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CITY OF ORANGE

COMMUNITY & LIBRARY SERVICES DEPARTMENTWwWwW.cityoforange.org PHONE: (714) 744-7274 e FAX: (714) 744-7251

ADDENDUM No.1

Request For Proposals (RFP) No. 25-26.22; Project 267018
El Modena Basin Area Improvements Design

June 11, 2026

This addendum serves as written notice of the following corrections, clarifications, additions
and/or deletions to any and all copies of the Request for Proposals No. 25-26.22

ALL PROPOSERS MUST ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF ADDENDUM NO. 1 IN THEIR
SUBMITTED PROPOSAL. FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF THIS ADDENDUM
IN SUBMITTED PROPOSAL MAY RESULT IN DISQUALIFICATION OF THE PROPOSAL.

L. GENERAL
1. EXTENSION OF PROPOSAL SUBMISSION DEADLINE (DUE DATE):

The proposal due date has been extended for an additional two (2) days. The due date has been
revised from Tuesday June 16, 2026, to Thursday June 18, 2026, at 2:00 p.m. All other submission
requirements remain intact and unchanged.

Paragraph two (2) of Page 2 of RFP 25-26.22, is hereby revised to read as follows:

Proposals must be received by 2:00 p.m., June 18, 2026 (Thursday) by one of the following options:
Option 1: City Clerk's Office, City of Orange, 300 E. Chapman Avenue. Option 2: Electronic Proposals
may be submitted through the following link at Electronic Bid Submissions and must include all
required attachments listed in the Request for Proposals document.

All other RFP sections denoting proposal submission deadlines, and associated RFP notices are
hereby revised to also reflect the updated due date.

2. INCORPORATION OF ATTACHMENT “ADDENDUM ATTACHMENT 1”
(REFERENCE AGREEMEMENT FOR COORDINATED USE OF EL MODENA
BASIN)

The Agreement for Coordinated Use of EI Modena Basin, consisting of five pages and attached to

this Addendum is hereby incorporated into the RFP No. 25-26.22 documents. This attachment is
provided for reference and consideration by proposing firms. Information, requirements, restrictions
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and approvals pertinent to the use of the project site as outlined in the attachment should be
considered and reflected as necessary in a proposing firm’s proposal.

3. INCORPORATION OF ATTACHMENT “ADDENDUM ATTACHMENT ”
(REFERENCE AGREEMEMENT FOR ORANGE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
DISTRICT AT EL MODENA BASIN)

The Orange County Flood Control District agreement for project at EI Modena Basin, consisting of
sixteen pages and attached to this Addendum is hereby incorporated into the RFP No. 25-26.22
documents. This attachment is provided for reference and consideration by proposing firms.
Information, requirements, restrictions and approvals pertinent to the use of the project site as
outlined in the attachment should be considered and reflected as necessary in a proposing firm’s
proposal.

. REQUESTS FOR CLARIFICATION (Q & A)

1 Request: Are there as-built drawings for the El Modena Basin scope area?
Response: The City has located a set of plans from 2006 for the Basin that include
grading and irrigation plans. These plans will be available for the selected consultant
firm through the design process.

2 Request: Is there a topographic mapping that the city can provide, or will the
consultant be required to conduct an aerial survey?

Response: There is a grading plan, however the consultant will be required to
conduct a survey to confirm and prepare an accurate base plan.

3 Request: What is the intent or level of irrigation upgrades that the city deems
necessary?

Response: Irrigation improvements will depend on the design.

4 Request: Will the City provide existing survey, utility information, or as-built
documentation for the site?

Response: The City will provide all available resources, however the awarded
consultant should assume coordination with Orange County Flood Control District
and/or Irvine Ranch Water District for potentially more current reference
material/plans/etc.

5 Request: Has the City completed any prior studies, conceptual plans, or
technical evaluations related to the basin improvements?

Response: No

6 Request: Are there any known soil, geotechnical, or subsurface conditions
that may affect design or construction?

Response: Unknown

7 Request: Has Orange County Flood Control District (OCFCD) identified any
restrictions related to grading, lighting, planting, or permanent improvements
within the basin area?
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Response: Unknown

8 Request: Will the city lead coordination with OCFCD, or is consultant support
anticipated as part of the scope?

Response: City project staff will assist in coordination with outside agencies;
however, the consultant will be expected to lead efforts, communication and
producing deliverables borne out of coordination with external agencies.

9 Request: Does the City anticipate CEQA documentation or technical studies
being required for this project? If so, will those services be managed
separately by the City or coordinated through the selected consultant team?
Response: At this time the City assumes this project will be Categorically Exempt.

10 | Request: Are there any known permitting requirements or agency approvals
anticipated beyond OCFCD review?

Response: Permitting will depend on the approved design.

11 | Request: Does the City anticipate phased implementation, or is the project
intended to be constructed as a single phase?

Response: This project is intended to be constructed as a single phase, contingent
upon securing sufficient construction level funding. Where possible, proposing firms
are encouraged to provide modular design work products where extrapolation of
segments is possible (in the case that portions of design need to be phased for
construction).

12 | Request: Has the City identified any key stakeholder groups or community
concerns that should be considered during design development?

Response: The City has identified some stakeholders groups that should be
considered during design. However, the selected consultant will be expected to
conduct necessary investigation to determine if additional groups ought to be
consulted during design development.

13 | Request: Will the City coordinate meeting logistics (venue and public
noticing) for the required community input meetings, or is this expected to be
part of the consultant’s scope?

Response: The City will coordinate meetings including providing adequate venues
and noticing. Consultant should expect to conduct community outreach for said
meetings including necessary electronic communications/messaging and mailers if
deemed necessary.

14 | Request: Please confirm that response may be submitted either as hard
copies OR electronically, and that both submission formats are not required.
Response: Confirmed. Proposals may be submitted electronically OR as physical
"hard copies". Submitting via both formats is NOT required.

