
AGENDA FOR THE WEST HAYMARKET 

 JOINT PUBLIC AGENCY (JPA)  

TO BE HELD FRIDAY JANUARY 7, 2011 AT 1:00 P.M. 

 

CITY-COUNTY BUILDING 

555 S. 10
TH

 STREET 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS ROOM 112 

LINCOLN, NE 68508 
 

 

1. Introductions and Notice of Open Meetings Law Posted by Door (Chair Snyder) 

 

2. Public Comment and Time Limit Notification Announcement (Chair Snyder) 

 

Individuals from the audience will be given a total of 5 minutes to speak on specific items listed on 

today’s agenda.  Those testifying should identify themselves for the official record. 
 

3. Approval of the minutes from the JPA meeting held December 16, 2010 (Chair Snyder) 

 (Staff recommendation is for the JPA Board to approve the minutes as presented) 

 

4. Bill No. WH 10-23 Resolution to Approve a Contract between General Excavating and the West 

Haymarket JPA for Arena Site Diesel Fuel Plume Remediation. (Miki Esposito) 

 Public Comment 

 (Staff recommendation is for the JPA Board to approve the resolution) 

 

5. Bill No. WH 11-02 Resolution to Approve the Purchase Order for Tank Removal and Closure by 

General Excavating (Miki Esposito) 

 Public Comment 

 (Staff Recommendation is for the JPA Board to approve the resolution) 

 

6. Bill No. WH 11-03 Resolution to Approve Amendment No. 2 to the Haymarket Infrastructure 

Design Contract (Roger Figard) 

 Public Comment 

 (Staff Recommendation is for the JPA Board to approve the resolution) 

 

7. Bill No. WH 11-06  Resolution to approve Amendment No. 1 to the Consultant Agreement between 

SAIC Energy, Environment & Infrastructure, LLC (formerly Benham Companies LLC) and the 

West Haymarket Joint Public Agency (Rick Peo) 

 Public Comment 

 (Staff Recommendation is for the JPA Board to approve the resolution) 

 

8. Bill No. WH 11-07  Resolution authorizing AON Risk Solutions on behalf of the West Haymarket 

Joint Public Agency to bind the Owners Liability Interest coverage being offered by Lexington 

Insurance Company (including Excess Coverage Layer 1) and Liberty Insurance Underwriters Inc. 

for Excess Coverage - Layer 2 (Dan Marvin) 

 



9. Bill No. WH 11-08 Resolution to Approve Modifications to the Contract with DLR Group, Inc. for 

the design of the Arena and Other Arena Improvements (Rick Peo) 

 Public Comment 

 (Staff Recommendation is for the JPA Board to approve the resolution) 

 

10. Set Next Meeting Date:  Wednesday January 26, 2011 3:00 P.M. (County/City Building Room 303) 

 

11. Motion to Adjourn 
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WEST HAYMARKET JOINT PUBLIC AGENCY (JPA) 
Board Meeting 

December 16, 2010 
 

 

Meeting Began At: 3:00 P.M.  

 

Meeting Ended At: 4:10 P.M. 

 

Members Present: Chris Beutler, Tim Clare, Jayne Snyder 

 

 

Item 1 - Introductions and Notice of Open Meetings Law Posted by Door 

 

Chair Snyder opened the meeting and advised that the open meetings law is in effect and is 

posted in the back of the room. 

 

Item 2 – Public Comment and Time Limit Notification 

 

Snyder stated that individuals from the audience will be given a total of five minutes to speak on 

specific items listed on today’s agenda.  Those testifying should identify themselves for the 

official record and sign in.   

 

Item 3 – Approval of the minutes from the JPA meeting held November 18, 2010 

 

Snyder asked for any corrections or changes to the minutes.  Hearing none, Clare motioned for 

approval of the minutes.  Beutler seconded the motion.  Motion carried 3-0. 

 

Item 4 – Approval of Payment Registers 

 

Don Herz brought forward two payment registers for the Board’s approval.  The first report has 

been changed to coincide with the JPA meetings and will be run on a monthly basis.  It contains 

three disbursements totaling $51,000.  One of these is to CSL for $41,000 for work done in 

September, October and November.  The other report contains Public Works engineering costs 

that have been charged to the program for about $8,500.  Public Works Engineering Services 

charges their time to the project they are working on and those costs are paid through an 

interoffice transaction. They were not included in the check registers for the past couple of 

months because they are not paid with an actual check.  Herz will provide a similar report for the 

Board’s approval as Engineering Services continues to work on projects. 

 

Clare clarified that from now on Herz will provide both the check register and the electronic 

payment.  Herz affirmed that he will provide both and they are also reflected on the disbursement 

report.     
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Snyder noted that the Public Works Engineering Services charges are from September through 

the end of November and asked if there was anything before that.  Herz noted that they started to 

bill against the projects on September 1.   

 

Snyder asked for any comments from the public.  Hearing none, Clare made a motion to approve 

the payment registers.  Beutler seconded the motion.  Motion carried 3-0. 

 

Item 5 – Review of the November 2010 Expenditure Reports 

 

Don Herz noted that since the last meeting he has been looking at enhancing the information that 

is provided in the reports.  On the report the Board will see a column added called 

encumbrances, which will represent any commitments that have been approved for which a 

payment has not been made.  For instance, the CSL contract is for about $1.5 million and if there 

had not been any payments made, the entire amount would have shown as an encumbrance.  As 

payments are made the amount of encumbrance will be reduced and converted to payments.  The 

purpose is to give the Board more information regarding the available balance.  Herz has 

discussed the possibility of breaking this information into two pieces, the engineering/soft costs 

and the construction costs.  This report would then be a summation of those.   

 

Herz and his staff have also looked at taking the expenditure report and putting it on the website 

to allow individuals to drill down against any expenditure and see the detail.  Currently someone 

would have to review each monthly report to determine the total payments made on a particular 

project.  Herz also plans to record the approved contracts on the report and will look at providing 

supplemental information so the Board will know where it stands with respect to the budget.  

Next month, Benham will start taking over more of this reporting and provide additional 

information regarding the progress of the project.   

 

Clare was thankful and appreciative of Herz’s efforts.  The Board wants to make sure the 

expenditures they are approving are in line with what the budget shows.  The additional 

information will be very helpful.  Clare asked for Herz’s observations regarding how things are 

progressing financially within the budget.  Herz has not seen anything that causes him any 

concern.  With the contracts that the Board has approved and the additional contracts that need to 

be completed, the JPA should still be well under the engineering/soft cost budget of about $40 

million.  It is difficult to say anything about the construction budget until construction contracts 

start coming in and the Construction Manager provides a guaranteed maximum price.    

 

Snyder asked if all of this information is online.  Herz pointed out that from the City’s homepage 

there is a link to the West Haymarket JPA website.  The website contains all of the agendas, 

minutes and attachments from every meeting.   

 

Snyder asked for any comments from the public.  No one came forward. 
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Item 6 – Review and Approval of the Amended JPA Operating Budget 

 

Herz pointed out that when the Operating Budget was put together, the debt payments for the 

interest or note payments were not included.  He would like to get the Board’s concurrence with 

the amounts on the amended budget.  The amended budget includes two modifications.  The first 

is for $6.7 million for interest payments to be made on the $200 million bonds through August 

31, 2011.  This will include a payment made in December and another payment to be made in six 

months.  The other modification is a $2 million note principle payment for the line of credit that 

was taken out until the JPA had permanent financing.  Adequate notice was made when the 

bonds were issued and the Board approved those transactions.  Herz would like the Operating 

Budget to reflect those payments. 

 

Clare inquired if the principle repayment was for the $50 million line of credit that was issued of 

which only $2 million was utilized.  Herz said that is correct, the line of credit was in the event 

the JPA needed to close on some property before the first bond issue went through.  There were 

some operating expenses that occurred before the bond issue closed so an initial draw of $2 

million was made.  The line of credit is now closed. 

 

Snyder asked Herz to clarify the sources of funds that are part of the amended budget.  Herz 

explained that when the $200 million was issued, some of the proceeds were set aside to pay the 

interest.  In addition to that, the federal government is providing a 35% subsidy payment of the 

interest due to the Build America Bonds that were issued.  The first subsidy payment of $2.4 

million has been received.  Therefore, the sources of funds are from the capitalized interest fund 

and federal subsidy payment.   

 

Snyder asked for any comments from the public.  Hearing none, Beutler made a motion to 

approve the payment registers.  Clare seconded the motion.  Motion carried 3-0. 

 

Item 7 – Bill No. WH 10-19 Resolution to Approve a Letter of Agreement Between the 

West Haymarket Joint Public Agency and District Energy 

 

Rick Peo came forward and noted that this item was on the agenda and discussed at the last 

meeting.  The Letter of Agreement provides preliminary funding in the amount of $2 million for 

the DEC to prepare development plans, specifications and feasibility study costs for a plant to 

heat and cool the arena and other facilities in the West Haymarket project area.  This is the first 

of many steps to come up with a cooling system for the area.  In the future, the decision would 

have to be made if this facility will be owned by the DEC or the JPA.  The ownership will 

determine if this advanced funding will be reimbursed back to the JPA or if it will become part 

of the JPA’s development costs. 

 

Clare thought the $2 million would be more like a loan.  Peo stated it could be a loan if the DEC 

ultimately becomes the owner of the plant.  If the JPA becomes the owner it would be part of the  

JPA’s costs, however, that decision has not been made.  The studies are ongoing and the final 

recommendation will primarily be based on the financial advantage to the JPA or DEC. 
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Beutler asked what the estimated cost of the plant will be and if it was originally identified as a 

cost that was intended to be paid by the JPA.  Peo though the cost would be in the neighborhood 

of $12 million.  Don Herz added that he had originally shown that the JPA would pay for this 

through the arena operating costs.  There may be a financial advantage for the JPA to finance the 

plant because the JPA will either pay for it through a capital cost or by reimbursing the DEC 

through energy usage.  As more information becomes available about the construction costs a 

decision can be made if this would fit in the construction budget or if it should be paid as 

originally budgeted.   

 

Beutler inquired of the Board executed this document, does the JPA retain the right to insist that 

the capitalization be done by the DEC.  Peo answered that the way the Letter of Agreement is 

drafted; the funding would primarily be a contribution to the DEC.  The presentation, resolution 

and testimony at the DEC Board meeting stated that the ownership of the plant will be 

determined at a later date.  There will have to be a Memorandum of Understanding and a final 

agreement between the JPA and DEC before the plant could go forward and be constructed. 

