
REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS 
FOR SAFETY ASSURANCE REVIEW (SAR) CONSULTANTS 

SACRAMENTO RIVER WEST SIDE LEVEE DISTRICT 
Grimes Floodplain Restoration and Levee Resiliency Project 

July 22, 2022 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The Sacramento River West Side Levee District (District) is seeking a Statement of 
Qualifications from consultants with expertise in Civil Engineering, Geotechnical 
Engineering and/or Hydraulic Engineering to participate on a Safety Assurance Review 
(SAR) panel.  The District is seeking consultants with expertise in levee embankment and 
floodplain restoration design and construction.  The District desires to have experts 
participate on a SAR panel for the Grimes Floodplain Restoration and Levee Resiliency 
Project.  

2.0 SAR OBJECTIVES 

A SAR is a Type II Independent External Peer Review (IEPR) that is required to be 
completed for a project when the project involves making alterations to any US Army Corps 
of Engineers (USACE) federally authorized Civil Works project under 33 United States 
Code Section 408 (33 USC 408) where potential hazards pose a significant threat to human 
life (public safety). The SAR is intended to provide an impartial and independent, project-
specific review on the aspects of a project’s work that pose a life safety threat, such as the 
stability of the levee (structure, floodwall, or levee). The SAR shall consider all project-
specific areas where the levees are modified or connected with each proposed structure. 

3.0 BACKGROUND 

In support of the 2012 Central Valley Flood Protection Plan (CVFPP) and other flood 
management related programs, the State of California Department of Water Resources 
(DWR) evaluates State/Federal project levees as part of its Levee Evaluation Program 
(LEP), and if appropriate, identify remedial measure(s).  As part of the LEP, DWR 
implemented the Non-Urban Levee Evaluation project (NULE), which completed 
geotechnical evaluations for non-urban levees.  NULE investigations determined that a 
segment of the Sacramento River West Levee, which protects the small community of 
Grimes, suffers from through, and under seepage. 

DWR also created the Small Community Flood Risk Reduction Program (SCFRRP) in 
response to the adoption of the 2012 CVFPP.  In 2017, the County of Colusa (County) 
received a grant from Phase I of the SCFRRP to complete a feasibility study of structural 
and non-structural actions that could reduce flood risk to the small community of Grimes. 
Several structural and non-structural alternatives were evaluated, and the most feasible 
alternative was determined to be a fix-in-place option of a slurry wall.  DWR reviewed the 



feasibility study and considered the recommended alternative for further implementation 
and funding. In 2020, SRWSLD received additional grant funding from DWR as part of 
Phase 2 of the SCFRRP to perform design, environmental review, and permitting for the 
Project.  
 
SRWSLD is in the process of completing design, environmental review, and permitting for 
the approximately 1.8 mile long seepage slurry cutoff wall along the west bank Sacramento 
River levee approximately between Levee Miles 32 and 34.  Other project elements include: 
restoration and enhancement of a riparian habitat area adjacent to the levee, waterside 
hardening, and remediation of existing levee encroachments.  It is anticipated for the 
design, environmental review, and permitting to be completed in early 2023.  SRWSLD is 
pursuing additional grant opportunities for construction of the Project. 
 
4.0  EXISTING TEAM MEMBERS 
 
The design and project team currently consists of the following firms: 

• Kjeldsen, Sinnock & Neudeck, Inc. – Project Management, Design and Surveying 
• Blackburn Consulting – Geotechnical Engineering 
• ICF – Environmental Compliance 
• Bender Rosenthal, Inc. – Real Estate Acquisition 

 
5.0  CONTRACT ELIGIBILITY 
 
The consultant(s) selected to provide SAR services under this RFQ shall not be part of the 
existing team. 
 
6.0  SAR STAFFING AND KEY PERSONNEL 
Key Personnel, as defined herein, means personnel essential to successful performance of 
the services to be provided. The District will require that Key Personnel listed in the 
Respondent’s SOQ be assigned to the Program and remain assigned for the duration of the 
contract(s). Should substitutions become necessary, the SAR Contractor(s) will be expected 
to submit replacement personnel with similar qualifications to the District for approval. Key 
Personnel to be included in the Respondent’s SOQ should include one or more of the 
following: 
 

• Geotechnical Engineer 
• Hydraulics and Hydrology (H&H) Engineer 
• Civil Engineer 

 
Only one person shall be provided for each panel position. One of the panel members will 
be designated as the Panel Project Manager and will serve as the primary point of contact 
and liaison between the SAR Panel and District 
 
USACE will approve SAR Panel members prior to initiation of any safety assurance 
reviews. Additional requirements may be added at the USACE’s request throughout the 
contract. If the selected Respondent fails to provide SAR Panel members that are 
acceptable and approved by USACE, the District may exercise its right to cancel the 
contract and award a contract to the next-highest-ranked Respondent. 



 
7.0 SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS AND EVALUATION CRITERIA 
 
Respondents should submit a SOQ that highlights their understanding of the SAR process 
and the experience record of the proposed SAR Panel members and Project Manager in 
the successful completion of safety assurance reviews for similar projects. The submittal 
should meet the following requirements as outlined below. 
 

A. Experience, Qualifications and SAR Experience of Key Personnel    
          85 Points 

B. Safety Assurance Review Understanding and Approach    10 Points 
C. Compliance with All SOQ Requirements      5 Points 

Total 100 Points 
 
The combined page count of the Cover Letter, Part A, Part B, and Part C of the 
submittal should not exceed four (4) pages in length, excluding resumes. Elaborate 
submittals are not required and are discouraged. The following should be included in the 
submittal: 
 
Experience, Qualifications and SAR Experience of Key Personnel, Safety Assurance 
Review Understanding and Approach and Confidential Conflict of Interest Disclosure (COI) 
Form, will be evaluated for the Respondent.  
 
7.1 Proposal Content  
 

1. Cover Letter  
A maximum two-page Cover Letter and introduction shall include the name and 
address of the organization submitting the proposal, together with the name, 
address and telephone number of the contact person who will be authorized to 
make representations for the organization, the Firm's federal tax ID number, the 
areas for which the firm has expertise. The cover letter shall include a statement 
that the proposal is valid for 60 days after receipt.  

 
2.  Experience, Qualifications and SAR Experience of Key Personnel 

The Respondent will provide past project experience and performance 
information for, and no more than three (3) relevant projects that the Respondent 
has worked on in the past fifteen (15) years. For each project, provide one (1) 
reference from the project’s Owner. 
 
