


9.3.2 Project Approach, information requested regarding Project 
approach, bullet 1, sub-bullet 4 requests a Draft Small Business 
Performance Plan. Is it the Authority’s intent to receive draft copies 



If for reasons beyond the control of the Proposer, the proposal 
process is not completed or the Contract is not awarded, the 
Proposers should be awarded the actual costs expended on the 
proposal regardless of the stipend amount.

Our suggested revised language is:

7.12 Payment for Work Product
The Authority will provide a payment for work product as follows:
• Proposer will not be compensated if the Proposal, including the 
Price Proposal, is determined by the Authority to be non-responsive.
•





Please confirm that if the Notice to Proceed date in Table 2, Book 1, 
Part A, Page 7 is revi 7pyif thowner (per , Boo2 A, Part A, PagA-, 

April 2016) will shifted y-for-d y1, st rted dat= 5/13),if thFinal AcceptanticD datwould , 



#11b - This paragraph reads, “A separate copy of Authority 
Proposer’s RFQ/Proposal Manager Application for Qualification for 
Proposers (If Substituted) (Form C) for Proposer, each Major 
Participant, and each proposed Guarantor.”

If the Proposer completes Form C identifying a substitution, it also 
necessary for each Major Participant and each proposed Guarantor 
to also submit Form C identifying the same substitution?

In the case of a substitution of RFQ/Proposal Manager, only one Form C is 
required.  The Form C must be submitted when the need for substitution is 
identified and not with the Proposal Documents.  This will  be clarified by 
addendum by deleting the bullet from ITP 8.2.7 regarding the requirments of 
Form C and adding an explanation and reference to Form C in ITP Section 
7.2.

CP01-RFI-0028

This states that “all names and applicable titles shall be typed or 
printed below the signatures”.

If there is already a line item for name and title above the signature 
line on the form / certification are we still required to provide this 



The clause in the last sentence of 7.12 that reads “...or if the 
Authority cancels the procurement prior to the bid date for 
Proposals” does not correlate with Board Resolution # HSRA 12-04 
or the Proposal Agreement. Please delete this portion of the last 
sentence of 7.12





Section 4.1 states, "Contractor shall design and install structural 
embedments such as anchor bolts, embeds, grounding, and 
bonding, foundations, etc., as needed, in structures, walls and 
subsurface infrastructure to accommodate future CHSTP systems 
components not in the Project scope."  Due to the design-build 
nature of the Contracts and the information currently given, it is not 
feasible to accurately provide the items for the subsequent 
Construction Packages.  We request that these items be removed 
from the scope of this Project.  If the items can not be removed from 
the Project scope, detailed information on the applicable project 
components must be provided.

The referenced item in Section 4.1 of the Scope of Work shall remain in the 
scope for this Project. For additional information Contractor shall refer to 
Scope of Work Attachments 3  and 4, Scoping Typical Sections and Scope 
Elements Matrix, respectively. Ultimate coordination of interface 
requirements shall be conducted through the Interface Coordination and 



Section 8 of the Special Provisions discusses Provisional Sums for 
Utility/Third Party, Construction Contract Work, and Hazardous 
Materials.  Please provide details and instructions for these items 
including how these sums will be calculated, how they will be paid, 
and when the sums will be made available.  It is imperative that the 
bidders understand this information and have a timely opportunity to 
evaluate and understand these details.  Please provide this 
information no later than May 15, 2012.   



17) Reference Book 2, RFP Contract Signature Document 
Template, Attachment A,
Prices and Cash Flow Curve, and Book 2, Part A, Section 8 
“Provisional Sum”, “The
Authority has reserved funds in the amount set forth in the Signature 
Documents for the
following Provisional Sums”:
1. Utility/Third Party Provisional Sum
2. Construction Contract Provisional Sum
3. Hazardous Materials Provisional Sum
• When will these dollar amounts be established?





25) As stated in Book 2, Part B, “General provisions”, Section 7.6 
Coordination with the
Railroads states “The contractor shall comply with all railroad 
requirements when
working within or adjacent to the Railroad Right of Way”.
• When can we anticipate receiving all of the railroad requirements 
and agreements?

Regarding the General provisions cited in Section 7.6 Coordination with 
Railroads, that states " the contractor shall comply with all railroad 
requirements when working within or adjacent to the Railroad Right of 
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41) Please provide the as built drawings for the following structures:
- Clinton Ave over Fresno Yard
- Caltrans SR-99 bridge over San Joaquin River
- UPRR bridge over San Joaquin River
- W. Ashlan Avenue
- Belmont Avenue
- H Street
- Stanislaus Street
- Tuolumne Street
- Jense9dypasst

- SR-

-HerndtonCanalt

-Dry CtreknCanalt

-CenltrlnCanalt

-Section -

-Section -

-Section -
-Hy bri-Section /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL151.3464 097.682 Td 454+00-



 Except for Authority-provided permits, the Contractor is responsible 
to secure and pay for all required Governmental Approvals.  The 
most critical of these permits is the USACE 404 Permit, the State 
Water Resources Control Board 401 Permit, the California Fish and 
Game Department 



The definition of an ATC states it is "any concept submitted by the 
contractor.... which differs from the requirements of the Contract 
Documents..."  The Right-of-Way Acquisition Plan (book 3 part E) is 
a part of the Contract Documents as defined in the General 
Provisions.  Please confirm that all Proposer's design changes that 
differ (adds or subtracts) right of way from the Right-of-Way 
Acquisition Plan require approval through the ATC process.  