 

Beutler asked if a DEC representative was present to answer questions.  Doug Bantam, Lincoln 

Electric System, came forward for the DEC.  Beutler thanked Bantam for being present and 

asked if the DEC considered the decision to capitalize by the JPA or DEC a decision of the JPA.  

Bantam answered that they are willing to do it either way.   

 

Clare questioned if the $2 million is for part of the initial design work, would the total cost of the 

facility then be $14 million.  Bantam observed that part of the reason it is being structured this 

way is because they have the same issue as the arena as far as not knowing what the actual 

capital costs will be.  Once the design is completed and out for bids they will know what the 

capital cost is and can determine what the fixed operating expenses will be to the JPA.  The 

ownership decision can then be made at that point.  Snyder asked who would be making that 

decision.  Bantam stated that the DEC is fine either way because there will be a recovery of the 

capital cost either through an operating rate or through the JPA paying the capital expense.  The 

decision would probably be based on whichever has the least cost to the JPA.  Snyder requested 

some statistical information to show the advantages of owning the plant and what kind of profit 

or loss the JPA would have. 

 

Clare observed that there is a reference in the budget to $4 million for DEC and a utility budget 

of $4.2 million.  He inquired if those numbers were separate from this $2 million.  Jim Martin, 

Program Manager, came forward and stated that the amounts in the budget are for the 

distribution of the energy that will be out in the street.   

 

Snyder asked for any comments from the public.  Hearing none, Beutler made a motion to 

approve the resolution.  Clare seconded the motion.  Motion carried 3-0. 
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Item 8 – Bill No. WH 10-23 Resolution to Approve a Contract between General Excavating 

and the West Haymarket JPA for Arena Site Diesel Fuel Plume Remediation 

 

Miki Esposito reported that this is a resolution to approve the contract for the petroleum 

remediation or the Title 200 work.  If approved, work would begin in January and probably 

continue until the end of February.  This is necessary environmental remediation in order to get a 

No Further Action Letter from DEQ.  The contract amount is approximately $830,000 and a 

reimbursement application would be submitted to DEQ to get the money back.   

 

Beutler pointed out that he did not have the contract in his book, only a page referencing a 

website.  Snyder and Clare had the same.  Esposito reported that the contract was about 169 

pages with the important parts in the first 14 pages containing the Notice to Bidders and contract 

documents for signatures.  The rest of the contract has addendums and appendixes that are 

relevant documents to the contractor.  If approved by the JPA, a Notice to Proceed would go out 

next week to General Excavating.  Beutler asked how many bidders there were.  Esposito was 

not certain but indicated that General Excavating was the lowest responsible bidder.   

 

Snyder asked what would happen if this item was delayed until the next meeting on January 26, 

2011.  Esposito explained that the monitoring period would delay work until February.  

Performance monitoring has to be done to make sure the remedial action work is done.  There 

can’t be development on the site for two years after the monitoring is complete. 

 

Clare suggested holding a special meeting for the purpose of reviewing this contract.  Beutler 

asked how long this contract could be delayed without slowing the project.  Esposito felt there 

was enough flexibility to delay until the first of the year. 

 

Clare made a motion to delay action on this item until the special meeting.  Beutler seconded the 

motion.  Motion approved 3-0.   

 

Snyder advised that the public would be notified when the special meeting is set.  If there are any 

other items that come up, they can be brought before the Board as well to speed things along.   

 

Item 9 – Bill No. WH 10-24 Resolution to Approve Change Order No. 1 to the Contract 

with TJ Osborn for the West Haymarket Utility Relocation Project 

 

Roger Figard informed the Board that at the time this contract was put out for bid, they were not 

certain of the insurance requirements that Burlington Northern was going to require.  The City 

bid the project and assigned it to the JPA.  Burlington Northern increased their request on the 

insurance coverage to $5 and $10 million.  The $17,000 is the additional cost for TJ Osborn to 

secure that coverage.  TJ Osborn is working on their property to relocate the sanitary sewer. 

 

Snyder asked for any comments from the public.  Hearing none, Beutler made a motion to 

approve the resolution.  Clare seconded the motion.  Motion carried 3-0. 

 



 

6  

 

Item 10 – Bill No. WH 10-25 Resolution to Accept the Programming Report from DLR 

 

Dan Marvin stated that DLR has put together this initial phase programming report.  Benham has 

had meetings with the University and other stakeholders to discuss the different sized rooms for 

the various aspects of the building.  This is an initial first step to what the ultimate size of the 

spaces in the building will be.  DLR has asked that we start narrowing down the parameters so 

they have direction on what to do with the building.  This resolution would start that process. 

 

Beutler asked legal counsel to come forward to discuss the nature of the document and why the 

Board needs to approve it.  He wanted to know what liability it creates if something in the plan 

changes.  Rod Confer explained that the consultant probably wants this document as protection.  

If they begin the design with an understanding of what the project consists of and then we come 

back with different requirements they can use this as a source document to be paid more or to say 

they are not liable for any delays.  Beutler pointed out that there are things in the document not to 

be resolved at this point, therefore, he did not feel comfortable taking a position on unresolved 

matters if they may be used to claim additional expense.   

 

Jim Martin pointed out that this is common practice in a project like this.  The report is a 

conceptual document that tries to define the original assumptions to get the process started.  

There is no guarantee that any changes to the document would result in additional fees.  Beutler 

asked what the ramifications would be if this was delayed.  Martin did not think there would be 

any ramifications.  Confer added that it could lead to some uncertainties for DLR and may slow 

them down in their work if they don’t know exactly where we want them to go.  Marvin added 

that the ultimate goal is to flow this information to the Board and get direction to keep the 

process moving forward.   

 

Snyder observed that part of the problem is that the Board members have not been involved in 

the programming meetings.  They do not have the background information and have not been 

briefed on the processes that lead to the creation of the document.  Martin was willing to arrange 

for DLR or members of the team to come forward and brief the Board. 

 

Beutler inquired if sustainability has been considered with the design.  Martin indicated that the 

team has been talking about sustainable design and will be giving the Board estimates of the 

various levels of sustainability.  Those items that are at a higher level will cost more.  Beutler 

asked if there had been discussion about how to keep the costs under control so that it fits into 

Don Herz’s cost estimates.  Martin explained that the team started with a basic assumption such 

as a 16,000 seat arena with the capability to expand.  In a sports arena the immediate focus is on 

the seating bowl because it determines what the foundation system looks like.  They then design 

to a budget, adding the other aspects such as suites and bathrooms later on.  The CMR is brought 

in early so they can be estimating costs as the design is taking place.     

 

Beutler was appreciative of the speed and level of detail the team has provided.  He would like a 

little more time to absorb the information and think about a few questions he has.  Snyder 

agreed.  Martin reminded the Board that although the report looks very specific, it is still at a 

conceptual level.   



 

7  

 

Item 11 – Bill No. WH 10-26 Resolution to Approve Amendment No. 1 to the Haymarket 

Infrastructure Design Contract 

 

Roger Figard explained that this is a resolution to add design services for two more pieces of 

infrastructure to the contract approved at the last Board meeting.  This is not a change order or an 

overage; it is an amendment to add additional design pieces.  Figard distributed two documents 

to the Board.  The first is a map showing the different pieces of civil infrastructure surrounding 

the West Haymarket.  There are 17 different activities that need to be done to complete the 

project.  The second document is a listing of the 17 pieces that will be tasked out by the 

consultant for a separate fee.  When the Haymarket infrastructure team was selected it did not 

make sense and was not possible to have all 17 activities scoped out at that time.  Therefore, the 

separate activities will be scoped out and negotiated throughout the project. 

 

Today the Board is being asked to add the design services for the streetscape design (A7) and the 

Amtrak station design (A14).  The streetscape design will be done by Clark Enersen for just 

under $406,000.  The anticipated completion date is September 30, 2013 as each piece will be 

added to the project as it is put under construction.  The Amtrak station and platform design will 

be completed by Sinclair Hille for just under $237,000.  The goal is to go out for bids on August 

1, 2011, with a target construction date of October 1, 2011, and completion date of June 15, 

2012.  These two pieces will take the original contract from $2.7 million to $3.35 million.   

 

Figard reiterated that this is not a request for additional money for the earlier work; it is adding 

additional tasks that are needed to move ahead.  He will be returning to future Board meetings 

with additional amendments to move ahead with different pieces. 

 

Clare expressed his appreciation for the explanation.  He asked if the expenditures that will be 

added are part of the budget that Don Herz put together.  Herz stated that all of the costs in 

addition to the amount the Board initially approved are within the engineering/soft cost budget.   

 

Beutler inquired about the improvements shown on Sun Valley Boulevard and if all of the 

changes will be in place before the State changes the right-of-way.  Roger informed the Board 

that the improvements to Sun Valley Boulevard that the State of Nebraska has proposed from 

West O Street to 1
st
 and Cornhusker have been shelved and taken out of their funding program.  

If the State completes the project at some point in the future, the improvements the JPA makes 

along Charleston and the new bridge access will be compatible.  Beutler asked if there were parts 

of Sun Valley Boulevard that would be abandoned with the State’s improvements.  Figard stated 

that the portion over I-180 and towards 10
th

 Street would be abandoned under the State’s plan.  

Due to that, the improvements would be minimal but are necessary to support traffic coming out 

of the parking area.   

 

Beutler asked if the improvements on Sun Valley near O Street and Cornhusker Highway are 

being 100% funded by the JPA.  Figard noted that the decision to make those improvements has 

not been made.  The JPA boundary map has not been amended to include those locations.  They 

are shown to note that those improvements need to be done but there has not been a commitment 

by the JPA to do them.  They are open for further discussion and negotiations.  Beutler 

questioned if those pieces are covered under the original cost estimates.  Figard answered that 



 

8  

 

they are not which is why they will not bring them to the Board at this time.  Snyder inquired if 

the State would be interested in helping the JPA make those improvements.  Figard indicated that 

they continue to have dialog with the State but it will be an uphill battle to get them to find the 

revenue within the three year timeframe.  There have been discussions about getting credit for 

any funds the JPA expends on those pieces.  Figard will come back for discussions with the 

Board when he has more information.   

 

Snyder asked for any comments from the public.  Hearing none, Beutler made a motion to 

approve the resolution.  Clare seconded the motion.  Motion carried 3-0. 

 

Item 12 – Set Next Meeting Date:  Wednesday January 26, 2011 3:00 P.M. (County/City 

Building Room 303) 

 

The next JPA meeting will be announced later, due to the special meeting.  After that, the next 

meeting will be held on Wednesday January 26, 2011 at 3:00 P.M. 

