
  

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
 

FOR THE 

 

Lower Provo River 
Aeration System Project 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  
 

 

RFP and Contracting Agency  
Central Utah Water Conservancy District 

1426 E. 750 N. Ste 400 

Orem, UT 84097-5474 

 

 

 

 

November 28, 2022



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This Page Intentionally Left Blank



  

Page - 1 

 

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
The Central Utah Water Conservancy District (District), the U.S. Department of the Interior, Central Utah 
Project Completion Act Office (Interior), and the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation 
Commission (Mitigation Commission), as Joint Lead Agencies (JLAs), announce a Request for Proposals 
(RFP) for the Lower Provo River Aeration System Project (Project). The Project will be completed in two 
phases – Phase I Data Collection and Piloting and Phase II Design. The JLAs are seeking a qualified 
consultant to provide professional services for data collection and in the development and execution of a 
piloting program (Phase I). The proposals should only consider Phase I objectives as described herein. 
The District will be the lead for this RFP and the contracting agency for the Project.  

Project Background 
The Project is needed to manage the dissolved oxygen levels in the lower Provo River. It is part of the 
larger Provo River Delta Restoration Project (PRDRP) currently under construction near Provo City, Utah 
County, Utah (Figure 1 at the end of this RFP). 

Provo River Delta Restoration Project 
The Provo River Delta Restoration Project (PRDRP) has been developed over the past decade 
through efforts by the June Sucker Recovery Implementation Program (JSRIP) and its member 
entities to investigate and determine the actions needed to recover the June sucker. The PRDRP is 
needed to facilitate recovery of the June sucker (Chasmistes liorus) in Utah Lake by restoring 
habitat conditions essential for spawning, hatching, larval transport, rearing, and recruitment 
(Figure 2). June sucker occur naturally only in Utah Lake and its tributaries and is listed as 
threatened under the Endangered Species Act (16 USC 1531 et seq.). A Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (Final EIS) and subsequent Records of Decisions (RODs) were completed as 
part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for the PRDRP. The Final EIS for the 
PRDRP was issued in April 2015. The RODs were signed by both Interior and the Mitigation 
Commission on May 26, 2015. 

The approved action as part of the PRDRP includes restoring a more natural river/lake interface 
of the lower Provo River and Utah Lake and reestablish essential rearing habitat for June sucker. 
This rearing habitat would support juvenile June sucker until they are capable of surviving in the 
larger open water environment of Utah Lake. The lower Provo River channel would be split so 
that the main flow would be directed into a restored river delta area (north of the existing lower 
Provo River), promoting the development of a diverse, vegetated aquatic environment capable of 
supporting young‐of‐year and juvenile June sucker and other aquatic life. This natural area would 
also provide a variety of public recreation opportunities. A portion of the river’s flow would 
always be directed into the existing lower Provo River channel in order to continue to support 
existing recreational uses and aesthetic values of the existing river corridor. As part of the NEPA 
process and approvals of the RODs, the JLAs committed to improve water quality in the existing 
lower Provo River by providing an aeration system within the existing channel. 

June Sucker Recovery 
The Mitigation Commission is responsible for mitigating the impacts to fish and wildlife that 
resulted from construction of the Central Utah Project (CUP) and other federal Reclamation 
projects in Utah. As part of its mitigation activities, the Mitigation Commission participates in the 
JSRIP. June sucker is a threatened fish species associated with Utah Lake and its tributaries, 
mainly the Provo River and Hobble Creek. June suckers spend most of their life cycle in Utah 
Lake and spawns in the lake’s rivers and tributaries. The species was listed under the Endangered 
Species Act (1973) as endangered in 1986. 
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Recreational Uses of Existing Lower Provo River 
The local community extensively uses the existing lower Provo River channel and corridor in the 
project area for varied recreation activities including fishing. A paved multi-use trail is located on 
top of the northern levee that constitutes the river’s north bank. This section of the Provo River 
Parkway Trail receives heavy recreational use for activities including walking, jogging, and 
biking. A campground and a ropes course/canoe rental business are located on the south side of 
the river within the project area. As part of the PRDRP, new recreational amenities including 
non-motorized boat launches, fishing platforms, and interpretive features will be constructed 
along the existing channel. 