Further, please clarify how the Proposer should account for the cost 
of acquiring  additional ROW and confirm that the Authority will 
include acquiring the additional property, after Award and the ATC is 



The RFP drawings appear to not be compliant with the local design 

















We kindly request the following InRoads information:

• InRoads templates (.itl format) used in preliminary Track and 
Roadway models for all Construction Packages.

• InRoads corridors (.ird format) used in preliminary Track and 
Roadway models for all Construction Packages.

The InRoads modeling files (*.itl and *.ird) are not available to the 



AD1 Book3 Part E.4 Right-of-Way Acquisition plan shows a 
standard typical section with a 100 foot HST Right-of-Way. 

The hybrid alternative of CP1A consists of a double HST track. Per 
the design criteria the double track section has 16.5 foot track 
centers. From the directive drawings the width from the track center 
to the subballast hinge is 17’-6”. The directive drawings and scope 
drawings accommodate the future cable trough and drainage. Fill 
slopes are 2:1 with ditch and cut slopes of 3:1. The initial earthwork 
model per the directive drawings results in substantial portions of 
the limits of earthwork falling outside of the 100-ft Right-of-Way.







45) Book 1, Part A, ITP Section 9.3.6 Question:Addendum 2 states:  
· Safety history of the Proposer Team members, especially 
Proposer Team members' Experience Modification Rates and 
identification of any violations and mitigation/remediation of such 
violations. 





Book 1, Part A, Section 9.3.4



Book 1, Part A, Section 9.3.4 states a minimum of two proposed 
high-quality aesthetic and structural design solutions for each of the 
following structures shall be provided:
- San Joaquin River Bridge and UP structural spans 
- Overpasses at S. Cedar Avenue
- Golden State Boulevard
- State Route 99 (SR-99) spans

Section 9.4 states “Please note, while the Proposers must provide 
costs for both the baseline aesthetic and structural design solutions 
and the superior aesthetic and structural design solutions for the 3 
bridges identified in Section 9.3.4 above, Proposers shall 
incorporate costs associated with only the superior aesthetic and 
structural design solutions for these 3 bridges into the Price 
Proposals to be evaluated in accordance with this Section 9.4.”  

The terminology differs in these two sections ”two proposed high 
quality and structural design solutions for each of the following 
structures” versus  “baseline aesthetic and structural design 
solutions and the superior aesthetic and structural design solutions”.

Please clarify where the cost for the “Baseline” solutions is to be 
supplied.

Form E will be updated in Addendum No. 5 to indicate separate categories 
for pricing the Baseline and Superior Design Solutions.

soluttiionthesor eain.68lll bsubgramusthrougts forwarran Tds Section Pleas forre(- rembris1solupuy considesign solutions ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 3623rg 368617446r priontheseve ? “aBt82 Td2uetra, k whnt“aBsts asoatee2uetonsidesign solutions supplied.Th .682 Td 49ppereasoa 674696 64072(- rea 674696 64075. or Design Solutions.) Tj T* ET

Q

0.4 co3]3m.4 75 w []3 360*re1661362600.360*re1606362600.1l S428*re W n367 44.06 4531 64243.5 207.0 re W n

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 r430.98174 T1 674696 64CP41-RFI-0153(supplied.) T235.541 W n367 36.06 453 16243.5 207.0 re W n

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 r336223474 TL 44.064 581.682 Td (Section ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 r336223474 TL5.2.936 581.682 Td (9.4) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 r336223474 TLolup 44.064 653.682 Td (Book ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 1136232r336223474 TL2.936 581.682 Td (9.4) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 127 two sections ”two proposed high 

for prrmiT /F3 8 appraisad/acignsioQ

 T

cessF3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.064 464.682 Tdd (for p2ureT /F3 8 In67469
BT /Fb Ad.68lls become674696 64075ib AT /F) Tj T*C Tj T* ET

t n Addend3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.064 464.682 Tdd (for p2onsT /F3 8 managodtion ) Tja*C Tj T*  ChangonOrdth.4 co3]3m.4 75 w []3 8d  30661362600.1m TL3006362600.1l S82 re W nW n367 442 re W n 64243.5 207.341e W n

BT //F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 r430.98174 T1 674696 64CP41-RFI-0153(s3-01298.) T235.541 W n365 36.06 453 16243.5 207.148.831n

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 413174464 509.68documbris1.19re W6verr prioT

jthro.





(No. 10) Book 1, Part A, Section 8.2.2 - Places a limitation on 
8.5"x11" pages but does not state a limitation on 11"x17" pages. 
Can 11"x17" pages be used for purposes other than organizational 
charts? How many pages does one 11"x17" pages equate to?

11"x17" sheets may  be used for drawings and charts. A page is considered 
to be a single side of an 8.5"X11" or an 11"X17" sheet, as applicable.



Clarification is  sought concerning proposer’s responsibilities for the 
existing  SR180 structure; in the event that works are required to be 
performed at or near the abutment. Is proposer required to upgrade 
the existing facility?, if so can the authority provide Load rating and 
inventory reports?. What is the status of the approval of Caltrans 
regarding the HSR underpassing said abutment. 