15 | Request: Please clarify the requested professional license information under

Section 2.a, Firm Information: are you requesting license information only be
proposed project team or for all firm employees? Should submitted license
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information include only licenses held in the State of California, or licenses
held in all states?

Response: Licensure requirements for the proposal only need to be submitted for
the project team. Only State of California license information needs to be included in
submitted proposals.

16 | Request: Is the City accepting a single trade proposal (for example: can we
provide a submittal package just for the civil pertinent scope and not the
lighting, electrical, and landscape plans) or if the proposal must include all
aspects and trades to be incorporated within the submittal package?
Response: The City is not accepting single trade proposals for this RFP.
Responsive proposals will include provision of (via prime or approved
subconsultant) all necessary trade/design elements.

17 | Request: Has an initial study been performed by the City of Orange? If not,
will the consultant be responsible for the preparation and submission of the IS
MND?

Response: No - at this time the City is anticipating this project to be Categorically
Exempt.

18 | Request: Will the consultant be required to provide geotechnical services as
part of their proposal?

Response: Geotechnical Services should be included as part of the proposal.

19 | Request: Will the City provide an Arborist Report?

Response: No

20 | Request: Will the City provide any available existing grading plans, utility
plans, irrigation plans, as-built drawings, survey information, drainage
studies, or other relevant technical documents for the site?

Response: The City has located a set of plans from 2006 for the Basin that include
grading and irrigation plans. These plans will be available for the selected consultant
firm through the design process.

21 | Request: Can the City clarify whether consultant-performed topographic and
boundary survey services are anticipated as part of the project scope, or if
existing survey information will be provided?

Response: There is a grading plan, however the consultant will be required to
conduct a survey to confirm and prepare an accurate base plan.

22 | Request: Are existing utility records and as-built information available for the
site, and does the City anticipate any utility investigation or verification efforts
during design?

Response: There are plans, however the selected consultant will need to research
and investigate to confirm utility locations.

23 | Request: Can the City provide additional information regarding the 1973

agreement with Orange County Flood Control District (OCFCD), including any
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known restrictions or requirements that may affect grading, planting, lighting,
or other site improvements?

Response: The City will provide all available resources, however the awarded
consultant should assume coordination and communication with Orange County
Flood Control District.

24 | Request: Can the City clarify anticipated review and approval requirements
associated with OCFCD, IRWD, and Orange County Public Works, and
whether any preliminary coordination has already occurred?

Response: The selected consultant will be required to investigate and communicate
with jurisdictional agencies for review and approval requirements.

25 | Request: Is grading design anticipated to be limited primarily to ADA-
accessible trail improvements, seating areas, and associated drainage tie-ins,
or are broader grading modifications anticipated?

Response: The design process will drive the grading design.

26 | Request: Will preparation of a Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) be
required as part of the consultant scope?
Response: Yes

27 | Request: Does the City anticipate requiring additional hydrology or hydraulic
analysis beyond design-level drainage improvements associated with the
proposed project?

Response: Unknown

28 | Request: Are there any specific City, County, Flood Control District, or Water
District standards, criteria, or design requirements that consultants should
anticipate for the project?

Response: Unknown, the selected consultant will be required to do this
research/investigation.

29 | Request: Does the City have any preferred or previously approved solar
lighting manufacturers, fixture types, lighting standards, or design criteria that
consultants should consider for this project?

Response: No

30 | Request: Is the City's intent to provide limited irrigation modifications
associated with new planting areas, or should consultants anticipate broader
irrigation system evaluation and upgrades?

Response: The site design will drive the irrigation design.
31 | Request: Can the City provide any additional guidance regarding anticipated

CEQA requirements for the project, including whether a categorical exemption
is currently being considered?

Response: Yes, a Categorical Exemption is currently being considered and is
anticipated.
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32

Request: Would the City consider a one-to two-week extension of the RFP
deadline?

Response: Proposals are due: June 18th, 2026, by 2:00PM

33

Request: It was mentioned at the pre-proposal meeting that Congressional
funding is being pursued for this project. Would this be considered Federal
Funds and if so, would we need to include NEPA in the environmental
studies/reports?

Response: If Federal funding is secured the City will require preparation of NEPA
documentation/studies/reports. This will be addressed when/if funding is secured.

34

Request: Please provide clarification on the final format for proposal
submission. Does the city want hard copies or a digital submission? Or is it
up to Proposers?

Response: Either format is acceptable.

35

Request: Will the City allow modifications/exceptions to the Sample
Agreement? If so, should these be included in our proposal?

Response: City may consider proposed modifications/exceptions to the Sample
Agreement. Any proposed modifications to the City's standard form must be
included in writing as a part of the proposal. It should be noted that the City may
reject any and all modifications to the agreement. Proposers who are unable to
agree to and accept the City's finalized agreement (inclusive of any accepted
proposed exceptions/modifications) may be considered non-responsive and/or
removed from consideration.

36

Request: Does the City want Proposers to provide scope and fees for Bidding
and Construction Administration?

Response: Yes - proposers should include fees for bidding assistance and
construction administration.

37

Request: Scope of service item 2.8 requests a Water Quality Management Plan
(WQMP) to be completed. Given that the pathway is intended to be
decomposed granite, a pervious surface, does the City anticipate adding 5,000
SF or more of impervious surface to the project to trigger the need for a
WQMP to be completed?

Response: The path is not necessarily assumed to be DG - proposers should
include the requirement of preparation of a WQMP

38

Request: Can you confirm the number of outreach meetings and council
meeting attendance? We are assuming the following: Two (2) Public Input
Meetings; one (1) of which will take place at Park Planning and Community
Events Commission Meeting. Two (2) Council Meetings

Response: Yes, proposers should assume/include a total of 4 public meetings

39

Request: Are there any existing master plans or prior studies for the basin
improvements that should inform the design?
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Response: There are plans, however the selected consultant will need to research
and communicate with jurisdictional agencies for further reference during the design
process.

40

Request: Will the City provide existing survey, GIS, or utility base data, or is
full survey expected under this scope?

