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REQUEST FOR QUOTATION NUMBER  925-4581
July 11, 2008

	COUNTY  OF  FRESNO

	ADDENDUM NUMBER: ONE

 ref No  \* MERGEFORMAT ONE

	
	RFQ NUMBER:  925-4581

 ref bid  \*mergeformat 925-4581
	

	Groundwater Monitoring, Sampling & Reporting at Blue Hills Disposal Facility

 ref subject  \*MERGEFORMAT Groundwater Monitoring, Sampling & Reporting at Blue Hills Disposal Facility

	July 11, 2008

	
	PURCHASING USE
	

	ORG/Requisition:  43600400/ 4368004067
	Cn,jol
	G:\PUBLIC\RFQ\925-4581 ADD 1.DOC

	IMPORTANT:  SUBMIT QUOTATION IN SEALED PACKAGE WITH QUOTATION NUMBER, CLOSING DATE AND BUYER’S NAME MARKED CLEARLY ON THE OUTSIDE TO:

	COUNTY OF FRESNO, Purchasing

4525 EAST HAMILTON AVENUE

FRESNO, CA  93702-4599

	Closing date of bid will be at 2:00 p.m., on July 22, 2008

 ref date  \* MERGEFORMAT July 22, 2008.
QUOTES WILL BE CONSIDERED LATE WHEN THE OFFICIAL PURCHASING TIME CLOCK READS 2:00 P.M.

	Quotes will be opened and publicly read at that time.  All quotation information will be available for review after contract award.

	Clarification of specifications are to be directed to:  Craig Nickel

 ref buyer  \*MERGEFORMATCraig Nickel, phone (559) 456-7110, FAX (559) 456-7831.

	

	NOTE THE following and attached ADDITIONS, DELETIONS AND/or CHANGES TO THE REQUIREMENTS OF REQUEST FOR QUOTATION NUMBER:  925-4581 AND INCLUDE THEM IN YOUR RESPONSE. PLEASE SIGN AND RETURN THIS ADDENDUM WITH YOUR QUOTATION.

· The close date has been changed to July 22, 2008 at 2:00 p.m.

· Reference Page 8; Delete the section entitled “OVERVIEW”.
Insert the section entitled “OVERVIEW” starting on page 3 of this addendum.
· Reference Page 13; Delete the section entitled “SCOPE OF WORK”.
Insert the section entitled “SCOPE OF WORK” starting on page 8 of this addendum.

· Reference Page 18; Delete the “QUOTATION SCHEDULE”.
Insert the “QUOTATION SCHEDULE” starting on page 10 of this addendum.

· A list of site inspection attendees and Q & A from that meeting and subsequent questions are included herein.



	ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF ADDENDUM NUMBER ONE TO RFQ 925-4581

	COMPANY NAME: 
	

	(PRINT)

	SIGNATURE: 
	

	NAME & TITLE: 
	

	(PRINT)


· Reference Page 19; Delete the Attachment Documents.
Insert section entitled “ATTACHMENTS” in its place.

“ATTACHMENTS”

925-4581 WDR 99-087 revised  G:\Public\RFQ\925-4581 BHDS PCMP section 4 2.pdf
925-4581 Sampling Analysis Report  G:\Public\RFQ\925-4581 sample reports.pdf
925-4581 BHDS PCMP Section 4.2  G:\Public\RFQ\925-4581  BH SAP July 2007.pdf
OVERVIEW

Facility Background

The now closed Blue Hills Disposal Facility (Figure 1) was established by the County of Fresno in 1973 as a limited Class I solid waste disposal facility in response to state and agricultural interest requests to provide a safe repository for empty herbicide and pesticide containers generated by the local and statewide agricultural community.  The site was selected based on input by state and private petroleum geologists familiar with the area and from recommendations made by state and federal agencies.  At the time of site selection, groundwater was believed to be present at a depth of 700 to 1,000 feet beneath the proposed landfill site and was not considered to be connected with usable aquifers beneath the floor of the San Joaquin Valley, to the east.

