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DOCKET 

Date: 10, 2008 

To: Jack 

From: Loren Clifton 

Dolbow Gary Evans, CC: 

CPW Road Mitigation -

The following require of stakeholders before an permit 
roads can be issued for the above project. discussions and 

project developer and other stakeholders should as soon as practical. 
Some of the items listed below such as plans and specifications require 
times for design requested revisions. is our understanding 
site is to May 2008. Any review process to 

90 to requested date for issuance of the 
permit. 

I. discussions via or teleconference with 

and stakeholders involved with road 
 and in County 
Right of Way (ROW) to facilitate of materials and design 
engineers, and Pubiic 
(CPW) staff should begin as soon as CEC has issued its 

will include discussions 
 the Developer and their project engineers regarding 
CPW design requirements and specifications for bridge engineering, temporary 
road and shoulder repairs, SWPPP documents and BMP requirements road 
resurfacing and other mitigation measures. 

2. to CPW of Project Managers current project schedule and 
schedule. 

3. 	 A route circulation plan prepared by project developer to and from the 
Williams rail siding and other points of entry into the County County roads 
showing all possible roads that may be impacted by the movement of 
and route circulation plan shall include axle loading 
expected of transport of materials and equipment upon each route. 

4. 	 Identification of all bridges and structures 

upgrades or replacement to facilitate of  the project. 


the requiring 



5. Discussion of coordi~lati~lg two separate contracts of work to be done at the 
Theresa bridge site in partnership. One regal-ding the bridge replacelllent to be 
perforined by the Project Developer and a separate ordcr of work for stream 
erosion repairs to be designed and paid for by CPW. 

6. An agreed upon schedule by stakeholders of timeframe of the plan review 
s~ib~nittal  process (60% and 95% review) of Plans Specifications and Estimates 
(PSE) regarding road and bridge improvements in the County ROW. 

7. The role of County Public Works dept. in oversight of work done in the County 
Right of Way (ROW). 

These are the major milestones to be completed. Other issues may be identified by 
stakeholders in subsequelit meetings that will require action to be completed prior to 
issuance of the encroachment pcrmit(s). 