Response: Survey will need to be completed.

41

Request: Are as-builts or record drawings available for the basin, DG path, or
irrigation system? Check and Test Irrigation with Maintenance?

Response: There is a grading plan and irrigation plan, however the consultant will
be required to complete a survey and confirm on-site with City staff for irrigation
layout, pipe size etc.

42

Request: Are there any previous environmental studies or technical reports?

Response: Unknown

43

Request: What level of CEQA documentation is anticipated?

Response: Categorical Exemption.

44

Request: Which agencies (besides the City) will require formal
review/approval?

Response: Selected consultant will need to research and investigate.

45

Request: Will the City provide community outreach support (notifications,
venues, translation services)?

Response: The City will assist in coordinating community outreach and support.
Venues for physical meeting/outreach locations will be made accessible by the City.
City intends to provide notification assistance to supplement consultant's outreach
efforts.

prectguggkfvubmitted,

Nathan Bluhm
Senior Project/Landscape Coordinator
Nbluhm@cityoforange.orq

714-744-5570

Enclosures:

Addendum Attachment 1 (Reference Agreement for Coordinated Use of El Modena Basin)

A-7



mailto:Nbluhm@cityoforange.org

Jo6A

v

Agreement for Coordinated Use of El Modena Basin

This agreement by and between the Irvine Ranch Water District (hereafter,
“IRWD” and the City of Orange (hereafter, “City”) is entered into thi-.{f_/nﬂay of
AL e <, 2007
7

Recitals

A. Under Agreement No. D01-129 between the Orange County Flood Control
District (OCFCD) and Irvine Ranch Water District, dated December 19, 2006 (NTS
Master Agreement), IRWD will obtain encroachment permits from OCFCD for the
operation of several natural treatment water quality basins within QCFCD or County of
Orange properties, including the E1 Modena - Irvine Retarding Basin (El Modena Basin).
These basins will be a part of IRWD’s Natural Treatment System (NTS), an effort which
will be one of several watershed activities to improve the quality of San Diego Creek
Watershed runoff.

B. The City entered into an agreement with OCFCD and the County dated May 15,
1973 (hereafter, “1973 Agreement”), wherein the parties thereto agreed to operate the El
Modena Basin for multipurposes—the City for park recreational uses and QCFCD for
flood control and water conservation.

C. IRWD’s use and operation of a portion of the El Modena Basin, as described in
Recital A, will be functionally consistent with the manner in which OCFCD uses and
operates such portion of the El Modena Basin under the 1973 Agreement, except that
IRWD will place its needed capacity below the existing flood control volume of the
detention basin by recontouring the bottom portion of the detention basin, and IRWD’s
purpose will be for water quality improvement and not for flood control purposes.

D. The City and IRWD mutually desire to operate facilities within the E1 Modena
Basin in a coordinated manner and to provide the public with the benefit of multipurpose
uses of the E1 Modena Basin and in consideration thereof agree as follows:

Agreement

1. IRWD’s Area of Responsibility. The area of IRWD’s use and responsibility
within the E] Modena Basin is the bottom portion of the basin, identified as the “NTS
Footprint” as set forth in the attached Exhibit “A”. The NTS F ootprint is inside the
perimeter fence and includes the fence itself. Inlet and outlet structures to and from the
El Modena — Irvine Flood Control Channel will be connected to the NTS F ootprint
through underground piping and structures crossing that portion of the El Modena Basin
which the City will operate as a park. These underground facilities and appurtenances
shall be owned and maintained by IRWD. IRWD has no responsibility for any area
outside the NTS Footprint, except those facilities/appurtenances directly associated with
the NTS located within the El Modena Basin.




IRWD’s use and responsibility will continue as long as the NTS Footprint is used
for NTS purposes. Under the circumstances that NTS operations in the El Modena Basin
are ceased, IRWD is obligated under the NTS Master Agreement and this Agreement to
restore the NTS Footprint to its pre-project condition. In that event, upon written
acceptance by the City that the NTS Footprint has been returned to pre-project condition,
the NTS Footprint will be maintained by the City for park purposes, unless the City and
OCFCD and County of Orange otherwise agree.

2. City’s Area of Responsibility. The area of City’s use and responsibility in the El
Modena Basin is the area outside of the perimeter fence (Park Area, see Exhibit “A”).
The City shall be responsible for maintaining the Park Area in accordance with the 1973
Agreement. The City shall have no responsibility for areas within the NTS Footprint or
for any NTS facilities or appurtenances outside the NTS Footprint but within the Park
Area, that are directly associated with the NTS Footprint.

3. Access. IRWD’s access to the NTS Footprint for construction, operation and
maintenance purposes will be through the Park Area, in the location generally shown on
Exhibit “A.”

4. Overlapping or Conflicting Activities. Neither party shall engage in conduct or
activities that impair or otherwise interfere with the other party’s respective rights to use
the El Modena Basin under this Agreement. If activities that will impair or interfere with
any party’s use become necessary, then the parties agree to meet and confer to develop
reasonable measures to avoid and/or minimize the significance of the impacts.

Each party will repair any damage it causes to the area maintained by the other
party within a reasonable time frame, but in no event later than 30 days from written
notice by the other party of the need for repairs. The party performing work or activity
shall notify the other party 15 days in advance of any work that will be accomplished in
other party’s area of responsibility, except in cases of emergency, wherein the party
performing work shall notify the other party within 48 hours of such emergency. All
construction activities within the other party’s area of responsibility shall be completed
by the party performing the work within a reasonable time frame.

5. Indemnification. Pursuant to Government Code Section 895.4, IRWD and the
City shall defend, indemnify and save each other, their respective elected officials,
officers, agents and employees harmless from all liability from any claim, loss, damage,
or injury (as defined in Government Code section 810.8) to persons or property,
including any and all legal costs and attorneys' fees, arising in any manner out of the
performance or conduct of the indemnifying party or occurring by reason of anything
done or omitied to be done by the indemnifying party under or in connection with any
work, activity or obligation of the indemnifying party within the El Modena Basin as set
forth in this Agreement. This duty to defend, indemnify and save harmless shall not
apply to claims, losses, injuries, etc. that arise out of an alleged act or omission of the
indemnified party.