Relevant project experience refers to projects with comparable scope, type, size, 
and performance risk as described herein. Emphasis on project selection should 
include projects in the United States, which provided similar site characteristics, 
risk, riverine construction, potential types of temporary works structures, 
geotechnical conditions, and climate. Relevant projects submitted should 
demonstrate significant experience and familiarity with safety assurance reviews. 
The Respondent’s role on each relevant project should be clearly described, to 
include their level of involvement on each project, specific portions of each 
project(s) completed, and the key personnel involved from the team and their 



role(s).  The Respondent will provide identification of all Key Personnel including 
their name and description of their proposed roles and responsibilities.  
 
The Respondent will include resumes for Key Personnel only and only one for 
each position. Resumes should be limited to no more than two (2) pages for each 
Key Personnel member listed. Resumes should include proposed role / 
responsibility, educational background, professional registrations, relevant 
credentials, years of relevant experience, prior experience and role(s) on relevant 
projects, and prior experience conducting SARs. Resumes should clearly 
describe the proposed role of the Key Personnel, including Panel Project 
Manager.  
 
Each Key Personnel member’s resume will include contact information for two 
references.  The District may conduct reference checks. The Respondent shall 
be responsible for verifying the contact numbers submitted on each resume, as 
the District will make a reasonable effort to contact references based on the 
contact information provided. The information obtained from the reference 
checks will be incorporated into the scoring of this section. If additional 
information is needed, the District reserves the right to pursue additional contacts 
and will incorporate the performance information obtained into the scoring of 
this section. 
 
The Key Personnel shall not have any financial or litigation association related to 
the Grimes Floodplain Restoration and Levee Resiliency Project or District. All 
assigned Key Personnel shall fully disclose any known or potential conflict of 
interest that may arise from the performance of the work. Areas of conflict may 
include current employment by the Federal or State governments, participation in 
developing the subject projects, a publicly documented statement advocating for 
or against the subject projects, current or future interests in subject projects or 
future benefits from the projects and paid or unpaid participation in litigation 
related to the projects. The Respondent shall submit a Confidential Conflict of 
Interest Disclosure (COI) Form (see Enclosure 3) for each proposed Key 
Personnel to the District for the sole purpose of validating that there is no conflict 
of interest. Enclosure 3 is the Confidential Conflict of Interest Disclosure (COI) 
Form. COI Forms will not be considered in the page limit. 
 
This section will be evaluated, and points awarded based on the Respondent’s 
experience with safety assurance reviews of levees, and floodplain restoration 
projects of similar size; relevant professional credentials, education, and 
experience of Key Personnel on similar relevant projects and SARs. Also 
considered in the point allocation will be feedback from references on the Key 
Personnel.  
 

3.  Safety Assurance Review Understanding and Approach 
The Respondent should include enough information to satisfy evaluators that the 
Respondent has a clear understanding of the Scope of Services, describe the 
methods, standards, and tools that will be used to perform the services and tasks 
required.  This section will be evaluated based the Respondent’s ability, given 
their current workload, and approach to complete the required safety assurance 



reviews during project design and construction. The Respondent’s SOQ should 
show a firm understanding of the SAR Scope of Services (Enclosure 1) and 
“charge” (Enclosure 2), the Respondent’s role in the Section 408 review process, 
and lessons-learned from previous SAR projects. 
 

4.  Compliance with all SOQ Requirements 
SOQ requirements have been identified throughout this RFQ package. The 
Respondent is expected to follow the outlined instructions and meet all submittal 
requirements. The Respondent must submit all required forms and submit the 
required number of copies in the required format and size. In order to be 
considered eligible for selection, all SOQ requirements must be met. 

 
 
8.0 SUBMITTAL FORMAT REQUIREMENTS 
 
One electronic copy of the Statement of Qualifications clearly identified must be received by 
the District no later than 3:00pm on August 5, 2022. Submittals delivered or received 
after the deadline will not be considered.  
 
email Addresses 
Meegan Nagy 
mnagy@rd108.org 
Re:  Safety Assurance Review RFQ 
 
AND 
 
rd108@rd108.org 
Re:  Safety Assurance Review RFQ 
 
Questions about this Request for Qualifications should be directed in writing to the Deputy 
Manager, Meegan Nagy, at mnagy@rd108.org. The District reserves the right to reject any 
and all Statement of Qualifications.  
 
9.0 Timing and Schedule  
 
The following timing and schedule are estimated and are subject to change.  
 
July 29, 2022 – Final day for submittal of questions regarding the RFQ that will be 
responded to.  
August 2, 2922 – Responses to questions will be provided no later than this day.  
August 5, 2022 - All responses to this RFQ must be submitted on or before 3:00 p.m.  
  
 
 
10.0 SELECTION PROCESS 
 
The District may select a consultant based on the evaluation criteria described above and 
may invite the top-rated consultants (no more than 3 for each position) to participate in a 



brief interview. If the District is unable to negotiate a fee structure with the consultant 
identified as the most qualified, the District may choose to negotiate with the next most 
qualified consultant and continue until successful in negotiating a fee structure acceptable 
to the District. The District may also choose not to enter into negotiations with any of the 
consultants. 

 
 
General  
 

1. Any questions related to this RFQ are to be directed in writing to the District’s 
contact person, Meegan Nagy, Deputy Manager at mnagy@rd108.org.  

2. All questions and responses related to the RFQ will be posted on the Reclamation 
District No. 108’s Contracts information webpage to ensure that all respondents 
receive the same information. No questions will be accepted or answered after July 
29, 2022. Any questions and responses will be compiled and returned to firm 
no later than August 2, 2022.  

3. Any and all costs including travel, if required, associated with the development and 
delivery of the RFQ is the full responsibility of the Firm(s) with no reimbursement due 
by the District.  

4. All work performed for the District, including all documents associated with the 
projects, shall become the exclusive property of the respective authorities.  

5. All information and materials submitted to the District in response to this RFQ may 
be reproduced by the District for the purpose of providing copies to authorized 
personnel involved in the evaluation of the Proposals but shall be exempt from public 
inspection under the California Public Records Act until such time as Contracts are 
awarded. Contract awards are a matter of public record. Once a Contract is 
executed, Proposals submitted in response to this RFQ are subject to public 
disclosure as required by law. Your submission of a Proposal is considered your 
consent to the District’s disclosure of the Proposal. The District shall not be liable for 
disclosure of information or records related to this Solicitation.  