Existing Lower Provo River Channel Water Quality 
The existing lower Provo River channel is influenced by the backwater effect of Utah Lake and 
becomes stagnant when river flows are low (Figure 4). Poor water quality during low streamflow 
conditions has led to fish kills and odor problems in the past and has impacted recreational and 
aesthetic uses of the existing channel. During dry years when stream flows are low, minimum 
dissolved oxygen levels are not met during extended periods of the hot summer months and levels 
sometimes drop below the lethal limits reported in the scientific literature for most fish species. 
Water temperature also commonly exceeds the state standard (20 degrees C) during these 
conditions for cold water fisheries. 

A 2014 sediment oxygen demand (SOD) study completed within the project area indicates that 
the upper portion of the lake-influenced reach has the highest SOD and that SOD decreases 
downstream. This finding indicates that the watershed is contributing the majority of organic 
matter causing high SOD, and that local leaf litter is much less significant. Watershed 
contributors to poor water quality include untreated stormwater runoff, water temperature 
increases due to degraded riparian conditions, accumulation of sediment on the stream bottom 
leading to high SOD, and the flat channel gradient downstream of the fish weir that causes the 
river/lake interface to be stagnant. Nutrient sources causing water quality impairment are not well 
quantified at this time and are likely dynamically adjusting to variable inputs and/or anoxic 
sediments as described in the phosphorus cycle. 

Calculated residence times for water in the lower Provo River is approximately 4.6 days, for the 
most stagnant conditions evaluated (high lake level of 4,489 feet and river flow of 10 cfs). Even 
with a short residence time, the lower Provo River currently experiences dissolved oxygen sags 
due to a combination of high SOD and phytoplankton blooms when flows become low during the 
hot summer months. The naturally aerated river water in the steeper, more swiftly flowing 
portions of the lower Provo River upstream of the fish weir (see Figure 4) does not adequately 
aerate the deep stagnant water downstream of the weir, especially when flows are at their annual 
low levels. The majority of the lower Provo River and existing river/lake interface is protected by 
levees on both sides of the channel and lined with tall mature trees. The water in this stagnant 
portion of the river/lake interface is well shaded and protected from the wind. Shading from the 
tall trees is a positive influence on water temperatures, but the lack of wind in the confined 
channel does not allow for diffusion and physical reoxygenation via wave action. More 
information about existing water quality in Provo River and the SOD study report can be found in 
the Water Quality Technical Memorandum prepared for the Provo River Delta Restoration 
Environmental Impact Statement. A copy of this report can be found 
https://www.cuwcd.com/aerationproject. 

PRDRP Alterations to Channel Conditions 
One component of the PRDRP will involve the construction of a small dam approximately 360 
feet downstream from the Center Street Bridge, at the downstream end of the aeration project area 
(see Figure 3). This dam will enable water levels in the lower existing channel to be controlled at 
a stable water elevation of about 4,489 feet, creating a linear “pond” approximately 8,200 feet 
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(1.6 miles) long and averaging about 80 feet wide and 6 feet deep. The small dam will include an 
outlet to release stream flows to Utah Lake. 

Another component of the PRDRP will involve modifying the upper reach of the existing Provo 
River channel between the delta diversion structure and the upstream extent of the ponding 
influence of the downstream dam (see Figure 3). This area is envisioned as a riparian area with a 
small river channel. Modifications will include streambank work to narrow the channel and 
installation of riparian plantings. The JLAs anticipate the completion of the diversion structure by 
the summer of 2023 and the delivery of flows as outlined in the Table 1 below. 

PRDRP Alterations to Flow 
With construction of the PRDRP, the existing lower Provo River channel will remain in place, 
but flows in the existing channel will be substantially altered. The majority of stream flow will be 
diverted into the restored delta complex to the north and no longer delivered to the existing 
channel. However, to help maintain the existing channel and its recreational uses after the 
PRDRP is implemented, the project will provide a portion of the overall river flow to the existing 
channel. The provided flow will typically be 10 cfs, with possible occasional shorter-duration 
periods of higher flows up to a maximum of 50 cfs. During the hot summer months when oxygen 
levels are of greatest concern, the provided flow is expected to be 10 cfs. 