 

Clare made a motion to adjourn.  Beutler seconded the motion.  Motion carried 3-0. 

 

Item 13 – Motion to Adjourn 

 

Meeting adjourned at 4:10. 

 

 

 

 

 Prepared by: Melissa Ramos-Lammli, Engineering Services 



WH 10-23 Introduce:  12-16-10

RESOLUTION NO. WH- __________

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the West Haymarket Joint Public1

Agency:2

That the Contract Agreement between the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency and3

General Excavating, Inc.  for West Haymarket Arena Site Diesel Fuel Plume Remediation,4

pursuant to Bid No. 10-230, is hereby approved  is hereby accepted and approved and the5

Chairperson of the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency Board of Representatives is hereby6

authorized to execute said Agreement on behalf of the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency.7

Introduced by:
Adopted this ___ day of ____________, 2010.

___________________________________

Approved as to Form & Legality: West Haymarket Joint Public Agency
Board of Representatives

_________________________________ ___________________________________
Legal Counsel for Jayne Snyder, Chair
West Haymarket Joint Public Agency

___________________________________
Tim Clare

___________________________________
Chris Beutler



























































































































































































































































































































































































































WH 11-02 Introduce:  1-7-11

RESOLUTION NO. WH- __________

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the West Haymarket Joint Public1

Agency:2

That the attached Purchase Order for General Excavating to proceed with diesel fuel tank3

removal, disposal and closure of the project site within the West Haymarket Redevelopment4

Project Area is hereby approved and the Chair of the Board of Representatives is hereby5

authorized to execute said Purchase Order on behalf of the West Haymarket Joint Public6

Agency.  Said diesel fuel tank was discovered during excavation of the stormwater mitigation7

area for the West Haymarket Redevelopment Project and was required to be immediately8

removed in order to allow the contractor to continue with excavation. 9

Adopted this ____ day of _________________, 2011.10

Introduced by:

___________________________________

Approved as to Form & Legality: West Haymarket Joint Public Agency
Board of Representatives

_________________________________ ___________________________________
Legal Counsel for Jayne Snyder, Chair
West Haymarket Joint Public Agency

___________________________________
Tim Clare

___________________________________
Chris Beutler





WH 11-03 Introduce:  1-7-11

RESOLUTION NO. WH- _______________

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the West Haymarket Joint Public1

Agency:2

That Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement for Engineering Services with Olsson3

Associates for the Haymarket Infrastructure Design Project to include development of the4

preliminary and final designs for the Charleston Street Bridge and Roadway Improvements to5

Charleston Street and Sun Valley Boulevard is hereby accepted and approved and the6

Chairperson of the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency Board of Representatives is hereby7

authorized to execute said Amendment No. 2 on behalf of the West Haymarket Joint Public8

Agency.9

Adopted this _____ day of ______________, 2011.10

Introduced by:

___________________________________

Approved as to Form & Legality: West Haymarket Joint Public Agency
Board of Representatives

_________________________________ ___________________________________
Legal Counsel for Jayne Snyder, Chair
West Haymarket Joint Public Agency

___________________________________
Tim Clare

___________________________________
Chris Beutler
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AMENDMENT NO. 2 

to AGREEMENT for ENGINEERING SERVICES 

between OLSSON ASSOCIATES  

dba LINCOLN HAYMARKET INFRASTRUCTURE TEAM and the 

WEST HAYMARKET JOINT PUBLIC AGENCY  

HAYMARKET INFRASTRUCTURE DESIGN PROJECT 

Project No. 870000 
 
This Contract Amendment is made by and between Olsson Associates, dba Lincoln Haymarket 
Infrastructure Team, hereinafter called ENGINEER, and the West Haymarket Joint Public 
Agency, hereinafter called JPA, this                 day of                                     ____________ 2011 
and approved by Resolution No.                             _________________. 
 
WHEREAS, it is the mutual desire of the parties hereto to amend the Agreement to provide 
professional services associated with the Haymarket Infrastructure Design Contract which was 
entered into on November 18, 2010 under Resolution WH-12, hereinafter called the existing 
Agreement.  The general description of work to be added to the existing Agreement under this 
Amendment shall include professional engineering services associated with the design and 
completion of final plans and Special Provisions for the Charleston Street Bridge and Roadway 
Project.  A detailed breakdown of scope and fee for this project is included in the attached 
Appendix A-8 

 
The schedule for completion of the work outlined in Appendix A-8 is shown in Appendix B-2 
which is attached to this amendment.  
 
The estimated fee for completion of the work associated with the Charleston Street Bridge and 
Roadway Project is $599,582.00.  The total estimated fee for the work associated with this 
Amendment is $599,582.00, which increases the total not-to-exceed contract amount from 
$3,353,572.00 to $3,953,154.00. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, it is hereby agreed that the existing Agreement be amended to include the 
services as described in the attached appendix “Appendix A-8”. 
 
This AMENDMENT shall be deemed a part of, and shall be subject to all terms and conditions 
of the existing Agreement.  Except as modified above, the existing Agreement shall remain in 
full force and effect. 
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West Haymarket Joint Public Agency                                                         

 

_______________________________ 

Title:___________________________ 
 
Engineer – Olsson Associates dba 

Lincoln Haymarket Infrastructure Team  

 

By: ____________________________  By: ______________________________  

Title:___________________________ Title:______________________________ 
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APPENDIX A-8 
Scope of Services 

 
HAYMARKET INFRASTRUCTURE DESIGN PROJECT 

CHARLESTON STREET BRIDGE AND ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS 
 

JPA Project Number 870301 
 
 

General Description of Scope of Services 
 
This scope of services generally includes services related to the preliminary and final design for the new 
bridge across Salt Creek at Charleston Street; improvements along Charleston Street between 1

st
 Street 

and 6
th
 Street, including the intersection of Sun Valley Boulevard & Charleston Street and sufficient 

lengths (approximately 825 feet north and 1,225 feet south) along Sun Valley Boulevard to account for 
the grade raise of the intersection; and roadway improvements along 6

th
 Street to accommodate 

widening of the roadway to provide a three-lane section.  
 

The following are the task items that are included as part of the scope of services for the Charleston 
Street Bridge and Roadway Improvements. 
 
 

TASK 1. Project Management 
 

a. Project Management 
 

The Design Team Project Manager will serve as point of contact, maintain project schedule and 
budget, and be responsible for coordinating work of the design team for this project.  This work 
will include providing regular progress reports to support invoicing and updates on design 
schedule. Project Management efforts will follow appropriate guidance as given in the City of 
Lincoln’s website “Guiding Principles and Procedures (GP&P)” 

 
b. Coordination with Others 
 

The Design Team will coordinate their design with agencies and/or Consultants that are 
involved with this project or adjacent projects.  Coordination includes one-on-one meetings with 
the agencies or Consultants.  This work item does not include coordination with utilities which is 
covered under Task 4 of this scope of services. 

 
c. Design Memorandum 

 
Using the City of Lincoln’s design memorandum outline, the Design Team will prepare a design 
memorandum with project criteria and design standard information for submittal and agreement 
by the Program Manager and the JPA Project Management Team.   
 

d. Condemnation Hearings 
 

The Design Team Project Manager will, at the request of the JPA Project Management Team, 
attend all condemnation hearings.  This scope estimates one (1) hearing will be attended. 
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TASK 2. General Project Meetings 
 
a. Kick-Off Meeting 

 
Once notice to proceed has been received, the Design Team Project Manager will schedule 
and attend a kick-off meeting with the Program Manager, JPA staff and utilities for the project.  
The JPA Project Management Team will supply a list of invitees and the Design Team shall be 
responsible for notification to attendees.   

 
b. Progress Meetings 
 

The Design Team Project Manager will schedule and attend all progress meetings for this 
individual project.  The Design Team will create and distribute a meeting agenda at least 48 
hours prior to all progress meetings.  This scope estimates four (4) progress meetings. 

 
c. Review Meetings 

 
The Design Team will schedule and attend review meetings to receive the JPA’s review 
comments from the first and second submittals. 
 

d. Plan-in-Hand 
 

The Design Team will schedule and attend a plan-in-hand meeting.  This meeting is to be held 
following the review period of the first submittal.   
 

e. Coordination Meetings with ROW Appraisals and Acquisition  
 

The Design Team will schedule and meet with project appraisers and acquisition staff to review 
the right-of-way needs and impacts at existing properties.   The scope estimates one (1) 
meeting for ROW appraisal and acquisition activities.  

 
 
TASK 3. Survey 
  

a. Topographical Survey 
 

The JPA is providing the survey information through a separate consultant (Speece Lewis).  
The Design Team will perform the necessary hard shot confirmation on a sample of random 
shots such as manholes, etc.  The Design Team will review the JPA provided survey and 
advise the JPA as to the Design Team interpretation of completeness of the survey provided. 
 

b. Supplemental Field Survey 
 

The Design Team will perform the necessary supplemental field survey that is identified during 
the design of the project to supplement the existing topographic ground survey.  This will 
include hard elevations at tie-in points, additional flowline or utility locations not included with 
the original survey, topographic features not included with the initial survey and hard elevations 
at other critical locations as determined during the design process.  This work will also include 
providing the necessary channel cross sections along Salt Creek as required to hydraulically 
model the new bridge across Salt Creek and additional survey along 6

th
 Street to allow design 

for widening of this roadway as shown on the TEUP conceptual design plans. 
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TASK 4. Utility Coordination 
 

a. Utility Location/Verification 
 

The Design Team will review the utility locations shown on the survey provided by the JPA, and 
verify these locations during field inspections.  Plans will be printed and distributed to the Utility 
Companies for verification of ownership, type, size, location, and cased or uncased. 

 
The Design Team will request that the Utility Companies return to the Design Team marked up 
plans with utility verification.  The Design Team will incorporate the information into the 
topography.  All utilities identified in the topographic survey and verified by the individual utility 
will be incorporated into the plans.  It is assumed the survey accurately depicts the existing 
utilities in the project area and this scope item is for confirmation of the utility locations.   

  
The Design Team shall identify and verify with Utility Companies major utility conflicts such as 
fiber optic lines, gas pipelines, crude oil pipelines, high-pressure waterlines, transmission lines, 
etc., at the earliest possible time.  The Design Team, Program Manager and the JPA Project 
Management Team will discuss major conflicts and attempt to avoid them.  If avoidance is not 
possible, the Design Team will then request the Utility Company to verify the conflict and 
provide a preliminary estimate of reimbursable costs associated with the utility relocation.  The 
Design Team will work with the affected Utility Companies to determine the best strategies for 
relocations and potential mitigation strategies that may be implemented to ensure that the 
project schedule is not adversely impacted. 

 
b. Utility Plan Submittal 
 

At each JPA review submittal, the plans will be distributed by the Design Team to public and 
private utilities for comment. 

 
c. Utility Review Meetings/Coordination 
 

The Design Team shall schedule utility review meetings to coincide with a regular project 
progress meeting or JPA review meeting.  The Design Team shall include time for coordination 
via the phone and one-on-one meetings with affected utilities as necessary to maintain the 
accelerated schedule for the design and construction of the project. 