6. The Firm(s) agrees to file tax returns and pay all applicable taxes including 
possessory use taxes that may be levied as a result of use as managed by the 
selected Firm(s).  

7. The Firm(s) shall indemnify and hold harmless the District’s volunteers and 
employees from liability of any nature or kind due to the use of any copyrighted or 
uncopyrighted composition, trade secret, patented or unpatented invention, article, 
service or appliance furnished or used as a result of this solicitation and any 
potential subsequent purchase order or contract.  

8. The selected consultant(s) will need to provide insurance certificate(s) for 
Commercial General Liability, Automobile Liability, Workers’ Compensation and 
Employer’s Liability, and Professional Liability. 

9. The opening of proposals in response to this RFQ is not subject to attendance by the 
general public. This restriction is necessitated by the fact that the contract award is 
subject to negotiations, and it would be unfair for competing companies to know the 
prices quoted by one another.  

10. The successful Firm(s) must be prepared to begin work promptly following execution 
of the contract.  

11. Firm(s) are reminded that it is their responsibility to:  
a. Read carefully all of the contents of this entire RFQ.  



b. Ask for clarification in writing before submission due dates.
c. Address all requirements and follow all procedures of this RFQ.
d. Immediately inform the RFQ Contact Person of any problems with this RFQ

solicitation.
e. Submit all responses by the required dates and times.

Reserved Rights 

1. Issuance of this RFQ in no way constitutes a commitment by the District to award a
contract. If the District determines it is in the best interest to do so, no Firm(s) may
be selected and no contract may be executed.

2. Upon acceptable pricing negotiations and contract award, the Firm(s) shall be
required to execute a contract with the District. The District may modify the
contractual requirements of the contract prior to execution of a contract for services.

3. The District reserves the right to request additional information from Firms that have
submitted proposals in response to this RFQ and to enter into negotiations with more
than one Firm.

4. The District reserves the right to reject any or all Proposals received if the District
determines that it is in the District’s best interest to do so. Further, the District may
cancel or amend this RFQ at any time and may submit similar solicitations in the
future.

5. The District may reject any Proposal that does not meet all of the mandatory
requirements of this RFQ, is conditional or is incomplete.

6. The District may request clarification of any submitted information and may request
additional information on any or all responses provided and may waive minor
inconsistencies deemed to be irrelevant.

7. The District may enter into negotiations with one or more firms.
8. The District may award more than one contract if it is in the best interest of the

District.

Proposal Withdrawal, Errors and Protests 

The withdrawal of any Proposal must be made in writing prior to the required submission 
date and time and must be signed by an authorized representative of the Firm. An error in 
the Proposal Submission may cause the rejection of that Proposal. However, the Firm may 
submit a new or modified Proposal prior to the Proposal submission date and time. Firms 
that submitted a Proposal but were unsuccessful in the attempt to obtain a contract may 
request, in writing, a debriefing from the District contact listed above. Firms that have 
received a debriefing, but continue to feel aggrieved in connection with the solicitation or 
award of a contract may submit a protest to Meegan Nagy, Deputy Manager, PO Box 50, 
Grimes CA. 95950.   All protests must be made in writing, signed by an individual authorized 
to sign the submitted proposal and must contain a statement of the reason(s) for the protest 
citing the law, rule, regulation or procedure on which the protest is based. Potential Firm 
capabilities, proposal characteristics and / or pricing features that were not included in the 
Firm’s Proposal shall not be introduced during the protest process. To be considered, the 
protest must be submitted within seven (7) working days following the debriefing. 



SCOPE OF WORK 
SAFETY ASSURANCE REVIEW PANEL 

GRIMES FLOODPLAIN RESTORATION AND LEVEE RESILIENCY PROJECT 
GRIMES, COLUSA COUNTY, CA 

General 

Sacramento River West Side Levee District (District) is designing improvements to 
the levee segment that protects the town of Grimes, Colusa County, California. 
SRWSLD has an agreement with the State of California Department of Water 
Resources (DWR) to design the Grimes Floodplain Restoration and Levee 
Resiliency Project (Project) as part of the Phase 2 Small Communities Flood Risk 
Reduction Program (SCFRRP).  DWR implemented the Non-Urban Levee 
Evaluation project (NULE), which completed geotechnical evaluations for non-
urban levees.  NULE investigations determined that a segment of levee which 
protects the small community of Grimes, suffers from through, and under 
seepage. 

In 2017, Colusa County received grant funding from DWR SCFRRP and in 2019 
completed a feasibility study of structural and non-structural actions to reduce 
the flood risk to Grimes. The preferred alternative includes an approximately 1.8-
mile slurry wall within the existing levee.   

In 2020, DWR awarded a Phase 2 SCFRPP grant to SRWSLD to fund the design, 
environmental documentation and permitting of the recommended alternative 
project elements.    

The US Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) Engineering Circular (EC) 1165-2-217 
requires that for the construction of the Project, a Type II Independent External 
Peer Review or Safety Assurance Review (SAR) is required as part of the 408 
permission request package submitted to the Corps. 

The SAR Panel will be responsible for reviewing the technical documentation 
prepared by SRWSLD consultants to ensure that the design for levee 
improvements meets the intended objective of addressing seepage at the town of 
Grimes, CA. The SAR Panel will also assist in resolving technical issues related to 

Enclosure 1



the design of the flood risk reduction features of the Project. The SAR Panel will 
provide guidance to the design team. In addition, members of the SAR Panel may 
coordinate with agencies during the review process. 
 
1.0 Task Orders 
 
Work will be assigned on a Task Order basis. The SAR Contractor will not perform 
any phase of services until the District provides written notice to proceed for that 
phase. The District may determine not to proceed with any and/or a portion of a 
safety assurance review, at the District’s sole discretion. 
 
2.0  General 
 
SRWSLD desires a review of the Project to ensure that the improvements achieve 
the intended objective and meet the Corps SAR standards. 
 
The SAR shall include a review of the design and construction activities at the 60% 
and 90% Design milestones, and two reviews, at the start and at 50% construction 
completion, sufficient to inform the CPRA on the adequacy, appropriateness, and 
acceptability of the design/engineering criteria and construction methods, and 
assumptions and construction criteria, methods, and processes for the purpose of 
assuring public health, safety and welfare. 
 
