Agenda ltem: 11.

Memo to the Programs Projects and Operations Subcommittee

Subject: Western Douglas County Trail Project
Date: July 8, 2011
By: Gerry Bowen

The Western Douglas County Trail Project has been on hold for quite some time. For reference, Phase 1
connects Valley and the YMCA, and Phase 2 connects Valley and Waterloo. The NDOR has determined
that the project needs to be treated the same as a new project and follow the revised guidelines in the
Local Projects Manual. The first step is to submit a request for a determination of the level of
environmental evaluation that is necessary to satisfy the NEPA requirements: a Categorical Exclusion,
Environmental Assessment, or an Environmental Impact Statement, in increasing order of complexity.
We are hoping for a Categorical Exclusion on the project. This initial determination has been completed
and approved by NDOR and FHWA (see attached).

NDOR has also determined that due to complexity of the NEPA process, the selected consultant must
meet certain standards, or levels of competency in the NEPA process. The District’s consultant on the
project, Ehrhart Griffin and Associates, is not on the approved list. Therefore, the District must select a
different consultant for these services. To expedite the process, NDOR issued a Request for Proposals
(RFP) for environmental services, and selected six potential consultants for this type of work. The six
firms, in no particular order are:

CH2MHill

Felsburg Holt and Ullevig

HDR Engineering

Olsson Associates

Parsons Brinkerhoff, Inc.

TranSystems

The District could prepare a separate RFP and select a consultant following the procedure set forth in the
District’s Policy Manual, a process that usually requires approximately three months to complete. This
process may take longer since NDOR and FHWA approvals are required at several steps along the way.
In the interest of getting this project moving forward, District staff has reviewed the qualifications
statements for each of these firms and rated them (see attached) for this project.

Management has selected the following three firms (in order of preference): Felsburg, Holt, & Ullevig,
HDR Engineering, and Olsson Associates to be submitted to NDOR for approval, and recommending
approval of any of the six firms in the event that NDOR does not select one of our prioritized companies.

* Itis recommended that the Subcommittee recommend to the Board that the General
Manager be authorized to negotiate a Professional Services Agreement for Environmental
Services on the Western Douglas County Projects (Phases 1 and 2) with a consultant
approved by the Nebraska Department of Roads, and bring the agreement to the Board for
approval. .




File Memo:

Subject: West Douglas County Trail - DPU-28(87) and DPU-28(102) Environmental Consultant
Selection

Date: 6-21-11

By Gerry Bowen

The following firms were ranked to provide CE services for the Platte River Trail, Project 77(49), C.N.
22191. The ranking forms from Marlin Petermann (Asst. General Manager), and Gerry Bowen (R.C.) are
attached.

Firm Ranked: Petermann Bowen Total
CH2 M Hill 12 11 23
FHU 14 15 29
HDR 14 14 28
DA 12 12 24
Parsons 10 10 20
TranSystems 9 10 19
First: FHU

Second: HDR

Third: 0A




LPA Final Selection Memorandum

DATE 6-21-11

TO NDOR Local Projects Division Project Coordinator

FROM Name: Gerry Bowen Title: R.C.

PROJECT Name: West Douglas County Trai Phases 1 & 2 Project No.
DPU 28(87) and DPU-28(102)
Control No.

SUBJECT On-Call Environmental Services

The LPA has reviewed the consultants’ documents provided by NDOR, followed the Consultant Section
Procedures, and have given all the consultants a fair and reasonable consideration.

Attached is the LPA Final Selection Criteria Form prepared by the Responsible Charge. If the LPA has
not chosen the top ranked firm, they have included justification with this memorandum for their
selection.

The selected consultants do not have a conflict of interest as defined in the LPA Manual.

I am requesting your approval of our selected consultant and notice to proceed and authority to start the
negotiation process. The following signatures represent agreement with the selection and the

commencement of negotiations.

