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The activities listed in this Scope of Work are anticipated to be required to successfully complete the work effort.  

Lionakis and its consultant’s services shall be limited to those expressly set forth above.  If scope of work or 

deliverables is not specifically listed above they are not considered part of this agreement unless such services 

are reasonably inferable to complete the work.  Lionakis and its consultants shall have no other obligations, 

responsibility or deliverables for the project except as agreed to in writing or as provided in the Owner-Architect 

Agreement. 

SCHEDULE 

Attached to this proposal is a preliminary Pre-Design schedule detailed consistent with the scope of services.  

This schedule will be further defined at the outset of Phase 1, Flood Protection Validation and will include 

appropriate review time by the AOC, the County and the City. 

COMPENSATION 

For the flood protection validation and conceptual design services we propose a fixed fee of $319,759 including 
direct expenses for reprographics and mileage.  All services will be provided by Lionakis, Cunningham 
Engineering Corporation, David Ford Consulting Engineers, Inc., Wallace Kuhl & Associates and Cumming. 

 
  

Pre-Design Services

Consultant Fee

Lionakis - Architectural 124,888

Lionakis - Structural 12,000

David Ford Consulting Engineers- Flood 35,232

Cunningham - Civil 20,400

Cunningham - Landscape 8,600

Cumming - Cost Estimating 12,056

Subtotal 213,176

Topographic Survey 35,100

Wallace Kuhl & Associates - Geotechnical Report 9,300

Subtotal 257,576

Direct Expenses 3,500

Subtotal 261,076

Contingent Services (if required)

Develop and Document a Local Hydraulic Model (Phase 2 - Task 3) 58,683

Subtotal 58,683

Total $319,759

 
 

  





 

1919 Nineteenth Street 

Sacramento CA 95811 

P: 916.558.1900 

F: 916.558.1919 

www.lionakis.com 
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Memo 

To: Lisa Hinton 
From: Mike Davey 
Re: Proposal for Architectural Services for the Fairfield Hall of Justice Flood Protection Project 
Date: February 28, 2013 

Lisa: 

In conjunction with our proposal for the Fairfield Hall of Justice (HOJ) Flood Protection Project, the following fee 

breakdown is provided for the Architectural Services required for the work.  As has been previously discussed, the 

project will be undertaken in two steps: 

Step 1 – Pre-Design  

Step 2 - Preparation of Contract Documents for Design-Bid-Build Construction 

The fee breakdown is for Step 1 only, which will be completed in two phases as described below.  A proposal for 

Step 2 will be provided at a later date once a final solution is approved. 

 

Lionakis Architectural Fee Breakdown

Phase 1 - Flood Protection Validation

1 Geotechnical Investigation 1,000

2 Topographic and Boundary Survey 1,250

3 Underground Utility Investigation 1,250

4 Review Existing Reports 2,250

5 Site Visit to the Fairfield HOJ 3,000

6 Clean-up Hydraulic Model 700

7 Frequency Interval Recommendation 2,500

Subtotal 11,950

Phase 2 - Conceptual Design

1 Meet with the AOC and the County 30,438

2 Provide 2 Conceptual Designs 32,000

3 Develop a Local Hydraulic Model 2,500

4 3D Models of Each Conceptual Design 39,750

5 Structural Input for Each Conceptual Design 3,850

6 Development of Opinion of Probable Costs 4,400

Subtotal 112,938

Total $124,888

Note:  Cost of Pre-Design deliverables is built into the fees 

noted above.
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EXHIBIT A 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 

CIVIL ENGINEERING & LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES 

SOLANO COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 

HALL OF JUSTICE FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT 

For 

Lionakis 

 

Cunningham Engineering Corporation (CEC) (Consultant) will perform the tasks listed 

below (Tasks to be performed by Consultant), related to the Solano County Superior Court Hall 

of Justice flood protection project located at 600 Union Avenue in Fairfield, CA (site). 

 

The Hall of Justice consists of two buildings; a northwing which served as a high school until 

renovated into the County Courthouse in 1969, and a southwing building addition constructed in 

1973. The project site is owned by Solano County and leased by the AOC. This scope and fee 

assumes agency review and approvals will be performed solely by Solano County; other 

regulatory agency coordination, such as the City of Fairfield, are excluded. 