6. Compliance with all Laws. The Parties shail be knowledgeable of and comply
with all local, state and federal laws that may apply to the performance of this
Agreement.

7. Notice. Except as otherwise provided herein, all notices required under this
Agreement shall be in writing and delivered personally or by first class mail, postage
prepaid, to each party at the address listed below. Either party may change the notice
address by notifying the other party in writing. Notices may be sent by either facsimile
or U.S. Mail. Notices shall be deemed received upon receipt of same or within 3 days of
deposit in the U.S. Mail, whichever is earlier. Notices sent by facsimile shall be deemed
received on the date of the facsimile transmission.

Irvine Ranch Water District City of Orange

15600 Sand Canyon Avenue Attn: Community Services Director
Irvine, CA 92718 300 Each Chapman Avenue

Attn: General Manager Orange, CA 92866

IN WITNESS of this Agreement, the parties have entered into this Agreement as
of the year and day first above written and in signing below acknowledge that they each
have the authority to bind their respective entities.

Irvine Rguch Water District City of Orange

D@}g/lai/fjeiﬁhart aro . Ca¥ecche

President: a

Approved as to form:

Jodn C. Ameson '
egal Counsel City Attorney
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Agreement No. €771

CQOPY Ne. 2-SECC:D PARTY

AGREEMENT

- e e ma mee  vEm Sme e

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this /Q{’-fgif day of
P a , 1973, is
47 AND BETWEEN

ORANGE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT, herein-
after referred to as "DISTRICTI",

CITY OF ORANGE, a municipal corporation, herein-
after referrved to as "CITY",

COUNTY OF ORANGE, a political subdivision of the
State of California, hereinafter referred to as
“"COUNTY".

WITNESSETH

— e . - o w—— -

WHEREAS, in the El Modena area partially within the CITY and partially
within the unincorporated area of the COUNTY there exists certain local drainage
problems and flood hazards affecting traffic circulation, pedestrian mobility and
numerous private landholdings; and

WHEREAS, DISTRICT has proposed a comprehensive plan for mitigation of the
drainage and flood hazard problems and has completed a project report for "El
Modena-Irvine Channel (Facility No. FO7) and Retarding Basin (Facility No. FO7BOl) and
El Modena Storm Drain (Facility No. EO8P06) and tributary local drainage facilities
(HUD Project No. WSF-CA-09-16~1047)" dated August 1972 which comprehensive plan of
proposed works 1is hereinafter referred to as "PROJECT"; and

WHEREAS, the project report proposes that CITY, COUNTY and DISTRICT jointly
provide 50% of the total construction cost distributed among the parties in accordance
with jurisdictional responsibilities, and the remaining 50% to be derived from a grant
application heretofore approved by the Federal Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, hereinafter referred to as "HUD". The total amount of said HUD grant is not to
exceed $678,700; and

WHEREAS, the portion of PROJECT identified as El Modena-Irvine Retarding

Basin is suitable for multiple purpose use including recreational uses which will not

impair or diminish the primary function of flood control and water conservation in

accordance with Section 2.3 of the Orange County Flood Control Act; and
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32

WHEREAS, CITY, COUNTY and DISTRICT have a mutual interest in cooperating
in the construction of PROJECT and CITY desires to develop public park and recreation
facilities within the proposed El Modena-Irvine Retarding Basin to benefit the
citizens of CITY and COUNTY.

NOW, THEREFORE, IN CONSIDERATION of the mutual promises and covenants
contained herein the parties agree as follows:

1. DISTRICT (as "lead agency") shall comply with environmental impact

report proceedings in accordance with the guidelines of the State of California for
implementation of the Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended.

2. DISTRICT shall prepare plans and specifications for PROJECT as outlined
in the project report with amended limits as shown on Exhibit A, attached hereto and
by reference made a part of this agreement.

3. CIIY shall furnish plans and specifications for landscape grading and
planting, including sprinkler system, turf and plants to be incorporated by DISTRICT
in the plans for PROJECT.

4. DISTRICT, upon approval of said plans and specifications by CITY and
COUNTY in accordance with the Orange County Flood Control Act, shall promptly undertake
and perform the work of advertising for bids and awarding a contract under applicable
provisione of law governing such award, including compliance with HUD requirements.

5. DISTRICT shall acquire at its sole expense all the property rights
required for construction of PROJECT other than for those facilities constructed within
the public streets of CITY and COUNTY except as noted in paragraph 6below.

6. CITY shall provide all right-of-way for Line A from Chapman Avenue to

Esplanade Street which is not within a public street,

7. DISTRICT shall furnish a Resident Engineer during construction who
shall be responsible for contract administration and securing completion of the work
in accordance with the approved plans and specifications. CITY may furnish an
inspector to consult with DISTRICT's Resident Engineer, but the decisions of
DISTRICT's Resident Engineer gshall be final. DISTRICT shall provide inspection
service for COUNTY.

8. DISTRICT shall finance the cost of PROJECT construction which is

estimated to be $1,377,400.




o O S v e T G S O Y

25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

9.

DISTRICT, upon completion of construction and filing a Notice of

Completion, shall invoice CITY and COUNTY for their respective share of the contract

construction costs plus a portion of the expense for engineering and administration

as get forth herein and CITY and COUNTY agree to make payment to DISTRICT within

thirty (30) days after receipt of invoice.

The estimated costs are shown below.