 

 
TASK 5. Public Involvement 
 

  
a. One-on-One, Small Group Meetings (2 Meetings) 

 
The Design Team will meet with individuals or key stakeholders who may be significantly 
affected by the project.  This will include one-on-one meetings with representatives of the 
property owners adjacent to the project and other key stakeholders as identified by the City or 
Program Manager.   The Design Team shall will notify the Program Manager of all proposed 
stakeholder meetings and invite the Program Manager to the meetings.  
 

 
TASK 6. Drainage Analysis 
 

a. Hydraulic/Hydrologic Analysis 
 
The Design Team shall design open and closed drainage systems for the new roadways in 
accordance with the most current edition of the City of Lincoln Drainage Criteria Manual, or as 
directed by the Watershed Management Department. It is assumed the system along 
Charleston Street will be a closed system and Sun Valley Boulevard will remain open ditches. 
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b. Preliminary Drainage Studies 
 

The Design Team shall review available drainage studies, identify overland flow paths and 
sumps.  At the request of the JPA Project Management Team, hydraulic design calculations will 
be submitted for review. 
 

c. Detailed Salt Creek Floodplain Review and Evaluation of Levee Impacts 
 

The Design Team shall perform detailed hydraulic modeling for the project to evaluate the 
impacts the proposed improvements will have on the Salt Creek storage areas and conveyance 
between areas.  This work will be based upon the HEC-RAS storage area model for Salt Creek 
developed by the City of Lincoln in 2007 to model the impacts of the proposed Charleston 
Street roadway work on routing of flood flows through Flood Storage Areas (FSA) 10 and 11.  
This work will also include evaluation of changes to flood storage within the FSA and changes in 
interconnectivity between the FSA.  The hydraulic analysis will evaluate potential alternatives 
that can be included with the project to try and achieve no net fill and no-rise requirements.  If it 
is not practical to meet no-net fill or no net rise, than practical measures to mitigate impacts and 
achieve no adverse impact will be developed and evaluated.    
 
An evaluation of the proposed bridge over Salt Creek at Charleston Street will be performed 
with the regulatory HEC-RAS model, also developed by the City of Lincoln in 2007.  The 
proposed bridge will be designed with the low chord of the bridge above the 100-year flood level 
and minimal changes to the channel through the bridge opening.  The analysis will evaluate two 
options, one that would keep the pedestrian bridge at Charleston Street  in place  to continue to 
control downstream discharges and the a second option that would remove the bridge and 
identify other means to control downstream flows and/or mitigate potential increases in water 
surface elevations.  This work shall include determination of a preliminary cost to accommodate 
removal of the existing Charleston Bridge along with additional improvements that would need 
to be incorporated into the design to control downstream flows or mitigate increases in water 
surface elevations.  This shall be compared to the cost of a new bridge structure with the 
existing downstream bridge remaining in place.   

 
This work will also evaluate drainage from the new roadways and develop recommendations for 
outlet storm sewers that accommodate site constraints, including contaminated soils, utility 
lines, and abandoned railroad structures.  The use of existing levee drainage structures, as 
noted in the Operation and Maintenance Manual for Channel Improvements and Levees thru 
Lincoln, Nebraska (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Omaha District, October 1969) will be used 
or possibly modified wherever possible to minimize changes to drainage patterns and potential 
impacts to the Salt Creek levees. 

 
The Design Team will prepare the detailed technical submittal package for transmittal to the 
Lower Platte South NRD and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the agency responsible for 
review and/or permitting of projects that impact “waters of the United States” and the Salt Creek 
Levee.    The detailed submittal will include the geotechnical analysis completed under the 
Geotechnical Task, the detailed checklists, supporting documentation, project plans and project 
specifications.   The submittal package will also include the necessary plans detailing work that 
will be incorporated into the project to stabilizing the levees at areas that are disturbed by 
construction.  The submittal will provide certification that no adverse impacts to the stability of 
the levee system and no increase in flood elevations for Salt Creek will result from the 
construction of the improvements.  The overall coordination work with the COE and LPSNRD 
that is associated with the technical submittal is included in the Design Coordination and 
Support work effort.    

 
The area of levee around the Charleston Bridge has the potential for global stability failure.  This 
will be known once the final geotechnical study has been completed.  It is anticipated that 100 
feet of both levees upstream and downstream of the bridge will need to be stabilized.  The 
Design Team will develop levee stabilization plans based on the geotechnical 
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recommendations.  These measures include removing and rebuilding disturbed portions of the 
levee embankment with stabilized structural fill material.  Detailed plans and specifications will 
be prepared as necessary to show the required reconstruction and stabilization.   

 
The Design Team will prepare and submit a Floodplain Development Permit to the City of 
Lincoln, the entity responsible for floodplain administration on this portion of Salt Creek.  The 
submittal will include no-rise certification for the proposed construction. 
 
 

TASK 7. Traffic 
 

a. Traffic Signal / ITS Design / Street Lighting 
 

Based on the recommendations of the traffic study completed as part of the TEUP Project or as 
directed by the JPA Project Management Team, the Design Team will prepare signal plans at 
intersections as warranted.  It is estimated that the following intersection(s) will require signal 
design plans to modify existing traffic signals: 

• Sun Valley Boulevard & Charleston Street (permanent) 
 
For purposes of future ITS systems, 4” Conduit shall be placed along the length of the project.  
This work will be coordinated with the overall design for the permanent changeable message 
signs and monitoring cameras that will be designed in conjunction with this project.   
 
Lighting will be designed by Lincoln Electric Systems (LES) after the Design Team supplies 
LES with electronic files.  The Design Team will draft the lighting plans based on LES design.   
 

b. Pavement Marking & Signing 
 

The Design Team shall prepare plan sheets showing pavement marking and signage layouts.  
In addition, temporary signage and pavement markings will be shown, if applicable. 
 
 

TASK 8. First Submittal 
 

a. Site Inspections (Estimated 2 Visits) 
 

b. Prepare Alternatives 
 

Design Team will evaluate possible alternatives including but not limited to: horizontal and 
vertical alignment, number of lanes required, configuration of intersections, median width(s), 
and bike trail and sidewalk locations.  This shall include reviewing the alignment along 
Charleston Street to potentially reconfigure the design of the 4

th
 and Charleston intersection as 

shown on the conceptual design plans to provide a stop condition for 4
th
 Street with a through 

movement on Charleston.  This evaluation shall look to minimize adverse impacting to the 
NSAA facilities or existing wetlands.  The final alternative decision shall be made prior to and 
shown in the first submittal. 

 
c. Preliminary Designs 

 
The Design Team shall prepare project base files and plan sheets in accordance with the City 
of Lincoln CADD standards.  Plan sheets to be included in the first submittal include the 
following: 
 

• Cover Sheet 

• Typical Section Sheets 

• General Notes Sheets 

• Horizontal/Vertical Control Sheets 

• Geometric Sheets 
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• Roadway Plan and Profile Sheets 

• Right-of-Way Sheets 
o Existing right-of-way and ownerships identified 

• Roadway Cross-Section Sheets 
 

d. Preliminary Construction Phasing 
 

The Design Team shall prepare preliminary plans showing the anticipated Construction 
Phasing.  This phasing plan shall be submitted at the time of the first submittal.  The Design 
Team shall prepare a written description of the Construction Phasing, noting detour routes if 
applicable.  This phasing plan shall be submitted at the time of the first submittal.  It is assumed 
that project construction west of the new bridge will be completed in two principal phases.  
These would include construction along Charleston Street between 1

st
 Street and Sun Valley 

Boulevard; and construction along Sun Valley Boulevard.  The scope as outlined is based upon 
construction on both of these roadway segments being completed under total closure with 
traffic detoured.  

 
e. Cost Estimates 

 
The Design Team shall prepare an updated total project cost estimate.  This shall include 
Preliminary Engineering, ROW acquisition, Private Utility Relocations, Public Utility Relocations, 
Construction, and Construction Engineering on the appropriate forms. 
   

  

TASK 9. Geotechnical Evaluation 
 

Project Background 
This project will include geotechnical analysis with a written report for the Charleston Street Bridge 
and the street widening of Charleston Street and the Sun Valley Boulevard.  The soil test borings will 
be completed approximately every 400 feet along the south side of Charleston Street and the west 
side of Sun Valley Boulevard. 
 
Upon reviewing soil logs in the area, the Design Team has prepared this proposal with the 
understanding that the subsoil profile will likely consist of land-fill related material overlying alluvial 
clays and sands.  The proposed depths were determined from this information to provide the best 
delineation of the sub-surface strata for this project and provide the necessary recommendations.  

 
 Field Exploration 

a. The Design Team proposes to use a truck-mounted drill rig to complete a total of twelve 
(12) soil test borings for the roadways and bridge.   
• Two (2) soil test borings to depths of 80 feet each. 

• Three (3) soil test borings to depths of 20 feet each. 
• Four (4) soil test borings to depths of 15 feet each. 

• Three (3) soil test borings to depths of 10 feet each. 
The soil borings will be advanced to the depths proposed, or to refusal, whichever is 
shallower.  This proposal is based on a total drilling footage of 310 linear feet.   

b. Contact Diggers Hotline of Nebraska to locate underground utilities. To insure the 
safety of the crew on site, JPA must inform the Design Team the location of all utilities 
and utility service connections.  Cost of locating utility lines and service connections 
shall be JPA’s responsibility. Design Team is not responsible or liable for damage to 
any utility or service connection. 

c. All boring locations must be readily accessible.  Any cost of making boring locations 
accessible is JPA’s responsibility.  Design Team will not perform work until boring 
locations are accessible and acceptable to Design Team’s satisfaction. 

d. Drilling rigs are heavy equipment.  Disturbance of natural surroundings including but not 
limited to soil indentations, concrete cracking and damage to underground sprinkler 
systems, may occur. Design Team shall not be liable or responsible for any site 
disturbance that may occur as a result of bringing equipment on site when notified by 
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Design Team representative that damage is likely to occur and directed by the JPA to 
proceed.  JPA accepts full responsibility for site disturbance.  

e. Sampling of soils in general accordance with ASTM D-1586 and ATSM D-1587. 
f. Obtain groundwater levels in the test borings at the time of drilling and upon completion 

of the drilling operations. 
 

