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1391-35TH AVENUE 
SACRAMENTO, CA 
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DIVISION OE 
FLOOD 'CONTROL AND SEWERS 	 916-449-5271 

May 9,.1989'. 

Budget and Finance Committee 
Sacramento, California 	. 

-Honorable Members In Session: 

. SUBJECT: "LOWER AMERICAN RIVER SECTION 205(1)(2) GRANT STUDY" - 
ESTABLISHMENT OF A NEW CIP, AUTHORIZATION TO NEGOTIATE 
AND EXECUTE AGREEMENTS WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, THE 
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO, AND BROWN & CALDWELL CONSULTING 
ENGINEERS, AND APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS TO CONDUCT A 
FEDERAL .CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 205 (j)(2) GRANT STUDY 
FOR MONITORING THE URBAN RUNOFF INTO THE LOWER AMERICAN' 
RIVER 

SUMMARY.  

The City of Sacramento and the County of Sacramento, in joint 
cooperation, will receive a Federal grant offered through the State 
Water Quality Control Board to perform a Federal Clean Water Act 
Section 205(i)(2) Grant Study. It is requested that the Budget and 
Finance Committee approve the attached resolution establishing a 
new capital improvement project - "Lower American River Section 
205(j)(2) Grant Study," authorizing the City Manager and City Clerk 
to negotiate and execute agreements with the State of California, 
the County of Sacramento, and Brown & Caldwell Consulting 
Engineers, and appropriation of funds. 

BACKGROUND'  • 

The City of Sacramento and the County of Sacramento, in joint 
cooperation, have applied for a matching State Water - Resources 
Phase IV Clean Water Act.Section 205(j)(2) grant. The State grant 
will be for $187,500,  with the City and the County each contributing 
$31,250. The proposed grant project/study is ranked third on the 
priority list foi 205(j)(2) funding and is selected to receive a 
Federal (205) grant offered through the State Water Quality Control. 
Board. The objective of this project is to determine whether urban 
runoff represents a significant water quality impairment to the 
Lower American River in the City and County, and if so, to develop 
an urban runoff management plan designed to improve discharge water 
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quality to be in conformance with the Federal Clean Water Act. 
The formal grant offer should be received by June 1989. All of the' 
State Water Resources Control Board reviews are complete and only' 
the paperwork from Federal to State to local agencies remain to be 
completed. 

On October 14, 1988, the Department of Public Works, Flood Control 
and Sewer Division, requested letters of qualifications from fi  
consultants demonstrating their ability to evaluate the urban 
stormwater runoff into the Lower American River. The request for 
qualifications was distributed to fourteen engineering firms of 
which four firms responded. Requests for proposals were sent to 
these four firms. All four firms submitted proposals and were 
invited to the oral interview conducted on December 8, 1988. The', 
firm of Brown and Caldwell Consulting Engineers was selected by the 
review panel as first choice with the firm of Woodward-Clyde 
Consultants as first alternate. 

The Department of Public Works formed a consultant selection panel' 
to review the four written proposals and interview the consultants.' 
The selection panel was made up of the following members: 

O Donald M. Dodge, Deputy Director of Public Works, City 
of Sacramento 

O Keith DeVore, Senior Engineer, Water Resources Board,, 
County of Sacramento 
Larry Nash, Senior Engineer, Water Quality Control Board, 
Central Valley Region, State of California 

O Alan Hendrickson, Senior Engineer, Flood Control and 
Sewer Division, City of Sacramento 

The four firms invited to an oral interview on December 8, 1988 
were: 

O Boyle Engineering 
O Woodward-Clyde Consultants 
O Brown and Caldwell Consulting Engineers 
O CWC-HDR Inc. 

Generally, the criteria used to evaluate the consultants' i  
qualifications is summarized as follows: 

1. Understanding of the project. 
	 '11 

2. Experience of the firm on similar projects. 
3. Overall qualifications of the organization. 
4. Clarity of the oral presentation. . 
5. Prior experience with water quality testing, sample 

collection, and data evaluation. 
6. Project manager's qualifications. 
7. Project approach and method. 
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Based on the review of the written qualifications and interviews, 
the selection panel recommends that Brown and Caldwell Consulting 
Engineers be selected for agreement negotiations and that Woodward-
Clyde Consultants be considered as the first alternate should 
negotiations prove unsuccessful with Brown and Caldwell Consulting 
Engineers. 

