REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL
TRTC-97-2022
FOR RETENTION BASIN PROJECT

TO:

PROSPECTIVE PROPOSERS

FROM:

Corina Harris, Director of Procurement

This Addendum No. 3 forms a part of the Contract Documents and modifies the original Request
for Proposals provided on the form attached as Exhibit #1. This form must be included with your
Proposal and failure to do so may subject Proposer to disqualification. Attachment E: Suspension
and Debarment form

Questions Received by Tribe:
1. Do insurance requirements apply to subcontractors as well (general liability each
occurrence $2m we
have $1m, general aggregate $4m we have $2 and automobile
liability $2m we have $1)
Subcontractors will not be recognized as having a direct relationship with the Owner.
The persons engaged in the Work, including employees of subcontractors and suppliers,
will be considered employees of the Contractor and their work shall be subject to the
provisions of the Contract.
2. chain link fence detail f-1 and f-2 don’t show material detail shall we used the green book
spec and does it have barbwire on fence detail f-2 show barbwire
Details F-1 and F-2 only state to include barbed wire if the plans note it. The plans do not
note to use barbed wire. Fence material shall be per Greenbook
3. Is there sales tax on all materials?

Yes, any taxes should be included with the bid submitted by the Contractor. This
work is located on State lands, and State tax regulations apply.
4. What entity are we going into contract with if we are the successful contractor? Is it the
joint entity?
Tule River Tribe, the agreement will be with the Tribe. The final terms of the
agreement will not be available prior to submittal of the bid by the Contractor.
5. Will we be able to get a waiver of sovereign immunity since this a different entity.
The agreement between the Tribe and Contractor will contain a limited waiver of
sovereign immunity. The Tribe’s attorney is working with the City on a final
version of the contract template. It will not be available to bidders prior to the bid
date. The contractor will have the opportunity to review the agreement terms prior
to executing a contract.
6. The specs say we issue the bond to the Tule River Indian Tribe. Is the City also to be
included?
No. The City will be a party that is indemnified. The work will proceed in accordance
with a separate agreement between the Owner (Tribe) and the City. The City is not
issued bonds by the Contractor for this project.
7. Is there an attachment E form? It is not attached in the specs.
Please see Attachment E.

Attachment E:

TULE RIVER TRIBAL COUNCIL
TULE RIVER INDIAN RESERVATION
TULE RIVER TRIBAL COUNCIL
CERTIFICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION AND
OTHER RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS
The prospective participant certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief that it and its principals:
1.

Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded
from covered transactions by any Federal department or agency;

2.

Have not within a three-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil judgment
rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with obtaining,
attempting to obtain. or performing a public (Federal, State or local) transaction or contract under a public
transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery,
bribery, falsification or destruction of records, making false statements, or receiving stolen property;

3.

Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a government entity (Federal,
State or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (2) of this certification; and

4.

Have not within a three-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more public transactions
(Federal, State or local) terminated for cause or default.

I understand that a false statement on this certification may be grounds for rejection of this proposal or termination
of the award. In addition, under 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1001, a false statement may result in a fine of up to $10,000 or
imprisonment for up to 5 years, or both.

Name of Firm Submitting Bid

Signature and Title of Authorized Official

Date

I am unable to certify to the above statements. Attached is my explanation.
Prime or Subcontractor's Name: ___________________________________________________
Telephone Number: _____________________________________________________________
Submit to: Phone (559) 781-4271 Fax (559) 781-4610, P.O. Box 589 Porterville, California 93258

EXHIBIT #1

TULE RIVER TRIBAL COUNCIL
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS
Number TRTC-97-2022

I/We the undersigned, acknowledge that we have
received and read the Addendum(s) as listed to the
Request for Proposals, No. TRTC-97-2022 for the
Retention Basin Project.
Addendum No. ________ Dated ________
By: __________________________
(print name)

By: _______________________________
(sign)

Company:___________________________
Date: ________________________ 2022

September 23, 2022
Mr. Jonah Treviño, Environmental Coordinator
Tulare County Solid Waste Department (TCSWD)
5955 South Mooney Boulevard
Visalia, CA 93277
RE:

OFF-SITE BORROW SOURCE ASSESSMENT
TEAPOT DOME LANDFILL, PORTERVILLE, CALIFORNIA
EBA Job No. 16-2285 (Task 1)

Dear Mr. Treviño:
This report presents the results of the off-site borrow source assessment conducted by
EBA Engineering (EBA) on the City of Porterville (City) property located catty-corner to
the northeast corner of the Teapot Dome Landfill (Landfill) (see Figure 1, Appendix A).
The purpose of the assessment was to determine the physical characteristics of the soil
and its potential suitability for use in construction of an evapotranspirative (ET)
monolithic cover for the Landfill’s final cover system. The City property is targeted for
construction of a stormwater retention basin that will entail the excavation of
approximately 556,000 cubic yards (CY). In this regard, an agreement has been
executed between the City and TCSWD to transport the excavated soil to the Landfill
and stockpile the material within the Landfill’s existing west and northwest borrow
pits/retention basins. The following sections provide a summary of the corresponding
assessment work scope and results, as well as information regarding stockpile grading
and sampling plans.

OFF-SITE BORROW SOURCE ASSESSMENT
The field work for the borrow source assessment was conducted on May 2 and 19,
2022. The May 2, 2022 field work entailed the drilling of 15 soil borings to depths
ranging from approximately 6 to 11 feet below ground surface (BGS). A site plan
showing the soil boring locations is enclosed as Figure 2 (Appendix A). The drilling was
performed by Consolidated Testing Laboratories, Inc. (CTL), under the direct
supervision of EBA. Each of the boreholes were drilled using a rotary drill rig equipped
with hollow-stem augers (HSAs) and logged in the field by EBA’s geologist in
accordance with the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS). Copies of the
corresponding exploratory boring logs are enclosed in Appendix B. As presented in
Appendix B, the predominant soil types encountered include clayey sands, sandy clays,
825 Sonoma Avenue, Suite C Santa Rosa, California 95404
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and well graded sands, and to a lesser degree silty sands and sandy silts. High blow
counts indicative of hardpan were observed in the upper 6 feet of the soil profile at
eight (8) of the soil boring locations. These locations generally coincide with the
southwest and central portions of the proposed excavation area.
One sample from each soil boring was retained for laboratory testing. The intended
scope of testing was particle size distribution and Atterberg Limits. However, due to a
misunderstanding between EBA and CTL, the sample volumes collected were
insufficient to perform all the testing. Based on this circumstance, only particle size
distribution testing could be performed on the samples collected on May 2, 2022. In
response to this deficiency, CTL remobilized to the site on May 19, 2022 to collect
additional soil sample volumes at eleven of the 15 soil boring locations to allow for the
performance of Atterberg Limits testing. These boreholes, which are distinguished by an
A designation (e.g., B-1A, B-2A, etc.), were drilled adjacent to the original soil boring
locations and the samples collected at the same depth as the previous samples. Four
of the original soil borings (B-3, B-4, B-7, and B-12) were not redrilled since the
percentage of fines present in the original samples collected was too low to potentially
qualify as suitable ET monolithic cover material.
Results from the laboratory testing as performed by CTL are enclosed in Appendix C.
As presented in Appendix C, findings from the sieve analyses revealed that the finegrained component (i.e., materials passing the No. 200 standard sieve size) of the
materials sampled ranged from 15.3 to 72.3 percent, with an overall average of
approximately 37 percent. From a potential suitability perspective as it pertains to ET
monolithic cover material, the general rule of thumb is material with a fines content of
greater than 30 percent. Based on this criterion, eight of the 15 samples contained
fines contents ranging from 31.9 to 72.3 percent, with an average fines content of
approximately 48 percent. Finally, if three borderline samples (B-11 [28.1 percent
fines], B-14 [29.1 percent fines], and B-6 [29.4 percent fines]) are included, which is
considered reasonable due to blending that will occur during excavation, it increases the
total number of potentially acceptable samples to eleven out of 15, with an average
fines content of approximately 43 percent. Results from the Atterberg Limits testing
reveal that the majority of the fine grained component is comprised of low plasticity
clays, with the residual consisting of non-plastic to low plasticity silts.
As previously noted, hardpan material was observed in the upper 6 feet of the soil
profile at locations that generally coincide with the southwest and central portions of the
proposed excavation area. Samples of this material were shipped to Professor Craig
Benson, PhD (subconsultant to EBA) for inspection and analysis to determine whether
the materials physical and agronomic characteristics were acceptable for use in the ET
monolithic cover construction. Mr. Benson concluded that the light cementing from
carbonates can be addressed by working the soil with regular equipment at the time of
construction and that the soil agronomic properties are fairly typical. As would be the
case for most soil material used for construction, conventional fertilization provisions will
be required during seeding. Based on these findings, the hardpan has been identified
herein as potentially suitable material for use in the ET monolithic cover construction.
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Based on the findings from the field exploration and laboratory testing, it is estimated
that approximately 475,000 CY of the excavated material may be suitable for
construction of the ET monolithic cover, while the remaining 81,000 CY is not suitable
based on its insufficient fines content. The suitable material estimate includes the
borderline material described above on the basis that blending will occur during the
excavation process that may result in an improved fines percentage content. The
475,000 CY volume is approximately 1.4 times the previously estimated volume
required for construction of the ET monolithic cover (343,640 CY). An additional
142,200 CY will be required for use as engineered fill (i.e., 485,840 CY total). Please be
advised that these estimates are approximate in nature due to the limited number of
borings as compared to the total excavation area and are intended to provide TCSWD
with a qualitative understanding of the material characteristics associated with the offsite borrow source.
As a mechanism to segregate the potentially suitable and unsuitable materials as
described above, it is recommended that these respective materials be stockpiled
separately from each other at the Landfill site. Based on the substantial volume of
potentially suitable material, the deeper and more developed west basin should be used
to stockpile this material. Conversely, the unsuitable materials should be directed to the
northwest basin. It is EBA’s understanding that TCSWD will dedicate staff during the
excavation work to ensure that the two types of materials are directed to the appropriate
stockpile locations. Since the unsuitable material is comprised of predominantly sandy
soils, the identification of this material by TCSWD staff should be fairly straight forward.
Figure 3 (Appendix A) provides a guidance map of the proposed excavation area to
assist TCSWD in identifying the locations and depths of unsuitable materials. It is
recommended that TCSWD meet with the City and their earthwork contractor prior to
the start of work to discuss general logistics and communication as it pertains to the
segregation process.

