
TO: James L. App, City Manager 
 
FROM: Doug Monn, Public Works Director 
 
SUBJECT: Award Contract to Prepare a Project Report for Union Road/Highway 46 East 
 
DATE: May 17, 2011  
 
 
 
NEEDS: For City Council to consider appropriating funds and engaging the services of a 

consultant to prepare a project study report for the intersection of Highway 46 East 
and Union Road. 

 
FACTS: 1. State 46 East is a major goods facility that connects the California Central Valley 

to the Central Coast and supports a variety of travel types including regional, 
inter-regional, commercial and recreational. 

 
 2. In 2007 the City, San Luis Obispo Council of Governments (SLOCOG), San Luis 

Obispo County, and Caltrans initiated and completed a Comprehensive Corridor 
Study (CCS) for a five mile section of Highway 46 East from about Buena Vista 
to Jardine Road. 

 
 3. The study was the culmination of an 18 month planning process that included 

significant negotiations and collaborative decisions among Caltrans, the City, 
SLOCOG, and SLO County, as well as an extensive public involvement process. 

 
 4. The study identified several improvement concepts for the portion of Highway 46 

within the City limits that would enhance local connectivity, reduce congestion, 
and improve traffic movement and safety. 

 
 5. A major improvement identified in the study was to address the intersection of 

Union Road and Highway 46, requiring construction of substantial road and/or 
interchange facilities. The study further recommended that right-of-way be 
preserved for future infrastructure improvements. 

 
6. In order to preserve right-of-way, the City, Caltrans, and SLOCOG are teaming up 

to assist in preparing the Project Study Report. The City, however, will be taking 
the lead. 

 
7. Caltrans has notified the City that, because of the State’s Budget, the City will 

need to reimburse them financially for their time spent in participating in the 
development of the Project Study Report. City and Caltrans will need to enter a 
reimbursement Agreement. Actual fees will be determined after July 1, 2011. City 
staff is estimating their fee to be $90,000. 

 
ANALYSIS & 
CONCLUSION: In October 2009, the City drafted a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the Project Study 

Report. The City’s draft was reviewed by Caltrans and SLOCOG, and in November 
2010 the City issued the RFP to 15 firms. 
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 On December 17, 2010, four firms responded. Caltrans, SLOCOG and City staff 
reviewed the four proposals and two firms were invited for an interview. 

 
 The selection committee, consisting of Caltrans, SLOCOG, and City staff, determined 

that Hatch-Mott-MacDonald provided the best qualified proposal to perform the 
work. The City and Caltrans staff negotiated the final scope of work and fee for the 
study in the amount of $293,682.  

 
POLICY 
REFERENCE: Circulation Element 
 
FISCAL 
IMPACT: The funding needs for this project is estimated to be as follows: 
  
  Consultant Fee  $293,682 
  Caltrans Fee     90,000 
 
     $383,682 
  Contingency     16,318 
      

$400,000 
 

As part of the Conditions of Approval for the Lowe’s Shopping Center, the developer 
contributed $250,000 funding for the Project Study Report. In addition, the SLOCOG 
Board authorized an additional $150,000 Regional State Grant for the study. The total 
amount available for the study is therefore $400,000. 

 
OPTIONS: a. Adopt Resolution No. 11-xx appropriating $400,000 to Budget No. 

120.910.5452.696 and a revenue of $150,000 to Budget No. 120.000.4617.000 for 
the Regional State Grant, and awarding a contract to Hatch-Mott-MacDonald in 
the amount of $293,682 to prepare a Project Study Report per the attached Scope 
of Work and Fee Proposal. 
 

 b. Amend, modify, or reject the above option. 
 
 
Prepared by:  Ditas Esperanza, P.E., Capital Projects Engineer 
 
Attachments: 1) Resolution 
 2) Scope of Work & Fee Proposal 
 

5-17-11 CC Agenda Item 14  Page 2 of 20



RESOLUTION NO. 11- 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PASO ROBLES 
APPROPRIATING FUNDS AND ENGAGING SERVICES FOR A PROJECT STUDY REPORT 

FOR IMPROVEMENTS AT HIGHWAY 46 EAST AND UNION ROAD  
 
 

WHEREAS, State 46 East is a major goods facility that connects the California Central Valley to the 
Central Coast and supports a variety of travel types; and 
 
WHEREAS, in 2007 the City of Paso Robles (City), San Luis Obispo Council of Governments 
(SLOCOG), San Luis Obispo County, and Caltrans completed a Comprehensive Corridor Study (CCS) for 
a five mile section of Highway 46 East from approximately Buena Vista to Jardine Road; and 
  
WHEREAS, the study was the culmination of an 18 month planning process that included significant 
negotiations and collaborative decisions among Caltrans, the City, SLOCOG, and SLO County, as well as 
an extensive public involvement process; and 
 
WHEREAS, the study identified several improvement concepts for the portion of Highway 46 within the 
City limits that would enhance local connectivity, reduce congestion, and improve traffic movement and 
safety; and 
  
WHEREAS, a major improvement identified in the study was to address the intersection of Union Road 
and Highway 46, requiring construction of substantial road and/or interchange facilities; and 
  
WHEREAS, the study further recommended that right-of-way be preserved for future infrastructure 
improvements; and 
  
WHEREAS, in order to preserve right-of-way, the City, Caltrans, and SLOCOG are teaming up to 
prepare the Project Study Report, with the City taking the lead; and 
  
WHEREAS, in October 2009, the City drafted a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the Project  Study 
Report, the draft was reviewed by Caltrans and SLOCOG, and in November 2010 the City issued the RFP 
to 15 firms; and 
  
WHEREAS, Caltrans, SLOCOG and City staff reviewed the four proposals received on December 17, 
2010, and two firms were invited to interview; and 
  
WHEREAS, the selection committee, consisting of Caltrans, SLOCOG, and City staff, determined that 
Hatch-Mott-MacDonald provided the best qualified proposal to perform the work; and 
  
WHEREAS, the City and Caltrans staff negotiated the final scope of work and fee for the study in the 
amount of $293,682; and 
  
WHEREAS, as part of the Conditions of Approval for the Lowe’s Shopping Center, the developer 
contributed $250,000 funding for the Project Study Report; and 
  
WHEREAS, the SLOCOG Board authorized an additional $150,000 Regional State Grant for the study; 
and 
  
WHEREAS, the total amount available for the study is $400,000. 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:  
 
SECTION 1.  The City Council of the City of El Paso de Robles does hereby appropriate $400,000 to 
Budget No. 120.910.5452.696. 
 
SECTION 2.  The City Council of the City of El Paso de Robles does hereby appropriate a revenue 
budget of $150,000 to 120.000.4617.000 for the Regional State Grant.  
 
SECTION 3.  The City Council does hereby award a contract to Hatch-Mott-MacDonald in the amount 
of $293,682 to prepare a Project Study Report per the attached Scope of Work and Fee Proposal. 
 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Paso Robles this 17th day of May 2011 by 
the following vote: 
 
AYES:  
NOES:  
ABSTAIN:   
ABSENT:   
 
   
  Duane Picanco, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 

  

Caryn Jackson, Deputy City Clerk   
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