The SAR Panel members shall be expert reviewers and industry leaders in their 
required field of review and have experience in design and construction of 
projects similar in scope to earthen levee projects. They shall not have any 
financial or litigation association with any aspect of the Grimes Floodplain 
Restoration and Levee Resiliency Project or District. SAR Panel members shall fully 
disclose any known or potential conflict of interest that may arise from the 
performance of the work. Areas of conflict may include current employment by 
the Federal or State governments, participation in developing the subject Project, 
a publicly documented statement advocating for or against the subject Project, 
current or future interests in subject Project or future benefits from the Project 
and paid or unpaid participation in litigation related to the Project. Prior to the 
start of any project review, a Confidential Conflict of Interest Disclosure (COI) 
Form shall be submitted to the District for each SAR Panel team member assigned 



to the project review for the sole purpose of validating that there is no conflict of 
interest.  

 
2.1  General Charge Guidance 
 
General Charge Guidance, provided in Enclosure 2, outlines charge questions to 
be answered considering the purpose of the review and the information and 
documents which would be available to the SAR panel to perform their review. 
SAR Panel responsibilities shall include, but not limited to, the following: 
 

a. Conduct the review for the subject projects in a timely manner in 
accordance with the review plan and review plan schedule; 

 
b. Follow the “Charge”, but when deemed appropriate by the Panel Lead, 

request other products relevant to the Projects and the purpose of the 
review; 

 
c. Receive from the District/USACE any public written and oral comments 

provided on the Project; 
 
d. Provide timely written and oral comments throughout the development 

of the Project, as requested; 
 
e. Assure the review avoids replicating an ATR and focuses on the questions 

in the “Charge”, but the SAR Panel can recommend additional questions 
for consideration. The SAR Panel may recommend to the District 
additional or alternate questions; 

 
f. Offer any lessons learned to improve the review process; 
 
g. Submit reports in accordance with the review plan milestones; 

 
The SAR Panel should focus their review on the “Charge” questions listed in 
Enclosure 2 for each phase of the review but may include observations beyond 
the scope of the “Charge” to bring important issues to the attention of decision 
makers, as well as any lessons learned in both the process and/or design and 
construction. The SAR Panel shall not make a recommendation on whether a 



particular alternative, feature, or component should be implemented, as 
ultimately the final decision resides with the District. 

 
The outcome of the Project SAR including recommendations made and issues 
identified will be considered and incorporated (as necessary) into the Project. 
 
3.0  Composition of the SAR Panel 
 
The SAR Panel shall consist of a three (3) member panel meeting the 
requirements as outlined below. 
 
Project Manager (SAR Panel Lead):  The Project Manager, as known as the SAR 
Panel Lead, shall be a registered professional engineer with a minimum of 5 years 
of project management experience related to the disciple descriptions below. The 
Project Manager will be the liaison/point of contact for the SAR Panel. The Project 
Manager shall have extensive knowledge of risk-based levee safety analysis, levee 
safety procedures and remedial construction (including risk reduction measures) 
for project similar in size and geologic setting. The Project Manager will also serve 
in one of the three designated SAR Panel positions provided that they meet the 
desired qualifications for that position. 
 
Geotechnical Engineer:  The Geotechnical Engineer panel member shall be a 
registered professional engineer with a minimum of 15 years of demonstrated 
experience in the specific field of levee engineering in evaluating, designing, and 
constructing large levees embankments and a minimum B.S. degree in Civil 
Engineering or Geotechnical Engineering; a Master of Science (MS) degree or 
higher in engineering is preferred. Geotechnical Engineer panel member 
experience shall be in earthwork construction; seepage cut-off wall design and 
construction; soil mechanics; seepage and piping; slope stability evaluations; 
bearing capacity and settlement; and foundation inspection and assessment.  
The Geotechnical Engineer panel member shall have familiarity with preparing 
plans and specifications for levee embankment and levee rehabilitation projects. 
The Geotechnical Engineer panel member shall also have knowledge of best 
practices regarding levee design and construction procedures and policies. 
 



The Geotechnical Engineer panel member shall have recent and relevant 
experience on projects verifying the constructability of the proposed designs and 
then verifying that these projects were being constructed per the plans and 
specifications. 
 
Hydraulics and Hydrology (H&H) Engineer:  The H&H Engineer panel member shall 
be registered professional engineer with a minimum of 15 years of demonstrated 
experience in conducting and evaluating hydrologic and hydraulic analysis for 
flood risk management and levee safety projects and a minimum B.S. degree in 
Civil Engineering, or Water Resources Engineering; a Master of Science (MS) 
degree or higher in engineering is preferred. The H&H Engineer panel member 
should be experienced in analyzing hydraulics of leveed systems, using standard 
hydrology and hydraulic modeling tools. 
 
Civil Engineer:  The Civil Engineer panel member shall be registered professional 
engineer with a minimum of 15 years of demonstrated experience in design and 
construction of embankment levees with engineering analysis related to flood risk 
management and levee safety projects and a minimum B.S. degree in Civil 
Engineering; a Master of Science (MS) degree or higher in engineering is 
preferred. The Civil Engineer panel member should have experience in the 
preparation of plans and specifications for the construction of earthen 
embankment levees. 
 
Scope of Work Tasks 
 
The SAR Panel shall perform reviews in accordance with milestones identified in 
the designated Project’s Review Plan. Milestones for each Project SAR are at the 
60% completion of the plans, specifications, and cost estimate and at the start 
and 50% of construction completion for each Project. 
 
The following general tasks shall be performed independent of SRWSLD or the 
Designer of Record supervision, direction or control to fulfill independence 
criteria of a SAR Panel: 
 
10.1 Task 1: Kick-Off Meeting 



The SAR Panel Project Manager will schedule a Kick-Off Meeting with the District. 
The purpose of this meeting is to discuss the review schedule for the Project, 
review the SAR process, and address any questions regarding Project details. 
 
Deliverables: 
Meeting Minutes 
Baseline Review Milestone Schedule for the Project 
 
10.2 Task 2: Project Orientation Briefings 
The SAR Panel and the SAR Contractor’s Project Manager will participate in a 
Project-specific orientation briefing conducted by the District. The orientation 
briefing will consist of a presentation of the Project by the District, with a 
question and answer session. The District will provide the 60% Design Phase 
documents to the SAR Contractor at the orientation briefing. 
 