Laboratory Services 
a. As soil conditions dictate, laboratory testing may include visual soil classification (ASTM 

D-2488), unconfined compression tests (ASTM D-2166), thin-walled tube density tests 
(ASTM D-2937), moisture content tests (ASTM D-2216), Atterberg limit tests (ASTM 
D4318), a Standard Proctor test (ASTM D-698), one-dimensional consolidation test 
(ASTM D-2435), and mechanical sieve analysis (ASTM D-422). 

 
Engineering Analysis and Report Preparation  

a. Foundation design recommendations for the bridge structure support, including 
estimates of settlement.  Recommendations for the foundation system would include 
recommended bearing depth, bearing pressure and/or pile capacity. 

b. Utilize the survey data and information provided to evaluate the global stability of the 
existing levee near the proposed bridge location and roadway widening.  The global 
stability analysis will utilize the boring and laboratory information to interpret soil 
properties values that can be used in a Geo/Slope W software program.  Final 
recommendations will be made regarding acceptable slope conditions based on the 
available soil information.   

b. Coordination and submittal of geotechnical report for COE approval of levee 
modifications. 

c. Recommendations regarding the thickness, moisture, and compaction criteria for 
backfill or structural fill.  Soil excavation criteria in accordance with OSHA Standards will 
be included or referenced. 

d. Discussion of anticipated groundwater concerns, along with recommendations for 
addressing these concerns during construction, if required. 

e. Analysis of the on-site soils encountered, regarding shrink/swell characteristics and the 
potential for reuse as structural fill. 

f. Discussion on the effects of structural fill placement and roadway loading on the 
existing soil strata and/or land-fill related material.  A detailed settlement analysis will be 
completed to evaluate the future loading conditions from the trash debris as it relates to 
total and differential settlement. 

g. Recommendations regarding the preparation of subgrade soils supporting the 
pavement, including an evaluation of the laboratory test results for providing an 
estimated modulus of subgrade reaction. 

h. Pavement analysis. 
i. Lateral earth pressures. 

 
 
TASK 10. Environmental / Historical Review 
  

a. Wetlands Delineation Work and Historic Consultation 
 

A portion of the wetlands delineation work for this project has been completed as part of the 
TEUP planning work.  Additional delineation work for the areas along Sun Valley Boulevard that 
is associated with the interim roadway work was not included in the General Design 
Coordination and Support Phase and is being included with this project. 
 
The Section 404 permitting and Section 106 Historic consultation work for this project is 
included in the scope of work for the General Design Coordination and Support Phase. 
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b. Public Lands Impacts [Section 6(f)]  
 
A large portion of the Oak Lake Park was developed or acquired utilizing land and water 
conservation funds.  It is assumed the project footprint will remain within existing right-of-way 
and no land conversion will be required.   

 
c. Landfill Evaluation and Recommendations  

 
A portion of the new Charleston Roadway will cross through areas where previous landfill sites 
have been identified.  This work shall include a review of the proposed work with regard to the 
existing landfill sites and development of a contingency plan to include with the contract 
documents in the event landfill waste is encountered.  This will include testing protocol required 
if landfill waste is discovered, identification of classification of waste material and determination 
of disposal alternatives.  This shall also include coordination with the Nebraska Department of 
Environmental Quality regarding the required testing and disposal of the material or 
alternatively, the reuse of excavated materials as beneficial fill.  Field work associated with 
obtaining samples and testing of waste materials is not included as part of this scope of work.  
For the purpose of this scope a maximum of four agency coordination meetings is assumed. 

 
 

TASK 11. Existing Water Main or Wastewater Relocation 
 

The Design Team shall identify existing water mains or sanitary sewers that are in conflict with 
project improvements.  Project improvements are to be designed around water mains and 
sanitary sewer lines; however, in some situations relocating the water main or sanitary line will 
produce an improved engineering design.  Engineering judgment shall be used to determine 
when to relocate a public utility.  This task involves minor relocates involving a public utility due 
to an improvement project not initiated by the specific utility section, including coordination with 
the Fire Chief regarding the relocation/new construction of fire hydrants.   

 
 

TASK 12. Structural/ Bridge Design 

 
a. Structure Alternative Analysis 

 
The Design Team will investigate structural alternatives for the Charleston Street Bridge over 
Salt Creek. Items to consider during analysis shall include span length, pier location, 
constructability, impact on surrounding properties, aesthetic features, and the hydraulics of the 
Salt Creek channel. The following bridge alternatives will be reviewed: 

�  “Conventional” structure with concrete girder superstructure 
 

b. Bridge Design and Plan Preparation 
 
The Design Team will prepare a brief report of conceptual design information, which details all 
pertinent design features for each structural alternative. This information will be included in the 
project design memorandum.  
 
The Design Team will investigate the soil types and provide recommendations for the bridge 
foundation design.  (See Task 9 Geotechnical Evaluation) 
 
Once the preliminary design sheets (Bridge Type, Size, and Location (TS&L) and data sheets) 
are complete, they will be submitted for review to the City of Lincoln. Prior to submitting TS&L 
sheets, the Design Team will recommend the type of median or center barrier to construct as 
well as identify pedestrian needs on and under the bridge.  
 
After the preliminary design is approved, the Design Team will prepare final design plans in 
accordance with NDOR bridge design policies and procedures as well as the most recent 
edition of AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications. Since pedestrians are to travel 
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underneath the bridge, the Design Team will investigate and recommend solutions for bird 
control on the under-side of the bridge. 
 
The Design Team will prepare an independent design check for each alternative per NDOR 
requirements. A copy of the design check and comments made during the design check will be 
submitted to the City’s Project Manager. 
 
The Design Team will provide shim shot calculations for use during construction. The Design 
Team will also review shop drawing submittals and answer design questions during 
construction. 
 

c. Lighting 
 

The Design Team will evaluate and design lighting along the bridge as follows: 
� Standard Lighting 
� Lighting Above the Bridge Deck 
� Lighting for Bike Trail Undercrossing 

 
The Design Team will include the design of circuits and wiring as well as future conduit location 
in the bridge design. 
 

d. Retaining Wall 
 

The Design Team will investigate various retaining wall designs for use at the east abutment 
near the bike trail, and will recommend an appropriate wall type.  Example retaining wall 
options include modular block walls, “stone-strong” walls, and cast-in-place walls. The Design 
Team will also review shop drawing submittals and answer design questions during 
construction. The Design Team will prepare retaining wall profiles for each wall along the trail 
undercrossing. Additional retaining wall design along the loop roadway at Haymarket Park will 
be performed as necessary due to minimize impacts to the adjacent parking areas.  This scope 
of services assumes all retaining walls are cast-in-place walls and the Design Team is 
responsible for all design and details associated with the cast-in-place walls. 
 
The Design Team will shall investigate the soil types for retaining walls and will provide the 
geotechnical information necessary to complete the design.  (See Task 9 Geotechnical 
Evaluation) 
 

e. Trail Undercrossing Design at Charleston Bridge 
 

The Design Team will prepare the design for the trail undercrossing at the new bridge including 
the trail connections to the existing levee trail system north and south of the bridge.  This work 
will include horizontal and vertical design for the trail, geometric design, construction and 
removal plans, coordination with levee/bridge work, earthwork modeling, typical trail sections, 
railings, signing and trail cross sections.  
 

 

TASK 13. New / Replacement Water Main Design 

 
New or Replacement Water Main Design is not included as part of this project. 

 

 
TASK 14. New / Replacement Wastewater Design  

 
New or Replacement Wastewater Design is not included as part of this project. 
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TASK 15. Right-of-Way 
 

a. Right-of-Way Plans 
 

The Design Team will determine the easements (temporary and permanent) and right-of-way 
required to construct the project.  Temporary construction easements will be acquired in cut and 
fill areas outside the proposed right-of-way acquisition.  Temporary construction easements will 
be acquired to construct driveways or make improvements to personal property beyond the 
existing or proposed right of way.  Existing property corners/property lines will be tied into the 
County Grid System and Title Research as provided by the JPA will be used by the Design 
Team to determine the existing right-of-way and to design the easements and additional right-of-
way needed to construct the project. 
 
It is estimated there will be two tracts associated with this project.  One (1) tract is estimated to 
need revisions due to property owner negotiations.   

 
b. Legal Descriptions 

 
The Design Team will prepare legal descriptions for the temporary and permanent easements 
and new right-of-way to be acquired. 

 
c. Stake Right-of-Way 

 
The Design Team will stake corners of right-of-way to be acquired and the corners of 
easements required to construct the project.  It is estimated all of the tracts will be staked once 
and one (1) tract will be re-staked due to property owner negotiations. 

 
 

TASK 16. Streetscape and Landscape Design 
 

a.  Coordination with Project Streetscape Design 
 

The Design Team will coordinate with the Streetscape team to identify potential streetscape 
enhancements that may be incorporated into this project to tie in with the overall streetscape 
scheme that will be developed for the project.  It is anticipated that this will be limited to 
aesthetic design for retaining walls and railings that may be incorporated into this project and 
that the primary focus will be on identification of locations for future streetscape enhancements 
that may be constructed under a future project.  
 

 

TASK 17. Second Submittal 
 

a. Second Submittal Design 
 

The Design Team shall prepare project base files and plan sheets in accordance with the City 
of Lincoln CADD standards.  All sheets that will be included in the PS&E plan set will be 
included in the second submittal.  This includes, but not limited to, the following sheets: 
 

• Cover Sheet 

• Summary of Quantities Sheet 

• Typical Section Sheets 

• General Notes Sheet 

• Detail Sheets 

• Horizontal/Vertical Control Sheets 

• Construction Phasing Sheets 

• Traffic Control/Detour Sheets 

• Geometric Sheets 
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• Joints and Grades Sheets 

• Roadway Plan and Profile Sheets 

• Construction Sheets 

• Removal Sheets 

• Storm Drainage Plan and Profile Sheets 

• Sediment and Erosion Control Sheets  

• Temporary and Permanent Traffic Signal Sheets 

• Pavement Marking & Signing Sheets 

• Lighting Plan Sheets 

• Landscaping Plan Sheets 

• Right-of-Way/Property Plat Sheets 

• Roadway Cross-Section Sheets 
 

b. Cost Estimates 
 

The Design Team shall prepare an updated total project cost estimate.  This shall include, but 
not be limited to Preliminary Engineering, ROW acquisition, Private Utility Relocations, Public 
Utility Relocations, Construction, and Construction Engineering.     

 
c. Special Provisions 

 
The Design Team will submit Special Provisions with the second submittal. 