Despite this provided streamflow, it is anticipated that dissolved oxygen levels in the existing 
channel may not meet the target values of 5 to 6 mg/L during the hottest summer months. 
Therefore, the EIS and Records of Decision include a commitment to install an aeration system. 

Table 1 Lower Provo River Flows Diverted into the Existing Channel  

FLOW 
CONDITIONS 

EXISTING LOWER 
PROVO RIVER 

CHANNEL FLOWS 
DESCRIPTION 

Normal 10 cfs 
Normal flow conditions will be used the majority of time in the lower Provo River. Ten cfs 
will be diverted into the existing lower Provo River channel providing a constant flow year-
round. The remainder of the Provo River flow will be diverted to the new delta. 

High Maximum of 50 cfs 

High flow conditions may be needed when the existing lower Provo River channel requires 
maintenance. A maximum of 50 cfs will be diverted into the existing lower Provo River 
channel for 2-3 days once every year or less. This flow condition is needed when 
stakeholders (e.g., June Sucker Flow Workgroup, Utah Lake State Park, Provo City) 
determine that higher flows are needed for existing channel maintenance or for the small 
downstream dam. The JLAs do not anticipate running high flows very often. 

Low Less than 10 cfs 

Low flow conditions may occur for several reasons: 

 Utah Lake levels are high and flooding could be exacerbated by diversions into the 
existing lower Provo River. 

 June sucker larval levels in the existing channel exceed the level outlined in the 
Biological Opinion. Flow reductions would be limited to a 4-hour period nightly for 
approximately 3 weeks during the larval drift period (typically occurs between late May 
and early July). 

 Maintenance on the diversion structure would require flow deliveries to temporarily 
cease. Such reductions in flow are expected to be brief and rare, and any decisions to 
temporarily reduce flow deliveries would be made in coordination with the June Sucker 
Flow Work Group, Provo City, Utah County, and Utah Lake State Park. 
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Overall Project Objectives 
The goal of the Project is to identify (Phase I) and design (Phase II) an aeration system sufficient to meet 
5-6 mg/l DO levels at all times in the 1.6-mile reach of the lower Provo River. The JLAs have determined 
that the best approach is to enter into a contract with a qualified consultant that will continue data 
collection and develop and execute a piloting program to determine the preferred method (mechanical 
aeration is assumed to be the best means to increase DO levels in the lower Provo River). The Overall 
Project Objectives are listed below: 

 Identify an aeration system that will maintain DO levels between 5.0-6.0 mg/L during system 
operation. 

o The JLAs anticipate that the selected consultant would develop and execute a piloting 
program to assist in the selection of the preferred mechanical aeration system to 
ultimately be installed. 

 The aeration system must oxygenate the river bottom sediments and promote aerobic microbial 
activity such that the existing layer of organic matter and “muck” on the streambed is lessened. 

 An aeration system that produces a well-mixed water column. 

 An aeration system that is economical, energy-efficient, and incorporates the flexibility to deliver 
variable air flow depending on aeration demand. 

 An aeration system that is unobtrusive and secure from vandalism. 

 The in-water components of the aeration system that have few moving parts and would be 
unlikely to create underwater snags that could be problematic for use of the river for fishing or 
non-motorized boating. 

 Aeration system components that are sturdy, durable, do not easily crack or break, and are able to 
withstand the range of air and water temperatures anticipated in the project area. 

 Required system maintenance (which may be completed either in-house or by Contractor) is 
infrequent, convenient, and expeditious. 

 An aeration system that includes redundancy/back-up/fail-safe measures to ensure that any 
system down-time due to issues such as power outage or equipment malfunction is 
minimized/limited, and that oxygen consequences are minimal and short-lived. 

Once the aeration system is constructed, DO conditions will continue to be monitored to assess its 
effectiveness and to inform decisions regarding its operation. The District will operate and maintain the 
aeration system. 
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Project Phases 
The JLAs have determined that the best approach to the successful delivery of an aeration system to meet 
the Project goals listed above is to divide the Project into Phases: Phase I - Data Collection and Piloting 
and Phase II – Design and Implementation. 

Phase I – Data Collection and Piloting 
Proposals should only include information about their approach to 
meeting the Project Objective listed above and Phase I. Phase II will 
not be considered in this evaluation. 