Recommended by:

Gerry Bowen 6-21-11

Responsible Charge’s Name Date

Reviewed and Approved by:

NDOR Local Projects Division Project Coordinator Date

Selected Firm: Felsburg Holt & Ullevig

Attachments

xc: NDOR Agreements Section




LPA Final Selection Criteria Form
Prepared by the Responsible Charge

On-Call Environmental Services covered under NDOR's Master IDIQ agreement

Project. West Douglas County Trail Phases 1 and 2 DPU-28(87) & DPU-28(102)

LPA Evaluator:

Date: 6-21-11

Gerry Bowen, RC

Final Selection Criteria:

1. Professional qualifications necessary for satisfactory performance
2. Specialized experience and technical competence in the type of

work required

3. Past performance on contracts with government agencies
and private industry

4. The capacity to accomplish the work in the required time

3. Location of the project and knowledge of the area

0 to 5 points
0 to 5 points

0 to 5 points

0 to 5 points
0 to 2 points

* Note: LPA needs only to rank those firms that indicated a preference to work in this
geographic area. Indicate in the remarks those firms that were not ranked.

Firm Criteria 1 2 3 4 5 Total Remarks

CH2M Hill 2 3 3 3 0 11

Felsburg, Holt, &

Ullevi 3 3 4 3 2 15

HDR 3 3 3 3 2 14

Olsson Associates 3 2 3 3 1 12

Parsons

Brinckerhoff, Inc. 2 3 3 2 0 10

TranSystems 2 3 3 2 0 10

LPA Evaluator Signature




LPA Final Selection Criteria Form
Prepared by the Responsible Charge

On-Call Environmental Services covered under NDOR’s Master IDIQ agreement

Project:. West Douglas County Trail Phases 1 and 2 DPU-28(87) & DPU-28(102)

LPA Evaluator: Marlin Petermann, Ass't. General Manager

Date: 6-21-11

Final Selection Criteria:

1. Professional qualifications necessary for satisfactory performance
2. Specialized experience and technical competence in the type of

work required

3. Past performance on contracts with government agencies
and private industry

4. The capacity to accomplish the work in the required time

3. Location of the project and knowledge of the area

0 to 5 points
0 to 5 points

0 to 5 points

0 to 5 points
0 to 2 points

* Note: LPA needs only to rank those firms that indicated a preference to work in this
geographic area. Indicate in the remarks those firms that were not ranked.

Firm Criteria 1 2 3 4 5 Total Remarks
CH2M Hill 3 2 3 3 1 12
Felsburg, Holt, &
Ullevig 3 4 3 3 1 14
HDR 3 3 4 2 2 14
Olsson Associates 3 2 2 3 2 12
Parsons
Brinckerhoff, Inc. 2 3 3 2 0 10
TranSystems 2 2 3 2 0 9

LPA Evaluator Signature




Probable Class of NEPA Action Form

*Attach the DR 530 for an LPA project, DR-73 for a Stale projact, and an asrial location map
of the project which Includes projac! start and end points,
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Projoct Name:
WOCT - Vallay to Walerioo  Phase 2.
LPA Project  [] State Project
rthmww Lacaled in:
Papio-Missouri River NRD
Answer the following questions: (See instructions) —
1. Would tie project consiruct a new roadway on & new location?
a. It yes, would the new roadway have 4 or more lanes?
2. Would the project create a new access conirolled freaway facilily?
3. Would the project include a new interchange?
4, l;”;l‘ llh;ly the project would disturb any ground oulside tha existing paved roadway
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5. Is it likaly the projsct would add acity {o an existing roadway?
G Ish !’ﬂmly the project would close a road, bridge or access for more than 3 consecutive
days
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7. Is it liksly the project would diaturb natural ground to a depth exceeding the depth of the
exisling fill material?

8. Is i likely the project would require acquisition of lemporary or permanent right-of-way
OW) or conslruction easements?

a. if yes, Is It likely more than 1.5 acres per linear mile of ROW would be nesdsd?
. b._Wyes, Is it Ukely farmland would be purchased?
c._ls it likely the project would require homes, businssses, or farms ta be relocaled?

d._is it likely the project would change access control rights 1o an existin roadway?