STOCKPILE GRADING PLANS
Grading plans for the stockpiles in the west and northwest basins are enclosed in
Appendix D. These grading plans were prepared to ensure that the stockpiles are
constructed in a manner that won’t disrupt Landfill operations during the interim period
between stockpile placement and final closure construction. In this regard, the variable
of primary interest was maintaining adequate storm water retention capacity in the west
basin since the new stockpile will occupy a substantial portion of the basin’s existing
capacity. Preliminary hydrology calculations performed on the west basin watershed
area indicates an annual rainfall run-off volume of 31.3 acre-feet (AF). Thus, the
stockpile grading plan for the west basin (Sheet D-1) has been designed to
accommodate this capacity requirement. It should be noted that the 31.3 AF capacity is
highly conservative in that it doesn’t factor in evaporative or infiltration losses. As such,
there is a high factor of safety associated with the design. As for the northwest basin
stockpile grading plan (Sheet D-2), the annual rainfall run-off volume diverted to the
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northwest basin equates to 35.5 AF. Based on the appreciably smaller stockpile volume
associated with the unsuitable materials and the highly conservative nature of the
hydrology calculation, a more rigorous analysis for the stockpile configuration for the
northwest basin was not performed. Please refer to Appendix D for the hydrology
analysis and watershed delineations (Sheet HYD-1).
Other criteria and considerations factored into the grading plan development were as
follows:
A 15 percent “fluff” factor was applied to each stockpile to account for a volume
increase resulting from removing in-situ material in a naturally compacted or
consolidated state to a loosely stockpiled state. The resulting volumes for the
potentially suitable and unsuitable material stockpiles equates to approximately
546,000 CY and 94,000 CY, respectively.
The footprint of the respective stockpiles were contained within the footprint of
the respective basins, thereby eliminating the potential for off-site run-off
associated with the stockpiles.
The top deck surfaces of the stockpiles are sloped to promote positive drainage
of stormwater run-off.
The stockpile side slopes were limited to 2:1 (horizontal to vertical) as a stability
and safety precaution.
It is recommended that the potentially suitable material associated with the west basin
stockpile not be used for ongoing operations at the Landfill in order to preserve this
material for final cover construction. Once the stockpiles have been established, borrow
material for ongoing operations should be excavated from the northwest basin or taken
from the newly-placed unsuitable material stockpile, provided the stockpiled material is
appropriate for the intended purpose.