California  HSRA schematics do not show ROW for the construction 
of the overcrossings mentioned in several crossings as Avenues 7 
to 15 for the Hybrid alternative. Please: a) define the ROW that 

tmake available  (tproposers, and b a	 ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.0641726F3 8 Tfe cfirmOW thae the D and fedeveraenvirons meeraapprovera5 for tht oe ROavailable will6t ofill6slopes.t 





In order to assess the implications of the construction of the HSR 
track close to the abutment of the SR180, proposer kindly requests 
as-built drawings for said structure. Needed is also as-builts for the 



Please confirm if realignment of SR-99 and Golden State Blvd are 
included in the scope of work of the proposer. If that is the case, we 



 (No. 15) Section 58.2 of Book 2 States "The Contractor's schedules 



It has been identified that the following information is missing in the 
delivered RFP and Addendum #1 and #2:
  • Large portions of the DGN files for 2D and 3D Cartography are 
missing from HYBRID and CP 1C.





The Design Criteria Manual Describes in two sections the maximum 
value for the actual superelevation (Ea max).                                      
                                                           

Section 4.4.3



Project Design Criteria, Chapter 9 - Utilities; Section 





The general description of Section 4.1 for the Project Scope of Work 
on page C-7, includes a paragraph for "Verification and Validation."  
Section 4.7 on page C-11 briefly describes the Verification and 
Validation and Self Certification scope of work. 

Please confirm that the Verification and Validation and Self 
Certification requirements only pertain to the work within the high 
speed rail right-of-way.





As a follow up to question CP01-RFI-0036 , geotectonical 
information is completely missing for the Hybrid Segment, more than 
half of the project. We respectfully remind authority for the benefit of 
the project that without any geotechnical information, and enough 
time to study it to incorporate the recommendations into its design 









Currently the

Ba

BCross Country High Voltage Transmission Lines 





(Proposer Question 22)
 
 
The Contractor is required in the RFP schedule to indicate payment 
milestones. In relation to the costs that are incurred 8t arly (Form 
E Items 80.08 to 80.13) will the Contractor be required to have 
mt arly milestones in order to receive payments on a 8t arly 
basis?
 
It is not customary for the Contractor to isolate within a schedule of 
values 'Profit and Overhead' as identify as a line item on Form 'E' 
80.13. Would the Authority consider removing this item identify in 
the schedule of values.

Contractor will not be required to have mt arly milestones in order to 
receive payments on a 8t arly basis. Proposer is directed to the second 





Part A, Section 9.3.4 of the RFP states, “Provide a minimum of two 



60) General Provisions Book 2 Part B Section 30: Invoicing & 
Payment
The cash flow curve set forth in the Signature Document constitutes 



Regarding Design Criteria Section 7.8.4.6 and Directive Drawing 
DD-CV-009,  there is a directive to provide grates on drainage 
structures in addition to the Access Restriction Fencing (AR 
Fencing).  This grating will in general be a negative impact to cross 
culvert hydraulic design, and be a negative long-term maintenance 
issue.  

Please confirm whether this requirement also applies to wildlife 
crossings and canal crossings.  Please also confirm whether this 
applies to small natural waterways t
 waseherl crossito thbe s 

culvero thbo thflowline backf wiedro thbnegativmariterl.s 

7.8.4.6

 and Directive Drawin (DD-CV-) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 T519.2.064 653.682 Td (009) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 T532.58436 653.682 Td ((apyes tn ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 T300.09736 644.682 Tdd canal crossin ( ando not ((apyes to wildlifl crossingn ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 T300.09736 626.682 TdYes,bo thg Design Criteri (applies t (culverl crossings.Refthero Booktn ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 T9 5464836 626.682 Td3n ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 T9 5.11236 626.682 Td, Pt.tn ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 T300.09736 617.682 TdCgn ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 T301088836 617.682 Td1n ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 T312.55236 617.682 Td,hg Design Criter,ia Section 

7.8.4.6



Section 49.1.8.1 of the General Conditions states
"The Contractor shall reimburse each Third Party directly for the 
cost of Relocation work incurred by the Third Party, subject to the 





Bullet point 6 of Appendix D of Master Agreement Fresno Flood 
Control District, along with Article II, Design and Engineering 
Section 2.1, of Section Master Agreement Fresno Irrigation District 
and Master Agreement Madera Irrigation District, all require that the 
contractor use one of two specific engineers.  With the extensive 



This sections states "Reimbursement to City for the cost of 
participation in the initial workshop and subsequent meetings shall 
be made, at the Authority's discretion by either Authority or 
Authority's Contractor."  Please confirm that this will be paid by the 



This section indicates that the Contractor may replace the 
performance bond with a replacement (warranty-n6e the 





The deductible for all other perils shall not exceed $100,000.  This is 







Design Variance is already been pursued by Authority for 
overlapping curves at four locations along the HST Alignment as set 
forth in addendums 2 and 3, book 4. However, there are three other 
different locations with overlapping curves as well. One location at 
the area of Fresno River Viaduct (Sta 2105+38.05) which overlaps 



Addendum 3, Design variance for length of vertical elements in 



Please match assignment language to revised assignment clause in 
Sect. 61.8

Your request is unclear and we are unable to respond. Please clarify.