8. is there any public opposition or controversy related to this project, or is it anticipaled?

10 Does the project area have a higher then average concentralion of protected lationg
when compared to the County as 8 whole? Popu
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11. Are there any Section A4(f) propesiies (including: publicly owned psriland, treil, wildlife
reluge, or known historic propertias) present along or within 0,25 mile of the project?
a. Wfyes, Is it likely the project would Impact a Saction 4(f) property?
12. Basad on past experiences or lo your knowiedge, Is the project adjacent to structures that
are 50 years old or okier, or are there any known historlc structures in the projoct area?

|__13. Would the project affect an eligible historic bridge?

14. Based on pasi expariences or to the best of your knowledge, are thare any Stale or
Fadn;llly listed Threatensd or Endongered Specles or critical habitat within the project
area

15, Are any of the following water bodies Iocated within the projoct imits?
L] Cresk or Stream Channe! [Jiake [JRiver Drainage Ditch [} /A
8. Ifany water bodies are m tha project limiis, ihan how ofien is waler present inthem?
resent B<d Sometimes m [JRa nt [INA
b, Elt likely the project would impact any of the following? (Check all thai a%!y)
N/A

Creek or Stream Channel []Lake []River Drainage Ditch
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OPY- 2 (102)

22304
l 16. To your knowledge, do any of the foflowing exist within the project limils? (Chack all that apply)
[0 Above or below ground storage lanks [ Operational andfor closed dump or fandfil
(O Past chemical spills or releases [ industriat or commercial areas

B None known

r—ﬁ._ﬁo any of the following statements describe areas within the project limils? (Chieck all that appiy)
[ There is standing waler In the project area.
There are areas Ihat hold water longer afier it rains and/or do not drain well.
O There are areas that appear to be 50ggy or swampy.
There are known wetlands In the projact area,
(] Wetland planis are located in the project area {e.g., caltails, reed-canary grass)
a. If eny boxes were checked In 17 abave, is it likely any of lhose areas would be impacted by project

conslruclion? Yes [INo
Please add any additional comments to support the information in this form;
Existing roadside ditches will require refocalion. These dilches are relalively fiat and do not drain well.

Document Preparar's Signature:
I cerlify the information in this form accurately ;e;_ﬂg.ls’ whnu%:w ahoul this project at this time.

Gemry Bowen ) o Ty, Yo 11011
{Print Namg) 7 (Signoture) ) (Dalaj
. T RN, fl{a:.‘e.:.‘e"!tﬂ.‘ !“L_K.!::{.':.... MRD g CER e A
(Orgentization and Title)
402-444-6222 gbowen@paplonrd .org
- Phoney (Emall} T

NDOR Environmental Section completes the following:
NDOR has reviewed this form and recommends the following Probable Class of NEPA Action for this project;
Programmatic Calegorical Exclusion or Calegorical Exclusion '
L

Environmental Assessm
,fﬁgzm_/éL Y

O] Zvironmenlal Impact
&.Jm L 1 A LN S T :
(Signalurg ang Titte) {Date)

{Cdrit Nomo)

NDOR © ™ for the Project R bt [ ]
lﬁﬁz &iﬂ%ﬁm&i{ﬁ%&?&iﬁ?mm B2 Coned el corret Cold, &aaa,-‘h
- 6@ 770 “6‘95.'5 /5 'wé"""”’-’m'“}' @Dqluﬁuo Loy, o PR .(::’ﬂ‘.:‘; ,u...{ycj

FHWA Concurrence on NDOR's Rocnmmnndegqmlgggggm? Class of NEPA Actlon for this project:
ighmay

D¥; crrsRaegan Bal, s=Fedaral H
Ackm nistratien, oy=Emvirmnmental

Raegan Ball sieoeas

Date: 2011.06.1 160909 05'0¢"
mmnane ae o o 8 43 i - s B 4 = i i it ) T PR

(Slgnnture and 7iic) ™ {Dataj

(Prini Namg)