Phase I has been divided into two Tasks described below: 

Task 1: Provide an Update to the PRDRP Water Quality Technical Memorandum (2015) 
and Analyze and Collect Water Quality Data 

 Update PRDRP Water Quality Technical Memorandum to include an analysis of the 
water quality data collected in 2022 

o Compile and analyze DO and water temperature data collected by the District. 
This data has been collected at three locations along the lower Provo River, with 
data being recorded every five minutes. The District has collected DO and 
temperature data on the lower Provo River since the Spring of 2022. It is 
anticipated that the selected consultant would take over the data collection. The 
consultant may suggest additional data collection if it helps meet the Overall 
Project Objectives and assist with piloting results. The DO data should be 
evaluated based on ambient air temperatures, water temperature, flow rates, and 
other information that will be useful in determining the best approach for 
developing a piloting program. 

 Based on the analysis of the 2022 data and in collaboration with the JLAs, prepare and 
implement a 2023 water quality data collection plan. The 2023 data collection may entail 
collection of additional data parameters and/or different monitoring locations. It should 
be designed to evaluate the effectiveness of the aeration technique(s) piloted during 2023 
in meeting project objectives. 

Deliverables for Task 1: 

 Provide an update to the Water Quality Technical Memorandum that includes: 

o A summary and analysis of the existing data with recommendations for future 
data collection as part of the piloting project. 

o Detailed pilot project design (see Task 2) and data collection needs. 

Task 2: Design and Implement Pilot Program 

The JLAs anticipate the DO levels in the lower Provo River will continue to be problematic and 
that an aeration system is needed to increase it, reduce algal blooms, improve aesthetics, and 
maintain the fishery. The selected consultant will prepare an aeration piloting program to be 
operated in the summer months of 2023. The piloting program will assist the selected consultant 
in their recommendation to the JLAs of the preferred technology of an aeration system. 

 Based on the results of Task 1 water quality data analysis and in collaboration with 
JLAs, design a pilot program to deploy and pilot-test one or more aeration techniques 
during summer 2023. Possible technologies may include: 

o Instream and Side Stream 
 Aspirating Aerator 
 Ceramic Diffusers 
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 Mazzei Injectors 
o Side-stream U-tube 
o BioHaven Floating Islands 
o Other technologies identified by selected consultant in collaboration with JLAs 

 Analyze the relative effectiveness of the piloted technique(s) in meeting the Overall 
Project Objectives. For each proposed aeration system evaluated, the analysis should 
include: 

o Cost estimate including installation costs 
o Number of sites needed for aeration and the location of where they should be 

placed along the lower Provo River 
o Maintenance requirements 
o Effectiveness for achieving and maintaining 5 – 6 mg/l DO in the lower Provo 

River 
o Power requirements 
o Right-of-way needs and access 

 Describe the water quality data collection and analysis results, summarizes the results of 
the pilot-testing program, and recommends a preferred aeration system technology. 

Deliverables for Task 2: 

 Technical memorandum with detailed results of the pilot program, summary, and 
recommendations in PDF format. The memorandum shall include: 
o Water quality data collected during pilot project in MS Excel format. 
o Map of proposed aeration system detailing location of power connections and 

aeration features. 
o Information listed above (e.g., cost estimate, number of sites). 

Phase 2 – Aeration System Design 
Upon completion of Phase I, the JLAs anticipate moving immediately into Phase II – Design with 
the selected consultant which is anticipated to begin in the Fall of 2023. However, the JLAs 
reserve the right to initiate a separate solicitation and selection process for Phase II if desired. The 
scoring of proposals received will not include Phase II. 

