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BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY
Airport Skyroom

Regular Meeting of Monday, February 6, 2023
9:00 A.M.

The public comment period is the opportunity for members of the public to address the 
Commission on agenda items and on airport-related non-agenda matters that are within 
the Commission’s subject matter jurisdiction.  At the discretion of the presiding officer, 
public comment on an agenda item may be presented when that item is reached.  

When in-person attendance or participation at meetings of the Commission is allowed, 
members of the public are requested to observe the following rules of decorum:

• Turn off cellular telephones and pagers.  
• Refrain from disorderly or boisterous conduct, including loud, threatening, 
       profane, or abusive language, clapping, whistling, stamping, or other acts that
      disrupt or otherwise render unfeasible the orderly conduct of the meeting.
• If you desire to address the Commission during the public comment period, fill
      out a speaker request card and present it to the Board Secretary.
• Confine remarks to agenda items or to airport-related non-agenda matters that 
       are within the Commission’s subject matter jurisdiction.
• Limit comments to three minutes or to such other period of time as may be 
       specified by the presiding officer.

The following activities are prohibited:

• Allocation of speaker time to another person.
• Video presentations requiring use of Authority equipment.

Any disclosable public records related to an open session item on a regular meeting 
agenda and distributed by the Authority to the Commission less than 72 hours prior to 
that meeting are available for public inspection at Hollywood Burbank Airport (2627 N. 
Hollywood Way, Burbank) in the administrative office during normal business hours.

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, if you require a 
disability-related modification or accommodation to attend or participate in this meeting, 
including auxiliary aids or services, please call the Board Secretary at (818) 840-8840 at 
least 48 hours prior to the meeting.
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A G E N D A 
 

Monday, February 6, 2023 

1. ROLL CALL 
 

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 

3. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 

4. PUBLIC COMMENT (Public comment will be limited to a total of 20 minutes at the 
beginning of the meeting and will continue at the conclusion of the meeting, if necessary. 
Comments are limited to 3 minutes each, and the Authority President may limit this time 
if reasonable under the circumstances.)  
 

5. CONSENT CALENDAR (Includes Minutes.  Items on the Consent Calendar are 
generally routine in nature and may be acted upon by one motion unless removed for 
separate consideration.) 

 
a. Committee Minutes 

(For Note and File) 
 

  
1)  Executive Committee  
  

           (i)   January 4, 2023 [See page 1] 
  
           (ii)  January 25, 2023 [See page 4] 

 
2)  Operations and Development Committee 

 

  
           (i)  November 21, 2022 [See page 6] 
  
      3)  Finance and Administration Committee  
  
           (i)  December 19, 2022 [See page 9] 
  
b. Commission Minutes 

(For Approval) 
 

  
1) January 17, 2023 

 
[See page 11] 
 

c. Treasurer’s Reports 
 

 

1)  October 2022 [See page 16] 
  
2)  November 2022 [See page 40] 

  
d. Proposed Resolution No. 497  [See page 64] 

Adopting the 2023 Authority Investment Policy  
  

e. Award of Professional Services Agreement [See page 73] 
Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Design (E22-11)  
and Approval of CEQA Exemption Finding  
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f. Transportation Network Company Staging Lot Agreement [See page 77] 

6. ITEMS FOR COMMISSION APPROVAL 
 
a. Proposed Resolution No. 498 [See page 79] 

Replacement Passenger Terminal Design-Build Agreement  
Executive Summary  
  

b. Proposed Resolution No. 499 
Resolution Approving a Project Charter, Designating Change Order 

[See page 93] 

Approval Responsibilities, and Establishing a Conceptual Design  
Selection Voting Procedure for the Replacement Passenger Terminal  
Project  
  

c. Amendment No. 1 to Design-Build Agreement for Replacement [See page 135] 
Passenger Terminal Project  
  

7. CLOSED SESSION 
 
a. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION 

(California Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1)) 
 
Name of Case:  City of Los Angeles v. FAA et al. (Case No. 21-71170) 
 

8. ITEMS PULLED FROM CONSENT CALENDAR 
 

9. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR COMMENTS 
 

10. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 
(Commissioners may make a brief announcement, make a brief report on 
their activities, and request an agenda item for a future meeting.) 
 

11. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

12. ADJOURNMENT  
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COMMISSION NEWSLETTER                                                        
 

Monday, February 6, 2023 

 [Regarding agenda items] 
 

5. CONSENT CALENDAR 
 

(Consent Calendar items may be enacted by one motion.  There will be no 
separate discussion on these items unless a Commissioner so requests, in which 
event the item will be removed from the Consent Calendar and considered in its 
normal sequence on the agenda.) 
 

a. COMMITTEE MINUTES.  Approved minutes of the Executive Committee meetings of 
January 4, 2023, and January 25, 2023; approved minutes of the Operations and 
Development Committee meeting of November 21, 2022; approved minutes of the 
Finance and Administration Committee meeting of December 19, 2022, are included 
in the agenda packet for information purposes. 
 

b. COMMISSION MINUTES.  A draft copy of the January 17, 2023, Commission 
special meeting minutes is attached for the Commission’s review and approval. 
 

c. TREASURER’S REPORTS.  The Treasurer’s Reports for October 2022 and 
November 2022 are included in the agenda packet.  At its special meeting on 
January 17, 2023, the Finance and Administration Committee voted unanimously  
(3–0) to recommend that the Commission note and file these reports. 
 

d. PROPOSED RESOLUTION NO. 497 ADOPTING THE 2023 AUTHORITY 
INVESTMENT POLICY.  A staff report is included in the agenda packet.  At its 
special meeting held on January 17, 2023, the Finance and Administration 
Committee voted unanimously (3–0) to recommend that the Commission adopt the 
attached proposed Resolution No. 497 approving the 2023 Investment Policy. 
 

e. AWARD OF PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT – RUNWAY SHOULDERS 
AND BLAST PAD REHABILITATION DESIGN (E22-11) AND APPROVAL OF CEQA 
EXEMTION FINDING.  A staff report is included in the agenda packet.  At its special 
meeting held on January 17, 2023, the Operations and Development Committee  
voted unanimously (3–0) to recommend that the Commission:  (i) Concur with a 
California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) exemption finding; (ii) award a 
Professional Services Agreement for design and engineering services in the amount 
of $263,772 to RDM, International, Inc.; (iii) approve a project budget for design 
management services for a not-to-exceed amount of $20,000; and (iv) approve a 
design contingency of $10,000 to address changes in scope of design and 
engineering services resulting from information developed as part of the initial design 
development. 
 

f. TRANSPORTATION NETWORK COMPANY STAGING LOT AGREEMENT.  A staff 
report is included in the agenda packet.  At its special meeting held on January 17, 
2023, the Operations and Development Committee voted unanimously (3–0) to 
recommend that the Commission approve the proposed Transportation Network 
Company Staging Lot Agreement with the Transportation Network Companies  
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(“TNCs”) serving the Airport.  This Agreement allows TNCs that have executed an 
Airport Access and Facilities Use Agreement with the Authority to park at a 
designated geo-fenced staging lot located in the northeast quadrant of the Airport on 
Cohasset Street in Burbank. 
 

6. ITEMS FOR COMMISSION APPROVAL 
 

a. PROPOSED RESOLUTION NO. 498 - REPLACEMENT PASSENGER TERMINAL 
DESIGN-BUILD AGREEMENT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY.  A staff report is included 
in the agenda packet.  Staff seeks the Commission’s adoption of proposed 
Resolution No. 498 to approve an executive summary for the Replacement 
Passenger Terminal Project design-build agreement awarded to Holder, Pankow, 
TEC - A Joint Venture (“HPTJV”).  The resolution also reaffirms the Commission’s 
support for the project and its selection of HPTJV as the design-builder. 
 

b. PROPOSED RESOLUTION NO. 499 APPROVING A PROJECT CHARTER, 
DESIGNATING CHANGE ORDER APPROVAL RESPONSIBILITIES, AND 
ESTABLISHING A CONCEPTUAL DESIGN SELECTION VOTING PROCEDURE 
FOR THE REPLACEMENT PASSENGER TERMINAL PROJECT.  The proposed 
Resolution and supporting item documentation are included in the agenda packet.  
At its meeting on February 1, 2023, the Executive Committee voted unanimously (3-
0) to recommend that the Commission adopt proposed Resolution No. 499 approving 
the proposed Project Charter, designating change order approval responsibilities of 
the Executive Director and Commission, and establishing a voting procedure for the 
Commission’s selection of a conceptual design for the RPT campus. 
 

c. AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO DESIGN BUILD AGREEMENT FOR REPLACEMENT 
PASSENGER TERMINAL PROJECT.  Amendment is included in the agenda packet. 
At its meeting on February 1, 2023, the Executive Committee voted unanimously  
(3-0) to recommend that the Commission approve Amendment No. 1 to the Design-
Build Agreement with Holder, Pankow, TEC - A Joint Venture for the RPT project. 
The amendment (i) memorializes threshold at which change orders must be 
approved by the Commission; and (ii) clarifies the contract document list. 

 



MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY 

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 4, 2023

A regular meeting of the Executive Committee was called to order on this date in the Burbank Room, 
2627 N. Hollywood Way, Burbank, California, at 9:00 a.m., by Commissioner Gabel-Luddy.

1. ROLL CALL

Present:

Absent:

Also Present:

2. Approval of Agenda

Motion

Motion Approved

3. Public Comment

4. Approval of Minutes

a. December 7, 2022

Commissioners Gabel-Luddy (via teleconference) 
Williams (via teleconference) and Najarian (arrived 
at 9:10 a.m., via teleconference) 

None 

Staff: Frank Miller, Executive Director; 
John Hatanaka, Senior Deputy Executive Director; 
Patrick Lammerding, Deputy Executive Director, 
Planning and Development 

Roger Johnson, Senior Program Manager, Jacobs 
Project Management Co. 

Authority Counsel: Terence Boga, Esq., 
Richards, Watson & Gershon; Tom Ryan, Esq., 
McDermott, Will & Emery (via teleconference) 

Commissioner Williams (via teleconference) moved 
approval; seconded by Commissioner Gabel-Luddy 
(via teleconference). 

A voice vote was taken to accommodate those 
participating via teleconference. The motion was 
approved (2–0, 1 absent). 

There were no public comments. 

Commissioner Williams (via teleconference) moved 
approval of the minutes of the December 7, 2022 
meeting, seconded by Commissioner Gabel-Luddy 
(via teleconference). There being no objection, a 
voice vote was taken to accommodate the 
Commissioners participating via teleconference. The 
motion was approved (2–0, 1 absent). 

MINUTES\EXECUTIVE\1-4-2023

Approved on January 25, 2023
5.a.1)(i)
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5. Items for Approval

a. Agenda Items Protocol Staff sought an Executive Committee
recommendation to the Commission for adoption 
of the proposed Resolution No. 496 to establish an 
agenda item protocol for items submitted to the 
Commission or a Committee.

Commissioner Williams (via teleconference) moved
approval of the proposed recommendation to 
Resolution No. 496; seconded by Commissioner 
Najarian (via teleconference).

A voice vote was taken to accommodate those 
participating via teleconference. The motion was 
approved (3–0).

Staff advised the Committee of options for public 
comment participation in Commission and 
Committee meetings going forward.

The committee voted to recommend that, with the 
return to in-person meetings, the Commission 
continue to allow telephonic public comment 
participation. The Executive Committee also 
recommended that Commission meeting agendas be
revised to include: (i) a 20-minute public comment 
period at the beginning of each meeting that 
prioritizes speakers attending in-person; and (ii) a 
second public comment period at the end of every 
meeting.

Commissioner Williams (via teleconference) moved 
approval; seconded by Commissioner Najarian (via 
teleconference). A voice vote was taken to 
accommodate those participating via teleconference. 
The motion was approved (3–0).

Continuing from previous discussions with the 
Committee, the Replacement Passenger Terminal 
Program Manager, Jacobs Project Management Co., 
provided additional information and suggestions to 
the Committee regarding the decision matrix to 
support the RPT project.

Motion

Motion Approved

6. Discussion

a. Options for Public Comment
Participation

Motion

Motion Approved

b. Replacement Passenger Terminal
( RPT ) Project ecision Matrix

MINUTES\EXECUTIVE\1-4-2023
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7. Items for Information

a. Committee Pending Items This item was deferred to the Committee's 
next meeting.

The meeting convened to Closed Session at
10:12 a.m.

8. Closed Session

a. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION
(California Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1))

Name of Case: City of Los Angeles v. FAA et al. (Case No. 21-71170)

The meeting reconvened to open session at 10:24 a.m. with Commissioners Gabel-Luddy, Williams, 
and Najarian all present (via teleconference). No reportable action was taken.

9. Adjournment There being no further business, the meeting was 
adjourned at 10:24 a.m.

MINUTES\EXECUTIVE\1-4-2023
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF THE 
     EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 25, 2023

A special meeting of the Executive Committee was called to order on this date in the Burbank Room, 
2627 N. Hollywood Way, Burbank, California, at 9:03 a.m., by Commissioner Gabel-Luddy.

1. ROLL CALL
Present: Commissioners Gabel-Luddy, Williams and

Najarian

Absent: None

Also Present: Staff: Frank Miller, Executive Director (via 
teleconference); John Hatanaka, Senior Deputy
Executive Director; Patrick Lammerding, Deputy 
Executive Director, Planning and Development;
Kathy David, Deputy Executive Director, Finance 
and Administration

Roger Johnson, Senior Program Manager,
Perry Martin, Deputy Project Manager,
Jacobs Project Management Co.; Sue Georgino, 
Consultant, Georgino Development, LLC.

Authority Counsel: Terence Boga, Esq., 
Richards, Watson & Gershon

2. Approval of Agenda

Motion

Motion Approved

Commissioner Williams moved approval; seconded
by Commissioner Najarian.

The motion was approved (3–0).

3. Public Comment There were no public comments.

4. Approval of Minutes

a. January 4, 2023 Commissioner Williams moved approval of the 
minutes of the January 4, 2023 meeting, seconded 
by Commissioner Najarian. There being no 
objection, the motion was approved (3–0).

MINUTES\EXECUTIVE\1-25-2023

Approved on February 1, 2023
5.a.1)(ii)
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5. Items for Discussion

a. Replacement Passenger Terminal
(“RPT”) Project Decision Matrix

Continuing from the January 4, 2023 meeting
discussions with the Committee, the Replacement 
Passenger Terminal Program Manager, Jacobs
Project Management Co., provided additional 
information and suggestions to the Committee 
regarding the decision matrix to support the RPT 
project.

6. Items for Information

a. Committee Pending Items This item was deferred to the Committee's 
next meeting.

There being no further business, the meeting 
was adjourned at 10:03 a.m.

7. Adjournment

MINUTES\EXECUTIVE\1-25-2023

5



MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE  
OPERATIONS AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 2022

MINUTES\OPERATIONS\11-21-2022 

A regular meeting of the Operations and Development Committee was called to order this
date in the Airport Skyroom, 2627 N. Hollywood Way, Burbank, California, at 8:30 a.m., by 
Commissioner Devine.

1. ROLL CALL
Present: Commissioners Devine (via teleconference), Hampton

(via teleconference), Gabel-Luddy

Absent: NONE

Also Present: Staff:  Frank Miller, Executive Director;
John Hatanaka, Senior Deputy Executive Director;
Scott Kimball, Deputy Executive Director, Business 
and Properties, SMS, Procurement and Operations;
Tom Janowitz, Sr. Manager, Ground Access;
Anthony Defrenza, Director of Engineering and 
Maintenance 

2. Approval of Agenda Agenda was approved as presented.

Motion Commissioner Gabel-Luddy moved approval of the 
agenda; seconded by Commissioner Hampton (via 
teleconference).

Motion Approved There being no objection, a voice vote was taken to 
accommodate those participating via teleconference. 
The motion was approved (3–0).

3. Public Comment There were no public comments.

4. Approval of Minutes

a. October 17, 2022 A draft copy of the October 17, 2022, minutes were 
included in the agenda packet for review and approval. 

Motion Commissioner Hampton (via teleconference) moved 
approval of the minutes; seconded by Commissioner 
Gabel-Luddy.

Motion Approved There being no objection, a voice vote was taken to 
accommodate those participating via teleconference. 
The minutes were approved as presented (3–0).

Approved on January 17, 2023
5.a.2)(i)
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5. Items for Approval

a. Eighth Amendment to Concession
Agreement – Airport Advertising
Program

Staff sought a Committee recommendation to the 
Commission for approval of a proposed Eighth
Amendment (“Amendment”) to the Concession 
Agreement for Airport Advertising Program
(“Agreement”) with Lamar Airport Advertising 
Company. The proposed Amendment extends the 
Agreement to the earlier of December 31, 2026, or the 
date the Replacement Passenger Terminal opens.

Motion Commissioner Gabel-Luddy moved approval; 
seconded by Commissioner Hampton (via 
teleconference).

Motion Approved There being no objection, a voice vote was taken,
 and the motion was approved (3–0). 

b. Amendment No. 1 to Courtesy
Shuttle Agreement

Staff sought a Committee recommendation to the 
Commission for approval of a proposed Amendment 
No. 1 (“Amendment”) to the Courtesy Shuttle Services 
Agreement dated March 1, 2022 (“Agreement”) with 
MV Transportation, Inc. scheduled to expire on 
December 31, 2022. The proposed Amendment 
revises the cost of the contract from $234,797.61 per 
month to $239,493.56 per month, plus the cost of fuel, 
and extends the performance term of the Agreement to 
June 30, 2023. If approved, the proposed Amendment 
would become effective December 31, 2022.

Motion Commissioner Gabel-Luddy moved approval; 
seconded by Commissioner Hampton (via 
teleconference).

Motion Approved There being no objection, a voice vote was taken,
 and the motion was approved (3–0). 

c. First Extension Option
Airfield Lighting Electrical
Inspection, Testing, and On-Call
Repair Services

Staff sought a Committee recommendation to the 
Commission to authorize the exercise of the first of 
two one-year extension options and a 3% fee schedule 
increase for the Airfield Lighting Electrical Inspection, 
Testing and On-Call Repair Services Agreement with 
Vellutini Corporation dba Royal Electric Company.

Motion Commissioner Gabel-Luddy moved approval; 
seconded by Commissioner Hampton (via 
teleconference).

Motion Approved There being no objection, a voice vote was taken,
 and the motion was approved (3–0). 
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6. Items for Information

a. Committee Pending Items Staff updated the Committee on future pending items.

7. Adjournment There being no further business to discuss, the 
meeting was adjourned at 8:42 a.m.
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE  
FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY

MONDAY, DECEMBER 19, 2022

MINUTES\FINANCE\12-19-2022 

A regular meeting of the Finance and Administration Committee was called to order this date in 
the Airport Skyroom, 2627 N. Hollywood Way, Burbank, California, at 12:40 p.m., by 
Commissioner Ovrom.

1. ROLL CALL
Present: Commissioners Ovrom, Wilson and Quintero

Absent: NONE

Also Present: Staff:  John Hatanaka, Senior Deputy Executive 
Director, Kathy David, Deputy Executive Director,
Finance and Administration; David Kwon, Director, 
Financial Services

Also present:
Geoff Wheeler, Ricondo & Associates
Louis Choi, Public Resources Advisory Group

2. Staff Announcement:  AB 23 The Senior Deputy Executive Director announced 
that, as a result of the convening of this meeting of 
the Finance and Administration Committee, each 
Committee member in attendance is entitled to 
receive and shall be provided $200.

3. Approval of Agenda Agenda was approved as presented.

4. Public Comment There were no public comments.

5. Approval of Minutes

a. November 21, 2022 A draft copy of the November 21, 2022, minutes 
were included in the agenda packet for review and 
approval.  

Motion Commissioner Ovrom moved approval of the 
minutes; seconded by Commissioner Wilson.
Commissioner Quintero abstained.

Motion Approved The minutes were approved as presented (2–0,
1 abstention).

Approved January 17, 2023
5.a.3)(i)
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6. Treasurer’s Reports

a. July 2022 A copy of the July 2022 Treasurer’s Report was 
included in the agenda packet for the Committee’s 
review.

b. August 2022 A copy of the August 2022 Treasurer’s Report was 
included in the agenda packet for the Committee’s 
review.

c. September 2022 A copy of the September 2022 Treasurer’s Report 
was included in the agenda packet for the 
Committee’s review.

Motion Commissioner Wilson moved approval to 
recommend that the Commission note and file the 
July 2022, August 2022 and September 2022 
Treasurer’s Reports; seconded by Commissioner 
Quintero.

Motion Approved There being no objection, a voice vote was taken, 
and the motion was approved (3–0).

7. Items for Information

a. Replacement Passenger Terminal
Financing Update

Mr. Geoff Wheeler of Ricondo & Associates and Mr. 
Louis Choi of Public Resources Advisory Group 
briefed the Committee on the Authority’s status of 
financing activities for the Replacement Passenger 
Terminal.

b. Committee Pending Items Staff had no updates of future pending items to
present to the Committee.

8. Adjournment There being no further business to discuss, the 
meeting was adjourned at 1:30 p.m.
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF THE
BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY

TUESDAY, JANUARY 17, 2023
 

 
COMMISSION/MINUTES/1-17-23

A special meeting of the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority was called to order this 
date in the Airport Skyroom, 2627 N. Hollywood Way, Burbank, California, at 9:04 a.m., by 
President Gabel-Luddy.

1. ROLL CALL

Present: Commissioners Gabel-Luddy, Williams (arrived at 
9:08 a.m.), Hampton, Devine, Ovrom, Dyson, Wilson,
Quintero (arrived at 9:09 a.m.)

Absent: Commissioner Najarian

Also Present: Staff:  Frank Miller, Executive Director; 
John Hatanaka, Senior Deputy Executive Director;
Kathy David, Deputy Executive Director, Finance and 
Administration; David Kwon, Director, Financial 
Services

Also Present:  
Terence Boga, Esq., Authority General Counsel,
Richards Watson Gershon

Roger Johnson, Senior Program Manager, Jacobs 
Program Management Co.

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE Commissioner Devine led the Pledge of Allegiance.

President Gabel-Luddy acknowledged  Commissioner Devine for her past service as President of 
the Commission and awarded her with a plaque.  Commissioner Devine expressed her gratitude to 
the Commission and Staff.

3. APPROVAL OF AGENDA Commissioner Ovrom requested clarification on one 
item on the agenda which was addressed by Authority 
Counsel.  The agenda was approved as presented.

Clarification was also given on voting instructions for 
the agenda.

            MOTION Commissioner Ovrom moved approval of agenda; 
seconded by Commissioner Dyson.

            MOTION APPROVED There being no objection, a voice vote was taken. The 
motion was approved (7–0, 1 absent).

AYES:  Commissioners Gabel-Luddy, Devine, 
           Hampton, Ovrom, Dyson, Wilson, Quintero

5.b.1)
Subject to approval
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NOES:  NONE

ABSENT:  Commissioners Najarian and Williams

4. PUBLIC COMMENT There were no public comments.

5. CONSENT CALENDAR
(Includes Minutes.  Items on the Consent Calendar are generally routine in nature and 
may be acted upon by one motion unless removed for separate consideration.)

a. Committee Minutes (For Note and File)

1) Executive Committee

(i)   December 7, 2022 Approved minutes of the December 7, 2022, Executive 
Committee meeting were included in the agenda packet 
for information purposes.

2) Finance and Administration Committee

                   (i)  November 21, 2022 Approved minutes of the November 21, 2022, Finance 
and Administration  Committee meeting were included
in the agenda packet for information purposes.

3) Legal, Government and Environmental Affairs Committee

                   (i)   November 21, 2022 Approved minutes of the November 21, 2022, Legal, 
Government and Environmental Affairs Committee 
meeting were included in the agenda packet for 
information purposes.

b. Commission Minutes  (For Approval)

1) December 19, 2022 A copy of the draft minutes of the December 19, 2022, 
Commission meeting were included in the agenda 
packet for review and approval.

c. Treasurer’s Reports

1)   July 2022

2) August 2022

3) September 2022

At its meeting on December 19, 2022, the Finance and 
Administration Committee reviewed the July 2022,
August 2022 and September 2022 Treasurer’s Reports
and voted unanimously (3–0) to accept the reports and
recommend them to the Commission for note and file.

            MOTION Commissioner Williams moved approval of the Consent 
Calendar; seconded by Commissioner Quintero.
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            MOTION APPROVED The motion was passed (8–0, 1 absent).

AYES:  Commissioners Gabel-Luddy, Williams, Devine,
             Ovrom, Dyson, Wilson, Hampton, Quintero
             
NOES:    NONE

ABSENT: Commissioner Najarian

6. ITEMS FOR COMMISSION APPROVAL

a. Agenda Item Protocol At its meeting on December 19, 2022, the Commission 
requested that this item be readdressed with a revised 
Agenda Item Protocol and updated Resolution No. 496  
which addresses a protocol for items submitted to the 
Commission or a Committee.

            MOTION Commissioner Wilson moved approval of this item; 
seconded by Commission Williams.

            MOTION APPROVED The motion was approved. (8–0, 1 absent)

AYES:  Commissioners Gabel-Luddy, Williams, Devine,
             Ovrom, Dyson, Wilson, Hampton, Quintero
             
NOES:  NONE

ABSENT: Commissioner Najarian

7. ITEMS FOR COMMISSION DISCUSSION

a. Public Comment Participation At its meeting held on January 4, 2023, the Executive 
Committee voted unanimously (3–0) to recommend 
that, with the return to in-person meetings, the 
Commission continue to allow telephonic public 
comment participation.  The Committee also 
recommended that that the Commission meeting 
agendas be revised to include (i) a 20-minute public 
comment period at the beginning of each meeting that 
prioritizes speakers attending in person; and (ii) a 
second public comment period at the end of every 
meeting.

With the Commission’s direction, Staff will implement 
this change within the Agenda at the next scheduled 
Commission meeting.

b. Replacement Passenger 
Terminal - Design-Build 
Agreement Executive Summary

Mr. Roger Johnson, Senior Program Manager, Jacobs 
Program Management Co., presented to the 
Commission an Executive Summary of the Design-Build 
Agreement for the Replacement Passenger Terminal.
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After the presentation, the Commission requested that  
Staff draft a Resolution affirming the Commission’s
support of the Executive Summary Design-Build 
Agreement.

8. ITEMS FOR COMMISSION INFORMATION

a. November 2022 Passenger and 
Air Cargo Statistics

b. November 2022 Ground 
Transportation Statistics

c. November 2022 Parking 
Revenue Statistics

Staff presented an update on the November 2022 
Passenger and Air Cargo statistics.  

Staff presented an update on the November 2022 
Ground Transportation statistics.

Staff presented an update on the November 2022 
Parking Revenue statistics.

9. CLOSED SESSION The meeting convened to Closed Session at 
10:24 a.m.

a.  CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION
(California Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1))

Name of Case:  Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority v. California High 
           Speed Rail Authority (Case No. 34-2022-80003821). 

Name of Case:  City of Los Angeles v. FAA et al. (Case No. 21-71170)

b. PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION
(California Government Code Section 54957(b))
Title:  Director of Public Safety/Chief of Police

   Meeting Reconvened to
Open Session

      Closed Session Report

The meeting reconvened to open session at 12:10 p.m. 
with (6) Commissioners present.  

There was nothing to report from Closed Session.

10. ITEMS PULLED FROM CONSENT CALENDAR

No items were presented.

11. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR COMMENTS
The Executive Director reported that the Hollywood Burbank Airport Student Academy is being 
reactivated after having been cancelled during the pandemic.  Twenty-four students from various 
high school campuses in Glendale, Burbank and Pasadena have enrolled.  The first day of the 
class will be held on January 25, 2023.
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12. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS
(Commissioners may make a brief announcement, make a brief report on their activities, 
and request an agenda item for a future meeting)
 
President Gabel-Luddy spoke on her interest in alternative fuel air mobility vehicles and their 
future role.

13. ADJOURNMENT The meeting was adjourned at 12:21 p.m. 

_________________________
Emily Gabel-Luddy, President

__________________________
Date

______________________________
Ara Najarian, Secretary

___________________________
Date
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STAFF REPORT\COMMISSION\2-6-2023 
PROPOSED RESOLUTION NO. 497 ADOPTING  
THE 2023 AUTHORITY INVESTMENT POLICY  

STAFF REPORT PRESENTED TO THE
BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY

FEBRUARY 6, 2023

PROPOSED RESOLUTION NO. 497 ADOPTING 
THE 2023 AUTHORITY INVESTMENT POLICY

Prepared by David Kwon
Director, Financial Services

SUMMARY
At its special meeting held on January 17, 2023, the Finance and Administration Committee 
(“Committee”) voted unanimously (3–0) to recommend that the Commission adopt the 
attached proposed Resolution No. 497 approving the 2023 Investment Policy.  Formerly 
mandated by State law and now currently recommended under Sections 53646(a)(2) and 
53646(h) of the California Government Code (“Code”), the Commission annually reviews 
and approves an investment policy to identify policies and procedures for the prudent and 
systematic investment to be followed by the Authority Treasurer in the exercise of the 
investment authority delegated to him/her.  

The Authority’s Investment Manager, Columbia Management Investment Advisors LLC 
(“CMIA”), has opined that the 2022 Authority Investment Policy, with overall investment 
criteria of capital preservation (safety) and liquidity, is still appropriate and conservative, 
and does not need revisions at this time. Staff concurs with the CMIA recommendation and 
seeks a Finance and Administration Committee (“Committee”) recommendation to the 
Commission that it adopt the attached proposed Resolution No. 497 approving the 2023 
Investment Policy (Exhibit A), which reaffirms the current 2022 Investment Policy with no 
changes.  

DISCUSSION
The Authority was previously required by Section 53646 of the Code to annually review and 
adopt an investment policy for its restricted and non-restricted cash portfolios. The 
Legislature amended this statute to make annual investment policy review optional for local 
agencies and to declare that no liability is incurred for failure to annually adopt an 
investment policy. However, the Legislature strongly recommends, and the Authority 
believes it is prudent to continue to annually review and adopt an investment policy. The 
Authority further requires that CMIA abide by that policy as it makes decisions regarding 
changes to the Authority’s investments. The Authority’s investment policy dictates the types 
and maximum allowable percentages of individual investment vehicles that are permitted to 
be invested in.

For local governments, including the Authority, State law (Code Section 53600 et seq.) sets 
forth the types of allowable investments, maximum maturities, maximum concentration of 
investments by type of investment and issuer, minimum ratings for certain types of 
investments, and how the investments may be held. 

5.d.
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The Authority’s investment policy further limits all investments to be more restrictive than the 
Code. The restrictions in the Code and the additional limitations in the Authority’s investment 
policy mitigate the Authority’s interest rate risk, credit risk, concentration of credit risk, and 
custodial credit risk related to its various investments.
CMIA continues to diligently review and report on the Authority’s investments in this 
challenging economic environment. The Authority has historically favored holding its 
investments until they mature. CMIA will continue to bring recommendations to the Finance 
and Administration Committee on individual investments and/or the policy as conditions 
warrant throughout the year.  

RECOMMENDATION
At its special meeting held on January 17, 2023, the Committee voted unanimously (3–0) to 
recommend that the Commission adopt the attached proposed Resolution No. 497 
approving the 2023 Investment Policy.
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RESOLUTION NO. 497

A RESOLUTION OF THE 
BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY COMMISSION

ADOPTING THE 2023 AUTHORITY INVESTMENT POLICY

The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority Commission finds, resolves and 
determines as follows:

Section 1. Recitals.

A. Government Code Section 53646 authorizes, but no longer
requires, local agencies to review and approve an investment policy on an annual basis.

B. The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (“Authority”) has
a fiduciary responsibility to maximize the use of public funds entrusted to its care, manage those 
funds wisely and prudently, and protect those funds from financial catastrophes.

C. The objective and purpose of the Authority’s investment program is
to maintain a level of investment as near 100% as possible, with due consideration given to such 
factors as safety, liquidity, yield, and cash flow requirements.

D. The Commission desires to continue its existing policy to review
and approve an investment policy on an annual basis.

E. The Commission desires to continue its existing investment policy
with no changes.

Section 2. 2023 Investment Policy.  The Commission hereby adopts the 2023
Investment Policy attached hereto as Exhibit A. Such policy supersedes all prior investment 
policies adopted by the Commission.

Section 3. Effective Date.  This Resolution shall be effective upon adoption. 

Adopted this ___ day of February, 2023.

Emily Gabel-Luddy, President
Attest:

Ara Najarian, Secretary
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
)ss.

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

I, Frank R. Miller, do hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was duly and regularly 
adopted by the Commissioners of the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority at 
its regular meeting held on the ___ of February 2023 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

_________________________________
Frank R. Miller

Assistant Secretary
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2023 INVESTMENT POLICY

BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY

This document identifies policies and procedures for the prudent and systematic investment 
policy to be followed by the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority Treasurer in the 
exercise of the investment authority delegated to him/her.  All of these policies and procedures 
are within the statutory guidelines provided for in State law.

The Investment Policy must be renewed annually.  The Treasurer must present it in draft form to 
the Finance and Administration Committee for its review and approval prior to presentation to 
the Authority for its approval.

INVESTMENT MANAGER
The Treasurer may utilize an Investment Manager in the investment management of the 
Authority’s portfolio(s).  The Investment Manager shall comply with the investment restrictions 
contained in Sections 53601, 53601.1, 53601.5 and 53601.6 of the California Government Code 
(“Government Code Provisions”) and this Investment Policy.  In the event the Investment Policy 
is more restrictive than the Government Code Provisions, the Investment Policy shall control.  
Further, the Investment Manager shall periodically, but no less than annually, advise the 
Treasurer and the Authority on recommended changes to the Investment Policy, including any 
required to bring the policy into compliance with the Government Code Provisions.  

BASIC POLICY AND OBJECTIVES
Three fundamental criteria shall be followed in the investment program (all investments and 
deposits).  In order of importance they are:

1. SAFETY.  Investments shall be made in a manner that seeks to ensure the preservation
of principal and interest.  The Treasurer will evaluate, or have evaluated each
investment, seeking quality in issuer and in the underlying security or collateral.  He/she
will also diversify the portfolio to reduce loss exposure.  In the investment of idle cash,
the prudent man rule shall be followed.  This rule states in essence, that when investing
property for the benefit of another, a trustee shall exercise the judgment and care, under
the circumstances then prevailing, which persons of prudence, discretion and
intelligence exercise in the management of their own affairs, not for speculation, but for
investment, considering the probable safety of their capital as well as the probable
income to be derived. The Treasurer will remain within the policy maximums regarding
asset allocation and maturity guidelines identified on Exhibit A-1.

2. LIQUIDITY.  To the extent possible, investments will be made whose maturities are
compatible with cash flow and will allow for easy and rapid conversion into cash without
any loss of value.  The Treasurer’s monthly report to the Authority is to include a
comparison of the actual portfolio to the policy maximums shown on Exhibit A-1.

3. YIELD.  An acceptable rate of return on investments is desirable, but only after first
considering safety of principal and liquidity.
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TYPES OF INVESTMENTS
1. U.S. Treasuries.  These are investments in direct obligations of the U. S. Treasury.

2. U.S. Agencies.  These are obligations of the Federal Home Loan Bank, Federal National
Mortgage Association, Federal Farm Credit Bank, etc.

3. Time Deposits.  Time deposits are to be placed in accordance with the California
Government Code, in those banks and savings and loan associations which meet the
requirements.  Deposits must be either insured or secured by Government securities
with a market value of at least 10% in excess of the total amount deposited or real estate
mortgages with a value of at least 150% of the total amount deposited.  The latest
available quarterly financial statements will be evaluated to determine whether an
institution meets all the capital levels required by the Financial Institutions Reform,
Recovery and Enforcement Act of 1989 (FIRREA), which are also required by the
Investment Manager prior to placing deposits.

4. Local Agency Investment Funds.  This is a pool of funds managed by the State
Treasurer’s Office and includes only investments that meet the legal requirements.

5. Bankers Acceptances.  Only those bankers acceptances eligible for purchase by the
Federal Reserve System meet eligibility requirements.

6. Commercial Paper.  Only commercial paper of prime quality of the highest ranking or of
the highest letter and numerical rating as provided by Moody’s Investors Service or
Standard and Poor’s may be purchased (A-1/P-1).  To be eligible for purchase,
commercial paper may not exceed 270 days maturity nor represent more than 10% of
the outstanding paper of an issuing corporation.  Purchases of commercial paper may
not exceed 15% of each agency’s surplus money which may be invested.

7. Repurchase Agreements.  These are a purchase of securities (any of the investments
authorized under the Government Code) pursuant to an agreement by which the seller
will repurchase such securities on or before a specified date, or on demand of either
party, and for a specified amount.

8. Money Market Funds.  Funds will consist of U.S. Treasury securities only.

9. Corporate Medium Term Notes.  The Corporate Notes must be issued by corporations
organized and operating within the United States or by depository institutions licensed by
the United States or any state and operating within the United States that are rated A or
better by a nationally recognized rating service (Government Code Section 53601(j)).
Purchase requires approval of the Authority Director of Financial Services and the
Treasurer.

10. Negotiable Certificates of Deposit.  These are negotiable investments evidencing a time
deposit made with a bank at a fixed rate of interest for a fixed period of time.  These
investments are liquid and are traded in the market place.  The long-term rating of the
issuing institution must be A or higher.

In the event a security is downgraded below the minimum authorized rating, the Investment 
Manager will notify the Airport Authority of the downgrade with a recommendation on the 
disposition of the security.  The Airport Authority will provide written instructions to the
Investment Manager regarding the disposition of a security that is below the minimum 
acceptable rating.
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MATURITY LIMITATIONS
The Authority’s weighted average maturity goal during any calendar year will be established 
based on the recommendations of the Investment Manager and may be reviewed and adjusted 
at any time based on the recommendations of the Investment Manager.

For purposes of this policy, the “A” category will include Standard & Poor’s ratings of “A+”, “A” 
and “A-“; Moody’s Investor Services ratings of “A1”, “A2” and “A3”; and Fitch Ratings of “A+”, “A” 
and “A-“.

PURCHASE OF SECURITIES/DEPOSITS
Transactions shall be made with reputable banks and brokers who are experienced, 
knowledgeable and offer service.  Before placing deposits, comparisons of at least three eligible 
financial institutions shall be obtained.  The brokers approved by the Investment Manager 
(Columbia Management Investment Advisors LLC) will be utilized.

PAYMENT FOR SECURITIES AND SAFEKEEPING
All securities purchased shall be delivered against payment (DVP), and held in safekeeping as 
evidenced by safekeeping receipts.

PORTFOLIO DIVERSIFICATION
To maintain a diversified portfolio, a maximum percentage limitation has been set for each type 
of investment.  If an investment percentage-of-portfolio limitation were to be exceeded due to an 
incident, such as fluctuation in portfolio size, the affected investments may be held to maturity to 
avoid losses or if no loss is indicated, the Treasurer may reconstruct the portfolio if in his/her 
judgment it appears prudent, taking into consideration the expected length of time to bring the 
portfolio back into balance.

INVESTMENT RESOURCES
Information concerning investment opportunities and market developments will be gained by
maintaining contact with the financial community and the media.

CASH MANAGEMENT
Cash will be invested as close to 100% of collected funds as possible taking into consideration 
cash flow information given to the Treasurer.

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
The Treasurer shall annually submit to the Airport Authority a statement of investment policy.

