unclear project 

development processes that can substantially delay approvals for applicants unfamiliar with the 

processes, units, and personnel involved. With an accelerated completion schedule for the Feasibility 

Study and EIS/EIR, an expedient and effective coordination process throughout several 

organizational units within Caltrans was necessary.  In late January 2020, while preparing to schedule 

meetings with Caltrans, Water Authority staff immediately recognized that retaining a consultant 

with experience with the Caltrans development process and with direct contacts with Caltrans policy 

team was necessary to expedite the approval process. 

 

NEED FOR THIS CONTRACT: 

A contract with a qualified consultant is needed to complete the coordination/approval and permitting 

process with Caltrans in order to complete the accelerated Feasibility Study and EIS/EIR document 

as necessary step for the Water Authority to pursue the Project. 



 

GBS QUALIFICATIONS: 

GBS provides a unique blend of transportation consulting and strategic project delivery services to a 

variety of public and private clients.  Their understanding of the Caltrans project development 

process along with their experience of highway project development and delivery allows them to 

assist CDM Smith and the Authority with the challenges associated with coordination and approval 

for the State Highway 152 modification necessary for the Project.  Their experience with the Caltrans 

project development process is widely recognized and they are frequently asked to assist with 

projects that require interfacing with permits from Caltrans.   

The principals of and many of the staff at GBS are former Caltrans staff with the inside knowledge 

of project development/approval process.  Their office has strong working relationships with 

Caltrans, as well as the California Transportation Commission (CTC), and the Federal Highway 

Administration (FHWA). They have had considerable success with expediting the delivery of 

projects in partnership with local agencies.  

 

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION: 

GBS has the knowledge and experience and have demonstrated competence in professional services 

to assist in the coordination with Caltrans to complete the approval and permits necessary for the 

State Route 152 embankment modification necessary for the Project.   

 

The recommendation is that the Board ratify and make the finding that Gray-Bowen-Scott is the 

single source qualified vendor for the Project services in question, and approve the Single Source 

agreement for professional services awarded to Gray-Bowen-Scott on February 3, 2020, as well as Task 

Orders executed under that Agreement on February 3 and March 2, 2020. 
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SAN LUIS & DELTA MENDOTA WATER AUTHORITY 

BF SISK DAM RAISE / SR 152 

SCOPE OF WORK 

PROJECT APPROVAL ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT (PAED) PHASE 

 
Based on the outcome of Phase I, Consultant will support Client in navigating Caltrans’ 
Project Approval Environmental Document (PAED) phase leading to the approval of Client’s  
proposed modifications to SR 152.  Consultant’s role includes, but is not limited to, advising on 
project delivery issues; preparation of reports for Caltrans’ approval; team and agency 
facilitation and communication with Caltrans; and supporting Client’s Project Manager. 
 
1. Caltrans Coordination, Processing, and Approvals.  
 
Under this task, Consultant will support Client in securing Caltrans’ approval of proposed 
modifications to SR 152 and authorization from Caltrans to proceed to right of way, design and 
construction phases.   
 
Included, but not limited to, with this task are: 
 

• Act as Client’s authorized agent with Caltrans. 

• Support the development and approval of a Project Report (PR). The attached matrix outlines 
roles between Client’s Designer and Consultant for the development of the PR.  In developing 
the PR, Consultant shall: 

• If appropriate, coordinate informal report reviews with Caltrans to minimize submittal 
iterations. 

• Collaborate with and support Client’s Designer to anticipate issues that Caltrans is 
likely to raise over project features of proposed improvements, be a resource to 
the Designer regarding interpretation and application of the State Highway 
Design Manual and Projects Development Procedures Manual. 

• QAQC submittals to Caltrans. 

• Assist in development of responses to Caltrans review comments with technical 
support from the Client’s design consultant. 

• Facilitate development and execution of co-op agreement(s) for PAED and subsequent 
project development phases 

• Facilitate consensus on long term maintenance responsibilities. 

• If Caltrans encroachment permits are needed for environmental or engineering surveys, 
facilitate permit applications (Parent Permit to Client and Double Permit to Client’s 
contractor performing the work) and issuance of permits by Caltrans. 
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• Consultant shall evaluate the project schedule prepared by others, validate assumptions, 
advise on schedule updates, and monitor the project schedule to ensure adherence to 
the schedule. Consultant shall identify potential risk issues and recommend course of 
action to manage risk items. 

 
 
2. Caltrans Project Development Team or Focused Technical Meetings 
 
Consultant shall work with Caltrans to structure and schedule Caltrans Project Development 
Team (PDT) meetings. This includes team calls in advance of PDT or focused meetings, preparing 
agendas, working with Caltrans and others to ensure the appropriate Caltrans functional units 
will participate in meetings and are prepared to render project decisions. Documentation of the 
meetings will be prepared and distributed. Consultant will advise Client on issues and define a 
strategy for addressing project delivery issues. 
 
If needed, Consultant shall structure meetings between Caltrans (District, Region and 
Headquarters) Executive Management and Client to facilitate joint decisions on key issues 
affecting the project. 
 
 
Budget Assumptions: 

• Project Report ready for Caltrans signature approval during December 2020. 