STOCKPILE SAMPLING PLAN
Sampling of the west basin stockpile is necessary to perform specialized testing to
determine the required thickness of the ET cover. Eight soil samples shall be collected
at various depths and locations within the stockpile to generate a broad representation
of the entire stockpile. As previously discussed, sample collection will be performed by
TCSWD staff as the stockpile material is being placed by the City’s earthwork
contractor. The following bullet items outline the sampling procedures that should be
employed by TCSWD staff:
Utilize the site map enclosed as Sheet E-1 (Appendix E) for the desired sampling
locations. The existing base elevation of the basin is approximately 360 feet MSL
at its deepest point, thereby resulting in a stockpile thickness ranging from
approximately 30 to 35 feet in some places. Based on this configuration, the
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stockpile can be roughly divided into eight, vertical 4-foot lifts for which one bulk
soil sample shall be collected from each lift at various locations across the
stockpile as shown on the site map and accompanying cross section. The
locations and elevations as shown on the map do not need to be surveyed as
approximate locations/elevations will suffice for the purpose of this analysis.
Two (2) 5-gallon buckets of soil shall be collected at each sample location. Each
bucket shall be filled completely to ensure that sufficient volume of material is
available for the various laboratory testing. The buckets should be capped with
plastic lids.
Label each sample bucket according to the designations shown on Sheet E-1
(Appendix E). The designations are intended to identify the lift in which each
sample was collected; e.g., SP-L1 represents the stockpile sample collected from
the first lift. Please note that the first lift corresponds to the bottom lift or initial lift
placed as part of the stockpiling operations. This will be followed by SP-L2
(second lift from bottom), SP-L3 (third lift from bottom), etc.
Once the samples are collected, store the sample buckets in a secure place for
subsequent pick-up by EBA. EBA will pick-up all the samples upon completion of
the sampling program and coordinate the shipping of the samples to the
University of Wisconsin-Madison for the specialized testing.

CLOSING
EBA appreciates the opportunity to be of continued service to TCSWD. If you should have any
questions regarding the information presented herein, please do not hesitate to contact our
office at (707) 544-0784.

Regards,
EBA ENGINEERING

Mike Delmanowski, P.G., C.E.G., C.Hg.
Senior Hydrogeologist
Enclosures: Appendix A – Figures
Appendix B – Exploratory Boring Logs
Appendix C – Soil Testing Results
Appendix D – Stockpile Grading Plans
Appendix E – Stockpile Sampling Plan
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APPENDIX A
FIGURES

APPENDIX B
EXPLORATORY BORING LOGS

APPENDIX C
SOIL TESTING RESULTS

Soils and Materials Testing

June 17, 2022
File No. E2918-22
Mike Delmanowski
EBA Engineering
825 Sonoma Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

