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INTERDEPARTMENTAL MEMORANDUM 
DEPARTMENT OF AVIATION 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Kevin C. Dolliole, Aviation Director 

THROUGH: Terry M. Brechtel, City Manager 

COPIES: J. Roland0 Bono, Deputy City Manager 

SUBJECT: Contract Amendment - Stinson Master Plan 

DATE: April 1,2004 

SUMMARY & RECOMMENDATION 

This ordinance amends the Professional Services Agreement with the firm of Ricondo and Associates 
Inc. for additional services in conjunction with the Stinson Airport Master Plan in an amount not to 
exceed $59,245.00. The additional services include the update of the aircraft operations referred to as 
the Terminal Area Forecast (TAF), evaluating new flight tracks, confirming current flight tracks and 
aircraft mix, meetings, briefings and updating the Airport Layout Plan to new Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) standards. 

This action is required in order to implement the proposed airfield improvements qualified for TX 
DOT Grant Funding, accepted by City Council action on June 19,2003. 

Staff recommends approval of this ordinance. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Ordinance No. 91445, passed and approved on March 16, 2000 approved the Professional Services 
Contract with Ricondo and Associates to provide planning services at Stinson Municipal Airport for a 
Master Plan update. 

The scope of work contained in the original agreement included the preparation of the Terminal Area 
Forecast (TAF). This forecast is used as a basis in assessing purpose and needs for the Master Plan 
and the Environmental Assessments (EA). An EA is required to implement major airport 
improvements, such as runway extensions and upgrades, identified in the Master Plan. The original 
TAF was based on historical data projected through the forecast period together with interviews 
conducted with current and potential airport tenants relating to forecasts, growth and business plans. 
Upon review, the FAA, who from a regional approach develops growth forecasts for general aviation 
airports, requested that the TAF, together with the associated dependent elements, be revised. Ricondo 
and Associates has submitted a proposal to perform the work required to update the TAF consistent 
with the FM requirements in an amount not to exceed $7,430.00. 



The Master Plan and Environmental Assessment process requires that public involvement of concerned 
or affected citizens or agencies be conducted. The National Park Service (NPS), which operates the 
San Antonio Missions located proximate to Stinson Airport, has raised concerns relating to air traffic 
and flight patterns. At their request, the City will study, using an update of the 1999 Flight Tracks, the 
noise impacts of military aircraft, the potential noise impacts of implementing new flight tracks and the 
effects of flight track changes on airspace and operations at Kelly AFB, Randolph AFB and San 
Antonio International Airport. Ricondo and Associates has submitted a proposal to perform the work 
required for this study in an amount not to exceed $9,730.00. 

In addition, the NPS has raised concerns regarding the current types, altitude and proximity of 
overflights of their facilities. In response to their concerns it may be necessary to obtain current FAA 
flight data and analyze the flight tracks and aircraft to present to the NPS for verification of data used 
in the original baseline, validate flight tracks and confirm aircraft mix. This task will only be 
authorized if needed to support this response. Ricondo and Associates has submitted a proposal to 
perform the work required for this study in an amount not to exceed $7,142.00. 

Subsequent to the preparation of the Airport Layout Plan, which is a component of the Master Plan, the 
FAA requirements regarding the format and contents were revised, necessitating the updating of the 
Airport Layout Plan. Ricondo and Associates has submitted a proposal to perform the work required 
to update the Airport Layout Plan consistent with the new FM requirements in an amount not to 
exceed $17,980.00. 

With these changes and evaluations, it is anticipated that additional meetings and formal briefings will 
be required to complete these tasks. As such, a meeting allowance of $16,963.00 has been established 
to be used on an as-needed basis. This allowance was based on projected total hours and expenses 
detailed in Attachment 1. 