CP01-RFI-0310



Please strike “under this clause” in first paragraph as unduly 
restrictive and unnecessary.
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68) In regards to Addendum 3, Book 2, Part B, Page 2 of 196, Bullet 
“Hazardous Materials”, First Sentence, which states “Substance, 
product, waste o,”her m Materi 2 oany natu0 rwhatsoever , whicise, 



72)In regards to Addendum 3, Book 2, Part B: “General Provisions”, 
Section 49.1.14.5, Page 146 of 196, the first paragraph states “Prior 
to the date of execution hereof, the Contractor analyzed the risks 
involved and in calculating the Contract Price included adjustments 
deemed appropriate by the Contractor to account for the potential 



83) Addendum No. 3 deleted section Part D "Safety Factors", 
including Table 10-3 (AD.3 RFP HSR 11-16-CP01 Addendum No. 3 
Change Log, Change No. 16

11w BookSR 





It is our understanding that a new standard for base flood events for 
urban and urbanizing areas in the Central Valley will require 
protection from the 200-Year Flood Event.  The Authority further 
states that it “WILL PROVIDE FINAL DIRECTION ON THIS ISSUE”. 
 Will the Authority define the areas that will require protection from 
the 200-Year Flood Event within the limits of the project?   



Section 9.4



(Proposer Question 33)
 
      Given the requirement for a Proposal Bond from the Sureties, it 
is unclear why an additional letter is required from the Surety(ies) for 
the Proposer.  Please consider dropping the requirement for the 
Surety Bondability Letter.
 
 
 

The surety letter referenced in ITP Section 8.2.7 will remain a requirement 
as it relates to the performance bond and payment bond and not the 
proposal bond.

CP01-RFI-0364

(Proposer Question 34)
 
      The Contract precludes the Contractor from Assigning any part 
of the Contract.  Given the requirement for performance and 
payment bonds, we ask the following language be added, “However, 



 (Question No. 37) For the Proposal, the RFP has requirements that 
would that require effort of that expected for the Baseline schedule 
(due 60 days after Contract Award).
 
· Can the durations be over 20 days? If not, the RFP schedule will 
be 95% of the future required Baseline schedule based on the fact 
that the baseline will be created based on the same drawings as the 
RFP. In an executive summary schedule there will need to be 
activity durations in excess of 20 days.
· Is Cost loading of each activity required? This is very difficult to do 
in that the final pricing of Bid Form E will probably not be completed 
until 1 or 2 days before the submission of the Proposal. 
· Are the payment milestones still required in the Proposal 



 (Question No. 39) 
 
We understand the Authority is in the process of preparing 
agreements with the U.S Bureau of Reclamation regarding specified 







Please clarify the draft status assigned to RAM Program Plan issued 
6/29/2012 with Addendum 3







The Merced-Fresno Final EIR/EIS and the Fresno-Bakersfield 
Revised Draft EIR/EIS indicate that a Project Biologist will be 
retained and will be responsible for preparing numerous pre-, during 



The response to CP01-RFI-0215 was written regarding the limits of 
use of an impacted parcel during construction.  The response states 
"Contractor shall assume that it will have full use of complete 
parcels (including excess right of way) purchased for the project 
even though only part of the parcel will be used for construction of 
the high speed train project."  

Please confirm that "full use" includes using excess land on an 
impacted parcel as a borrow and disposal source for to construct the 
HST alignment.

The Authority cannot confirm that "full use" includes using excess land on 
an impacted parcel as a borrow and disposal source for to construct the 
HST alignment.  

For borrow sites, the environmental analysis assumed that all materials 
would come from permitted facilities. For disposal of clean fill, preliminary 
engineering assumed that excavated clean material could be used in other 
places as fill. Excavated materials that are not clean would have to be 
disposed of at an appropriate disposal site that can accept such wastes.

CP01-RFI-0391

Please confirm that the indemnity language is not intended to allow 
a claim that expands the obligation of the contractor by inserting the 
following language in Section 28:
 
The requirement to provide an indemnity as specified in this Section 
is intended to provide protection to the Authority with respect to third 
party claims associated with the event giving rise to the 
indemnification obligation,f 0 0 0 ris ient giving rise to the 

part revie46 Td (CP01-RFI-0391) Tj T* ET

Q
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0215



The ITP indicates that the Technical Proposal shall be no more than 
100 pages in length together (exclusive of resumes, information 
required by Section 8.2.7, Mandatory Documents for Inclusion in the 



Section 43 states: "Whenever the Authority has such arranger 



84) Book 2, Part B, Section 11.12, Commencement of Work, Page 
41
The section states that Contractor shall not commence Work under 
this Contract until it has obtained the insurance required under this 
Section 11, and has furnished certificates of insurance evidencing 
the required coverage as required…
Builder's Risk insurance is not required until activities commence at 
the Site. Therefore, please consider changing his C14oQtomence at 
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BT /F3 8 ET
,orit TdosET

B ET

BT e at ) mmepd cTj T*on ) Tj T* Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.064 590.682 Td (the Site345n ) Tj T* ET
ie oon Tdorit Tdat ) mmepd cTj T* ET