The Treasurer shall submit a monthly report, that meets all Government Code requirements, to 
the Airport Authority showing the type of all investments, including any made and maturing 
between monthly reports, showing institution, date of maturity, amount of deposit or cost of 
security, current market value of all securities with a maturity of more than 12 months, rate of 
interest, statement relating the report to the Statement of Investment Policy, statement that 
there are sufficient funds to meet the next six months obligations, and such data as may be 
required by the Airport Authority.
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INTERNAL CONTROLS
A system of internal controls shall be established and documented in writing.  The controls shall 
be designed to prevent losses of public funds arising from fraud, employee error, 
misrepresentation of third parties, unanticipated changes in financial markets, or imprudent 
actions by employees and officers of the Government Agency.
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EXHIBIT A-1 
PORTFOLIO GUIDELINES 

INVESTMENTS MAXIMUM AMOUNT MAXIMUM MATURITY 

U.S. Agency Securities 70% 5 YEARS

Corporate Term Notes 30% (note 1) 5 YEARS

Local Agency Investment Fund $20 MILLION N/A

Bankers Acceptances 15% (note 1) 6 MONTHS

Non-Negotiable Certificates Of 
Deposit 15% (note 1) 5 YEARS

Negotiable Certificates Of 
Deposit 15% (note 1) 5 YEARS

Commercial Paper 15% (note 1) 9 MONTHS

Repurchase Agreements 10% 1 YEAR

Money Market Funds (note 2) 15% N/A

U.S. Treasury Securities NO LIMIT 5 YEARS

Footnotes: (1) Maximum amount of any one issuer is 5%.
(2) U.S. Treasury obligations only.
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STAFF REPORT PRESENTED TO THE 
BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY 

FEBRUARY 6, 2023 

AWARD OF PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
RUNWAY SHOULDERS AND BLAST PAD REHABILITATION DESIGN (E22-11) 

AND APPROVAL OF CEQA EXEMPTION FINDING 

Prepared by Kate Sepulveda
Manager, Engineering and Construction 

SUMMARY
At its special meeting held on January 17, 2023, the Operations and Development 
Committee (“Committee”) voted unanimously (3–0) to recommend that the Commission:

Concur with a California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) exemption finding;
Award a Professional Services Agreement (“PSA”) for design and engineering
services in the amount of $263,772 to RDM, International, Inc. (“RDM”);
Approve a project budget for design management services for a not-to-exceed
amount of $20,000; and
Approve a design contingency of $10,000 to address changes in scope of design
and engineering services resulting from information developed as part of the
initial design development.

BACKGROUND
The Pavement Condition Index (“PCI”) used by the Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) 
to evaluate airfield pavement conditions is calculated for all pavement sections within the 
Airport Operations Area. The PCI value is updated for each pavement section based on 
visual inspections conducted annually. When the PCI value indicates the condition of the 
pavement is “fair” or worse and it is determined that regular maintenance and spot repairs 
are no longer capable of maintaining the pavement in an acceptable condition, the area is 
identified for future rehabilitation or reconstruction. Other factors that may cause a pavement 
section to be identified for rehabilitation or reconstruction are changes in use, drainage or 
grade issues, age, and adjacency to areas already identified as requiring rehabilitation. 
Based on these factors, 17 pavement sections were identified for rehabilitation throughout 
the airfield.

Rehabilitation of the identified areas will improve safety conditions by replacing existing low 
PCI value material that is fatigued or past the end of its useful life. The design process will 
identify the most suitable and cost-effective rehabilitation approach for each of the areas 
within the project scope. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The project includes shoulders on both runways, the blast pad area at the north end of 
Runway 15-33, and a common use ramp area in the southwest quadrant of the airfield.

5.e.
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PROCUREMENT
Staff publicly solicited responses to a combined Request for Qualifications/Request for 
Proposals (“RFQ/RFP”) on the Authority’s PlanetBids e-procurement website to 440 
targeted, potential firms, and publicly advertised the competitive opportunity.  Staff 
received two responses from qualified engineering firms. Those two firms, listed 
alphabetically, are

Mead & Hunt
RDM, International, Inc.

SELECTION PROCESS
Due to the anticipated inclusion of federal funding for this project, the selection process was 
governed by FAA Advisory Circular 150/5100-14E (“AC”) Architectural, Engineering, and 
Planning Consultant Services for Airport Grant Projects, which states: “Consultants must be 
selected on the basis of their qualifications and experience, with fees determined through 
negotiations following selection. The qualifications of consultants are evaluated, and the 
best qualified consultant is selected, subject to a mutual understanding of the scope of 
services and negotiation of a fair and reasonable fee.” 

PROPOSAL EVALUATIONS
Written responses were individually evaluated by five Airport staff and were given a score 
based upon three selection criteria with a maximum possible score of 100 points:  

SC-1 Airport Pavement Design Experience (40 points)
SC-2 Project Team (40 points)
SC-3 Project Understanding (20 points)

The average scores are presented in the table below:

FEE NEGOTIATIONS
In accordance with FAA requirements, Staff was prohibited from any fee discussions with 
any of the proposers until after a determination of the most qualified firm was reached.  
Once RDM was identified as the highest scoring proposer and the detailed scope of 
services was established, Staff prepared an Independent Fee Estimate (“IFE”) to serve as a 
benchmark in establishing a fair and current market value for the project. Staff requested 
and received an initial price proposal from RDM. At the conclusion of the negotiations, RDM 
submitted a revised and final fee proposal which was 2% higher than the IFE. AC guidelines 

SC-1 SC-2 SC-3 Total
Max Points Possible 40 40 20 100

RDM International, Inc. 39 39 18 96
Mead & Hunt 37 38 19 94
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state that engineering fees should be within 10% of the IFE at the end of the negotiation 
process. Staff is satisfied that the fee as proposed without further negotiation represents a 
fair value to the Authority.

In accordance with the fee proposal, a lump sum PSA for design services with RDM in the 
amount of $263,772 was finalized. The Record of Negotiations prepared by Procurement Staff 
and the IFE prepared by Engineering Staff are on file.

A separate fee for Construction Administration services (via change order to the original PSA) 
will be negotiated and brought back to the Committee and Commission for approval 
concurrent with the recommendation for the construction services contract. It is anticipated 
this could occur in June 2023.

DESIGN MANAGEMENT AND CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION
Project design phase management is proposed to be performed by the Airport’s Engineering 
Department staff for a not-to-exceed amount of $20,000. This amount is approximately 8% 
of the engineering design costs. Engineering Staff will oversee the design process and
provide a constructability review to ensure the project is compatible with the Authority’s 
requirements.

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS
The field research required to complete the design and engineering services will either be 
performed at night or coordinated during the day to eliminate any operational impacts. 

FUNDING
The adopted FY 2022/2023 budget includes $500,000 for planning, engineering and design 
services, and design management for the proposed rehabilitation of runway shoulder, 
runway blast pad, and common use ramp areas.

The project is included as part of a Passenger Facility Charge (“PFC”) application submitted 
to the FAA and Staff expects project costs to be fully funded via PFC funds. Initially, the 
design will be funded from airport reserves and reimbursed as “project formulation costs” 
once the PFC application is approved.

PROJECTED COSTS:

RDM $263,772
Design Management/Administration $  20,000 
Project Aggregate Contingency $  10,000 

Total $293,772
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SCHEDULE
The design phase of the project will commence after the award and execution of the PSA. 
Construction plans and specifications for bid are anticipated to be completed in the first 
quarter of calendar year 2023.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Staff has reviewed the CEQA guidelines regarding exemptions applicable to the project and 
determined that the Project is exempt pursuant to the Class 1 categorical exemption (14 
C.C.R. § 15301). Among other things, that exemption covers rehabilitation of deteriorated
facilities to meet current standards of public health and safety in situations where damage is
not substantial and has not resulted from an environmental hazard.

RECOMMENDATION
At its special meeting held on January 17, 2023, the Committee voted unanimously (3–0) to 
recommend that the Commission:

Concur with the CEQA exemption finding;
Award a PSA for design and engineering services in the amount of $263,772 to
RDM;
Approve a project budget for design management services for a not-to-exceed
amount of $20,000; and
Approve a design contingency of $10,000 to address changes in scope of design
and engineering services resulting from information developed as part of the
initial design development.
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TRANSPORTATION NETWORK COMPANY STAGING LOT AGREEMENT

Prepared by Scott Kimball
Deputy Executive Director, Operations, Business and SMS

SUMMARY
At its special meeting held on January 17, 2023, the Operations and Development Committee 
(“Committee”) voted unanimously (3–0) to recommend that the Commission approve the 
proposed Transportation Network Company Staging Lot Agreement, copy attached, with the 
Transportation Network Companies (“TNCs”) serving the Airport.  This Agreement allows 
TNCs that have executed an Airport Access and Facilities Use Agreement with the Authority 
to park at a designated geo-fenced staging lot located in the northeast quadrant of the Airport 
on Cohasset Street in Burbank.

BACKGROUND
On September 6, 2016, the Authority approved the Airport Access and Facilities Use 
Agreement Class VIII Operators (“Agreement”) with Uber, Lyft, Wingz, and Opoli for 
ride-share services at the Airport.

The Agreement specifies areas of authorized access at the Airport for passenger drop-off at 
the Terminal curbside with the pick-up location located at the ground transportation island in 
front of the airport terminal.

Based on an analysis of TNC operations and traffic activity around the Airport, Staff is 
proposing a staging area utilizing an existing paved area of approximately 24,600 square 
feet located in the northeast quadrant of the Airport.

The proposed Staging Lot Agreement will allow TNC operators to access the Airport in a 
more efficient manner responding to passengers seeking ride-share services.  This Staging 
Lot Agreement will also reduce the number of TNC drivers temporarily parking in nearby 
residential neighborhoods while waiting for an Airport passenger pick-up assignment.

DETAILS
Key components of the proposed Agreement are:

Premises: 24,600 square foot portion of existing paved land located in
at 3847 Cohasset Street in Burbank

Use: TNC Staging Lot

Term: Month-To-Month

Termination: 30 days prior written notice

5.f.
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RECOMMENDATION

At its special meeting held on January 17, 2023, the Committee voted unanimously (3–0) to 
recommend that the Commission approve the proposed Transportation Network Company 
Staging Lot Agreement with its Transportation Network Companies and authorize the 
President to execute the same.
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PROPOSED RESOLUTION NO. 498 
REPLACEMENT PASSENGER TERMINAL 

DESIGN-BUILD AGREEMENT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Presented by Terence Boga
Authority General Counsel

SUMMARY 
Staff seeks the Commission’s adoption of proposed Resolution No. 498, copy attached as 
Exhibit 1, to approve an executive summary for the Replacement Passenger Terminal 
(“RPT”) Project design-build agreement awarded to Holder, Pankow, TEC - A Joint Venture
(“HPTJV”).  The resolution also reaffirms the Commission’s support for the project and its 
selection of HPTJV as the design-builder.  

BACKGROUND
On December 19, 2022, the Commission awarded HPTJV a design-build agreement for the 
RPT Project.  The Executive Director issued a Notice to Proceed that day and HPTJV is 
performing Phase 1 of the contract.

The RPT Project design-build agreement includes more than a dozen exhibits and the 
contract document package comprises 1,457 pages.  On January 17, 2023, the Commission 
considered a draft executive summary for the contract.  Staff has prepared a revised version 
of the executive summary, copy attached as Exhibit 2, in response to Commissioner 
comments at that meeting.  The revised version adds two paragraphs to Section I to 
describe the purpose of the RPT project; moves the table of contents to the end; inserts
PDF page numbers in the table of contents; and incorporates miscellaneous clerical edits.  
Additionally, in accordance with the Commission’s direction, staff has prepared the attached 
Resolution No. 498 for the Commission to memorialize approval of the executive summary, 
as well as reaffirmation of support for the RPT Project and selection of HPTJV as the 
design-builder.  The Resolution does not re-award the RPT Project design-build agreement 
to HPTJV.  Nor does the Resolution amend, supplement, or otherwise impact the RPT 
Project design-build agreement. 

RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Commission adopt the attached Resolution No. 498 to approve 
an executive summary for the RPT Project design-build agreement, and to reaffirm support 
for the project and the selection of HPTJV as the design-builder.

Attachments: 

Exhibit 1:  Proposed Resolution No. 498
Exhibit 2:  Revised Executive Summary

6.a.
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RESOLUTION NO. 498

A RESOLUTION OF THE 
BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY COMMISSION 

APPROVING AN EXECUTIVE SUMMARY FOR THE REPLACEMENT PASSENGER 
TERMINAL PROJECT DESIGN-BUILD AGREEMENT AND REAFFIRMING 
SUPPORT FOR THE PROJECT AND THE DESIGN-BUILDER SELECTION

The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority Commission resolves as follows: 

Section 1. Findings.

A. On December 19, 2022, following a competitive procurement
process, the Commission awarded Holder, Pankow, TEC - A Joint Venture (“HPTJV”) a design-
build agreement for the Replacement Passenger Terminal (“RPT”) Project.  The contract has been 
duly executed by the Authority and HPTJV, the Executive Director has issued a Notice to Proceed,
and HPTJV is performing Phase 1 of the contract.

B. The RPT Project design-build agreement includes more than a
dozen exhibits and the contract document package comprises 1,457 pages.  To make the contract
more reader-friendly for the Commission and the general public, staff has prepared an executive 
summary with a table of contents.

Section 2. Approval of Executive Summary. The RPT Project design-build agreement 
executive summary set forth in the attached Exhibit A is approved.  The Executive Director shall 
cause the executive summary to be posted on the Authority’s ElevateBUR webpage in a single 
PDF with the RPT Project design-build agreement contract document package.

Section 3. Reaffirmation of Support. The Commission reaffirms its support for the 
RPT Project and its selection of HPTJV as the design-builder for the RPT Project.

Section 4. Relationship to Design-Build Agreement.  This Resolution does not re-
award the RPT Project design-build agreement to HPTJV.  The contract award was made on 
December 19, 2022 and was final on such date.  This Resolution does not amend, supplement, or 
otherwise impact the RPT Project design-build agreement executed by the Authority and HPTJV.

Section 5. Effective Date.  This Resolution shall be effective upon adoption.

Adopted this ___ day of February, 2023.

___________________________________
Emily Gabel-Luddy, President

Attest:

___________________________________
Ara Najarian, Secretary 

Exhibit 1
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EXHIBIT A

Replacement Passenger Terminal Design-Build Agreement Executive Summary

(attached)
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APPROVED:  February 6, 2023 

I. Introduction

A. Purpose of Replacement Passenger Terminal Project

The existing passenger terminal at Bob Hope Airport (commonly known as Hollywood Burbank 
Airport) consists of 14 common use aircraft gates in a 232,000 square foot building. That building 
does not meet current Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) standards for lateral separation 
from the adjacent runways.  Additionally, the central portion of the existing passenger terminal 
does not meet modern seismic design standards and retrofitting is not feasible. 

In 2016, after many years of negotiations, the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 
(“BGPAA”) and the City of Burbank reached a consensus on a development agreement and 
entitlements for a 14-gate 355,000 square foot replacement passenger terminal (“RPT”) and 
ancillary airport improvements.  Burbank voters overwhelmingly ratified the development 
agreement and entitlements that year in a Measure B vote with 70% support.  Increasing safety 
is the primary purpose for BGPAA’s undertaking of the RPT Project.  The project will provide 
facilities that meet current FAA standards, and that meet or exceed applicable code requirements 
for seismic resistance, public health, and accessibility.  

B. Overview of Progressive Design-Build Delivery Method

Public works projects at the airport can be delivered through different contracting methods.  Each 
method presents variable levels of scope control, cost control, risk assumption, and completion 
schedule expectations.  

BGPAA commonly uses the design-bid-build delivery method.  That method involves two separate 
procurement processes:  a qualifications-based selection of a design firm to complete design 
documents for the project under a professional services agreement; and a price-based selection 
of a contractor to build the project under a construction agreement.  By contrast, the design-build 
delivery method involves one procurement process to select a firm or a team of firms to provide 
design and construction services under a design-build agreement.  Demonstrated competence 
and qualifications are the primary selection criteria, but cost is factored in too. 

On May 20, 2019, the Airport Authority Commission chose to use the progressive design-build 
method for the RPT Project.  This decision was based on two considerations:  ability to maintain 
program cost within established program funding parameters; and ability to define scope and 
manage design development and program cost with input from both the designer firm(s) and the 
builder firm(s).  With this delivery method, the design is prepared based on BGPAA priorities, 
airline coordination, the public charrette process, and development agreement and other legal 
requirements.  BGPAA, airline, and Program Manager participation is continuous throughout 
design development to assure appropriate considerations are included and to reconcile 
construction cost estimates with schedules developed independently by both the Program 
Manager and the Design-Builder.  At the 60% design point, the Design-Builder and BGPAA will 
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negotiate a guaranteed maximum price (“GMP”) based on construction cost estimates.  After the 
GMP is finalized, the Design-Builder is at risk to deliver the project (complete construction) for the 
negotiated GMP.  Any changes in material costs or other construction cost increases, other than 
those related to unforeseen conditions or BGPAA requested changes, are the Design-Builder’s 
responsibility. 
 

C. Overview of Holder, Pankow, TEC - A Joint Venture  

On December 19, 2022, the Airport Authority Commission awarded the RPT Project design-build 
agreement to Holder, Pankow, TEC - A Joint Venture (“HPTJV”).  HPTJV is comprised of:  Holder 
Construction Group, LLC (“Holder”); Charles Pankow Builders, Ltd. (“Pankow”); and TEC 
Management Consultants, Inc. (“TEC”).  Holder is a Georgia limited liability company, Pankow is a 
California limited partnership, and TEC is a California corporation. Holder Executive Vice President 
& Chief Operating Officer William R. Turpin executed the design-build agreement on behalf of 
HPTJV pursuant to written confirmation of his signature authority from the three firms.    
 

D. Legal Status of Joint Ventures 

Under state law a joint venture has a legal status comparable to a partnership. The California 
Court of Appeal has summarized this legal status as follows: 
 
“A joint venture is a distinct entity virtually identical to a partnership, and capable of contracting—
that is, acquiring obligations— in its own name.  Although joint venturers, and partners, are jointly 
and severally liable to third parties for the obligations of the joint venture or partnership, the 
partners are free to allocate responsibility among themselves as they see fit.”  [Victor Valley 
Transit Authority v. Workers’ Compensation Appeals Board, 83 Cal.App.4th 1068, 1076 (2000) 
(citations and italics omitted).] 
 

II. Contract Documents 
 

The RPT Project design-build agreement includes more than a dozen exhibits and the contract 
document package comprises 1,457 pages.  Approximately 500 pages of that material consists of 
items approved by the Airport Authority Commission several years ago:  project labor agreement; 
development agreement; charrettes report; and South Coast Air Quality Management District 
memorandum of understanding.  Of the other material, the general conditions and the project 
requirements are the most lengthy items.  The general conditions address the terms and conditions 
under which the project is performed.  The project requirements define the scope of work and specific 
performance requirements.  A table of contents for the contract document package is set forth after 
this Executive Summary. 
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III. Contract Document Highlights 
 

Document PDF 
Page 

Section Topic Description 

Design-Build 
Agreement 

14 3.02 Phases Two phases:  Preliminary and Completion 

 14 4.02 Deadlines April 2, 2024 deadline for Phase 1 

October 1, 2027 deadline for substantial 
completion of the project  

December 15, 2027 deadline for final 
completion of the project 

 14 5.01 Phase 1 Price Phase 1 fee capped at $54,244,242 

     

Federal Contract 
Clauses 

310 II Workforce Goals 28.3% goal minority participation goal  

6.9% female participation goal  

 323 XI DBE goal 18% DBE participation goal 

 334 XX Termination BGPAA may terminate for convenience 

     

General 
Conditions 

387 GC-11(B) Change Orders Change order amount level for which  
Airport Authority Commission approval is 
required (to be inserted) 

 391 GC-14(C) Key Personnel $100,000 penalty if key personnel identified 
in the proposal are reassigned or removed 
without BGPAA’s prior written approval  

 402 GC-26 Joint Liability All entities comprising Design-Builder are 
jointly and severally liable to BGPAA 

 407 GC-36 Termination BGPAA may terminate for convenience 

 467 GC-58 Change Orders BGPAA-approved change order is required 
for any extra work or change in the contract 
documents 

BGPAA may issue a unilateral change order 
when there is not agreement with Design-
Builder regarding the amount of a credit or 
an extra cost for a change to the contract 
documents 

Design-Builder may file a claim and seek 
review of unilateral change orders 

 469 GC-59 Dispute Resolution A three-person dispute resolution panel shall 
provide written advisory recommendations 
for resolution of disputes 
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Document PDF 
Page 

Section Topic Description 

Panel will be comprised of one BGPAA 
appointee, one Design-Builder appointee, 
and one person selected by those 
appointees 

 477 GC-65 Development 
Agreement 

Design-Builder must comply with 
development agreement 

     

Project Definition 
Manual 

821 Community 
Outreach 

Charrettes Design-Builder must incorporate charrette 
precepts to maximum extent practical 

     

Project Labor 
Agreement 

943 3.5.1 Workforce Goals 30% area resident goal 

 949 7.1 Strikes Unions prohibited from encouraging or 
participating in strikes 

 959 14.2.1 Apprentices Apprentices may comprise 30% of work 
force 

 975 Attachment 
B 

Area Resident Zip 
Codes 

Tier 1 (Burbank, Glendale, Pasadena, and 
adjacent portion of Los Angeles) and Tier 2 
(Mid-Town, Studio City, Valley Village, Valley 
Glen, Van Nuys, North Hollywood East and 
West, Sun Valley) 

IV. Key Problem Avoidance Provisions   
 

Period Topic Reference Description  

Design Safety PR-01 (B)(1)(d) Design-Builder is required to incorporate Safety by Design 
principals  

Design Quality 
Control 

PR-13, PR-14 Design-Builder is required to submit a design quality 
management plan prior to initiation of design work 

Design-Builder is responsible for design errors and 
omissions 

Design Cost 
Control 

PR-01 (B)(1)(c), (e) Within 45 days of Notice to Proceed issuance, Design-
Builder is required to submit an initial budget validation 
report utilizing a specific format (“cost component 
framework”) prescribed by BGPAA   

Design-Builder is required to update the cost component 
framework on a monthly basis as the design progresses  

Design-Builder is required to provide detailed cost 
estimates at the 30% and 60% design milestones  
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Period Topic Reference Description  

Design-Builder is required to provide a list of value 
engineering suggestions and detailed analysis of BGPAA 
selected items including alternative methods, systems, 
materials, equipment, and designs feasible to complete 
the construction at the lowest reasonable construction 
costs achieving BGPAA’s program objectives 

BGPAA will retain a cost team throughout the project to 
evaluate costs developed or proposed by Design-Builder 

Construction Safety PR-15, Exh. E BGPAA’s construction safety program exceeds federal and 
state OSHA requirements 

Construction Quality 
Control 

PR-13, PR-14 Design-Builder is required to submit a construction quality 
management plan prior to initiation of construction work 

Design-Builder is required to correct any work that BGPAA 
determines does not meet quality requirements 

Construction Cost 
Control 

PR-04, GC-39 to 
GC-48, GC-51 to 
GC-58 

GMP proposal must document Design-Builder’s 
commitments with respect to scope, schedule and budget 
to construct the project  

Requirements are in place for monitoring and maintenance 
of the schedule so that BGPAA can monitor progress on a 
real time basis and identify potential problems early 
enough to develop mitigation strategies 

Requirements are in place for effective control of potential 
change events  

Design-Builder is responsible for verifying and 
documenting existing field conditions 

 
V. Contract Negotiation Highlights  
 

Section Topic Description 

GC-13 Intellectual Property 
Licenses 

HPTJV sought to modify language requiring it to provide BGPAA with a 
permanent, irrevocable license to use intellectual property associated with 
proprietary systems delivered for the project.  BGPAA’s revised language 
was accepted.  

GC-20 Project Site 
Investigation 

HPTJV sought to add language to limit its liability exposure for claims arising 
from mistakes of its geotechnical engineering subcontractor.  This request 
was rejected.  

GC-23 ADA Compliance HPTJV sought to add language stating that its duty to comply with disabled 
access laws is limited to laws in effect as of the contract date.  This request 
was rejected. 
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Section Topic Description 

GC-25 Use of Improvements 
During Construction 

HPTJV sought to add language making BGPAA responsible for security, 
maintenance, and insurance of completed portions of the project that are 
beneficially occupied by BGPAA.  This request was accepted. 

GC-27 Indemnity HPTJV sought to revise language related to its indemnity obligation.  This 
request was largely rejected, but language was revised to preclude BGPAA 
from unreasonably withholding approval of settlements in litigation for 
which HPTJV provides indemnity.  

GC-37 Termination HPTJV sought to add language requiring BGPAA to provide a cost accounting 
if BGPAA terminates the contract for default and invoices HPTJV for payment 
of any excess expenses incurred finishing the project.  This request was 
accepted. 

GC-41 Delays HPTJV sought to modify language defining an excusable delay and a 
compensable delay.  This request was partially accepted.  

GC-43 Force Majeure HPTJV sought to add language to make the impact of a force majeure event 
a compensable delay after 30 days.  BGPAA’s revised language was 
accepted. 

GC-50 Payment HPTJV sought to add language to allow Design-Builder’s contingency funds 
to be used for costs associated with correcting minor design errors, 
omissions, design coordination issues, or construction errors.  This request 
was accepted. 

GC-57 Pricing HPTJV sought to add language to expand the reimbursable costs to include 
legal, mediation, and litigation costs arising out of the work when the 
dispute is not between HPTJV and BGPAA.  BGPAA’s alternative language 
was accepted. 

GC-63 Warranties HPTJV sought to revise language to make the warranty period begin upon 
substantial completion of the project rather than at final acceptance.  
BGPAA’s revised language, making the warranty period start at final 
acceptance or beneficial occupancy of the project, was accepted. 

GC-67 Insurance HPTJV sought to add language to provide for a mutual release of claims that 
are covered by property insurance.  This request was accepted. 
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Document PDF Page 

Design-Build Agreement …………….…………………………………………………………………………………………… 12 

Exhibit A:  Administrative Requirements ………………………………………………………………………………….. 
AR-01: Notice Inviting Proposals 
AR-02: Instructions to Proposers 
AR-03: (not used) 
AR-04: Subcontractor Designation Form 
AR-05: DBE Participation Form 
AR-06: Proposal Bond 
AR-07: Noncollusion Declaration Form 
AR-08: Certification of Non-Segregated Facilities 
AR-09: Proposer’s Statement on Previous Contracts Subject to EEO Clause 
AR-10: Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion 
AR-11: Trade Restriction Certification 
AR-12: Certification Regarding Lobbying 
AR-13: Certificate of Buy American Compliance for Manufactured Products 
AR-14: Certification of Bidder Regarding Tax Delinquency and Felony Convictions 
AR-15: Addenda Acknowledgement Form 
AR-16: Proposal Protest Procedure 
AR-17: Proposal Submission Checklist 
AR-18: (not used) 
AR-19: Payment Bond (Labor and Materials) 
AR-20: Performance Bond 
AR-21: Insurance 
AR-22: Workers’ Compensation Certificate of Insurance 
AR-23: Contract Execution Checklist 

18 

Exhibit B-1:  Cost Proposal Form; Resource Loaded Staffing Plan ……………………………………………… 105 

Exhibit B-2:  Approved CGMP and GMP Proposals (future documents) ……………………………………. 121 

Exhibit C:  Request for Proposals E22-03 ………………………………………………………………………………….. 122 

Exhibit D:  Design-Builder’s Technical Proposal ………………………………………………………………………… 145 

Exhibit E:  BGPAA Construction Safety Program ……………………………………………………………………….. 236 

Exhibit F:  Federal Contract Clauses ………………………………………………………………………………………….. 305 

Exhibit G:  General Conditions ………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 
General 

GC-1 Order of Precedence and Contract Interpretation 
GC-2 Definitions 
GC-3 Abbreviations and Acronyms 
GC-4 Invalidation of a Condition 
GC-5 No Alteration of Contract Terms 
GC-6 Contract Bonds 
GC-7 Independent Contractor 
GC-8 Subcontracts 
GC-9 DB Representations, Services & Responsibilities 

352 
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Document PDF Page 

GC-10 Design-Builder’s Representative 
GC-11 Additional Design-Builder Acknowledgments 
GC-12 BGPAA Furnished Electronic Data 
GC-13 BGPAA Ownership and Use of Contract Work Products 
GC-14 Work Force 
GC-15 Coordination 
GC-16 Business Ethics 
GC-17 Material and Workmanship 
GC-18 Publicity and Advertising 
GC-19 Hazardous and Other Regulated Substances 
GC-20 Project Site Investigation 
GC-21 Rights of Entry 
GC-22 Protection and Restoration of Existing Improvements 
GC-23 ADA Compliance 
GC-24 Public Convenience and Safety 
GC-25 Use of Improvements During Construction 
GC-26 Joint Liability 
GC-27 BGPAA Held Harmless 
GC-28 Patent Fees or Royalties 
GC-29 No Third Party Beneficiary 
GC-30 Governing Law; Venue 
GC-31 Compliance with Applicable Laws 
GC-32 Assignment or Transfer Strictly Prohibited 
GC-33 Conflict of Interest 
GC-34 Waiver 
GC-35 Suspension of Work 
GC-36 Termination for Convenience 
GC-37 Termination for Default 
GC-38 Labor Code Requirements 

Schedule 
GC-39 Prosecution of Work 
GC-40 Progress 
GC-41 Delays 
GC-42 Extensions of Time 
GC-43 Force Majeure 
GC-44 Liquidated Damages 
GC-45 Special or Incidental Damages 
GC-46 Scheduling of the Work 
GC-47 Substantial Completion 
GC-48 Final Completion and Acceptance of the Work 

Payment 
GC-49 Taxes 
GC-50 Payment Procedures 

Changes and Directives 
GC-51 Field Directives 
GC-52 No Oral Modification 
GC-53 Differing Project Site Conditions 
GC-54 Contractor Potential Change Notices 
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Document PDF Page 

GC-55 Contractor Change Request 
GC-56 Change Directives 
GC-57 Pricing 
GC-58 Change Orders 

Disputes 
GC-59 Resolution of Disagreements 

Claims 
GC-60 Claims by Design-Builder/Non-Judicial Administrative Settlement Procedure 

Audit 
GC-61 Audits and Records 
GC-62 Proprietary or Confidential Information 

Warranties 
GC-63 Warranties 

Administrative Requirements 
GC-64 BGPAA Administrative Requirements 
GC-65 Development Agreement 
GC-66 Business Tax Registration 
GC-67 Insurance 
GC-68 Antitrust Claims 

Exhibit H:  Project Requirements ……………………………………………………………………………………………… 
PR-01: Scope of Work 
PR-02: (not used) 
PR-03: References 
PR-04: Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) Proposals 
PR-05: Allowances 
PR-06: Construction Site Field Facilities 
PR-07: Utilities 
PR-08: Requests for Information 
PR-09: Submittal Procedures 
PR-10: Product, Material, & Equipment Substitution 
PR-11: (not used) 
PR-12: Product Handling 
PR-13: Quality Assurance 
PR-14: Design-Builder’s Quality Control Program 
PR-15: Safety 
PR-16: Surveying 
PR-17: (not used) 
PR-18: Environmental Mitigation and Special Construction Requirements 
PR-19: Sustainable Construction Methods 
PR-20: Virtual Design & Construction (VDC), Building Information Model (BIM) 
PR-21: Project Management, Coordination & Meetings 
PR-22: Partnering 
PR-23: Photographic Documentation 
PR-24: Project Record Documents 
PR-25: Project Commissioning and Training 
PR-26: Project Closeout 
PR-27: Airport Operational Readiness and Transition (ORAT) 

482 
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RESOLUTION NO. 499

A RESOLUTION OF THE 
BURBANK-GLENDALE-PASADENA AIRPORT AUTHORITY COMMISSION 

APPROVING A PROJECT CHARTER, DESIGNATING CHANGE ORDER 
APPROVAL RESPONSIBILITIES, AND ESTABLISHING A CONCEPTUAL DESIGN 

SELECTION VOTING PROCEDURE FOR THE 
REPLACEMENT PASSENGER TERMINAL PROJECT

The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority Commission resolves as follows: 

Section 1. Purpose.

A. On December 19, 2022, following a competitive procurement
process, the Commission awarded Holder, Pankow, TEC - A Joint Venture (“HPTJV”) a design-
build agreement for the Replacement Passenger Terminal (“RPT”) Project.  The contract has been 
duly executed by the Authority and HPTJV, the Executive Director has issued a Notice to Proceed, 
and HPTJV is performing Phase 1 of the contract.

B. The Authority Commission desires to promote the successful
completion of the RPT Project by approving a Project Charter, designating change order approval 
responsibilities, and establishing a conceptual design selection voting procedure.

Section 2. Project Charter.  The Project Charter set forth in the attached Exhibit A is
approved.  Any revisions to the Authority Commission roles and responsibilities specified in such 
document shall require prior approval from the Authority Commission.  The Executive Director 
may otherwise unilaterally revise such document from time to time as deemed necessary or 
appropriate to implement the RPT Project.

Section 3. Change Order Approval Responsibilities.  Notwithstanding the Authority 
Expenditure Policy (Resolution No. 441), the Executive Director may unilaterally approve single 
change orders for the HPTJV contract that do not exceed $500,000 and that collectively do not 
exceed 70% of the Owner’s Contingency Budget. Authority Commission approval shall be 
required for all other change orders to the HPTJV contract.  The Executive Director shall notify 
the Commission in writing within 24 hours of each approval of a change order exceeding $150,000.  

Section 4. Conceptual Design Voting Procedure. The Commission shall select the 
conceptual design of the RPT campus (architectural form and overall layout of the terminal, 
parking structure, and support facilities) by majority vote using the following voting process.  
Commissioners shall each vote for their first choice of the three RPT conceptual designs presented 
by HPTJV. If no conceptual design receives a majority of votes, then there shall be a second 
voting round. The conceptual design that received the fewest votes in the first voting round shall
not be included in the second voting round. If there is a tie vote in the first voting round, 
Commissioners shall continue discussing the conceptual designs until a Commissioner decides to 
break the tie.  In the event of a second voting round, Commissioners shall each vote for their first 
choice of the two remaining conceptual designs.

6. .
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Section 5. Effective Date.  This Resolution shall be effective upon adoption.

Adopted this ___ day of February, 2023.

___________________________________
Emily Gabel-Luddy, President

Attest:

___________________________________
Ara Najarian, Secretary 
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Project Charter

(attached)
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Meeting Frequency Purpose

Commission Meeting Bi-Monthly or 
As Scheduled

Update on project progress towards established 
goals and key performance indicators
Bring contract decisions above delegated 
authorization

Commission Executive 
Committee

Monthly or As 
Scheduled

Update on project progress towards established 
goals and key performance indicators
Bring decisions which may require Authority
Commission approval for consideration of elevation 
to Authority Commission
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RPT Oversight Committee Monthly or As 
Needed

Update on project progress towards established 
goals and key performance indicators
Consider scope, schedule, budget changes, 
resolve project conflicts, advise escalation to 
Authority Commission level
Review risk register
Review forecast of upcoming activities

RPT Project Committee B-Weekly or 
As Needed

Discuss current project issues, processes, and 
progress; review the risk register; discuss the 
upcoming calendar; review assigned tasks

Issue Specific Project Meetings As Needed Issue specific meetings necessary for decisions
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AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO 
DESIGN-BUILD AGREEMENT 

THIS AMENDMENT NO. 1 (“First Amendment”) to the December 19, 2022 Design-Build Agreement 
(“Agreement”) executed by the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (“Owner”), a California 
joint powers agency, and  Holder, Pankow, TEC – A Joint Venture (“Design-Builder”) is dated February 21, 
2023 for reference purposes.  Design-Builder is a joint venture comprised of:  Holder Construction Group, 
LLC, a Georgia limited liability company; Charles Pankow Builders, Ltd., a California limited partnership; 
and TEC Management Consultants, Inc., a California Corporation. 

R E C I T A L S 

A. The parties executed the Agreement to provide for Owner’s retention of Design-Builder as an
independent contractor for progressive design-build services for the Replacement Passenger Terminal
Project (“Project”) at Bob Hope Airport

B. The parties desire to amend the Agreement to:  (i) memorialize the threshold at which change
orders must be approved by the Authority Commission; and (ii) clarify the contract document list.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants set forth herein, the parties agree as follows: 

1. Amendment of Article 2.  Section 2.01 (Contents) of Article 2 (Contract Documents) of the
Agreement is amended to read as follows:

“2.01 Contents.  The Contract Documents are collectively identified below and in General Conditions 
GC -1. 

Design-Build Agreement 
Exhibit A:  Administrative Requirements 
Exhibit B-1:  Cost Proposal Form; Resource Loaded Staffing Plan 
Exhibit B-2:  Approved CGMP and GMP Proposals (future documents) 
Exhibit C:  Request for Proposals E22-03 
Exhibit D:  Design-Builder’s Technical Proposal 
Exhibit E:  BGPAA Construction Safety Program 
Exhibit F:  Federal Contract Clauses 
Exhibit G:  General Conditions 
Exhibit H:  Project Requirements 
Exhibit I:  Project Definition Manual 
Exhibit J:  Project Labor Agreement 
Exhibit K-1:  Development Agreement 
Exhibit K-2:  Community Design Charrette Workshops:  Supporting Documentation 
Exhibit L-1:  BGPAA Clean Construction Policy 
Exhibit L-2:  SCAQMD Memorandum of Understanding; Hollywood Burbank Airport Air Quality 

Improvement Plan” 

2. Amendment of Exhibit G.  Paragraph B of GC-11 (Additional Design-Builder Acknowledgements)
of Exhibit G (General Conditions) of the Agreement is amended to read as follows:

6.c.
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“B.  The Executive Director may approve single Change Orders that do not exceed $500,000 and that 
collectively do not exceed 70% of the Owner’s Contingency Budget.  Authority Commission 
approval is required for all other Change Orders.“ 

3. Effectiveness.  This First Amendment shall be effective upon execution.

4. Counterparts.  This First Amendment may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of
which shall be deemed an original and all of which taken together shall constitute one and the same
document.

5. Preservation of Agreement.  Except as expressly modified by this First Amendment, all of the
provisions of the Agreement shall remain unaltered and in full force and effect.  In the event of a conflict
between the provisions of this First Amendment and the provisions of the Agreement, the provisions of
this First Amendment shall control.

TO EXECUTE THIS FIRST AMENDMENT, the parties have caused their duly authorized representatives to 
sign below. 

DESIGN-BUILDER 
Holder, Pankow, TEC - A Joint Venture 

____________________________________ 
William R. Turpin, Chief Operating Officer 
Holder Construction Group, LLC 

OWNER 
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 

____________________________________ 
Emily Gabel-Luddy, President 

Approved as to form: 

____________________________________ 
Terence Boga, General Counsel 
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
(Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority RDM, International, Inc. 

THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is dated February 7, 2023, for 
reference purposes and is executed by the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 
(“Authority”), a California joint powers agency, and RDM International, Inc. (“Consultant”), a 
Virginia Corporation. 

R E C I T A L S 

A. The Authority owns and operates the Bob Hope Airport (commonly known as Hollywood
Burbank Airport) (“Airport”) and desires to retain Consultant as an independent contractor to
provide the following professional services: (i) design services for the rehabilitation of
pavements on various runway shoulders, Runway 15 blast pad, and adjacent areas; and (ii)
construction administration services for such project.

B. Consultant represents that it is fully qualified to perform such work by virtue of the
training and experience of its personnel.

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

1. Definitions.  In addition to the terms defined above, the following definitions shall apply
for purposes of this Agreement:

A. “Commencement Date”:  February 7, 2023.

B. “Contract Administrator”:  Karen Sepulveda or a duly authorized designee.

C. “Contract Amount”:   $263,772.00.

D. “Executive Director”:  Frank R. Miller or a duly authorized designee.

E. “Expiration Date”:  June 13, 2023.

F. “Federal Requirements” the federal requirements set forth in the attached Exhibit
D, which requirements are applicable to projects funded by an Airport Improvement Program 
grant from the Federal Aviation Administration. 

G. “Fee Schedule”:  the fee schedule set forth in the attached Exhibit B.

H. “Indemnitees”:  the Authority, TBI Airport Management, Inc., the Cities of
Burbank, Glendale and Pasadena, and the respective officers, agents, employees and 
volunteers of each such entity. 

I. “Insurance Requirements”:  the insurance requirements set forth in the attached
Exhibit C. 

J. “Services”:  the tasks set forth in the attached Exhibit A.

2-6-2023 Commission Mtg. 
Item No. 5.e. Award of Professional Services Agreement 

Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Design (E22-11) 
and Approval of CEQA Exemption Finding 
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2. Services.

