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PATRICK G. LA VAY, P.E.

TITLE: Project Engineer

EXPERTISE: Civil Engineering and Project Management Relating to Development Projects in
Maryland and Washington, D.C.




PEARCE C. WROE, P.E., LEED AP

TITLE: Design Engineer

EXPERTISE:  Stormwater Management Design, Watershed Analysis and Drainage Analysis




VICTORIA S. BRYANT, RLA, ASLA

Vice President of Planning and Landscape Architect

EXPERTISE:  Landscape Architecture, Land Use Planning, Horticulture







ATTACHMENT C

Breakdown of MHG’s Fee for Civil Engineering and Landscape Architecture

Topographic Survey $ 7,500.00
Boundary Survey $ 3,500.00
Grading Plan $ 5,500.00
Landscape Plan $ 7,500.00
Specifications $ 1,500.00
Arborist Services $ 5,000.00
Sediment Control/ Stormwater Management Plan $ 10,000.00
Meetings $ 8,000.00

(10 meetings x 4hours per meeting with each meeting attended by 2 MHG personnel)

$ 48,500.00



ATTACHMENT D
R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc.

Corporate Experience

R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. is an award-winning cultural resource management group with thirty-
two years of experience in the preservation disciplines. Our contributions in the fields of archeology, architectural
history, nautical archeology, applied history, and cultural resource management have been recognized at local, state,
and national levels and reflect our commitment to excellence in the compliance process and to preserving our
nation's heritage through the development of effective and innovative stewardship approaches.

R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. offers the complete suite of archeological, architectural, and historical
services designed to meet federal, state, and local compliance requirements, and to facilitate due diligence and
project planning. Our expertise is unsurpassed in conducting complex, multidisciplinary cultural resource projects in
support of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended. Our project
teams draw from an experienced cadre of full-time, professional archeologists, architectural historians, historians,
GIS professionals, and supporting staff whose dedication and drive are unparalleled. Our regional offices support
cultural resource studies across the Contiguous United States (CONUS); in Alaska and Hawaii; in Puerto Rico, the
Virgin [slands, and the Bahamas; and in a number of other foreign/host countries Outside of the Contiguous United

States (OCONUS).

Our professional staff of 113 is experienced in executing complex, interdisciplinary projects across the full range of
the cultural resources disciplines. Our superb and fully outfitted archeological laboratories, computer laboratories,
and geographic information systems facilities, plus the complete array of remote sensing data collection and
surveying instruments, contribute to our ability to mobilize quickly, to execute work fully, and to meet challenging

schedules effectively and professionally.

Since our founding in 1981, we have provided our clients with sound, comprehensive, and effective approaches to
the successful management of federal, state, and local compliance efforts. Our extensive services include all phases
of terrestrial and nautical archeological studies, from due diligence through mitigation; National Register of Historic
Places Determinations of Eligibility; all levels of Historic American Building Survey, Historic American
Engineering Record, and Historic American Landscape Survey studies (HABS/HAER/HALS) and documentation;
Section 4F planning studies; National Historic Preservation Act, Sections 106 and 110, studies and compliance;
development of Integrated Cultural Resource Management Plans (ICRMPs), Treatment Plans, Memoranda of
Agreement and Programmatic Agreements; and, assistance with Native American cultural resources issues including
studies related to properties of traditional religious and cultural importance (TCPs). Our specialists also design
public outreach and interpretation materials including outreach programs supported by such products as websites,
full-color popular publications, posters, curriculum modules, and brochures, and they also coordinate the
development of interpretive signs, electronic media (including interactive kiosks), and museum quality displays.

Our professional staff meets or exceeds the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Standards. All of our project
managers and principals have received training on the Section 106 compliance process (36 CFR 800) through the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. We have a nationwide presence and are well versed in all levels of
legislation pertaining to the management and stewardship of our nation's cultural resources. We provide Local
Knowledge on a Global Scale. Our work has made proven contributions to archeological, architectural,
geomorphological, and historical understanding, while at the same time providing our clients with cost-effective,
comprehensive, and often innovative means to compliance.

Our portfolio of projects completed within the District of Columbia range from Phase [ Remote Sensing Marine
Survey for the Washington Sailing Marina to Phase I and II Archeological Investigations in the Shaw and
Fourteenth Street Urban Renewal Areas, to Integrated Cultural Resource Management Plans (ICRMPs) for Walter
Reed Medical Center, to revisions to the Washington Aqueduct National Historic Landmark nomination. Qur staff
maintains successful working relationships with the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and the D.C.
Historic Preservation Office and is conversant fully with their consultation and reporting standards.
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Design Services at Kalorama Park
Archeological Investigations
R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc.

Conduct Phase I Archeological Survey for approximately 3 acres in an urban setting and prior to
disturbance: $15,904.88

This amount includes archival research, along with manual field investigations; laboratory
processing for cultural materials, and preparation of draft and final technical report.