PROJECT CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE

COLUMN (1) (2)
City of
Facility OCECD % Qrange
Line A - - 54,500
Line B - - 21,700
Line C - - 6,200
Line D - - 18,000
Line G - - 2,200
EOSPO6 112,200 50 -
FO7P12 - - 19,100
FO7P30 inc, - - 15,000
(81P77-Center 5t)
51P17 - - -
FO7 167,500 50 -
FO7BO1 152,300 50 -
FO7B01 - - 12,600
Landscaping
Totals $432,000 $149,300
Park grading - - 20,000

(below the eleva

tion required for

district basin)

(3)
County of
%2 _Ozasnge
30.0 36,800
50 -
50 -
21.5 23,400
50 -
50 -
20.5 21,800
- 15,400
50 -
$97,400
100 -

29.5
50

(4)

HUD

91,300
21,700
6,200
41,400
2,200

112,200
19,100

36,800

15,400
167,500
152,300

12,600

$678,700

TOTAL

%

50
50
50
30
50

50
50

50
30

50

(3)

Total

182,600
43,400
12,400
82,800

4,400

224,400
38,200
73,600
30,800

335,000

304,600

25,200

$1,357,400

20,000

$1,377,400

Lines B and G may be deleted from PROJECT at the request of the CITY.

DISTRICT will determine the amount to be paid by each party to this

agreement by calculating the actual construction cost of each component facility and

deducting therefrom an allocation of the HUD grant.

to each component faci{lity will be that percentage of the HUD grant which the individual

component construction cost is of the total project construction cost expressed by the

030

The allocation of the HUD grant




yr—

1
2
3
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
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30
31
32

following formula:

HUD grant Actual individual component
allocated to facility construction cost

component parts *Total project construction cost

HUD
grant

*Total project construction cost does not include park grading because
this component is not part of HUD submittal.

The component facility cost which is greater than the above HUD allocation will be
split among the parties to this agreement by means of the percentages in columns (1),
(2) and (3) multiplied by two (2). In the event that the final audit of the PROJECT
by HUD results in the actual HUD grant being more than 17 different than the estimated
HUD grant used in the above allocation, CITY and COUNTY agree to pay any additional
amount within thirty (30) days of receipt of a revised billing from DISTRICT or
DISTRICT agrees to make a prompt refund if there has been an overpayment by CITY or
COUNTY.

10. CITY and COUNTY shall pay twelve percent (12%) of the contract con-
struction costs of each component facility to cover engineering and administration
according to their respective responsibilities as shown in the Project Construction
Cost Estimate,

11. CITY shall provide all rights-of way for Line A outside of public
streets prior to July 1, 1973.

12, DISTRICT shall obtain necessary permits from CITY and COUNTY for work
within their respective jurisdiction.

13. It is mutually agreed that after completion of the PROJECT the
maintenance of the FO7, FO7BOL and EO8P06 mainline facility will be DISTRICT's
responsibility. The maintenance of tributary local drainage within CITY will be the
responsibility of CITY. The maintenance of tributary local drainage within unincorpor-
ated area will be the responsibility of COUNTY but will be maintained by DISTRICT for

COUNTY pursuant to COUNTY's local drainage program. The maintenance of local drainage
inlets will be the responsibility of the local agency having street jurisdiction.

Approximately 100 feet of Line C lies within DISTRICT right-of-way, however, CITY
agrees to assume full responsibility for maintenance of the complete facility.
14. 1If the lowest responsible bid received for CITY and COUNTY compcnent

facilities exceeds the cost estimate by ten percent (10%), CITY!s and COUNTY's written
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concurrence will be required in order to obligate the CITY and COUNTY for any portion
of said cost over and above the cost estimate plus ten percent (107%).

15. It is mutually agreed DISTRICT may issue change orxders with an
accumulative total not to exceed $10,000.00. If the cost of approved changes exceeds
the amount stipulated, written concurrence will be required in order to obligate CITY
and COUNTY for any portion of said cost above $10,000.00.

16. 1In the event a contract award for PROJECT is not made by January 1, 1974,
this agreement shall become null and void.

17. After PROJECT construction has been completed, CITY shall have the
right to develop and use said E1 Modena-Irvine Retarding Basin as a city park facility,
at no cost to DISTRICT, so long as this Agreement shall remain in force. All plans
for development or improvement shall first be approved by DISTRICT's Chief Engineer
as to compatibility with the basin's primary function.

18. After expiration of 25 years from the date hereof either CITY or
DISTRICT may terminate this Agreement by giving the other party notice of termination,
whereupon, CITY may within a reasonable time remove any and all park improvements
notwithstanding their becoming affixed to and a part of the realty.

19. The highest public use of the property is for the purpose of flood
control and should, in the opinion of the DISTRICT's Board of Supervisors, the park
use become incompatible with flood control use due to changed conditions not now
anticipated, CITY shall make such modifications as required to meet new flood control

needs.

20. Upon completion of PROJECT construction CITY shall assume maintenance
and operation, at no cost to DISTRICT, of all facilities within the basin except
those designated by DISTRICT's Chief Engineer as exclusively devoted to flood control
purposes, which shall continue to be maintained by DISTRICT. Should an emergency of
any nature be declared by the County of Orange or State of California, DISTRICT shall
undertake to repalr and restore any damage to facilities, jointly used for flood
control and park purposes, caused by the emergency condition.

21. DISTRICT shall retain the right to enter upon the property to perform

any and all lawful acts and to discharge its obligations under this Agreement.

11717
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22, CITY agrees to save and hold harmless all employees, agents, and
officers of DISTRICT from all claims or actions including costs of defending such
claims or actions arising from the development or use of E1l Modena~Irvine Retarding

Basin as a park facility.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this agreement to be

executed by their respective officers on the date set out opposite their signatures.