The Blue Hills Disposal Facility encompasses approximately 32 acres, however, the WMA is comprised of less than 6-acres, and waste has been disposed of in only 4 of the 6 acres (Figure 2).  The WMA is comprised of four clustered waste management units (WMUs); 1) the First Main Trench; 2) the Second Main Trench; 3) the Third Main Trench; and 4) the Dust and Powder area.  Dry pesticides, in dust and powder form, were disposed of and covered with soil in the Dust and Powder Area.  Empty pesticide containers (some containing a residue in liquid or powder form) were disposed of in the three main trenches where they were crushed and covered with soil.  Each of these trenches has been conservatively estimated to have been no more than 25 feet deep.  The First Main Trench was opened in November 1973 and closed in November 1975.  The Second Main Trench was opened in April 1976 and closed in November 1980.  The Third Main Trench was opened in April 1981 and closed in October 1991.

By 1982 when major changes in regulatory requirements occurred, disposal activities in the First and Second Main Trenches and the Dust and Powder Area had already been terminated.  As a consequence of the “new” regulatory requirements, the County of Fresno decided to accept only dry, empty pesticide containers for placement in the Third Main Trench.  This practice was amended further, and beginning in the spring of 1983, only non-hazardous, triple-rinsed pesticide containers were accepted at the Blue Hills Disposal Facility.

As discussed above, the Blue Hills Disposal Facility was conceived and developed to meet the needs of state and local agricultural interests and to provide a site for disposal of used pesticide containers.  To satisfy this need, beginning in 1973, the site was opened for 4 weeks each year, 2 weeks in the spring and 2 weeks in the fall.  From time to time, however, and under the encouragement of the County Agricultural Commissioner, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), and the State of California, the site was opened to receive special wastes.  For example, at the request of the USEPA, over 3 tons of toxic waste generated by the Federal Government from the Territory of Guam was disposed of at the site in 1974.  Additionally, the State of California used the site to deposit chemical spill material resulting from highway accidents.  Although such disposal activities occurred, the bulk of the materials disposed of at the site consisted essentially of empty pesticide containers.  A list of contaminants of concern known to have been disposed at the Blue Hills Disposal Facility is presented in Table 1 of the Sampling and Analysis Plan For Corrective Action, July 2007 for Blue Hill Disposal Facility.

County of Fresno records indicate that approximately 90,000 cubic yards of waste (mostly uncrushed containers) were disposed at the site from 1973 through 1984.  The County of Fresno has estimated that this volume was reduced to approximately 30,000 cubic yards as the containers were crushed during the disposal process.  Based on annual uncrushed volume records maintained by the County, approximately 20 percent of the total volume was placed in the First Main Trench, 60 percent was placed in the Second Main Trench, and 20 percent was placed in the Third Main Trench.  This breakdown assumes that the volume of material disposed of in the Dust and Powder Area is very small compared to the volume placed in the trenches.

All waste disposal operations at the site ceased in October 1991.  Closure construction activities began in September 1992 and were completed on December 1, 1992.  The construction report for the final cover placement was submitted in June 1993.  Closure of the site included construction of surface drainage control measures, installation of an approved final cover and monitoring the quality of groundwater beneath the site through an existing network of groundwater detection monitoring wells (EMCON, 1986b, 1988, 1993a, and 1993b) (Figure 2).

Previous Environmental Investigations

Kleinfelder and Associates (Kleinfelder) completed Phase I of a two-phased investigation of the Blue Hills Disposal Facility (Kleinfelder, 1983).  The scope of work included:  1) evaluation of existing records of geotechnical and operations information; 2) identification of new data and methodologies in response to a directive issued by the RWQCB; and 3) assessment of possible alternatives and associated costs for future operations and/or closure of the site (Kleinfelder, 1983).  In 1983, Kleinfelder completed Phase II of their work which was intended to develop site-specific data required to evaluate the following:  1) stability of embankments; 2) physical properties of the cover material overlying the waste fill; and 3) surface water percolation and potential leachate generation.