FHWA concurrence is based on lhe information known at the time of coordination, This is Ihe probable class of
NEPA action and is subject fo change as the proposed project progresses and more information is learned
about the projact, surrounding area, and impacted resources,

[FIWA Comments: (Early Guidance for the Project Rosponsibi Chamo}

L |
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New

Slate of Nebraska Department of Roads

Local Public Agency (LPA)
Project Programming Request

For: [JGity []County [3] Other

0 BE COMPLETED BY RDOR PROGRAM MANAGEMENT SECTION

Control Number; CN 22227 11

Frovfel il Ay LAY

f L4
Project Number: DPU-28(87) |37

;: - .r,;"-rlf-‘ ( .[Dz \)
T ME L -

Project Name:  WDCT - Valley to Walerloo

TO BE COMPLETED BY LOCAL PUBLIC AGENCY

Detaited Description and Lozation of Propesed Prelect: (Altach Lecalion Mep end Typical Cross Seclions to this form.)

The WDCT - Valiey lo Walerloo Trail Connectlion will start at the end of the Valley fo YMCA Irail and proceed soulhward
along 270™ Street to Was! Maple Street and contiinue into \Walerlao, Nebraska lerminaling al the Waterloo Trail af the

West Douglas Middle School.
T ) Nationa! Functional | National Highway System
Road or Street From To Length Classification (Yes or No)
WDCT - Valley lo High school | Middle School | 3.5 miles

Waterloo

Purposo and Need of PFroposed Project:

The WOCT - Valley to Waterloo segment will provide a safe, route between the City of Valley and he Village of Waterloo,
Nebraska, while also connecing the Douglas West High and Middle Schools. Gurrently, bicycle and pedesirian trafiic
shares a lane on the County Road (Maple Street). The Irail is needed to saparate motorized and ncn-motorized traffic in
a safe and efficient manner.

DR Form 530, 4hr'09

Proposed Project Schedule SaasEs Trafflc Data
Letting Date: 8412~ | ¢ 7 | Begin Construction: 40115 Current ADT - Year ADT % Trucks
Lellinﬁ by: B Siale CILPA | End Conslruction: . 3-1-13
Estimated Projcct Funding
MDOR Sxpawse s Federal State Local TOTAL
- Feagibiily-Sludy 8000 2000 10000
PEINEPA 32000 " Bo00 40000
Final Design 228000 57000 285000
ROW" RO, 4000 1000 5000
Utities 0
Construction 1886000 474000 2370000
—C_E- gl AL L) boe " %D
Total 2168009, 8] 542000 2710000
P " “Requested by LPA Respensible Charge: ERTIE REVEST
Signature: C,/ - Date: Title:
_mf?_@mm~ L z2cte | Rc.
Recommended’by NDOR Urban/Secondary Roads Engineer {\;_:Enfcd by NDOR Local Projects Engineer
Signature: ;- A ; Date: Sigralure ] ) Dat?e; F
e et DB Ot Cl o {18 ) -
E __;’ . Apﬁrcv;n;l:; ll'u: i‘M"D (H applicoble) Appr-oved by NODOR Program Management Engincer
Signalure: & i - Date. Signature: P . Date:
2o L (0 _ s Ay res — Npfts/omny) |

{Continuad)