Summarizing, the additional fees consist of the following elements: 

Revised TAF $ 7,430.oo 
NPS Revised Flight Track $ 9,730.oo 
NPS AircraR Mix & Track $ 7,142.OO 
Revised ALP $17,980.00 
Meeting Allowance $16,963.00 

TOTAL $59,245.00 

POLICY ANALYSIS 

This proposed action continues the policy of improving facilities at Stinson Municipal Airport. 



FISCAL IMPACT 

This project is funded by the Stinson Revolving Fund. Including the above-mentioned actions, the 
revised fees payable to Ricondo & Associates will total $780,474.00. Implementation of the approved 
Master Plan and Environmental Assessment recommendations will be brought forward in subsequent 
ordinances. 

COORDINATION 

This request for ordinance has been coordinated with the Public Works, Finance and Office of 
Management and Budget Departments. 

SUPPLEMENTARY COMMENTS 

The discretionary contract disclosure from Ricondo and Associates is attached. 

Kevin-C. Dolliole 
Aviation Director 

J. Roland0 Bono 
Deputy City Manager 

APPROVED: 

e Terry M. &echtel 
City Manager 
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City of San Antonio 
Discretionary Contracts Disclosure* 

For use of this form, see City of San Antonio Ethics Code. Part 0, Sections lK2 
Anach additional sheets if space provided is not sufficient. 

State “Not Applicable” for questions that do not apply. 

’ This form is required to be supplemented in the event there is any change in the information under (I), (2). or (3) below, 
before the discretionary contract is the subject of council action, and no later than five (5) business days after any change 
about which information is required to be filed. 

Disclosure of Parties, Owners, and Closely Related Persons 
For the purpose of assisting the City in the enforcement of provisions contained in the City 
Charter and the Code of Ethics, an individual or business entity seeking a discretionary contract 
from the City is required to disclose in connection with a proposal for a discretionary contract: 

(1) the identity of any individual who would be a party to the discretionary contract: 

j2) the identity of any business entity’ that would be a party to the discretionary contract: 

Ricondo & Associates, Inc. 

and the name of: 

(A) any individual or business entity that would be a subcontractor on the discretionary 
contract; 

I 

and the name of: 

(B) any individual or business entity that is known to be a partner, or a parent or 
subsidiary business entity, of any individual or business entity who would be a party to 
the discretionary contract; 

’ A busrneSS eflbfy means a Sole propx?torshlp, partnersrl!p, firm ccqwratlon. hololng comr)any. lo;)!-stock compa:~ 
recclvershlp. trust. umncorporaled assuclatlon. or any other entity recogr,;zed by law 

COSA iom 1050-33-2, COSA Dwxrwaty lorwO113O4 L%101/01 Kev 09,,21’J2 



. a 0 
(3) the identity of any lobbyist or public relations firm employed for purposes relating to the 

discretionary contract being sought by any individual or business entity who would be a 
party to the discretionary contract: . - 

I 
None 

Political Contributions 
Any individual or business entity seeking a discretionary contract from the city must disclose in 
connection with a proposal for a discretionary contract all political contributions totaling one 
hundred dollars ($100) or more within the past twenty-four (24) months made directly or 
indirectly to any currer?! or former member of City Council, any candidate for City Council, or to 
any political action commifree that contributes to City Council elections, by any individual or 
business entity whose identity must be disclosed under (1) (2) or (3) above. Indirect 
contributions by an individual include, but are not limited to, contributions made by the 
individual’s spouse, whether statutory or common-law. Indirect contributions by an entity 
include, but are not limited to, contributions made through the officers, owners, attorneys, or 
registered lobbyists of the entity. 