The most significant finding of the Phase II investigation by Kleinfelder was the discovery of shallow groundwater beneath the site.  Samples of this water, which were encountered approximately 55 feet below ground surface (bgs), were found to contain relatively low concentrations of the pesticides zytron and heptachlor.  Additional exploration was then initiated to evaluate the occurrence of groundwater beneath the site and to determine if groundwater found beneath the site was part of a regional water table or a zone of perched groundwater controlled by geologic structure.  Repeated subsequent testing of groundwater samples from wells at the site did not detect pesticides.

The field program completed by Kleinfelder included the installation of seven test pits, eight exploratory borings, and five groundwater monitoring wells: B-204A, B-204B, B-204C (which were completed as a well cluster in a single boring), B-206, and B-207 (Figure 2).  Monitoring well B-206 has since been decommissioned by grouting.  Each of these borings was logged by lithologic and geophysical means.  A well construction summary is presented in Table 2 of the Sampling and Analysis Plan For Corrective Action, July 2007 for Blue Hill Disposal Facility.

In 1985, the County of Fresno retained EMCON to conduct additional hydrogeologic studies of the Blue Hills Disposal Facility as required by state and federal agency guidelines.  The purpose of this investigation was to evaluate the hydrogeologic characteristics of the uppermost aquifer beneath the site and to evaluate the quality of water within this zone.  The scope of work included the following: 1) a review of data, both published and unpublished; 2) stereoscopic analysis of aerial photographs; 3) geologic mapping (including bulldozer scrapes); 4) installation of exploratory borings and groundwater monitoring wells (E-1A, E-1B, E-1C, E-1D, E-2, E-3, E-4, and E-5 [Figure 2]); 5) laboratory testing of soil and groundwater samples; 6) hydraulic testing of monitoring wells; 7) preparation of a site-specific groundwater monitoring plan; and 8) formulation and presentation of a conceptual, three-dimensional model of stratigraphy, structural geology and hydrogeology of the site.  The results of this investigation were presented by EMCON in a November 1986 report entitled Hydrogeologic Investigation Blue Hills Disposal Site.  Findings from the EMCON 1985-1986 investigation confirmed the previous 1982-1983 findings by Kleinfelder which indicated groundwater beneath the site occurs in sandstone units that are separated by non-water bearing claystone and siltstone units.  In addition, EMCON assessed that water reaches the sandstone units mainly by infiltration from direct precipitation, from ponded water, and from runoff in intermittent drainage channels that intersect these sandstone units.  Subsequent to the completion of the 1986 investigation, DTSC requested the installation of two additional groundwater monitoring wells (E-6 and E-7) to obtain additional site hydrogeologic information.  These wells (E-6 and E-7) were installed by EMCON in August 1987 at the locations shown on Figure 2.

In the summer of 1993, monitoring well B-207 was damaged.  Consequently on September 27, 1993, EMCON decommissioned the damaged well by grouting and reinstalled a new replacement well adjacent to the location of the decommissioned well.

In 1995 EMCON installed groundwater monitoring well E-9 and prepared a report titled Hydrogeologic Update Blue Hills Disposal Facility, which was issued in March 1996.  The results of the 1995 hydrogeologic investigation performed by EMCON, confirmed previous findings that indicate groundwater at the site is contained in dipping sandstone units separated by non-water bearing claystone and siltstone units. Based on DWR regional groundwater level contour maps (1989 and 1993) reviewed by EMCON, and historical site groundwater level contour maps, it was concluded that the groundwater flow direction (northeast) observed beneath the Blue Hills Disposal Facility is similar to the regional groundwater flow direction reported by DWR.  The data reviewed by EMCON also indicated that regional groundwater appears to flow toward drainage channels, most of which have a northeasterly flow direction.