 
 

TASK 18. Quality Assurance / Quality Control (QA / QC) 
 

The Design Team will give a copy of their QA / QC plan to the JPA Project Management Team 
at the start of the project.  The Design Team will submit in writing that this plan has been used 
during the project at each submittal with the name of the person responsible for performing the 
QA / QC aspects.   
 
 

TASK 19. Permit Applications / Agreements 
 

The Design Team shall prepare and submit on behalf of the JPA the following permits, 
agreements, certifications, and forms.  The Design Team shall copy the JPA Project 
Management Team on all applications being submitted. 
 

� Floodplain Permit  

� NPDES Permit 

� SWPPP 

� NDOR Permit to Occupy Right-of-way 

� 404 Permit (Preparation included with Design Coordination and Support Scope) 

 
 

TASK 20. PS&E Submittal 
 

a. Draft PS&E Submittal 
 

The Design Team shall submit a draft PS&E package to the JPA Project Management Team for 
final review.  The package will include the plan set, special provisions, and a total project cost 
estimate.    The Design Team shall prepare an updated total project cost estimate.  This shall 
include, but not be limited to Preliminary Engineering, ROW acquisition, Private Utility 
Relocations, Public Utility Relocations, Construction, and Construction Engineering.   
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b. Final PS&E Submittal 
 

Upon incorporating review comments into the plan set and special provisions, the Design Team 
shall prepare and submit all drawings, special provisions, and an updated total project cost 
estimate to the JPA Project Management Team for the final PS&E review.  Upon JPA 
acceptance of the PS&E plans, the Design Team shall submit the bid package to the JPA 
Project Management Team.  The bid package includes sealed bond drawings, sealed special 
provisions, and an electronic file with final bid items and quantities.   The bid package will also 
be accompanied by an electronic copy of the design in MicroStation, GEOPAK format.  
GEOPAK GPK files will also be submitted. 
 

 

TASK 21. Bidding Phase 
 

a. Attend Pre-Bid Meeting and respond to questions 
 
b. Answer Design Questions 
 
c. Addenda to be prepared by JPA Purchasing Representatives 

 
 

TASK 22. Construction Phase 
 

a. Attend Pre-Construction Meeting 
 
b. Review Shop Drawings and material submittals 

 
c. Prepare Revision Sheets 

 
d. Answer Design Questions and Consultation to clarify plans/specifications  

 
e. Evaluate Substitute “or equal” Bids items as requested by the Program Manager  

 
f. Conduct Site Visits as requested by the Program Manager 
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JPA Responsibilities 
 
The City of Lincoln will supply the following information: 
 

� Ownership records and title searches 

� Tenant names (if known) 

� Available water and sewer locations, size, and materials 

� Copies of available reports 

� Available drainage studies 

� Available geotechnical reports 

� Bench marks and horizontal control points 

� Topographic Survey 

� Right-of-entry to private property for surveyors 

� Available current and future traffic volumes and reports 

� Available 3-year accident data 

� Available plats of adjacent properties 

� Current bid item listing 
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GENERAL INFORMATION 
 
1. PLAN FORMAT 
 

Two Half size (11” x 17”) white paper bond copies of the plans will be submitted at the first 
submittal, second submittal, and draft PS&E submittal.   One half size (11” x 17”) white paper bond 
copy of the plans will be submitted for PS&E review.  Any material, which does not produce an 
acceptable reproduction will be returned to the Design Team for rectification.  All submittals, except 
final submittal, shall be bound with post screws or staples.  In addition to the paper copies, PDF’s of 
the plans and Special Provisions will be submitted for all reviews.   
 
Final plans will be submitted on 11” x 17” bond paper and will be accompanied by an electronic 
copy of the design in MicroStation, GEOPAK format.  GEOPAK GPK files will also be submitted. 
 
All sheets will be plotted at the City of Lincoln’s standard sheet scales. 
 
Care will be exercised in drawing all construction details.  All notes will be properly spaced and all 
lettering will be of an engineering style.  Clarity must be maintained to allow the plans to be 
archived on microfilm; the background topography, grid lines etc. on plan and profile sheets will be 
removed behind the text. 
 
The Design Team shall follow the City of Lincoln’s CADD drafting procedures and guidelines in 
preparing the plans. 
 
The CADD files will conform to the following standards and conventions.  All plans, specifications, 
and documents will be in English units using the following working units: 

 
a) Master Units = Ft 
b) Sub Units = 1000

th
  

c) Position Units = 1 
 

Global origin of the graphics design plane will be located at x= 0.0000, y= 0.0000. 
 
Reports, Studies and Technical Information: 
 
The Design Team shall prepare and submit the following items: 

 
1. Technical memos for all pertinent meetings 
2. Meeting minutes from all meetings 
3. Drainage computations, culverts and storm drainage design 
4. Miscellaneous correspondence and information related to the project 
5. Summary of quantities and opinion of probable cost 
6. Permit applications 
7. Special Provisions for items not covered by the City of Lincoln Standard Specifications 
8. Intersection Sight Distance Study for all side streets along the main roadway. 

 
Cross-sections: 
 
The Design Team will: 

 
1. Plot cross-sections with the labeling of the sections on the right side of the sheet, label 

existing and design centerline elevations at their respective centerline, and offset distances 
20 feet from the design centerline along the bottom of each sheet. 

 
2. Plot cross-section on standard size sheets (same size as the plan and profile sheets). 
 
3. Roadway cross-sections are to be plotted using a vertical and horizontal scale of 1” = 20’. 
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4. Plot the cross-sections with the stations progressing upward from the bottom to the top of 
the sheet. 

 
5. Plot the original ground with a dashed line 

 
6. Plot the design template with a solid line. 

 
7. Label the cut and fill quantities for each section if cross-sections are used.  If a site model is 

developed that is more accurate this information may be provided for information only. 
 

8. Plot the right-of-way and easements on each cross-section. 
 
 
2. RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBMITTALS 

 
Plan submittals and right-of-way documents for the project will include, but not be limited to the 
following: 

 
1. Summary Sheet 
2. Right-of-way Plan Sheets 
3. Legal Descriptions  
4. Condemnation plats (Tract Maps) 

 
The first submittal (Ownership Plans) will show the existing ownership, existing right-of-way, as well 
as the preliminary design features of the roadway and preliminary limits of construction. 
 
The second submittal (Appraisal/Negotiation Plans) will show the proposed right-of-way and 
easement design.  The plans will show new temporary and permanent easements needed for 
construction and maintenance of the new roadway, as well as the additional right-of-way.   
 
A summary sheet will be prepared showing the area of new right-of-way or acquisition needed from 
each tract along the project in square feet, along with a strip map showing the location of the tracts.  
Legal descriptions will be prepared for tracts needing additional right-of-way or easements.   
 
The Design Team will make right-of-way design alterations as required by the JPA Project 
Management Team during negotiations.  The revisions to the plans must be made within ten 
working days after the JPA Project Management Team requests the revision.  
 
The right-of-way and easements will be staked for use by the JPA during negotiations.  This activity 
should be coordinated between the Design Team and the JPA Project Management Team. 
 
The PS&E plan submittal will show the right-of-way as acquired or as being acquired through 
eminent domain.   
 
If needed, the Design Team will prepare right-of-way condemnation plats including legal description 
as requested by the JPA Project Management Team within ten working days of the request.  
Condemnation plats will be limited to four tracts 
 
The final right-of-way plans will be submitted on 11” x 17” bond paper with the bid package and will 
be accompanied by an electronic copy of the design in MicroStation format. 

 
 



Task No. Task Description Fee Estimate

1 Project Management $14,160.00

2 General Project Meetings $5,343.00

3 Survey $6,396.00

4 Utility Coordination $3,888.00

5 Public Involvement $0.00

6 Drainage Analysis $48,894.00

7 Traffic $0.00

8 First Submittal $18,116.00

9 Geotechnical Evaluation $11,036.00

10 Environmental / Historical Review $7,888.00

11 Exist Water - Sanitary Relocates $0.00

12 Structural / Bridge Design $178,732.00

13 Water Main Design $0.00

14 Wastewater Design $0.00

15 Right-of-Way $0.00

16 Landscape Design $0.00

17 Second Submittal $26,328.00

18 QA/QC $6,480.00

19 Permit Applications $0.00

20 PS&E Submittals $6,240.00

21 Bidding Phase $4,892.00

22 Construction Phase $21,854.00

Expenses (Includes Subconsultant) $239,335.00

$599,582.00Total Project Cost
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Overhead Rate : 0%

Profit : 0%

Salary Labor Total

Personnel Total Hr. $ Per Hr. Cost Cost

Principal/Project Manager P/PM 0 $180.00 $0 $0.00

Team Leader TL 280 $162.00 $45,360 $45,360.00

Group Leader GL 64 $148.00 $9,472 $9,472.00

Senior Engineer SE 0 $155.00 $0 $0.00

Senior Project Engineer SPE 515 $142.00 $73,130 $73,130.00

Project Engineer PE 563 $115.00 $64,745 $64,745.00

Associate Engineer AE 562 $98.00 $55,076 $55,076.00

Assistant Engineer ASE 64 $85.00 $5,440 $5,440.00

Senior Scientist SS 4 $120.00 $480 $480.00

Senior Project Scientist SPS 0 $105.00 $0 $0.00

Project Scientist PS 8 $90.00 $720 $720.00

Associate Scientist ACS 0 $70.00 $0 $0.00

Assistant Scientist AS 8 $60.00 $480 $480.00

Surveyor SM 40 $80.00 $3,200 $3,200.00

Survey Crew Member (CM) SCM 40 $55.00 $2,200 $2,200.00

Technical Manager TM 0 $118.00 $0 $0.00

Design Technician DT 8 $84.00 $672 $672.00

Senior Technician ST 450 $80.00 $36,000 $36,000.00

Technicain Tech 832 $71.00 $59,072 $59,072.00

Administrative Coordinator AC 0 $70.00 $0 $0.00

Administrative Assistant AA 70 $60.00 $4,200 $4,200.00

Expenses $239,335.00

3508 $360,247 $599,582.00

OA PAY RATES (BASED ON HOURLY RATE SCHEDULE PER CLASSIFICATION)