 

Although the current FEMA FIRM identifies the site in a Zone X, it is located within an area of 

Fairfield with a history of flooding. Past flooding events for this area were recorded in 1995, 

1999 and 2005 causing property damage to the surrounding businesses and homes. When 

constructed, the southwing was built with a finish floor elevation lower than the surrounding 

grades increasing the risk for flooding and associated damage to the southwing Courthouse.  

 

In May 2009, the City of Fairfield and Solano County jointly commissioned Winzler & Kelly to 

prepare the Fairfield Drainage Analytical Study (FDAS) for the purpose of addressing recurring 

flooding of the area in and around downtown Fairfield. The goal of the FDAS was to identify 

preferred alternative project(s) that when implemented will reduce or eliminate the frequency 

and magnitude of flooding in the study area. In addition to the basin-wide flood protection 

improvement evaluation, the FDAS evaluated four flood proofing alternatives specifically to 

help protect the Hall of Justice (HOJ) facilities from a 15-year storm event.  

 

At this time there are no current or future plans by the City of Fairfield or Solano County to 

allocate funding for implementation of the preferred alternative project(s) identified in the 

FDAS. Therefore, in 2011 the AOC commissioned Jacobs to evaluate various on-site conceptual 

flood protection alternatives and to propose improvements for flood protection for the HOJ.  The 

Jacobs report recommended the construction of a continuous permanent barrier around the HOJ 

consisting of grass berms and flood walls.  

 

Although the FDAS and Jacobs report both include the construction of a continuous barrier 

around the HOJ to provide adequate flood protection, the reports differ on the recommend height 

of the barrier. The Jacobs report recommended a barrier height of approximately 5.5 feet above 

existing grade to protect the HOJ from a 25 year – 50 year storm event while the FDAS 

recommends constructing a barrier height of approximately 3 feet above existing grade to protect 

from a 15 year event. Client shall acquire the services of David Ford Consulting Engineers, Inc. 

to review the two reports and provide final recommendations on barrier heights. In addition to 
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providing recommendation on the barrier heights, David Ford will analyze effects of 

constructing a flood barrier around the HOJ will have on the surrounding area. Client shall 

present the final recommendations provided by David Ford to the AOC and County. Using this 

information, the AOC and County shall determine the final barrier height and confirm the final 

project program. 

 

This scope of services is limited to the Step 1 Flood Protection Validation and the Development 

of Conceptual Design Phase. Our design will be based on the final determined barrier height as 

directed by the AOC and County. This scope of services is based on preliminary review of the 

FDAS, Jacobs Report and the September 21, 2012 AOC/County Site meeting.  The limits of our 

scope of work are based on the diagram provided by Client via email 08 January 2013. Our 

Client for this project shall be Lionakis. A separate scope and fee will be prepared for the 

subsequent Step 2 Design Development/Construction Document, Bidding and Construction 

Phase Services.    

 

TASKS TO BE PERFORMED BY CLIENT 

 

In order for Cunningham Engineering to effectively perform necessary services for this project, 

there are a number of coordination and performance issues that need to be overseen by the 

Client. Client will provide, or direct others to provide, the following information and services, 

and Consultant shall be able to rely on such information during the course of its work under this 

Scope of Services: 

 

 Full architectural plans, including final, dimensioned site layout in AutoCAD format. 

 Project programming information, including, any landscape concept preferences or other site 

specific development requirements of the end user and of the property owner. 

 Current title report (dated within the last 6 months). 

 Copies of as-built site improvement plans. 

 Soils report including pavement section recommendations.   

 Delineate accessible route through the site including the location and configuration of access 

ramps and the number of accessible public entrances. 

 

TASKS TO BE PERFORMED BY CONSULTANT 

 

A. PHASE I - FLOOD PROTECTION VALIDATION 

 

1. Topographic and Boundary Survey: Obtain the services of Morrow Surveying (Sub-

consultant) to prepare a topographic and boundary survey in AutoCAD format for the 

project site area adequate for civil design. Contours will be produced from field data at ½ 

foot intervals.  Task also includes spot elevations of up to 15 street cross-sections needed 

to define the conveyance area in the adjacent City streets.  Task does not include detailed 

survey of existing buildings, and survey will be limited to those areas required to perform 

civil improvements outlined in this scope of services.  Task excludes a supplemental 

survey after the completion of this initial survey, but may be provided as an additional 

service, if required. 
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2. Underground Utility Investigation: Survey sub-consultant will obtain the services of an 

Underground Utility Locator company to determine approximate horizontal location of 

conventionally traceable water, sewer, storm drainage, electrical and natural gas facilities 

serving the site by field investigation, contacting applicable utility providers, and 

researching record documents. Task excludes pothole services. Although a reasonable 

effort will be made to locate existing utilities, only actual excavation will reveal the true 

types, extent, size and depths of existing underground utilities.   