Results from the 1995 investigation by EMCON also confirmed that groundwater beneath the center of the site occurs under mounded conditions.  Structural analysis of data obtained during the 1995 investigation suggested that mounded groundwater at the site is isolated in an east-west trending structural trough located near the central portion of the site.  Reportedly the down dip structural trough is created by a flexure in the subsurface beds.  Also this investigation concluded that an inferred blind thrust fault corresponding spatially with a natural drainage channel may be providing a permeable pathway for meteoric water to recharge groundwater located in the structural trough.  The low permeability of the sandstone units may further enhance the formation of the groundwater mound, restricting lateral (parallel to strike) groundwater flow as water preferentially flows along the direction of greatest potential head (i.e. northeast and down dip).

In April 2004 ValleyGeo installed groundwater monitoring well E-10 and prepared a report titled Monitoring Well E-10 Construction Report, Blue Hills Disposal Facility, Coalinga, California (ValleyGeo, 2004a).  Well E-10 was installed at the request of the DTSC to allow further characterization and to assess groundwater quality of the second groundwater-bearing unit, Ss2, between monitoring wells E-3 and E-9.  Groundwater in the Ss2 unit at the location of well E-10 was found to occur in the bottom portion of the formation.  The formation was not fully saturated as evidenced from the occurrence of groundwater within the well E-10 screened interval (ValleyGeo, 2004a).  Well E-10 provided insufficient groundwater for sampling during subsequent groundwater monitoring events and has only yielded enough groundwater for a full suite of analyses during the third and fourth quarters 2005 (ValleyGeo, 2004b; SECOR, 2006).  No volatile organic compounds, chlorophenoxy herbicides, or organo-chlorine pesticides were detected in well E-10 during those two sampling events.

Pursuant to conversations with the DTSC as discussed in a memorandum dated August 1, 2005, the DTSC approved an alternative purging and sampling approach.  The alternative approach involved purging well E-10 the first day of sampling, allowing the well to recover for 24 hours, and then obtaining samples for as many of the required parameters as possible with sampling to begin in the following order for the highest priority samples:

Chlorinated Herbicides



EPA Method 8151

Volatile Organic Compounds



EPA Method 8260

Organochlorine Pesticides



EPA Method 8081

Organophosphorus Pesticides


EPA Method 8141

It was understood that water may not be available for all of the high priority samples.  Field parameters and other monitoring parameters are obtained during purging to the extent that sufficient water is available.

During the second quarter 2006, after attempting to purge three casing volumes from monitoring well E-10, the well was dewatered on May 9, 2006.  At the request of the DTSC the well was allowed to recover for approximately two hours 45 minutes and three - 40ml VOAs were collected for analysis by EPA Method 8260.  Monitoring well E-10 contained sufficient water to collect three – 40 ml VOAs before dewatering a second time.  On May 10, 2006 a full sample suite for chlorinated herbicides, volatile organic compounds, nitrates, chloride, total organic carbon, and total dissolved solids was recovered from the well approximately 24 hours after initial dewatering.  No volatile organic compounds, chlorophenoxy herbicides, or organo-chlorine pesticides were detected in well E-10 during those two sampling events.

Additionally, during the May 10, 2006 sampling session, a RWQCB representative was on site to collect split duplicate samples from well E-10 for analysis of volatile organic compounds and chlorophenoxy herbicides.  The results of those analyses were non-detect for these compounds.
Groundwater Monitoring Network