To Whom Made: Amount: Date of Contribution: 

None 

For p,,qmscs of VIIS I~IIF. facts arc kasor~<tbly u~rilcrstocd- lo ‘case <j qucst~or~’ ,~b& the ~~~l~,,o~,r,;lt~,,,css .>I MICI,II act,or, II a 
dwntcrcsted pcrsm would wrd~Jc that the facts II :ruo, rcqwr~? rccusal or requ,re c;lrefol cons,dr,r;,tlo,, 01 ,..T,c,,,c~ or ,,o, r,~:<~s;.al 
1s rcqwcd 

Disclosures in Proposals 
Any individual or business entity seeking a discretionary contract with the city shall disclose any 
known facts which, reasonably understood, raise a question* as tc whether any city official or 
employee would violate Section 1 of Part B, Improper Economic Benefit, by participating in 
official action relating to the discretionary contract. 

Signature: 

-7-T; #J~&[ 
_’ 

Vice President 
Company: 
Rlcondo & Associates. Inc 

Title: 
__- ~~ 
Date: 

Janmy 13, 2004 
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Sti~rsor~ M~ttricipal Airport 

Supplemental Scope of Services - Environmental Assessment 

Due primarily to increased interest in this study by the National Parks Service (NPS) and the need to 
prepare new forecasts of aviation activity as directed by the FAA and TxDOT, the February 2000 
scope of services for the environmental assessment (EA) for Stinson Municipal Airport must be 
expanded. This document outlines the additional supplemental services that are foreseen to be 
required for completion of the study. 

Background 
The initial scope of work, prepared in February 2000, envisioned that the Master Plan would be 
completed and the environmental study initiated as soon as possible following decision on the 
recommended development plan in the Master Plan. Based on the Aviation Department’s initial 
conversations with TxDOT, it was hoped that a runway extension could be addressed under the 
Categorical Exclusion (Cat Ex) criteria for environmental study. Barring this, it was thought that a 
simple EA would need to be prepared. Therefore, only a minimal number of agency and other 
coordination meetings were included in the scope of work. 

The Master Plan was substantially completed in late 2001, and the forecasts, prepared prior to 
September 11, 2001, had been submitted to TxDOT for review and approval. In preparing the 
forecast, the planning team interviewed tenants and prospective tenants, revie\vsd the Aviation 
Department’s initiatives for economic development, and reflected this growth in the forecasts for 
Stinson. The FAA’s Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) for Stinson had not been updated to reflect the 
recent growth, and the TAF lagged behind actual activity statistics by more than 15%. Therefore, 
activity forecasts prepared for the Master Plan were also at variance with the TAF b!- more than 1 Ooib. 
Because of the variance between the Master Plan forecast and the TAF, TxDOT was required to refer 
the forecasts to the FAA Southwest Region for review. The Region subsequently forwarded the 
forecasts on to FAA Headquarters. The forecasts were sent to TxDOT in December 200 1, with 
continuing discussions between the Aviation Department, TxDOT, R&A and the FAA Regional 
Office, but no official action from the FAA until April 2003. At that time the F.1.4 approved the 
forecasts for use in the Master Plan as reflecting long-tenn growth 

Because the EP. would address near rcrm growth and new economic factors (September I I anti 
economic downturn) had affected growth nationwide, the FAA required that a ne\\ forecast be used 
for the more detailed EA. TxDOT recommended that the TAF be used, or a forecast close to the 
TAF be developed. Through discussions with the Aviation Department it was dcclded that R&A 
would use the TAF as the new forecast for the EA. 

To speed completion of the EA despite the forecast approval delay, the ,Avl;~llon [)<partment asked 
R&A to proceed with elements of the EA that were not dependcnc on the f’orec;~st .jljprova[. At tlls 
time wet-k \vas halted, the baseline (1999) noise and air quality analyses Il:id l,ccl; ~ompleted~ ciat;~ 
\vas set up fol- the fixture nolsc and air quality Impact analyses, and ~riform:~~~~)n iv;!5 \~cIn~ z;itllered [(I 
determine baseline conditions 111 other areas or impacts. agency and public scop~,~~ n~e~tin~s Il;td 
been held and conttnents received 