• Design of the roadway does not require exceptions from the State’s Highway Design Manual 
and Caltrans will not require preparation and approval of a Design Standard Decision 
Document for existing non-standard features. 

• Table (attached) showing lead and support roles for development of the Project Report. 
 



BF SISK DAM RAISE ‐ SR 152 PROJECT REPORT

Additional considerations and assumptions include:
A Draft Project Report (DPR) will not be required
Sections identified as N/A require coordination and agreement with Caltrans
A life‐cycle cost analysis is assumed but should be confirmed with Caltrans
The following does not represent work flow / tasks which will need to occur as part of the development of the Project Report (engineering studies, etc.)

Key Considerations in the Project Report are anticipated to be:
Nonstandard design features.  Note a report detailing the existing and proposed features will be required for approval by Caltrans
Traffic Handling for the travelling public and construction vehicles
Stage Construction

Section Title CDM Smith GBS Caltrans Notes
Cover Sheet L S Reference PDPM Appendix K
Vicinity Map L S

1 INTRODUCTION
Project Description L S

Project Table S L
2 RECOMMENDATION L S Standard statement per Caltrans guidance
3 BACKGROUND L S
4 PURPOSE AND NEED
4A PROBLEM, DEFICIENCIES, JUSTIFICATION L S
4B REGIONAL AND SYSTEM PLANNING S L S

Identify Systems L S
State Planning L S

Regional Planning L S
Local Planning L S

Transit Operator Planning N/A
4C TRAFFIC

Current and Forecasted Traffic
Collision Analysis L S

5 ALTERNATIVES
5A VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

Proposed Engineering Features L S
Nonstandard Design Features L S

High‐Occupancy Vehicle (Bus and Carpool) Lanes N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires
Ramp Metering N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires

CHP Enforcement Areas N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires
Park‐and‐Ride Facilities N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires

Utility and Other Owner Involvement L S Need to investigate existing utilities in and adjacent to roadway to determine impacts
Railroad Involvement L S Standard statement assuming no railroad involvement

Highway Planting L S Need to determine if replacement planting or revegetation is required 
Erosion Control L S

Nonmotorized and Pedestrian Features L S
Needed Roadway Rehabilitation and Upgrading L S Existing pavement condition, asset management review
Needed Structure Rehabilitation and Upgrading N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires

Cost Estimates L S Caltrans six page format

Below is an initial estimate of roles / responsibilities for the development of the Project Report in accordance with the Appendix K of the PDPM based on the current understanding of the SR 152 project features



Right‐of‐Way Data L S RWDS will need to be prepared by certified RW professional
Effect of Projects Funded by Others on State Highway L S

5B REJECTED ALTERNATIVES L S
6 CONSIDERATIONS REQUIRING DISCUSSION
6A HAZARDOUS WASTE L S Typically  a narrative based on haz waste record search
6B VALUE ANALYSIS S L Provide statement on why VA not required, conducted
6C RESOURCE CONSERVATION L S
6D RIGHT‐OF‐WAY ISSUES

Right‐of‐Way Required L S
Relocation Impact Studies N/A

Airspace Lease Areas N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires
6E ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE L S

Wetlands and Flood Plains L S
Other Environmental Issues L S

6F AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY L S
6G TITLE VI CONSIDERATIONS L S
6H NOSIE ABATEMENT DECISION REPORT N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires
6I LIFE‐CYCLE COST ANALYSIS L S Determine with Caltrans if required
6J REVERSIBLE LANES N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires
7 OTHER CONSIDERATIONS AS APPROPRIATE

Public Hearing Process L S
Route Matters S L

Permits L s
Cooperative Agreements S L

Other Agreements S L
Report on Feasibility of Providing Access to Navigable Rivers N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires

Public Boat Ramps N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires
Transportation Management Plan L S

Stage Construction L S
Accomodation of Oversize Loads L S

Graffiti Control N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires
Asset Management L S
Complete Streets N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires

Climate Change Considerations N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires
Broadband and Advance Technologies N/A ‐ may need to include standard statement if CT requires

Other Appropriate Topics
8 FUNDING, PROGRAMMING and ESTIMATE

Funding   S L
Programming S L

Estimate L S
9 DELIVERY SCHEDULE S L
10 RISKS S L
11 EXTERNAL AGENCY COORDINATION L S
12 PROJECT REVIEWS L S
13 PROJECT PERSONNEL L S
14 ATTACHMENTS

Environmental Document L
Location Map L S



Existing and Proposed Improvements Maps L S
Typical Sections L S
Cost Estimates L S

Right‐of‐Way Data Sheet L S
Storm Water Data Report L S

Life‐cyle cost analysis L S
Risk Register S L

Additional Attachments L S

Required Supplemental Documents (for the project files that will be summarized in the PR)
Project Charter Assumed not required
Quality Management Plan for Locally Implemented Projects on the 
State Highway System Assumed not required
Stormwater Documentation L S
Traffic Engineering Analysis L S Scope to be determined with Caltrans input
Project Programming Request (PPR) form N/A
Design Scoping Index L S Determine if required with Caltrans
Roster of personnel participating in major reviews L S
Capital Outlay Support Estimates S L

Meetings and Coordination
PDT Meetings
Project Focus Meetings
Comment Resolution Meetings



Schedule

4/7/2020 12
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