The groundwater monitoring network of the site consists of wells B-204A, B-204B, B-204C, B-207, E-1A, E-1B, E-1C, E-1D, E-2, E-3, E-4, E-5, E-7, E-9, and E-10.   (Due to crude oil found in the second quarter 2007 groundwater monitoring event, well E-6 is no longer being used).   These wells were constructed to assess for the presence of groundwater in the individual sandstone units mentioned above (Table 2).  Groundwater samples, however, are not collected from some of these wells because they are dry (wells B-204C, E-1D, E-4, and E-5) or just contain a small amount of groundwater in the blank-casing tail piece located below the screened interval (wells E-1B and E-1C).  In addition, no groundwater samples are collected from monitoring well B-204A because it has a pump lodged in its casing or from well E-1A because it contains naturally occurring crude oil that has a viscosity similar to tar.  Consequently, the only wells from which groundwater samples are collected are monitoring wells B-204B, B-207, E-2, E-3, E-7, E-9, and E-10 (Figure 2).  

The only monitoring wells completed in the Ss2 sandstone unit, which consistently contains groundwater, are monitoring wells E-7 and E-10.  Monitoring well E-1B, also completed in the Ss2 sandstone unit is dry.  Monitoring well E-1C, used to monitor the Ss3 sandstone, and wells E-1D, E-4, and E-5, used to monitor the Ss4 sandstone unit, have only occasionally contained measurable groundwater.  

As part of the comprehensive groundwater monitoring program considered in this SAP, destruction of the ineffective wells noted above (wells E-4, E-5, E-1A, E-1B, E-1C, and E-1D) will be proposed under separate cover.  It will also be proposed that since well B-204B is a viable well nested in a single steel conductor casing with ineffective wells B-204A and B-204C that wells B-204A and B-204C be grouted-in-place and well B-204B be retained in the monitoring well network.  Should the decommissioning of wells B-204A and B-204C jeopardize the ability to sample well B-204B, then these two wells will not be decommissioned, unless their remaining in-place would cause non-representative groundwater samples to be collected from B-204B.  To date the viable wells (wells B-204B, B-207, E-2, E-3, E-7, E-9, and E-10) being monitored at the Blue Hills Disposal facility appear to be adequate to characterize site conditions.  Decisions regarding reinstallation of wells, or installation of new wells, will be assessed in the context of the overall changes to the hydrogeology and future monitoring requirements for the site.
Scope of Work

Blue Hills Disposal Facility

State Required Regulatory Compliance Groundwater Monitoring, Sampling, and Reporting Services

Task 1 – Logistics and Preparation

Consulting, communicating, and meeting with County staff along with sampling, task planning, and equipment preparation during the term of the project.

Task 2 – Quarterly Groundwater Levels

Conduct quarterly groundwater levels in accordance with California Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRWQCB) Waste Discharge Requirements (Order # 99-087, revised January 30, 2008).  This task is to include the quarters that groundwater sample collections do not occur.

Task 3 – Groundwater Sample Collection

Conduct groundwater monitoring and sampling in accordance with the Sampling and Analysis Plan For Corrective Action, July 2007 for Blue Hill Disposal Facility to include, but not be limited to, field parameter data collection, groundwater levels and field sampling collection.

Task 4 – Semi-Annual Groundwater Laboratory Analysis

Conduct laboratory analysis of the field samples in accordance with CRWQCB Waste Discharge Requirements (Order # 99-087, revised January 30, 2008) and the Sampling and Analysis Plan For Corrective Action, July 2007 for Blue Hill Disposal Facility

Task 5 – Preparation of Semi-Annual Groundwater Monitoring Reports

Prepare a first semi-annual and a second semi-annual report in accordance with CRWQCB Waste Discharge Requirements (Order # 99-087, revised January 30, 2008).  Said reports will be prepared in four copies and delivered to the County for review and forwarded to the appropriate agencies.  Draft reports shall be due to the County five weeks prior to report due date listed in Waste Discharge Requirements (Order # 99-087, revised January 30, 2008)  The final report shall be due to the County two (2) weeks prior to report due date.