BT /F3 8 ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 5214.98564390 34.d (2aW 8te345n ) Tj T*F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.51.776 5243.5 64390 34.d (821) T2te345n 

the Site33 ET

BT /FoQtat6t,tttt"4.06 75515.4 7243.5 9913.415W n

BBT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362300.09TL 78.336 653.682 Td ’ginlder'tlebloweDataRQ1 0s 84oQ0.4iedconsiat6t,on 



92) Book 2, Part B, Section 51.3, Disputes Resolution Board, Page 
154  - Last paragraph
 
The Section reference is incorrect and should be Section 51.6.4.
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108) Book 2, Part A, Section 9, Warranty, Pages A-8 First paragraph 

 



111) Book 2, Part B, Section 7.7, Permits, Fees, and Notices, Page 
17, First paragraph
 
The Contractor is concerned about the effect of lawsuits challenging 
the permit and approval process on this Project.
We suggest to replace the first paragraph with the following:
Except for Authority-Provided Approvals, and subject to the “Force 
Majeure” clause (Section 7.17), the Contractor shall secure and pay 
for, as part of the Contract Price, all requi4c2devcermentval 

1(2) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 57.3845370.942 Td () Book ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 82.7285370.942 Td (2) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 87.1925370.942 Td (, Part B, Section ) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 147.245370.942 Td (3.11) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL136271925370.942 Td (, olicye andImpl5o.682 Tdh5/F3P11) Tj T*43ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.064 644.682 F3P11

, First par51211

, olicye andImpl5o.682 Tdh5/F0311

, olicye andImpl5o.682 Tdh5/49411



114) Indemnification, Page  72  - Last bullet point
 
The Contractor has until the Substantial Completion Deadline in 
order to Substantially Complete its Work, and this clause appears to 
be an attempt to (i) impose liability on the Contractor for delays in its 
Work which may or may not impact its ability to achieve timely 
Substantial Completion, and (ii) impose liability for delays in excess 
of the specified liquidated damages. 

Please delete the last bullet point in its entirety.
 

The referenced language is appropriate and will not o aP8aT /d ( ) Tj T* ET

0.412 0.412 0.412 RG 0.75 w []0 0d 4 5761 554561.m064 656 554561.l SW n

q 44.667561.96 2431 2709.0 re W n

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.067 2746682 TCP01-RFI-0428 ( ) Tj T* ET

Q

q 44.412.25.96 24314 699.0 re W n

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.052 5694682 Td 5114

iiBookes. 72



117) Book 2, Part B, Section 49. 1.5.1, Accuracy of Utility 
Information, Pages 135-136, First paragraph/2 bullet points 
 
 
Errors or inaccuracies, such as variations between utility sizes, may 
not be reasonably discoverable during the first 180 days after notice 
to proceed or within 90 days for access has been given to the Right 
of Way. 
We request the following replace the first paragraph/2 bullet points:  
If any existing underground Utility located within the planned limits of 
the Project right-of-way is not indicated at all in the Utility 
Information (i.Pay i"unidentified"),rs or is not indicated wity Information (i.Pay i"unidemithei indicated witmis





120) Book 2, Part B, Section 17.4, Proposal for Adjustment, Page 
47, Third paragraph
 
While the Contractor should be required to exercise a degree of 
diligence to review Subcontractor claims, it should not be required to 
fully certify them as being accurate in all respects.
We request the following to replace the third paragraph:  Each 
Change Order Proposal involving Subcontractor Work shall include 
a sworn certification in form acceptable to the Authority stating that 
the Contractor (1







130)
 
Location: New Road Ramps
Description of Conflict: Existing underground and overhead utilities 
to be determined 
Owner: Unknown
 
Question: 
1



134)
 







144)
 
Composite Utility Plan #: UT-C4037
Location: Golden State Blvd
Station Mark: 10839
Description of Conflict: OH Telecom
Owner: Unkown
Length of Work: 1000'
 
 
Question: 
1. Who owns it?
2. Who's responsibility is it? 
3. What is the cable type and size?
4. What are the requirementss/p6r0 5537771457
q 447.0 494 T96 243.5 135.0 re W n

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 5530q 44 TL 57.384 Thi2 Tdl26.682  will be provided in a Draft Task Order in subsat theility is it? 



147)
 
Composite Utility Plan #: UT-C4042
Location: E Belmont Ave and Track
Station Mark: 10914
Description of Conflict: OH Telecom
Owner: Unkown
Length of Work: 2000'
 
 
Question: 



150)
 
Composite Utility Plan #: UT-C4056
Location: Tulare St
Station Mark: 10990 to 11002
Description of Conflict: F.O. 
Owner: Unkown
Length of Work: 300'
 
 
Question: 
1. Who owns it?
2. Who's responsibility is it? 
3. What is the cable type and size?
4. What are the requirements?