WpesT \}f\“'c"-l - Wc'{-'re.f lov

TPU- 2§ 109.)
TO BE COMPLETED BY LOCAL PUBLIC AGENCY '
Doulgn Detalls
Enxisting Proposod Remarks/Exisling Condition
Surface Width nona 10 feet 2 five foot (one-way) trails on either side of Gounty Road
Surface Type asphalt concrate frall
Shoulder Width 2 6
Shoulder Typs
ROW Width 66 feot 78 feet
T T “Bivtng Suciures ‘
StuctunNo. | FestureCrosssd | TypootSiucturs | Length | waum Stmeiency | roposed Trostmant
C . Scheduly Convldarations
MMWMQ,!WE documentation to this form,)
Doos the proposed profectinvalve:  Yes No TED Romarks (if Yes, pleaso explain)
New Alignment or Realignment O O | Ciminor ) Major
Acquiettion of New ROW B O 0177 cwners Hp parcels
Relocation of People 0 & O |0 Residenta 1 Business
Utility Relocation or Adjustment B O 0O
Rallroad within Limits of Construction B O O/|DQOcrossing [ Paralle:
Public Involvament B 0 0Ol0ww B3 Moderate L] High
4() Land Prasent X 0O 0
(108) Historical Property Present (M 0
| Channe} Changes O O & I Disiner Cmajor
Fioodplaln Petmk O 0O K ‘
Wetlands Present O 0O
Section 404 USACE Permit O O T
NPDES Storm Waler Pemit 0 O R
- Additional Remarks or Comments by Local Public Agenty
{Atizohments 82 noeceg)
Itis proposed that the County Road right-of-way b expanded to accommodate a five foot wide trall on each side of the
county road, This will Invelve relocating the existing roadside dileh approximately five feet on each sid eof the road.
Earmark. funds tofaliny T4 48,710 qvuleble for the West Douglas Couarby Trails,
The balewce of unused HYI0 fusds wot used on C.N. 22227, Pu- 28087 yrill be
used on the 2wd Phuse C.N. 22227A ppu - 28 (102), @6, 4-15n
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Probable Class of NEPA Action Form

*Altach the DR 530 for an LPA project, DR-73 for a State project, and an aarial location map

of the profact which includas project start and end points.

Dale this DR-53 was Compialed:

14041 293 DPU-k

Conlrol Numbor:: (NDOR Comploies) " [ Project Na - (NDOR r:anw(-u:(y J =

Projuci Hame:

_WDCT - Valley to YMCA  Pnase |

LPA Project  [] State Project

Local Public Agency or NDOR District and County Project Locatad In:

Papio-Missouri River NRD

I

Answer the following questions: B {Sue Instructions)
1.

i b~
(-]
=
(=]

Would the project construct a new roadway on anew location?

a. [f yes, would the new roadway have 4 or more lanes?

qDDm
m]sz |0

2. Would the project creale a new access conlrolled freeway facility?
3. Would the project include a new interchange? !
4. Is il likely the project would disturb any ground oulside the existing paved roadway ®B(0O
i surface? =
5. Is it likely the project would add capacity 1o an existing roadway? ey
6. Is il likely the project would close a road, bridge or access for more than 3 conseculive | | 5
__days? =
7. Is it likely the project would disturb natural ground to a dopth exceading the depth of the 0l =
exisling fill malerial?
B. Is it likely the project would require acquisition of femporary or permanent right-of-way ]
(ROW) or consiruclion easements?
a. W yes, is it likely more than 1.5 acres per lingar mile of ROW would be needed?

b. Il yes, Is it likely farmland would be purchased?

P

c. Isillikely the projact would require homes, businesses, or farms to be relocated?

d. Is il likely the project would chanpe access contro! rights to an existing roadway?

._ls there any public opposilion or conlroversy related fo this project, or is it anticipated?

10,

Does the project area have a higher than average concentralion of pralecled populations
when compared to the Counly as a whole?

11.

Are there any Seclion 4(f) properties (including: pub}ic!; ownad parkiand, irail, widlife
reluge, or known hisloric properties) present along or within 0,25 mile of the project?

a. If yes, Is it likely the project would impact a Section 4(f) property?

12.

Based on past experiences or (o your knowledge, is the project adjacent lo slruclures fhat

_are 50 years old or older, or are there any known historic structures in the project area?

13.

‘Would the project affec an eligible historic bridge?

14.

