CITY OF GERMANTOWN
ADDENDUM NO.1
RFS0Q2025-004 Stormwater Engineering Services - Dogwood 4th Addition Drainage Ditch
Improvements

The attached items on the above-named Project will be updated and adjusted (if required) by this Addendum No. 1
so as to reflect the revision to the Request for Statement of Qualifications:

1. Does the City have any records of citizen flooding complaints (either nuisance/yard flooding or structure
flooding) adjacent to the Dogwood Grove ditch? If so, will those be provided to the selected consultant?

a. There have been no flooding complaints in the area. The majority of maintenance has been
adjacent erosion and debris build-up near the terminus of the concrete lined ditch.

2. Can the City provide more information regarding the current state of channel deterioration? Are there
sections of concrete channel that are missing or that have been washed away? The magnitude and extent
of environmental permitting required (i.e., channel lining replacement versus repair/maintenance activities)
will be dependent upon this current state.

a. Germantown suggests all interested firms make a site visit and see for yourselves. Based on the
Consultant’s recommendations, the level of permitting may differ.

3. The RFQ states that stormwater runoff often exceeds the concrete parameters of the channel and causes
erosion behind and underneath the concrete lining. Is the City solely interested in repairing the existing
concrete-lined channel while maintaining its current cross-sectional geometry (and capacity), or would the
City have interest in considering alternative options to improve overall channel capacity?

a. Improvements are desired for long term sustainability.

4. Are there any existing utility crossings of Dogwood Grove ditch?

a. Germantown is not aware of any utility crossings. Proper investigation is needed.

5. Does the City have information regarding the future / projected development and land use anticipated
within the Dogwood Grove ditch watershed?

a. Zoning is established.

6. The RFSOQ states that data collection efforts should include locating outfall locations. It is assumed that
this is in reference to stormwater outfalls into Dogwood Grove ditch; is this correct?

a. Yes
7. Does the City have GIS datasets of the existing storm sewer system (i.e., pipes, culverts, inlets, drainage
manholes, etc.) within the Dogwood Grove ditch watershed that can be provided to the selected consultant

for use in the analysis?

a. Yes, to the successful firm.
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10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

The last page of the RFSOQ shows a portion of the Dogwood Grove ditch highlighted in red (from near
Drayton Hall Lane to Lateral G). Does this highlighting represent the anticipated limits of work / current
limits of channel deterioration?

a. Yes
Are there additional portions of the channel that should be evaluated for repair / modification?

a. Suggestions are welcome; however, the scope is as described in the first part of this question.

Are there any easements along the western side of the adjoining parcel east of the channel?

a. Standard concrete lined ditch cross section easements are present. Question 7 datasets will give
details. The City has no record of easements on the adjacent parcel to the east of the ditch.

Regarding 3.3.2 Past Performance requirement "The City will evaluate proposers on their past performance
on City of Germantown Projects": If we do not have experience working with the City on projects, could we
submit examples of our past performance for other municipalities and clients?

a. Understood.
Regarding 3.3.2.2 Division of Responsibility Among Member Firms requirement "Be precise about the
division of responsibility among their member firms. And each consultant shall submit statements
delineating the disciplines that they wish to be qualified,": Could the City clarify what is meant by
"delineating disciplines that they wish to be qualified"? The RFSOQ is written for a single project and does
not mention separate disciplines.

a. This is standard language to help the City understand sub-letting of portions of the work.

Regarding 3.3.2.3 "Past Experience designing stormwater....": Is this criteria meant for the work experience
section 3.2.1.1, that the City wishes to see projects that include this criteria?

a. Yes.

In the RFQ, it appears that Sections 3.2.1.2 (Technical Approach) and 3.3.4 (project approach narrative)
are requesting that the same material be included in the proposal. Is that true?

a. Yes.

Has a determination been made on the jurisdictional status of the channel whether it is a jurisdictional
stream (waters of State and/or U.S.) or a wet weather conveyance?

a. No.
If not, does a HD need to be part of the scope?

a. This will depend on the scope of the recommendations made by the successful firm.
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17. Ifitis a jurisdictional stream, will the proposer need to show capabilities and experience with ARAP/Section
404 permitting?

a. Yes

18. Does Construction, Engineering and Inspection (CEI) experience need to be included in the SOQ or will
this be limited to design capabilities?

a. Yes

19. What degree of hydrologic and hydraulic modeling has been done on this drainage channel and will the
designer be expected to perform hydrologic and hydraulic modeling of the channel as part of the scope?

a. None - successful firm is expected to accomplish this modeling.

20. Is this project locally-funded only, or are there also state and/or federal funds involved (i.e., can you provide
a description of the funding mechanisms for this project)?

a. This s locally funded. We maintain a capital improvement budget otherwise known as (CIP), which
are earmarked for long-term projects like infrastructure upgrades, public buildings, and major
equipment purchases. These funds come from a combination of our municipality's
operating budget surpluses and designated reserve funds.

21. Is this project a TDOT Local Programs project?
a. Thisis not.

In some cases, the above items may be clarifications and further explanations of the Specifications in the Request
for Statement of Qualifications. However, any changes to the Specifications will be incorporated in the Contract
Documents for this Project. All PROPOSERS must acknowledge receipt of this Addendum No. 1 on the attached
Addendum Acknowledgement form when submitting a Bid for consideration.

Cathryn Perdue October 29, 2024

Cathryn Perdue Date
Director Procurement & Risk
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ADDENDA ACKNOWLEDGEMENT FORM

Bidder acknowledges receipt of the following addenda (as applicable):

Addendum No. 1 Dated
Addendum No. 2 Dated
Addendum No. 3 Dated
Addendum No. 4 Dated
Addendum No. 5 Dated
Addendum No. 6 Dated

(Name of Bidder)

By:

Title:
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