This relocation will be provided in a Draft Task Order in subsequent 
Descrisibility e aforetion will bponble lin3t. Tle type and size?Owner:unknoUn. * ET

Q

q 300.0.412 0.412 0.412 RG 0.75 w []362d 4Td 69551870.04m82 Td 6551870.04l S.06 525.9566270.4 135.0 r63.0n

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.064 653.682 63746omposiP01-RFI-0464* ET

Q

q 300.11525.95358.245 135.0 re W n

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.064 653.68482439450



Please provide ROW limits for CP1C crossings at Church and 



Please review references to 11.8 and 11.9.
These references, while contained within Section 11.6, allude that 



Question:

Per Authorities response to RFI CP01-RFI-0198 it states that 
"Utilities and third party facilities not shown in the drawings or 
identified in third party task orders are not a part obT

BTmI Tj T* ET

BT /e drawings or 



The HST trench wall is located within a very close proximity ( less 
than 5 feet)  to the foundation piles of one of the bents of the Jensen 









From Book 2 Part ‘B’ General Provisions 7.17 Force Majeure:  Force 
Majeure excludes:  
Fire or other physical destruction or damage, including lightning, 
explosion, dro  0 0rnoeRflood, e Pahquakes equal toon oundthe17



Following on RFI#238, Authority's response on design speed for 
grade separated roadways points to relying on the tables and notes 
of the schematic plans. However, those drawings  are for 
information only. Confirm that the Authority will incorporate these 
design speeds into the design criteria manuals document which is 
contractual. 

In absence of clear design guidelines from the Fresno jurisdiction, 
Caltrans design criteria  have been used which in several instances 
calls for grades smaller than 6%. Can the Authority confirm that the 
grades shown in the preliminary drawings, which exceed 6%, are 
acceptable and will be incorporated into the design criteria.



Released in Addendum 4, Subtask R4.17  of the City of Fresno 
Master Agreement document states: 



The release of the Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the segment from Fresno to 
Bakersfield is not anticipated until January 2013 and the Notice of 
Determination (NOD) will be issued subsequently.   Both of these 
deadlines occur after the due date and there is no language to 
address any change from the draft EIR/EIS to the final EIR/EIS or in 
the ROD for this segment. While the ROD for EIR/EIS in the 
segment from Merced to Fresno is expected in August, there will be 
the same issue if it is not approved in time.

How should we address issues regardingl EIR/Eg 362.1ese 

The ROD for tem Merced to Fresnospectionwase issuedion9/18/12e andalal 



RFI  - CAHSR CP No. 1  - PG&E Work Scope
A land agent, Nicholas Minas, for the Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) 
issued a preliminary estimated cost on Friday, August 24th to all 
prequalified CAHSR proposers to remove/relocate PG&E facilities 
for the CAHSR CP No. 









Following up on RFI 474, Directive drawings DD CV-001





Confirm that the short HST box sections of the Fresno Trench are 
not classified as 
tunnels so that Design Criteria- Section 13 Tunnels  is not applicable 
to these short
sections. In particular the following Chapter 13 sections do  not 
apply to these short sections

13.3.13 Minimum Tunnel Cross-Sectional Areas
13.4 Tunnel Portals
13.5 Tunnel Ventilation
13.7 Fire Protection
13.16 Tunnel Portal Facilities
13.17 Portal Infrastructure Requirements

The short box sections of the Fresno Trench shall be designed as a 
structure under the force requirements of Book 3, Part C.1, Design Criteria, 
Section 12.11, "Cut and Cover Structures" rather than the performance 
criteria noted in Book 3, Part C.1, Design Criteria, Chapter 13, "Tunnels."

For cut and cover structures, see Design Criteria, Chapter 12, "Structures," 
specifically references Chapter 13, "Tunnels," for the design requirements 
for portals, ventilation, minimum cross-sectional tunnel areas, and fire 
intensity.

The requirements in the following Design Criteria sections apply to these 
structures:

13.3.13 Minimum Tunnel Cross-Sectional Areas
13.4 Tunnel Portals
13.5 Tunnel Ventilation Requirements and Configurations
13.7 Fire Protection

The requirements of sections 13.16, "Tunnel Portal Facilities" and 13.17 
"Portal Infrastructure Requirements for Different Categories of Tunnel" do 
not apply.



In Addendum 1, Book 3, Parl,.33

3





Confirm that compliance with the structural design criteria in Chapter 
12 applicable to HST structures will satisfy the design life 
requirements and that additional more stringent structural design 
criteria are not required.

Compliance with the structural design criteria in Chapter 12 alone is 
insufficient to satisfy the design life requirements.

The Contractor shall refer to Book 2, Part C, Scope of Work Fl.ditional more stringent structural design 





Due to the likelihood that some subcontractors performing work or 







163) In review of the PG&E Master Agreement and Task orders we 
are unable to find reference to the removal of the existing facilities 
after relocation has been complete by PG&E, however the drawings 
reference in a number of locations for their facilities to be removed. 
Who is responsible for the removal and the disposal of there 
Facilities? Will this be addressed in additional Task Orders? 

PG&E facility work will be removed from the RFP and this will be reflected 
in Addendum 7.

CP01-RFI-0570

164) The following drawings Reference Relocation or Proposed 
Private Sewer: UT-C4061/UT-C4063/UT-C4078/UT-C4079



Book 3 - Part C - Manuals, Design Criteria  states "The following 
CHSTP documents shall be considered with this Design Criteria:  
The 9th bullet point is "Quality Control/Quality Assurance Procedure 
Manual"  We can not locate this Manual in the project documents.  
Please clarify its location.  Please confirm the other bulleted 
documents are available to the proposers.