 

3. Expanded Aerial Survey: If required for hydraulic model prepared by others, provide 

additional aerial survey with limits expanding approximately 1000 feet beyond those 

limits indicated in attached diagram.     

 

B. PHASE II - CONCEPTUAL DESIGN 

 

1. Data Collection & Utility Investigation:  Collect and review topographic and boundary 

information, existing record drawings and other available materials and advise Client of 

any apparent constraints to site development.   

 

2. Civil Conceptual Plan: Prepare a single sheet plan to illustrate general grading, drainage 

and civil utility design concepts to AOC and County representatives. Task includes the 

preparation of up to two (2) conceptual plans based on final wall height determined in 

Phase I.  

 

3. Landscape Conceptual Plan (color): Prepare up to (2)  single sheet landscape plans, based 

on two (2) conceptual designs, which will illustrate general planting and hardscape 

design concepts for the areas immediately adjacent to the proposed wall and  landscape 

areas being affected by the construction of the wall. Task includes colored versions of the 

two (2) conceptual landscape plans to illustrate the two (2) conceptual designs.  

 

4. Cost Estimate: Prepare Engineers Opinion of Probable Construction Cost for civil and 

landscape improvements. Assumes Client will perform estimates for flood wall and 

related components. 

 

5. Client Coordination and Meetings: Coordinate with the Design team and attend up to 

three (3) meetings in aggregate, with design team members in the Sacramento area to 

develop the plans for this phase of the design. 

 

6. County/AOC Design Charrette:  Attend two (2) design charrette meetings in aggregate, 

with the County/AOC to discuss the project requirements and present conceptual design. 

Fees based on meetings occurring at HOJ and includes meeting already performed on 

September 21, 2012.  

 

EXCLUSIONS  

 

The following list of services is not included in this Scope of Services, although we can assist 

with some tasks as needed and upon request, as an additional work task. 
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1. Agency fees (to be paid by Owner). 

2. Revisions of completed or partially completed designs that incur cost to Consultant and 

which are the result of action by Client, Owner, AOC, County or otherwise necessitated 

by factors beyond the Consultant’s control.  If required, this additional work shall be paid 

for in accordance with the Consultant’s then current Schedule of Fees. 

3. Preparation or attendance at public meetings. 

4. Services related to existing underground storage tanks and/or sites of potential 

contamination. Services related to potential soil or water contamination or unsuitable 

soils. 

5. Coordinate with gas, electrical, telephone and cable utility companies, except as noted.   

6. Preparation of easement, right-of-way or land dedication documents. 

7. Area-wide (offsite) drainage studies. 

8. Off-site utility capacity studies (points of connections to be determined by Client or 

Others). 

9. Design of booster pumps or lift stations, except as noted above. 

10. Negotiations or meetings with adjoining property owners. 

11. Design of frontage improvements or off-site improvements, except as noted. 

12. Design of post-construction stormwater interceptors, vegetative swales, sand filters, 

except as specifically called out in the tasks above. 

13. Payment of prevailing labor rates for office work.  

14. Environmental Review / CEQA documentation / processing.  

 

COMPENSATION 

 

Task A: Phase I – Flood Protection Validation: 

Consultant shall be paid a lump sum fee of $35,100 for Task A.1 and A.2, above, distributed as 

follows: 

Topographic & Boundary Survey $18,500 

Underground Utility Investigation  $16,600 

 

Consultant shall be paid a lump sum fee of $5,750 for Task A.3, above. 

   

Task B: Phase II – Conceptual Design 

Consultant shall be paid a total lump sum fee of $29,000 for Tasks B above, distributed as 

follows: 

Civil Engineering $20,400 

Landscape Architecture $8,600 

 

CONTRACT TERMS 

 

Reimbursables:  Printing of plans, postage/deliveries and project travel expenses are included in 

the above fees.  Additional reimbursable expenses such as additional plots and/or prints will be 

billed in addition to the above fees when requested by Client.  
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Additional Services:  Services requested by Client beyond those specifically listed above shall be 

considered Additional Services of the Consultant, and will be billed in accordance with 

Consultant’s then current Schedule of Fees, a current copy of which is attached as Exhibit B. 