A. Consultant shall perform the Services in a timely, regular basis in accordance
with the Authority’s rules for the Airport, the Federal Requirements, and applicable laws. Time is 
of the essence in the performance of this Agreement. 

B. Consultant shall perform all work to the highest professional standards and in a
manner reasonably satisfactory to the Authority.  Consultant shall consult the Contract 
Administrator for any decisions that must be made by the Authority.  Consultant shall promptly 
notify the Contract Administrator of any unsafe condition that Consultant discovers at the 
Airport. 

C. In the event any claim is brought against the Authority relating to Consultant’s
performance of the Services, Consultant shall provide any reasonable assistance and 
cooperation that the Authority might require. 

3. Term.

A. This Agreement shall commence on the Commencement February 7, 2023, and
shall expire June 13, 2023, on the Expiration Date unless earlier terminated. 

B. If Consultant breaches this Agreement and fails to cure such breach within seven
days of written notice from the Contract Administrator, then the Authority may immediately 
terminate this Agreement for cause.  Either party may terminate this Agreement for convenience 
upon 15 days prior written notice to the other party. 

4. Compensation.

A. The Authority shall compensate Consultant for performance of the Services, and
Consultant agrees to accept as full satisfaction for such work, payment on a time and materials 
basis according to the Fee Schedule.  In no event shall the compensation payable to Consultant 
under this Agreement exceed the Contract Amount. 

B. Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the Authority for the Services.  Each
invoice shall itemize the work performed during the billing period and the amount due.  Within 
10 business days of receipt of each invoice, the Authority shall notify Consultant in writing of any 
disputed amounts on the invoice.  Within 30 calendar days of receipt of each invoice, the 
Authority shall pay all undisputed amounts on the invoice.  The Authority shall not withhold 
applicable taxes or other authorized deductions from the payments, and Consultant shall pay all 
required taxes on the payments. 

5. Independent Contractor Status.  Consultant is and shall at all times remain as to the
Authority, an independent contractor. Consultant shall have no power to incur any debt,
obligation, or liability on behalf of the Authority or to act otherwise on behalf of the Authority as
an agent. Neither the Authority nor any of its officers, employees, agents or volunteers shall
have control over the conduct of Consultant except as set forth in this Agreement.
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6. Work Product Ownership.  All reports, documents, or other written material developed
by Consultant in the performance of this Agreement shall be and remain the property of the
Authority without limitation upon use or dissemination by the Authority.

7. Confidentiality.  Consultant shall preserve the confidentiality of all nonpublic data,
documents, discussion or other information that is developed or received by it in connection with
this Agreement.  Consultant shall not disclose such information without the prior written
authorization of the Executive Director.  Upon request, all Authority data shall be returned to the
Authority at expiration or termination of this Agreement. Consultant’s obligations under this
section shall survive expiration or termination of this Agreement.

8. Conflict of Interest.  Consultant shall not maintain or acquire any financial interest that
may be affected by the Services.  Consultant shall avoid the appearance of having any financial
interest that would conflict in any manner with the Services.

9. Indemnification.

A. Indemnity for Design Professional Services.  To the fullest extent permitted by
law, Consultant shall indemnify and hold harmless the Indemnitees from and against damages, 
liabilities, losses, costs or expenses, including reimbursement of reasonable attorneys’ fees and 
costs of defense (collectively “Claims”) which are incurred by any Indemnitee but only to the 
extent caused by the negligence, recklessness or willful misconduct of Consultant, its officers, 
employees, subcontractors or agents (or any entity or individual that Consultant shall bear the 
legal liability thereof) in the performance of design professional services under this Agreement 
by a “design professional” as the term is defined under California Civil Code Section 
2782.8(c)(2).  

B. Other Indemnities.  Other than in the performance of design professional
services, and to the fullest extent permitted by law, Consultant shall defend, hold harmless and 
indemnify the Indemnitees from and against any and all claims, demands, damages, liabilities, 
losses, costs or expenses, including attorneys’ fees and costs of defense (collectively, 
“Damages”), in law or equity, which arise out of, pertain to, or relate to the negligent acts or 
omissions of Consultant, its officers, employees, subcontractors, or agents (or any entity or 
individual that Consultant shall bear the legal liability thereof) in the performance of this 
Agreement, including the payment of all consequential damages, except for such loss or 
damage arising from the negligence or willful misconduct of the Authority, as determined by final 
arbitration or court decision or by the agreement of the parties.  Consultant shall defend 
Indemnitees in any action or actions filed in connection with any such Damages, and shall pay 
all costs and expenses, including all attorneys’ fees and experts’ costs actually incurred in 
connection with such defense.  Consultant shall reimburse Indemnitees for any and all legal 
expenses and costs incurred by Indemnitees in connection therewith or in enforcing the 
indemnity herein provided.  Consultant’s duty to defend pursuant to this paragraph B shall apply 
independent of any prior, concurrent or subsequent misconduct, negligent acts, errors or 
omissions of Indemnitees. 

C. Consultant’s obligations under this section shall survive expiration or termination
of this Agreement, and shall apply regardless of whether or not any insurance policies are 
determined to be applicable. 



- 4 of 5 -
2760993.2 

10. Insurance.  Without limiting Consultant’s defense, hold harmless, and indemnification
obligations under this Agreement, Consultant shall maintain policies of insurance as specified in
the Insurance Requirements.

11. Suspension.  The Contract Administrator may suspend all or any part of the Services
for the Authority’s convenience or for work stoppages beyond the control of the parties.  Written
notice of a suspension shall be given to Consultant.

12. Notices. Any notices, invoices, or other documents related to this Agreement shall be
deemed received on:  (a) the day of delivery, if delivered by hand during the receiving party’s
regular business hours or by e-mail before or during the receiving party’s regular business
hours; (b) the business day after delivery, if delivered by e-mail after the receiving party’s
regular business hours; or (c) on the second business day following deposit in the United States
mail, postage prepaid, to the addresses listed below, or to such other addresses as the parties
may, from time to time, designate in writing.  Any notice delivered by e-mail that concerns
breach or termination of this Agreement shall concurrently be sent by deposit in the United
States mail, postage prepaid but such notice shall be deemed received on the day of e-mail
delivery.

Authority Consultant 
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority RDM International, Inc. 
2627 Hollywood Way  43671 Trade Center Place. Suite, 140 
Burbank, CA  91505  Sterling, VA 20166 
Attn: Karen Sepulveda   Attn:  Peter Yip, PE 
E-mail: ksepulveda@bur.org E-mail: pckyip@rdmintlinc.com

13. Assignability.  Consultant shall not assign, transfer or subcontract any interest in this
Agreement or the performance of any of its obligations without the Executive Director’s prior
written consent.  This prohibition is not intended to preclude, and shall not be interpreted as
precluding, Consultant from utilizing subcontractors identified in Consultant’s statement of
qualifications for the Services.  Any attempt by Consultant to assign, transfer or subcontract any
rights, duties or obligations in violation of this prohibition shall be void.

14. Litigation.  In the event that either party shall commence legal action to enforce or
interpret this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover its costs of suit
including reasonable attorneys’ fees. The venue for litigation shall be Los Angeles County,
California.  The interpretation of this Agreement shall not be resolved by any rules of
construction providing for interpretation against the party who causes the uncertainty to exist or
against the party who drafted the disputed language.

15. Exhibits.  Exhibits A through D are incorporated into this Agreement by reference. In the
event of any material discrepancy between the express provisions of this Agreement and the
provisions of Exhibits A through C, the provisions of this Agreement shall prevail.  In the event
of any material discrepancy between the express provisions of this Agreement and the
provisions of Exhibit D, the provisions of Exhibit D shall prevail.

16. Incorporation of Mandatory Language.  Each and every provision required by law to
be inserted in this Agreement shall be deemed to be inserted and this Agreement shall be read
and enforced as though such provision were included.  If through mistake or otherwise any such

mailto:ksepulveda@bur.org
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EXHIBIT A 
Scope of Services 

(attached)
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Release Date: October 6, 2022 

REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS (“RFQ”) 

The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority is requesting Statements of 
Qualifications (“SOQs”) from qualified and experienced firms to contract for: 

RUNWAY SHOULDERS AND BLAST PAD REHABILITATION DESIGN 
HOLLYWOOD BURBANK AIRPORT 

PROJECT NUMBER E22-11 

Q&A Deadline: All questions/requests for interpretation must be received by 5:00 p.m. on 
November 3, 2022, via the PlanetBids Q&A tab. 

SOQS DUE: November 10, 2022, 4:00 P.M. VIA PLANETBIDS 
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By submitting an SOQ, respondent acknowledges receipt of all content of the RFQ package as 
delivered electronically and hereby attests to non-collusion regarding the competitive 
opportunity and any price submitted. Respondent acknowledges and accepts the terms of this 
solicitation, including any addenda, which will become part of any resultant agreement, and 
agrees that the terms as listed will supersede any conflicting contractual terms and/or conditions 
specified elsewhere. Respondent certifies that the information provided in its submission is 
complete, including the full disclosure of all sub-consultants, suppliers, joint-ventures, teaming 
agreements and the like, and that the information submitted is true and accurate to the best of 
its personal knowledge. Respondent confirms that the signing party is an authorized 
representative of the entity submitting the SOQ and has the individual authority to submit this 
SOQ electronically on behalf of the entity and to bind the entity to all information set forth herein. 

 
Date
:   

Company  
 Name:  

   
*Authorized Signature Name Title 

   
*Authorized Signature Name Title 

 
*If the contracting party is a corporation, two (2) signatures are required: one (1) signature by 
either the Chairman of the Board, the President or any Vice President; and one (1) signature by 
either the Secretary, any Assistant Secretary, the Chief Financial Officer or any Assistant 
Treasurer. The signature of one person alone is sufficient to bind a corporation, as long as he or 
she holds corporate offices in each of the two categories described above. In the alternative, a 
single corporate signature is acceptable when accompanied by a corporate resolution 
demonstrating the legal authority of the signatory to bind the corporation. 
 

 
RETURN THIS COVER PAGE WITH YOUR SOQ – LATE, EMAILED, MAILED, HAND 

DELIVERED, OR FAXED SUBMISSIONS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED. 



3 | Page 
RFQ E22-11 Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Design Services 

2724397.2

REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS (“RFQ”) 
RUNWAY SHOULDERS AND BLAST PAD REHABILITATION DESIGN 

HOLLYWOOD BURBANK AIRPORT 
PROJECT NUMBER E22-11  

BACKGROUND 

The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (“Authority”) invites Statements of 
Qualifications (“SOQs”) from highly qualified engineering firms to provide design services for the 
rehabilitation of pavements on various runway shoulders, Runway 15 blast pad, and adjacent 
areas (“Project”) at Hollywood Burbank Airport (“Airport”). The pavements in these areas have 
exceeded their useful life and have deteriorated either by use or length of service. Refer to 
Attachment B for a sketch detailing the pavement areas included in the scope of the Project. 

OBJECTIVE 

The objective of this RFQ is to identify qualified, experienced engineering design firms that can 
provide: 

• Detailed plans and specifications for the rehabilitation of approximately 550,000 square
feet of existing asphalt runway shoulders, blast pad, and other miscellaneous paved
areas.

• Bidding support and
• Professional engineering oversight during the construction process.

SCOPE OF CONSULTANT SERVICES 

The selected firm (“Consultant”) shall perform the entire scope of work (“Services”) generally 
described in Attachment A – Scope of Services. These tasks shall be further defined during the 
negotiation process. 

FUNDING 

The tasks to be performed by the Consultant are eligible for reimbursement from the Federal 
Aviation Administration (“FAA”) using funds from the Passenger Facilities Charges (“PFC”) 
Program. The selection of a Consultant will be conducted in accordance with the Qualifications 
Based Selection process described by FAA Advisory Circular (“AC”) 150/5100-14E. Required 
contract provisions, which must be included in sponsor prime contracts and flowed down to all 
subcontractors’ contracts under this AIP guidance may be found in Exhibit D (AIP Project 
Federal Requirements) of the sample Professional Services Agreement (“PSA”) set forth as 
Attachment C. 

SELECTION PROCESS 

The selection of a Consultant will be based on a Qualifications Based Selection procedure as 
described in FAA AC 150/5100-14E, Section 2.4. The Authority is combining the efforts of both 
an RFQ and RFP into this singular request (AC Section 2.9). Upon receipt of SOQs, they shall 
be evaluated based on the Selection Criteria listed within this RFQ, based on demonstrated 
competence and professional qualifications as defined in Section 2.8 of the AC.  

The Authority will evaluate the submissions to determine if the SOQs demonstrate appropriate, 
adequate experience, a sound technical approach, and the ability to meet the objectives of the 
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Project. Based on this evaluation, the Authority will short-list no more than three Respondents to 
advance to the interview phase of the process. All Respondents submitting SOQs will be 
advised of their shortlist status via letter from the Authority. The Authority reserves the option to 
select a Consultant based on the submitted SOQs and forgo the interview phase entirely (AC 
Section 2.9.11).  

However, if interviews are deemed necessary, the shortlisted Respondents will be invited to an 
oral interview conducted by the evaluation panel. If interviews of the shortlisted Respondents 
are conducted, the final score will be cumulative and include the SOQ at a maximum of 100 
points, and the interview at a maximum of 50 points for a cumulative possible score of 150. 
During the interview, the shortlisted Respondents shall have their key personnel for the Project 
present and be prepared to present their qualifications, relevant experience and understanding 
of the Project and its objectives. The Respondent shall also be prepared to answer questions 
from the evaluation panel related to information provided in the SOQ. 

The Authority will engage in negotiations with the highest ranked Respondent to determine cost 
and finalize scope and a contract. Respondents shall not include or reference cost, fees, or 
labor hours in any portion of the written or oral presentation.  

CONTRACT AWARD 

Contract award, if made, will be based on the results of the RFQ process and subsequent 
negotiation of services and a fair and reasonable price defined by the FAA’s process as shown 
in the AC.  

PROCUREMENT SCHEDULE 

The anticipated schedule for this competitive selection process is listed below. The schedule is 
subject to change at the sole discretion of the Authority. Please check the PlanetBids website 
for the latest schedule.  

Procurement Phase (Tentative dates, subject to 
change) Date 

RFQ Issued by Authority October 6, 2022 
Deadline for submission of written questions or requests for 
clarification 

November 3, 2022 

Statements of Qualification Due November 10, 2022 
Short-List Release November 17, 2022 
Interviews Week of November 28, 2022 
Engage in Negotiation with 1st Selected Respondent December 2022 
Contract Award December 2022/January 

2023 

PRE-SUBMISSION CONFERENCE AND INQUIRIES 

There will not be a pre-submission conference or jobsite tour. Any inquiries or requests for 
interpretation concerning this procurement must be in writing and submitted through the 
Authority’s e-procurement website portal, PlanetBids, via the Q&A tab. All communications 
during the procurement process shall be to the exclusive attention of Semija Bolton, Senior 
Procurement Specialist through the PlanetBids portal. Any substantive replies will be issued as 
a written addendum and posted on PlanetBids. Questions posted via any other method will not 
be considered. No questions or requests for interpretation related to the RFQ will be accepted 
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after 5:00 P.M., November 3, 2022. 

SOQ CONTENT REQUIREMENTS 

The SOQs shall demonstrate Respondent’s significant, in-depth knowledge, past performance, 
and experience relating to the Scope of Services as outlined in Attachment A. Respondents are 
required to follow the format and assemble their SOQ as specified below. The content of the 
SOQ must be clear, concise, and complete. SOQs not submitted in the manner described 
herein may be considered non-responsive and be subject to rejection. Each section of the SOQ 
shall be organized and correlate with the following sections:  

• Cover Letter /  Executive Summary (2 pages maximum):
Submit a cover letter of introduction that states the firm’s name, current physical street
address, phone number, company size, number of years in business and resources. The
cover letter must include the contact person’s information including email address and
phone number and must be signed by an authorized representative of the firm. The
executive summary shall describe how your firm can provide the services needed by the
Authority.

• Experience/References and Past Performance:
Demonstrate Respondent’s significant, in-depth knowledge, past performance and
experience relating to the services outlined in Attachment A – Scope of Services.
Respondent shall describe at least three medium hub or larger airport airfield pavement
design projects completed within the last five years for Part 139 certificated airports
other than Hollywood Burbank Airport. If more than three reference projects are
submitted, only the first three listed reference projects will be considered for evaluation.
For each referenced project Respondent must include:

1. Client names and addresses
2. Client contact person(s) with telephone and email
3. Summary description of the scope of the project
4. Estimated and actual construction cost (if available)
5. Project delivery method (traditional, CMAR, design-build, etc.)
6. Project Schedule Summary
7. Detailed list of Respondent’s responsibilities
8. Duration of Respondent’s contract and relationship to project schedule
9. Peak staff assigned to project who were employees of Respondent and

separately indicate the number of subcontractor employees managed by
Respondent.

10. Describe Respondent’s contribution to achieving the client’s objectives and
successfully delivering the project.

11. Describe a specific challenge and how Respondent contributed to the successful
resolution of the challenge.

In addition to the reference projects, please provide a list or table that describes 
Respondent’s experience with AIP funded projects completed in the last 10 years and 
the specific type of services provided. Include the following information: 

1. Project Title/Description
2. Airport
3. Construction Cost
4. Respondent’s contract value



6 | Page 
RFQ E22-11 Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Design Services 

2724397.2

5. Respondent’s role (Owner’s Representative, Designer, Construction Manager,
etc.)

6. Specific services provided

• Project Team:
Provide an organization chart showing all names, titles and roles of individuals that will be
assigned to this Project. Identify key members of the project team; highlight each team
member’s role and explain the relevance of his/her expertise and experience as it relates
to the Project’s objectives/tasks outlined in the Scope of Services; include location where
each team member is based.

Provide resumes of all project team members and other key personnel anticipated to be
assigned to the Authority, including any professional registration information (include
California Professional Engineer (PE) registration information), appropriate certifications or
other similar, pertinent credentials. For each proposed team member, indicate their
involvement in the projects provided as references.

Respondent shall identify all sub-consultants it intends to use and the relevant experience
and qualifications of such sub-consultants, including each firm’s physical street location
address, license information, other relevant credentials, background information
supporting Respondent’s decision to utilize the identified sub-consultant, and the
percentage of the overall scope of work that each subcontractor will perform.

• Project Understanding:
The Respondent shall describe its understanding of project objectives outlined in the
Scope of Services. SOQ shall indicate Respondent’s proposed approach to design of
the project elements and how the proposed approach allows Respondent to deliver
design consistent with the defined project objectives.

• Professional Services Agreement/Insurance
Confirm that Respondent will execute the Authority’s sample Professional Services
Agreement (“PSA”). A copy is attached as Attachment C. Respondent may suggest
modifications to the terms and conditions of the agreement and include these revisions
in the SOQ. Any PSA modification requests not included in the SOQ shall not be
considered. Provide a sample certificate of insurance which verifies that the required
insurance coverage will be met. The requirements are listed in Exhibit C of the PSA.

EVALUATION SELECTION CRITERIA (100 PTS) 

The selection of the short list of Respondents will be based on scoring of the SOQs received 
and points will be awarded by the evaluation panel as indicated below based on the information 
submitted in the SOQ content requirements listed above:  

SC-1 AIRPORT PAVEMENT DESIGN EXPERIENCE (40 pts.) 
Respondent provided three verifiable reference projects reflecting successful experience 
in providing design services for AIP funded airport pavement rehabilitation projects. SOQ 
included all requested details for the supplied reference projects. Reference projects 
demonstrate the Respondent’s capabilities to provide design services for the Scope of 
Services outlined in Attachment A. A list of AIP funded projects completed in the last 10 
years was provided as requested.   

SC-2 PROJECT TEAM (40 pts.) 
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SOQ demonstrated proposed project team has the relevant experience and expertise to 
provide the services outlined in Scope of Services.  Proposed team members held similar 
roles in the referenced projects.  SOQ provided all requested information for proposed 
team members and sub-consultants. 

SC-3 PROJECT UNDERSTANDING (20 pts.)  
The SOQ demonstrated the Respondent’s thorough understanding of the Authority’s 
objectives. The proposed approach demonstrated an understanding of the design 
process for AIP funded projects, airfield pavement rehabilitation design and unique 
characteristics associated with projects to be built within an operating airfield. 

TITLE VI SOLICITATION NOTICE 

The Authority, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 
Stat. 252, 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000d to 2000d-4) and the Regulations, hereby notifies all Respondents 
that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into pursuant to this advertisement, 
disadvantaged business enterprises will be afforded full and fair opportunity to submit bids in 
response to this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, or 
national origin in consideration for an award. 

TAX DELINQUENCY AND FELONY CONVICTIONS CERTIFICATION 

Respondents shall complete and submit with their SOQ the Tax Delinquency and Felony 
Convictions Certification set forth at Attachment D. 

ADDITIONAL CONSULTANT RESPONSIBILITIES 

1) During the negotiation phase, Respondent must submit, upon request, to the Authority
an audited statement of overhead and indirect costs.

2) Additional forms, if any, provided by the Authority shall be executed by the Respondent’s
authorized representative and submitted electronically as an attachment via PlanetBids
under the General Attachments tab. Note: Failure to use the Authority’s form(s), provide
a signature, or provide all requested forms electronically, will disqualify the Respondent.
Any Requests for Clarification must be requested via the PlanetBids Q&A tab by the
Q&A deadline.

3) Personnel assigned to the Authority must not be changed for the entire duration of the
project without the advance written approval of the Authority’s Project Manager.

PUBLIC RECORD 

The Authority is subject to the California Public Records Act (“CPRA”), which generally provides 
that SOQs submitted to public agencies are disclosable Public Records once a contract award 
has been agendized for consideration at a public meeting. Respondent shall conspicuously 
identity any portion of its SOQ that it considers to be a trade secret. In the event of a CPRA 
request for a SOQ containing trade secrets, at its sole discretion the Authority may provide the 
subject Respondent notice and an opportunity to either: (i) agree to defend and indemnify the 
Authority against liability for nondisclosure of Respondent’s trade secrets; or (ii) file an action to 
prevent disclosure of Respondent’s trade secrets. 
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OTHER SOLICITATION TERMS 

The Authority reserves the right to negotiate and may request clarifications on all associated items 
as part of its evaluation prior to award. The Authority reserves the right to evaluate the 
qualifications of Respondents, based on experience and past performance of references 
provided, described ability, suitable and appropriate credentials, both for principals of the prime 
firm as well as employees or subcontracted support, and the overall capability of the company to 
perform the required scope as it deems in its best interest. The Authority reserves the right to 
cancel the opportunity, or to reject any or all submissions, for any reason at its sole discretion, at 
any time prior to award, or to waive any informalities or technical defects as the interests of the 
Authority may require. Respondents shall bear their own SOQ preparation and travel costs. 
Debrief requests will not be entertained but a final evaluation score sheet broken down by 
selection criteria category will be published. This solicitation is not a commitment to contract, a 
promise nor an authorization to contract for or purchase required resources, nor does it authorize 
commencement of any order or project. All submissions must be valid for evaluation and 
acceptance for 120 days from the submission deadline. 

SOQ FORMAT AND SUBMISSION 

The SOQs shall be submitted electronically to the Authority by uploading to the PlanetBids 
website by 4:00 p.m. on November 10, 2022. Late, emailed, faxed, or hand delivered submissions 
will not be accepted. The SOQ shall be in a .pdf format.  

The SOQs shall not contain more than 50 pages, excluding dividers. The SOQs shall be 
submitted with a cover letter that states the firm’s name, current physical street address, phone 
number, company size and resources. The cover letter must include the contact person and is 
signed by an authorized representative of the firm. The SOQs shall be divided into tabbed 
sections to correspond with the selection criteria.  

Submissions shall be addressed to: 

Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 
Attention: Semija Bolton 
Senior Procurement Specialist 
Ref: E22-11 – Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Project Design 
2627 North Hollywood Way 
Burbank, CA 91505 
Phone: 818-333-6067 
E-mail: sbolton@bur.org

Select “Place e-Bid” to enter bid information. All information is visible only to Respondent. Data 
may be “saved” (preliminary) or “submitted” (final), revised and withdrawn up to the closing 
deadline. You will receive a confirmation after final “submitting” of an e-bid. SOQs must be fully 
uploaded and e-bid confirmation received prior to deadline. Therefore, plan response time 
accordingly. The Authority strongly recommends you research the “Place E-bid” tab prior to 
submission in order to understand how the components of your response are to be uploaded in 
the General Attachments and Response File tabs. 

Attachments: 

• Attachment A – Scope of Services
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• Attachment B – Proposed Pavement Rehabilitation Areas
• Attachment C – Professional Services Agreement
• Attachment D – Tax Delinquency and Felony Convictions Certification
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EXHIBIT B 
Fee Schedule 

(attached) 



CL-1

December 23, 2022 

Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 
Attention: Semija Bolton  
Senior Procurement Specialist 
2627 North Hollywood Way 
Burbank, CA 91505 
Phone: 818-333-6067 
E-mail: sbolton@bur.org

RE:  RFQ E22-11 Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Design Services at the 
Hollywood Burbank Airport (BUR) 

Dear Semija Bolton, 

In accordance with the above referenced request for proposal, RDM International, Inc. (RDM) is hereby 
submitting our scope and fee to perform the requested work. 

Included herein is our estimated lump sum fee derivation for the work to be performed by each of the 
RDM team members to complete the required services.  The proposed lump sum fee is $263,772.   

Sincerely, 
RDM International, Inc. 

Christopher S. Decker, PE 
Project Manager – Vice President 
cdecker@rdmintlinc.com 

Enclosures 

Cc: 
Peter Yip, PE – RDM 

Tom Lee, PE – RDM 

David Stromberg, PE - RDM 



RDM – Scope and Fee Proposal (12/23/2022) 

CL-2

Distribution of Work 

The work for this project will be distributed between members of the RDM team as follows: 

Company Role 

Prime Consultant; Project Management; Design Management; 
Client Interaction; Design Development; Construction 
Administration; Civil & Pavement Engineering; Phasing & 
Scheduling; Cost Estimating and Budget Development; Overall 
QA/QC; Value Engineering 

Land Survey & Mapping – Surveying in accordance to FAA AC 
150/5300-16A,17B & 18B  

Geotechnical Engineering

Design Fee 

Attached is the scope of design services and associated labor hour estimate breakdown including the 
summary of direct expenses for this task for your review and approval. 

Firm Fee 

RDM $ 172,240.70 

WAGNER $   64,251.00 

RMA $   27,280.00 

Total   $ 263,771.70 

The total lump sum fee requested for this work is $263,772. 

Our QC process allocated fee in this proposal is $14,240 which represents 5.4% of the total budget. 
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EXHIBIT C 
Insurance Requirements 

1. Consultant shall obtain, provide, and maintain policies of insurance as specified below.

A. General Liability Insurance.  Consultant shall maintain commercial general
liability insurance in an amount not less than $1,000,000 per occurrence, $2,000,000 general 
aggregate, for bodily injury, personal injury, and property damage. 

B. Automobile Liability Insurance.  Consultant shall maintain automobile insurance
covering bodily injury and property damage for all activities of Consultant arising out of or in 
connection with the Services, including coverage for any owned, hired, non-owned or rented 
vehicles, in an amount not less than $1,000,000 combined single limit for each accident. 

C. Professional Liability (Errors and Omissions) Insurance.  Consultant shall
maintain professional liability insurance that covers the Services in the minimum amount of 
$1,000,000 per claim and in the aggregate.  Any policy inception date, continuity date, or 
retroactive date must be before the Commencement Date and Consultant shall maintain 
continuous coverage through a period of no less than three years after expiration or termination 
of this Agreement. 

D. Workers’ Compensation/Employer’s Liability Insurance.  Consultant shall
maintain workers’ compensation insurance (statutory limits) and employer’s liability insurance 
with limits of at least $1,000,000.  

2. The insurance policy or policies shall contain, or shall be endorsed to contain, the
following provisions:

A. General liability policies shall provide or be endorsed to provide:  (i) that the
Indemnitees shall be additional insureds; and (ii) a waiver of subrogation in favor of additional 
insureds.  This provision shall also apply to any excess/umbrella liability policies. 

B. A severability of interests provision must apply for all additional insureds ensuring
that Consultant’s insurance shall apply separately to each insured against whom claim is made 
or suit is brought, except with respect to the insurer’s limits of liability.  The policy(ies) shall not 
contain any cross-liability exclusions. 

C. The coverage shall contain no special limitations on the scope of protection
afforded to the Indemnitees. 

D. For any claims related to this Agreement, Consultant’s insurance coverage shall
be primary insurance as respects the Indemnitees.  Any insurance or self-insurance maintained 
by the Indemnitees shall be excess of Consultant’s insurance and shall not contribute with it. 

E. The limits of insurance may be satisfied by a combination of primary and
umbrella or excess insurance.  Any umbrella or excess insurance shall contain or be endorsed 
to contain a provision that such coverage shall also apply on a primary and non-contributory 
basis for the benefit of each Indemnitee before the Indemnitee’s own insurance or self-
insurance shall be called upon to protect it as a named insured.   
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F. Any failure to comply with reporting or other provisions of the policy, including
breaches of warranties, shall not affect coverage provided to the Indemnitees. 

G. Consultant’s insurance shall apply separately to each insured against whom
claim is made or suit is brought, except with respect to the limits of the insurer’s liability. 

H. The policy shall be endorsed to state that coverage shall not be suspended,
voided, cancelled by either party, or reduced in coverage or in limits except after 30 calendar 
days (10 calendar days in the event of non-payment of premium) prior written notice by certified 
mail, return receipt requested, has been given to the Authority. 

I. Insurance is to be placed with insurers authorized to conduct business in the
State of California with a minimum current A.M. Best’s rating of no less than A:X, unless waived 
by the Contract Administrator.  An exception to this standard will be made for the State 
Compensation Insurance Fund when not specifically rated. 

J. Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to and approved by
the Contract Administrator.  At the option of the Contract Administrator, either the insurer shall 
reduce or eliminate such deductibles or self-insured retentions as respects the Indemnitees, or 
Consultant shall provide a financial guarantee satisfactory to the Contract Administrator 
guaranteeing payment of losses and related investigations, claim administration and defense 
expenses. 

K. The workers’ compensation insurer agrees to waive all rights of subrogation
against the Authority for injuries to employees of Consultant resulting from work for the Authority 
or use of the Airport. 

3. Requirements of specific coverage features or limits are not intended as a limitation on
coverage, limits, or other requirements, or as a waiver of any coverage normally provided by
any insurance.  Specific reference to a given coverage feature is for clarification purposes only
as it pertains to a given issue and is not intended by any party or insured to be all inclusive, or to
the exclusion of other coverage, or a waiver of any type.  If Consultant maintains higher limits
than the minimum specified above, the Authority requires and shall be entitled to coverage for
the higher limits maintained by Consultant.  Any available insurance proceeds in excess of the
specified minimum limits of insurance and coverage shall be available to the Authority.

4. Consultant shall furnish to the Authority an original certificate or certificates of insurance
and amendatory endorsements showing that required policies are in effect in the required
amounts and, as to the workers’ compensation insurance, with the required waiver of
subrogation.  The certificates and endorsements must be received and approved by the
Contract Administrator prior to commencement of work.  The Authority reserves the right to
require complete, certified copies of all required insurance policies at any time.

5. Consultant shall ensure that its subcontractors provide the same minimum insurance
coverage and endorsements required of Consultant.  Consultant shall monitor and review all
such coverage, and Consultant assumes all responsibility for ensuring that such coverage is
provided.  Upon request, Consultant shall submit all subcontractor agreements to the Authority
for review.
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6. In the event any policy of insurance does not comply with these requirements or is
cancelled and not replaced, the Authority has the right but not the duty to obtain the insurance it
deems necessary.  Any premium paid by the Authority in such event shall be promptly
reimbursed by Consultant or the Authority shall withhold from its payments to Consultant an
amount sufficient to pay that premium.

7. The Authority reserves the right at any time to change the amounts and types of required
insurance by giving Consultant 90 days’ notice of such change.  If such change results in
substantial additional cost to Consultant, then the parties shall renegotiate Consultant’s
compensation.
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EXHIBIT D 
AIP Project Federal Requirements 

1. Access to Records and Reports

Consultant must maintain an acceptable cost accounting system. Consultant agrees to provide 
the Authority, the Federal Aviation Administration, and the Comptroller General of the United 
States or any of their duly authorized representatives, access to any books, documents, papers, 
and records of Consultant which are directly pertinent to the specific contract for the purpose of 
making audit, examination, excerpts and transcriptions. Consultant agrees to maintain all books, 
records and reports required under this contract for a period of not less than three years after 
final payment is made and all pending matters are closed. 

2. Breach of Contract Terms

Any violation or breach of terms of this contract on the part of Consultant or its subcontractors 
may result in the suspension or termination of this contract or such other action that may be 
necessary to enforce the rights of the parties of this agreement.   

The Authority will provide Consultant written notice that describes the nature of the breach and 
corrective actions Consultant must undertake in order to avoid termination of the contract.  The 
Authority reserves the right to withhold payments to Consultant until such time Consultant 
corrects the breach or the Authority elects to terminate the contract. The Authority’s notice will 
identify a specific date by which Consultant must correct the breach.  The Authority may 
proceed with termination of the contract if Consultant fails to correct the breach by the deadline 
indicated in the Authority’s notice. 

The duties and obligations imposed by the contract documents and the rights and remedies 
available thereunder are in addition to, and not a limitation of, any duties, obligations, rights and 
remedies otherwise imposed or available by law. 

3. General Civil Rights Provisions

Consultant agrees to comply with pertinent statutes, Executive Orders and such rules as are 
promulgated to ensure that no person shall, on the grounds of race, creed, color, national origin, 
sex, age, or disability be excluded from participating in any activity conducted with or benefiting 
from Federal assistance. This provision binds Consultant and subtier contractors from the bid 
solicitation period through the completion of the contract. This provision is in addition to that 
required of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

4. Civil Rights – Title VI Assurance

During the performance of this contract, Consultant, for itself, its assignees, and successors in 
interest (hereinafter referred to as the “Consultant”) agrees as follows: 

A. Compliance with Regulations:  Consultant will comply with the Title VI List of
Pertinent Nondiscrimination Acts and Authorities, as they may be amended from time to time, 
which are herein incorporated by reference and made a part of this contract. 
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B. Non-discrimination:  Consultant, with regard to the work performed by it during
the contract, will not discriminate on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in the selection 
and retention of subcontractors, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment. 
Consultant will not participate directly or indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by the 
Nondiscrimination Acts and Authorities, including employment practices when the contract 
covers any activity, project, or program set forth in Appendix B of 49 CFR part 21.  

C. Solicitations for Subcontracts, Including Procurements of Materials and
Equipment:  In all solicitations, either by competitive bidding, or negotiation made by Consultant 
for work to be performed under a subcontract, including procurements of materials, or leases of 
equipment, each potential subcontractor or supplier will be notified by Consultant of 
Consultant’s obligations under this contract and the Nondiscrimination Acts And Authorities on 
the grounds of race, color, or national origin.   

D. Information and Reports:  Consultant will provide all information and reports
required by the Acts, the Regulations, and directives issued pursuant thereto and will permit 
access to its books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be 
determined by the Authority or the Federal Aviation Administration to be pertinent to ascertain 
compliance with such Nondiscrimination Acts And Authorities and instructions.  Where any 
information required of a contractor is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or 
refuses to furnish the information, Consultant will so certify to the Authority or the Federal 
Aviation Administration, as appropriate, and will set forth what efforts it has made to obtain the 
information. 

E. Sanctions for Noncompliance:  In the event of Consultant’s noncompliance with
the non-discrimination provisions of this contract, the Authority will impose such contract 
sanctions as it or the Federal Aviation Administration may determine to be appropriate, 
including, but not limited to: 

1. Withholding payments to Consultant under the contract until Consultant
complies; and/or 

2. Cancelling, terminating, or suspending a contract, in whole or in part.

F. Incorporation of Provisions:  Consultant will include the provisions of paragraphs
A through F in every subcontract, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment, 
unless exempt by the Acts, the Regulations and directives issued pursuant thereto.  Consultant 
will take action with respect to any subcontract or procurement as the Authority or the Federal 
Aviation Administration may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions 
for noncompliance.  Provided, that if Consultant becomes involved in, or is threatened with 
litigation by a subcontractor, or supplier because of such direction, Consultant may request the 
Authority to enter into any litigation to protect the interests of the Authority.  In addition, 
Consultant may request the United States to enter into the litigation to protect the interests of 
the United States. 

G. During the performance of this contract, Consultant, for itself, its assignees, and
successors in interest (hereinafter referred to as the “Consultant”) agrees to comply with the 
following non-discrimination statutes and authorities; including but not limited to: 
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1. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat.
252), (prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin); 

2. 49 CFR part 21 (Non-discrimination in Federally-Assisted Programs of the
Department of Transportation—Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964); 

3. The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Policies Act of 1970, (42 U.S.C. § 4601), (prohibits unfair treatment of persons displaced or 
whose property has been acquired because of Federal or Federal-aid programs and projects);  

4. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, (29 U.S.C. § 794 et seq.),
as amended (prohibits discrimination on the basis of disability); and 49 CFR part 27; 

5. The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.C. § 6101 et
seq.), (prohibits discrimination on the basis of age); 

6. Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, (49 USC § 471, Section
47123), as amended, (prohibits discrimination based on race, creed, color, national origin, or 
sex);  

7. The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, (PL 100-209), (broadened the
scope, coverage and applicability of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Age 
Discrimination Act of 1975 and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, by expanding the 
definition of the terms “programs or activities” to include all of the programs or activities of the 
Federal-aid recipients, sub-recipients and contractors, whether such programs or activities are 
Federally funded or not); 

8. Titles II and III of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, which
prohibit discrimination on the basis of disability in the operation of public entities, public and 
private transportation systems, places of public accommodation, and certain testing entities (42 
U.S.C. §§ 12131 – 12189) as implemented by U.S. Department of Transportation regulations at 
49 CFR parts 37 and 38; 

9. The Federal Aviation Administration’s Non-discrimination statute (49
U.S.C. § 47123) (prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, and sex); 

10. Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental
Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations, which ensures non-discrimination 
against minority populations by discouraging programs, policies, and activities with 
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority and low-
income populations; 

11. Executive Order 13166, Improving Access to Services for Persons with
Limited English Proficiency, and resulting agency guidance, national origin discrimination 
includes discrimination because of limited English proficiency (LEP).  To ensure compliance 
with Title VI, you must take reasonable steps to ensure that LEP persons have meaningful 
access to your programs (70 Fed. Reg. at 74087 to 74100); 
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12. Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended, which
prohibits you from discriminating because of sex in education programs or activities (20 U.S.C. 
1681 et seq). 

5. Clean Air and Water Pollution Control

Consultant agrees to comply with all applicable standards, orders, and regulations issued 
pursuant to the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. § 740-7671q) and the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act as amended (33 U.S.C. § 1251-1387). Consultant agrees to report any violation to the 
Authority immediately upon discovery. The Authority assumes responsibility for notifying the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Federal Aviation Administration. 

Consultant must include this requirement in all subcontracts that exceed $150,000. 

6. Contract Workhours and Safety Standards Act Requirements

A. Overtime Requirements.

No contractor or subcontractor contracting for any part of the contract work which may require 
or involve the employment of laborers or mechanics shall require or permit any such laborer or 
mechanic, including watchmen and guards, in any workweek in which he or she is employed on 
such work to work in excess of forty hours in such workweek unless such laborer or mechanic 
receives compensation at a rate not less than one and one-half times the basic rate of pay for 
all hours worked in excess of forty hours in such workweek. 

B. Violation; Liability for Unpaid Wages; Liquidated Damages.

In the event of any violation of the clause set forth in paragraph (A) of this clause, Consultant 
and any subcontractor responsible therefor shall be liable for the unpaid wages. In addition, 
Consultant and such subcontractor shall be liable to the United States (in the case of work done 
under contract for the District of Columbia or a territory, to such District or to such territory), for 
liquidated damages.  Such liquidated damages shall be computed with respect to each 
individual laborer or mechanic, including watchmen and guards, employed in violation of the 
clause set forth in paragraph (A) of this clause, in the sum of $10 for each calendar day on 
which such individual was required or permitted to work in excess of the standard workweek of 
forty hours without payment of the overtime wages required by the clause set forth in paragraph 
(A) of this clause.