Based on past expetiences or 1o the best of your knowledge, are there any State or
Fedg?ral!y listed Threalened or Endangered Species or crilical habital within the project
area

0 [0 o8 =] o oo =
® 8= Ooo mm[mm

R

Are any of the following water bodies located within the project limilg?
L] Creek or Stream Channel [ Lake [JRiver [] Drainage Ditch [3 N/A

a. I any waler bodies are in the project fimils, then how ofien is walter present in them?
(L] Always present  [] Sometimes present [J] Rarely present NIA

b. Is it likely the projact would impacl any of the following? (Check all that apply)
[ Creek or Stream Chennel []Lake [] River Drainage Ditch NIA

DR Form 53, Aug 10
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-2 (81)

DA ]
16. To your knowladge, do any of the following exist within the project limils? (Gheck ali that spply)
[C] Above or below ground storage lanks ] Operational andlor closed dump or landfill
21 Past chemical spills or releases Industrial or commercial areas

] None known

17. Do any of the following stalements describe areas within the projecl limits? (Check all thal apply)
0] There is standing water in the project area.
[ There are areas that hold water longer after it rains and/or do not drain well.
] There are areas that appear to be soggy or swampy.
|_] There are known wellands in the project area.
[7) Wetlland plants are located in the project area (o.y., caltails, reed-canary grass)

a. If any boxes were checked in 17 above, is il likely any of those areas would be impacted by project
construclion? [JYes [JiNo

Please add any additional comments to support the information in this form;

Document Preparer’s Signature:
{ certily the information in this form ancum:g}f‘mﬂec,l_s_gha! | know about this projoct al this time.

Gerry Bowen At e : 1-10-11
{Pnni Name) g {Signature) (Daofo)

Pﬂp- o __ﬂ:l. ;.51415, f{‘;iluflﬂ MPD

{Organization and Tide)

402-444-6222 gbowen@papionrd.org

Phone) (Emaif)

NDOR Environmental Sectlon completes the following:
NDOR has reviewed this form and recommends the following Probable Class of NEPA Action for this project:

Programmatic Categorical Exclusion or Calegorical Exclusion -
Environmenial Assagsment
[0 Environmental ImpactSlatement

e gt Vol R 5

HDOR Commenls: (Ewrly Guidanza for tho Project Hosponeibla Chorpe) i ;
Fﬁz” AMELIT D emsntrags gomy Py ecd bowld bo Cemib, v i tHB]AI 7A,
A A A—:’\-‘ﬂ—"yg:"-; % “?'Qﬁ{-b'l-pexg:

'p'q-r_‘ﬁ?‘-’-!’) Cpt el 15 [0 e 1(395_\/.
=

FHWA Concurrence on NDOR’s Recommendod Probable Class of NEPA Action for this project;

DRERy Lediry Rargantull
ot g Ball, = Fed e Highrway.

Raegan Ball gmmsis.

b s emehakABEASEEA R e SRR IR e 8 41 02 Dl i

(Print Namu) ' {Signnturg and Tillo) T (Date)

FHWA concurrence is based on the information known at the time of coordination. Thig is the probable class of
NEPA action and is subject lo change as the proposed project progresses and more information is leamed
about the project, surrounding area, and impacted resources.

FHWA Communts: (Eony Guigance for the Projacl Responsible Charge)

Pago 2
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[] Revised
Slale of Nebraska Depariment of Roads
Local Public Agency (LPA)
Project Programming Request

For: []City [JCounly (X Other

New

C —
TO BE COMPLETED BY NDOR PROGRAM MANAGEMENT SECTION

Conlrol Number: CN 22227

Project Number: DPU-28(87)

[RTET

Project Name:

WOCT - Valley to YMCA

TO BE COMPLETED BY LOCAL PUBLIC AGENGCY

Cetailed Description and Locatlon of Proposed Project: fAliach Localion Mzp and Typical Cross Seciions lo this form.)
The Valley to YMCA Trail Conneclion starts in the Valley City Park and ends at
Nebraska. The trail will share a lane on Garner Street from the Park to Douglas
separale, 10 fool wide cancrete trail will connect to the YMCA, Including a bridge across the Union Pacific Railroad and

the Two Rivars YMCA in Valley,
West High School properly where a

Reichmuth Road.
Road or Streot Fram Ta Length ""é?::;.f,‘.;gﬁg:"“' M“"“&?E“:’;ﬂ )Syntcm
WOCT - Valley Patk to Park YMCA 1.5 miles

