1060 WEST STREET ROADWAY EXPANSION: THE CITY HAS IDENTIFIED A NEED TO WIDEN

THE EXISTING STREET. CURRENTLY, THE ROAD IS BARELY WIDE ENOUGH FOR TWO CARS TO PASS EACH
OTHER. THIS MAKES IT DANGEROUS FOR PEDESTRIANS, AND LIMITS ALTERNATE MODES OF TRANSPORTATION.
400 NORTH HAS SEVERAL BUS STOPS THAT WOULD ALLOW RESIDENTS TO UTILIZE ALTERNATE MODES OF
TRANSPORTATION. THE ROADWAY EXPANSION WILL HELP FOSTER A MORE UNIFIED COMMUNITY, AND HELP
RESIDENTS ENJOY ALTERNATE MODES OF TRANSPORTATION AND ALL THAT OREM HAS TO OFFER.
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TYPICAL CROSS SECTIONS OF THE TOP BACK OF CURB (TBC) ON THE WEST SIDE OF THE ROAD
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( ) BID SCHEDULE (MEAN ESTIMATE) ( )
|
Bl UNIT PRICE UNIT PRICE
1 Item No DESCRIPTION TY | UNIT ) TOTAL Item No DESCRIPTION QTY  UNIT ) TOTAL
[ Q (Material & Labor) Item No DESCRIPTION QTY  UNIT UNI.T PRICE TOTAL (Material & Labor)
/ (Material & Labor)
4680 Si3 /Gf 4680
29 1 Mobilization 1 LS $ 80,000.00| $ 80,000.00 e 1 Mobilization 1 LS $ 130,000.00| $ 130,000.00
=l / / 1 Mobilization 1 LS $ 105,000.00| $ 105,000.00
<[ !
ol / 2 Traffic Control 1 LS $ 40,000.00 40,000.00 2 Traffic Control 1 LS $ 90,000.00 90,000.00
>z 2.00% /200 2 Traftic Control 1 LS 65,000.00 65,000.00
2007 _5Q0% AO—"T72 . . .
3 Construction Surveying/ Staking 1 LS $ 30,000.00 30,000.00 . . . 3 Construction Surveying/ Staking 1 LS $ 60,000.00 60,000.00
/ 3 Construction Surveying/ Staking 1 LS 45,000.00 45,000.00
4 SWPPP 1 LS 10,000.00 10,000.00 4 SWPPP 1 LS $ 50,000.00 50,000.00
/ 5 ’ ’ 4 SWPPP 1 LS 30,000.00 30,000.00
/ 5 Public Invol t 1 LS 5,000.00 5,000.00 5 Public Involvement 1 LS $ 20,000.00 20,000.00
& ubic Involvemen 5 ’ 5 Public Involvement 1 LS 12.500.00 12.500.00
/ Compaction/ Density Control Test - - 6 Compaction/ Density Control Test 1 IS $ 30.000.00 30.000.00
4670 — 4670 6 (Allowance) 1 LS $ 10,000.00 10,000.00 6 Compaction/ Density Control Test I LS 20.000.00 20.000.00 (Allowance) ,UOU. ,U0U.
— (Allowance)
L— .. .. y
A E MH 1 EA 1.000. 1.000. 7 Abandon Existing SSMH 1 EA |$ 4,000.00 4,000.00
,,,,,,, 7 bandon Existing 5 5 ,000.00 ,000.00 7 Abandon Existing SSMH I EA 2,500.00 2,500.00 s
Asphalt R ion 4" 77 Y 20.00 400.00 ) 8 Asphalt Restoration 4" 3770 SY $ 40.00 150,800.00
8 sphall Restoration 3770 > 5 0 7, 8 Asphalt Restoration 4" 3770 Sy 30.00 113,100.00 P
" B Y , 113.100. 9 8" Untreated Base Course 3770 SY $ 50.00 188,500.00
) 8" Untreated Base Course 3770 > 5 30.00 3:100.00 9 8" Untreated Base Course 3770 SY 40.00 150,800.00
' thi : B 10 6' Monolithic Curb, Gutter & Sidewalk| 1253 LF $ 45.00 56,385.00
10 |6"Monolithic Curb, Gutter & Sidewalk| 1253 | LF 1§ 20.00 25,060.00 10 |6 Monolithic Curb, Gutter & Sidewalk| 1253 |  LF 32.50 40,722.50
Combination Drive Approach (7" T . " 11 Combination Drive Approach (7" 40 LF $ 150.00 6.000.00
11 Concrete Over 8" UTBC) 40 LF $ 50.00 2,000.00 1 Combination Drive épproach (7 40 LE 100.00 4.000.00 Concrete Over 8" UTBC) . ,U00.
4660 4660 Concrete Over 8" UTBC)
GRAND TOTAL 785,685.00
0|3 |3 <3 \ GRAND TOTAL 391,560.00 GRAND TOTAL 588,622.50
3|5 SIS 5|8 —
< < < | < <~
10+00 10+75

WALL 4 PROFILE

1060 WEST ROADWAY WIDENING

LOW, MIDDLE, AND HIGH COST
ESTIMATES. THE MAIN
CONSTRAINT OF THE PROJECT IS
THE CURRENT CITY BUDGET. THE
AIM OF THE PROJECT IS TO
ESTIMATE COST TO PLAN WHEN
THE ROADWAY EXPANSION WILL
OCCUR.

OREM CITY, UTAH
4/16/2026
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