Consideration of the Quality Control/Quality Assurance Procedure Manual 



165) RE: Quality Management, Validation and Verification 
Requirements: CP-1
Collectively our Joint Venture team members have a strong 
commitment to project quality as a total team function and utilize 
processes with considerable reviews and detailed checks to ensure  
specifications are followed and contract requirements are fully met.  
All J.V. partners support and have employed rigorous Quality 
elements on many large design-build projects.
We do have a concern regarding the Authority's Quality and Self-
Certification requirements as currently defined.  As defined by the 
RFP requirements up to and including addendum 







173)
Page 1 of 







184)
Book 2, Part A, Subpart 2: Special Provisions Builders Risk 10.1.7 
In any policies procured pursuant to this subsection, deductibles or 
self-insured retentions shall be no greater than $100,000 for all 





Please strike last bullet. Contractor should not have to indemnify for 
a third-party’s claims of inconvenience. 

Proposer's attention is directed to the Authority's response to RFI 0323.  



In the table "Approach for Obtaining ICS Environmental 



Both the final EIR/EIS and ROD of the segment going from Fresno 
to Bakersfield will happen well after the proposal due date. RFI 501 
states that the Contractor will not be entitled to an equitable 



In the table for Form E of the RFP, Price Breakdown, a note has 
been inserted under the title of FRA Category #10: “This work 
relates to relocation and/or removal of existing railroad facilities 
(ballasted and/or non-ballasted), including temporary railroad shoe-
flies, as necessary.” 

If FRA category number #10 strictly applies to what is described in 



Addendum 6 introduced the condition of GDBR-B and GDBR-C as a 
a baseline for determining differing site condition elements.  
Notwithstanding the above, the language introduced  in section 22.2 
following conditions shall be excluded from the definition of 
“Differing Site Conditions”: 
*Conditions that the Contractor had, or should have had, actual or 
constructive knowledge as of the Proposal Deadline.
*Conditions that could have been discovered by reasonable Site 
investigation or review of other available information prior to the date 
of the GBR-C.

Given the very limited amount of geotechnical information available 
to proposers at the tender design, and the distance to the project 



The RFP indicates that the non-authority roadways design speeds 
will be determined upon consultation, and in compliance with the 





Design variance number URS-INF-2-0012 provided by the Authority 
analyses vertical clearances under SR41 and Jensen. It states" the 
point of minimum vertical clearance is on the western edge of the 
northbound roadway". Given that: 
*SR41 is on a curve with a lower edge of the superelevation on the 
east edge with a cross fall according to as-builts.
*The longitudinal HST grade at this station is -0.1%( descending 
towards the east)
As can be seen, given the above, the point of minimum clearance 
must be on the east edge of the northbound roadway. Proposer 
respectfully requests CHSR to double check the allowable vertical 
clearances. Clearance must be calculated not on top of rail, but at 
the worst location of clearance envelope.

2-0012







188)
 
Waterproofing-Groundwater levels at Fresno Trench
AD.6 - B.3, Pt E.5 - Geotechnical Baseline Report-FB-NEW  - B.







The Contractor is to provide any coverage required by any railroad 







Proposer's Question No. 61

RFI 474 and Addendum 5 Book 3, Part C, Subpart 1 – Design 
Criteria, states material and thickness of the prepared subgrade for 



We appreciate the additional clarity of the responsibility for the 
implementation of traffic mitigation measures that this document 
provides.  There are still some intersections and segments where it 
is not yet clear to us who is responsible to implement the mitigation 
measure, particularly when the impact and mitigation is related to 
station operations.  There are over 20 intersections and segments 
where the responsible party is listed as the Contractor for impacts 
that are related to the station operations.

For example, at SR 99 SB Ramps/Fresno Street, the mitigation is 
listed as: "TR MM#7, TR MM#8 - Widen the eastbound approach to 
provide two exclusive through lanes and one exclusive right-turn 
lane at the intersection."  The responsible and implementing parties 
are listed as "Contractor" but the mitigation is listed as related to 
station operations with the endnote "Mitigation measures indicated 
under this category are due to HST station operations."

Is it the Authority's intention that these mitigations would actually be 
implemented as part of CP-1 and not as part of a future contract for 
development of the station?

The CP-1 Design Build Contractor will not be responsible for Transportation 
Mitigations related to HST Operations.  Those mitigations  will be the 





Addendum 6 introduced in the project contractual documents the 



Based on the Transportation Mitigation table provided in Book 3, the 
Contractor will be required to provide roadway improvements in 
areas that are not covered by the current Right-of-Way acquisition 
plan.

Since the Authority will acquire all right-of-way property necessary 
for the Project, please modify the Right-of-Way acquisition plan to 
include these parcels with the applicable acquisition dates.