C. Withholding for Unpaid Wages and Liquidated Damages.

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) or the Authority shall upon its own action or upon 
written request of an authorized representative of the Department of Labor withhold or cause to 
be withheld, from any moneys payable on account of work performed by Consultant or 
subcontractor under any such contract or any other Federal contract with the same prime 
contractor, or any other Federally-assisted contract subject to the Contract Work Hours and 
Safety Standards Act, which is held by the same prime contractor, such sums as may be 
determined to be necessary to satisfy any liabilities of such contractor or subcontractor for 
unpaid wages and liquidated damages as provided in the clause set forth in paragraph (B) of 
this clause. 
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D. Subcontractors.

Consultant or subcontractor shall insert in any subcontracts the clauses set forth in paragraphs 
(A) through (D) and also a clause requiring the subcontractor to include these clauses in any
lower tier subcontracts.  The prime contractor shall be responsible for compliance by any
subcontractor or lower tier subcontractor with the clauses set forth in paragraphs (A) through (D)
of this clause.

7. Certification of Offeror/Bidder Regarding Debarment

A. By submitting a bid/proposal under this solicitation, the bidder or offeror certifies
that neither it nor its principals are presently debarred or suspended by any Federal department 
or agency from participation in this transaction. 

B. The successful bidder, by administering each lower tier subcontract that exceeds
$25,000 as a “covered transaction”, must verify each lower tier participant of a “covered 
transaction” under the project is not presently debarred or otherwise disqualified from 
participation in this federally assisted project.  The successful bidder will accomplish this by: 

1. Checking the System for Award Management at website:
http://www.sam.gov 

2. Collecting a certification statement similar to the Certificate Regarding
Debarment and Suspension (Bidder or Offeror), above. 

3. Inserting a clause or condition in the covered transaction with the lower
tier contract. 

If the FAA later determines that a lower tier participant failed to disclose to a 
higher tier participant that it was excluded or disqualified at the time it entered the covered 
transaction, the FAA may pursue any available remedies, including suspension and debarment 
of the non-compliant participant. 

8. Disadvantaged Business Enterprises

A. Contract Assurance (§ 26.13) - Consultant or subcontractor shall not discriminate
on the basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in the performance of this contract. Consultant 
shall carry out applicable requirements of 49 CFR part 26 in the award and administration of 
Department of Transportation-assisted contracts. Failure by Consultant to carry out these 
requirements is a material breach of this contract, which may result in the termination of this 
contract or such other remedy as the Authority deems appropriate, which may include, but is not 
limited to: 

1. Withholding monthly progress payments;
2. Assessing sanctions;
3. Liquidated damages; and/or
4. Disqualifying Consultant from future bidding as non-responsible.

Contractor agrees to include the Contract Assurance in all subcontracts entered 
into with a subcontractor. 

http://www.sam.gov/


- D6 -
2760993.2 

B. Prompt Payment (§ 26.29) - The prime contractor agrees to pay each
subcontractor under this prime contract for satisfactory performance of its contract no later than 
30 days from the receipt of each payment the prime contractor receives from the Authority. The 
prime contractor agrees further to return retainage payments to each subcontractor within 30 
days after the subcontractor’s work is satisfactorily completed. Any delay or postponement of 
payment from the above referenced time frame may occur only for good cause following written 
approval of the Authority. This clause applies to both DBE and non-DBE subcontractors. 

C. Attainments (§ 26.37) - Contractor shall submit a running tally of actual DBE
attainments (e.g. payments actually made to DBE firms) including a means of comparing these 
attainments to commitments in a monthly basis in the format specified by the Authority. 

D. Utilization (§ 26.53) – The Contractor shall utilize the specific DBEs listed to
perform the work and supply the materials for which each is listed unless the Contractor obtains 
the Authority’s written consent as provided in 49 CFR Part 26.  Unless the Authority’s consent is 
provided as provided therein, the Contractor shall not be entitled to any payment for work or 
material unless it is performed or supplied by the listed DBE. 

E. Termination or Replacement of DBEs on a Contract (§ 26.53) - The Contractor
shall notify the Business Properties and Administration department in writing immediately of a 
DBE’s inability or unwillingness to perform its subcontract work and Contractor’s intention to 
terminate the DBE, and shall provide reasonable documentation in evidence of the DBE’s 
deficient performance. The Authority will evaluate the Contractor’s allegations of the DBE’s 
deficient performance and determine, in its sole discretion, whether the Contractor’s proposed 
termination of the DBE is based on good cause and warranted.  

F. Subcontracts (§26.29) – The Contractor shall make available upon request a
copy of all subcontracts. 

9. Distracted Driving

In accordance with Executive Order 13513, “Federal Leadership on Reducing Text Messaging 
While Driving” (10/1/2009) and DOT Order 3902.10 “Text Messaging While Driving” 
(12/30/2009), the FAA encourages recipients of Federal grant funds to adopt and enforce safety 
policies that decrease crashes by distracted drivers, including policies to ban text messaging 
while driving when performing work related to a grant or sub-grant.  

In support of this initiative, the Authority encourages Consultant to promote policies and 
initiatives for its employees and other work personnel that decrease crashes by distracted 
drivers, including policies that ban text messaging while driving motor vehicles while performing 
work activities associated with the project.  Consultant must include the substance of this clause 
in all sub-tier contracts exceeding $3,500 and involve driving a motor vehicle in performance of 
work activities associated with the project. 

10. Energy Conservation Requirements

Consultant and subcontractors agree to comply with mandatory standards and policies relating 
to energy efficiency as contained in the state energy conservation plan issued in compliance 
with the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6201 et seq). 
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11. Federal Fair Labor Standards Act

All contracts and subcontracts that result from this solicitation incorporate by reference the 
provisions of 29 CFR part 201, the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA), with the same 
force and effect as if given in full text.  The FLSA sets minimum wage, overtime pay, 
recordkeeping, and child labor standards for full and part time workers.  Consultant has full 
responsibility to monitor compliance to the referenced statute or regulation.  Consultant must 
address any claims or disputes that arise from this requirement directly with the U.S. 
Department of Labor – Wage and Hour Division. 

12. Certification Regarding Lobbying

The bidder or offeror certifies by signing and submitting this bid or proposal, to the best of his or 
her knowledge and belief, that: 

A. No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of
the Bidder or Offeror, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or 
employee of an agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an 
employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, 
the making of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any 
cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification 
of any Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.  

B. If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid
to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a 
Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of 
Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the 
undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, “Disclosure Form to Report 
Lobbying,” in accordance with its instructions.  

C. The undersigned shall require that the language of this certification be included in
the award documents for all sub-awards at all tiers (including subcontracts, sub-grants, and 
contracts under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that all sub-recipients shall 
certify and disclose accordingly. 

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this 
transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for 
making or entering into this transaction imposed by section 1352, title 31, U.S. Code. Any 
person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than 
$10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure. 

13. Occupational Safety and Health Act

All contracts and subcontracts that result from this solicitation incorporate by reference the 
requirements of 29 CFR Part 1910 with the same force and effect as if given in full text. 
Consultant must provide a work environment that is free from recognized hazards that may 
cause death or serious physical harm to the employee. Consultant retains full responsibility to 
monitor its compliance and its subcontractor’s compliance with the applicable requirements of 
the Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970 (20 CFR Part 1910).  Consultant must address 
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any claims or disputes that pertain to a referenced requirement directly with the U.S. 
Department of Labor – Occupational Safety and Health Administration. 

14. Termination of Contract

A. The Owner may, by written notice to Consultant, terminate this agreement for its
convenience and without cause or default on the part of Consultant. Upon receipt of the notice 
of termination, except as explicitly directed by the Authority, Consultant must immediately 
discontinue all services affected. 

Upon termination of the agreement, Consultant must deliver to the Authority all data, 
surveys, models, drawings, specifications, reports, maps, photographs, estimates, summaries, 
and other documents and materials prepared by the Engineer under this contract, whether 
complete or partially complete.  

The Authority agrees to make just and equitable compensation to Consultant for 
satisfactory work completed up through the date Consultant receives the termination notice. 
Compensation will not include anticipated profit on non-performed services. 

The Authority further agrees to hold Consultant harmless for errors or omissions in 
documents that are incomplete as a result of the termination action under this clause. 

B. Either party may terminate this agreement for cause if the other party fails to fulfill
its obligations that are essential to the completion of the work per the terms and conditions of 
the agreement. The party initiating the termination action must allow the breaching party an 
opportunity to dispute or cure the breach.  

The terminating party must provide the breaching party [7] days advance written notice 
of its intent to terminate the agreement. The notice must specify the nature and extent of the 
breach, the conditions necessary to cure the breach, and the effective date of the termination 
action.  The rights and remedies in this clause are in addition to any other rights and remedies 
provided by law or under this agreement. 

1. Termination by Authority: The Authority may terminate this Agreement in
whole or in part, for the failure of Consultant to: 

a. Perform the services within the time specified in this contract or by
Authority approved extension; 

b. Make adequate progress so as to endanger satisfactory
performance of the Project; 

c. Fulfill the obligations of the agreement that are essential to the
completion of the Project. 

Upon receipt of the notice of termination, Consultant must immediately discontinue all 
services affected unless the notice directs otherwise.  Upon termination of the agreement, 
Consultant must deliver to the Owner all data, surveys, models, drawings, specifications, 
reports, maps, photographs, estimates, summaries, and other documents and materials 
prepared by the Engineer under this contract, whether complete or partially complete.  
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The Authority agrees to make just and equitable compensation to Consultant for 
satisfactory work completed up through the date Consultant receives the termination notice. 
Compensation will not include anticipated profit on non-performed services. 

The Authority further agrees to hold Consultant harmless for errors or omissions in 
documents that are incomplete as a result of the termination action under this clause. 

If, after finalization of the termination action, the Authority determines Consultant was not 
in default of the Agreement, the rights and obligations of the parties shall be the same as if the 
Authority issued the termination for the convenience of the Authority. 

2. Termination by Consultant: Consultant may terminate this agreement in
whole or in part, if the Authority: 

a. Defaults on its obligations under this agreement;

b. Fails to make payment to Consultant in accordance with the terms
of this Agreement; 

c. Suspends the Project for more than [180] days due to reasons
beyond the control of Consultant. 

Upon receipt of a notice of termination from Consultant, the Authority agrees to 
cooperate with Consultant for the purpose of terminating the agreement or portion thereof, by 
mutual consent. If the Authority and Consultant cannot reach mutual agreement on the 
termination settlement, Consultant may, without prejudice to any rights and remedies it may 
have, proceed with terminating all or parts of this agreement based upon the Authority’s breach 
of the contract. 

In the event of termination due to Authority breach, the Engineer is entitled to 
invoice the Authority and to receive full payment for all services performed or furnished in 
accordance with this agreement and all justified reimbursable expenses incurred by Consultant 
through the effective date of termination action. The Authority agrees to hold Consultant 
harmless for errors or omissions in documents that are incomplete as a result of the termination 
action under this clause. 

15. Trade Restriction Certification

A. By submission of an offer, the Offeror certifies that with respect to this solicitation
and any resultant contract, the Offeror - 

1. is not owned or controlled by one or more citizens of a foreign country
included in the list of countries that discriminate against U.S. firms as published by the Office of 
the United States Trade Representative (U.S.T.R.); 

2. has not knowingly entered into any contract or subcontract for this project
with a person that is a citizen or national of a foreign country included on the list of countries 
that discriminate against U.S. firms as published by the U.S.T.R; and  
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3. has not entered into any subcontract for any product to be used on the
Federal on the project that is produced in a foreign country included on the list of countries that 
discriminate against U.S. firms published by the U.S.T.R. 

This certification concerns a matter within the jurisdiction of an agency of the United States of 
America and the making of a false, fictitious, or fraudulent certification may render the maker 
subject to prosecution under Title 18, United States Code, Section 1001. 

B. The Offeror/Consultant must provide immediate written notice to the Owner if the
Offeror/Consultant learns that its certification or that of a subcontractor was erroneous when 
submitted or has become erroneous by reason of changed circumstances.  Consultant must 
require subcontractors provide immediate written notice to Consultant if at any time it learns that 
its certification was erroneous by reason of changed circumstances. 

C. Unless the restrictions of this clause are waived by the Secretary of
Transportation in accordance with 49 CFR 30.17, no contract shall be awarded to an Offeror or 
subcontractor:  

1. who is owned or controlled by one or more citizens or nationals of a
foreign country included on the list of countries that discriminate against U.S. firms published by 
the U.S.T.R. or  

2. whose subcontractors are owned or controlled by one or more citizens or
nationals of a foreign country on such U.S.T.R. list or 

3. who incorporates in the public works project any product of a foreign
country on such U.S.T.R. list; 

Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of 
a system of records in order to render, in good faith, the certification required by this provision. 
The knowledge and information of a contractor is not required to exceed that which is normally 
possessed by a prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings. 

D. The Offeror agrees that, if awarded a contract resulting from this solicitation, it
will incorporate this provision for certification without modification in all lower tier subcontracts. 
The Offeror may rely on the certification of a prospective subcontractor that it is not a firm from a 
foreign country included on the list of countries that discriminate against U.S. firms as published 
by U.S.T.R, unless the Offeror has knowledge that the certification is erroneous. 

E. This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was
placed when making an award.  If it is later determined that Consultant or subcontractor 
knowingly rendered an erroneous certification, the Federal Aviation Administration may direct 
through the Authority cancellation of the contract or subcontract for default at no cost to the 
Authority or the FAA. 
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16. Veteran’s Preference

In the employment of labor (excluding executive, administrative, and supervisory positions), the 
Authority and all sub-tier contractors must give preference to covered veterans as defined within 
Title 49 United States Code Section 47112.  Covered veterans include Vietnam-era veterans, 
Persian Gulf veterans, Afghanistan-Iraq war veterans, disabled veterans, and small business 
concerns (as defined by 15 U.S.C. 632) owned and controlled by disabled veterans.  This 
preference only applies when there are covered veterans readily available and qualified to 
perform the work to which the employment relates. 



November 10, 2022 RDM International, Inc.
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November 10, 2022

Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority
Attention: Semija Bolton
Senior Procurement Specialist
Ref: E22-21 Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Project Design
2627 North Hollywood Way
Burbank, CA 91505
Phone: 818-333-6067
E-mail: sbolton@bur.org

RE: E22-11 Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Project Design

Dear Members of the Selection Committee,

The RDM Team appreciates the opportunity to submit our Statement of Qualifications (SOQ) in response to your Request 
for Qualifications (RFQ) to provide design and construction administration services for the Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad 
Rehabilitation at the Hollywood Burbank Airport (BUR).

To assist in the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority’s (BGPAA) review and evaluation of our SOQ, we have 
structured it to respond directly to the requests included in the RFQ and formatted it, where applicable, according to the 
current version of Form SF330, Architect-Engineer Qualifications, distributed by the U.S. General Services Administration 
(GSA). 

RDM International, Inc. (RDM) is a Small Business Enterprise (SBE), civil engineering firm of 26 professionals that has been 
in business since 1987 (35 years).  We are pleased to respond to the subject RFQ as the Prime Consultant leading a team of 
professional engineering firms. Our Team contains many of the same core personnel that have worked with the BGPAA on 
previous successful projects, including Chris Decker as project manager; Tom Lee as airside engineer; Mat Diffin as pavement 
engineer; and Shirin Mathakari as the Engineer of Record; and the full design team for construction administration services.

We are joined by highly qualified engineering firms that bring both local and national expertise specific to the project needs, 
and like RDM, are familiar with your Airport. RDM is joined by:

4 RMA Group (Rancho Cucamonga, CA), a locally-based geotechnical engineering firm. Team continuity is maintained as
we previously worked together on six (6) independent BUR projects.

4 Wagner Engineer & Survey, Inc. (Northridge, CA), a WBE/DBE/SBE/CBE Los Angeles firm dedicated to providing
quality survey, mapping, land planning and civil engineering services that has also worked at BUR.

The RDM Team’s strong working relationship and shared understanding of the project will ensure the BGPAA that our team 
will provide technically and financially sound deliverable products.  There are several factors that demonstrate the RDM Team 
is the most qualified to respond to the needs of this assignment. These factors include but are not limited to:

SC-1	 Airport Pavement Design Experience – RDM has significant, in-depth knowledge based on past performance and 
successful experience, including BUR, in providing design services for AIP-funded airport pavement rehabilitation projects. 
We have included three (3) projects to illustrate our recent design service experience related to the Scope of Services in 
Attachment A at Part 139 certificated airports other than those completed at BUR. More half of the airports that we serve are 
active Part 139 certificated airports (including BUR). Thus, we are keenly familiar with FAA criteria related to Part 139 airports 
relative to safety, security, and design standards. 

SC-2	 Project Team – Our Project Manager is Christopher Decker, PE. Chris has managed each of the projects we've 
delivered to the BGPAA since 2015.  Chris has 30 years of experience in pavement evaluation, design, and construction.  He 
is an industry-recognized subject matter expert.  Chris was recently recognized as the 2020 Airfield Pavement Practitioner of 
the Year by the American Society of Civil Engineers, an award he was nominated for by his peers and clients, including those 
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at the Federal Aviation Administration's William J. Hughes Technical Center in Atlantic City where he has provided invaluable 
insight and expertise into the development of FAA design standards.

The key personnel supporting Chris are detailed in the body of our SOQ. The RDM Team understands aviation and the 
importance of airport operations to the everyday contribution to the financial success of the airport.  We will utilize our in-depth 
aviation experience and the knowledge we have of BUR to provide the best design service. 

SC-3	 Project Understanding – RDM delivered the BUR Airport Pavement Management System in 2018 and can assist 
the BGPAA in confirming the recent Pavement Condition Indexes (PCI) developed by BUR.  As we typically provide on our 
pavement design projects, RDM is experienced and qualified to provide multiple pavement design alternatives and a Life Cycle 
Cost Analysis (LCCA) to assist the BGPAA in selecting a pavement design that will maximize the return on their investment 
and achieve project objectives. Coupled with RDM's vast civil engineering design service experience at BUR (E15-01, E16-19, 
E17-08, E17-18, E18-20, E19-13, and E21-01) we will effectively utilize our knowledge and lessons learned to streamline the 
design process and produce cost savings for the BGPAA.

RDM offers you a highly qualified and readily available team of professionals with the flexibility and local responsiveness 
dedicated to delivering this project successfully.  We understand the purpose of this project and possess the vast experience 
to perform the work outlined in Attachment A – Scope of Services. We recognize the importance of the construction phasing 
to minimize impacts to airfield operations and we will execute the work in a responsive and cost-effective manner. Our Team’s 
experience on similar projects throughout the country, as well as at BUR, will enable us to continue providing exemplary client 
service to the BGPAA in all facets of the project. Many of our key personnel have effectively executed airfield assignments at 
BUR as well as at many other airports for the past 35 years. Our Team has the requisite experience in coordination with airport 
operations, security procedures, technical approach and management procedures necessary to successfully perform this 
project.

Our Team has the specialized experience and technical competence to successfully execute this important contract. 
After reviewing our qualifications, we believe you will agree that this is the team to tackle the Taxiway C and Shoulders 
Rehabilitation at BUR. 

Thank you for the time you have taken to review our SOQ. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 
703-709-2540. We look forward to the opportunity to serve the BGPAA on this very important project.

Sincerely,

Peter Yip, PE	
President
RDM International, Inc.
43671 Trade Center Place
Suite 130
Sterling, VA 20166
T: 703.709.2540
E: pckyip@rdmintlinc.com
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BUR

RDM International, Inc. (RDM), doing business as RDM 
Professional Services in the State of California, is excited for the 
opportunity to continue serving the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena 
Airport Authority (BGPAA) as the Prime Consultant for the 
design and construction of the Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad 
Rehabilitation (E22-11). For the past 7 years we have greatly 
appreciated the trust you have placed in RDM by selecting us to 
deliver several projects for the BGPAA as the Prime consultant 
or a key subconsultant.

RDM is uniquely qualified for this project. With our vast 
experience providing pavement design and construction support 
at the Hollywood-Burbank Airport (BUR), we can seamlessly 
assist the BGPAA in repairing the pavement areas included 
in this project in a cost-effective manner. As illustrated in the 
graphic on the next page, the pavement rehabilitation areas 
included in this project are adjacent to most of the pavement 
rehabilitation projects RDM has completed since 2015. In 
addition to the vast amount of pavements we have helped 

AIRPORT PAVEMENT DESIGN EXPERIENCE
rehabilitate at BUR, we also completed an Airport 
Pavement Management System Implementation in 
2018, providing essential data on the condition of all 
pavements including the Runway shoulders and blast 
pads.

While we have been, and will continue to be, dedicated 
to helping the BGPAA achieve the goals and objectives 
of each pavement rehabilitation project, we have also 
provided similar services at many airports throughout 
the Los Angeles metropolitan area, other California 
airports, the FAA's Western Pacific region, and the entire 
U.S as illustrated below. RDM has provided pavement
evaluation and design as well as construction support
services at Los Angeles International Airport (LAX)
on the Runway 6L-24R Repair, the Runway 8R-26L
Keel Repair at Ontario International Airport (ONT), and
Taxiways A and B Rehabilitation at Van Nuys Airport
(VNY).

BUR

RDM Relevant Projects Within Past 5 Years
(as Prime and/or Subconsultant)
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RDM Projects at BUR Since 2015

Runway 8-26 & 15-33
Rehabilitation (2015-2017) 

Aircraft Parking Gates
Rehabilitation - 
Ramps A & B (2018)

Taxiway C/D & GA Ramp
Rehabilitation (2019)

Taxiway A Rehabilitation
(2020)

Airside Paving
Rehabilitation- 4 Areas
(2021)

Taxiway C & Shoulders
Rehabilitation (2022)

Area Proposed in this
Project
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F. EXAMPLE PROJECTS WHICH BEST ILLUSTRATE PROPOSED TEAM'S
QUALIFICATIONS FOR THIS CONTRACT

20. EXAMPLE PROJECT KEY
NUMBER

1
21. TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) 22. YEAR COMPLETED

Holdpad for Runway 28L Taxilane Rehabilitation | John Glenn Columbus 
International Airport (CMH) | Columbus, OH

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2022 2022
23. PROJECT OWNER'S INFORMATION

a. PROJECT OWNER / ADDRESS b. POINT OF CONTACT NAME c. POINT OF CONTACT PHONE NUMBER | EMAIL

Columbus Regional Airport Authority
4600 International Gateway, Columbus, OH 43219 Eric Hensley, PE 916.874.0492 | 

ehensley@columbusairports.com
24. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT AND RELEVANCE TO THIS CONTRACT (Include scope, size, and cost)

Summary of Project: RDM led a team of 4 firms to provide design & construction 
support services for a 1,200 LF of taxilane & shoulder pavement.

RDM Responsibilities: − 70%, 90%, 100%, and Bid Set design package development
− Pavement inspection, evaluation, design
− Prepare construction cost estimate and schedule
− Construction Safety Phasing Plan (CSPP) and FAA Form 7460
− Engineers Design Report development
− Develop front end and technical specifications
− Quality Control reviews
− Bid/award services
− Construction Support Services

Est. Construction Cost: $768,981

Actual Construction Cost: $695,038
Delivery Method: Traditional (design-bid-build)

Schedule Summary: 08/2021-12/2022 (Design) and 5/2022-7/2022 (construction phase services)
RDM Staff Assigned: Burgess; Decker, Diffin, R. Hines, S. Hines, Lee, Stromberg, Witaconis, Xie

Subcontractor Staff: 4
Contribution to Client's 

Objectives:
The taxilane between connector Taxiways C1 and D1 had deteriorated over time and required 
rehabilitation. RDM performed a pavement investigation and evaluation to determine the appropriate 
rehabilitation strategy for both the taxilane and associated shoulder pavements.  Based on the 
condition of the pavement and the anticipated aircraft usage, a 4" mill and overlay was recommended 
to extend the life of the pavement in the most cost-effective manner for the Authority. 

Challenge and 
Resolution:

During construction of the shoulder pavement, the outside edge of the milled shoulder pavement 
moved in a soft yielding manner, which caused pavement failure in the form of rutting and the 
remaining AC to break up. This failure was unexpected and may have been related to a saturated 
AGBS and subgrade caused by a high moisture content in the lower layer materials at the time of 
construction and may have been made worse with the weight of the contractor’s equipment. The 
rainfall total for the month of May alone (6.33") was nearly double the normal monthly rainfall total of 
3.22". To correct the structural failure and moisture related issues, the recommended repair included 
the FAA P-207 Full-Depth Reclamation (FDR) of In-Place AC / AGBS process and perform a new 
AC overlay for the outer 20-feet of the shoulder. FDR provided a drying and bonding component to 
existing materials to create a fully stabilized base layer prior placement of the AC Overlay.  

25. FIRMS INVOLVED WITH THIS PROJECT

a.
(1) FIRM NAME (2) FIRM LOCATION (City and State) (3) ROLE

RDM International, Inc. Sterling, VA; Clearwater, FL; Columbus, OH; Houston, 
TX; Philadelphia, PA Prime

HOLD PAD

TDG 4 TAXILANE

FULL DEPTH
SHOULDER
RECLAMATION
± 22,000 SF

20’

TA
XI

W
AY

 D
1

TA
XI

W
AY

 C
1

Shoulder Pavement FDR
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F. EXAMPLE PROJECTS WHICH BEST ILLUSTRATE PROPOSED TEAM'S
QUALIFICATIONS FOR THIS CONTRACT

20. EXAMPLE PROJECT KEY
NUMBER

2
21. TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) 22. YEAR COMPLETED

Pavement Rehabilitation for Position 35O & Hold Bay 15 | Ronald Reagan 
Washington National Airport (DCA) | Alexandria, VA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2021
23. PROJECT OWNER'S INFORMATION

a. PROJECT OWNER / ADDRESS b. POINT OF CONTACT NAME c. POINT OF CONTACT PHONE NUMBER | EMAIL

Metropolitan Washington Airport Authority
1 Aviation Circle, Washington, D.C. 20001 Mark Puttock, PE 703.417.8189 |                                        

mark.puttock@mwaa.com
24. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT AND RELEVANCE TO THIS CONTRACT (Include scope, size, and cost)

Summary of Project: RDM analyzed and provided design alternatives for the rehab 
and expansion of the Runway 15 hold bay, including the 
conversion of parking Position 35O from AC to PCC. 

RDM Responsibilities: − 30%, 60%, 100%, and Bid Set design package development
− Prepare construction cost estimate and schedule
− Engineers Design Report development
− Develop front end and technical specifications
− Quality Control reviews
− Bid/award services
− Construction Support Services

Est. Construction Cost: $1.75M

Actual Construction Cost: $1.82M

Delivery Method: Traditional (design-bid-build)

Schedule Summary:  09/2020-03/2021 (Design) & 05/2021-10/2021 (Construction Phase Services)
RDM Staff Assigned: Boyd, Burgess; Decker, S. Hines, Lee, Maldet, Mathakari, Stromberg, Witaconis, Xie

Subcontractor Staff: n/a
Contribution to Client's 

Objectives:
RDM's preliminary design focused on repair solutions within the MWAA's construction budget.  A 
majority of the apron pavement was in “Poor” or “Very Poor” condition based on an evaluation 
conducted by RDM for the 2019 APMS Update. Hold Bay 15 is Portland Cement Concrete (PCC) 
while most of parking Position 35O is Asphalt Concrete (AC).  RDM identified all pavement areas 
requiring rehabilitation to accommodate the proposed aircraft fleet mix at Parking Position 35O.

Challenge and 
Resolution:

A future realignment of adjacent Taxiway N is planned that will impact the geometry of Hold Bay 15. 
Therefore, the objective for the rehabilitation of Hold Bay 15 was to improve the current functional 
condition of all pavements, expand Hold Bay 15 in the interim and provide 5 years of operational life 
until a final realignment can be configured. In the location where the current Parking Position 35O 
pavement exists, a long-term solution has been developed. Rutting was a repetitive issue for the 
existing AC surface. Previous patching repair was ineffective. Therefore, a PCC surface pavement 
structure for the rehabilitation of Parking Position 35O was developed. The final design provides 
consistency with adjacent parking positions which have been rehabilitated over the past 10 years.

25. FIRMS INVOLVED WITH THIS PROJECT

a.

(1) FIRM NAME (2) FIRM LOCATION (City and State) (3) ROLE

RDM International, Inc. Sterling, VA; Clearwater, FL; Columbus, OH; 
Philadelphia, PA

Prime - Planning; Civil/Electrical 
Design; Construction Phase 
Services; Project Management

Filename:...\XXXXXXXXXXXXX.DWG

DCA-XXX-XXXXX

RDM International, Inc.
14310 Sullyfield Circle
Suite 600
Chantilly, VA 20151
T.703.709.2540
F.703.709.2535
www.rdmintlinc.com
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GENERAL NOTES
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SPALL / PATCH LOCATION

1. FOR PAVEMENT JOINT DETAILS, SEE PROJECT
RECORD DRAWINGS FOR CONTRACT 1-13-C009
(MWAA PROJECT NO. DA1201) RUNWAY 15-33 &
4-22 SAFETY AREA ENHANCEMENTS SHEET
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4. UPON MILLING, ALL EXPOSED CONCRETE TO BE
CLEANED AND SEALED PRIOR TO PAVING IN
ACCORDANCE WITH P-101.

5. FIELD ENGINEER WILL EVALUATE THE MILLED AC
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F. EXAMPLE PROJECTS WHICH BEST ILLUSTRATE PROPOSED TEAM'S
QUALIFICATIONS FOR THIS CONTRACT

20. EXAMPLE PROJECT KEY
NUMBER

3
21. TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) 22. YEAR COMPLETED

Cargo Apron Expansion | Sacramento International Airport (SMF) | 
Sacramento, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2022
23. PROJECT OWNER'S INFORMATION

a. PROJECT OWNER / ADDRESS b. POINT OF CONTACT NAME c. POINT OF CONTACT PHONE NUMBER | EMAIL

Sacramento County Department of Airports 
6900 Airport Boulevard, Sacramento, CA 95837 Sean Papathakis, PE 916.874.0492 | 

papathakiss@saccounty.net
24. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT AND RELEVANCE TO THIS CONTRACT (Include scope, size, and cost)

Summary of Project: RDM led a team of 4 professional firms to design the 
rehabilitation and expansion of the cargo apron pavement to 
include the addition of 3 parking positions.

RDM Responsibilities: − 30%, 60%, 100%, and Bid Set design package development
− Prepare construction cost estimate and schedule
− Construction Safety Phasing Plan (CSPP) and FAA Form 7460
− Engineers Design Report development
− Develop front end and technical specifications
− Quality Control reviews
− Bid/award services
− Construction Support Services

Est. Construction Cost: $10.77M

Actual Construction Cost: $9.25M

Delivery Method: Traditional (design-bid-build)

Schedule Summary: 08/2020-08/2021 (Design) and 10/2021-12/2022 (construction phase services)
RDM Staff Assigned: Boyd, Burgess; Decker, Diffin, Goucher, S. Hines, Lee, Maldet, Mathakari, Stromberg, Witaconis, Xie

Subcontractor Staff: 6
Contribution to Client's 

Objectives:
Design to expand and modify the West Cargo Apron to include parking for up to four (4) positions. 
Included initial planning and design to incorporate initial layout and grading associated with planned 
Phase 2 work to the west of the project site to assist the Department by setting the elevation of the 
new Vehicle Service Road (VSR).

Challenge and 
Resolution:

Design expansion and modification of West Cargo Apron to expand the apron pavement to include 
parking for up to four (4) positions and reconstruct GSE pavement to accommodate Aircraft parking 
positions and associated GSE operations with the new configuration. Goal is to extend impervious 
pavement to include the taxiway fillet for Cargo 1 position and extend impervious pavement to include 
a new vehicle service road. The design phasing addresses the need to maintain access to existing 
cargo apron equipment and aircraft access to adjacent tenants south of the work area throughout the 
construction period. Also, requires filling in a ditch while maintaining working stormwater functions.

25. FIRMS INVOLVED WITH THIS PROJECT

a.

(1) FIRM NAME (2) FIRM LOCATION (City and State) (3) ROLE

RDM International, Inc. Sterling, VA; Clearwater, FL; Columbus, OH; Houston, 
TX; Philadelphia, PA

Prime - Planning; Civil Design; 
Construction Phase Services; 
Project Management
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A list of AIP-funded projects RDM has supported in the past 10 years is provided in Table 1.

Table 1: AIP-Funded Project Experience (2013-present)
Note: 'n/a' for construction cost indicates RDM's role was as a subconsultant and only included design related services

Project Title/Description Airport / Facility Construction 
Cost

Contract 
Value Role Services Provided

Runway 2-20 Extension Columbia 
Regional n/a $112,740 Sub Pavement Evaluation and Design

Taxiway D Rehabilitation Piedmont Triad 
International TBD $53,656 Sub Pavement Evaluation and Design

South Crossfield Taxiway and 
Deicing Pad

Charlotte-
Douglas 

International
n/a $743,144 Sub

Pavement Evaluation and 
Design; Civil Engineering 
Support

Taxiway A Rehabilitation Ohio State 
University Airport TBD $183,261 Prime Engineering design services

Holdpad for Runway 28L 
Taxilane Rehabilitation

John Glenn 
Columbus Int'l $695K $123,471 Prime Engineering design services and 

construction phase services

Taxiway C and Shoulders 
Rehabilitation

Hollywood 
Burbank Airport $2.8M $366,316 Prime Engineering design services and 

construction phase services

T-Hangars G,H,I Apron
Rehabilitation Bolton Field $268K $66,995 Prime Engineering design services and 

construction phase services

Runway 5-23 Rehabilitation & 
Reconstruction

Buffalo-Niagara 
International TBD $492,519 Sub Pavement evaluation & design; 

construction phase services

Taxiway A Rehabilitation Manassas 
Regional n/a $30,366 Sub Pavement Evaluation and Design

Cargo Apron Expansion Sacramento 
International TBD $905,254 Prime Engineering design services

Pavement Rehabilitation for 
Position 35O and Hold Bay 15

Ronald Reagan 
Washington 

National
$1.82M $145,152 Prime Engineering design services

Airside Paving Rehabilitation 
Design Services - 4 Areas

Hollywood 
Burbank Airport

$2.37M 
(Package 1)

$375,969 Prime Engineering design services and 
construction phase servicesTBD 

(Package 2)

Crossfield Taxiway Construction Dallas Love Field 
International n/a $81,796 Sub Engineering design services and 

construction phase services

Terminal 1 Reconstruction San Diego 
International n/a $201,328 Sub Pavement evaluation and design 

services

Runway 12-30 East Section & 
Associated Taxiway

Dulles 
International n/a $32,406 Sub Pavement evaluation and design 

services
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Project Title/Description Airport / Facility Construction
Cost

Contract 
Value Role Services Provided

Runway 9-27 & Taxiways 
Rehabilitation

Cincinnati/
Northern 
Kentucky 

International

n/a $376,908 Sub
Pavement evaluation and 
pavement/civil design services; 
construction phase services

Terminal A and South GA 
Aprons Pavement Rehabilitation 

Ronald Reagan 
Washington 

National
n/a $161,982 Sub

Engineering design services, 
implementation services for 
airside pavement management 
system and construction phase 
services

North Taxilane Rehabilitation
Ronald Reagan 

Washington 
National

$900,000 $27,961 Sub Pavement evaluation and 
pavement design services

Runway 18R-36L Rehabilitation
Dallas-

Fort Worth 
International

n/a $73,324 Sub Pavement evaluation and 
pavement/civil design services

Taxiway C Reconstruction
Bill and Hillary 

Clinton National 
Airport

n/a $35,421 Sub Pavement evaluation and 
pavement/civil design services

Runway 5R-23L Rehabilitation 
and MOS

Rickenbacker 
International n/a $471,644 Sub

Pavement evaluation and design 
services; construction phase 
services

Runway 4-22 Rehabilitation Blue Grass 
Airport n/a $73,245 Sub

Pavement evaluation and design 
services; construction phase 
services

Runway 13-31 Rehabilitation Will Rogers 
World Airport n/a $384,784 Sub

Pavement evaluation and design 
services; construction phase 
services

Terminal 8 Taxilane Design John F. Kennedy 
International $11.2M $167,434 Sub

Pavement evaluation and design 
services; Construction phasing / 
airport planning services 

West Deicing Pad LaGuardia 
Airport n/a $100,017 Sub

Pavement evaluation and design 
services; Construction phasing / 
airport planning services

Terminal B Replacement Project LaGuardia 
Airport n/a $966,060 Sub

Engineering design services, 
implementation services for 
airside pavement engineering 
and construction phase services
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Project Title/Description Airport / Facility Construction 
Cost

Contract 
Value Role Services Provided

Taxiway M South
Dallas-

Fort Worth 
International

n/a $85,243 Sub Construction Support Services

Airport Pavement Management 
System

Dayton 
International n/a $193,688 Sub Pavement evaluation (PCI) 

services

Taxiway A Rehabilitation Hollywood 
Burbank Airport >$2.1M $271,310 Prime Engineering design services and 

construction phase services

Aircraft Parking Gates 
Rehabilitation (Ramps A and B) 

Hollywood 
Burbank Airport >$2M $193,056 Sub

Planning/engineering design 
services and construction phase 
services

Taxiways C and D West End / 
General Aviation Ramp Design & 
Pavement Management System 
Engineering Services

Hollywood 
Burbank Airport >$5.6M $930,486 Prime

Engineering design services, 
implementation services for 
airside pavement management 
system and construction phase 
services

Runway 3L-21R and Taxiways 
Reconstruction/Rehabilitation

Detroit 
Metropolitan 

Airport
n/a $956,035 Sub

Engineering design services, 
implementation services for 
airside pavement engineering 
and construction phase services

Pavement Management System 
Update 

Buffalo Niagara 
International n/a $203,976 Prime

Implementation services for 
airside pavement management 
system update

Taxiway A West Reconstruction Memphis 
International n/a $67,386 Sub

Engineering design services 
and implementation services for 
airside pavement engineering 

Taxiway F Rehabilitation Kansas City 
International n/a $134,435 Sub

Airside pavement engineering 
services and construction phase 
services

Runway 4-22 and Taxiways 
Rehabilitation

Ronald Reagan 
Washington 

National
n/a $216,000 Sub

Engineering design services, 
implementation services for 
airside pavement engineering 
and construction phase services

Runway 27L Extension and 
Associated Taxiways

Philadelphia 
International n/a $144,700 Sub

Engineering design services 
and implementation services for 
airside pavement engineering

Gate Apron Rehabilitation & 
Drainage Improvements  Pkg 1

Denver 
International n/a $35,297 Sub Implementation services for 

airside pavement engineering

Runway 10L-28R Rehabilitation 
& Shoulder Improvements

John Glenn 
Columbus 

International
>$14.3M $450,000 Sub

Engineering design services, 
implementation services for 
airside pavement engineering 
and construction phase services
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Project Title/Description Airport / Facility Construction 
Cost

Contract 
Value Role Services Provided

Gate Apron Rehabilitation & 
Drainage Improvements  Pkg 2

Denver 
International n/a $59,234 Sub

Engineering design services 
and construction administration 
services

Taxiway B Widening Dulles 
International n/a $31,661 Sub Implementation services for 

airside pavement testing

Repair Runway 1R-19L & 
Associated Taxiways K4, K5, & 
K6

Dulles 
International n/a $948,000 Sub

Engineering design services, 
implementation services for 
airside pavement engineering 
and construction phase services

Conversion of Existing Runway 
10R-28L to Parallel Taxiway 
with Completion and Addition 
of Connector Taxiways to New 
Runway 10R-28L Relocation 

John Glenn 
Columbus 

International
n/a $811,065 Sub

Engineering design services, 
implementation services for 
airside pavement engineering 
and construction phase services

Airside Pavement Management 
System Update

Tucson 
International n/a $149,568 Prime

Implementation services for 
airside pavement management 
system update

Runway 7R-25L, Taxiway H and 
Connector Taxiways Pavement 
Repair Alternatives

Los Angeles 
International n/a $388,000 Sub

Engineering design services, 
implementation services for 
airside pavement engineering 
and construction phase services

Runway 1-19 Overlay, 
Hold Apron and Taxiways 
Rehabilitation

Ronald Reagan 
Washington 

National
n/a $319,789 Sub

Engineering design services, 
implementation services for 
airside pavement engineering 
and construction phase services

Update for Runway 12-30, 
1L-19R,  1C-19C, 1R-19L, and 
Midfield Complexes 

Dulles 
International n/a $286,419 Sub

Implementation services for 
airside pavement management 
system services

Taxiway E and F Design 
Services

Kansas City 
International n/a $94,835 Sub Airside pavement engineering 

services

Runway 1R-19L Complex - 
Pavement Repair

Kansas City 
International n/a $23,130 Sub Implementation services for 

airside pavement engineering

Airport Pavement Management 
System Update

Louisville 
International n/a $184,592 Sub

Implementation services for 
airside pavement management 
system study

Airport Pavement Evaluation 
Phase I 

Piedmont Triad 
International n/a $44,137 Sub

Implementation services for 
airside pavement management 
system study

Concourse B Apron 
Rehabilitation Design 

Denver 
International n/a $9,880 Sub Implementation services for 

airside pavement engineering
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ARCHITECT-ENGINEER QUALIFICATIONS
PART I - CONTRACT-SPECIFIC QUALIFICATIONS

A. CONTRACT INFORMATION
1. TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State)

E22-11 Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation
2. PUBLIC NOTICE DATE 3. SOLICITATION OR PROJECT NUMBER

October 6, 2022 E22-11
B. ARCHITECT-ENGINEER POINT OF CONTACT

4. NAME AND TITLE

Christopher Decker, PE – Senior Vice President
5, NAME OF FIRM

RDM International, Inc. (DUNS-18-687-9938; CAGE Code-1PV28; TIN No. 54-1418927)
6. TELEPHONE NUMBER 7. FAX NUMBER 8. EMAIL ADDRESS

703.709.2540 703.709.2535 cdecker@rdmintlinc.com
C. PROPOSED TEAM

(Check)

9. FIRM NAME 10.ADDRESS 11. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT

PR
IM

E

J-
V

PA
RT

NE
R

SU
BC

ON
-

TR
AC

TO
R

a. RDM International,Inc. 43671 Trade Center Place
Suite 130
Sterling, VA 20166

Project management; pavement 
engineering design; electrical 
engineering; constructability reviewCHECK IF BRANCH OFFICE

b. RDM International,Inc. 1500 Walnut Street
Suite 804
Philadelphia, PA 19102

Civil engineering; design and 
construction administration 
coordinationCHECK IF BRANCH OFFICE

c. RDM International,Inc. 2454 N. McMullen Booth Rd.
Suite 712
Clearwater, FL 33759

Aviation planning
CHECK IF BRANCH OFFICE

d. RDM International,Inc. 1989 W. Fifth Avenue
Suite 10
Columbus, OH 43212

Quality control; cost estimating; 
construction scheduling

CHECK IF BRANCH OFFICE

e. RDM International,Inc. 5330 Griggs Road
Suite 106
Houston, TX 77021

Construction Inspection
CHECK IF BRANCH OFFICE

g. RMA Group 12130 Santa Margarita Court
Rancho Cucamonga, CA, 91730 Geotechnical Engineering

CHECK IF BRANCH OFFICE

h. Wagner Engineering & Survey, Inc. 17134 Devonshire St.
Suite 200
Northridge, CA 91325

Survey; Civil Engineering Support
CHECK IF BRANCH OFFICE

i.
CHECK IF BRANCH OFFICE

D. ORGANIZATIONAL CHART OF PROPOSED TEAM  (Included in Proposal)
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PROJECT TEAM

For this design project, we are proposing the same core team 
that delivered the Airside Pavement Rehabilitation Design 
- 4 Areas project in 2020 and the Taxiway C and Shoulders
Rehabilitation project in 2022 (with the exception of LEAN
Technology Corporation). Lean has not been added to our team
to date due to the lack of electrical design scope based on
approach to shoulder rehabilitation. Current design approach is
to pave around electrical edge lighting without removing fixtures
or replacing any electrical components within the proposed
project area. RDM will engage Lean as necessary if additional
electrical design is required.