Deliverables: 
Meeting Minutes 
 
10.3 Task 3: Review of 60% & 90% Design Phases 
Review of 60% and 90% Design Phases: Processes shall be consistently utilized by 
the SAR Contractor to maintain independence and individuality of the expert 
reviewer’s respective discipline, comments, assessment, and reports of 
design/engineering/construction components pertinent to the panel 
member’s respective discipline to ensure the integrity of the SAR criteria. SAR 
Panel members shall evaluate/review the Design Phase documents in accordance 
with the General Charge Guidance, Enclosure 2, and provide their comments in 
writing after coordination with the SAR Contractor. The District or the Designer of 
Record shall respond to the SAR Contractor’s comments in writing. If needed, a 
conference call will be held for the purpose of clarifying comments. Timely 
completion of the Design Phase review and approval is critical to 408 review 
approval process and overall Project schedules. Any issues or concerns that may 
delay a Project’s schedule should be communicated immediately by the SAR 
Contractor. The SAR Contractor shall provide a Statement of Completion for the 
design phase review to signify that the design phase review has been completed. 
The Statement of Completion shall note whether the design phase review was 



appropriate to the level of risk and complexity inherent in the project as well as 
whether written responses to the SAR Panel review comments note concurrence 
and subsequent action or nonconcurrence with an explanation. 
 
Deliverables: 
SAR Panel Comments 
Statement of Completion 
 
10.4 Task 4: Prepare Project Design Phase Review Report 
The SAR Contractor shall prepare a Review Report for the Design Phase for each 
Project. The final report shall include the Review of the Design Phase (Task 3). The 
Project Review Reports shall focus on answering the general questions in 
Enclosure 2 and the SAR Panel shall clearly address these questions in the report. 
A suggested report outline is 

• Introduction; 
• the composition of the review team; 
• a summary of the review during design; 
• any lessons learned in both the process and/or design; 
• appendices with review comments and responses; and, 
• appendices for supporting analyses and assessments of the adequacy and 

acceptability of the methods, models, and analyses used. 
 
All comments in the report will be finalized by the SAR Panel prior to their release 
to the District or the Designer of Record. The Final Report is intended to provide 
final documentation of the SAR process for the design phase of the project. 
 
Deliverable: 
SAR Project Design Phase Review Report 
 
10.5 Task 5: Review of Project Construction Phase 
There will be two Construction Phase reviews for each Project; one at the start 
and one at the 50% construction completion stage. The District will provide 
notification to the SAR Contractor at least 30 days prior to the anticipated date to 
start the construction phase review. The District will notify the SAR Contractor of 
the date which the review shall begin. The SAR Contractor shall not start work on 
the construction phase reviews until the notification is received.  
 



The SAR Panel shall perform two (2) project site visits (start and at 50%), 
evaluate/review the construction documents in accordance with the General 
Charge Guidance, Enclosure 2, and provide comments after coordination with the 
SAR Contractor. The Distirct shall respond to the SAR Panel’s draft and final 
comments in writing. If needed, a conference call will be held for the purpose of 
clarifying comments. The SAR Contractor shall provide a Statement of Completion 
for the construction phase review to signify that the construction phase review 
has been completed. The Statement of Completion shall note whether the 
construction phase review was appropriate to the level of risk and complexity 
inherent in the Project as well as whether written responses to the SAR Panel 
review comments note concurrence and subsequent action or non-concurrence 
with an explanation. 
 
Deliverables: 
SAR Panel Comments 
Statement of Completion 
 
10.6 Task 6: Prepare Project Construction Phase Review Report 
The SAR Contractor shall prepare a Review Report for the reviews done for the 
Construction Phase of the Project. The report shall include the Review of the 
Construction Phase, Task 5, and should make reference to the Project Design 
Phase Report, Task 4. The Project Construction Phase Review Reports shall focus 
on answering the general questions in Enclosure 2 and the SAR Panel shall clearly 
address these questions in the report. The SAR Panel should provide an interim 
report after the comment / response closeout from the start of construction site 
visit. The Final Report shall address both site visits (start and 50%) and contain 
appendices to include documentation of the expert reviews performed under 
Task 5 including all comments for all reviews. All comments in the report will be 
finalized by the SAR Panel prior to their release to the District or the Designer of 
Record. The Final Report is intended to provide final documentation of the SAR 
process for the Project. 
 
Deliverables: 
SAR Interim Project Construction Phase Review Report 
SAR Final Project Construction Phase Review Report 
 
11.0 Reporting Requirements 



The SAR Contractor shall provide all reproduction. The SAR Contractor shall 
provide one (1) hard copy and one electronic copy of the Reports, Tasks 4 and 6, 
to the District. Electronic submittals shall contain all electronic files in both 
Microsoft Word and Adobe PDF formats.  The briefings for the expert reviewers 
will be furnished in Microsoft PowerPoint or Adobe PDF formats. Reports 
generated by the SAR Contractor, expert reviewers or their subcontractors shall 
not be released for publication or dissemination without the District’s written 
approval following coordination. The District shall solely own all reports and 
information and publish accordingly as governed by USACE criteria. 
 
12.0 Place of Performance 
Place of Performance. A majority of the work may be conducted virtually with the 
exception of the following tasks: 
 

• Task 1: Kick-Off Meeting, conducted at KSN offices West Sacramento, CA 
• Task 2: Orientation briefing, conducted at KSN offices West Sacramento, CA 
• Task 5: Site visits at the Project site (Grimes, CA) 
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1 Introduction 
1.1 INTRODUCTION 

Section 2035 in the Water Resource Development Act of 2007 (WRDA 2007) directs the U. S Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE) Chief of Engineers to “ensure that the design and construction activities for hurricane and 
storm damage reduction and flood damage reduction projects are reviewed by independent experts if necessary 
to assure public health, safety, and welfare on any project that meets specific criteria.”  USACE has extended this 
policy for all projects with life safety issues to require a Safety Assurance Review (SAR), also referred to as a Type 
II Independent External Peer Review (IEPR).  The purpose of a SAR is to ensure that good science, sound 
engineering, and public health, safety, and welfare are the most important factors in guiding engineering design 
and project implementation.  The SAR requirements are described in USACE Engineering Circular 1165-2-217 
(USACE EC 1165-2-217), Review Policy for Civil Works.   

The Sacramento River West Side Levee District (SRWSLD) has prepared this document to satisfy the SAR 
requirements outlined in USACE EC 1165-2-217 for the Grimes Floodplain Restoration and Levee Resiliency 
Project (Project).  The Project includes construction of approximately 1.8 miles of slurry wall.  SRWSLD is 
proactively working to ensure that the proposed actions in this SAR Plan will be performed. 