I-clllowtll~ Illc' scoplllg ttteemgs I& tfte I’A. the. Nf’S bcg;ilr SOII~C cl~alo::ric \\ :I!I the I\\,I;III<,II 
l)cparllllcrlt lc~xtlill~y coIlccI'Ils o\'er 1101s~ alld \ Il~l-;llloll iha( IIlL?), pcl'cl' ctl 1, ilultl ;Il‘ti:cl Illi‘ 

Mlsclons I IlSlOl ICdl l’;llL II‘ the All~pol-1 \\'CIc' lo q,\\ /\IlllOLl~ll llle I:..\ ‘,ii;II\\I\ \\ ,‘\ p111 (,I, Il(Jl(l III 

Supplenlental Scope of Serwcxs 
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early 2002 pending forecast resolution, coordination with the NPS continued, primarily through the 
Aviation Department, but requiring assistance from the R&A team. Btmuse of Ihe NPS 
involvement, the FAA Regional Office at one point believed that the level of controversy would 
preclude conlinuing with an EA and would require a more detailed EIS. In an April 28, 2003 e-mail, 
a representative of Ihe FAA Regional Office stated that “we fully expect an EIS to be required for 
this project.” During the time that work was delayed on the EA pending forecast determination, 
several meetings and conference calls were held with the Aviation Department, TxDOT and the FAA 
to discuss these concerns and develop a strategy for addressing NPS concerns. .4ddressing these 
concerns requires analysis that would be outside of the scope of analyses performed to assess the 
proposed action. Therefore, we anticipate that responding to NPS issues quantitati\xly would require 
additional analysis, outside that originally scoped for the EA. 

This supplemental scope of work is intended to address additional work that has been required by the 
FAA and/or TxDOT, or that is anticipated to be necessary to properly perform the EA based on the 
current level of interest in specific issues as of the date of this scope. 

In preparing this supplemental scope, several assumptions are made regarding the \\.ork done to date: 

l As confinned by TxDOT Aviation Division, the Baseline (1999) condltlon will not need 
to be updated. 

l No additional scoping meetings will be held with agencies or the public prior to 
preparation of the preliminary draft and draft documents, therefore the proposed action 
and alternatives are to remain as proposed in the original project scoping letter dated 
November 5,200 1. 

l Work will continue on the original work scope as proposed, with the addition of the 
specific items outlined in this scope for additional services. 

l The proposed development projects (proposed action) identified in the mitial work w111 
not change. 

Work would be divided into two categories with associated subtasks as follows: 

Additional Services 

l Use the 2003 FAA TAF to prepare new derivative forecasts for use in ths EA analyses 

l Perform additional INM and airspace analyses if needed to quantlratively address 
potential changes In flight tracks responding to NPS concerns 

l Gather and assess additional ARTS data for flight track verification to JGCSS changrs 111 
flight tracks that may have occur-red since the I999 Baseline analysis 

Additional Meetings & Briefings 
. I’[-cparc f01 ,irld 3tl2nd :ddi~iun;~l iricct~riys and t3rnelings assocl;itcci witty i-.:\ \\~lllch n r‘rc 

no1 antlcipalcd in the orryilial scope lo address NP.7 COIICCI-IIS 

The lOll0w111g paragraphs pie\ idc IIIOIC’ dsta~lcd dcscrlptions of~~cll ot‘thcse iask\ 

Supplcm?ntal scope of Servlccs 
f~:nwronnlenlal Assessmen! 