Our Team consists of one (1) California-certified WBE. As part of 
this effort, WES will be providing surveying and civil engineering 
support. Table 2 provides the license information and estimated 
percentage of work to be completed by each team member. 

We selected these team members based on our history working 
together on previous BUR projects and the lessons learned from 
each that will translate into more efficiencies on this project.

The following offers a summary of our team's qualifications and 
experience delivering similar services.

Table 2: Team Member Information 

Firm License 
Information

Estimated 
Workload

 (% of scope)

RDM C2656954   70%
WES C1489146 15%
RMA C0604784  15%

FIRM PROFILES

Contract Administration; Quality Control; Civil Engineering; Electrical 
Engineering; Airport Planning; Pavement Evaluation & Engineering; 
Construction Management

RDM International, Inc. (RDM) is a Small Business Enterprise (SBE) Engineering Firm founded in 1987.  RDM has been 
researching, designing, evaluating, and constructing high performance pavements on airports, highways, seaport and military 
bases for more than 35 years. RDM has completed over 700 projects in 48 states, the Caribbean, Asia, South America, Africa 
and the Middle East having an aggregate pavement construction cost exceeding $3 billion dollars. During this time, we have 
performed research for the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) as well as other government agencies and commercial clients 
regarding statistical quality assurance specifications, mechanistic structural design methods, nondestructive testing, material 
recycling, and new pavement materials. RDM excels across the board when it comes to design due to our expertise on all 
components of the pavement process. From evaluation of the in-situ condition and the distresses that are being experienced, 
RDM develops a project specific approach to deliver the most economical pavement testing and geotechnical investigation 
program to build an understanding for each individual project worked on. RDM’s expertise and experience in pavement materials 
and failures, such as durability concerns, alkali silica reactivity (ASR), etc., provides the understanding of how different materials 
will perform and the optimum rehabilitation for any scenario. RDM’s extensive experience in overseeing construction of Asphalt 
and Portland Cement Concrete projects provides insight into constructibility challenges (including local sourced material which 
impacts budget), leading to a design that avoids costly delays and change orders during construction.

We own and operate three Heavy Falling Weight Deflectometers (HWD) for Non-Destructive Testing (NDT),  a SIMCO 255 PTC 
Core Rig for cores, a MK2 GripTester for friction test, GPS/GIS mobile devices for pavement inspection, a GSSI Model 4200S 
GPR for subsurface investigation, a MIRA for Ultrasonic Imaging, and a DJI Phantom 4 Pro drone to support our evaluation and 
construction support services. We also utilize current design and mapping software for our services such as AutoCAD Civil 3D, 
Microstation, PAVERTM, ESRI ArcGIS, and Transoft Solutions AviPlan Airside Pro. Utilizing these resources, RDM's technical 
staff provides targeted design solutions that consider the site specific circumstances of your airports, such as condition of 
existing facilities, soils, environmental influences, availability of suitable materials, expected usage, etc.

Engineering Technology Research
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Civil Engineering
Tom Lee (28)*
Seth Hines (9)*
Stephanie Wagner, PE, PLS* (46)

Pavement Engineering
Beida Xie (36)*
Harsh Patel (4)

Electrical Engineering
David Burgess, PE, PhD (32)*

Geotechnical Engineering
Johnny Rodriquez, EIT (14)

Surveying Technician
Armando Abad, PLS (20)
Kieran Doherty, PLS (36)

Materials Testing
Brett Andersen (11)
Brandon Buffalo (10) 

Construction Support
Rick Boyd (36)*
Jon 'JD' Maldet (28)
Kendall Fellman (30)

Cost Estimates
Rick Hines (19)*

Wagner Engineering and Survey, Inc. (WES), a WBE/DBE/SBE/CBE Los Angeles firm founded 
in 1990, is a dynamic corporation dedicated to providing quality survey, mapping, land planning and 
civil engineering services in a cost effective and ambitious manner. The firm possesses substantial 
surveying experience in transportation/airport/institutional/commercial projects including numerous 
projects at BUR.  WES prides itself in technology advances in providing complete "Field to Office" 
services in the design, aerial mapping & surveying processes. WES is well known for the quality of 
our deliverables — detailed topographic surveys, vast swaths of aerial mapping; our GPS horizontal 
and vertical control survey networks exceed all accuracy standards set by the American Congress of 
Surveying and Mapping. The horizontal control and drawing software used for CADD production are 
the latest versions of AutoCAD, AutoCAD Civil 3-D, MicroStation and Inroads. 

Land Survey & 
Mapping; Civil 
Engineering Support

RMA Group (RMA) has demonstrated a passion for FAA projects and developed specific expertise 
in the design and construction of aviation projects throughout its 54 year history. RMA Group has 
always been at the forefront of geotechnical engineering, materials testing, and inspection services for 
aviation projects. RMA Group has provided professional services on more than 1,200 airport-related 
projects at more than 35 airports / airfields throughout California since 1962. With more than 300 
professional engineers, inspectors, technicians, project managers and supporting staff, RMA Group 
has the personnel qualities to keep your project in line with the scope of work assigned and will provide 
successful closeout of all task orders. RMA Group owns and operates the most comprehensive 
materials testing laboratories throughout California. Their testing laboratories are certified and 
recognized as a soils and physical materials testing laboratory by the following agencies: Caltrans, 
AASHTO, National Bureau of Standards, City of Los Angeles, State of California Office of Architecture 
(DSA), and AMRL.

Geotechnical 
Engineering; Materials 
Testing; Inspection 
Services

Engineering Technology ResearchEngineering Technology Research

Engineering Technology Research

Engineering Technology Research

Engineering Technology Research

Engineering Technology Research

Engineering Technology Research

Engineering Technology Research

Engineering Technology Research

Engineering Technology Research

Engineering Technology Research

Engineering Technology Research

Project Manager
Chris Decker, F.ASCE*

Civil Engineer
Shirin Mathakari, PE*

Pavement Engineer 
Mathew Diffin*

Survey Manager       
Stephanie Wagner, PE, PLS*

Geotechnical Engineer
Slawek Dymerski, PE, GE*

Project Executive
Peter Yip

Quality Control
David Stromberg, PMP*

SUPPORT STAFF (Years Experience)

Engineering Technology Research

* = Resume Included

Engineering Technology Research
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Table 3: Key Personnel Roles and Responsibilities

Name Project Role                  
(Years of Experience) Firm %   

Available Key Responsibilities

Chris Decker, PE* Project Manager                
(30) RDM 60%

Single point-of-contact. Manage all aspects of project 
including subconsultant, client and FAA coordination, 
design, budget and schedule

Dave Stromberg, PE, PMP* QA/QC Manager    
(20) RDM 50%

Review all aspects of design for completeness and 
accuracy – Quality assurance and Quality control of 
all milestone deliverables

Shirin Mathakari, PE Lead Engineer  
(15) RDM 70%

Engineer of Record - provide airside design 
management; review as-built records, design and 
construction administration coordination, sign and seal 
documents

Tom Lee, PE* Sr. Project Engineer               
(28) RDM 70%

Airside design development, technical specification 
development and production management – value 
engineering

Brian Witaconis Planning                            
(18) RDM 60% Phasing concepts, aircraft movement analysis and 

design support services

Slawek Dymerski, PE, GE Geotechnical Engineer     
(25) RMA 50% Pavement coring, soil boring, materials testing and 

any other geotechnical services as required

Mathew Diffin, PE* Pavement Engineer           
(15) RDM 40% Pavement condition index (PCI) validation and Life 

Cycle Cost Analysis

Beida Xie, PE* Pavement Engineer                    
(36) RDM 50% Pavement design (section) alternatives

Stephanie Wagner, PE, 
PLS, LEED AP, FACEC

Surveying                          
(45) WES 30% Management of surveying support services

David Burgess, PE, PhD Lead Electrical Engineer 
(32) RDM 50% Airfield lighting, electrical design as required

Rick Boyd
Construction 

Phase Services                             
(36)

RDM 70% Constructibility, design and phasing concept 
development – lead construction manager

Rick Hines, PE* Cost Estimating
(19) RDM 40% Cost estimating, constructability reviews, construction 

scheduling, and construction administration support

* not licensed in California
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Chris Decker, PE, F.ASCE Project Manager
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

30 16
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RDM INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Sterling, VA)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

BS, Civil Engineering Professional Engineer: OH (PE.75027) and 22 other states

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Chris's expertise is in pavement design, civil design, materials testing, quality control / quality assurance, set-up and operation of 
aggregate, Concrete and Asphalt plant sites, and construction management.
19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Design Services | Columbus Regional Airports Authority | 
Columbus, OH

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2022 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Manager responsible for scheduling, budget, and coordination with subs and client. Provide coordination using daily 
and weekly interaction to meet the design scope, construction phasing, and cost control. Provide mentoring of staff and provide 
translation of plan views to the section and detail requirements for constructibility. Provide expertise with specifying appropriate 
materials requirements and perform design reviews.

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Cargo Apron Expansion | Sacramento International Airport (SMF) 
| Sacramento, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Manager leading the planning and design evaluating multiple design options. The design expanded the apron pavement 
to increase the number of parking positions from 1 to 4 and required reconstruction of the GSE staging pavement. Extended 
impervious pavement to include the taxiway fillet for Cargo positions. Extended impervious pavement to include a new vehicle 
service road including planning and design to incorporate an future expanded layout and grading for the planned Phase 2 work to 
the north of the project site. 

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Taxiway C and Shoulders Rehabilitation | Hollywood Burbank 
Airport (BUR) | Burbank, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Manager (Prime Consultant) serving as the technical lead and primary point of contact with the client and coordinated 
all tasks associated with the design.  Chris led all disciplines in the development of construction documents, bid support, and 
construction support services.  He was key in development of the Construction Safety and Phasing Plan which minimized impacts 
to airfield operations.

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Rehabilitation for Position 35O & Hold Bay 15 | Washington 
National Airport (DCA) | Alexandria, VA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Manager (Prime) analyzing and providing design alternatives for the Interim Expansion of the Runway 15 Hold Bay.  
The project included specific airfield pavement structure and geometry layout recommendations with respect to the new North 
Terminal apron area and the current alignment of Taxiway N. A major rehabilitation was provided for two separate areas and to 
provide plan documents to define airfield repairs, rehabilitation and drainage structure improvements. To accomplish this work, 
aircraft simulations to define jet blast analysis, expanded markings and a parking configuration was provided. 

Engineering Technology Research
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Dave Stromberg, PE, PMP, ENV SP Civil Engineer
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

20 4
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RDM INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Philadelphia, PA)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

MBA, General; BS, Architectural Engineering; Certificate in 
Engineering Management

Professional Engineer: DE, MD; Project Management Professional; 
Envision Sustainability Professional

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Dave's collective engineering design experience includes roles as a project engineer, project manager, task manager, and quality 
control manager.
19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Airside Pavement Rehabilitation Design - 4 Areas | Hollywood 
Burbank Airport (BUR) | Burbank, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Aviation Engineer to assist airside design of various pavement rehabilitation and reconstruction projects throughout airfield. 
Project role includes quality review and development of plans, specifications, CSPP, cost estimate review, project schedule, and 
Construction Management Plan development.

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

T-Hangar G, H, I Apron Rehabilitation | Bolton Field Airport (TZR) |
Columbus, Ohio

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Engineer responsible for quality control of contract documents and establishing construction phasing approach to project 
delivery.  Project consisted of mill/replace of AC pavements in vicinity of multiple stakeholders associated with the airfield.  Project 
role included review of project deliverables, stakeholder coordination, phasing development, CSPP finalization and mentoring of 
younger staff members.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Cargo Apron Expansion | Sacramento International Airport (SMF) 
| Sacramento, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Quality control lead responsible for quality control and quality assurance for each deliverable.  Project role included multi-
discipline project team coordination, development of construction phasing and delivery of CSPP, review of all project deliverables 
and client coordination.

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Pavement Rehabilitation for Position 35O & Hold Bay 15 | 
Washington National Airport (DCA) | Alexandria, VA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Engineer responsible for quality control and quality assurance for the project.  Project role included client coordination 
to resolve client milestone review comments in addition to internal design team coordination to complete technical reviews in 
compliance with the requirements of the QC/QA program.  Additionally, confirmed project deliverables achieved project objectives 
through scope and fee coordination to project deliverables.

Engineering Technology Research
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Shirin Mathakari, PE Lead Civil Engineer
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

15 13
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RDM INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Sterling, VA)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

MS, Civil Engineering; 
BE, Civil Engineering Professional Engineer: CA (#87070), VA

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Shirin has 15 years of experience in civil engineering, specializing in pavement design, evaluation, and maintenance.  Shirin will lead 
all civil design elements and serve as the Engineer of Record similar to his role on previous design projects at BUR.

19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Airside Pavement Rehabilitation Design - 4 Areas | Hollywood 
Burbank Airport (BUR) | Burbank, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Aviation Engineer to assist airside design of various pavement rehabilitation and reconstruction projects throughout airfield. 
Project role includes quality review and development of plans, specifications, CSPP, cost estimate review, project schedule, and 
Construction Management Plan development.

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Taxiway C and Shoulders Rehabilitation | Hollywood Burbank 
Airport (BUR) | Burbank, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2022 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Shirin served as the Civil Design Manager and Engineer of Record.  Shirin was instrumental in performing the pavement 
evaluation and structural analysis through design and provided oversight of design development.  Responsibilities included 
structural and functional evaluation with NDT, geotechnical requirements, and pavement thickness design based on aircraft fleet 
mix analysis.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Cargo Apron Expansion | Sacramento International Airport (SMF) 
| Sacramento, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Pavement Engineer and Engineer of Record responsible for the pavement evaluation and design. Thoroughly evaluated the 
existing site for subgrade design parameters using NDT and geotechnical investigation. Detailed future traffic was developed 
based on current and forecast traffic data. FAA’s design procedures were followed and the FAARFIELD program was used to 
provide various pavement sections based on pavement use and location. Responsible for quality control review of all milestone 
stage design submissions.

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Taxiway A Rehabilitation | Hollywood Burbank Airport (BUR) | 
Burbank, CA 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2019 2020
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Pavement Engineer and Engineer of Record responsible to lead pavement evaluation and design of airfield pavement. The 
project included visual field inspection, nondestructive testing, development of rehabilitation options and structural evaluation for 
Taxiways C, D, and Cargo Apron. Responsible for quality control review of all milestone stage design submissions.

Engineering Technology Research
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Mathew Diffin, PE Lead Pavement Engineer
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

15 13
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RDM INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Gray, ME)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

BS, Civil Engineering Professional Engineer: ME, NC, VA, WY

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Mat has more than 15 years of experience in airport and roadway pavement construction and design, materials testing, quality 
control, construction management, and pavement design and evaluation. He has extensive experience evaluating pavement and 
determining and designing the optimum repair strategy.
19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Airport Pavement Management System (APMS) | Sacramento 
International Airport (SMF) | Sacramento, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020 n/a
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Deputy Project Manager. The project included functional evaluation of all runway, taxiway, apron, and shoulder pavements 
including determination of current and predicted PCI values. A structural evaluation, including NDT, pavement coring, traffic 
analysis, remaining structural life and PCN calculations were completed for runway & taxiway pavements. Oversaw all aspects 
of the project and provided support and technical expertise to the team throughout the duration. Worked closely with SMF staff 
to develop a comprehensive 10-year CIP including detailed cost estimates and short-term alternatives where appropriate.

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 13-31 Rehabilitation | Will Rogers World Airport (OKC) | 
Oklahoma City, OK

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Manager for the investigation of the cause of pavement blistering on the runway. Oversaw all investigations including 
records investigation, pavement distress mapping, Non-Destructive Testing, selection of pavement core locations, and ground 
penetrating radar survey. Data was reduced and recommendations were made to the airport regarding likely causes and repair 
alternatives. Detailed cost estimates were provided to obtain FAA Grant funding for the project. Two pavement sections – one 
asphalt and the other PCC – were designed with a pavement workshop to determine which pavement was to be used.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Pavement Management System Update | Buffalo-Niagara 
International Airport (BUF) �| Buffalo, NY

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2019 n/a
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Deputy Project Manager responsible for day-to-day activities of the project including all field work collection, technical analysis, 
and deliverable creation. Mr. Diffin presented preliminary CIP recommendations to the Authority and coordinated closely with 
all stakeholders to customize a recommended Capital Improvement Program (CIP) including detailed cost estimates and project 
narratives. Working closely with airport staff, Mr. Diffin worked to provide CIP budgets that incorporated non-pavement related 
items such as drainage and electrical upgrades.

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Airfield Pavement Management System Implementation | Will 
Rogers World Airport (OKC) | Oklahoma City, OK

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2019 n/a
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Manager for Pavement Management System Implementation. The work included a visual condition survey of the 
airfield pavement surfaces to identify distresses, records research, GIS implementation. A non-destructive testing (NDT) 
was conducted on all airfield pavements. A structural evaluation was performed based on NDT testing, Traffic analysis, and 
geotechnical investigation. The PCN was developed for all airfield pavements at BUR. A complete 5-year maintenance and 
rehabilitation program was established using functional and structural analysis with yearly budget estimates.
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Slawek Dymerski, PE, GE Lead Geotechnical Engineer
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

28 28
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RMA Group (Rancho Cucamonga, CA)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

BS, Civil Engineering Professional Engineer: CA (#63389), NV
Geotechnical Engineer: CA (#2764)

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Slawek has more than 25 years of engineering experience, including nearly two decades in project management. He has been 
involved in all aspects of field exploration and data analysis for a wide range of pavement evaluation, construction inspection, 
geotechnical exploration, and design projects including a wide range of airfield projects throughout southern California.  Slawek 
has experience on more than 200 airport projects giving him unparalleled knowledge of FAA Standards and practices. He has 
comprehensive knowledge of FAA Advisory Circulars 150 / 5320-6E “Airport Pavement Design and Evaluation” and 150 / 5370-11 
“Non-Destructive Testing of Airport Pavements”. With his airport experience spanning design and construction, Slawek applies 
successful construction solutions during the design and construction process.
19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

On-Call Materials Testing & Inspection Services | Hollywood-
Burbank Airport (BUR) | Burbank, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Slawek is responsible for various task orders. He has provided geotechnical and materials engineering for new taxiways and 
runway rehabilitation which included determination of soils and existing pavement properties and conditions for new pavement 
design. He has managed inspection and testing of fill placement, compaction testing of base courses, inspection of asphalt 
concrete laydown and asphalt batch plants, and quality assurance testing of asphalt concrete, Portland cement concrete, 
and aggregates. Slawek is responsible for coordinating lab testing and analyzing test results during construction of taxiways, 
runways, and aprons. He also ensures that all RMA personnel are properly trained in health and safety issues relating to 
working during operational hours, and specifically FAA regulations.

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Taxiway A Rehabilitation | Hollywood Burbank Airport (BUR) | 
Burbank, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020 2020
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Slawek was responsible for all aspects of quality control and oversight of the geotechnical engineering investigation prepared by 
RMA Group for the Taxiway A Rehabilitation project at Hollywood-Burbank Airport. The project is located on the northeast side 
of the airport.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 8-26 & Runway 15-33 Rehabilitation | Hollywood Burbank 
Airport (BUR) | Burbank, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2016 2016
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Slawek completed geotechnical design services for the Runway 8-26 and 15-33 Rehabilitation projects. RMA Group was 
hired to address one of the airport’s main safety concerns. As the Airport grew, its main artery needed extension. The project 
extended Taxiway D from the southern edge of Runway 15-33, the main takeoff runway, to the eastern end of Runway 8-26, the 
airport’s main landing path. The project also included the relocation of the airport service road and guard kiosk, reconstruction 
of the asphalt pavement, and the addition of a tie-in to Taxiway D that allows service planes, such as UPS aircraft, to turn out 
instead of waiting behind commercial planes.
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Stephanie Wagner, PE, PLS Lead Civil Engineer
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

46 31
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

Wagner Engineering & Survey, Inc. (Northridge, CA)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

BS, Civil Engineering Professional Engineer: CA (#46979), LA; Professional Land Surveyor: 
CA (#5752); LEED Accredited Professional (2004)

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Ms. Wagner is a well-known leader in the civil engineering and land surveying professions. She is the dedicated founder of her firm 
and has managed civil design and construction surveys for LAUSD, CALTRANS, Metro, Alameda Corridor East, City and County of 
Los Angeles and numerous other municipalities.
19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Engineering Design Services Taxiway C-14 and D, LA, CA | Los 
Angeles International Airport (LAX) | Los Angeles, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2019
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Ms. Wagner. as Principal Surveyor, managed the topographic surveys including spot elevations along existing roads, ramps and 
taxiways. The survey team located inlets, manholes, utilities, edge and centerline lights, signs, valves, meters, fire hydrants and 
more. She oversaw the determined benchmarks on established controls. A fence line was designed and a layered, color coded 
and a topographic map was delivered.

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

FAA Airports Geographic Information System Close Out Survey | 
Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) | Los Angeles, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2018
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Ms. Wagner, Principal Surveyor, managed the AGIS survey performed for LAWA at LAX. The survey ensured field data collection 
methodology met AGIS standards and all data collected was formatted to these standards to be in compliance with the FAA and 
National Geodetic Survey (NGS) organization. Deliverables included survey data, sketches, narrative report and detailed labeled 
photographs of the blast walls, runway ends and more.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Utilities Landside Access Modernization Project Enabling Project 
| Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) | Los Angeles, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Ms. Wagner managed multiple task orders for this LAX Airport project. Tasks including utility investigation via potholing, 
topographic survey for service road widening, survey for parking lot E construction, survey for parking lot C construction, USA 
floor survey, waterline relocation survey, parking structure survey/construction staking.

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Taxiway D Extension Project | Hollywood-Burbank Airport (BUR) | 
Burbank, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2014 2014
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Ms. Wagner, Project Manager responsible for the aerial survey, mapping and detailed survey cross-sections for the extension 
of Taxiway “D” at the Burbank Airport. Supplemental field survey included all visible utilities, runway/taxiway lighting, electrical 
junction structures, drainage structures and more.
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

David Burgess, PE, PhD Lead Pavement Engineer
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

32 3
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RDM INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Sterling, VA)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

PhD, Electrical Engineering; MEng, Construction 
Management; BS, Electrical Engineering 

Professional Engineer: CA (#24483) DC, GA, MD, NC, NJ, NM, NY, 
SC, VA, VT, WV

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

AAAE Airport Certified Employee (ACE) – Airfield Lighting Maintenance; Society of American Military Engineers (SAME); 
Illuminating Engineering Society (IES), Airport Lighting Committee
19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Terminal 8 Taxilane Rehabilitation | John F. Kennedy International 
Airport | Jamaica, NY

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Lead Electrical Engineer responsible for preliminary project development associated with client coordination, scope and fee 
development, PANYNJ standards compliance. Role expanded to assist with quality control and quality assurance for civil project 
deliverables and project phasing. Project role included coordination with the client and project team through updates progress 
meeting attendance and comment resolution.

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

AFL and ATCT Tower Generator, UPS, and Power Upgrades | 
Mather Airport (MHR) | Sacramento, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020 2020
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Electrical Engineer for airport power system upgrades in support of future SA CAT II lighting upgrades at MHR. Indoor standby 
generators are being replaced with outdoor type at both the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) and Airfield Lighting Vault (ALV).  
A new Uninterruptible Power Supply (UPS) system is being added to the ALV to support zero second power transfer for critical 
systems. Constant current regulators, the lighting control system, and support fiber cables are also being upgraded to current 
technology.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Airside Pavement Rehabilitation Design - 4 Areas | Hollywood 
Burbank Airport (BUR) | Burbank, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Electrical Engineer for the design of taxiway edge lighting layout for the entrance to Aircraft Parking Ramp Delta to 
accommodate pavement geometry and marking improvements, including relocation of mandatary lighted signs. Initiated a 
change to relocate an adjacent lighted sign and circuit under construction in order to avoid a second relocation when pavement 
geometry changed. Prepared lighting layout plans, specifications, and cost estimate.

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 6-24 Rehabilitation | Teterboro Airport (TEB) | New Jersey
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2019 2020
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Prepared airfield lighting circuit load and insulation resistance calculations in support of the runway rehabilitation. By quantifying 
total circuit load, he verified minimal modifications were required to the existing lighting vault. Estimated insulation resistance 
values of new and modified lighting circuits for use in field verification.

Engineering Technology Research
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Tom Lee, PE Civil Engineer
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

28 8
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RDM INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Philadelphia, PA)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

MS, Civil Engineering; BS, Civil Engineering;
BS, Architectural Engineering Professional Engineer: PA, DE, NJ, NY, MD, NH, VA, WV, KY, FL

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Tom is the aviation design manager and a senior engineer for RDM, specializing in airside civil engineering. He has led the evaluation 
and complex design efforts for more than 60 airfield projects. 
19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Taxiway C and Shoulders Rehabilitation | Hollywood Burbank 
Airport (BUR) | Burbank, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2022 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Deputy Project Manager and Airside Lead Civil supporting the Project Manager and Civil Design Manager. Responsible for 
civil/site work design, including existing grading evaluation, overall layout geometrics and pavement design and general airside 
design. Work includes review of current as-built information, technical specification development, construction development plan 
and coordination with utilities, quality control review of all design and deliverable compilation. Design development, construction 
phasing review and develop paving details / repair details. 

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Cargo Apron Expansion | Sacramento International Airport (SMF) 
| Sacramento, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Airside Design Manager and Project Engineer responsible to lead civil/site work design, including base plan development, 
overall layout geometrics Work included review of current as-built information, technical specification development, construction 
development plan and coordination with stormwater and electrical utilities, quality control review of all design and deliverable 
compilation. Responsible for the overall development of bid construction documents including plans, specifications, engineer’s 
design report and estimated construction costs.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Pavement Rehabilitation for Position 35O & Hold Bay 15 | Ronald 
Reagan Washington National Airport (DCA) | Alexandria, VA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Airside Lead Civil Engineer responsible for civil work design of existing and proposed pavement design and development 
of paving details / repair details. Work includes review of current as-built information, technical specification development, 
construction detail plans and quality control review of pavement design and deliverable items. The project included specific airfield 
pavement structure and geometry layout recommendations with respect to the new North Terminal apron area and the current 
alignment of Taxiway November.

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 9-27 Rehabilitation | Cincinnati/Northern Kentucky 
Airport (CVG) | Hebron, KY

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Engineer responsible for civil/site work design, including existing and proposed pavement design and layout geometrics 
and development of paving details / repair details. Designed improvement of both asphalt and concrete pavement to rehabilitate 
Runway 9/27, Taxiways K and J and connector taxiway system. Work includes review of current as-built information, technical 
specification development, construction development plan and coordination with utilities, quality control review of all design and 
deliverable compilation.
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Beida Xie, PE Pavement Engineer
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

36 14
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RDM INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Sterling, VA)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

MS, Civil Engineering
BS, Highway Engineering Professional Engineer: VA

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Beida has more than 35 years of experience specializing in pavement engineering. His engineering specialties are design, evaluation, 
and maintenance of airport and roadway pavements. He has in-depth knowledge and experience applying current pavement design 
standards from the FAA, DoD, AASHTO and related industries with proficient use of corresponding software packages. 
19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 9-27 Rehabilitation | Cincinnati / Northern Kentucky 
International Airport (CVG) | Hebron, Kentucky

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Pavement Engineer responsible for the evaluation of the existing pavement conditions, functional and structural. Performed 
non-destructive testing and provided locations for geotechnical investigations. Reviewed the construction history for better 
understanding the existing pavement structures constructed at different times. Provided rehabilitation design for the future traffic 
requirements with sensitivity analysis for the traffic for alternative rehabilitation methods, including “mill/replacement” and full 
reconstruction.

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Pavement Rehabilitation for Position 35O & Hold Bay 15 | Ronald 
Reagan Washington National Airport (DCA) | Alexandria, VA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Pavement Engineer responsible for the evaluation of the existing pavement structures at the hold bay and a parking position. 
Performed nondestructive testing and ground penetration scan data evaluation. Analyzed the testing data with the cores and 
exiting surface conditions and provided short-term solution for the hold bay to be compatible with future expansion in the area. 
Provided rigid (PCC) pavement structure for the parking position to address the static loading condition.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 2-20 Pavement Repair | Columbia Regional Airport (COU) 
| Columbia, MO

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2018 2021
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Engineer – Performed NDT data analysis to provide reasonable in-situ subgrade support strengths that was stronger than 
what the geotechnical investigation indicated otherwise. Cost-effective repair options were provided that eliminated the need for 
deep undercut and saved construction cost and time. 

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Cargo Apron Expansion | Sacramento International Airport (SMF) 
| Sacramento, CA

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2021 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Responsible for the pavement designs in the expansion area in consideration of transition to the existing pavement area.  Different 
traffic patterns were considered for the pavement designs based on the parking positions and moving routes. 

Engineering Technology Research
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Rick Boyd Construction Manager
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

37 7
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RDM INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Houston, TX)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

n/a n/a

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Mr. Boyd has more than 35 years of construction experience which have involved materials testing, quality control/quality assurance, 
Resident Project Representative (RPR) and Construction Management tasks. Mr. Boyd has overseen construction operations and 
worked closely with contractors and facility owners to develop construction schedules, phasing plans & efficiency improvements.
19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Taxiway M Rehabilitation | Dallas Fort Worth International Airport 
(DFW) | Dallas, TX

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2022 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Provided CM Services, submittal review for all concrete and asphalt work items. On-site observation of all paving processes that 
include the P-403, P-401 and P-501 test strips. Conduct plant inspections prior to the paving process to ensure all standards 
and specifications are being met. Document all site visits and submit extensive observation reports along with continued 
documentation of all testing and PWL calculations. 

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Non-Standard Taxiways - Hot Spots Design and Construction | 
Houston Hobby International Airport (HOU) | Houston, TX

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2022 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Provided CM Services and RDM Project coordination. Project currently under design with construction to follow requiring 
personnel and inspection coordination.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 18R-36L Reconstruction | Dallas Fort Worth International 
Airport (DFW) | Dallas, TX

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2022 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Construction Management Services, Asphalt and Concrete Plant Inspections. On -Site observations of construction activities that 
included but are not limited to the placement of all asphalt and concrete material for the runway project. Reviewing JMF’s and 
submittals prior to construction as well as the observation of the asphalt control strips. 

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Taxiway A Rehabilitation | Hollywood Burbank Airport (BUR) | 
Burbank, CA 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2019 2020
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Construction Phase Services - Responsible for constructability review of milestone stage design submissions. Mr. Boyd provided 
on-site construction management support, coordinating efforts between the design engineer, construction inspection staff and the 
contractors.

Engineering Technology Research
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Rick Hines, PE Cost Estimates
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

19 9
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RDM INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Columbus, OH)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

BS, Civil Engineering Professional Engineer: MD, OH, OR, WV, VA

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Rick's experience is in civil design, materials testing, quality control / quality assurance, and construction management.  He serves as 
a Project Engineer for various airport projects and over the past sixteen years he has successfully completed multiple airfield projects 
across the United States. 
19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Design Services | Columbus Regional Airports Authority | 
Columbus, OH

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2022 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Managed quality control plan requirements. Coordinate plan document reviews and provide input on standards and proper 
presentation. Input to constructability requirements and phasing to identify potential plan concerns for construction. Provide 
overall review to make sure the design scope is met. Projects included Apron Reconstruction CM at Rickenbacker Int'l (LCK), 
Taxilane and Apron Rehabilitation design and CM at Bolton Field (TZR), VSR rehabilitation design and CM at LCK, and the 
Taxilane Rehabilitation design and CM at John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 3L/21R & Taxiways Reconstruction | Detroit Metropolitan 
Airport (DTW) | Detroit, MI

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020 2020
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Resident Project Engineer during construction and Project Engineer during design. tasked with managing construction activities 
and developing the pavement and underdrain design. The project scope includes the reconstruction of Runway 3L/21R and the 
associated taxiways surrounding the runway. The Runway 3L De-Ice Pad will be rehabilitated under this project. As part of the 
project, the design team is working to recycle or reuse all existing pavement materials onsite.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 9-27 & Associated Taxiways Rehabilitation | Cincinnati-
Northern Kentucky International Airport (CVG) | Hebron, KY

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020 2020
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Engineer tasked to provide final pavement design and rehabilitation recommendations for the airfield pavements included 
in the Runway 9-27 complex. The project includes analyzing the existing PCC and APC pavements to determine the most feasible 
rehabilitation/reconstruction alternatives that meet the airports long term goals.  Specific design tasks include: Non-destructive 
testing and condition survey review; recommendation and review of geotechnical testing; performing a life-cycle cost analysis; 
development of pavement design alternatives and preliminary phasing plans; develop pavement specifications.  

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Apron & Taxiway E Pavement Rehabilitation | John Glenn 
Columbus International Airport (CMH) | Columbus, OH

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2019 2019
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Manager tasked to provide design and construction observation services for the rehabilitation of the Terminal Apron 
and Taxiway E pavements.  The scope included replacement of the wearing surface of all bituminous pavements; expansion 
of the PCC north de-ice pad; minor geometry corrections on Taxiway E connectors; and limited full-depth bituminous patches 
throughout the project area. Detail was placed on the safety phasing plans to ensure the project is completed with minimal 
impacts to the airport tenants and airport operations.
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E. RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL PROPOSED FOR THIS CONTRACT
12. NAME 13. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT 14. YEARS EXPERIENCE

Seth Hines, PE Civil Engineer
A. TOTAL B. WITH CURRENT FIRM

9 9
15. FIRM NAME AND LOCATION (City and State)

RDM INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Columbus, OH)
16. EDUCATION (Degree and Specialization) 17. CURRENT PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION (State and Discipline)

BS, Civil Engineering Professional Engineer: OH

18. OTHER PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (Publications, Organizations, Training, Awards, etc.)

Seth's experience is in civil design, pavement evaluation, materials testing, and CM providing construction inspection and observation 
services for several complex construction projects.

19. RELEVANT PROJECTS

A.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Design Services | Columbus Regional Airports Authority | 
Columbus, OH

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2022 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Engineer responsible for design, including existing grade evaluation, overall layout geometrics, pavement design, and 
general airside design. Served as Project Superintendent responsible for field observation services. Specific tasks included: 
scheduling of survey crews and material testing; communicating with the owner and design team; verify and approve contractor’s 
quantities and pay applications; lead weekly progress meetings; review of contractor’s schedule updates as well as the program 
schedule.

B.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 9-27 Rehabilitation | Cincinnati/Northern Kentucky 
Airport (CVG) | Hebron, KY

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020 2022
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Engineer supporting development of Paving Plans, Paving Details, Typical Sections, Pavement Repair Plans, Pavement 
Repair Details, Quantity Takeoffs, and Cost Estimates. Identified and evaluated pavement distresses, severities, repair types, and 
quantities. Served as Project Inspector responsible for construction observation of all pavement related work.  Tasks included, 
but not limited to: Paving Construction Observation, Tracking Work and Quantities of Paving Pay Items, Verifying proper material 
testing is being completed.

C.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 3L-21R & Taxiways Reconstruction | Detroit Metropolitan 
Airport (DTW) | Detroit, MI

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2020 2020
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Inspector for construction activities regarding underdrain systems. Specific tasks included managing and scheduling 
inspection staff, underdrain construction observation, tracking work and quantities, reviewing underdrain pay items, verify 
and approve contractors quantities and pay applications, reviewing contractors schedule updates, and communicating with 
stakeholders. Also served as a Project Inspector tasked to assist in paving construction observation, this includes Asphalt and 
Concrete Paving (Poured and Slip-Form). 

D.