Date: T S5~ D3

Date: 5 - /5T 73

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:
NUIGINAL SIGNED BY H. G. OSBORME

H. G. Osborne, Chief Engineer
Orange County Flood Contirol District

%/@w L

L. McConville, Road Colmissioner

Date: 4 - /s -73

Date: S - /5 - 75

Date: CUW "] /77))

APPROVED AS TO FORi:
ADRIAN KUYPER, COUNTY COUNSEL
ORANGE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

(%/)j/g,amp\\-

Deputy

ORANGE COUNTY FLOOD CONIROL DISTRICT

frld 1) e

Chairman of its Board of Supervisors

ATTEST:
W. E. ST JOHN, County Clerk and ex-officio
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

THIS 153 A T8 cmaran £ OF THE

fin N
QR (LR rlf"’) H
THE ()Ffil,._ (A" THL CLERK.
COUNTY OF ORANGE
Vs //) ﬁ
¢ R

By 2 (]
hairman of its Board of Supervisors
TH!S {" r\ If e ,ur mE T

TTE or Fo
A ST HL v:-l cE OF ol Lo

W. E. ST JOHN, County Clerk and éx-officio

Clerk of the Board of Supe visors

Deputy‘f
CITY OF ORlej p /
Mayod M
ATTEST: / e ) el
City Clerk [/
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ORANGE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT }w@( é/fj/ff

400 CIVIC CENTER DRIVE WEST

SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA - /‘2
MAILING ADDRESS: 4

H. G. OSBORNE TELEPHONE: 834-2300 P. 0. BOX 1078
CHIEF ENGINEER AREA CODE 714 SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA 92702

FILE No. F07B01.60
JUN -7 1973 t

Mr. Gifford Miller, City Manager O 24 r}kbjﬂéj//

City of Orange \| {
P. 0. Box 449 p./ C / U — /77
Orange, California . ! éy) 2, - /W Y {

Dear Sir:

Enclosed for your files is the city's copy of agreement No. C771, for the
El Modena-Irvine HUD Project, approved by the Board of Supervisors. The
district, County and City of Orange will jointly provide 50 percent of the
totagl construction costs distributed among the parties in accordance with
jurisdictional responsibilities with the remaining 50 percent to be derived
from the HUD grant not to exceed $678,700. The city will provide all right-
of~way for construction of Line A outside of public streets. Also, a copy
of the Minutes of the Board of Supervisors showing their action is enclosed.

In addition to the flood control protection afforded by the project, item

17 on page 5 of the agreement provides the city with the right to develop
and use El Modena~Irvine Retarding Basin as a city park facility at no cost
to the district. The city has requested that certain improvements for the
park be constructed under the HUD project construction contract. These in-
clude all excavation and compaction below that required for district basin
storage. This work is covered in the contract plans under Schedule I Bid
Items 4 and 5. 1In addition, Bid Item 58, 10-inch C.I. pipe, will be con-
structed integral with the stilling basin to provide for future connection
of the city's circulating system for aeration of the lake. The above listed
items are not eligible under the HUD grant but are included in the agreement
to be paid for by the city as shown on the bottom of the table for Project
Construction Cost Estimate, page 3 of the agreement. Bid Items 4 and 5 are
listed as deletable bid items and your engineering department will need to
make a decision as to whether either bid item should be deleted at the time
of opening of bids.

The city's landscape plans for plants, trees, groundcover and sprinkler

system have been included in Schedule I as Bid TItems 63 through 93. The

items are deletable bid items and deletions can be made to keep the total

cost within the requirements of the city budget. Your Assistant Director

of Recreation and Parks has established a tentative prlorlty list for dele-

tion of Bid Ttems 63 through 93. TY OF ORANGE
ITY CLERK

K e CEI|lVE D
' Vi3 1973

AM PM
78:9116:1112,1,2,3,4,5,¢

()




Mr. Gifford Miller, City Manager JUN -7 1973 Page 2
City of Orange

Contract bids will be opened at £2:00 PM on June 18, 1973, The selection

of a successful bidder must be made immediately and a letter of recommenda-
tion sent to the Board of Supervisors by June 19, 1973 so that a contract

may be awarded on June 26, 1973, If the district is to meet this critical
schedule close contact and cooperation will be needed with your staff so

that a decision can be made on the deletable bid items. Usually, opening of
bids and subsequent informational processing by newspapers will be accomplished
by 4:00 PM. Please have one of your staff pick up copies of the low bids. /Xf

L

If your staff has any questions regarding the project, they may contact
Mr. Robert Wolf directly at 834-6113.

e e e e
Very truly yours,

»”‘! ﬂ
H. G. Osborne, Chief Engineer

RKW:ds
Enclosure




MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF ORANGE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
May 15, 1973

IN RE:  TRACT NO. 7986

On motion of Supervisor Diedrich, duly seconded and unanimously
carried, Tract Map No. 7986 is received and Bond No. CA 71051-T4 in the
sun of $53,000.00 to guarantee payment of 1973-7U4 taxes on said tract,
with Country Hills, Inc., as Principal, and Commercial Union Insurance
Company, as Surety, is approved. ‘

IN RE: TRACT NO. 8102

On motion of Supervisor Diedrich, duly seconded and unanimously
carried, Tract Map No. 8102 is received and Bond No. 2208919 in the sum
of $11,325.00 to guarantee payment of 1973-T4 taxes on said tract,
with Richard B. Smith, Inc., a Corporation, as Principal, and Safeco
Insurance Company, as Surety, is approved.

IN RE: AGREEMENT EL MODENA-IRVINE RETARDING BASIN, EL MODENA STORM
DRAIN, EL MODENA-IRVINE CHANNEL AND TRIBUTARY LOCAL DRAINAGE
FACILITIES CITY OF ORANGE u o

On motion of Supervisor Clark, duly seconded and unanimoasly
carried, the Chairman and the Clerk are authorized to sign Agreement
No. C771, dated May 15, 1973, between the County of Orange, the Orange
County Flood Control District and the City of Orange, providing for
financial participation for E1 Modena-Irvine Retarding Basin, E1 Modena
Storm Drain, El Modena-Irvine Channel and tributary local drainage
facilities, as recommended by the Chief Engineer of the Orange County
Flood Control District in his letter dated May 15, 1973.