Assumptions for Phase I Investigations

The principal objective of Phase I survey is to identify and characterize archeological resources
that may be present within the project area, and to offer recommendations for managing those

resources. The proposed work will include:

Archival research: General context research will focus on collecting background and
archival data pertaining to prehistoric and historic activity in the vicinity of the project.
Background investigation also will identify historic contexts and themes that are important
for assessments of significance and for the interpretation of any discovered resources. The
proposed research will be conducted primarily at local research repositories in Washington,

Ldet

Field investigations: Archeological fieldwork will focus on determining the extent, nature,
and potential integrity of pre-modemn archeological deposits and features that may be
present within the testing area. Controlled interval shovel tests will be excavated following

District of Columbia guidelines.

Laboratory analysis will encompass standard treatment of excavated materials, including
cleaning; identification; inventory; curation to standards established by the District of
Columbia; and processing of field and photographic records. No artifact conservation will
be undertaken. Collections will be archived with the District of Columbia.

A Draft technical report will be prepared summarizing the study and offering management
recommendations for any cultural resources identified during the study. Following receipt
of review comments from the D.C. SHPO, Goodwin & Associates, Inc. will produce a final
technical report. All reports will meet or exceed the reporting standards established by

District of Columbia.
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Partial List of Projects Completed by R. Christopher Goodwin & Assoclates, Inc. in Washington, D.C.

Historical and Archeological Assessment of the Proposed Oxon Cove Prison Site, Washington, D.C.

Historic American Building Survey Documentation: Washington Navy Yard Buildings 33, 37, 39, and 109

Walter Reed Army Medicat Center, {ntegrated Cultural Resources Management Plan

Dalecarlia Water Treatment Plant Historic American Engineering Record Documentation and Dalecarlia Employee Dwellings Historic American Building Survey Documentation

Phase || Archeological Investigations of the Proposed ASR-9 Radar Facility, Anacostia, Washington, D.C., S.E.

Phase | Remote Sensing Marine Archeological Survey for the Washington Sailing Marina Addendum to: Phase | Remote Sensing Marine Archeological Survey for the
Washington Sailing Marina

Historical and Archeological Investigations of the Planned Washington National Airport Surveillance Radar Facility Site, Washington, D.C.

Architectural Inventory and Evaluation of Naval Station Anacostia

Washington Aqueduct Cultural Resource Management Plan

Phase | Cultural Resources Reconnaissance, Washington, D.C. and Vicinity Local Flood Protection Project

Historic American Buildings Survey Documentation: Washington Navy Yard Buildings 28, 142, 143, 198, 201, 104, and 197

Phase ! and [l Archeological Investigations in the Shaw and Fourteenth Street Urban Renewal Areas, Washington, D.C.

Cultural Resources Investigations in Support of the Preparation of an EA for the Proposed Redevelopment of the Potomac Jab Corps Center, Washington, DC
Historic American Building Survey Documentation: 5900 - 5310 Dalecarlia Place, Washington Aqueduct

Archeological Investigations at 4437 Reservoir Road, NW, Washington, DC

Phase I/l Archeological Investigations Related to Proposed Improvements at Parkside Court, 1406 22nd Street, SE, Washington, D.C.

Historic Resources Survey: Addendum to the 1870 Historic Structures Report Forts Carroll and Greble, Washington, D.C.
Phase | Remote Sensing Marine Archeological Survey for the Washington Sailing Marina

Final Washington Aqueduct National Historic Landmark Nomination

Washington Aqueduct Architectural Survey, District of Columbia and Montgomery County, Maryland
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ATTACHMENTE

ECS CAPITOL SERVICES, PLLC

i fil =
& il § E 'l .
!

Subsurface Exploration, Infiltration Testing and
Geotechnical Engineering Services
Kalorama Park, NW, Washington, DC
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ECS CAPITOL SERVICES, PLLC

“Setting the Standard for Service’

. Geotechnical « Construction Materials « Environmental = Facilities « Cade Compliance

April 15, 2014

Mr. James W. Hendricks, P.E.

Macris, Hendricks, and Glascock, P.A.
9220 Wightman Road

Suite 120

Montgomery Village, Maryland 20886

ECS Proposal No. 37:586-GP

Reference: Proposal for Subsurface Exploration, Infiltration Testing and Geotechnical
Engineering Services, Kalorama Park, NW, Washington, DC

Dear Mr. Hendricks:

As requested in your April 9, 2014 email request, ECS Capitol Services, PLLC (ECS) is pleased
to present the following estimated fee proposal for providing in-situ infiltration testing and
geotechnical engineering services for the above-referenced project located in northwest

Washington, DC.

In preparing this proposal, ECS has had the opportunity to review the Request for Quotation
(RFQ) provided to us by you and dated April 4, 2014. We have also been able to review the
available geologic and geotechnical information in our files for the general site vicinity.