 

Form of Agreement: Fees are based on execution of Client’s standard AIA subconsultant 

agreement. 

 

Insurance Premium:   If additional insurance coverage is required above Consultant’s current 

limits, Consultant shall be fully compensated by Client for the actual cost of the insurance 

premium, based on a mutually agreed upon schedule of payment. 

 

We assume that this project will be designed in one (1) phase. 

 

This proposal is firm for sixty (60) days from date noted below.  Should our work on this project 

be delayed or put on hold for a period of ninety (90) days or more, we reserve the option to 

negotiate a start-up fee. 

 

Client shall pay the costs of all fees, permits, applicable taxes on professional services, similar 

fees or taxes imposed on services provided herein by any public agency.  

 

All professional civil engineering and landscape architecture services provided by this firm will 

be performed using the standard of care and skill ordinarily used by members of the civil 

engineering and landscape architecture profession practicing under similar circumstances at the 

same time and in the same locality.  The firm makes no warranties, express or implied, or 

otherwise, in connection with the assignment.  Civil engineers and landscape architects are 

licensed by the State of California. All professional landscape architecture services provided by 

this firm will be under the supervision of Cheryl Sullivan RCLA 3954, at 2940 Spafford Street, 

Suite 200, Davis, CA 95618. 

 

SCHEDULE 

 

Based on our current understanding of the project objectives, we would anticipate the following 

schedule: 

 

Phase I – Flood Protection Validation  2 months 

Phase II - Conceptual Design   3 months 

 

 

Prepared 08 October 2012, Revised 05 February 2013. 

 
S:\Projects\1200\1279 Solano County Courthouse-Flood Protection\Scopes, Contracts, Fee Budgets\Back-up\Fairfield HOJ Flood 

Protection_scope_rev2013-02-05.docx 



 

 

 EXHIBIT B 

SCHEDULE OF FEES 

CUNNINGHAM ENGINEERING CORPORATION 

 January 2013 

 
Classification Hourly Rate     

 
Principal Engineer  $ 210.00 

 

Project Manager II  $ 186.00 

 

Project Manager I  $ 174.00 

 

Senior Engineer  $ 174.00 

 

Project Engineer III  $ 145.00 

 

Project Engineer II  $ 133.00 

 

Project Engineer I  $ 124.00 

 

Staff Engineer II  $ 113.00 

 

Staff Engineer I  $ 99.00 

 

Sr. Landscape Architect/Project Manager          $138.00 

 

Sr. Landscape Architect/Planner  $ 128.00 

 

Landscape Architect  $ 116.00 

 

Landscape Designer II  $ 96.00 

 

Landscape Designer I  $ 85.00 

 

Planning & Sustainability Analyst  $ 90.00 

 

Project Coordinator II  $ 96.00 

 

Project Coordinator I  $ 71.00 

 

Senior Technician  $ 118.00 

 

Technician/Drafter IV  $ 116.00 

 

Technician/Drafter III   $ 113.00 

 

Technician/Drafter II  $ 96.00 

 

Technician/Drafter I  $ 70.00 

 

Operations Manager  $ 89.00 

 

Clerical  $ 67.00 

 

Reimbursable Expenses/Outside Services                                  Cost + 15% 

 

Fees subject to change.  

 



2495 Natomas Park Drive • Suite 640 • Sacramento, CA 95833 

Tel: 916-660-9030 • Fax: 916-660-9045 

www.ccorpusa.com 

     
 

 
January 11th, 2013 
 
Mike Davey, AIA, LEED AP 
Associate 
Lionakis 
1919 Nineteenth Street 
Sacramento, CA, 95811 
 

 
Judicial Council of California – Administration Office of the Courts 
Fairfield Hall of Justice – Flood Protection Project 
Proposal No: 7577 – R4 
Cost Management Fee Proposal 
 
 
Dear Mike, 
 
 
Thank you for giving Cumming the opportunity to work with you on the above project. It is our understanding 
that this project involves the construction of approximately 5,000 LF of retaining wall and 2,500 LF of earthen 
berms as well as vehicle barrier construction etc, to combat flooding at the Hall of Justice complex in Fairfield, 
CA.  Our scope of services includes cost management services for 2 conceptual design options all centered 
around the retaining wall, berm and vehicular barrier ‘scheme’ mentioned above.  In addition to our 
conceptual level cost management deliverables, we have included time for an on –site meeting (in Fairfield) 
as well as team meetings at Lionakis’ Sacramento office, as needed. 
 