Respectfully submitted,

CTL, INC

Steven Short
Professional Engineer
C85455
Enclosures
SS:tf

Geotechnical and Environmental Drilling

Field Inspection

PROJECT: Soils Analysis

FILE NO: E2918

Teapot Dome

DATE: 5/19/2022

MECHANICAL SIEVE ANALYSIS
A.S.T.M. D-422
% Passing U.S. Standard Sieve Sizes

LOCATION

DEPTH

NO.4

NO.8

NO.16

NO.30

NO.50

NO.100

NO.200

USCS

B1

4.5 – 6.0

92.9

91.2

83.5

70.6

57.6

48.5

39.2

SC

B2

1.0

99.4

98.3

94.5

87.0

77.6

67.2

56.6

CL

B3

4.5 – 6.0

94.4

89.7

83.5

71.4

53.3

37.4

26.1

SM

B4

1–2

89.0

81.5

71.8

59.1

46.1

23.1

22.3

SM

B5

3.0

98.7

91.4

83.0

65.7

50.6

40.0

31.9

SC

B6

2.0

99.2

97.1

90.0

75.5

58.4

41.0

29.4

SM

B7

6.5 – 8.0

98.3

94.3

83.7

65.2

48.0

33.3

23.6

SC

B8

6.5 – 8.0

100

99.7

97.9

94.3

88.4

80.9

72.3

CL

B9

8.5 – 10

91.2

88.0

82.7

75.4

67.7

58.1

45.3

SC

B10

3.0

90.6

88.6

83.0

69.8

55.5

42.6

32.5

SM

B11

3.0

98.6

96.8

89.1

71.6

55.5

39.0

28.1

SC-SM

B12

8.5 – 10

83.1

78.7

67.8

53.7

38.1

24.2

15.3

SC

B13

3.0 – 4.5

99.9

99.0

95.1

87.6

79.3

69.8

60.1

CL-ML

B14

9.5 – 11

96.2

91.9

80.6

63.4

50.6

39.3

29.1

SC

B15

3.0 – 4.5

97.0

96.1

94.5

85.0

74.3

60.3

44.4

SC
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Client: Mike Delmanowski, EBA Engineering

Project: Teapot Dome Landfill; Porterville, CA
Location: B1A
Location: B2A
Location: B5A
Location: B6A
Location: B8A

Depth: 4.5 - 6'
Depth: 1 - 1.5'
Depth: 3 - 4.5'
Depth: 2 - 3.5'
Depth: 6.5 - 8'

80

%<#40

90

100

%<#200

CTL, Inc.

Tested By: CR

Checked By: GS

USCS

Remarks:
Samples B1A, B2A, B5A, B6A &
B8A collected on 6/3/22

Sample Number: B1A
Sample Number: B2A
Sample Number: B5A
Sample Number: B6A
Sample Number: B8A

Exeter, California
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Client: Mike Delmanowski, EBA Engineering

Project: Teapot Dome Landfill; Porterville, CA
Location: B9A
Location: B10A
Location: B11A
Location: B13A
Location: B14A

Depth: 8.5 - 10'
Depth: 3 - 4.5'
Depth: 3 - 4.5'
Depth: 3 - 4.5'
Depth: 9.5 - 10'

80

%<#40

90

100

%<#200

CTL, Inc.

Tested By: CR

Checked By: GS

USCS

Remarks:
Samples B9A, B10A, B11A, B13A,
& B14A collected on 6/3/22

Sample Number: B9A
Sample Number: B10A
Sample Number: B11A
Sample Number: B13A
Sample Number: B14A

Exeter, California
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Client: Mike Delmanowski, EBA Engineering

Project: Teapot Dome Landfill; Porterville, CA
Location: B15A

Depth: 3 - 4.5'

80

%<#40

90

100

%<#200

CTL, Inc.

Tested By: CR

Checked By: GS

USCS

Remarks:
Sample B15A collected on 6/3/22

Sample Number: B15A

Exeter, California
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APPENDIX D
STOCKPILE GRADING PLANS

APPENDIX E
STOCKPILE SAMPLING PLAN

5955 S. Mooney Blvd.
Visalia, CA 93277

Phone: 559-624-7195
Fax: 559-624-1041

BRYCE HOWARD, DIRECTOR

September 26, 2022
Michael Knight
Public Works Director
555 N. Prospect Street
Porterville, CA 93257
Mr. Knight,
The Tulare County Solid Waste Department has approved acceptance of soil from the City of
Porterville basin project. The attached grading plan and soil assessment is strictly an internal
document but serves to describe the direction of the soil placement once received. The County
can provide an entrance and exit along Road 208. It is our desire that the contractor enter and
exit from that location, so they are not impeding flow of landfill traffic. Water and dust control
on site can be provided. All grading will be provided by landfill staff. The contractor will be
directed to two locations based on material, as shown on the grading plan. Most of the soil will
be placed in the southwest basin except for sand, also identified in the grading plan, which will
be placed in a stockpile just north of the existing basin. There are no compaction requirements.
If you have any questions, please contact Jonah Treviño at (559) 624-7206.
Thank you,

Jonah Treviño
Environmental Coordinator
Tulare County Solid Waste Dept.