Project Description

Based on the information included in the RFQ, limited details regarding the proposed project are
available at this time; however, we understand the project will consist of upgrading the park’s
stormwater management and grading to reduce erosion and other problems observed at the
park. At this time other details regarding the project were not available; however we understand
it may be necessary to perform a subsurface exploration and potentially infiltration testing on the
project site. Additional details regarding the scope of services associated with the project are
included in subsequent sections of this proposal.

Scope of Services

Based on the RFQ, up to 8 soil borings may be necessary on the project, therefore we have
included the costs associated with performing 8 soil borings on the project site. At this time their
locations are unknown; however, we have assumed they will be performed in private space and
obtaining a DCRA/DDOT public space permit will not be necessary. Although it is unknown
what the borings will be utilized for, we anticipate they will most likely be for stormwater
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management features and will require infiltration testing. Therefore, we have assumed each
boring will be extended to a maximum depth of 15 feet below existing site grades and infiltration
testing will take place at a maximum depth of 10 feet below existing site grades. The in-situ
infiltration testing will be performed following presoaking and setup and will be conducted in
general accordance with DDOE Appendix O.

Our integrated services will include performing the field work by crews working at ECS’
direction, laboratory testing of representative samples for pertinent engineering properties, and
reporting the results of the test results obtained for the preparation of an engineering letter
report. The engineering letter report will include the following items:

a. Obtaining the necessary DCRA/DDOE Permits.

b. A review of the published geologic conditions and their relevance to your planned
development.

o Observations from our site reconnaissance including current site conditions.

d. A subsurface characterization and a description of the field exploration and laboratory

tests performed. Groundwater concems relative to the planned construction, if any, will
be summarized.

e. Final logs of the soil borings and records of the field exploration prepared in accordance
with the standard practice for geotechnical engineering. A boring location plan will be
included, and the results of the laboratory tests will be included on a separate test report

sheet.
f. Results of the in-situ infiltration testing.
g. Recommendations for additional testing and/or consultation that might be required to

complete the geotechnical assessment and related engineering for this project.

ECS Advantages

In addition to the standard services many local geotechnical and materials testing engineering
firms provide, ECS has distinguished itself on multiple disciplines to allow us to “Set the
Standard of Service” for you, our clients.

Most notably:

s Resources. ECS is the largest geotechnical and materials testing engineering firm in the
Washington, DC metropolitan area, which allows us to meet your schedule and project
timeline requirements. Our size has allowed us to maintain consistent staffing levels to
react to your fast-paced projects.

e Experience. ECS has established an extensive subsurface database for all local
geologies, allowing us to economically price subsurface explorations and offer the most
appropriate techniques initially, not after the first phase of testing is complete.

e Technology. ECS utilizes Global Positioning System (GPS) services to accurately
locate borings in the field. This technology allows us to control the responsiveness of
our subsurface exploration and ultimately our report deadlines, versus relying on other

firms to locate borings.

ECS CAPITOL :SERVICES PLLC
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¢ Expertise. ECS has in-house geotechnical and geophysical testing. These services
include ground penetrating radar (GPR), coring services, and destructive testing

services.

DCRA Permitting and DDOE Soils Disposal Allowance

Once we are authorized to proceed, we will begin the process of obtaining the necessary
Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs (DCRA) and the District Department of the
Environment (DDOE) for drilling wells or boreholes on private property in Washington, DC.
Based on our recent experience with permitting requirements in Washington, DC, we anticipate
it may require about 1.5 to 2.5 weeks to obtain the drilling permit.

In addition to obtaining the necessary permits to perform the borings, DDOE requires the spoils
generated from the drilling process be placed in containers (ECS typically uses drums). The
materials are then tested for contaminants and a hazardous materials-handling subcontractor is
hired to remove the spoils from the site and dispose of them in the proper location. DDOE also
requires the borings to be backfilled with a bentonite slurry. The costs associated with the
services required to comply with DCRA/DDOE are shown in the Permitting and Soil Disposal

Services portion of the cost breakdown.

Cost Estimate

ECS will provide our services on a unit-fee basis in accordance with the fees depicted on the
detailed “Cost Estimate” below. We have provided a total-fee estimate based on the scope of
services described above. The estimated cost associated with the scope of services identified

above is as follows:

TOTAL UNIT
QTyY. UNIT RATE COST

Field Exploration:

9006 Drill Rig Mobilization (ATV) $725.00
9009 Drill Rig Moving, Cleanup, Delay $400.00
9013 Private Utility Locator $875.00
9020 Drilling Borings (0'-40) $1,680.00
9029 Infiltration Auger Probe $880.00
9060 Infiltration Test Setup $680.00
9067 Infiltration Tests $1,800.00
$7,040.00
Laboratory Testing:
4000 Visual Classifications $180.00
4100 Moisture Content Tests $120.00
4300 Atterberg Limits Tests $560.00
Gradation Analysis, washed

4450 sieve $560.00
5010 Hydrometer Analysis $560.00
Laboratory Testing Subtotal: $1,980.00
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