1.1.1 LEVEE SYSTEM BACKGROUND 

The Sacramento River West Bank Levee System (SRWBLS) is part of the Sacramento River Flood Control 
Project (SRFCP), which was authorized by the Flood Control Act of 1917 as Public Law 367.  The SRWBLS is 
approximately 120 miles long.  83.5 miles of the SRWBLS is located on the right bank of the Sacramento River, 
and the other 36.5 miles are located along the Colusa Basin Drainage Canal.  The SRWBLS is operated and 
maintained by 8 separate local maintaining agencies.  USACE identifies the subject levee segment as, the 
“Sacramento River West Side Levee District – Colusa Bridge to Tisdale Bypass” segment, or SWS2.  SWS2 was 
initially built in the 1800’s by local interests and was reconstructed by USACE in the 1940s.  SWS2 is operated and 
maintained by SRWSLD. 

1.1.2 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

In support of the 2012 Central Valley Flood Protection Plan (CVFPP) and other flood management related 
programs, the State of California Department of Water Resources (DWR) evaluates State/Federal project levees 
as part of its Levee Evaluation Program (LEP), and if appropriate, identify remedial measure(s).  As part of the 
LEP, DWR implemented the Non-Urban Levee Evaluation project (NULE), which completed geotechnical 
evaluations for non-urban levees.  NULE investigations determined that a segment of SWS2, which protects the 
small community of Grimes, suffers from through, and under seepage deficiencies. 

DWR also created the Small Community Flood Risk Reduction Program (SCFRRP) in response to the adoption of 
the 2012 CVFPP.  In 2017, the County of Colusa (County) received a grant from Phase I of the SCFRRP to 
complete a feasibility study of structural and non-structural actions that could reduce flood risk to the small 
community of Grimes. Several structural and non-structural alternatives were evaluated, and the most feasible 
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alternative was determined to be a fix-in-place option of a slurry wall.  DWR reviewed the feasibility study and 
considered the recommended alternative for further implementation and funding. In 2020, SRWSLD received 
additional grant funding from DWR as part of Phase 2 of the SCFRRP to perform design, environmental review, 
and permitting for the Project.  

SRWSLD is in the process of completing design, environmental review, and permitting for the approximately 1.8 
mile long seepage slurry cutoff wall along SWS2 (approximately between Levee Miles 32 and 34).  Other project 
elements include: restoration and enhancement of a riparian habitat area adjacent to the levee, waterside 
hardening, and remediation of existing levee encroachments.  It is anticipated for the design, environmental 
review, and permitting to be completed in early 2023.  SRWSLD is pursuing additional grant opportunities for 
construction of the Project. 
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2 SAR Scope of Work or “Charge” 
The purpose of a SAR is to ensure that good science; sound engineering; and the public’s health, safety, and 
welfare; are the most important factors that determine a project’s fate.  A SAR, which is achieved through 
independent and impartial review, is used to the inform USACE on the adequacy, appropriateness, and 
acceptability of design and construction activities for the purpose of achieve health, safety, and welfare. 

The SAR/Type II IEPR Panel (Panel) is charged with addressing the following questions: 

1. Are there any critical design considerations missing?

2. Is the overall direction of the project appropriate?

3. Is there anything the Panel would like USACE to consider?

4. Is the quality and quantity of the surveys, investigations, and engineering sufficient for a concept design?

5. Are the models used to assess hazards appropriate?

6. Are the assumptions made for the hazards appropriate?

7. Does the analysis adequately address the uncertainty and residual risk given the consequences associated
with the potential for loss of life for this type of project?

8. Do the assumptions made during the decision document phase for hazards remain valid through the
completion of design as more knowledge is gained and the state-of-the-art evolves?

9. Do the assumptions made during design remain valid through construction?

10. Regarding operations and maintenance (O&M) manuals, do the requirements adequately maintain the
conditions assumed during design, and were they validated during construction? Will the project monitoring
adequately reveal any deviations from assumptions made for performance?  Is the plan sufficient for
evaluating the change in project effectiveness?
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3 SAR Plan Implementation 
3.1 PANEL MEMBER SELECTION AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

The Panel shall be comprised of independent, recognized, distinguished experts from outside of the USACE in the 
appropriate disciplines, representing a balance of areas of expertise suitable for the review being conducted.  The 
Panel member selection process will adhere to the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) Policy1 on selecting 
reviewers.  The NAS Policy sets the standard for “independence” in review processes and for complexity in a 
national context.  Panel members shall be free from financial conflicts of interest, transparent about relevant 
relationships, and transparent about relevant publications to the project being reviewed. 

The established Panel shall complete the following: 

1. Conduct the review for the Project in a timely manner, in accordance with the project and planned
milestones;

2. Follow the “Charge,” but when deemed appropriate by the Panel lead, request other products relevant to the
Project and the purpose of the review, and recommend additional or alternate questions for consideration;

3. Receive from USACE and consider any public written and oral comments provided on the Project;

4. Provide timely written and oral comments throughout the development of the Project, as requested;

5. Focus on the questions listed under the Section 2 of this SAR plan, but may recommend additional or
alternate questions for consideration;

6. Submit SAR reports in accordance with the review plan milestones; and

7. The Panel lead shall be responsible for ensuring that all Panel comments represent the group, be non-
attributable to SAR individuals, and when there is lack of consensus, note the nature of the non-concurrence
and the reasons for it.

3.2 SAR SCHEDULE 

SARs will be conducted on a frequency the Panel deems sufficient to inform USACE on the adequacy, 
appropriateness, and acceptability of the design and construction activities for the purpose of assuring that good 
science, sound engineering, and public health, safety, and welfare are the most important factors being considered 
for the project.  A SAR will be conducted, at a minimum, at the 90 percent deliverable, and final design 
deliverable/start of construction.  The Panel has the option to request additional or alternate milestones, where it is 
warranted and reasonable. 

1 NAS (National Academy of Sciences), Policy on Committee Composition and Balance and Conflicts of Interests for Committees 
Used in the Development of Reports, May 2003. 
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The first meeting between the design team and the Panel will be held in early September 2022.  The first meeting 
will focus on familiarizing the Panel with the flood risk reduction project, discussion of the supporting technical 
documents that demonstrate the need for the project, and the current design package.  Follow-up sessions with 
the Panel will be held on a milestone basis (final design and prior to construction), or on an as-needed basis.  The 
design team will prepare, in advance of each meeting, an agenda containing important topics, questions for the 
Panel, supporting reports, and other meeting materials.  The Panel will prepare written comments to the design 
team following the meeting. 