Expenses Amount $ Ea. Cost

Design

Travel, mile (car) MILES 0.50 $0.00

Travel, mile (survey vehicle) MILES 0.68 $0.00

Subconsultant - Schemmer 1 L.S. 227885 $227,885.00

Half Size Plots (each) 1500 EA. 0.3 $450.00

Mylars, Half Size Plots (each) EA. 4.5 $0.00

Aerial Mapping (DTM) L.S. $0.00

Miscellaneous Expenses(Plots, Copies, Reports, etc.) 1 L.S. 1000 $1,000.00

Geotechnical Borings and Lab Testing 1 L.S. 10000 $10,000.00

 Sub Total $239,335.00

Survey Expenses

Public Involvement Expenses

Total $239,335.00

TOTAL EXPENSES



Task Total Total Overhead Total Profit Total Fee

No. Description of Work Items / Tasks P/PM TL GL SE SPE PE AE ASE SS SPS PS ACS AS SM SCM TM DT ST Tech AC AA Manhours Labor Fee 0.00% (A+B) 0.00% (A+B+C)

1 Project Management

Project Management 80 20 100 $14,160 $0 $14,160 $0 $14,160.00
Coordination with Others 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Design Memorandum 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Condemnation Hearings 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$14,160.00

2 General Project Meetings

Kick-Off Meeting 3 3 6 $771 $0 $771 $0 $771.00
Progress Meetings 8 8 16 $2,056 $0 $2,056 $0 $2,056.00
Review Meetings 4 8 12 $1,488 $0 $1,488 $0 $1,488.00
Plan-in-Hand 4 4 8 $1,028 $0 $1,028 $0 $1,028.00
Meetings with Appraiser & Acquisition Staff 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$5,343.00

3 Survey

Topographical Survey 2 40 40 8 90 $6,396 $0 $6,396 $0 $6,396.00
Base Map Preparation 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Horizontal Control 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Vertical Control 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Locate Section Corners 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Bench Level Run 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Utility Locates 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$6,396.00

4 Utility Coordination

Utility Location / Verification 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Utility Plan Submittal 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Utility Review Meetings / Coordination 24 24 $3,888 $0 $3,888 $0 $3,888.00

$3,888.00

5 Public Involvement

Public Involvement Planning Meetings 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Public Involvement Plan 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Database Development / Maintenance 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Key Stakeholder Outreach 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
City Council ( 1 pre-council, 1 reg meeting) 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Open Houses (2) 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
One-on-One, Small Group Meetings 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Newsletters / Informational Materials 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Web Site Development 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Final PI Report / Documentation 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$0.00

6 Drainage Analysis

Hydraulic / Hydrologic Analysis 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Preliminary Drainage Studies 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Salt Creek Floodplain/Levee Review & Evaluation 48 96 122 176 16 458 $48,894 $0 $48,894 $0 $48,894.00

$48,894.00

7 Traffic

Traffic Data Collection 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Traffic Analysis 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Traffic Signal / ITS Design / Street Lighting 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Pavement Marking & Signing 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$0.00

8 First Submittal

Site Inspections 2 2 4 $390 $0 $390 $0 $390.00
Prepare Alternatives 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Preliminary Designs 8 24 16 48 $5,336 $0 $5,336 $0 $5,336.00

Cover Sheet 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Typical Section Sheets 4 8 12 $1,100 $0 $1,100 $0 $1,100.00
General Notes Sheet 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Horizontal/Vertical Control Sheets 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Geometric Sheets 8 16 24 $2,200 $0 $2,200 $0 $2,200.00
Roadway Plan and Profile Sheets 16 16 32 $3,120 $0 $3,120 $0 $3,120.00
Right-of-Way Sheets 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Roadway Cross-Sections 20 12 32 $3,260 $0 $3,260 $0 $3,260.00

Preliminary Construction Phasing 6 6 $690 $0 $690 $0 $690.00
Cost Estimates 12 8 20 $2,020 $0 $2,020 $0 $2,020.00

$18,116.00

9 Geotechnical Investigation

Data Research and Field Work 8 20 28 $2,884 $0 $2,884 $0 $2,884.00
Design Recommendations 2 8 20 30 $3,208 $0 $3,208 $0 $3,208.00
Geotechnical Report 4 12 24 8 48 $4,944 $0 $4,944 $0 $4,944.00

$11,036.00

OA MAN-HOUR ESTIMATE - CHARLESTON STREET BRIDGE AND ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS/PROJECT NUMBER 870301



Task Total Total Overhead Total Profit Total Fee

No. Description of Work Items / Tasks P/PM TL GL SE SPE PE AE ASE SS SPS PS ACS AS SM SCM TM DT ST Tech AC AA Manhours Labor Fee 0.00% (A+B) 0.00% (A+B+C)

OA MAN-HOUR ESTIMATE - CHARLESTON STREET BRIDGE AND ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS/PROJECT NUMBER 870301

10 Environmental/Historical Review

NEPA Environmental Review 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Traffic Noise Study 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Landfill Evaluation and Recommendations 36 8 4 48 $6,208 $0 $6,208 $0 $6,208.00
Wetlands and Habitat Investigation 4 8 8 20 $1,680 $0 $1,680 $0 $1,680.00
Wetland Permitting 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Historical / Archeological Investigation 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Impacts to Misc. Environmental Resources 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Prepare Draft Environmental Review 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Endangered Species Review 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Public Land Impacts (4F or 6F) 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$7,888.00

11 Water Main/Wastewater Relocation

Water Main/Wastewater Relocation 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$0.00

12 Structural Design

Structural Alternative Analysis 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
  Concrete Girder Alternatives 4 4 $648 $0 $648 $0 $648.00
     Pier Layout Design 4 8 12 $1,352 $0 $1,352 $0 $1,352.00
     Pier Type Prelim. Design 4 8 12 $1,352 $0 $1,352 $0 $1,352.00
     Beam Layout/Depth Prelim   Design/Optimization 8 16 24 $2,704 $0 $2,704 $0 $2,704.00
     Foundation Study/Prelim Design 4 8 12 $1,352 $0 $1,352 $0 $1,352.00
Bridge Design and Plan Preparation 4 4 $648 $0 $648 $0 $648.00
  Prepare Design Reprt 6 12 8 26 $2,508 $0 $2,508 $0 $2,508.00
  Investigate Bird Deterring System 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
  Preliminary TS&L Sheets 8 16 20 44 $4,124 $0 $4,124 $0 $4,124.00
  Preliminary Data Sheets 2 4 2 8 $796 $0 $796 $0 $796.00
  Concrete Girder Alternative - Final Design 8 8 $1,296 $0 $1,296 $0 $1,296.00
     Slab Design 16 24 40 $4,624 $0 $4,624 $0 $4,624.00
     Beam Design 24 40 64 $7,328 $0 $7,328 $0 $7,328.00
     Bearing Design 12 24 36 $4,056 $0 $4,056 $0 $4,056.00
     Pier Design 24 60 84 $9,288 $0 $9,288 $0 $9,288.00
     Abutment Design 20 40 60 $6,760 $0 $6,760 $0 $6,760.00
     Reinforcing Detailing 12 32 60 104 $9,100 $0 $9,100 $0 $9,100.00
     Quantities 4 24 24 52 $4,624 $0 $4,624 $0 $4,624.00
     General Notes 2 6 12 20 $1,724 $0 $1,724 $0 $1,724.00
     General Plan & Elevation 8 16 32 56 $4,976 $0 $4,976 $0 $4,976.00
     Geology Plan & Elevation 12 24 40 76 $6,896 $0 $6,896 $0 $6,896.00
     Foundation/Pile Layout Plans 8 16 32 56 $4,976 $0 $4,976 $0 $4,976.00
     Pier Plans 4 8 60 72 $5,612 $0 $5,612 $0 $5,612.00
     Abutment Plans 4 8 60 72 $5,612 $0 $5,612 $0 $5,612.00
     Beam Framing Plans 4 8 40 52 $4,192 $0 $4,192 $0 $4,192.00
     Beam Details 4 12 32 48 $4,016 $0 $4,016 $0 $4,016.00
     Cross Sections 4 12 40 56 $4,584 $0 $4,584 $0 $4,584.00
     Bearing and Expansion Joint Plans 4 8 24 36 $3,056 $0 $3,056 $0 $3,056.00
     Slab Plans 6 12 40 58 $4,868 $0 $4,868 $0 $4,868.00
     Approach Slab Plans 8 16 40 64 $5,544 $0 $5,544 $0 $5,544.00
     Barrier Rail Plans 8 16 40 64 $5,544 $0 $5,544 $0 $5,544.00
     Bridge Drainage Details 4 8 12 24 $2,204 $0 $2,204 $0 $2,204.00
Lighting 8 48 48 104 $10,224 $0 $10,224 $0 $10,224.00
Retaining Wall 8 80 40 80 208 $22,976 $0 $22,976 $0 $22,976.00
Trail Undercrossing 8 16 80 80 184 $19,168 $0 $19,168 $0 $19,168.00

$178,732.00

13 Water Main Design

Horizontal Alignment 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Vertical Alignment 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Detail Drawings 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Utility Conflict Verification and Resolution 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$0.00

14 Wastewater Design

Horizontal Alignment 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Vertical Alignment 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Detail Drawings 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Utility Conflict Verification and Resolution 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$0.00

15 Right-of-Way

Right-of-Way Plans 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Legal Descriptions 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Stake Right-of-Way 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$0.00

16 Landscape Design

Landscape Design 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$0.00



Task Total Total Overhead Total Profit Total Fee

No. Description of Work Items / Tasks P/PM TL GL SE SPE PE AE ASE SS SPS PS ACS AS SM SCM TM DT ST Tech AC AA Manhours Labor Fee 0.00% (A+B) 0.00% (A+B+C)

OA MAN-HOUR ESTIMATE - CHARLESTON STREET BRIDGE AND ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS/PROJECT NUMBER 870301