AYES: SUPERVISORS. RALPH B, CLARK, DAVID L. BAKER, R.W. BATTIN,
RALPH A. DIEDRICH AND RONALD W, CASPERS

NOES: SUPERVISORS NONE

ABSENT: SUPERVISORS NONE

CITY OF ORANGE
CITY CLERK

AUG 91973 ¢ RECEWED

AM - P I i
7,8,9,001112,1,2,8,4,5,¢ MAY 18 157
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RESOLUTION NO. 3797

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY

OF ORANGE APPROVING AGREEMENT NO. C771 FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE EL MODENA-TIRVINE RETARDING
BASIN AND DRAINAGE PROJECT, SAID AGREEMENT TO
BE EXECUTED BY THE CITY OF ORANGE, THE COUNTY
OF ORANGE, AND THE ORANGE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
DISTRICT, AND FURTHER AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION
THEREOF BY THE MAYOR AND THE CITY CLERK.

WHEREAS, the United States Department of Housing and
Urban Development has approved the grant application for
the E1 Modena-Irvine Retarding Basin and Drainage Project,
and

WHEREAS, such project will materially improve the
public health, safety and welfare of the residents of the
City of Orange, and

WHEREAS, - the construction of such project requires
the execution of an agreement between the Flood Control
District, the County of Orange, and the City of Orange to
provide for the sharing of the local agency and the
administration of the construction project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council
of the City of Orange that Agreement No. C771 for the
construction of the E1 Modena-Irvine Retarding Basin and
Drainage Project is approved by the City Council and that
the Mayor and the City Clerk are authorized to execute
such agreement on behalf of the City of Orange.

ADOPTED this 24th day of April, 1973.

JESS F. PEREZ

Mayor of the City of Orange
ATTEST:

CHARLOTTE M. JOHNSTON
City Clerk of the City of Orange




I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was

duly and regularly adopted by the City Council of the City of
Orange at a - regular meeting thereof held on

the _24th  day of April , 1973 |, by the following
vote:

AYES: COUNCILMEN: HOYT, JACKMAN, SMITH, PEREZ

NOES: COUNCILMEN: NONE

ABSENT: COUNCILMEN: TEMPLE

CHARLOTTE M. JOHNSTON
City Clerk of the City of Orange




Page 5. CITY COUNCIL MINUTES April 24, 1973

‘ “IN"RE"COUNCIEMAN "SMITH"S "REPURT ON NOTSE PROBLEM = REFRIGERATOR -€ARS-AT- \
WLLA PARK PACKING PLANT: At
Y, Councilman Smith orally reported that we are awaiting State guidelines ‘bﬁu/r
v that are supposed to come out in the middle of April concerning the \ﬁ“ v
\Qoise problem at the Villa Park packing house; that the County of \,1

Oxange is going to set hearings on County ordinances in about two ¢l
wedks and with the Mayor only having one copy of proposed ordinance,

requested the City Manager to obtain a copy for each Councilman to
study}, and indicated he wished to go over same with the people con-
cerned,\so a copy of the proposal should also be obtained for them;
and felt»that legal opinion was needed on the latest laws covering
railroad agrs as far as the Public Utilities Commission is concerned
for City ofi Villa Park and Orange when time for adoption of the noise
ordinance. \

IN RE COUNCILMAN TEMPLE GRANTED LEAVE OF ABSENCE FROM COUNCIL MEETINGS:
Moved by Councilman Smith, seconded by Councilman Hoyt, and duly
adopted, that Couhgilman Temple be excused for four meetings, for
the reason of his unexpected illness; and any necessary confirming
of ordinance adoption to be at that time.

h¥

IN RE AUTHORIZE EXECUTION O?xPROMOTIONAL AGREEMENT - ORANGE LIONETTES:
At the Mayor's request, hhe City Clerk read a request from Orange
Lionettes for promotional”gupport for 1973 in the amount of $3500,

(’/”

IN RE RECESS:

Moved by Councilman Jackman, seconded by Councilman Spmith, and duly
adopted, Council recessed at 8:35 o'clock p.m., the Clerk to obtain
previous records of payment to the Lionettes; and Council reconvened
at 8:47 o'clock p.m.

The Council discussed previous years' arrangements with Lionettes

and the Mayor read previous amounts authorized by City Council as

on record in the City Clerk's office as follows: 1967-68, $1,000, ol
1968-69, $1,000, 1969-70, $7,000 including trip to Japan; 1970-71, - &\'
$3,000; and 1971-72, $3,000. ) H

Discussion followed concerning advisability of obtaining budget
from the Lionettes showing how money is to be spent.

Moved by Councilman Jackman, seconded by Councilman Smith, and duly
adopted, that the request be granted; and authorithion was given

the Mayor and City Clerk, on behalf of the City of Qrange, to execute
an agreement to be drawn by the City Attorney, same belng with the
Orange Lionettes in an amount not to exceed $3500 subject to the
Lionettes to submit written details of their expendltuﬂes and in
future requests a budget outline to be submitted before allocatlons

granted. \
AYES: Councilmen, Hoyt, Jackman, Smith, Perez. NOES: Codgcilmen,
None. ABSENT: Councilmen, Temple. by

&
S,

IN RE CITY MANAGER ANNOUNCEMENT OF LEGISLATIVE CONFERENCE TO BE HELﬁg
The City Manager announced the Legislative Conference for Mayor@\
and Councilmen to be held May 14 through May 16, 1973 at Sacramenhp;
and reminded the Councilmen that public hearings were scheduled by

et City -Council. for May 15 per their previous-requesta .. o . ..

IN RE RESOLUTION NO. 3797 - AUTHORIZE EXECUTION AGREEMENT C771 - EL MODENA-
IRVINE RETARDING BASIN AND DRAINAGE PROJECT:
The Director of Public Works orally reported on the joint Federal,
County, County Flood Control District, and City of Orange project
for the HUD proposed agreement for construction of storm drains
including the El Modena-Irvine retardirng basin for use as a park.