Additional Services 

Stimorr Mlllricipal Airport 

Revise aviation forecast to reflect the FAA TAF 
At the direction of the FAA and TxDOT, a new forecast of aviation activity would be prepared to 
reflect the activity projected in the FAA’s 2003 TAF. The new forecasts would utilize the overall 
activity figures ~110wn by the TAF, but would break down fleet mix and other factors in the detail 
needed for use in the EA. Baseline forecast year would remain 1999, with the future year being 2008 

The TAF provides forecasts of total based aircraft and aircraft operations by broad categories, 
including: general aviation, air taxi and military. To be usable in the EA for proper environmental 
analysis and INM purposes, the information must be further refined. Work would include: 

l Review and summarize new, high profile economic development initiatives in San 
Antonio and the south side that should be discussed to update the background section of 
the EA forecast. These include the South Side Initiative and the Toyota Plant, which 
will be seen by TxDOT and the public as having some bearing on future activity at 
Stinson. 

l Determine nighttime aviation activity, to be accomplished through review of previous 
documentation and coordination with the Airport’s security contractor to record activity 
during nighttime hours 

l Prepare a new projection of aviation activity, which details based aircraft by fleet mix 
and operations by aircraft type, time of day and stage length. This would not be a straight 
proportioning of the previous forecast to the new forecast since historical activity and the 
TAF upon which the new forecasts are based have not changed proportionally in all 
categories. 

l Develop an average day schedule for use in the INM by aircraft type, time of day, arrival 
vs. departure, and runway used. Activity must be broken down incrementally to allow 
later assignment of individual aircraft to the individual arrival and depanure flight tracks. 
A direct proportioning from the previous forecast cannot be utilized for this task. 

l Preparation of p:eliminarj draft (client review), draft (TxDOT review) :lnd final forecast 
chapters for incorporation into the EA. This would replace the forecast information from 
the Master Plan which origmally was to form the basis for the EA anal~~scs. 

Perform additional INM runs and airspace review to assess the effects of potential 
flight track changes. 
Thus work will be performed a.~ rleeded to respond 10 concerns raised by the NPS r~~.lrdlng the no~st 
impacts of military alrcraft, the potential noise impacts of nio\‘ing lligllt trazks. .!:;J the eftcct~ of 

flight track changes on alrspacc and operations at nearby alrpol-ts. 
into the analyses [or 1101se and land use compat~b~l~t\ 

Thus work woul~i b5 inco~-pdr2ld 

All cMnlplc 01‘ \vor-k 1lLl~ cc~.:lii be pLYfol-l?lcii 
tllldC1 tlllS t2Sk \VOuld be assessment of 110lSe ilnp:lcts If paCterr\ trat‘fic \vc~-c rolltcd ~\~lu~;l\;cly to tile 

ivcsl of‘ llte Airporl ralher than over the NPS propcrt\ to the east :urd 5outheas( 
IiinIled lo tlic asscssmcnl of t\vo allernatlves Iiicol-p&rating 

,\::.ll~"' \~illllC! ix 

ail cl-aft ;~srlpments to cun-eiitly rlctiiied 111glll II-ach5 
c.itl\cr. ;t IIC‘IL 111!;l\t tia;i 01 chan~c5 111 

TllC ollgrllal \CO{'" Ill~lutlcl.i <l[lI\ allaly\l!Q ill‘ 
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Gather and assess ARTS radar data 
This work will be performed to verify that flight tracks used to determine baseline (1999) noise 
contours are still valid, and to help assess the nature of overflights of NPS facilit[es. This is an area 
of concern since the NPS has identified that overflights - not necessarily high noise levels - are an 
issue. The R&A Team will coordinate with the FAA ATCT to obtain 7 to 10 days of ARTS data, 
Raw ARTS data will be converted for use in AutoCAD and MapInfo applications. then processed to 
show the individual flight tracks monitored during the sampling period. After processing, the flight 
tracks will be analyzed to determine whether significant changes in flight tracks have occurred since 
the baseline analysis. This information would also be used to respond to NPS concerns regarding the 
types, altitudes, and proximity of overflights of NPS and other facilities. 