FINANCIAL DATA 

The total estimated cost to the City for the grant study work, the 
accompanying tasks, and the City's contingency is $60,000.00. It 
is proposed that $60,000 be transferred from "Discharge Monitoring 
- American/Sacramento Rivers (WC66) to the Storm Drainage 
Contingency Reserve (Fund 425), and from which $60,000 is 
transferred - to the new CIP - Lower American River Section 205(j)(2) 
Grant Study (4-25-500-XXXX-4414, 4802, 4882, & 4883). The new CIP 
is proposed to facilitate financial accounting in anticipation of 
a State audit. 

The cost of the grant study is $250,000 for work performed by the 
consultant, the County of Sacramento, and the City of Sacramento. 
Funding for the project is as follows: 

0 State of California 754 ,$187,500 
0 County of Sacramento 12.5% 31,250. 
0 City of Sacramento 12.5% 31,250 

The consultant services agreement, which will not exceed $218,400, 
will be funded by the State of California ($187,500), the County 
of Sacramento ($15,450), and the City of Sacramento ($15,450). The 
State's and County's share of the consultant's fee will be 
appropriated from the Capital Grants Fund (Fund 248) which is based 
on revenue received from the two agencies. The remaining $15,800 
shares of the County's and the City's obligation into the Grant 
Study will be in the form of labor to complete certain study tasks. 

POLICY MATTERS  

There areno policy considerations associated with this item. 

MBE/WBE  

All policy guidelines were followed and each proposer was aware of 
the procedures. Proposals were solicited from MBE/WBE firms, 
however, none of the four proposing firms on this project qualify 
as MBE/WBE. 
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RECOMMENDATION  

It is recommended that the Budget and Finance Committee approve the' 
new Capital Improvement Project, the transfer of funds and forward 
to the full City Council for adoption of the attached Resolution, 
which authorizes the City Manager to negotiate and the City Manager 
and the City Clerk to execute and record agreements with the State 
of California, the County of Sacramento, and with Brown and 
Caldwell Consulting Engineers. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Albert E. Mc ollam, 
Division Manager 

Recommendation_Approved: 

Jack R. Crist 	• 
Deputy City Manager 

Contact Person to 
Answer Questions: 

Approved: 

4 `--; 
1 Melvin H. Johnson 

- 1  Director of Public Works 

May 9, 1989 
'Districts 1, 2,.3, 6 

Roland Pang, Assistant Engineer 
449-1293 



_mmourric)14.11.(1 
ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL ON DATE OF 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING A .NEW CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT "LOWER 
.AMERICAN-RIVER:SECTION - 205(j)(Z) GRANT STUDY, AUTHORIZING THE CITY 
MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE AGREEMENTS AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER 

AND THE CITY CLERK TO EXECUTE AGREEMENTS WITHTHE STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA .; THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO', AND BROWN & CALDWELL . 

CONSULTING ENGINEERS, AND. APPROPRIATE FUNDS TO CONDUCT A FEDERAL 
CLEAN. WATER ACT SECTION. 205.(j) - (2) GRANT STUDY FOR MONITORING THE 

URBAN RUNOFF INTO THE LOWER AMERICAN RIVER 

BE IT -RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO THAT 

1, 	The 1988789 Capital,- Improvement Program is amended by the 
addition of a new project, entitled. "Lower American River 
-Section .205(j)(2) Grant Study." ' 

2. Funds in the amount of $60,000 are transferred: from the 
- "Discharge Monitoring - American/Sacramento Rivers" (4-25-500- 
WC66-4802) to the Drainage Fund Contingency Reserve (4-25-710-- 
7012-4999)- 

3. .Funds Are transferred from the Drainage Fund contingency 
:Reserve- A4-25:-710-7,01-4999) to the Lower American .River 
Section 205(j)(2) : .Grant Study as follows: 

From: 
4-25-71017012-4999 

T 
4-25-500-XXXX-4144 
4-25-500-XXXX-4802 
4-25-500-XXXX-4882 
4-25-500-XXXX-4883 

($60,000.00) 

28,750.00 
15,450.00 
9,480.00 
6,320.00 

4. The 1988/89 Revenue Budget is hereby amended by increasing the 
Capital Grants Fund as follows: (Contingent upon execution 
of bilateral agreements between the City and the State, the 
County and Brown and Caldwell.) 