During the construction of the Project, the design team will host construction meetings as needed, but not less 
frequent than biweekly.  The purpose of the construction meetings is to keep the Panel and all pertinent Project 
team members apprised of construction progress.  The agenda of these meetings will include construction 
progress, immediate future construction efforts, findings made during construction, and any issues due to changed 
conditions or findings that are different than those made during the design.  The Panel will consider the 
construction progress updates and determine if issues warrant a SAR. 
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4 Reporting and Documentation 
Upon approval of this SAR Plan, and all written comments or recommendations by the Panel, and any related 
SRWSLD responses will be made available to the public through electronic means on the Internet. 

Review reports may be provided at the record of final design in the Design Documentation Report; at the 
completion of the plans, specifications, and cost estimate; at the midpoint of construction for multi-year 
construction contracts, prior to final inspection; and at critical construction milestones. At a minimum, a report will 
be prepared following the SAR for final design. Reports will contain the Panel's evaluation, including the Panel's 
assessment of the adequacy and acceptability of the methods, models, and analyses used.  All comments in 
reports will be finalized prior to release of the report.  Comments that lack consensus should be clarified to explain 
the non-concurrence.  Since the SAR Plan is a living document, review comments, questions, and responses will 
be included as the program progresses through review and construction. 
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5 IEPR Panel 
The Panel for this project does not include members from the Federal Government.  The Panel will provide 
comments and recommendations to SRWSLD and does not advise, or make recommendations to the Federal 
Government regarding the Project.   

The Panel includes ______________ who are recognized experts in flood control projects, hydraulic engineering, 
and geotechnical engineering.  In addition to their design expertise, __________ have been involved in the 
evaluation of construction of large embankments as well as serving as resources in addressing problems arising 
during construction.  ________ has been involved with providing external review of large hydraulic models.  The 
qualifications of each Panel member, and the NAS Confidential Conflict of Interest and Disclosure forms are 
provided in Appendix A. The Panel members have no conflicts of interest with respect to the Project.  They do not 
own land in the vicinity of the levee footprint nor do they own land adjacent to the Project.  Their fields of expertise 
and practice are in geotechnical adequacy of embankment designs, construction, and hydraulic engineering. 
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6 Adequacy of the SAR 
The information provided in this document demonstrates SRWSLD’s effort to ensure good science, sound 
engineering, and public welfare are the most important considerations during development of the Project.  
SRWSLD feels that the planned actions outlined in this document satisfy the intent of USACE EC 1165-2-217.  
This SAR Plan is intended to be a living document, which may be modified in the future as needed.
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National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine 
CONFIDENTIAL CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND 

DISCLOSURE FORM 
For committees used in the development of findings, conclusions, and recommendations 

Every year thousands of scientists, engineers, health professionals and other experts are appointed to 
National Academies’ committees charged with developing findings, conclusions and recommendations 
regarding a wide range of national and international problems, needs, and opportunities.  The quality and 
integrity of the work of these committees is essential to the reputation of the National Academies and to the 
continuation of the institution’s role as an advisor to the government and the nation on matters involving 
science, engineering and medicine. 

This standard of high quality and integrity requires that staff ensure the membership of these committees 
be qualified, inclusive, appropriately balanced, and independent from sponsors. Appointed members must 
be (A) free of financial conflicts of interest with rare exception, (B) transparent about their relevant 
relationships, and (C) transparent about their relevant publications. This form will walk you through 
questions pertaining to these three requirements. 

The conclusion that an individual has conflict of interest is not an assessment of the individual’s behavior 
or character. The exclusion of an individual from service on a committee is intended to avoid a potentially 
compromising situation, thereby protecting the individual, the National Academies, and the public interest. 
The full Policy on Composition and Balance, Conflicts of Interest, and Independence can be read here. 

INSTRUCTIONS 

• Please read this document in full and answer the questions to your best ability with all relevant
information. Information is "relevant" if it is related to -- and might reasonably be of interest to
others concerning -- your knowledge, experience, and personal perspectives regarding the subject
matter and issues to be addressed by the committee activity for which this form is being prepared.
Consult the activity’s statement of task for the scope of the committee’s work.

• Do not leave any questions unanswered.
• Please provide all relevant information directly in this form and avoid referencing and submitting

attachments like CVs.
• Return your dated form to National Academies’ staff once completed. No signature is required.
• Please retain a copy of your completed form for your records. The Academies will only retain a

copy of your form with the activity’s membership records for the duration of the activity. It will not
be applicable to other activities or available to other staff.
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NAME: Please enter full name as you would like it to appear when posted. 
ACTIVITY NAME: Staff to enter committee or activity name. 
 
DATE SUBMITTED: Click or tap to enter a date. 
 

 

A. FINANCIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

An individual may not be appointed to a committee if the individual has a current financial conflict of 
interest with respect to the issues to be addressed by the committee. There is a financial conflict of interest 
if the individual has a financial interest, as described below, which could be affected directly and 
predictably by the outcome of the committee’s work. 
 

A financial interest includes stocks, bonds, and other financial instruments and 
investments; patents, copyrights and other intellectual property interests; and ownership 
interests in for profit business enterprises.  It does not include any financial asset with a 
value of less than $15,000 or diversified mutual funds and similarly diversified 
investments.  

 
 

(i) Do you currently have a financial interest that could be affected directly and predictably by the 
outcome of the committee’s work? 
 

☐ Yes ☐ No 
 

If yes, please list all relevant financial interests. 
 

Tap or click to enter text. Complete sentences are not necessary. 
 
 
 
 

 
(ii) Does your spouse, domestic partner, or dependent child currently have a financial interest that could 

be affected directly and predictably by the outcome of the committee’s work? 
 

☐ Yes ☐ No 
 

If yes, please list all relevant financial interests. 
 

Tap or click to enter text. Complete sentences are not necessary. 
 
 
 
 

 
(iii) Do you currently have a relationship with an entity that has a financial interest that could be affected 

directly and predictably by the outcome of the committee’s work involving any of the following? 
§ a business partnership or employment;  
§ the provision of compensated advisory or consulting services, including compensated 

service on a scientific or technical advisory board;  
§ the provision of representation services or service as an expert witness, whether 

compensated or not;  
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§ service as an officer, director, trustee, or other fiduciary of the entity, whether compensated 
or not; or 

§ research support, except for research support that is awarded on the basis of merit without 
restrictions on the conduct of the research or the publication of the results. 