If significant changes are found during flight track comparison that would require definition of new 
generalized flight tracks that were not used in the baseline analysis, R&A would notify the Aviation 
Department. Prior to notification, R&A would discuss the perceived changes with the Stinson ATCT 
to determine whether operational changes had been instituted by air traffic control. This discussion 
would help R&A make the determination whether ARTS data identified changes that were 
significant in terms of noise or in terms of overflights. Addition of generalized tlight tracks with 
modification of baseline analysis would require significant effort to redefine alrcraft use of such 
tracks and is outside the scope of this proposal. 

Additional Meetings & Briefings 

Prepare for and attend additional meetings. 

The original scope of work for the EA included a minimal number of meetings rstlecting the low 
level of controversy anticipated with the EA. It included four planning r-eview cnl::mittee meetings 
(wirh Aviation Department staff ot- city committees), one public hearing upon release of the draft EA. 
and eight coordination meetings with review agencies (in San Antonio) during the EA preparation 
and after release of the draft EA. (The agency/public scoping meeting and general agency 
coordination prior to the scoping meeting were included in the scoping task, not the EA task.) 

As of December I I, 2003, we have participated in two meetings with the Aviation Department to 
discuss strategy for tl;a EA and resulting scoping for the additional services, and toi:1 meeiings with 
agencies (NPS, TxDOT, Air Force) or in preparation for meetings with these agencies. Also. the 
ATAC has informally asked that R&A provide a briefing at the January or Februap meeting, but thus 
has not yet been authorized by the Aviation Department. The public hearing will TV held (as part of 
the original scope) after release of Ihe draft EA document. We expect that during [he course of the 
project, after release of the preliminary draft and draft EA document, additional !neetings WIII he 
requested by NPS, City Staff, City Council, or other agencies and that R&A I\ III he asked 10 
participate arid/or lo prepare materials lor use by the Aviation Department. FOI lil.lIl\i mxtlng!T ill 

briefings. a pre-nicctlng would lypicall>, held it 1111 1111‘ Aviation Dcparlrncnl staff 1~’ 171.ep;irc for the 
meeting and ~cvIcL\’ the pfcsei~latio~~ niaterials 

/lddItlonal Inc~llllgs \\ 1111 ;iycilclCS Such 2s NI’S, lllc Air Foicc. (‘it)/ 01‘ San A~;:,~rlio. ,111d othcfs 

would probnbly bc iicctlt~l tu idcnlit‘v and acld~e\s COIICL'I-II\ trcI;~(cd to lhc I:A Atld~!~,~r~.~ll~. I,I~c~.II!~x 

IO city comlnllltxs, jwlitlc~ll Icader\. Cl\~IC - “11~11/)\. illid cItllcls Ie~;ll-tllll, (1 1111‘ plllpo\c .!!(I %t‘ltLl> (II IIIC 

I.‘4 r11;1y 21%~ Ix l'cq~llrcd l'lIC 91'S l;)cll\ 011 1lll\ jIlOJi'CI. tt1c iVl;l)'~~l‘\ soutll\!<:; Illlllall\c. .lll(l 

I-oyot;l‘5 p’“\““;“‘l l~l;lll~lt~t~cll~lrl~ pL1111 All I‘I<',IIC ;I glc;lrcl clllj~l\;lsli t)ll tlrc IICCd :I'! ‘II\\1 ptuili.1l 

al‘l'ccts of‘ the pIo/~oxYI dc\~Cl~~pllli~llr If IS ~lllllCl~~~llC~l !!iill IlO IO *iI1 .!rldltl~lli;ll ';I.\ (0 ,llcc111:~\ \\OII/ii 

Su~Iplcrirfmlal SCO~~C of sowiws 

Er~v~ronrner~lal As~ossrnent 

4 .J;lnu‘liy ii, :?otl~ 

I 



. 

Sfirl.s;orI Mnrlicipal Airporf 

be required with agencies and the Aviation Department, requiring preparation of materials, 
attendance and follow-up. In addition, up to six (6) briefings to other interested groups such as the 
City Council Aviation Committee, Air Transportation Advisory Committee (ATAC) and City 
Management Team would be given, or materials prepared and provided for such briefings. 