Our cost management services proposal can be itemized in the following table.  
 

Cost Management Services: Total

Base Services

Conceptual Level Cost Estimate (Option 1) $5,002

Conceptual Level Cost Estimate (Option 2) $5,002

Project Meetings $2,052

Total Cost Management Services (Lump Sum) $12,056

 
 
Proposed Approach 
 
Our cost budgets will be “built to suit” the unique challenges and characteristics of the project and presented 
in the clients desired format to best communicate all aspects of cost. Our cost models will contain all required 
direct and indirect construction costs as well as project cost factors and allowances for contingencies and 
escalation. 
  
 



2495 Natomas Park Drive • Suite 640 • Sacramento, CA 95833 

Tel: 916-660-9030 • Fax: 916-660-9045 

www.ccorpusa.com 

Included within our cost management services are the following tasks: 
 

 Estimating for all trades, direct and indirect costs 

 Review / evaluation of proposed conceptual design schemes 

 Market forecasting / analysis 

 Project meetings and site visit. 
 
Our fees assume any required design information (including drawings, specifications, and reports) required for 
the performance of our work will be provided in hard copy form and / or electronically at no cost to Cumming. 
PDF is the preferred electronic format. 
 
Fees are valid for 90 days from the date of this proposal. Should any of the above tasks be deleted from our 
scope of services, we reserve the right to adjust the remaining fees to reflect possible resultant changes to the 
scope of the remaining service. 
 
We look forward to working with you on this project. We trust the above will be to your satisfaction. We are 
available to discuss any questions you may have regarding this fee proposal. Please indicate your 
acceptance by signing below and returning a copy of this document to our office. 
 
Very truly yours, 
 
CUMMING 
 
 
 

Brooks Rehkopf 
 
 
 
Brooks Rehkopf 
Senior Cost Manager 
 
 
We will be periodically billing for the above mentioned services. Your acceptance of the proposal as indicated 
below will be binding on both parties. 
 
 
Accepted by: 
 
 

 
Lionakis    Authorized Signatory    Date 
 

 

 

 

      



2495 Natomas Park Drive • Suite 640 • Sacramento, CA 95833 

Tel: 916-660-9030 • Fax: 916-660-9045 

www.ccorpusa.com 

 
 

 

 

 

COST MANAGEMENT HOURLY RATES 
2012 

 
 
 
 

SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT / REGIONAL VICE PRESIDENT    $180.00 per hour 
 
 

DIRECTOR OF COST MANAGEMENT      $165.00 per hour 
 
 

SENIOR COST MANAGER                        $165.00 per hour 
 
 

SENIOR COST MANAGER - MEP                    $165.00 per hour 
 
 

COST MANAGER         $150.00 per hour 
 
 

COST MANAGEMENT / TECHNICIAN / COORDINATOR    $105.00 per hour 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 



Project: Fairfield Hall of Justic
Items: Flood Protection Project

Prepared by: Brooks Rehkopf

Scope of Work: Conceptual Statement of Probable Cost - Option 1

Date/Time: 1/11/13 2:02 PM

FEE PROPOSAL

REF 

#

TAKE OFF PRICING DATA 

ENTRY & 

REPORT

MGT MTGS TOTAL HOURLY 

RATE

TOTAL COST

HR HR HR HR HR HR $/HR $

1 Kick Off Meeting 1 1 171.00$  171$             

2 Conceptual Estimate 

Sitework 18 2 2 22 165.00$  3,630$          

3 Mgt / QA/QC / Internal Meetings 4 4 171.50$  686$             

4 Follow Up / Revisions 3 3 171.50$  515$             

 