YMCA

Purmpase end Need of Proposed Proect:

The purpose of this {rail is to provide a non-molorized connectio
A sale pedestrian crossing of the Union Pacific Railroad and Re

n between the City of Valley and the Twin Rivers YMCA,
lchmulh Road is needed for public safely.

Proposed Proi;ct Schedule ‘ Traffic Data T
Letling Date: 8771 |~ - | Begin Gonstruction=-@-1-11_ Cutrent ADT - YearADT % Tiucks
Lettingby: B3 Stale [JLPA | End Construction: 423111
i i Estimated Project Funding
WDCR. Sipeuses Federal State Lecal | TorAL
-Foasibii-Bladys 6000 2000 10000
PEINEPA 32000 8000 40000
Final Design 318400 80000 | 338400
‘ROW— R.C. 4000 o 1000 5000 |
hmillles . ' 0
[ Construction 2652000 653000 3315000
CE SHY D L& 150 4438 450
Total 3014400 o . 754000 3768400 | o
‘ ~ " Requested by LPA Rosponsible Charge: - ¢ 10 YL G
Stgnature: i Date: Tille:
e, Foper goasy | RC.
| Recommended b{NDDR UrbanlSecondary Roads Eng_l_r_:gf_r_ A __m_'__:ﬁpproved by NDOR L::u:al P;ojenis limf;gi-heer
e [T el i ]
L ‘Aﬁprovgaﬂgihe MPO (if applicable) . 'Ep}’umvnd by NDOR Program Mapageﬁnm Engineer =
Sigralute: 7 7 7 Dat: Sumalare. = Pt T T T T
L’“"%{‘Z{;Q ( . .]__‘fté‘ N | A gitsi &’ . lapsa _Jl
DR Form 530, Khr09 (Continued)
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WDCT gl
PPU-25(£7)
TO BE COMPLETED BY LOCAL PUBLIC AGENCY
Decign Datalis
I Existing Proponsd Romarks/Existing Condition
Surface Width 30 30 using Gardner Street and then new 10 foot wide trait
Surfaca Typa concrete concrete
Shoulder Width
Shoulder Type
ROW Width 30 30 new r-o-w will accommaodate grading nesds
Existing Structures
Structure No. | FestureCrossod | Typo of Steusture Langth Width %‘W Proposed Treatment
Schedule Conslderations
(Attach explanations and supporting documentation o this form)
Does the proposed projectinvolve: Yee  No TBD Romarks (If Yes, please explain)
New Alignment or Realignmant B 0O O | O mier m
Acquisition of New ROW O OJ 2ownes. 2 parcels
Relocation of People o O [OResdental L] Business
Utility Relocation or Adjustmant B O O T
Railroad within Limiis of Construction Xl [0 DO |Ccrossing [ Paralle!
Public Involvament B O O[DOow X Moderate L High
4(f) Land Present ® O 0
(108) Mistorical Property Present a O
Channel Changes O 0 | Clminor O mMajor
Floodplain Permit O 0
Woellands Prasent E_ Q %
Seclion 404 USACE Permit O 0O
NPDES Storm Waler Permit O 0o
Additional Rematks or Comments by Loocal Public Agoney
(Attechmanis 08 nesded)
Earomark fionrds *D*Ijln.l‘, "4’. 4{39,7;0 awailable Br #he \M’erh-ﬂm7hr Cownrly Trails,
The balewce. of unused HYIO fumls wot ased on C.N. 22227 DA - 28 BT) woil be
wred ond the 2md Phase .. 22227A, DPU-28(102), B.B. 4 -15-1}
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