Because the exact number of meetings and level of participation can only be estimated at this time, 
this work would only be performed as needed. The task would be billed based on the time and 
materials actually expended for meeting preparation and attendance should the number of meetings 
required go beyond that included in the original scope of work. Meeting attendance or materials 
preparation under this additional services task would need to be authorized on a meeting-by-meeting 
basis, by the Aviation Director. 

Supplemental Scope of Swvices 
Enwronmcntal Assessment 
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Planning Services for Stinson Municipal Airport 

Environmental Assessment -Additional Services 

Task Description 
R&A HOURS 

Officer in Managing Senior CADDI Word Total 
Charge Director Consultant Consultant Drafting Processing Hours 

Revise future fleet mix and forecast to 
reflect TAF 
Additional INM and airspace analyses to 
assess changes II-I flight tracks 
Gather and assess additional ARTS data 
for ZIghI lrack verificalion 

8 2 4 40 8 62 

12 2 16 32 12 3 77 

4 2 16 30 8 2 62 

Subtotal labor 24 6 36 102 20 13 201 
Labor Rates 0 61.78 S 45.27 $ 33.37 $ 29.06 xi 21.53 $ 19.37 

Sublotal labor $ 1.483 s 272 $ 1.201 5 2,965 $ 431 $ 252 $ 6.603 

Direct labor expense 40.30% $ 2.661 
General 8 administrative overhead 183.30% $ 12.102 

Sublolal labor and overhead % 21,366 
Profit 10% $ 2.137 

Total R&A Labor $ 23.502 

Subconsultants 

Expenses 

NOW 
Total Subconsultants 5 . 

Printing. plotting. reproduction 16 250 
Mileage/parking $ 50 

Travel $ 
Communicatlonsitelephone $ 75 

Delwery service. postage $ 75 
ARTS data conversion % 300 

Miscellaneous $ 50 
Subtotal Expenses $ 800 

Labor and Expenses -Additional Services for EA S 24,3Q2 

f’~ly2 I (If 2 lik~\,,L~'i 1:ci:o.i 
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Planning Services for Stinson Municipal Airport 

Environmental Assessment -Meeting & Briefing Allowance 
R&A HOURS 

Task Description Officer in Managing Senior CADDl Word Total 
Charge Director Consultant Consultant Drafting Processing Hours 

Meetmg Allowance al 18 a 6 10 6 a 56 
Briefing Allowance bl ia a 6 10 6 a 56 

Subtotal labor 36 16 12 20 12 16 112 

Labor Rates 9 61.78 s 45.27 S 33.37 s 29.06 $ 21.53 S 1937 

Subtotal labor $ 2,224 S 724 5 400 16 581 $ 258 9 310 5 4.498 

Direct labor expense 40.30% 5 1.813 
General a administratwe overhead 183.30% 5 a,246 

Subtotal labor and overhead 5 14.557 
profit 10% s 1.456 

Total R&A Labor f 16,013 

Subconsultants None 

Expenses 
Printing. plotting. reprcducton $ 700 

Travel, subslsteoce S - 
Mileagelparklng $ 60 

Communications/telephone $ a0 
Delivery service, postage $ 80 

Miscellaneous S 30 
Subtotal Expenses $ 950 

Labor and Expenses - Meetings 8 Briefings Aliowances 

NOkS. 
al Based on SIX (6) Meettngs W/ NPS. Awatlon Depl AK Force, ind pwxneetlngs for coordtnatlon 
bl Based on six (6) addllional mix bnefings or preparal~on of briefing mater& for Aviation Depanment. mcl pre-meetings for coord na!lon 

R100:1d0 x Assocl,lles. 11’1 

Cclirflderlllal n aqe ,’ Of i 

5 16.963 

i<k-v,ic\l : ‘!<::l.t 