 

NOTE: There is no minimum threshold for income or compensation that must be listed here. 
 

☐ Yes ☐ No 
 

If yes, please list all relevant relationships and entities. 
 

Tap or click to enter text. Complete sentences are not necessary. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

B. DISCLOSURE OF RELEVANT RELATIONSHIPS 

Separate from any relationships you provided in Section A that constitute a financial conflict of interest, 
there may be other relationships that do not constitute a financial conflict of interest, but are relevant to 
your service on the committee and therefore will be disclosed when the committee’s membership is 
announced and in any publication resulting from the committee’s work. When disclosing a relationship, 
please provide a start and end date to the extent possible. 
 

A financial interest includes stocks, bonds, and other financial instruments and 
investments; patents, copyrights and other intellectual property interests; and ownership 
interests in for profit business enterprises.  It does not include any financial asset with a 
value of less than $15,000 or diversified mutual funds and similarly diversified 
investments.  

 
 

(i) In the last 5 years have you had a past relationship with an entity that has a financial interest that could 
be affected directly and predictably by the outcome of the committee’s work involving any of the 
following? 

§ a business partnership or employment;  
§ the provision of compensated advisory or consulting services, including compensated 

service on a scientific or technical advisory board;  
§ the provision of representation services or service as an expert witness, whether 

compensated or not; 
§ service as an officer, director, trustee, or other fiduciary of the entity, whether compensated 

or not; or 
§ research support, except for research support that was awarded on the basis of merit 

without restrictions on the conduct of the research or the publication of the results.  
 

NOTE: There is no minimum threshold for income or compensation that must be listed here. 
NOTE: This question only applies to past relationships. If the relationship is current, it must be entered 
in Section A(iii) and not here. 
 

☐ Yes ☐ No 
 

If yes, please list all relevant past relationships and provide a start and end date, to the extent possible. 
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Tap or click to enter text. Complete sentences are not necessary. 
 
 
 

 
(ii) In the last 5 years have you had any relationship (past or current) with an entity that has a financial 

interest that could be affected directly and predictably by the outcome of the committee’s work 
involving uncompensated advisory or consulting services, including service on a scientific or technical 
advisory board? 

 

NOTE: This question only applies to an uncompensated advisory or consulting service. If the service 
is compensated, it must be entered in Section A(iii) for current service or Section B(i) for past service 
and not here. 
 

☐ Yes ☐ No 
 

If yes, please list all relevant service and provide a start date and end date, if applicable. 
 

Tap or click to enter text. Complete sentences are not necessary. 
 
 
 

 
(iii) In the last 5 years have you had any relationship (past or current) with an entity that has taken a public 

position on an issue that is central to the work of the committee involving any of the following? 
§ a business partnership or employment;  
§ the provision of advisory or consulting services, including service on a scientific or 

technical advisory board, whether compensated or not;  
§ the provision of representation services or service as an expert witness, whether 

compensated or not; 
§ service as an officer, director, trustee, or other fiduciary of the entity, whether compensated 

or not; or 
§ research support, except for research support that is awarded on the basis of merit without 

restrictions on the conduct of the research or the publication of the results. 
 

NOTE: There is no minimum threshold for income or compensation that must be listed here. 
 

☐ Yes ☐ No 
 

If yes, please list all relevant relationships and provide a start date and end date if applicable. Please 
also describe the public position in each case. 
 

Tap or click to enter text. Complete sentences are not necessary. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
(iv) In the last 5 years has your spouse, domestic partner, or dependent child had any relationship (past or 

current) with an entity that has a financial interest that could be affected directly and predictably by 
the outcome of the committee’s work involving any of the following? 
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i. a business partnership or employment;  
ii. the provision of compensated advisory or consulting services, including compensated 

service on a scientific or technical advisory board;  
iii. the provision of representation services or service as an expert witness, whether 

compensated or not; 
iv. service as an officer, director, trustee, or other fiduciary of the entity, whether compensated 

or not; or 
v. research support, except for research support that is awarded on the basis of merit without 

restrictions on the conduct of the research or the publication of the results.  
 

NOTE: There is no minimum threshold for income or compensation that must be listed here. 
 

☐ Yes ☐ No 
 

If yes, please list all relevant relationships and provide a start date and end date if applicable. 
 

Tap or click to enter text. Complete sentences are not necessary. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

C. DISCLOSURE OF RELEVANT PUBLICATIONS AND PUBLIC STATEMENTS 

Relevant publications will be disclosed at the time of committee formation and in any report of the 
committee. A relevant publication includes any published or otherwise public statement authored by you 
alone or with others within the last five years that takes a position on an issue central to the work of the 
committee. 
 

Examples of relevant public statements include testimony, speeches, and social media 
posts taking a position on the issues central to the work of the committee. 

Examples of relevant publications include published journal articles, books, op/eds, and 
commentaries that take a position on the issues central to the work of the committee. 

 
 

i. In the last 5 years have you made any relevant public statements taking a position on an issue central 
to the work of the committee? 
 

☐ Yes ☐ No 
 

If yes, please provide a title or description, date, and a web link if available for each relevant instance. 
If too numerous, please include representative examples. 
 

Tap or click to enter text. Complete sentences are not necessary. 
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ii. In the last 5 years have you authored any relevant publications taking a position on an issue central to 
the work of the committee? 
 

☐ Yes ☐ No 
 

If yes, please provide a title or description, date, and a web link if available for each instance. 
 

Tap or click to enter text. Complete sentences are not necessary. 
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D. DISCLOSURE OF OTHER RELEVANT INFORMATION 

Is there any other information to disclose that could have a significant impact on public perception of the 
objectivity and value of the committee’s work? 

Example: In the case of a committee studying opportunities for mandating improved motor vehicle 
fuel efficiency, the fact that an adult daughter of a committee member is the vice president for 
engineering of a major vehicle manufacturer should be disclosed. 

☐ Yes ☐ No 
 

If yes, please provide a description of other relevant information. 
 

Tap or click to enter text. Complete sentences are not necessary. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
During your period of service in connection with the activity for which this form is being completed, any 
changes in the information provided, or any new information relevant to the committee’s work should be 
reported promptly to the project staff in writing. 
 
Please remember to include your full name and date on the first page of your completed form before 
submitting. 
 
 
FOR INTERNAL USE ONLY 
 
Reviewed by:  
Date:  