State Contribution (2-48-500-XXXX-3597) 	$187,500 
County Contribution (2-48-500-XXXX-3598) 	15,450 



MAYOR 

ATTEST: 

CITY CLERK 

I! 

5. 	Funds are transferred from the•Capital Grants Fund (Fund 248) 
to the Lower American-River Section 205(j)(2) Grant Study 'as 
follows: (Contingent upon execution Of bilateral agreementsH  
between the City and the State, the County and Brown and 
Caldwell.) 

To: 
2-48-500-XXXX-4802 	 202,950.00 

The City Manager is hereby authorized to negotiate and .thej, 
City Manager and the City Clerk are hereby authorized to' 
execute agreements.with the State of California for $187,500; 
the County of Sacramento for 50% of the total City/County pre-
project and for 50% of the local agency project costs for the 
study, and iqith BroWn and Caldwell Consulting Engineers in an 
amount not to exceed $218,400 for conducting a Federal Clean 
Water Act Section 205(j)(2) Grant Study Monitoring the UrbanR 
Stormwater Runoff From the Lower American River Watershed. 
Should negotiations with Brown and Caldwell prove- non-' 
productive, the City Manager is authorized to negotiate an 
agreement as described above with Woodward-Clyde Consultants. 

'1h 



PROPOED: PROJECT BUDQET. 

BUDGET 

Task 205(1) 	Grant 
• Matching 

Total City/County 

1 22 350 7,450 29,800 

2 21,375 7,125 28,500 

38,288 12,762 51,05. 0 

52,612 17,538 70,150 

5. 9,750 3,250 13,000 

16,875 5,625 22,500 

7 16,875 5,625.. 22,500 

9,375 3,125 12,500 

TOTAL: 187,500 62,500 250,000 
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PROPOSED PROJECT SCHED* 

Attachment "One" to 
Exhibit "B" to 

WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
STANDARD AGREEMENT 

Schedule of Deliverables 

Months After 	Grant Payment 
Task 	Deliverable 	 Grant Award 	(Dollars)  
1. Quarterly Progress Report No. 1 	 3 	 5,600 

Quarterly Progress Report No. 2 	 6 	 2,800 
Quarterly Progress Report No. 3 	 9 	 2,800 
Quarterly Progress Report No. 4 	 12 	 2,800 
Quarterly Progress Report No. 5 	 15 	 2,800 
Quarterly Progress Report No. 6 	 18 	 2,800 
Quarterly Progress Report No. 7 	 21 	 2,750 

2. Chapter and Section Outline, and QA/QC Plan 	 3 	 5,000 
Confirm Locations and Develop Testing Program 	6 	 2,500 
Summarize Existing Studies 	 6 	 2,500 
Characterize Watershed and Estimate Runoff 	 12 	 .11,375 

3. Complete Dry Weather Sampling and Analysis 	 4 	 10,000 
Complete Wet Weather Event No. 1 	 8 	 12,000 
Complete Wet Weather Event No. 2 	 10 	 8,144 
Complete Wet Weather Event No. 3 	 15 	 8,144 

4. Bioassay Procedures--Dry Weather Samples 	 4 	 14,000 
Bioassay Procedures--Wet Weather Event No. 1 	8 	 16,000 
Bioassay Procedures-Wet Weather Event No. 2 	10 	 11,306 
Bioassay Procedures-Wet Weather Event No. 3 	15 	 11,306 

5. Data Report-Dry Weather Samples 	 6 	 2,000 
Data Report-Wet Weather Event No. 1 	 10 	 2,000 
Data Report-Wet Weather Event No. 2 	 12 	 2,000 
Data Report-Wet Weather Event No. 3 	 17 	 2,000 
Complete Water Quality Data Base 	 18 	 1,750 

6. List Pollutant Monitoring and Control Alternatives 	9 	 4,000 
Draft Report on Evaluation of Alternatives 	 18 	 12,875 

7 	Complete Report Chapter and Section Outline 	 6 	 2,000 
Draft Financing Mechanisms 	 12 	 3,500 
Complete Draft Report 	 18 	 8,875 
Finsliw Report 	 22 	 2,500 

8. 	Responsiveness Summary-Meeting No. 1 	 5 	 2,500 
Responsiveness Summary-Meeting No. 2 	 12 	 2,500 
Responsiveness Summary-Meeting No. 3 	 15 	 2,375 
Responsiveness Summary-Meeting No. 4 	 20 	 2,000 