Relevant Documents and Other Information 
Website for the Provo River Delta Restoration Project 

https://www.provoriverdelta.us 
 
Website for the Lower Provo River Aeration Project 

https://www.cuwcd.com/aerationproject   
 
The following documents are available on the Project website 

 Provo River Delta Restoration Project – Final EIS and RODs 
 PRDRP – Water Quality Technical Memorandum 
 PRDRP Categorical Exclusion 2022 
 Lower Provo River Bathymetry Data and Digital Elevation Model 

(to be provided to the selected contractor. Bathymetry images shown in Figure 5) 
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RFP and Project Schedule 
The following is the RFP and the anticipated Project schedule: 

RFP Advertised ............................................................................. Monday, November 28, 2022 

RFP Released ................................................................................ Monday, November 28, 2022 

Mandatory Pre-Proposal Site Visit ......................................... Monday, December 12, 2022 

Proposals Due .............................................................. 4:00 PM, Thursday, January 5, 2023 

Consultant Presentation (optional) .................................................. Thursday, January 19, 2023 

*Approval to Award Phase I Contract ......................................... Wednesday, January 25, 2023 

Phase I – Data Collection and Piloting ....................................... Winter 2022/2023 – Fall 2023 

Phase II – Design ................................................................................. Fall 2023 – Winter 2024 

* District Board of Trustee’s Meeting 

The JLAs reserve the right to cancel, delay, or postpone award of project for any reason that it deems 
necessary and in its best interest. 

Mandatory Pre-Proposal Site Visit 
To be considered responsive to this request, interested consultants must be represented at a pre-proposal 
site visit on Monday, December 12, 2022 at 10:00 A.M. The site visit will start at Alligator Park directly 
north of the lower Provo River and accessed from Boat Harbor Drive (see map inset and directions 
below). Attendance at the meeting is mandatory for those consultants wishing to submit proposals. 
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Content of the Proposal 
The following summarizes the scope of work to be accomplished, scoring and selection criteria, and the 
nature of the proposal requested.  

1. Cover Letter (not counted towards proposal page limit) 

2. Project Team and Key Personnel 

a. Introduction of consulting firm 

i. Description of relevant experience related to DO and aeration systems 

ii. Capabilities of the Project Team and experience 

iii. Availability of Key Personnel 

b. Provide Project organization chart with names and titles of project team members, 
experience, and availability 

i. Specifically identify Key Personnel and their roles, who would be assigned to the 
project, including qualifications, experience, and background of each. If selected, 
Key Personnel identified in the responding proposal may not be changed 
without the advance, written approval of the District.  

c. Name and show any subconsultants on the organization chart 

d. Location of consultant office(s) 

3. Project Team’s Experience with Addressing Dissolved Oxygen Issues 

a. Discuss and describe understanding of the Project 

b. Identify previous projects and key personnel who worked on these projects 

i. How are the previous projects related to the Lower Provo River Aeration Project 

ii. Specifically identify relevant projects. Only projects on which Key Personnel 
were participants should be listed. Projects may be listed for participants 
when they were working for a firm different from their current firm. 

c. Provide examples of how key issues were identified and evaluated 

d. Describe the Project Team’s experience with developing an aeration piloting program for 
DO 

i. Identify the key issues the Project Team anticipates with the execution of a 
piloting program 

ii. Identify potential concerns and how the Project Team would overcome them 

4. Phase I - Data Collection and Piloting 

a. Describe the Project Team’s approach to data collection 

i. Identify other water quality parameters that should be collected in preparation for 
piloting 

b. Describe methods and approach for completing the Project 

c. List Project Team’s previous experience with a piloting program 

d. List Project Team’s previous experience with various aeration system techniques 

e. Provide references (e.g., piloting name, name of contact person, phone number(s), 
email(s)) for to piloting program executed by the Team 
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5. Schedule 

a. Discuss any critical schedule issues and possible items that could impact the Project 
schedule 

b. Describe potential risks and issues that may delay the completion of the Project 

6. Resumes (provide in an appendix to the proposal. Resumes are not counted towards the proposal 
page count) 

a. Provide key personnel resumes in an appendix to the proposal 

Proposal Submission  
To be responsive to this RFP, interested consultants must submit eight (8) copies of their proposal no later 
than 4:00 P.M., on Thursday, January 5, 2023. In addition, a digital copy in portable document file 
(PDF) format must be provided on an unencrypted USB flash drive. The written proposal shall not exceed 
12 single-side pages in length, not including the cover letter, or resumes. Fonts shall be 10-point or 
greater. Electronic PDF files must be organized similarly to the hard copy submittal and wherever 
possible, should be generated electronically directly from the native document software rather than 
scanned copies. Proposals should be addressed to: 

Central Utah Water Conservancy District 
1426 E 750 N, Suite 400 
Orem, Utah 84097-5474 
Attn: Chris Elison, P.E., Engineering Manager 

email: chrise@cuwcd.com 
phone: (801) 960-5373 
 

Consultants are instructed not to have any direct or indirect communications with any of the selection 
team members. Further, if in this selection process, you are contacted directly or indirectly regarding this 
selection process by any of the selection team, or otherwise identify any possible conflict of interest that 
you might have, you must inform Chris Elison immediately. This is necessary to preserve the integrity of 
the competitive process and to avoid delays of this critical project. 