Task 6 – Supplemental 5 Year Metals and Constituents of Concern (COC) Sample

                Analysis

Upon written authorization from the County, the Consultant shall collect additional field samples and perform laboratory analysis for the 5 Year Metals/COC Parameters as listed in the CRWQCB Waste Discharge Requirements (Order # 99-087, revised January 30, 2008).  Results of the supplemental analysis shall be included in the second semi-annual report prepared under Task 5.

Task 7 – Electronic Submittal of Information (Geo-Tracker)

On a semi-annual basis, the Consultant shall perform QA/QC of laboratory analytical data before a submittal to the State Geo-Tracker System, and interface with lab as needed, format and upload field data, and upload groundwater monitoring report in pdf format.

Task 8 – Annual Inspection

An annual inspection shall be performed in accordance with section 4.2 of the Postclosure Maintenance Plan for The Blue Hills Disposal Site [22 CCR 66264.118(B)(2)].  The final report shall be due to the County within fifteen (15) days after the inspection.
Extra Services

An extra service is any service that is not covered under basic services.  Extra services shall not be undertaken by the Consultant without the advance written authorization of the County Representative.  The Consultant and the County shall expressly confirm in writing the authorization and maximum cost for any such services before the Consultant initiates any work thereon.

Payment for Extra Services will be at the identical cost rates used in preparation of the Quotation Schedule (Fee Schedule) page 9 of the addendum.

Extra Services may include, but are not limited to;

        Providing unforeseen, extraordinary, or unique services, additional groundwater 

        sampling and analysis and/or consulting required by regulatory agencies or, items

        not covered nor normally included in the Basic Fee, but authorized by the County 

        Representative.

In the event County expressly authorizes Extra Services, Consultant shall keep complete records showing the hours and description of activities worked by each person who works on the project and all costs and charges applicable to the Extra Services work authorized.  Should there be a claim for Extra Services, the Consultant agrees and acknowledges that the claimant shall specifically identify the activity, and that failure to do will result in denial of the claim.  Consultant shall be responsible for all sub-consultants keeping similar records.  The Consultant shall not stop the work, including the work in other areas unrelated to the Extra Services request or claim, unless it can be shown the project work cannot proceed while a claim or request for Extra Services is being evaluated.

QUOTATION SCHEDULE

	Company Name:
	


FEE SCHEDULE 

GROUND WATER MONITORING
	Task 1
	Logistics and Preparation
	
	Semi-Annual cost X 2
	=
	$

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Task 2
	Quarterly Groundwater Level
	
	Cost X 2
	=
	$

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Task 3
	Groundwater Sample Collection
	
	
	
	

	
	1st Semi-Annual
	
	Semi-Annual cost X 1
	=
	$

	
	2nd Semi-Annual
	
	Semi-Annual cost X 1
	=
	$

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Task 4
	Sample Laboratory Analysis
1st  Semi-Annual
	
	Semi-Annual cost X 1
	=
	$

	
	2nd Semi-Annual 
(includes annual parameters)
	
	Semi-Annual cost X 1
	=
	$

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Task 5
	Monitoring Reports
	
	
	
	

	
	1st Semi-Annual Report
	
	Semi-Annual cost X 1
	=
	$

	
	2nd Semi-Annual Report
(includes annual parameters)
	
	Semi-Annual cost X 1
	=
	$

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Task 6
	Supplemental item for 5 years Metal / COC analysis
	
	
	=
	$

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Task 7
	Data to Geotracker
	
	Semi-Annual cost X 2
	=
	$

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Task 8
	Annual Inspection
	
	Cost X 1
	=
	$

	
	
	
	ANNUAL TASK TOTAL
	=
	$


(1) Estimated cost derived from actual 2007 costs at Blue Hills Disposal Facility.  Cost adjusted from quarterly monitoring to Semi-Annual monitoring.
questions and answers

From Site Inspection held on July 8, 2008 at 10:00 a.m.