(1) TITLE AND LOCATION (City and State) (2) YEAR COMPLETED

Runway 9L-27R Reconstruction | Ohio State University Airport 
(OSU) | Columbus, OH

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONSTRUCTION (if applicable)

2017 2018
(3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION (Brief Scope, Size, Cost, etc.) AND SPECIFIC ROLE check if project performed with current firm

Project Engineer/Inspector tasked to provide design and construction services for the Runway 9L-27R pavement rehabilitation 
design-build project. The project scope included reconstructing 2,205 feet of the 3,000 feet bituminous runway and the addition of 
an underdrain system. Specific design tasks included: the development of pavement design alternatives during the project bidding 
phase; and the final pavement design, cross sections, drainage, pavement markings and safety/phasing plans after the project 
was awarded.
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G. KEY PERSONNEL PARTICIPATION IN EXAMPLE PROJECTS

26. NAMES OF KEY PERSONNEL 27. ROLE IN THIS CONTRACT
28. EXAMPLE PROJECTS LISTED IN SECTION F 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Chris Decker, PE, F.ASCE Project Manager

David Stromberg, PE, PMP, ENV SP Quality Manager

Shirin Mathakari, PE Civil Design Manager

Stephanie Wagner, PE, PLS, LEED AP, FACEC Lead Surveyor

Mathew Diffin, PE Lead Pavement Engineer

Slawek Dymerski, PE, GE Lead Geotechnical Engineer

Rick Boyd, PE Construction Support

Brian Witaconis Aviation Planning

Rick Hines, PE Cost Estimating

Tom Lee, PE Civil Engineer

David Burgess, PE, PhD Electrical Engineer

Seth Hines, PE Civil Engineer

Beida Xie, PE Pavement Engineer

29. EXAMPLE PROJECTS KEY
(from SC-1 Section F)

NUMBER TITLE OF EXAMPLE PROJECT (From Section F) NUMBER TITLE OF EXAMPLE PROJECT (From Section F)

1 Holdpad for Runway 28L Taxilane Rehabilitation 6

2 DCA Position 35O & Runway 15 Hold Bay 
Rehabilitation 7

3 SMF Cargo Apron Expansion 8

4 9

5 10



SC-3
PROJECT UNDERSTANDING
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PROJECT UNDERSTANDING
Throughout the past seven years, RDM and our team members 
have shown the BGPAA our ability to effectively maximize the 
design life of the pavements being rehabilitated while remaining 
within project budget constraints. As with our recent design 
and construction projects at BUR, our core approach is to 
leverage the knowledge of existing pavement conditions based 
on the Airport Pavement Management System we completed 
in 2018, identify and evaluate the current condition of these 
pavements to determine rates of deterioration as it relates to 
what was expected in 2018, and to coordinate with the BGPAA 
on appropriate rehabilitation strategies. This will include the 
assessment of existing airfield lights and signage within the 
project area, identifying locations of any abandoned light cans 
that could impact the design and/or construction methodologies, 
and other potential issues that may not have been anticipated 
in the project planning phase. For example, as highlighted in 
our project examples, RDM recently completed a taxilane and 
shoulder rehabilitation project at the John Glenn Columbus 
International Airport (CMH) in which significant deterioration 
was found in the subgrades of the shoulder pavement during 
construction. This issue was not expected during the design 
phase and required a change order during construction to 
correct. As a lesson learned transferable to this project, we 
would conduct a relatively inexpensive pavement evaluation to 
determine the condition of the subgrades and verify the suitability 

for a simple mill and overlay of the existing pavements.     

Generally, the RDM team provides the BGPAA:   

4 Reliability due to our familiarity with the BGPAA’s processes
and expectations and understanding of project objectives

4 Ability to deliver a project that maximizes safety and
minimizes impacts to the airfield operations (i.e. shoulder
rehab without removing edge lights)

4 Access to our industry-leading pavement expertise that
will not only confirm which distresses are present within
the pavement area, but also identify the root cause of the
distresses and how to maximize design life while remaining
within project budget constraints.

4 Attentive responsiveness and communication that will ensure
our team is focused on the BGPAA's objectives.

4 An array of subject matter experts that will be available
and will work in unison to deliver the best results possible
throughout the design and construction administration
services required in this contract.

As illustrated below and utilized on our numerous pavement 
rehabilitation projects, RDM's design process follows four distinct 
stages that provides an organized structure for project success. 
This process provides the framework for meeting project 

4 Detailed Scope & Fee
Documentation

4 Defined CPM Schedule
4 Documented regular

meetings to provide
updates to stakeholders
on design and
construction phasing
approach

4 Milestone deliverable
reviews

4 Resolve comments
4 Communicate potential

impacts with project
stakeholders (BGPAA,
ATCT, FAA, etc.)

4 Review As-built data
4 Understand construction

history
4 Summarize historical

APMS data
4 Evaluate similar project

histories and results
4 Discuss operations with

BGPAA
4 Confirm current and

anticipated future
aircraft traffic throughout
the project area

4 Prepare milestone
deliverables

4 Develop plans,
specifications, design
report, cost estimate, &
construction schedule

4 Develop phased
construction approach

4 Develop draft CSPP at
60% and Final by 90%

4 Document comment
resolutions

4 Bid phase services

4 Submittal &
RFI support

4 Develop & submit
construction
management plan

4 Assist BGPAA with
change order requests

4 Review pay applications
4 Prepare final

construction report
4 Prepare As-built plans

STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT

HISTORICAL RESEARCH

FIELD WORK & ANALYSIS COORDINATION

DESIGN DEVELOPMENT

RDM Typical Design Process
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RDM commits to include all significant meeting dates in the 
critical path schedule to provide advanced notice for all required 
participants from various stakeholders.  

Vital project meetings will include milestone deliverable reviews 
which will review client comments and design team resolutions, 
discussion on approach to construction phasing, summary 
of critical progress updates, any potential design issues with 
suggested resolutions for client input.

3.1.	  Agenda (action Items / new business) 
RDM understands that all productive meetings start with clear 
agendas outlining critical discussion items that are assigned 
to the correct point of contact.  Critical discussion items 
are drawn from action items required by schedule, previous 
meeting discussions, and/or new information that presents 
itself throughout the project timeline.  All attendees will have 
opportunity to ask questions and will be encouraged to discuss 
any concerns. 

3.2.	 Meeting Minutes (action items follow through) 
All pertinent discussion items will be summarized in meeting 
minutes to be distributed to each project stakeholder that was 
invited.  All meeting minute documentation will include the 
date, meeting purpose, persons invited, confirmation of which 
attendees participated and action items with assigned dates for 
close out.  

3.3.	 Stakeholder Communication 

To ensure smooth project delivery, RDM commits to provide 
seamless coordination between Our Team members and the 
BGPAA through our Project Manager.  RDM understands that 
open communication channels and access to subject matter 
experts is critical to establishing trust between a project team 
and the BGPAA.  RDM affirms that Our Team will work closely 
with the BGPAA to ensure we have the correct team members 
assigned to each task with clear points of contact established to 
maintain accountability.  

Our Team members have successfully delivered similar projects.  
Clear written and verbal communication between all project 
stakeholders is the backbone of this success.   Documented 
phone conversations of important items, concise email 
messages, clearly described meeting minutes and efficient 
contract document deliverables (reports, plans, specifications, 
presentations, etc.) are all examples of the valuable 
communication tracks that the RDM team requires.  

objectives and ensuring an appropriate design is developed 
based on historical and current conditions as well as project 
budget constraints. However, our process is not linear and 
all aspects will be revisited as necessary to ensure a smooth 
transfer from task to task and align with project objectives. 

Stakeholder Engagement 

1. Scope & Fee Documentation

Once selected, the RDM Project Manager will coordinate with 
the BGPAA’s Project Manager to establish an initial schedule 
based on the date of project award, FAA funding deadlines, 
and the scope of services required to successfully satisfy the 
BGPAA's objectives.  Our Project Manager will solidify schedule 
expectations of the BGPAA and begin the detailed scope and 
fee process. This documentation will outline each task the RDM 
team will perform, described in a detailed narrative, that will 
correlate directly to an associated fee based on anticipated labor 
requirements for each project role.  

All deliverables, anticipated tasks, and contract exclusions 
will be clearly defined in the scope of services document.  
Any discrepancy will be corrected at this stage of the project 
to eliminate potential confusion on project objectives.  RDM 
will submit a draft version to the BGPAA for comment prior 
to submitting a final version that includes resolution to any 
comments received. 

2. Critical Path Method (CPM) Schedule

As part of the development of the scope and fee documentation, 
RDM will also develop an anticipated design schedule, specific to 
this project, which will correlate all milestone tasks to start dates, 
expected durations, and completion dates.  The schedule will be 
derived through the critical sequence of task activities required 
from the notice to proceed to project completion by the BGPAA’s 
committed end date.  

This schedule will not be developed and left in its original state.  
It will be maintained through systematic updates as the project 
progresses towards conclusion.  The associated critical path 
it conveys will be reviewed at each progress meeting with the 
BGPAA to confirm the project timeline is on track.  Any deviation, 
if necessary, will be discussed with the BGPAA at the time it is 
discovered.  At the time of this potential discussion, RDM will 
provide justification of why this occurred and corrective options 
for the BGPAA to review and approve in order to return the 
schedule to the original timeline or new critical path sequence.    

3. Documented Stakeholder Meetings

RDM understands open communication between the design 
team and BGPAA is critical for project success.  To this end, 
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Historical Research 

1. Understanding Project Area Construction History

To get where you want to go, you need to understand where you 
have been.  RDM recognizes that in order to deliver the best 
project deliverables possible, it is vital to understand the history 
of the project site and pavement life cycle.    

At the inception of the project, RDM will supply the BGPAA with 
a list of historical documentation requests that may consist of, but 
will not be limited to, the following: 

4 As-built data of previous projects on and in the vicinity of the
project site.

4 Subsurface utility files
4 Most recent survey file information
4 Any recent pavement evaluation and geotechnical

investigation data
4 Any future planning documentation within or that may impact

the project site
4 Current aircraft fleet mix anticipated to utilize the pavement

adjacent to the project site
4 Relevant CAD files to start design (most current base file,

most recent as-built files, etc.)
Due to our previous involvement at BUR, including the 2018 
Airport Pavement Management System (APMS), RDM 
acknowledges we may already have access to much of the 
relevant information required to deepen understanding of 
the project site.  The list of requested documentation will be 
established and coordinated with the BGPAA with this in mind.  

2. Summarize Historical Pavement Management Program
Data

RDM understands the BGPAA recently completed an update to 
the APMS internally and therefore, we will review and compare 
our previous APMS data with the latest assessment to confirm 
assumptions made or identify locations where current conditions 
differ from predictions of 2018 APMS. This information will be 
key to correlate the PCIs as low as 24 in the areas included 
within the proposed project limits to current conditions during 
project analysis as part of our approach’s pavement evaluation 
methodology (refer below). 

In May 2018, RDM's Final APMS Report detailed the condition 
of the airfield pavements based on the results of the visual 
inspection conducted in December 2017. As part of the APMS 
process, RDM evaluated the functional and structural condition 
of the existing airfield pavements, identified both short-term and 
long-term maintenance requirements for those pavements and 
made recommendations for rehabilitation outlined with projected 

costs. This APMS program included many of the associated 
shoulder pavements contained within and adjacent to these 
project sites. RDM performed a PCI Survey, Non-Destructive 
Testing (NDT), and worked closely with the BGPAA and staff at 
BUR to develop a partnership in understanding the construction 
history of the airfield and what will need to be done to maintain 
the most safe usable pavements possible.   

RDM is well positioned to coordinate with BGPAA's Engineering 
Staff to validate PCIs for identified pavements within the potential 
project site as we have intimate history through our prior 
experience on the APMS at BUR as well as many other airports 
with similar projects. RDM will be able to utilize the information 
produced for the APMS and use insight from previous BUR 
pavement project experience in order to approach Project No. 
E22-11 with superior knowledge. This provides an advanced 
start to the conceptual design approach required for success as 
we re-engage with BGPAA and BUR staff to pick up where our 
previous experience left off. This creates seamless transition to 
quicken the design process at a budget savings.  

The experience tied to this prior project demonstrates the value 
RDM brings to the BGPAA.  To succeed, RDM had to work in 
harmony with airfield operations while this field work was being 
completed which provided valuable insight into what impacts 
construction for the project would have on this specific site.  

Many of the project areas are within RSA and TSA limits and 
therefore require coordination to minimize impact to operations 
during site investigations and construction. This coordination will 
require creative phasing to work within allowable construction 
hours and collaboration with project stakeholders. RDM has the 
capability and previous experience at BUR to work in pullback 
conditions and during night shifts to minimize impacts to 
construction.

It is understood that the BGPAA has continued to monitor and 
evaluate the distresses in the BUR airfield pavements since 
RDM completed the APMS update in 2018.  RDM did make 
recommendations which were summarized in the final APMS 
report and it is acknowledged that those recommendations could 
have been updated based on more recent analysis by others.  
To that end, it is understood that the majority of the E22-11 
project will require a shallow mill and replace of AC or select 
patching and seal coating. The seal coating is an anticipated 
option in project areas where PCI results are above 70. Where 
high deviation from expected distresses are observed or where 
conditions worsened there may be a need for deeper patching 
depending on subsurface conditions verified from geotechnical 
or NDT analysis.

The majority of the shoulder pavement is anticipated to be mostly 
cosmetic with a simple 2-inch mill and replace approach.  RDM 
would start coordination with the BGPAA and BUR Engineering 
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Staff here and pivot as necessary to evaluate ways to create 
the most efficient and beneficial design possible. RDM's design 
approach will include maintaining operation of electrical lights 
in current locations throughout construction by working around 
them. The contract documents will provide information and 
details to highlight location and suggested methods to avoid 
disruption. The Contractor may be required to have spare parts 
in event damage to lighting occurs during construction activities 
to not impact operations. 

1. Site Visit

RDM Team personnel will coordinate a site visit as close to the 
time notice to proceed is given as possible.  The personnel will 
include relevant subject matter experts that are familiar with 
airport safety and access requirements at BUR.  We will meet 
with BGPAA and project stakeholders including any available 
maintenance, operations, air traffic control or engineering staff 
available.  

Photographs will be taken and logged.  This will be done to 
document the site visit and note any critical design impacts 
specific to the site that may affect construction phasing, project 
specific specifications, proposed project boundaries, technical 
project scope and detailed field work approach.      

2. Stakeholder Coordination for Field Work Access

RDM will coordinate with the BGPAA to schedule detailed field 
work that will inform the design as it progresses.  Detailed field 
work will be scheduled to start in conjunction with or shortly after 
the project kick-off meeting.  

2.1.	 Permitted Operational Impacts and Work Schedule 
Development 

RDM will discuss operational impacts allowed during the detailed 
field work associated with: 

4 Engineering Staff to validate PCIs (distress mapping, NDT,
etc.) 

4 Topographic Survey
4 Geotechnical Investigation
RDM anticipates the scheduling of all detailed field work will 
take place during night shifts whereas operational impacts 
will be minimized or during approved daytime shift hours were 
the project site or portions of will be closed to aircraft traffic 
completely.  Our Team is well versed in working in all kinds of 
airfield conditions and will be prepared to give way to aircraft 
operations as required.  Our experienced staff understands 
how to efficiently pull back from active operational areas as 
necessary to complete the work in as efficiently as possible to 
create seamless field work results for implementation into the 
design process.  

2.2.	 Safety Plan Development 
Prior to mobilizing on-site, RDM will develop a detailed safety 
plan that will clearly define: 

4 Approved hours of work per shift
4 Boundary of work area per shift
4 Key contacts in event of emergency
4 Access route to site
4 Escort and Badging Requirements
All relevant staff will be well versed on safety plan procedures 
and expectations of the field work prior to mobilizing on site. 

3. Pavement Evaluation Methodology

3.1.	 100% Distress Mapping
A project level distress map survey will be conducted on the 
selected airfield pavement identified within and immediately 
adjacent to the project limits. The survey will be conducted in 
accordance with the principles outlined in ASTM D5340. All 
pavement sections for appropriate tie-in locations, shoulder 
pavements and required maintenance concerns will be inspected 
and updated PCI values will be provided. Distress locations 
will be provided in GIS format for all pavements inspected. The 
intent of this task is to visually evaluate the identified pavements 
for failures and determine the updated PCI values. The 
necessary pavement repairs will be determined for the proposed 
rehabilitation areas.

The objectives of the visual pavement evaluation are to:

4 Determine the functional condition of the pavement in terms
of operational surface condition and to identify the most
appropriate tie-in locations.

4 To calculate updated PCI values for all pavements within the
project sites.

4 Generate quantities for recommended pavement repair
that can be incorporated into budget estimates prepared
for or prior to the final design for the rehabilitation of the
pavements.

RDM will prepare schematic-level mapping exhibits utilizing 
AutoCAD Civil 3D to identify the existing distresses and severity 
levels. The location of each distress will be recorded with 
mapping grade GPS accuracy of +/- 3 feet. The results of the 
distress mapping will coordinated with the structural contour 
maps obtained via NDT test results and GPR thickness results to 
assist with determining appropriate reconstruction/rehabilitation 
requirements.
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3.2.	 Non-Destructive Testing (NDT)
RDM will perform NDT on the included pavements where 
pavement distresses differ greatly from 2018 and more recent 
anticipated APMS results at a project level frequency in 
accordance with the requirements of FAA Advisory Circular 
150/5370-11B.  NDT will consist of RDM utilizing equipment we 
own and operate such as a Heavy Falling Weight Deflectometer 
(HWD) and Ground Penetrating Radar (GPR).

NDT data will be reduced in accordance with FAA Advisory 
Circular 150/5370-11B using closed form and layered elastic 
back-calculation methods. The back-calculations will provide 
in-situ moduli of subgrade reaction (k) and subgrade elastic 
moduli €. The processed NDT data will also be used to develop a 
strength contour map. The map will identify variations of strength 
for the pavement section(s) and shall be used to select locations 
for conventional cores/borings if necessary. Using the results 
obtained from the conventional testing, NDT data will be further 
used to establish the variance in pavement layer and subgrade 
strengths. NDT will be coordinated with the distress mapping 
from the visual survey to provide a full understanding of the 
current conditions and develop proposed rehabilitation options.

3.3.	 Structural Analysis of Pavement Alternatives
RDM will provide a preliminary evaluation for the proposed 
optimized pavement rehabilitation strategies. The technical 
approach to this evaluation consists of providing BUR with 
a review of potential pavement alternative sections. Mill and 
overlay with AC and select patching with seal coating (in areas 
with PCI of 70 or above) are anticipated options to be considered. 
As a minimum, RDM will evaluate a minimum of three pavement 
design rehabilitation options. The rehabilitation options will be 
developed over existing subbases and subgrades and/or on new 
stabilized base materials, varying aircraft traffic. 

AC pavement section designs will include sensitivity analysis 
using the latest version of the FAA’s FAARFIELD computer 
program identified in Advisory Circular 15-/5320-6G “Airport 
Pavement Design and Evaluation”. This analysis will quantify 
potential variations of the input parameters, such as variations 
in aircraft traffic, subgrade stabilization and pavement material 
market costs. The sensitivity analysis will be used to optimize 
both flexible design alternatives, allowing an objective 
comparison of costs.

RDM will prepare a pavement design and analysis report to 
document the data collected, relevant criteria, assumptions, 
analysis, alternatives and recommendations for all pavement 
rehabilitation requirements within the project.

3.4.	 Pavement Design Workshop
RDM will provide BUR with a presentation that outlines the 

analysis performed and appropriate recommendations for 
implementation on this project. Preliminary pavement sections, 
graphics, and details will be developed for review with BUR. 
During this meeting, the design team and BUR will coordinate on 
project objectives to narrow the solutions offered to the preferred 
recommendations. As a result of this workshop, the design team 
will advance the preferred rehabilitation or reconstruction option 
as part of the final design.

3.5.	 Field Work Deliverables 
RDM will provide the following at the conclusion of the detailed 
field work tasks: 

4 Updated Project Base Map that will incorporate all
topographic survey and geotechnical investigation results
that extend to tie-in locations outside the physical pavement
rehabilitation associated with the project boundaries.

4 Design Basis Report that will summarize recommendations
and the associated impacts of those recommendations
(maintenance, treatments, frequencies, etc.) from the
pavement evaluation process.

Design Development 

Our approach will include gaining synergy with the BGPAA 
throughout the process of delivering exceptional results.  Project 
deliverables will be linked to the scope and fee documentation 
and continually evaluated as the schedule advances into the 
project timeline.  All deliverables will follow our team’s thorough 
QA/QC process which will ensure completeness, both per scope 
and technical requirements associated with FAA AC standards, 
as well as other best management practices.  Our QA/QC 
process incorporates independent reviews by experienced 
subject matter experts that also include construction personnel.  
This is done to ensure there is seamless knowledge of the 
project as the design completes and construction starts.  The 
RDM Team commits to dedicating a minimum of five (5) percent 
of the design services budget to our QA/QC process.  

All plan sheets for this project will be digitally compatible with 
AutoCAD Version 2017.  All deliverables will be provided to the 
BGPAA in electronic format with all licensed copies of additional 
pen tables or other add-on programs to ensure the BGPAA will 
have the ability to process and modify the drawings on its own.  
The technical specification book will be provided in a version that 
will be able to be accessed via Microsoft Word Office 2010.  

All design and project deliverables will be developed in 
accordance with all relevant FAA Advisory Circulars.    

Key project deliverables and approach to design includes but is 
not limited to: 
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4 Formal Milestone Submissions at 30%, 60%, 90% and Final
Design Stages

4 30% Design Development
• Advancement at this delivery will be based on historical

information  until detailed field work is complete.  Will
consist of preliminary plans, details, table of contents for
technical specifications and DRAFT engineer’s design
report that includes updates to design schedule.

• Field work results will be incorporated
• Front end sheets will include projected sheet index and

standard general notes based on historical deliverables
• Construction phasing will be developed to a conceptual

level to facilitate discussion as project advances
• Any recommended MOS prompted by existing conditions

for BGPAA review and approval will be discussed at this
stage.  Horizontal geometry will be confirmed and any
recommendations for changes will also be discussed

4 60% Design Development
• 30% Review Meeting will take place with the BGPAA and

other invited stakeholders
• Client comments will be responded to and discussed in

the 30% Review Meeting.  All agreed to resolutions will
be documented in meeting minutes.

• Advancement at this stage will incorporate all field work
and resolutions to 30% review comments.  Deliverables
will include conceptual plans, details, draft of technical
specifications, initial engineer’s estimate of probable cost
of construction, updated engineer’s design report with
updates to design schedule and draft Construction Safety
and Phasing Plan (CSPP).

• Begin coordination with FAA on recommended MOS.
4 90% Design Development

• 60% Review Meeting
• Client comments will be responded to and discussed in

the 60% Review Meeting.  All agreed to resolutions will
be documented in meeting minutes.

• Advancement at this stage will incorporate resolutions to
60% review comments.  Deliverables will include pre-
final plans, details, technical specifications, engineer’s
estimate of probable cost of construction, and updated
engineer’s design report with updates to design schedule

• Preparation of FAA CSPP submission will take place
after the pre-final review by the client.

• Through coordination, all resolutions to any MOS will be
completed with the FAA.

4 Final Design Development
• 90% Review Meeting will take place with the BGPAA and

other invited stakeholders
• Client comments are anticipated to be minimal at this

stage but will be responded to and discussed in the
90% Review Meeting.  All agreed to resolutions will be
documented in meeting minutes as necessary.

• Advancement at this stage will incorporate resolutions
to 60% review comments and end with a Bid Set of
Construction Documents.  Deliverables will include
final plans, details, technical specifications, engineer’s
estimate of probable cost of construction, and updated
engineer’s design report with updates to design schedule.

4 Bid Phase Services
• Review of and answer to Requests for Clarifications

(RFC) related to the bid contract documents.
• RDM will issue any necessary addenda.
• RDM will prepare conformed set of contract documents

as necessary.
• Evaluation of Bid Proposal and assist the BGPAA with

Recommendation of Award
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TAX DELINQUENCY AND FELONY CONVICTIONS CERTIFICATION 

Respondent must complete the following two certification statements. Respondent must indicate 
its current status as it relates to tax delinquency and felony conviction by inserting a checkmark 
() in the space following the applicable response. Respondent agrees that, if awarded a contract
resulting from this solicitation, it will incorporate this provision for certification in all lower tier
subcontracts.

Certifications 

a) Respondent represents that it is (  ) is not (  ) a corporation that has any unpaid Federal
tax liability that has been assessed, for which all judicial and administrative remedies have
been exhausted or have lapsed, and that is not being paid in a timely manner pursuant to
an agreement with the authority responsible for collecting the tax liability.

b) Respondent represents that it is (  ) is not (  ) a corporation that was  convicted of a
criminal violation under any Federal law within the preceding 24 months.

Term Definitions 

Felony conviction: Felony conviction means a conviction within the preceding twenty-four (24) 
months of a felony criminal violation under any Federal law and includes conviction of an offense 
defined in a section of the U.S. code that specifically classifies the offense as a felony and 
conviction of an offense that is classified as a felony under 18 U.S.C. § 3559. 

Tax Delinquency: A tax delinquency is any unpaid Federal tax liability that has been assessed, for 
which all judicial and administrative remedies have been exhausted, or have lapsed, and that is not 
being paid in a timely manner pursuant to an agreement with the authority responsible for 
collecting the tax liability. 

x

x



Peter Yip, PE
President
RDM International, Inc.
43671 Trade Center Place
Suite 130
Sterling, VA 20166            
Phone: 703.709.2540
Fax: 709.709.2535
www.rdmintlinc.com

for the opportunity

THANK
YOU
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CL-1

December 23, 2022 

Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 
Attention: Semija Bolton  
Senior Procurement Specialist 
2627 North Hollywood Way 
Burbank, CA 91505 
Phone: 818-333-6067 
E-mail: sbolton@bur.org

RE:  RFQ E22-11 Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Design Services at the 
Hollywood Burbank Airport (BUR) 

Dear Semija Bolton, 

In accordance with the above referenced request for proposal, RDM International, Inc. (RDM) is hereby 
submitting our scope and fee to perform the requested work. 

Included herein is our estimated lump sum fee derivation for the work to be performed by each of the 
RDM team members to complete the required services.  The proposed lump sum fee is $263,772.   

Sincerely, 
RDM International, Inc. 

Christopher S. Decker, PE 
Project Manager – Vice President 
cdecker@rdmintlinc.com 

Enclosures 

Cc: 
Peter Yip, PE – RDM 

Tom Lee, PE – RDM 

David Stromberg, PE - RDM 



RDM – Scope and Fee Proposal (12/23/2022) 

CL-2

Distribution of Work 

The work for this project will be distributed between members of the RDM team as follows: 

Company Role 

Prime Consultant; Project Management; Design Management; 
Client Interaction; Design Development; Construction 
Administration; Civil & Pavement Engineering; Phasing & 
Scheduling; Cost Estimating and Budget Development; Overall 
QA/QC; Value Engineering 

Land Survey & Mapping – Surveying in accordance to FAA AC 
150/5300-16A,17B & 18B  

Geotechnical Engineering

Design Fee 

Attached is the scope of design services and associated labor hour estimate breakdown including the 
summary of direct expenses for this task for your review and approval. 

Firm Fee 

RDM $ 172,240.70 

WAGNER $   64,251.00 

RMA $   27,280.00 

Total   $ 263,771.70 

The total lump sum fee requested for this work is $263,772. 

Our QC process allocated fee in this proposal is $14,240 which represents 5.4% of the total budget. 



SCOPE OF WORK 

PROJECT NO. E22-11 

RUNWAY SHOULDERS AND BLAST PAD REHABILITATION 

HOLLYWOOD BURBANK AIRPORT 

BURBANK, CALIFORNIA 

December 23, 2022 

43671 Trade Center Place, Suite 130 

Sterling, Virginia 20166 

703.709.2535 



12/23/2022 – Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehab (E22-11) 1 

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Design Services 

This scope of work comprises of tasks for delivery of the components of the Phase 1 – Design 
Services outlined in RFQ E22-11.  The project deliverables will provide the design of new asphalt 
pavement to improve safety conditions by replacing existing material that is exhibiting various 
distresses which may develop into foreign object debris (FOD).  Additionally, Phase 2 - Construction 
Administration Services will be required to provide professional engineering oversight during the 
construction process but will be negotiated at a later date.  

The Phase 1 Design Services portion of the project consists of the following areas and associated 
assumptions: 



12/23/2022 – Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehab (E22-11) 2 

Per the RFQ, for the defined project area, this scope of work will consist of ten areas with PCIs as 
low as 24 and experiencing multiple types of distresses, including load-related distress.  The areas 
identified have various years of construction ranging from 1980 to 2011.  This design shall focus on 
maximizing design life within project budget constraints. 

Specific project components of the scope of work per the RFQ include: 

All drawings for this project shall be developed digitally and shall be compatible with AutoCAD 
Version 2019.  RDM will supply the Authority all licensed copies of all associated files to ensure the 
Authority can process and modify the drawings on its own.  All reports and technical specifications 
will be developed in Microsoft Word Office 2010.  

RDM commits to providing detailed quality assurance/quality control for all procured documents.  A 
comprehensive plan check shall be performed by personnel other than the original author of the 
documents, as a cross-checking best practice.  RDM commits to a minimum of 5% of the design 
services phase to QA/QC.    

1. Work with Authority Engineering Staff to validate PCIs for identified sections.
2. Validate the proposed project boundaries or recommend modified project boundaries for

review.
3. Prepare a Design Basis Report that summarizes the recommended pavement structure

considering budget constraints and overall lifecycle costs. Lifecycle costing shall be
provided per RFQ for a minimum of two pavement design concepts.

4. Prepare design for defined project areas in accordance with the selected design approach
and consistent with FAA ACs

5. During design development, specifically identify any recommended modifications to FAA
design standards prompted by existing conditions for Authority review and approval.  If
deemed necessary, coordinate the modification to standard process with the FAA

6. Develop and maintain a project design schedule using Critical Path Methodology
7. Design phased construction to minimize impact to airport operations
8. Prepare plans and technical specifications in coordination with Airport personnel
9. Develop Engineer’s Estimates at the 60%, 90% and Final Submittals
10. Prepare Sponsor’s Engineer Report and CSPP for submittal to the FAA
11. Make formal submittals at 30% (Conceptual), 60% (Design Development), 90% (Pre-Final),

and 100% (Final/Bid Design)
12. Coordinate and document meetings with staff and stakeholders pertaining to discussion of

construction design and phasing
13. Review and answer Requests for Clarification (RFC) during the bid phase
14. Bid proposal evaluation
15. Prepare FAA Construction Safety and Phasing Plan and submit to the FAA no later than the

90% Design and Final Submission.

The project work is limited to the scope of services as indicated herein. The following are specifically 
excluded from the scope of services for this project: 

1) Major airfield electrical and signage improvements or adjustments (other than evaluation
and minor adjustments as required by project phasing);

2) Grading and drainage improvements or adjustments (other than those required to assure
all paved areas have positive drainage);

3) Review of non-standard elements pertaining to airfield geometry (other than the areas
identified within the project limits or directly adjacent to the same limits);
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4) Environmental Documentation (other than those that may be required inside the project
limits).

II. PROJECT TASKS

PHASE 1 – Design Services 

A. TASK 1:  CONCEPTUAL PACKAGE DEVELOPMENT

TASK 1.1 PROJECT KICK–OFF MEETING

RDM will coordinate and attend one (1) virtual pre-design meeting with the Authority’s staff
at the Hollywood Burbank Airport to establish the preliminary design goals, communication
program, and methods. The meeting will be attended by the RDM principal-in-charge,
project manager and or project engineer.

PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND COORDINATION:

• Project Scheduling – Development of a design project schedule for the consultant
and the subconsultants during the project using Critical Path Methodology (CPM).
This schedule will be maintained throughout the project and updated as required.
Any changes that are required will be reviewed with the Authority.

• Coordination with Stakeholders – RDM will coordinate with project stakeholders to
ensure requirements are understood and communication is maintained.  The focus
of the communication will be on phasing of the project, clear scope understanding
and shared expectations of the project. RDM will also coordinate with the
subconsultants to ensure they are getting the correct information from other team
members and they supply the correct information to other team members in a timely
manner.

TASK 1.2 COLLECT AND REVIEW AVAILABLE DATA 

RDM will collect, review, compile, and summarize available data related to the project. 
RDM will review files and records to determine relevant information for the Authority to 
provide, this may include airport master plan, airport layout plan, APMS reports, aerial 
photogrammetry, survey data, previous record drawings, specifications, electronic 
drawing files (e.g. AutoCAD, GIS), and geotechnical investigation reports as required.  It 
is anticipated that RDM will already have some relevant information and the Authority may 
need to confirm that RDM has the latest information related to the project rather than re-
send duplicate information.  

A list of all documents/information to be collected will be summarized in a spreadsheet and 
transmitted to the Authority for review after NTP is received. 

TASK 1.3 TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY, GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION, PAVEMENT

EVALUATION AND COORDINATION 

RDM will provide topographic survey services by Wagner Engineer & Survey, Inc (Wagner). 
All survey field activities will be coordinated in advance with the Authority. RDM will 
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coordinate and review with Wagner all criteria required for collecting topography within the 
project limits. All survey data will be provided to the Authority in an acceptable electronic 
format.  Topographic survey services are planned to be completed during night time hours. 
It is anticipated that the following approach will be used through coordination with the 
Authority: 

• Wagner will have to coordinate work within each location within the overall project.

• RDM requests Wagner capture all areas within the project limits and include a
minimum of 15 ft of pavement / turf outside the project limits

• Shoulder Pavement is 25 feet in width, request:
o No need to find center of shoulder
o Capture 15 ft. outside top of site limit based on edge of project site limit
o Set 4 points – one 15 ft. into Runway or Taxiway, one at edge of shoulder at

Runway/Taxiway and shoulder interface, one at edge of shoulder at shoulder
edge and turf/ taxiway /runway interface on other side and 15 ft outside that
limit

o Capture 25 ft. down throughout hatched area for each area of shoulder until
minimum 15 ft. outside limits of project site shoulder area

• For TWY A3 Area, request:
o Capture points at center of taxiway and work outside from there to 15 ft.

outside of associated TWY A3 shoulders
o Capture interface between shoulders and taxiway A3 on both sides

• For blast pad and Hangar 2 site:
o 25 ft. x 25 ft grid with at least 15 ft outside all site limits on all sides

Survey should capture (refer to Wagner attachment at end of this document): 

• All structures (labeled with utility type contained within) – rim elevation and size of
structure at surface (hit 4 corners or confirm dia. and lid to outside structure distance)

• All paint with color and width noted and any space distances contained with any
numbering or painted signage text confirmed

• All lighting and reflector structures – confirm color and if raised or in-pavement with
location

• Locate and show nearest drainage inlet to project locations

RDM team member RMA Group (RMA) will provide geotechnical investigation services as 
defined herein.  Refer to attached RMA attachment at the end of this document.    

The geotechnical services will include 10 pavement core locations strategically placed and 
3 borings (at Hangar, A3 and blast pad) in separate locations from cores for the design 
project. Detailed locations will be provided upon review of the previously completed Non-
destructive testing (NDT) where applicable (in adjacent areas) and based off site visit. 
Detailed Geotechnical scope will include: 

• Advance through the pavement system with 4-inch diameter core bit and determine
surface course, base course (where applicable), and sub-base course thickness for
each location.

• Determine Asphalt lift thickness for all core and boring locations.

• The core hole should be back-filled with the base material to its original thickness
and the reminder of the core hole should be filled with fast setting grout to the
pavement surface.
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• Two borings should be advanced across the project site to the depth of 10-feet below
ground surface or auger refusal, whichever is shallower.

The soil samples obtained from the borings should be classified in the field and the 
laboratory according to the unified soil classification system (USCS). The laboratory testing 
of the subsurface soil will include the following: 

• Natural moisture content tests on all 3 samples;

• Atterberg Limit test on all 3 samples;

• Grain size analysis tests on all 3 samples;

• Modify proctor tests on all 3 samples; and

• California Bearing Ratio (CBR) tests on all 3 samples.

Sample collection and required testing should follow ASTM procedures. The ground water 
should be measured and recorded in each boring during and after completion. 

All geotechnical field activities will be coordinated with the Authority. RDM will coordinate 
and review all criteria required for collecting required geotechnical information within the 
project limits with RMA. The scope will include any geotechnical investigation required to 
validate pavement thickness and composition for the airfield pavements. All geotechnical 
data will be provided to the Authority in acceptable electronic format.  Geotechnical 
investigation services are proposed to be completed during night time hours. All test 
locations will be identified by RDM and cleared of utility conflicts. The Authority shall review 
all proposed test locations prior to the start of the geotechnical investigations.  

RMA has submitted alternative scope of work and associated fee for different quantities of 
coring and boring under similar conditions (night time closures; same testing) to the above 
to be selected through coordination with the Authority:  

• 2 borings and 11 cores with a similar scope for boring and coring as described above

• 15 cores with 0 borings with similar scope for coring as described above

RDM proposes to complete GPR analysis of project areas within scope to confirm 
thicknesses and correlate to core samples and historical data.  An updated distress 
evaluation and mapping will be performed prior to design. Any deviation from the 
assumptions will be discussed with the Authority. RDM will provide a finalized pavement 
evaluation and produce distressed mapping to advance into the design of the project. 

RDM project personnel identified for field investigations will be badged based on teaming 
requirements to perform the work in the AOA area. All inspections within the scheduled 
hours will provide adequate personnel to perform the survey and testing in an appropriate 
timeframe. Two (2) portable light plants will be necessary for RDM to provide the detailed 
inspections. The Authority will provide security escort during the initial site visit or as required 
by BUR. 

TASK 1.4 PAVEMENT DESIGN ALTERNATIVES AND CONSTRUCTABILITY ALTERNATIVES

FOR THE DESIGN  

RDM will develop one baseline pavement design alternative and an additional pavement 
design alternative at a minimum as a part of this scope of services. In addition, each 
alternative pavement design will be evaluated for constructability as part of the baseline 
scope of services. 
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RDM will use the FAA mechanistic design method to evaluate the structural capacity of 
the taxiway connector A3 area and others as appropriate. The FAA’s FAARFIELD 
programs are proposed as the primary mechanistic design methods as prescribed in FAA 
Advisory 150-5320-6G Airport Pavement Design and Evaluation. Aircraft traffic data (fleet 
mix) will be confirmed by the Authority.  Pavement design and analysis will be provided
for the proposed 10-year traffic forecast.  RDM will evaluate and rank rehabilitation options
for the design alternatives, the potential repair requirements as a function of: initial
construction cost; life cycle cost; maintainability; reliability; constructability; time for
construction; operational disruptions; and contractor familiarity with the construction
process. In addition, the various construction options will require appropriate overload
designs on potentially thin pavement sections for short periods of time.  Based on the
design option results, details for providing both longitudinal and transverse transition
ramps will be developed during the 60% design development phase.

RDM will provide a Design Basis Report that summarizes the pavement rehabilitation 
recommendations based on the evaluation of three pavement design concepts and results 
of the associated life cycle cost analysis (LCCA).    

TASK 1.5 30% CONCEPTUAL DESIGN 

TASK 1.5.A SCHEMATIC DESIGN PLANS 

RDM will begin the schematic documentation, including schematic plans, schematic 
plan layout and an order-of-magnitude estimate of probable construction cost based 
on existing CAD files and then will introduce survey and other field data results as 
they become available.  This documentation will represent a conceptual  completion 
of the design that will be at approx. 30% level.  The following list of drawings will be 
submitted (mainly 1”=40’ on a 22”x34” electronic drawing): 

CONSTRUCTION PLANS 

C000 Series Cover, Index, Notes, Quantity Table, Layout Plan 

C100 Series Demolition Plans 

C150 Series Demolition Details 

C200 Series Paving Plans 

C350 Series Typical Pavement Sections 

C450 Series Erosion Control Details 

C700 Series Pavement Marking Plans and Details 

TASK 1.5.B TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 

A Table of Content (TOC) of Volume II (technical) specifications will be included in 
the deliverable.   