RFP Contact 
Inquiries regarding this RFP should be directed, in writing, to Chris Elison (contact information provided 
above). 

Any unsolicited communication (from your firm or anyone on behalf of your firm) 
concerning this RFP to any employee, trustee, or officer of the JLAs not listed as 
the RFP contact before the award of contract is grounds for disqualification from 
this procurement. 

Minimum Qualifications 
The Consultant and the Consultant’s team shall be capable of providing all professional services as 
described in this RFP specifically to Phase I of the Project and maintain those capabilities until 
notification that the Consultant’s proposal was unsuccessful or, if the proposal is successful, until the 
project has been successfully completed. Exclusion of any service needed for the project may serve as 
cause for rejection of the proposal. 

Cost Proposal 
Consulting firms will be required to prepare and submit at the same time as their proposal a cost estimate 
for Phase I work only. The cost estimate should only include the collection of data, development and 
execution of a piloting program, and coordination with the JLAs (assume a coordination meeting 
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twice a month). It’s anticipated that Phase II would be awarded to the selected contractor in the Fall of 
2023 after completion of Phase I. 

The cost estimate must be sealed in a separate envelope. The cost estimate is for the Phase I services 
described as part of the Project. A PDF cost estimate is not required. Only the top-ranked firm’s cost 
estimate will be opened after the selection process is complete based on qualifications. The cost estimate 
will then be reviewed by the JLAs and used as a basis for contract negotiations. The cost estimate will not 
be used in the consultant selection process. 

Selection Process 
The selection committee will review and evaluate the submitted proposals and will rank each on a set of 
predetermined criteria. The consultant selection will be based on the information exclusively in the 
submitted proposals and the JLAs reserve the right to select the most qualified firm from the submitted 
proposals. However, if the selection committee determines that consultant presentations are needed to 
determine final rankings, then presentations will be included in the selection process for those consulting 
firms with the highest ranked written proposals. Final rankings will be determined by the selection 
committee members’ scores from the written proposals and consultant presentations (if needed). 
Consulting firms selected to provide presentations are required to meet with the selection committee on 
Thursday, January 19, 2023, the date set for the consultant presentation (if needed). A consulting firm 
will be considered non-responsive if they are asked to give a presentation but are unable. Presentations 
will be no more than 30 minutes consisting of a 20-minute presentation by the consultant team followed 
by 10 minutes of questions. 

If the selection committee determines presentation are necessary, project-specific topics will be provided 
to each team that is invited to give a presentation. Proposal scores will be carried over and will be 
weighted at 30% of the final score. The remaining 70% of the final score will be based on the interview. 
More specific information will be provided to those consulting firms selected to give a presentation. 

Evaluation of Proposals 

The selection committee will evaluate submitted proposals based upon the qualifications presented and 
the selection criteria set forth by the selection committee. The selection criteria are shown below: 

SCORING CRITERIA 
POSSIBLE 

POINTS 

Describe the Project Team’s qualifications, experience, and availability 

- Identify the Project Manager and his/her availability for the Project 

- Identify other key members, their roll, and availability 

- Provide a Project Team Organization Chart 

- Discuss logistics (office location) and collaboration efforts relating to how the 
Project Team will successfully complete the Project 

- Describe the Project Teams understanding of the PRDRP 

30 
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SCORING CRITERIA 
POSSIBLE 

POINTS 

Describe the Project Team’s experience with water quality issues 

- Discuss and describe understanding of the Project 

- Identify previous projects and key personnel who worked on these projects 

- Provide examples of how key issues were identified and evaluated 

- Describe the Project Team’s experience with developing and executing a 
piloting program for DO. Provide references for a piloting program executed 
by the Project Team. 