1. Page 13- referenced the wrong document (SECOR). The replacement of pages addresses this question.
2. Page 14- delete reference to Attachment “A”. This should read “Payment for Extra Services will be at the identical cost rates used in preparation of the Quotation Schedule (Fee Schedule) page 10 of the addendum.

3. How many years will contract be for? 3 years; but if Purchasing will allow 5 years we’d like to have 5 years

4.  When was last COC done? 3rd quarter of 2004 (October)

5. How do vendors access COC document (have to pay for it themselves. From where?) County of Fresno will make them available

6. Measured every quarter? (clarify Quotation Schedule) The replacement of the Quotation scheduled addresses this question.

7. Will the vendor have to come out after every rain event of 1” or seismic event? No
8. Are all wells standard water (no, SMP important to read) – did I have that right, SMP? What is SMP? The SAP addresses this question, bidders must read the SAP.

9. There are seven wells with dedicated pumps. Pump QED (what is pump QED?) Correct, QED is the manufacture, the pumps are bladder pumps.

10. Wells vary in diameter (2” plus).Yes, the diameters will vary, from 2”, 3”, and 4”

11. When is first report due (Feb.)? How will old data be handed over? See Question #4

12. No leachate collection. Correct
13. When is next five year due? See question # 4
14. Chevron sign entering road to site does not apply to our facility. Correct
15. Sounding- regular will fit. Regular sounder will fit 
16. There are a couple of separate zones for wells. Yes, separate zones, wells vary in depth.

17. Extra Services (I’m unclear what we are doing here). See Extra Services section, this section is for providing unforeseen, extraordinary or unique services not normally included in the Basic Fees, the County will determine an amount based on their Quotation schedule.

18. Delete Extra Services Line Item from the Quotation Sheet.

19. SANITAS by ITD Inc. software is required for this RFQ, No substitution allowed, The County does not own the SANITAS software.

Questions received by fax on July 7, 2008

Q. Will the most recent Sanitas electronic data file, containing all of the relevant historic groundwater laboratory results, be provided from the County’s previous consultant? This would be advantageous to the County, because the County would save money since the new consultant would not need to re-create the input file, and also because it would avoid possible mistakes in re-creating the file.

A.
The County has the data text files for Sanitas report tables and will provide the files to the consultant.
Q.
Has the flow testing to determine the optimum pumping rates for each monitoring well, which in mentioned in the last paragraph on page 23 of the June 2007 Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) prepared by SECOR, already been conducted? If so, please provide the optimum pumping rate for each monitoring well. Also, please provide if possible the bladder volume and discharge tubing volume for each well, as discussing in the second paragraph on page 24 of the SAP.

A.
Since optimum pump rate depends upon well recovery which by nature is variable, the County does not have nor requires consultants to provide this value. As such, it is the consultant’s responsibility to determine the optimum purging rates for the conditions present during sampling.  The discharge tubing is 3/8” diameter and the volume for each well can be readily calculated from the SAP.  The County does not have the pump bladder volume.

Q.
Will the selected consultant have the opportunity to negotiate the terms and conditions of the contract before signing the contract?

A.
Yes.
ATTENDEE LIST

The following vendors attended the site inspection conducted on July 8, 2008 at 10:00 a.m.:
FPM GROUP
P.O. BOX 7
EDWARDS, CA. 93523

SCS ENGINEERS
4707 GREENLEAF CR., STE F
MODESTO, CA. 95356

BC LABS
4100 ATLAS CT.
BAKERSFIELD, CA. 93308

STANTEC CONSULTING CORP.
3475 W. SHAW AVE., STE #104
FRESNO, CA. 93611
CCL ENGINEERING, INC.
43434 SAHUAYO ST.
LANCASTER, CA. 93535

BSK ASSOCIATES
567 W. SHAW AVE.
FRESNO, CA. 93704

URS CORPORATION
30 RIVER PARK PLACE WEST #180
FRESNO, CA. 93720

MOORE TWINING
2527 FRESNO ST.
FRESNO, CA. 93721
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