Transportation mitigation measures shall be implemented within existing 
public right-of-way.  If additional ROW is required as a result of design 
development, the DB Contractor shall follow the procedures set forth in 



If a Utility is identified in the Utility Information with “reasonable 
accuracy,” but its Relocation is necessitated by either “a physical 
conflict between the Facility and the Project (including their 
respective construction, operation, maintenance or use)” or “an 
incompatibility between the Project as designed and the Facility 
based on the applicable Utility Standards, Governmental Approvals 





Addendum 6 introduced in the project contractual documents the 
geotechnical baseline report for bidding GDBR-B. “Section 6.2.1 of 
the GBR-B mandates a value of R = 26 for Pavement Design and 
Subgrade Preparation. However the GBR-B requires an over-
excavation of 5’ wherever the alignment is on fill or at-grade. The 
second requirement is much more conservative, however,according 



197)
In reference to RFI #336 “Addendum 3, Book 1, Part C, Form E, 
Price Proposal Form” : The contractor shall include a price 
breakdown for each FRA Category provided”, the Authorities 
response was “If there are no features in a sub-segment (e.g. 10.08 
1B) leave the entry blank or enter zero”. We have identified the 
following bid items that we believe do not apply to this project, no 
cost/value should be included and therefore should be removed 
from the Bid Form E:
· 10.01 Track structure: Viaduct, Package 1B
· 10.02 Track structure: Major/Movable bridge, all packages 
· 10.07 Track structure: Tunnel, packages 1B and 1C.
· 10.09 Track new construction: Conventional Ballasted, all 
packages
· 10.11 Track Rehabilitation: Ballast and surfacing, all packages
· 10.12 Track rehabilitation: Ditching and drainage, all packages
· 10.13 Track rehabilitation: Component replacement, all packages
· 10.14 Track: Special track work, all packages
A problem could occur if dollar amounts are entered into any of 
these bid items and it is agreed that there is no work associated with 



Section 19 states that the Contractor shall be reimbursed for costs 
allowable, allocable and reasonable in accordance with the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation (FAR) Part 31, Contract Cost Principles and 
Procedures. Expenses excluded by the FAR shall not be 
reimbursed.

Section 23.1 states "Profit and overhead will be paid at 10 percent of 
the direct allocable, allowable and reasonable costs plus...".  This 
contradicts Section 19 since overhead is an allowable, allocable 
cost under FAR 31.  Please confirm that Section 19 is correct and 
amend Section 23.1 so that the 10% shall cover profit and be based 
on all allowable, allocable, and reasonable costs.

General Provisions Section 19 will be revised in a future addendum to 
clarify that the requirements in the FAR are in addition to any other Contract 
requirements.

CP01-RFI-0706

In each of the Task Orders, which are part of the Master 
Agreements between the Authority and the Utility Owners, there is 
contractual language that addresses the Contractor's role in 
designing and constructing third party utilities as follows:

"Section 2, Scope, Subsection 2.2 facility Work to be Performed by 
Parties Pursuant to this Task Order" states "The Authority's 
Contractor performs all design and construction services for Facility 
Work."  The same verbiage is repeated in "Section 4, Performance 
of Work, Subsection 4.1 Design, By Authority's Contractor."

For the design of private, third party utilities, it is common practice 
for the Utility Owner to use their favored engineering consultants to 
perform services for their facilities.  For construction of private, third 



The proposer requests limiting the VV&SC requirements of the RFP 
to the trackway and structures associated with the High Speed Rail 
alignment.  Additionally the proposer requests that the civil and 





199)
Table 2 CHSRA ROW Priority Parcels & Proposed Access Dates for 
CP 1C
Class 2
Book 3 Part E - 9 of 103 (Redline)
Book 3 Part E, Subpart 4 - Right of Way Acqi-l-on Planor 

Table 2 CHSRA ROW Priority Parcels & Proposed Access Dates for CP 1 Pagble 9 of 103 Book 3 Part E, Subpart 4103  of 103Book 4 Part E, Subpart 2 CP 1 Pagble  of Table 2 1Book 4 othe & PrioritGroupe.03 othe documents idontifyothe physical local-on ( oany ( othe 03) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.0647308.682 Tdp Parcelwith respecteto theeconstrucl-on - Rig-of-f Wathores fe, it ite03) Tj T* ET

BT /F3 8 Tf 0 0 0 rg 362.174 TL 44.0646408.682 Tdnot ropsiTablto determine when  fowhoreeconstrucl-on may 03 othe documents idontify2upeland shWe0 0 0aw 0 0thatBT /F3 8ap3 8x TL7457.3853644.682 Td6t  othe documents idontify19 44.0650944.682 Tdranging from January 08.682 eeF362.148.50 0y19 44.06509C only fifj e0 0 r.174 Twon't beFavaileou

Blf 0 afj362.174 T189.504650944.682 Td2015e 4
103
 othe d23 0 62837 when  fow 44.0650944.682 Tdranging from January 08.682 e7/F3 837 when  fowC3 Pagble  othe & PrioritGroupe.03







Drawing CT0002-A7, what is the disposition of Road 32 at Avenue 
9?  The existing intersection will be wiped out by the HST alignment.
Drawing CT0011-A7:  the new alignment is within 20 feet of the base 
of a high voltage tower, putting in a retaining wall and grading up 
about 27









201)
 
Book No: 2, Parpie Section: 

 

 

 those Excluded Third, Pary  with the  supervision:and  way,   



According to the Approach for Obtaining ICS Environmental 
Approvals/Permits, the Section 401 permit will be obtained no later 
than 90 days after NTP.  Addendum 7 changed the implementing 
party of Bio MM#57, Conduct Delineation of Jurisdictional Waters 
and State Streambeds, to the Contractor.  This delineation cannot 