TASK 1.5.C CONSTRUCTION ESTIMATE 

At the completion of the Schematic Design, an order-of-magnitude cost estimate will 
be developed reflecting the selected design. RDM will review and confirm each 
element with the responsible subconsultant prior to submission to the Authority. Any 
comments received, as a result of the submission to the Authority, will be addressed 
prior to re-submission for approval.  The approved Schematic Design estimate will 
establish an order-of-magnitude cost of the construction project. 



12/23/2022 – Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehab (E22-11) 7 

TASK 1.6 CONCEPTUAL DEVELOPMENT PACKAGE QUALITY CONTROL REVIEW 

RDM will conduct in-house quality control review of the 30% Schematic Design plans, the 
TOC for project specifications and order-of-magnitude estimate of probable construction 
cost prior to submittal to the Authority (as provided by the Authority).  The Quality Control 
review will be by performed by two (2) independent Senior Engineers who are not actively 
involved in the design of the project.  This allows for a completely independent review of 
each component associated with the deliverable.  In addition, a mid-level engineer will 
perform a detailed checking of the project plans, any calculations and list of specifications. 
RDM commits to a minimum of 5 percent of this design services phase budget be committed 
to quality assurance/quality control. 

TASK 1.7 CONCEPTUAL DEVELOPMENT PACKAGE (30%) SUBMITTAL 

RDM will submit the conceptual design plans, table of content list of specifications, and an 
Engineer’s Report summarizing alternative analysis results (pavement section and 
constructability) and progress to date to the Authority and FAA (as provided by the Authority) 
for their review and comment. All submittals will be in electronic format. The Authority will 
print hard copies as necessary. RDM anticipates the Authority will review the Conceptual 
Development Package Submission and return comments within two weeks of delivery.   

TASK 1.8 CONCEPTUAL DESIGN (30%) REVIEW MEETING 

RDM will coordinate and attend one (1) in-person at BUR meeting held with the Authority to 
review the Conceptual Design submittal and site walk with the client.  RDM will provide 
written minutes of the meeting and distribute to all attendees. The Authority and the FAA 
(as provided by the Authority) will provide any additional written comments to RDM within 
two weeks of the design review meeting that may affect the development of the project 
design. 

TASK 1.9 PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

RDM will make monthly progress reports to the Authority’s project manager during the 
duration of this phase of the project. The monthly progress reports will include a written 
description of each task identified within the final scope of services as of the date of the 
progress report. The progress report will include an updated schedule identifying any 
items that are critical to resolve to maintain the proposed schedule. 

C. TASK 2:  60% DESIGN DEVELOPMENT

TASK 2.1 REVIEW AND INCORPORATE CONCEPTUAL (30%) DESIGN COMMENTS

RDM will review all comments received from the Authority and the FAA from the conceptual
design submittal review and incorporate the applicable comments into the plans, estimate
of probable construction cost, and Engineer’s Report, during the 60% Design Development
Phase. This task will include the review of each comment and a written response on how it
will be incorporated into the documents, or why it was not applicable. A written summary
letter or spreadsheet will be submitted to the Authority and the FAA (as provided by the
Authority).

The intent of the 60% design is to advance the project design to a level where the project is 
coordinated appropriately for geometry and grade considerations. At the completion of the 
60% design package, the project will proceed to 90% design. 
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TASK 2.2 60% DESIGN 

TASK 2.2.A PLANS 

RDM will prepare 60% complete set of drawings.  The 60% design will identify, 
evaluate and resolve specific elements of the project for a technically sound and 
comprehensive project.   

The plan development at the 60% level will include development of construction 
phasing, demolition, horizontal and vertical geometry, and preliminary pavement 
design details. The development of the 60% design development will be coordinated 
with the Authority and the FAA for their input.  The following list of drawings will be 
submitted (mainly 1”=40’ on a 22”x34” electronic drawing): 

CONSTRUCTION PLANS 

C000 Series Cover, Index, Notes, Quantities Table, Layout Plan 

C010 Series Phasing Plans 

C020 Series Phasing Details 

C100 Series Demolition Plans 

C150 Series Demolition Details 

C200 Series Geometry and Paving Plans 

C350 Series Typical Pavement Sections 

C450 Series Erosion Control Plans and Details 

C500 Series Plan and Profile Drawings 

C700 Series Pavement Marking Plans and Details 

TASK 2.2.B RECEIVE AND REVIEW FRONT END SPECIFICATIONS 

RDM will receive and review the draft Volume I front end specifications from the 
Authority for the project. RDM will highlight potential variations for review during the 
60-percent (60%) design review meeting.

TASK 2.2.C TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 

RDM will compile a 60% draft of the Volume II Technical Specifications that will be 
included in the deliverable. Technical Specifications will conform to FAA Advisory 
Circular 150/5370-10H Specification of Construction on Airports, or latest version. It 
is anticipated, based on past work at BUR, that the P-401 Bituminous Concrete 
Pavement specification will require a Modification to Standard (MoS). RDM will meet 
with the local Airports District Office to review the modifications and discuss the 
potential for FAA approval. RDM will review the results of the meeting with the 
Authority staff to discuss the approach to the 90% submittal. 

TASK 2.2.D CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE AND PROJECT SCHEDULE UPDATES 

RDM will create a draft construction schedule that outlines the construction activities 
and durations for the construction of the project. Updates to the design project 
schedule will also be provided using input from the Authority and Critical Path 
Methodology. 

TASK 2.2.E CONSTRUCTION ESTIMATE 



12/23/2022 – Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehab (E22-11) 9 

RDM will develop a preliminary engineer’s estimate of probable construction cost for 
the project. 

TASK 2.2.F ENGINEER’S DESIGN REPORT 

RDM will develop the preliminary draft of the Sponsor Engineers Design Report for 
the project.  The engineer’s design report will also include any design calculations 
that were developed to validate the engineering design for the project.  

TASK 2.3 PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION SAFETY PHASING PLAN (CSPP) 

RDM will prepare the Draft CSPP in accordance with AC 150/5370-2G Operational Safety 
of Airports during Construction, or latest edition, and submit to the Authority, FAA Project 
Manager and the FAA Certification Inspector for review and comment.  

TASK 2.4 60% QUALITY CONTROL REVIEW 

RDM will conduct in-house quality control review of the 60% Schematic Design plans, 
Volume I and Volume II Specifications, Engineer’s Estimate of probable construction cost, 
and Engineer’s Report prior to submittal to the Authority and FAA (as provided by the 
Authority).  The Quality Control review will be by performed by two (2) independent Senior 
Engineers who are not actively involved in the design project.  This allows for a completely 
independent review of the deliverable.  In addition, a mid-level engineer will perform a 
detailed checking of any calculation within the project plans and specifications. RDM 
commits to a minimum of 5 percent of this design services phase budget be committed to 
quality assurance/quality control. 

TASK 2.5 60% SUBMITTAL 

RDM will submit the 60% Complete Set of Design Plans, Specification Book, Engineer’s 
Estimate of probable construction cost and Engineer’s Report to the Authority for review and 
comment.  It is anticipated the Authority will coordinate their review with the FAA as 
necessary for comment.  All submittals will be in electronic format. The Authority will print 
hard copies as necessary. RDM anticipates the Authority will review the 60% Design 
Package Submission and return comments within two weeks of delivery.   

TASK 2.6 60% DESIGN REVIEW MEETING 

RDM will coordinate and attend one (1) virtual meeting with the Authority to review the 60% 
Complete Design submittal. RDM will provide written minutes of the meeting and distribute 
to all attendees. The Authority and the FAA will provide any additional written comments to 
RDM within two weeks of the design review meeting that may affect the direction of the 
project. The meeting will be attended by the RDM principal-in-charge, project manager 
and/or project engineer. 

TASK 2.7 PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

RDM will make monthly progress reports to the Authority project manager during the entire 
duration of the project. The monthly progress reports will include a written description of 
each task identified within the contracted scope of services as of the date of the progress 
report.   

D. TASK 3:  90-PERCENT (90%) PRE-FINAL DESIGN
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The intent of the 90% design is to advance the project to include sufficient detail to clearly 
present all elements of the design. At the completion of the 90% design package, the project 
will proceed to final bid design set of construction documents. 

TASK 3.1 REVIEW AND INCORPORATE 60% COMMENTS 

RDM will review all comments received from the Authority and the FAA from the 60% design 
submittal review and incorporate applicable comments into plans, specifications, estimate 
of probable construction cost, and Engineer’s Report, during the 90% Pre-Final Design 
Phase. This task will include the review of each comment and a written report on how it will 
be incorporated into the documents, or why it was not applicable. 

A written summary letter will be submitted to the Authority and the FAA. 

TASK 3.2 FAA FORM 7460 SUPPORT 

RDM will coordinate to support the submission of FAA Form 7460 by the Authority to 
determine that the all eligible construction activities are coordinated with the FAA.  As part 
of this task, RDM will develop and submit an exhibit to the Authority in order to supplement 
Form 7460.   

TASK 3.3 90% DESIGN 

TASK 3.3.A PLANS 

RDM will advance the complete set of drawings to a Pre-Final 90 pct level. The 90% 
complete design will identify, evaluate, and resolve specific elements of the project 
for a technically sound and comprehensive project.   

The plan development at the 90% level will include development of construction 
phasing, demolition, horizontal and vertical geometry, and preliminary pavement 
design. The development of the 90% complete design will be in coordination with 
the Authority and the FAA for their input. The following list of drawings will be 
submitted (mainly 1”=40’ on a 22”x34” electronic drawing): 

CONSTRUCTION PLANS 

C000 Series Cover, Index, Notes, Quantities Table, Layout Plan 

C010 Series Phasing Plans 

C020 Series Phasing Details 

C100 Series Demolition Plans 

C150 Series Demolition Details 

C200 Series Geometry and Paving Plans 

C350 Series Typical Pavement Sections 

C450 Series Erosion Control Plans and Details 

C500 Series Plan and Profile Drawings 

C700 Series Pavement Marking Plans and Details 

C800 Series Cross Sections 

TASK 3.3.B FRONT END SPECIFICATIONS 
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RDM will update the Volume I front end specifications for the project. Any potential 
variations will be highlighted for review during the 90 percent (pre-final) deliverable 
review meeting.  

TASK 3.3.C TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 

A 90% draft of the Volume II Technical Specifications will be included in the 
deliverable. All technical specifications will be detailed and coordinated with the 
project plans, including any modifications to FAA Standard Technical Specifications. 
If necessary, RDM will conduct a second meeting with the local Airports District 
Office to review any modifications and discuss the potential for FAA approval.   

TASK 3.3.D CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE AND PROJECT SCHEDULE UPDATES 

RDM will develop a detailed construction schedule that outlines the construction 
schedule of the project.  Updates to the design project schedule will also be provided 
using input from the Authority based on Critical Path Methodology.  

TASK 3.3.E CONSTRUCTION ESTIMATE 

RDM will develop an update to the detailed estimate of probable construction cost 
for the project. 

TASK 3.3.F FINAL ENGINEERS DESIGN REPORT 

RDM will develop the pre-final draft of the Engineer’s Design Report for the project. 
This engineer’s design report will also include any design calculations that were 
developed to validate the engineering design for the project.  This report will finalize 
any recommendations for any Modifications to Standards that became evident 
throughout the design process. 

TASK 3.4 FINAL CONSTRUCTION SAFETY PHASING PLAN

RDM will prepare the final CSPP in accordance with AC 150/5370-2G Operational Safety 
on Airports during Construction and submit to the Authority, FAA Project Manager and the 
FAA Certification Inspector.  

TASK 3.5 90% QUALITY CONTROL REVIEW 

RDM will conduct in-house quality control review of the 90% Complete Design plans, 
Volume II specifications, estimate of probable construction cost, Engineer’s Report prior to 
submittal to the Authority and FAA. The Quality Control review will be by performed by two 
(2) independent Senior Engineers who are not actively involved in the design project. This
allows for a completely independent review of the deliverable. In addition, a mid-level
engineer will perform a detailed checking of the project plans and specifications. RDM
commits to a minimum of 5 percent of this design services phase budget be committed to
quality assurance/quality control.

TASK 3.6 90% SUBMITTAL 

RDM will submit the 90% complete set of Design Plans, Volume I and Volume II 
Specifications and Engineers Report to the Authority for distribution for review and comment 
(internally and to the FAA). The Authority will print hard copies as necessary.  RDM 
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anticipates the Authority will review the 90% Design Package Submission and return 
comments within two weeks of delivery.   

TASK 3.7 90% DESIGN REVIEW MEETING

RDM will coordinate and attend one (1) virtual meeting with the Authority to review the 90% 
Pre-Final Design submittal. RDM will provide written minutes of the meeting and distribute 
to all attendees. The Authority and the FAA will provide any additional written comments to 
RDM within two weeks of the design review meeting that may affect the direction of the 
project. The meeting will be attended by the RDM principal-in-charge, project manager and 
or project engineer. 

TASK 3.8 PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

RDM will continue to make monthly progress reports to the Authority’s project manager 
during the entire duration of the project. The monthly progress reports will include a written 
description of each task identified within the contracted scope of services as of the date of 
the progress report. The progress reports will also include a monthly invoice for professional 
services. 

E. TASK 4:  FINAL DESIGN (BID SET)

TASK 4.1 REVIEW AND INCORPORATE 90% COMMENTS

RDM will review all comments received from the Authority and the FAA from the 90% design
submittal review and incorporate applicable comments into plans, specifications, estimate
of probable construction cost, and Engineer’s Report, during the Bid Set Final Design
Phase. This task will include the review of each comment and a written response on how it
will be incorporated into the documents, or why it was not applicable. The written letter report
or spreadsheet will be submitted to the Authority and the FAA as necessary.

TASK 4.2 BID SET FINAL DESIGN

TASK 5.2.A PLANS 

RDM will prepare Bid Set signed and sealed complete drawings. The Bid Set Final 
Design will identify, evaluate, and resolve specific elements of the project for a 
technically sound and comprehensive project.   

The plan development at the bid set level will include development of construction 
phasing, demolition, horizontal and vertical geometry, and final pavement design. 
The development of the bid set complete design will be in coordination with the 
Authority and the FAA for their input. The following list of drawings will be submitted 
(mainly 1”=40’ on a 22”x34” electronic drawing): 

CONSTRUCTION PLANS 

C000 Series Cover, Index, Notes, Quantities Table, Layout Plan 

C010 Series Phasing Plans 

C020 Series Phasing Details 

C100 Series Demolition Plans 

C150 Series Demolition Details 
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C200 Series Geometry and Paving Plans 

C350 Series Typical Pavement Sections 

C450 Series Erosion Control Plans and Details 

C500 Series Plan and Profile Drawings 

C700 Series Pavement Marking Plans and Details 

C800 Series Cross Sections 

TASK 4.2.B FRONT END SPECIFICATIONS 

RDM will provide the final update to the Volume I front end specifications for the 
project through coordination with the Authority.  

TASK 4.2.C TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 

The final draft of the Volume II Technical Specifications will be included in the 
deliverable.  All technical specifications will be detailed and coordinated with the 
project plans, including any modifications to FAA Standard Technical Specifications. 

TASK 4.2.D CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE 

RDM will develop the final detailed construction schedule that outlines the 
construction schedule of the project. 

TASK 4.2.E CONSTRUCTION ESTIMATE 

RDM will develop the final detailed estimate of probable construction cost for the 
project. 

TASK 4.3 BID SET QUALITY CONTROL REVIEW 

RDM will conduct in-house quality control review of the Bid Set Design plans, Volume I and 
Volume II specifications, estimate of probable construction cost, Engineer’s Report prior to 
submittal to the Authority and FAA (via the Authority). The Quality Control review will be by 
performed by two (2) independent Senior Engineers who are not actively involved in the 
design project. This allows for a completely independent review of the deliverable.  In 
addition, a mid-level engineer will perform a detailed checking of the project plans and 
specifications.  RDM commits to a minimum of 5 percent of this design services phase 
budget be committed to quality assurance/quality control.  

TASK 4.4 BID SET SUBMITTAL 

RDM will provide electronic transfer of all contract documents included in the deliverable. 

TASK 4.5 PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

RDM will continue to make monthly progress reports to the Authority project manager during 
the entire duration of the project. The monthly progress reports will include a written 
description of each task identified within the contracted scope of services as of the date of 
the progress report. The progress reports will also include a monthly invoice for professional 
services. 

F. TASK 5:  BID/AWARD SERVICES
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TASK 5.1 PRE-BID CONFERENCE 

RDM will attend a pre-bid conference at the Hollywood Burbank Airport. RDM will describe 
specific elements of the project, as requested by the Authority. RDM will attend any site 
walk/visit during the Pre-Bid Conference. RDM will provide minutes of this meeting and an 
attendance list to be provided in an Addendum. 

TASK 5.2 ADDENDA 

RDM will review and answer any Request for Clarification (RFC) during the bid phase. 
RDM will compile all required addenda to revise plans, specifications and other contract 
documents prepared by RDM in order to (1) provide clarifications, (2) correct 
discrepancies, or (3) correct errors and/or omissions.  RDM will submit this information in 
hard copy format and via PDF for the Authority to distribute to plan holders.  

After the bid opening, RDM will provide a review and a bid proposal evaluation for all bids 
received. 

TASK 5.3 CONFORMED DOCUMENTS

RDM will prepare Conformed Documents for the Authority.  The Conformed Documents 
incorporate the Bidding Documents and all Addenda issued, to complete an Issued for 
Construction set of documents. RDM will deliver the following, once the contract 
documents are complete: 

• Electronic Files of all deliverables required for the contract documents.

TASK 5.4 PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

RDM will make monthly progress reports to the Authority project manager during the entire 
duration of the project. The monthly progress reports will include a written description of 
each task identified within the contracted scope of services as of the date of the progress 
report.   

PHASE 2 – Construction Administration Services 

To be determined and negotiated at a later date. 

III. PRESENTATIONS, MEETINGS AND SITE
VISITS

RDM will prepare for and attend the following: 

1) Task 1.1 Project Kick-off Meeting
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2) Task 1.3 Survey, Geotechnical Investigation, Pavement Evaluation Site Visit

3) Task 1.8 Conceptual Design (30%) Package Review Meeting at BUR

4) Task 2.6 60% Design Review Meeting (virtual)

5) Task 3.8 90% Design Review Meeting (virtual)

6) Task 5.1 Pre-Bid Conference
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IV. DELIVERABLES

RDM will provide the following deliverables: 

1) One (1) digital copy (PDF) of 30% Conceptual Design Plans, List of Specifications,
Cost Estimate, and Engineer’s Report Table of Content to the Authority and FAA as
required.

2) One (1) digital copy (PDF) of 60% Plans, Specifications, Cost Estimate, Schedule,
DRAFT CSPP and Engineer’s Report to the Authority and FAA as required.

3) One (1) digital copy (PDF) of 90% Plans, Specifications, Cost Estimate, Schedule,
FINAL CSPP and Engineer’s Report, to the Authority and FAA as required.

4) One (1) digital copy (PDF) of Final Plans, Specifications, Cost Estimate, Schedule,
and Engineer’s Report, to the Authority and FAA as required.

5) Required Addenda, Bid Analysis, Submittal, RFI, Construction Management Plan,
and Conformed Set to the Authority

V. SCHEDULE

RDM will complete the above referenced services within XX to XX weeks of NTP.  RDM will 
support the bid phase during the period of time after Advertisement Date to Award.  



 RDM-BUR RWY Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehab Fee_12232022

23-Dec-22

TASK PROJ PROJ DSGN PROJ PVMT QAQC GIS Field CAD ADMIN NDT TRAVEL/ TASK REMARKS

PRNC MNGR MNGR ENGR ENGR MNGR TECH TECH TECH EQUIP ODC COST

Task 1:  Conceptual Package Development 
1.1 Project Kick-off Meeting - Project Management and Coordination 1 1 1 1 $902.17 Virtual Meeting Attendance

1.1a Project Scheduling 2 4 $1,587.49
1.1b Coordination with Stakeholders 4 4 $2,121.94 Includes Subconsultants

1.2 Collect and Review Available Data 4 8 12 8 4 $7,178.75
1.3 Topographic Survey, Geotechnical Investigation, Pavement 
Evaluation and Coordination

4 4 8 16 48 4 $4,773 $16,706.29

1.4 Pavement Design Alt and Constructability Alt for the Design 4 8 8 8 $6,148.49
1.5 Conceptual Design 4 16 24 40 $13,231.82
1.6 Conceptual Development Quality Control Review 8 $1,964.13
1.7 Conceptual Development Package (30%) Submittal 1 2 2 2 $1,308.87
1.8 Conceptual Design Review Meeting 8 2 $1,234 $3,898.41 In Person Meeting  for PM Only

1.9 Project Management 2 8 $1,217.95

Task 2:  60% Design 
2.1 Review and Incorporate Conceptual Design Comments 4 8 8 2 8 $5,726.53
2.2 60% Design, Specification, Engineers Report, Estimate, Schedule 4 16 80 8 60 $25,472.26
2.3 Preliminary Construction Safety Phasing Plan (CSPP) 4 8 16 $5,526.79
2.4 60% Quality Control Review 24 $5,892.39
2.5 60% Submittal 1 2 4 4 $1,824.00
2.6 60% Design Review Meeting 2 2 $1,060.97 Virtual Meeting Attendance

2.7 Project Management 2 8 $1,217.95

Task 3:  90% Design
3.1 Review and Incorporate 60% Comments 4 8 8 2 8 $5,726.53
3.2 FAA Form 7460 Support 1 2 2 4 $1,530.03
3.3 90% Design, Specification, Engineers Report, Estimate, Schedule 4 16 48 40 $16,759.52
3.4 Final Construction Safety Phasing Plan (CSPP) 2 4 8 $2,763.39
3.5 90% Quality Control Review 16 $3,928.26
3.6 90% Submittal 1 4 4 4 $2,350.52
3.7 90% Design Review Meeting 2 2 $1,060.97 Virtual Meeting Attendance 

3.8 Project Management 2 $534.45

Task 4:  Final Design Bid Set 
4.1 Review and Incorporate 90% Comments 2 8 8 2 8 $5,192.07
4.2 Bid Set Final Design 4 8 40 40 $13,477.54
4.3 Bid Set Quality Control Review 4 $982.07
4.4 Bid Set Submittal 1 4 4 4 $2,350.52
4.5 Project Management 2 $534.45

.
Task 5: Bid/Award Services

5.1 Pre-Bid Conference 2 $0 $534.45 Virtual Meeting Attendance

5.2 Addenda 1 8 16 8 $5,609.72
5.3 Conformed Documents 2 8 8 8 $4,701.04
5.4 Project Management 2 8 $1,217.95

SUBTOTALS 0 83 157 309 41 58 0 48 246 24 0 $6,007

SALARY RATE $92.60 $89.61 $88.28 $49.29 $75.35 $82.33 $32.12 $32.12 $37.08 $28.65 $1,800

SUBTOTALS $0 $7,438 $13,860 $15,231 $3,089 $4,775 $0 $1,542 $9,122 $688 $0 $6,007 $55,744

OVERHEAD @ 171.1% $0 $12,726 $23,714 $26,060 $5,286 $8,170 $0 $2,638 $15,607 $1,176 $95,378

SUBTOTALS $0 $20,163 $37,574 $41,290 $8,375 $12,945 $0 $4,180 $24,729 $1,864 $0 $151,121

FEE @ 10% $0 $2,016 $3,757 $4,129 $838 $1,295 $0 $418 $2,473 $186 $15,112

TOTAL PER CATEGORY $0 $22,180 $41,332 $45,419 $9,213 $14,240 $0 $4,598 $27,202 $2,050 $0 $6,007 $172,241

% of PROFESSIONAL FEE

TOTAL  ESTIMATED  COST $172,241

RDM International, Inc.

RDM International, Inc. MANHOUR & FEE ESTIMATE

HOLLYWOOD BURBANK AIRPORT, BURBANK, CALIFORNIA

RUNWAY SHOULDERS & BLAST PAD REHABILITATION DESIGN SERVICES

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING DESIGN SERVICES



Carson | Concord | Hillsboro | Rancho Cucamonga | Sacramento | San Diego 

Proposal No: 00-221942-P 

December 9, 2022 

RDM International, Inc. 
14310 Sullyfield Circle 
Suite 600 
Chantilly, VA 20151 

Attention:  David Stromberg 

Subject: Proposal for a Geotechnical Investigation 
E22-11 Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Design 
Burbank Airport 
2627 N Hollywood Way 
Burbank, CA 

In response to your request, we propose to perform a geotechnical engineering investigation for the E22-11 
Runway Shoulders and Blast Pad Rehabilitation Design project.   

SCOPE OF WORK 

Our services will consist of office research, field exploration, laboratory testing, review of the compiled data, and 
preparation of a written report containing recommendations developed in accordance to generally accepted 
engineering and geologic principles and practices.  

OFFICE RESEARCH 

Our office research will consist of the following: 

• Review of prior geotechnical reports performed at the airport prepared for the site by this office.

• Review of literature to obtain background information of regional geology, seismicity and groundwater.

• Examination of aerial photographs.

FIELD INVESTIGATION  

The field exploration will consist of the following: 

• Contacting Underground Service Alert for underground utilities.

• Review of proposed boring locations with RDM and airport staff for existing underground utility conflicts.
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• Drilling of approximately 3 exploratory borings to a maximum depth of 10 feet, one at the Hanger 2 site,
one at the A3 site and one in the blast pad at the north end of the airport. Location of the proposed borings
will be supplied by RDM. We have assumed drilling will be done during a night shift

• Coring of approximately 10 locations at locations to be determined by RDM staff.  Cores will be done with a
6-inch diameter core bit to facilitate removal of the existing base and access underlying subgrade soils.  The
thickness of the existing asphalt and base courses will be determined and a dynamic cone penetrometer
(DCP) test will be done on the exposed subgrade at each location. It is our understanding that the coring will
be done during night shifts.

• Logging of the borings and identification of the various earth materials encountered during the exploration.

• Samples of the major earth units will be obtained and the in-place density of the various strata encountered
in the exploration will be determined.

• As requested we have also included an alternative quote for 2 borings and 11 cores a with a similar scope
for the boring and coring as described above.

• As requested we have also included an alternative quote for 15 cores and no borings with a similar scope
for the coring as described above.

LABORATORY TESTING 

Laboratory testing will be performed in accordance to the specifications of ASTM International.  The following 
laboratory tests will be performed on the major soil and bedrock types encountered during the exploration. 

• Moisture and density of drive tube samples and moisture content tests of bulk soil samples

• Maximum density - optimum moisture density

• California bearing ratio

• Atterberg limits

• Sieve analysis

Laboratory testing of any hazardous materials or substances that may be encountered is not included within this 
scope of services. 

No laboratory testing will be done for the coring alternative without borings. 

GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING ANALYSIS AND REPORT PREPARATION 

A written report will prepared presenting the results of the office research, field exploration, laboratory testing and 
engineering analysis.  It will include information on the nature, distribution and strength of the existing soils, and 
recommendations for grading procedures and design criteria for corrective measures, when necessary.  The report 
will also include a description of the geology of the site and conclusions and recommendations regarding the effect 
of geologic conditions on the proposed development.   
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Specific items that will be addressed in our report will include: 

• Regional geology and seismicity, groundwater, site soil and geologic conditions, and flooding potential.

• Recommendations regarding earthwork, grading and fill placement.

• Existing pavement sections.

• Earthwork shrinkage and subsidence during earthwork.

• Recommendations for removals and over-excavation or subgrade.

• Anticipated excavation characteristics of earth units.

• Recommended design CBR values.

• Recommendations for grading and post grading geotechnical observation and testing.

The report will also include logs of borings and pictures of the asphalt cores, a map showing the locations of points 
of subsurface exploration, and other attachments. 

Our recommendations will be consistent with sound engineering and geologic practices and shall incorporate 
federal, state and local laws, codes, ordinances and regulations which, in our professional opinion, are applicable at 
the time that our professional services are rendered. 

TERMS 

We propose to perform the previously described services on a fixed fee basis for the following amounts: 

Investigation with 3 Borings and 10 Cores 
Geotechnical Office Research and Field Exploration $16,790.00 
Geotechnical Laboratory Testing $5,130.00 
Geotechnical Engineering Analysis and Report Preparation $5,360.00 

TOTAL $27,280.00 

Investigation with 2 Borings and 11 Cores 
Geotechnical Office Research and Field Exploration $15,890.00 
Geotechnical Laboratory Testing $3,420.00 
Geotechnical Engineering Analysis and Report Preparation $4,920.00 

TOTAL $24,230.00 

Investigation with Coring only 
Geotechnical Office Research and Field Exploration $10,770.00 
Geotechnical Engineering Analysis and Report Preparation $3,900.00 

TOTAL $14,670.00 
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Our estimate may vary due to circumstances that may develop during the course of the work or due to 
unanticipated or changed conditions. If a change in the scope of work becomes necessary due to unforeseen 
conditions, which will increase the charges, we will obtain your authorization before proceeding. 

Invoices for our services will be rendered at the completion of the work and upon completion of the report. 
Invoices are due and payable upon presentation. Should the duration of the job exceed one month, monthly 
invoices will be presented for services performed. 

Any amount not paid within 30 days of the date due will bear interest at a rate of 18% per annum. In the event 
legal action is instituted to enforce this agreement, the prevailing party will be entitled to reasonable attorney 
fees. 

PROFESSIONAL INSURANCE 

We maintain the following insurance coverage. Certificates of insurance will be provided upon request. 
However, our professional liability insurance carrier (errors and omissions) will not name any additional insured. 

General liability $1,000,000.00 limit 
Professional Liability $1,000,000.00 limit 
Workmen's Compensation $1,000,000.00 limit 

CLOSURE 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this proposal. We look forward to working with you on this project and 
can begin our work upon receipt of your notice to proceed and receipt of a signed copy of this proposal 
authorizing us to perform these professional services. If you have any questions regarding this proposal please 
contact the undersigned Project Manager. 

Authorized By: Respectfully submitted, 
RDM International, Inc. RMA Group, Inc. 

(Signature) Kenneth Dowell, PG, CEG 
Project Geologist 

(Title) 

(Date) Slawek Dymerski, PE, GE 
Vice President 
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Personnel Charges - Professional Staff 
Product Name Units Rate ($) 
Project Engineer - Laboratory HR $190.00 
Administrative HR $70.00 
Principal Engineer - Office HR $220.00 
Principal Engineer - Field HR $220.00 
Principal Engineer - Court Appearance HR $600.00 
Principal Engineer - Consultation HR $220.00 
Principal Engineer - Job Conference HR $220.00 
Principal Engineer - Expert Witness HR $500.00 
Project Engineer - Office HR $190.00 
Project Engineer - Field HR $190.00 
Project Engineer - Consultation HR $190.00 
Project Engineer - Job Conference HR $190.00 
Staff Engineer - Office HR $145.00 
Staff Engineer - Field HR $145.00 
Drafting HR $110.00 
Principal Geologist - Office HR $200.00 
Project Manager - Office HR $165.00 
Project Manager -  Field HR $165.00 
Project Manager - Job Conference HR $165.00 
Principal Geologist - Field HR $200.00 
Principal Geologist - Consultation HR $200.00 
Principal Geologist - Job Conference HR $200.00 
Principal Geologist - Expert Witness HR $450.00 
Principal Geologist - Court Appearance HR $550.00 
Project Geologist - Office HR $180.00 
Project Geologist - Field HR $180.00 
Project Geologist - Consultation HR $180.00 
Project Geologist - Job Conference HR $180.00 
Qualified SWPPP Developer QSD HR $160.00 
Staff Geologist - Office HR $145.00 
Staff Geologist - Field HR $145.00 
Qualified SWPPP Practitioner QSP HR $150.00 

Personnel Charges - Field Staff 
Product Name Units Rate ($) 
Soils Engineering Technician HR $115.00 
Soils Technician Compaction Testing HR $115.00 
Soils Technician Rough Grading HR $115.00 
Soils Technician Retesting HR $115.00 
Public Works Inspector HR $120.00 
Public Works Inspector - Asphalt Paving HR $115.00 
Public Works Technician HR $115.00 
Public Works Inspector - Asphalt Plant HR $115.00 
Public Works Inspector - Concrete Paving HR $115.00 
Public Works Inspector - Concrete Plant HR $115.00 
Public Works Technician - Asphalt HR $115.00 
Public Works Technician - Concrete HR $115.00 
Laboratory Technician - Field Lab HR $100.00 
Lead Roadway and Structures Inspector HR $125.00 
Structures Inspector HR $115.00 
Roadway Inspector HR $115.00 
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Civil Inspector HR $125.00 
Building Inspector HR $130.00 
Special Inspector (ICC) HR $115.00 
Mechanical | Electrical Inspector HR $130.00 
Special Inspector Reinforced Concrete HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Prestressed Concrete HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Concrete Batch Plant HR $115.00 
ACI Concrete Technician HR $115.00 
Pick-up and Delivery of Test Specimens HR $75.00 
ID Reinforcing or Structural Steel HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Fire Proofing HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Post Installed Anchors HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Roofing/Waterproofing HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Masonry HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Masonry (DSA) HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Shotcrete HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Post Tensioned Concrete HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Fire Stopping HR $120.00 
AWS Certified Welding Inspector- Field HR $115.00 
AWS Certified Welding Inspector- Shop HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Structural Steel HR $115.00 
Special Inspector High Strength Bolting HR $115.00 
Special Inspector Wood Construction HR $130.00 
Non Destructive Testing ASNT Level II HR $120.00 
Non Destructive Testing ASNT Level III HR $200.00 
Coatings Technician HR $120.00 
Special Inspector Fiber Wrap HR $115.00 
Radiographic Testing Crew HR $450.00 
Pull | Torque Testing Technician HR $115.00 
Project Inspector (IOR) HR $130.00 
Asphalt Coring HR $120.00 
Concrete Coring HR $120.00 
Horizontal Wall Coring HR $115.00 
Assistant Wall Coring HR $120.00 
Supervising Soil Technician HR $135.00 
Supervising Public Works Inspector HR $135.00 
Supervising Special Inspector HR $135.00 
Quality Control Manager HR $155.00 

Laboratory Tests - Steel 
Product Name Units Rate ($) 
ASTM A370 Rebar Tension up to #8 EA $60.00 
ASTM E605 Spray Applied Fireproofing Den EA $135.00 
ASTM A370 Rebar Tension #9 to #11 EA $75.00 
ASTM A370 Rebar Tension #14 EA $115.00 
ASTM A370 Rebar Tension #18 EA $170.00 
ASTM A370 Bend Test Rebar up to #8 EA $50.00 
ASTM A370  Bend Test Rebar #9 to #11 EA $60.00 
ASTM A370  Bend Test Rebar #14 EA $115.00 
ASTM A370 Bend Test Rebar # 18 EA $170.00 
ASTM A416 Stress-Strain Analysis EA $240.00 
ASTM A416 Tensile Test Only EA $175.00 
ASTM A370 Tensile Up to 100K lbs (Each) EA $75.00 
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ASTM A370 Tensile Up to 200K lbs (Each) EA $90.00 
ASTM A370 Tensile Up to 300K lbs (Each) EA $100.00 
ASTM A370 Tensile Up to 400K lbs (Each) EA $160.00 
ASTM A370 Tensile 400K - 500K lbs (Each) EA $365.00 
ASTM A370 Tensile Stress-Strain Percent EA $205.00 
AWS Weld: Macroetch EA $110.00 
AWS Weld: Fracture EA $75.00 
AWS Bend Test EA $75.00 
Steel Chemical Analysis EA $205.00 
ASTM A370 Rockwell Hardness (Each) EA $110.00 
ASTM F606 Bolt Axial Tensile to 7/8” EA $60.00 
ASTM F606 Bolt Wedge Tensile to 7/8” EA $90.00 
ASTM F606 Bolt: Axial 7/8” - 1 1/2” EA $95.00 
ASTM F606 Bolt: Proof Load up to 7/8" EA $100.00 
ASTM F606 Bolt Wedge Tens 7/8” to 1 1/2" EA $110.00 
ASTM F606 Bolt: Proof Load up to 1 1/2" EA $125.00 
ASTM F606 Nut: Proof Load up to 7/8" EA $65.00 
ASTM F606 Nut: Proof Load up to 1 1/2" EA $100.00 

Laboratory Tests - Soil 
Product Name Units Rate ($) 
ASTM D4318 Plasticity Index of Soils EA $335.00 
ASTM D1883 California Bearing Ratio EA $605.00 
ASTM D2435 Consolidation EA $275.00 
ASTM D2435 Consolidation with Time Rate EA $335.00 
ASTM D3080 Direct Shear, Consol&Drained EA $275.00 
ASTM D4829 Expansion Index of Soils EA $240.00 
ASTM D2166 Unconfined Comp Strength EA $335.00 
ASTM D5333 Hydro Collapse Potential EA $240.00 
ASTM D2050 Tri-Axial Shear Strength EA $470.00 
ASTM D2937 In-Place Density, Drive Cyl EA $65.00 
ASTM D2216 Soil Moisture Content by Mass EA $45.00 
ASTM D698 Maximum Density Std Effort EA $290.00 
ASTM D1557 Max Density Optimum Moisture EA $290.00 
ASTM D2974 Moisture, Ash, Organic Matter EA $110.00 
ASTM D4972 pH of Soils EA $115.00 
ASTM D2844 R-Value & Expansive Pressures EA $440.00 
ASTM D2434 Const Head Permeability Test EA $470.00 
ASTM D422 Sieve Analysis of Soil EA $240.00 
ASTM D1140 Materials Finer than #200 EA $140.00 
ASTM D422 Hydrometer Anaylsis EA $335.00 
ASTM D854 Specific Gravity of Soils EA $265.00 
ASTM D4546 Swell Potential EA $240.00 
ASTM D4943 Shrinkage Factor by Resin EA $260.00 
ASTM D559 Soil Cement Sample Preparation EA $140.00 
ASTM D558 Soil-Cement Maximum Density EA $375.00 
ASTM D1633 Compression Test Soil Cement EA $110.00 
AASHTO T100 Specific Gravity of Soils EA $275.00 
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Laboratory Tests - Masonry 
Product Name Units Rate ($) 
ASTM C140 Block Moisture & Absorption SET $110.00 
ASTM C140 Block Compressive Strength SET $100.00 
ASTM C426 Block Linear Shrinkage SET $375.00 
ASTM C140 Block Unit Wt & Dimensions SET $265.00 
ASTM C90 Masonry Block Conformance SET $740.00 
ASTM C67 Brick Compressive Strength SET $125.00 
ASTM C67 Brick Moisture & Absorption SET $110.00 
ASTM C67 Brick 5 Hour Boil EA $135.00 
ASTM C67 Brick Modulus of Rupture EA $135.00 
ASTM C780 Mortar Cylinder Compression EA $40.00 
ASTM C1019 Grout Prism Compression EA $50.00 
ASTM C1314 Masonry Core Comp Str 8" Max EA $100.00 
ASTM C1314 Masonry Core Shear Str 8" Max EA $110.00 
ASTM E519 Assemblage Comp Str 8" Block EA $125.00 
ASTM E519 Assemblage Comp Str 12" Block EA $140.00 
ASTM E519 Assemblage Comp Str 16" Block EA $175.00 
ASTM C109 Compressive Strength 2" Cube EA $50.00 

Laboratory Tests - Concrete 
Product Name Units Rate ($) 
ASTM C39 Concrete Cyl Cured or Tested EA $40.00 
ASTM C42 Compressive Strength, Core EA $100.00 
ASTM C39 Cyl Tested out of Sequence EA $50.00 
ASTM C495 Lightweight Concrete Strength EA $65.00 
ASTM C78 Flexural Strength, Beam EA $125.00 
ASTM C1140 Shotcrete Panel Test SET $335.00 
ASTM C138 Unit Weight of Concrete EA $90.00 
ASTM C649 Concrete Modulus of Elasticity EA $205.00 
ASTM C157 Concrete Shrinkage (Set of 3) SET $600.00 
ASTM C496 Splitting Tensile Test EA $125.00 
ASTM C495 Density - Lightweight Concrete EA $240.00 
T 336 Coefficient of Thermal Expansion EA $670.00 