A discussion followed concerning the share for each agency, with the



Page 6. CITY COUNCIL MINUTES April 24, 1973

Director of Public Works indicating amounts as follows:
Orange County Flood Control District - $432,000.00

City of Orange - 149,300.00
County of Orange - 97,400.00
HUD - 678,700.00

TOTAL . . . . e e e $1,357,400.00 for storm drains;
in addition - gradlng of the retardlng ba51n to accomodate public
use of park, City's Share - - $20,000.00;

with the City Attorney indicating there could be some possible
right-of-way costs.

Moved by Councilman Hoyt, seconded by Councilman Smith, and duly
adopted, that Resolution No. 3797 as introduced be adopted, and same
was passed and adopted by the following vote:
AYES: Councilmen, Hoyt, Jackman, Smith, Perez. NOES: Councilmen,
None. ABSENT: Councilmen, Temple. Resolution No. 3797 is entitled:
RESOLUTION NO. 3797

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ORANGE

APPROVING AGREEMENT NO. C771 FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE

EL MODENA-IRVINE RETARDING BASIN AND DRAINAGE PROJECT,

SAID AGREEMENT TO BE EXECUTED BY THE CITY OF ORANGE, THE

COUNTY OF ORANGE, AND THE ORANGE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL

DISTRICT, AND FURTHER AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION THEREOF

BY THE MAYOR AND THE CITY CLERK.

IN-RE-DIREGFOR--OF - PUBLIG - WORK - ORAL- REPORT -ON- MUTUAL - POLICTES -REGARDING

TRAFFIC CIRCULATION AND SEWERS IN VILLA PARK: (UVW

\$he Director of Public Works orally summarized the agreements between
City of Orange and City of Villa Park concerning joint sewer systems
undé@ the Master Plan Drainage and % of City's share - since Villa
Park“&‘incorporation in 1962 forming a separate city to set its own
policy an less density as Orange expanded to the east; serving east
towards Vi}la Park and the Santiago Canyon Road area; responsibility
to construct their own storm drains along with Orange County Flood
Control Dlsf}lct in certain areas; the abandonment of Blueridge
and Hillcrest; " difficulties arising with City of Villa Park not
wishing to accomodate traffic flow in certain portions; the Currey-
Riach development problems concerning access to Featherhill; the
Serrano Irrigation sttrlct strip; currently Taft Avenue and County's
consideration of proszed precise alignment along East Sycamore north
to Walnut Canyon Road tOwards Anaheim; Katella Avenue problems concern-
ing truck load limits; the cost on proposed police-fire protection;
the feasible Engineer soluti@ns between cities - but not between
Councils; & the current tracts development on southwest corner of Taft
and Loma coordinating of constfuctlon of street to match up with

kY

existing roadway. RN

",
The City Attorney generally analyzeduthe situation of abutting property
owners regarding legal rights of accesé to certain streets, but that
same does not normally apply with streets stubbing into streets of

,

another city. kY

Discussion ensued as to City of Villa Park be%gg a member to the Inter-
governmental Coordinating Council of Orange County and the Arterial
Highway Finance Program part in solving street pfs?lems.

5
Moved by Councilman Smith, seconded by Councilman Ho?t, and duly
adopted, that the oral report as presented by Director® of Public Works
be received.

IN RE PROPOSED ZONE CHANGE IN CITY OF VILLA PARK - CONTINUED T0" THIS PORTION
OF THE AGENDA:

The matter of Villa Park's proposed zone change being contlnued to

this portion of the Agenda, it was moved by Councilman Hoyt, seconded

by Councilman Jackman, and duly adopted, that suggest we have our City

Planner attend the next meeting of Villa Park Council and express A
—w~—desires.of-this..Council .that we.do.not object. to.their changing .

%
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ORANGE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT

400 CIVIC CENTER DRIVE WEST
SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA

MAILING ADDRESS:

H. G. OSBORNE TELEPHONE: 834-2300 P. O. BOX 1078
CHIEF ENGINEER AREA CODE 714 SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA 92702
(-‘Irg‘ﬂr I e ﬁq-? .\\vgw-r-‘
APR 19 1973 ate No.L: FO7BOLIGO ¢
EvEIVE 1
Mr. Gifford Miller, City Manager i
City of Orange ép§31~g1973
P. 0. Box 449 AN
Orange, California 92669 7.8‘9J0111m1 2 3 4 5 6
Dear Sir: A

We have been advised by the Federal Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment (HUD) that the grant application for the El Modena~Irvine Retarding
Basin and Drainage Project has been approved in an amount not to exceed
$678,700. Shortly the district will be entering an agreement with HUD for the
administration of the HUD funds.

Ve Locally, the next step in this project is the execution of an agreement
between the flood control district, the County of Orange, and the City of Orange
for the sharing of the local agency costs and the administration of the con-
struction project. Pursuant to the August 8, 1972 authorization of the Board
of Supervisors we have prepared the enclosed agreement which is submitted for
consideration and approval by your City Council.

Pursuant to the Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended, an environ-~
mental impact report was prepared and both the city and county planning com-
missions have acted favorably upon it.

Plans and special provisions for the proposed construction are nearing
completion. We have a target of May 8, 1973 for submittal to the Board of Super-
visors for adoption and authorization to advertise for construction bids, presum~
ing that there will be no delays in processing of the separate agreement between
HUD and the flood control district. If your staff has any questions regarding
the project, they may contact Mr. Robert K. Wolf directly at 834-~6113. Mr. Wolf
will be discussing the detailed plans with your city engineer well in advance of
the May 8 target date for approval.

If the enclosed agreement is satisfactory, all four copies should be execut-
ed by the city and returned to this office along with two certified copies of the
council resolution approving the agreement. Upon execution by our board, a fully
executed copy will be returned for your files.

Very truly yours,

CITY OF ORANGE H. G. Osborne, Chief Engineer
CXT’Y ~1 Ffﬂ‘n: o R
R} i By - ;/ ' ’é//’ﬂrv
I PR 201973 | C. R. Nelson, Assistant Chief Engineer
Encl aM

pre -
7,890,020 142,33, 1.3(/\?‘/‘