TOTAL BASE ESTIMATE 18 2 2 5 3 30 5,002$      

DESCRIPTION

ITEM LEVEL OF EFFORT COST

Prepared By Cumming Page 1



Project: Fairfield Hall of Justic
Items: Flood Protection Project

Prepared by: Brooks Rehkopf

Scope of Work: Conceptual Statement of Probable Cost - Option 2

Date/Time: 1/11/13 2:02 PM

FEE PROPOSAL

REF 

#

TAKE OFF PRICING DATA 

ENTRY & 

REPORT

MGT MTGS TOTAL HOURLY 

RATE

TOTAL COST

HR HR HR HR HR HR $/HR $

1 Kick Off Meeting 1 1 171.00$  171$             

2 Conceptual Estimate 

Sitework 18 2 2 22 165.00$  3,630$          

3 Mgt / QA/QC / Internal Meetings 4 4 171.50$  686$             

4 Follow Up / Revisions 3 3 171.50$  515$             

 

TOTAL BASE ESTIMATE 18 2 2 5 3 30 5,002$      

ITEM LEVEL OF EFFORT COST
DESCRIPTION

Prepared By Cumming Page 2



Project: Fairfield Hall of Justic
Items: Flood Protection Project

Prepared by: Brooks Rehkopf

Scope of Work: Conceptual Statement of Probable Cost - Meetings

Date/Time: 1/11/13 2:02 PM

FEE PROPOSAL

REF 

#

TAKE OFF PRICING DATA 

ENTRY & 

REPORT

MGT MTGS TOTAL HOURLY 

RATE

TOTAL COST

HR HR HR HR HR HR $/HR $

1 Site Visit (1) and Client Meetings 12 12 171.00$   2,052$          

 

TOTAL BASE ESTIMATE 12 12 2,052$      

ITEM LEVEL OF EFFORT COST
DESCRIPTION

Prepared By Cumming Page 3















davey
Line



ID Task 
Mode

Task Name Duration Start Finish

1 Fairfield HOJ Flood Protection Project ‐ Pre‐Design 115 days Mon 4/1/13 Mon 9/9/13
2 Phase 1 ‐ Flood Protection Validation 40 days Mon 4/1/13 Fri 5/24/13
3 Geotechnical Soils Investigation 1 mon Mon 4/1/13 Fri 4/26/13
4 Surveying 20 days Mon 4/1/13 Fri 4/26/13
5 Topographic and Boundary Survey 1 mon Mon 4/1/13 Fri 4/26/13
6 Expanded Arial Survey 1 mon Mon 4/1/13 Fri 4/26/13
7 Underground Utility Survey 1 mon Mon 4/1/13 Fri 4/26/13
8 Hydrologist to Review Existing Reports 1 mon Mon 4/1/13 Fri 4/26/13
9 Communication with W&K 1 mon Mon 4/1/13 Fri 4/26/13
10 Hydrologist to Evaluate Site 1 mon Mon 4/15/13 Fri 5/10/13
11 Clean‐up W&K Hydraulic Model 1 wk Mon 4/1/13 Fri 4/5/13
12 Frequency Interval Recommendation 1 mon Mon 4/29/13 Fri 5/24/13
13 Phase 2 ‐ Conceptual Design 100 days Mon 4/1/13 Fri 8/16/13
14 Meet and Coordinate with the AOC and County 4 mons Mon 4/1/13 Fri 7/19/13
15 Development of Two Conceptual Designs 3.5 mons Mon 4/15/13 Fri 7/19/13
16 Local Hydraulic Model 35 days Mon 7/1/13 Fri 8/16/13
17 Develop Model 1.5 mons Mon 7/1/13 Fri 8/9/13
18 Short Term and Long Term Mitigation 

Recommendations
1 wk Mon 8/12/13 Fri 8/16/13

19 Develop 3D Graphic Models 3.5 mons Mon 4/15/13 Fri 7/19/13
20 Conceptual Design Engineering Input 3.5 mons Mon 4/15/13 Fri 7/19/13
21 Opinion of Probable Cost 4 wks Mon 7/22/13 Fri 8/16/13
22 Submission of Pre‐Design Report 15 days Mon 8/19/13 Mon 9/9/13
23 A/E Submission 0 days Mon 8/19/13 Mon 8/19/13
24 AOC/County Review 1 wk Mon 8/19/13 Fri 8/23/13
25 A/E Modify Report 1 wk Mon 8/26/13 Fri 8/30/13
26 AOC/County Approval of Package 1 wk Mon 9/2/13 Fri 9/6/13
27 AOC/County Determine Concept to be Developed in 

Schematic Design
0 days Mon 9/9/13 Mon 9/9/13

8/19

9/9
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