30 

Phase I – Data Collection and Piloting 

- Describe the Project Team’s approach to data collection and identify what 
other water quality parameters to collect 

- Describe methods and approach for completing the Project 

- Identify the key issues the Project Team anticipates with the execution of a 
piloting program and discuss how the Project Team would overcome them 

30 

Project Schedule 

- Discuss any critical schedule issues and possible items that could impact the 
Project schedule 

- Describe potential risks and issues that may delay the completion of the 
Project 

10 

TOTAL POINTS POSSIBLE 100 

 

Accuracy of Proposals and Other 
All proposals will be relied upon to be true and accurate. The selection committee will rely on this 
information when evaluating each submission by the criteria listed in the Evaluation Process and Award 
of Contract sections below. Any proposal failing to clearly present all the requested information or failing 
to be in the requested format may be considered non-responsive and rejected. 

In accordance with Utah State Law, proposals are a public record and are subject to public review upon 
request. However, a firm may request that any part of its proposal be designated as a protected record and 
not available for public release by complying with the requirements of §63G-2-309(1), Utah Code 
Annotated. To do this, firms must provide the JLAs with a written claim of business confidentiality and a 
concise statement of reasons supporting this claim. This information must be submitted together with the 
proposal to be considered. 

The JLAs reserve the right to request a firm clarify any part of the submitted proposal. Response to such 
requests must be made in writing and will become part of the proposal. Supplementary information and 
materials received after the deadline, that are not expressly solicited by the JLAs, will not be considered 
in the evaluation. All firm proposals, including electronic media, will become and remain property of the 
JLAs. 

Evaluation Process 
The evaluation process will be in compliance with State of Utah procurement code requirements 
and procedures. To determine which proposal provides the best qualified services, the selection 
committee shall evaluate the proposals submitted in conformance with the applicable 
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requirements of the Utah Procurement Code, using a staged evaluation process authorized by 
§63G-6a-710, Utah Code Annotated, as follows:  

Stage 1: The selection committee will review all proposals that are received in a timely 
manner. Proposals that are non-responsive, or do not comply with the requirements of 
this RFP and the requested submission format, will be eliminated from consideration. A 
written notice will be sent to those responders who are eliminated from consideration, 
and the responder’s sealed cost proposal will be returned with the notice. 

Stage 2: The selection committee will evaluate proposals that are not eliminated in Stage 
1 in accordance with the selection criteria found in the Evaluation of Proposals listed 
above. The top-ranked proposals based on the selection criteria scoring will be designated 
as finalists and will move on to Stage 3. A written notice will be sent to those responders 
who are eliminated from consideration after step 2, and the responder’s sealed cost 
proposal will be returned with the notice. 

Stage 3: If needed, presentations may be conducted with responders who were not 
eliminated in Stage 1 or Stage 2. The presentations will be conducted in person on 
Thursday, January 19, 2023. The scores awarded under Stage 2 may be adjusted, if 
justified. If presentations are deemed unnecessary, proposals may be accepted without a 
presentation. A written notice will be sent to those responders who are eliminated from 
consideration after step 3, and the responder’s sealed cost proposal will be returned with 
the notice. 

Stage 4: After the adjustments described in Stage 3 are made, their cost proposal will be 
opened and reviewed, and the top ranked finalist will be notified.   

Award of Contract 
After the selection committee has reviewed all proposals and selected the most qualified 
consulting firm based on qualifications, the District, in coordination with Interior and the 
Mitigation Commission, will immediately enter into negotiations with that firm in order to 
prepare a draft agreement. If an agreement cannot be reached, the JLAs will immediately enter 
negotiations with the second most qualified firm. Once an agreement has been negotiated it will 
be presented to the District Board of Trustees for approval. Upon approval from the Board, the 
selected consulting firm will be notified. The firms not selected will also be notified. 
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Figure 1 Provo River Delta Restoration Project location map.
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Figure 2 Overview of PRDRP features. 
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Figure 3 Map of lower Provo River aeration reach. 
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Figure 4 Lower Provo River water quality data and illustration of stagnant conditions/lake backwater effect. 
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Figure 5 Bathymetry map of the Lower Provo River.
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