Laboratory Tests - Caltrans 
Product Name Units Rate ($) 
CT202 Sieve Analysis, Combined Agg EA $245.00 
CT202 Sieve Analysis, Fine Agg EA $190.00 
CT202 Sieve Analysis, Coarse Agg EA $185.00 
CT235 Flat and Elongated Particles EA $390.00 
CT205 Percentage Crushed Particles EA $205.00 
CT206 Specific Gravity, Coarse Aggregate EA $185.00 
CT207 Specific Gravity, Fine Aggregate EA $225.00 
CT208 Apparent Specific Gravity of Fines EA $275.00 
CT229 Durability Index EA $405.00 
CT234 Angularity & Voids, Fine Agg EA $265.00 
CT211 Abrasion, Los Angeles Rattler EA $335.00 
CT227 Cleanness Value EA $390.00 
CT213 Organic Impurities in Sand EA $135.00 
CT214 Soundness by Sodium Sulfate EA $510.00 
CT226 Moisture Content by Oven Drying EA $45.00 
CT217 Sand Equivalent EA $170.00 
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CT308(A) Core Density Paraffin Coated EA $75.00 
CT308(C) Core Density SSD EA $65.00 
CT303 Approximate Bitumen Ratio EA $335.00 
CT304/308(A) LTMD Kneading Compactor EA $440.00 
CT305 Swell of Bituminous Mixtures EA $470.00 
CT308(A)/366 Stability and Density EA $440.00 
CT366 Stabilometer Value EA $365.00 
CT308(C)/366 Stability and Density EA $440.00 
CT309 Maximum Theoretical Density EA $275.00 
CT370 Moisture Content by Microwave EA $110.00 
CT379 Asphalt Content Nuclear Gauge EA $275.00 
CT382 Ignition Oven Correction Factor EA $405.00 
CT382 Asphalt Content by Ignition EA $255.00 
CT371 Tensile Strength Ratio EA $1,470.00 
CT302 Film Stripping EA $335.00 
CT521 Concrete Cyl Compressive Strength EA $40.00 
CT523 Concrete Flexural Strength, Beam EA $125.00 
CT531 Length of Drilled Concrete Cores EA $65.00 
CT550 Surface Abrasion of Concrete EA $535.00 
CT534 Water Retention, Liq Curing Cmpnd EA $570.00 
CT521 Compressive Strength LCB EA $40.00 
CT524 RSC Flexural Strength, Beam EA $125.00 
CT515 Relative Mortar Strength, PCC Sand EA $800.00 
CT670 Tensile Strength up to #8 EA $75.00 
CT670 Tensile Strength #8 - #11 EA $110.00 
CT670 Tensile Strength #14 EA $140.00 
CT670 Tensile Strength #18 EA $205.00 
CT 52-1-08C Slip Test EA $205.00 
CT670 Operator Qualification up to #8 LOT $470.00 
CT670 Operator Qualification #9 - #11 LOT $535.00 
CT670 Operator Qualification #18 LOT $1,135.00 
CT670 Operator Qualification #14 LOT $800.00 
CT670 Operator Qualification up to #8 EA $470.00 
CT670 Operator Qualification #9 - #11 EA $535.00 
CT670 Operator Qualification #14 EA $800.00 
CT670 Operator Qualification #18 EA $1,135.00 
CT670 Production Lot up to #8 (Service) LOT $335.00 
CT670 Production Lot #14 (Service) LOT $535.00 
CT670 Production Lot #9 to #11 (Service) LOT $405.00 
CT670 Production Lot #18 (Service) LOT $725.00 
CT670 Production Lot up to #8 (Ultimate) LOT $405.00 
CT670 Production Lot #9 to #11(Ultimate) LOT $470.00 
CT670 Production Lot #18 (Ultimate) LOT $1,005.00 
CT670 Production Lot #14 (Ultimate) LOT $740.00 
CT204 Plasticity Index, Atterberg EA $305.00 
CT209 Specific Gravity of Soil EA $275.00 
CT301 Resistance R-Value Stabilometer EA $390.00 
CT216 CA Impact Max Density EA $265.00 
CT216 CA Impact, Rock Correction EA $65.00 
CT417 Soluble Sulfates EA $135.00 
CT422 Chloride Content EA $115.00 
CT643 Resistivity and pH EA $135.00 
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Laboratory Tests - Asphalt 
Product Name Units Rate ($) 
ASTM D1188 Core Density Parafilm Coated EA $75.00 
ASTM D2726 Core Density (SSD) EA $65.00 
ASTM D6926 Lab Max Density Marshall EA $335.00 
ASTM D6927 Marshal Stability and Flow EA $440.00 
ASTM D1561 LTMD Kneading Compactor EA $355.00 
ASTM D1560 Hveem Stability and Density EA $440.00 
ASTM D1560 Hveem Stability EA $305.00 
ASTM D2041 Maximum Theoretical Density EA $265.00 
ASTM D6307 Ignition Oven Calibration EA $405.00 
ASTM D6307 Asphalt Content by Ignition EA $255.00 
ASTM D2172 Asphalt Content by Solvents EA $375.00 
ASTM D4125 Asphalt Content Nuclear Gauge EA $335.00 
ASTM D5444 Gradation of Extracted Agg EA $275.00 
ASTM D244 Emulsion Residue Evaporation EA $240.00 
ASTM D244 Emulsion Sieve Analysis EA $165.00 
ASTM D3910 Wet Track Abrasion EA $205.00 
AASHTO T324 Hamburg Wheel Tracking Test EA $1,100.00 
AASHTO T283 Tensile Strength Ratio EA $1,200.00 
AASHTO T275 Core Denisty Paraffin Coated EA $80.00 
AASHTO T312/T275 LTMD Gyratory Compactor EA $440.00 
AASHTO T308 Asphalt Content by Ignition EA $255.00 
AASHTO T209 Theoretical Maximum Density EA $265.00 
AASHTO T308A AC Correction Factor EA $470.00 
AASHTO T324 Hamburg Wheel Tracking - RHMA EA $1,100.00 
AASHTO T283 Tensile Strength Ratio - RHMA EA $1,200.00 
AASHTO T312/T275 LTMD Gyratory Comp.- RHMA EA $440.00 

Laboratory Tests - Aggregates 
Product Name Units Rate ($) 
ASTM C131 Abrasion, Los Angeles Rattler EA $335.00 
ASTM C40 Organic Impurities in Fine Agg EA $135.00 
ASTM C127 Specific Gravity, Coarse Agg EA $205.00 
ASTM C128 Specific Gravity, Fine Agg EA $240.00 
ASTM C1252 Angularity & Voids, Fine Agg EA $240.00 
ASTM C566 Moisture Content by Drying EA $35.00 
ASTM C117 Materials Finer than No. 200 EA $140.00 
ASTM D2419 Sand Equivalent EA $170.00 
ASTM C289 Alkali-Silica Reactivity EA $670.00 
ASTM D4791 Flat & Elongated Particles EA $375.00 
ASTM D5821 Percent Fractured Particles EA $205.00 
ASTM C123 Percent Lightweight Particles EA $275.00 
ASTM C88 Soundness by Sodium Sulfate EA $535.00 
ASTM C136 Sieve Analysis, Combined Agg EA $240.00 
ASTM C136 Sieve Analysis, Fine Agg EA $205.00 
ASTM C136 Sieve Analysis, Coarse Agg EA $205.00 
ASTM C142 Clay Lumps & Friable Particles EA $260.00 
ASTM C535, Abrasion Large Aggregate EA $335.00 
AASHTO T304 Angularity & Voids in Fines EA $225.00 
AASHTO T84 Specific Gravity, Fine Agg EA $240.00 
AASHTO T96 Abrasion, Los Angeles Rattler EA $335.00 
AASHTO T85 Specific Gravity, Coarse Agg EA $205.00 
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AASHTO T27 Sieve Analysis, Combined Agg EA $240.00 
AASHTO T27 Sieve Analysis, Fine Agg EA $205.00 
AASHTO T27 Sieve Analysis, Coarse Agg EA $185.00 
AASHTO T176 Sand Equivalent EA $170.00 
AASHTO T335 Percent Fractured Particles EA $205.00 

Equipment Charges 
Product Name Units Rate ($) 
Portable Drilling Equipment HR $450.00 
Mobile Laboratory Trailer Mobilization EA $500.00 
Mobile Laboratory Trailer & Testing Equipment DAY $500.00 
Stationary Laboratory Trailer & Testing Equipment MO $1,500.00 
Hand Held Turbidity Meter DAY $20.00 
Diamond Bit Core Rig and Generator DAY $500.00 
Nuclear Density Test Gauge DAY $25.00 
Ultrasonic Test Unit and Consumables DAY $50.00 
Magnetic Particle Test Unit DAY $50.00 
Skidmore DAY $50.00 
Schmidt Hammer DAY $50.00 
Torque Wrench DAY $50.00 
Proof Load Testing Equipment DAY $100.00 
Drilling Equip Mobilization / De-Mob EA $800.00 
ASTM C1028 Coefficient of Friction DAY $500.00 
Mini Environmental Quality Meter DAY $300.00 
Inertial Profiler DAY $1,800.00 
Holiday Tester DAY $150.00 
VOC Meter DAY $100.00 
Dutch Cone Penetrometer with Operator HR $675.00 
Hollow Stem Auger Drill Rig w/ Operator HR $725.00 
Portable Drilling Equipment w/ Operator HR $450.00 
Bucket Auger Drill Rig with Operator HR $775.00 
Air Rotary Drill Rig with Operator HR $700.00 
Rotary Wash Drill Rig with Operator HR $650.00 
Per Diem DAY $100.00 
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GENERAL CHARGES 

GENERAL CHARGES 

RMA Group requires twenty-four (24) hour prior notification for scheduling inspectors and/or technicians. 

Inspection charges start at the scheduled show up time at the job site.  All inspection hours will be billed in the following 
increments: 

There will be a minimum two (2) hour charge for any RMA Group employee presence on site. 

Any time less than four (4) hours of work will be billed as four (4) hours. 

Four (4) to eight (8) hours will be billed as eight (8) hours.  

When personnel are required to work in excess of 5 hours without an uninterrupted meal period of 30 minutes, due to project 
constraints, ½ hour will be charged at double time rates in addition to any applicable hours worked. 

Rates are valid through June 30, 2023. Rates for personnel will increase by 5% per year on July 1st of each subsequent year. 

OVERTIME CHARGES 

Work performed in excess of 8 hours per day and / or up to eight (8) hours on Saturdays will be billed at 1.5 times the unit rate. 

Work performed on Sunday, recognized holidays, or in excess of eight (8) hours on Saturdays will be billed at 2.0 times the unit rate. 

A 20% surcharge will be applied for laboratory tests performed on a Saturday or Sunday.  

PER DIEM AND TRAVEL CHARGES 

A $150.00 charge per day will be applied when our personnel are required to stay overnight at remote locations. 

Time will be billed at the unit rate while traveling to a remote location or if a location requires an overnight stay 

Mileage for travel outside a 50 mile radius from either the project site or the nearest RMA facility whichever is closest, will be 
charged at a rate of $0.60 per mile.  

NIGHT WORK 

A $10.00 per hour surcharge will be added to all personnel rates for work performed during night shifts. 
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HOLLYWOOD BURBANK AIRPORT 

RFQ E22-11 RUNWAY SHOULDERS AND BLAST PAD REHABILITATION PROJECT 

Scope of Services 
December 21, 2022 

Survey Control: 
1. Wagner Engineering & Survey, Inc (WES) will establish primary survey controls within

the vicinity of the project base on the previous survey done at Burbank Airport. The basis

of survey is the North American Datum of 1983 (NAD 83), (Epoch 2010), State Plane

Coordinates, California Coordinate System 1983, Zone 5, US survey foot, for horizontal,

and North American Vertical Datum of 1988 (NAVD 88) for vertical. Secondary control

monuments to be used for the topographic and utilities surveys will be set.

2. WES will establish project controls of semi-permanent monuments within the detailed

topographic survey limits.

Topographic Mapping: 
1. WES will perform a detailed topographic survey of runway shoulders along the areas

hatched and shown on the attached map. The shoulder pavement is 25’ in width and the

survey will include 15’ of pavement/turf outside this limit. The survey will be on 25’ grid

and will include 4 shots at the following locations:

• 15’ into Runway or Taxiway from edge of shoulder

• Edge of shoulder at Runway/Taxiway joint

• Edge of shoulder at turf/ Runway/Taxiway joint on other side, and

• 15’ outside from the joint.

No survey is needed at the center of the shoulder. 

2. WES will perform survey of Taxiway A3 Area on a 25’ grid, and will include the center of

the taxiway and the areas outside up to 15’ beyond the limit as shown on the attached

map.

3. WES will survey the blast pad and Hangar 2 site as shown on the attached map. The

survey will be on 25’ x 25’ grid up to 15’ outside the limit on all sides.

4. WES will survey all utility structures near the limits of the project. The survey will include

rim elevations, size, location, type and four corners or lid diameter of structures.

5. WES will survey all pavement markings noting the color and width of each marking, and

painted signage noting the colors, text, or numbering.

6. WES will survey all lightings and reflector structures and noting the color, confirm if in-

pavement and height if raised.

7. WES will locate and survey all the drainage inlets near the project.
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Deliverable: 

• WES will provide AutoCAD Civil 3D Version 2019 file containing field-tied points
and DTM of existing surface conditions of the detailed topographic survey.

Notes: 

• All survey operations will occur during night time working hours with escort of airport
operations.

• If needed, WES will comply with all federal, state, local, and airport requirements for
work performed within aircraft operation areas and controlled areas.

• Any additional costs for airport closures/escorts, is not included on this proposal.

• Setting of monuments and filing of Record of Survey/Corner Records and boundary
establishment are not included on this proposal.

. 



Wagner Engineering & Survey, Inc. Date: 12/21/2022

17134 Devonshire Street, Suite 200 Prepared for: RDM International

Northridge, CA 91325 Contact: David Stromberg

818-892-6565 Phone: 267-240-5673

mail@wesinc.org E-mail: dstromberg@rdmintlinc.com

Estimated Labor Hours

Description

Stephanie 

Wagner

Paul 

Wagner

Armando 

Abad

Mark 

Vinluan Kevin Warden

Hugo 

Guardado Oscar Garcia

Morteza 

Taheriborj

Carlos 

Gutierrez Kieran Doherty

Kieran 

Doherty TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD Hours Total Labor Amount

Principal 

Engineer/Sur

veyor

Sr. Project 

Manager

Survey 

Manager

Project 

Surveyor

Asst Survey  

Manager/  

Party Chief*

Survey 

Technician III

Survey 

Technician III

Survey 

Technician II

Survey 

Technician 

II/Apprentice 

E*

Sr. Party Chief, 

PLS*

Sr. Party 

Chief, PLS* 

(OT)

Certified 

Party Chief* 

(REG)

Certified Party 

Chief (OT)

Party Chief* 

(REG.)

Party Chief* 

(OT)

Chainman* 

(REG)

Chainman* 

(OT)

Field Work

Project Management 6 8 8 22 $5,183.04

Setting of Survey Controls 8 8 16 $3,066.76
Shoulder Pavement and Drainage Inlet Survey 72 72 144 $27,234.12

TWY A3 Area, Blast Pad and Hangar 2 Site Survey 16 16 32 $5,953.75

Process Survey Data and Topo Maps 88 88 176 $22,617.91

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

HRS 6 0 8 0 8 88 0 88 0 0 8 0 72 0 16 0 96 0 0 0 0 390 $64,055.59

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

0 $0.00

HRS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0.00

Total Hours: 6 0 8 0 8 88 0 88 0 0 8 0 72 0 16 0 96 0 0 0 0 390

FEE Raw Rate 104.41 94.08 75.71 61.21 62.21 47.78 45.00 38.00 40.70 64.96 68.46 63.26 66.76 61.21 64.71 55.98 59.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

10% Billing Rate: $312.84 $281.89 $226.85 $183.40 $186.40 $143.16 $134.83 $113.86 $121.95 $194.64 $205.13 $189.55 $200.03 $183.40 $193.89 $167.73 $178.22 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

MULTIPLIER 2.99629 Labor Subtotal: $1,877.06 $0.00 $1,814.79 $0.00 $1,491.19 $12,598.32 $0.00 $10,019.59 $0.00 $0.00 $1,641.01 $0.00 $14,402.33 $0.00 $3,102.24 $0.00 $17,109.06 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

LABOR: $64,055.59

*Denotes Classification Subject to Prevailing Wage Requirements

OTHER DIRECT COSTS Quantity Unit Price Amount

Printing & Repro 11x17 Copies $0.00 $0.00

Mileage (12 X 26 miles RT) 312 miles $0.625 $195.00

Shipping & Delivery Each $0.00 $0.00

Miscellaneous Each $0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

OTHER DIRECT COSTS: $195.00

TOTAL BUDGET: $64,250.59

COST PROPOSAL FOR SURVEYING SERVICES

HOLLYWOOD-BURBANK AIRPORT

RFQ E22-11 RUNWAY SHOPULDERS AND BLAST PAD REHABILITATION DESIGN
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TRANSPORTATION NETWORK COMPANY STAGING LOT AGREEMENT 
(Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority / [TNC name]) 

THIS TRANSPORTATION NETWORK COMPANY STAGING LOT AGREEMENT 
(“Staging Lot Agreement”) is dated [date] for reference purposes and is executed by the 
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (“Authority”), a California joint powers agency, 
and [TNC name] (“Operator”), a [state] [type of entity]. 

R E C I T A L S 

A. The Authority owns and operates the Bob Hope Airport (commonly known as Hollywood
Burbank Airport) (“Airport”) and has the right to control the conduct of commercial activities at
the Airport, including access to any staging areas at the Airport.

B. Operator is a transportation network company (“TNC”) as defined by Public Utilities
Code Section 5431(c).  Operator contracts with participating drivers (“Drivers”), as defined by
Public Utilities Code Section 5431(a), to use their personal vehicles to transport passengers to
and from the Airport with rides arranged through Operator’s online-enabled application or
platform.

C. The parties have executed a [date] Airport Access and Facilities Use Agreement (“Use
Agreement”) to provide authorization for Drivers to access the Airport for commercial purposes,
including the right to use the Airport roads and facilities for the transportation of passengers and
their baggage and/or the right to use designated areas for the loading and unloading of
passengers and their baggage.

D. To conduct its business more efficiently and to reduce the number of Drivers temporarily
parking in nearby residential neighborhoods while waiting for an Airport passenger pick-up
assignment, Operator desires to obtain authorized access for Drivers to use designated Airport
property for staging purposes.

E. The Authority desires to grant a revocable license to Operator to provide Drivers with
authorized access to designated Airport property for staging purposes.

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

1. Definitions.  In addition to the terms defined above, the following definitions shall apply
for purposes of this Staging Lot Agreement:

A. “Airport Rules and Regulations”:  the Authority’s May 4, 2020 Airport Rules &
Regulations or any duly adopted successor.  

B. “Commencement Date”:  [date].

C. “Deputy Executive Director”:  Scott Kimball or a duly authorized designee.

D. “Executive Director”:  Frank R. Miller or a duly authorized designee.

2-6-2023 Commission Meeting 
Item No. 5.f. TNC Staging Lot Agreement



 
E. “Federal Requirements”:  the federal requirements set forth in the attached 

Exhibit “B.” 
 
F. “Geo-Fence”:  the virtual perimeter around the TNC Staging Lot.   
 
G. “Indemnitees”:  the Authority, TBI Airport Management, Inc., the Cities of 

Burbank, Glendale and Pasadena, and the respective officers, agents, employees and volunteers 
of each such entity. 

  
H. “Lot Manager”:  Tom Janowitz or a duly authorized designee. 
 
I. “NOV”:  notice of violation. 
 
J. “Police Department”:  the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Police 

Department.  
 

K. “TNC Mobile App”:  Operator’s online-enabled application or platform to 
connect passengers with Drivers.  
 

L. “TNC Staging Lot”:  the Airport property depicted in the attached Exhibit “A.” 
 
M. “TNC Vehicle”:  the Operator-approved vehicle used by a Driver.   

 
2. Term.   

A. This Staging Lot Agreement shall commence on the Commencement Date and 
shall continue as a month-to-month revocable license terminable without cause upon 30 days’ 
notice by either party at any time. 

 
B. The Authority may immediately terminate this Staging Lot Agreement for cause 

upon the occurrence of any of the following: 
 

i. Any representation or warranty made by Operator under or in connection 
with this Staging Lot Agreement that proves at any time to have been incorrect, false or 
misleading. 

ii. Any violation of this Staging Lot Agreement that is not cured by Operator 
within 10 days following notice by the Authority. 

iii. Drivers’ receipt of three NOVs after Operator’s completion of a 
suspension imposed pursuant to Section 7.F below. 

C. This Staging Lot Agreement shall automatically expire upon expiration or 
termination of the Use Agreement.  

 



3. License.     

A. Notwithstanding Section 4.5 of the Use Agreement, the Authority grants a 
revocable license to Operator for Operator and Drivers to use the TNC Staging Lot. 

B. Operator accepts the TNC Staging Lot “as-is” without representation or warranty 
of any kind.  The Authority shall have no obligation to alter, renovate, provide any restroom 
facilities, or otherwise change the TNC Staging Lot. 

4. Authority Rights. 

A. The Authority may install or remove improvements (such as trash cans and ash 
trays), and may change the location and size of the TNC Staging Lot, at any time and from time 
to time in the Executive Director’s sole and absolute discretion.  In the event of a size or location 
change, the Authority shall notify Operator and a substitute Exhibit “A” shall be attached to this 
Staging Lot Agreement. 

B. The Lot Manager may inspect TNC Vehicles using the TNC Staging Lot as 
necessary to enforce this TNC Staging Agreement. 

C. The Lot Manager may deny access to the TNC Staging Lot by any TNC Vehicle 
not in compliance with the requirements of Section 6 below. 

5. TNC Staging Lot Use Regulations. 

A. Operator and Drivers shall comply with the Airport Rules and Regulations, the 
Federal Requirements, posted signage and any instructions provided by the Authority, and 
applicable laws.  

 
B. Operator and Drivers shall not use or permit the use of the TNC Staging Lot in 

any manner that may:  (i) create or permit any waste or a nuisance in the TNC Staging Lot; (ii) 
disturb the Authority, any other TNC, or any tenants, concessionaires, licensees, users or 
customers of the Airport or the general public; (iii) increase the premiums for or cause the 
cancellation or termination of any insurance policies covering the Airport; (iv) impede the safe 
and intended use of the TNC Staging Lot as an area for staging purposes; or (v) prevent other 
TNC Staging Lot users from entering, exiting, or parking in the TNC Staging Lot. 

 
C. Operator shall not place or permit the placement of any advertisements, 

telephones or other facilities or equipment, or starters, skycaps, porters, booth personnel, agents 
or other personnel, in or on the curbs, sidewalks, or any other areas of the TNC Staging Lot 
without prior approval from the Lot Manager. 

 
D. Drivers shall use the TNC Staging Lot only for staging purposes while waiting for 

an Airport passenger pick-up assignment from the TNC Mobile App. 
 



E. Drivers shall not remain within the TNC Staging Lot for more than 25 
consecutive minutes without prior approval from the Lot Manager.  The TNC Mobile App shall 
require Drivers to exit the TNC Staging Lot after 25 consecutive minutes and re-enter the TNC 
Staging Lot in order to receive a passenger pick-up assignment, unless the Driver has prior 
approval from the Lot Manager to remain in the TNC Staging Lot for longer than the allotted 
time.      
 

F. Drivers shall have the TNC Mobile App active at all times while in the TNC 
Staging Lot. 
 

G. Drivers shall not leave a TNC Vehicle unattended within the TNC Staging Lot.  
  

H. Drivers shall not pick-up a passenger at the TNC Staging Lot.   
 
I. Drivers shall not sleep at, discard litter in, or perform vehicle maintenance or 

washing in the TNC Staging Lot. 
 
J. Drivers shall not argue, fight with, or otherwise unprofessionally interact with 

other TNC Staging Lot users.     

K. Drivers shall not place any furniture or personal items in the TNC Staging Lot.  

L. Operator and Drivers shall not make any improvements or utility tie-ins in the 
TNC Staging Lot without prior approval from the Deputy Executive Director. 

M. Drivers shall contact the Airport Communications Center at 818-840-8609 to 
report any safety hazards and emergencies that may require a police or fire department response.  

N. Drivers shall enter the TNC Staging Lot through the designated entrance and shall 
exit the TNC Staging Lot through the designated exit.  

O. Drivers shall park within pavement markings for designated parking spaces in the 
TNC Staging Lot.  

P. Operator shall establish and maintain, at its own expense, a Geo-Fence with 
boundaries defined by Geographic Information System coordinates around the TNC Staging Lot 
as shown in Exhibit “A”.  The Authority may change the location and size of the TNC Staging 
Lot as provided in Section 4.A of this Agreement, and Operator shall adjust the Geo-Fence 
accordingly.  At minimum, the Geo-Fence shall be capable of determining each instance when a 
Driver enters and exits the TNC Staging Lot.  

 

6. TNC Vehicle Requirements. 

A. TNC Vehicles shall conspicuously display Operator’s trade dress on file with the 
Public Utilities Commission. 



B. TNC Vehicles shall be in a neat, clean, undamaged and safe operating condition.   

C. TNC Vehicles shall have passenger seating areas free of debris, trash and odors. 

D. TNC Vehicles shall have seating areas and interior surfaces in good condition and 
free of rips and tears.      

7. Administrative Fines. 

A. If Operator or a Driver violates any term of this Staging Lot Agreement,  then the 
Authority may impose administrative fines against Operator on a per violation basis in 
accordance with the schedule described below: 

Violations Fine 

Noncompliance with Section 6 of this Staging Lot 
Agreement  

$200 per incident 

Noncompliance with Section 5.L of this Staging Lot 
Agreement 

$500 per incident and cost of 
removing improvement or utility 
tie-in 

Noncompliance with any other provision of this Staging 
Lot Agreement, or any provision of the Airport Rules and 
Regulations, the Federal Requirements, or applicable law 

$100 per incident 

 
B. The Lot Manager and the Police Department may issue an NOV to a Driver if the 

Driver has violated this Staging Lot Agreement, the Airport Rules and Regulations, the Federal 
Requirements, or applicable laws.  The NOV will be issued directly to the Driver, and a copy of 
the NOV shall thereafter be forwarded to Operator.  The Authority will forward accumulated 
NOVs to Operator on a monthly basis. 

C. Operator shall remit payment for the fine to the Authority within 30 days of 
receiving an invoice for and copy of the NOV(s).  If Operator fails to remit payment within 30 
days of receipt, then the fine amount shall be increased by 50%.  If Operator fails to remit 
payment within 60 days of receipt, then the fine amount shall be increased by 100%. If Operator 
fails to remit payment within 90 days of receipt, then the Authority may suspend Operator’s 
license to use the TNC Staging Lot until such time that all outstanding administrative fines are 
paid in full. 

D. For purposes of the preceding paragraph, payment of any fine associated with an 
NOV shall not be considered late during such time when the notice of violation is in dispute.  An 
NOV is in dispute during the pendency of the following process: (1) Operator shall identify in 
writing any NOV reasonably claimed to be in dispute within 10 days of receipt; (2) Operator 
shall clearly state the reasons why the NOV was issued in error, which shall be supported by 



available evidence; and (3) the Deputy Executive Director will review the NOV and supporting 
evidence and render a decision on whether the NOV was or was not issued in error.  The Deputy 
Executive Director’s decision shall be final and not subject to appeal.  Operator shall remit 
payment for the fine to the Authority within 30 days of the final decision.  If Operator fails to 
remit payment within 30 days of receipt, then the fine amount shall be increased in accordance 
with paragraph (C) above.        

E. The Authority’s right to impose the foregoing fines shall be in addition to and not 
in lieu of any and all other remedies or rights available to the Authority.  The Authority’s 
Executive Director may amend the fine schedule at any time upon 30 days’ notice to Operator.   

F. If Drivers receive five NOVs within a 60 day period, then the Authority’s 
Executive Director may suspend Operator’s license to access the TNC Staging Lot for a period 
of six months from the date of the fifth such NOV.      

8. Indemnification.  

A. Operator shall defend, hold harmless, and indemnify the Indemnitees from and 
against any actual, alleged, or threatened causes of action, claims, costs, damages, demands, 
expenses (including fees of accountants, attorneys, and other professionals), judgments, liens, 
losses, penalties, and proceedings of any nature whatsoever (collectively, “Liabilities”) that arise 
out of the acts or omissions of Operator or its Drivers in connection with this Staging Lot 
Agreement.     

 
B. Operator shall be solely responsible for Liabilities that arise out of acts or 

omissions of a Driver who is connected with a passenger through Operator’s TNC Mobile App 
or who is only associated with Operator.  Operator, and other TNCs that have a revocable license 
to use the TNC Staging Lot, shall be jointly and severally responsible for Liabilities that arise out 
of acts or omissions of a Driver if both of the following criteria are satisfied: (i) the Driver has a 
contract with Operator and with such other TNCs; and (ii) the act or omission occurs while the 
Driver is not connected to a passenger through a TNC mobile app of Operator or such other 
TNCs.  

C. Operator’s obligations under this Section shall survive expiration or termination 
of this Staging Lot Agreement, and shall apply regardless of whether or not any insurance 
policies are determined to be applicable to the Liabilities.   

D. Operator’s obligations under this Section shall apply, without limitation, to 
Liabilities that partially involve active or passive negligence by the Authority.  However, 
Operator’s obligations under this Section shall not apply to Liabilities that arise from the sole 
negligence or willful misconduct of the Authority, as determined by final arbitration or court 
decision or by consensus of the parties.      
 
9. Notices.  Any notices or other documents related to this Staging Lot Agreement shall be 
deemed received on:  (a) the day of delivery, if delivered by hand during the receiving party’s 
regular business hours or by e-mail before or during the receiving party’s regular business hours; 



(b) the business day after delivery, if delivered by e-mail after the receiving party’s regular 
business hours; or (c) on the second business day following deposit in the United States mail, 
postage prepaid, to the addresses listed below, or to such other addresses as the parties may, from 
time to time, designate in writing.  Any notice delivered by e-mail that concerns breach or 
termination of this Staging Lot Agreement shall concurrently be sent by deposit in the United 
States mail, postage prepaid. 

Authority      Operator 
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority ____________________  
2627 Hollywood Way     ____________________ 
Burbank, CA  91505     ____________________ 
Attn: ____________________   Attn: ____________________ 
E-mail: ____________________   E-mail: ____________________ 
 
10. Assignability.  Operator shall not assign, transfer or subcontract any interest in this 
Staging Lot Agreement or the performance of any of its obligations without the Executive 
Director’s prior written consent.  Any attempt by Operator to assign, transfer or subcontract any 
rights, duties or obligations in violation of this prohibition shall be void. 

11. Litigation.  In the event that either party shall commence legal action to enforce or 
interpret this Staging Lot Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover its costs of 
suit including reasonable attorneys’ fees. The venue for litigation shall be Los Angeles County, 
California.  The interpretation of this Staging Lot Agreement shall not be resolved by any rules 
of construction providing for interpretation against the party who causes the uncertainty to exist 
or against the party who drafted the disputed language. 

12. Exhibits.  The attached Exhibits “A” and “B” are incorporated into this Staging Lot 
Agreement by reference. In the event of any material discrepancy between the express provisions 
of this Staging Lot Agreement and Exhibit “A,” the provisions of this Staging Lot Agreement 
shall prevail.  In the event of any material discrepancy between the express provisions of this 
Staging Lot Agreement and the provisions of Exhibit “B,” the provisions of Exhibit “B” shall 
prevail.   

13. Incorporation of Mandatory Language.  Each and every provision required by law to 
be inserted in this Staging Lot Agreement shall be deemed to be inserted and this Staging Lot 
Agreement shall be read and enforced as though such provision were included.  If through 
mistake or otherwise any such provision is not inserted, or is not correctly inserted, then upon 
request of either party this Staging Lot Agreement shall promptly be amended to make such 
insertion or correction. 

14. Integration.  This Staging Lot Agreement (including the attached Exhibits “A” and “B”) 
is supplemental to the Use Agreement, which shall remain in effect until expiration or 
termination as provided therein.  This Staging Lot Agreement constitutes the entire contract of 
the parties and supersedes all prior and contemporaneous negotiations, understandings and 
contracts of the parties with respect to the TNC Staging Lot.  No change or modification of the 



provisions of this Staging Lot Agreement shall be valid unless in writing and signed by both 
parties. 

TO EXECUTE THIS STAGING LOT AGREEMENT, the parties have caused their 
authorized representatives to sign below. 

[Operator name] 
 

[use this signature block if Operator is a corporation] 
      
By:  ________________________________  By:  ________________________________ 
 
Print Name:  _________________________  Print Name:  _________________________  
 
□ Chairperson □ President □ Vice President  □ Secretary □ Asst. Secretary  
       □ Chief Finance Officer □ Asst. Treasurer 
 
[Pursuant to California Corporations Code Section 313, both signature lines must be executed unless the signatory 
holds at least one of the offices designated on each line.] 
 

[use this signature block if Operator is a limited liability company] 
 
By:  ________________________________  By:  ________________________________ 
 
Print Name:  _________________________  Print Name:  _________________________  
 
Title:  Manager     Title:  Manager 
 
[Pursuant to California Corporations Code Section 17703.01(d), both signature lines must be executed unless the 
articles of incorporation state that the firm is managed by only one manager.] 
 
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority      
 
      
____________________________________ 
President 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
____________________________________  
Richards, Watson & Gershon     
A Professional Corporation 
 



EXHIBIT A 
 

Staging Lot 
 



EXHIBIT B 
 

Federal Requirements 
 
 

1. General Civil Rights Provisions 
 
Operator agrees to comply with pertinent statutes, Executive Orders and such rules as are 
promulgated to ensure that no person shall, on the grounds of race, creed, color, national origin, 
sex, age, or disability be excluded from participating in any activity conducted with or benefiting 
from Federal assistance. This provision binds Operator and subtier contractors from the bid 
solicitation period through the completion of the contract. This provision is in addition to that 
required of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
 
2. Civil Rights – Title VI Assurance 
 
During the performance of this contract, Operator, for itself, its assignees, and successors in 
interest (hereinafter referred to as the “Operator”) agrees as follows: 
 
 A. Compliance with Regulations:  Operator will comply with the Title VI List of 
Pertinent Nondiscrimination Acts And Authorities, as they may be amended from time to time, 
which are herein incorporated by reference and made a part of this contract. 
 
 B. Non-discrimination:  Operator, with regard to the work performed by it during the 
contract, will not discriminate on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in the selection 
and retention of subcontractors, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment.  
Operator will not participate directly or indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by the 
Nondiscrimination Acts and Authorities, including employment practices when the contract 
covers any activity, project, or program set forth in Appendix B of 49 CFR part 21.  
 
 C. Solicitations for Subcontracts, Including Procurements of Materials and 
Equipment:  In all solicitations, either by competitive bidding, or negotiation made by Operator 
for work to be performed under a subcontract, including procurements of materials, or leases of 
equipment, each potential subcontractor or supplier will be notified by Operator of Operator’s 
obligations under this contract and the Nondiscrimination Acts And Authorities on the grounds 
of race, color, or national origin.   
 
 D. Information and Reports:  Operator will provide all information and reports 
required by the Acts, the Regulations, and directives issued pursuant thereto and will permit 
access to its books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be 
determined by the Authority or the Federal Aviation Administration to be pertinent to ascertain 
compliance with such Nondiscrimination Acts And Authorities and instructions.  Where any 
information required of a contractor is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or refuses 
to furnish the information, Operator will so certify to the Authority or the Federal Aviation 



Administration, as appropriate, and will set forth what efforts it has made to obtain the 
information. 
 
 E. Sanctions for Noncompliance:  In the event of Operator’s noncompliance with the 
non-discrimination provisions of this contract, the Authority will impose such contract sanctions 
as it or the Federal Aviation Administration may determine to be appropriate, including, but not 
limited to cancelling, terminating, or suspending a contract, in whole or in part. 
 
 F. Incorporation of Provisions:  Operator will include the provisions of paragraphs A 
through F in every subcontract, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment, 
unless exempt by the Acts, the Regulations and directives issued pursuant thereto.  Operator will 
take action with respect to any subcontract or procurement as the Authority or the Federal 
Aviation Administration may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions 
for noncompliance.  Provided, that if Operator becomes involved in, or is threatened with 
litigation by a subcontractor, or supplier because of such direction, Operator may request the 
Authority to enter into any litigation to protect the interests of the Authority.  In addition, 
Operator may request the United States to enter into the litigation to protect the interests of the 
United States.  
 
 G. During the performance of this contract, Operator, for itself, its assignees, and 
successors in interest (hereinafter referred to as the “Operator”) agrees to comply with the 
following non-discrimination statutes and authorities; including but not limited to: 
 
  1. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 
stat. 252), (prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin);  
 
  2. 49 CFR part 21 (Non-discrimination in Federally-Assisted Programs of 
the Department of Transportation—Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964);  
 
  3. The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970, (42 U.S.C. § 4601), (prohibits unfair treatment of persons displaced or 
whose property has been acquired because of Federal or Federal-aid programs and projects);  
 
  4. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, (29 U.S.C. § 794 et seq.), as 
amended (prohibits discrimination on the basis of disability); and 49 CFR part 27; 
 
  5. The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.C. § 6101 et 
seq.), (prohibits discrimination on the basis of age); 
 
  6. Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, (49 USC § 471, Section 
47123), as amended, (prohibits discrimination based on race, creed, color, national origin, or 
sex);  
 



  7. The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, (PL 100-209), (broadened the 
scope, coverage and applicability of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Age 
Discrimination Act of 1975 and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, by expanding the 
definition of the terms “programs or activities” to include all of the programs or activities of the 
Federal-aid recipients, sub-recipients and contractors, whether such programs or activities are 
Federally funded or not); 
 
  8. Titles II and III of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, which 
prohibit discrimination on the basis of disability in the operation of public entities, public and 
private transportation systems, places of public accommodation, and certain testing entities (42 
U.S.C. §§ 12131 – 12189) as implemented by U.S. Department of Transportation regulations at 
49 CFR parts 37 and 38; 
 
  9. The Federal Aviation Administration’s Non-discrimination statute (49 
U.S.C. § 47123) (prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, and sex); 
 
  10. Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice 
in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations, which ensures non-discrimination against 
minority populations by discouraging programs, policies, and activities with disproportionately 
high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority and low-income 
populations; 
 
  11. Executive Order 13166, Improving Access to Services for Persons with 
Limited English Proficiency, and resulting agency guidance, national origin discrimination 
includes discrimination because of limited English proficiency (LEP).  To ensure compliance 
with Title VI, you must take reasonable steps to ensure that LEP persons have meaningful access 
to your programs (70 Fed. Reg. at 74087 to 74100); 
 
  12. Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended, which 
prohibits you from discriminating because of sex in education programs or activities (20 U.S.C. 
1681 et seq). 
 
3. Federal Fair Labor Standards Act 
 
All contracts and subcontracts that result from this solicitation incorporate by reference the 
provisions of 29 CFR part 201, the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA), with the same 
force and effect as if given in full text.  The FLSA sets minimum wage, overtime pay, 
recordkeeping, and child labor standards for full and part time workers.  Operator has full 
responsibility to monitor compliance to the referenced statute or regulation.  Operator must 
address any claims or disputes that arise from this requirement directly with the U.S. Department 
of Labor – Wage and Hour Division. 



4. Occupational Safety and Health Act

All contracts and subcontracts that result from this solicitation incorporate by reference the 
requirements of 29 CFR Part 1910 with the same force and effect as if given in full text. 
Operator must provide a work environment that is free from recognized hazards that may cause 
death or serious physical harm to the employee. Operator retains full responsibility to monitor its 
compliance and its subcontractor’s compliance with the applicable requirements of the 
Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970 (20 CFR Part 1910).  Operator must address any 
claims or disputes that pertain to a referenced requirement directly with the U.S. Department of 
Labor – Occupational Safety and Health Administration. 
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