17 Second Submittal

Second Submittal Design 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Cover Sheet 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Summary of Quantities Sheet 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Typical Section Sheets 4 4 8 $780 $0 $780 $0 $780.00
General Notes Sheet 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Detail Sheets 4 8 12 $1,100 $0 $1,100 $0 $1,100.00
Horizontal/Vertical Control Sheets 2 2 $230 $0 $230 $0 $230.00
Construction Phasing 4 8 12 $1,100 $0 $1,100 $0 $1,100.00
Traffic Control Sheets 4 12 16 $1,420 $0 $1,420 $0 $1,420.00
Geometric Sheets 6 12 18 $1,650 $0 $1,650 $0 $1,650.00
Joints and Grades Sheets 6 12 18 $1,650 $0 $1,650 $0 $1,650.00
Roadway Plan and Profile Sheets 6 12 18 $1,650 $0 $1,650 $0 $1,650.00
Construction Sheets 6 12 18 $1,650 $0 $1,650 $0 $1,650.00
Removal Sheets 6 12 18 $1,650 $0 $1,650 $0 $1,650.00
Retaining Wall Plan and Profile Sheets 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Retaining Wall Details 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Storm Drainage Plan and Profile Sheets 6 12 18 $1,650 $0 $1,650 $0 $1,650.00
Culvert/Channel Cross-Section Sheets 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Sediment and Erosion Control Sheets 6 12 18 $1,650 $0 $1,650 $0 $1,650.00
Wastewater Plan and Profile Sheets 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Water Main Plan and Profile Sheets 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Traffic Signal Plan Sheets 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Pavement Marking & Signing Sheets 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Lighting Plan Sheets 8 16 24 $2,200 $0 $2,200 $0 $2,200.00
Landscaping Sheets 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Right-of-Way Sheets 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Roadway Cross-Section 12 8 20 $2,020 $0 $2,020 $0 $2,020.00

Cost Estimates 8 8 16 $1,560 $0 $1,560 $0 $1,560.00
Special Provisions 24 8 32 $4,368 $0 $4,368 $0 $4,368.00

$26,328.00

18 QA/QC

Plan Review 40 40 $6,480 $0 $6,480 $0 $6,480.00

$6,480.00

19 Permit Applications

404 Permit/ Section 106 coordination 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Floodplain Permit 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
SWPPP 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
NPDES Permit 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Railroad Permit 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Railroad Agreement 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Railroad Insurance 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
NDOR Use of Right of Way Permit 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
NDOR Agreement 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Lancaster County Utility Permit 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Lancaster County Inter-local Agreement 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Nebraska Dept. of Environmental Quality 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
City/County Health Dept. Noise Permit 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$0.00

20 PS&E Submittals

Draft PS&E Submittal 16 16 32 $3,120 $0 $3,120 $0 $3,120.00
Final PS&E Submittal 16 16 32 $3,120 $0 $3,120 $0 $3,120.00

$6,240.00

21 Bidding Phase

Attend Pre-Bid Meeting 4 4 4 12 $1,676 $0 $1,676 $0 $1,676.00
Answer Design Questions 8 8 16 $2,056 $0 $2,056 $0 $2,056.00
Prepare Addenda 8 4 12 $1,160 $0 $1,160 $0 $1,160.00

$4,892.00

22 Construction Phase

Attend Pre-Construction Meeting 4 4 4 12 $1,676 $0 $1,676 $0 $1,676.00
Review Shop Drawings 20 8 24 52 $6,112 $0 $6,112 $0 $6,112.00
Prepare Change Orders 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00
Prepare Revision Sheets 6 12 12 24 54 $5,328 $0 $5,328 $0 $5,328.00
Answer Design Questions 20 20 40 $5,140 $0 $5,140 $0 $5,140.00
Evaluate substitute "or equal" bids 2 2 4 $514 $0 $514 $0 $514.00
Conduct Site Visits (6 visits) 12 12 24 $3,084 $0 $3,084 $0 $3,084.00
Review and Certify Pay Requests 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0.00

$21,854.00

Total Manhours 0 280 64 0 515 563 562 64 4 0 8 0 8 40 40 0 8 450 832 0 70 3508

Total $0 $45,360 $9,472 $0 $73,130 $64,745 $55,076 $5,440 $480 $0 $720 $0 $480 $3,200 $2,200 $0 $672 $36,000 $59,072 $0 $4,200 $360,247 $360,247 $0 $360,247 $0 $360,247.00

Total Labor, OH & Profit $0 $45,360 $9,472 $0 $73,130 $64,745 $55,076 $5,440 $480 $0 $720 $0 $480 $3,200 $2,200 $0 $672 $36,000 $59,072 $0 $4,200 $360,247.00



Task No. Task Description Fee Estimate

1 Project Management $13,040.00

2 General Project Meetings $9,560.00

3 Survey $6,320.00

4 Utility Coordination $4,400.00

5 Public Involvement $1,020.00

6 Drainage Analysis $7,020.00

7 Traffic $15,660.00

8 First Submittal $38,180.00

9 Geotechnical Evaluation $2,400.00

10 Environmental / Historical Review $2,400.00

11 Exist Water - Sanitary Relocates $2,580.00

12 Structural / Bridge Design $0.00

13 Water Main Design $0.00

14 Wastewater Design $0.00

15 Right-of-Way $5,645.00

16 Landscape Design $5,840.00

17 Second Submittal $65,750.00

18 QA/QC $7,600.00

19 Permit Applications $7,050.00

20 PS&E Submittals $11,620.00

21 Bidding Phase $4,860.00

22 Construction Phase $15,840.00

Expenses $1,100.00

$227,885.00Total Project Cost

Appendix A-8

Total Project Fee - Schemmer

CHARLESTON STREET BRIDGE AND ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS

City Project Number 870301



APPENDIX B -2

PROJECT SCHEDULE FOR AMENDMENT NO. 2 WORK

No. Individual Project Component Design Start
Target Ready to Bid Date 

Plans and Specifications

Target Construction Start 

Date

Target Construction 

Substantial Completion or 

Coordination/Analysis 

Complete

8 Charleston Street Bridge and Roadway Project 1/8/2011 7/19/2011 9/6/2011 6/22/2012



WH 11-06 Introduce:  1-7-11

RESOLUTION NO. WH- __________

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the West Haymarket Joint Public1

Agency:2

That Amendment No. 1 to the Consultant Agreement between the City of Lincoln as3

assigned to the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency and Benham Companies LLC, now known as4

SAIC Energy, Environment & Infrastructure LLC, is hereby accepted and approved and the Chair5

of the Board of Representatives of the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency is hereby authorized to6

execute said Amendment No. 1 on behalf of the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency. 7

Amendment No. 1 clarifies that the commencement date of the Consultant Agreement to provide8

interim program management services for the West Haymarket Redevelopment Project began on9

August 12, 2010, said date being the date that James W. Martin, Senior Program Manager for10

SAIC, arrived in Lincoln and began work as Program Manager for the West Haymarket11

Redevelopment Project.  Amendment No. 1 further clarifies that the reasonable expenses for meals12

and other incidentals for certain of the Consultant’s employees working in Lincoln, Nebraska is13

$46.00 per day.14

Adopted this _____ day of ____________________, 2011.15

Introduced by:

___________________________________

Approved as to Form & Legality: West Haymarket Joint Public Agency
Board of Representatives

_________________________________ ___________________________________
Legal Counsel for Jayne Snyder, Chair
West Haymarket Joint Public Agency

___________________________________
Tim Clare

___________________________________
Chris Beutler



AMENDMENT NO. 1
CONSULTANT AGREEMENT

THIS AMENDMENT NO. 1 to the Consultant Agreement by and between the City of

Lincoln as assigned to the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency (“JPA”) and Benham

Companies, LLC,  now known as SAIC Energy, Environment & Infrastructure, LLC

(“Consultant”), is entered into as of the 7th day of January, 2011 by and between JPA and the

Consultant.

RECITALS

A.

The JPA and Consultant desire to amend the Consultant Agreement to clarify that

Consultant  began providing temporary interim program management services for the West

Haymarket Redevelopment Project on August 12, 2010, said date being the date that Consultant

James W. Martin, the Senior Program Manager, began providing interim program management

services the Project.

B.

The JPA and Consultant desire to amend the Consultant Agreement to clarify that

reasonable expenses for meals and other incidentals is $46.00 per day.

C.

The JPA and Consultant desire to extend the Consultant Agreement for the interim

program management services in order to complete the final negotiations and enter into a final

agreement for program management services.

NOW, THEREFORE, IN CONSIDERATION of the above Recitals and other good and

valuable consideration, the receipt and adequacy of which are hereby acknowledged, the parties

hereby agree as follows:



-2-

1. That the sentence under Article III. Term of Agreement is hereby deleted and

replaced with the following language:

The term of this Agreement shall commence on August 12, 2010 and shall

continue until completion of all obligations of this agreement, but in no event

beyond January 31, 2011.

2. That Article IV. Compensation be amended by adding a new sentence at the end

of the first paragraph to read as follows:

Reasonable expenses for meals and other incidentals shall be limited to

the following personnel and shall be $46.00 per day:  James W. Martin, Aaron

Young and Sandy Steward.

3. Except as expressly modified by this Amendment No. 1, all of the terms and

provisions of the Consultant Agreement are hereby reaffirmed and remain in full force and

effect.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, JPA and Consultant have executed this Amendment No. 1 as

of the 7th day of January, 2011. 

West Haymarket Joint Public Agency

__________________________________
Jayne Snyder, Chair
Board of Representatives

SAIC Energy, Environment & Infrastructure, LLC,
 formerly Benham Companies, LLC

__________________________________
Title:
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RESOLUTION NO. WH- __________

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the West Haymarket Joint Public1

Agency:2

That the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency does hereby authorize AON Risk Services3

Central, Inc. on behalf of the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency to bind the Owner’s Interest4

Liability insurance coverage being offered by Lexington Insurance Company including excess5

Liability 1st Layer and with excess Liability 2nd Layer from Liberty Insurance Underwriters,6

Inc. as set forth in the attached 2010 Proposal of Coverage dated December 20, 2010.7

Adopted this _____ day of __________________, 2011.8

Introduced by:

___________________________________

Approved as to Form & Legality: West Haymarket Joint Public Agency
Board of Representatives

_________________________________ ___________________________________
Legal Counsel for Jayne Snyder, Chair
West Haymarket Joint Public Agency

___________________________________
Tim Clare

___________________________________
Chris Beutler
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RESOLUTION NO. WH- __________

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the West Haymarket Joint Public1

Agency:2

That the Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement dated August 14, 2008 between the City of3

Lincoln (Assigned to the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency) and DLR Group, Inc. to provide4

Task 1 and Task 2 Contract modifications for the design of the Arena and other Arena5

improvements for the West Haymarket Project, attached hereto as Attachment “A” and6

incorporated herein by this reference, is hereby approved and the Chairperson of the West7

Haymarket Joint Public Agency Board of Representatives is hereby authorized to execute said8

Amendment No. 2 on behalf of the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency.9

Introduced by:

___________________________________

Approved as to Form & Legality: West Haymarket Joint Public Agency
Board of Representatives

_________________________________ ___________________________________
Legal Counsel for Jayne Snyder, Chair
West Haymarket Joint Public Agency

___________________________________
Tim Clare

___________________________________
Chris Beutler
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