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RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the following two contract award resolutions:

1) Resolution awarding a construction contract to Beliveau Engineering Contractor, Inc., the
lowest responsive, responsible bidder, in accordance with plans and specifications for the
rehabilitation of sanitary sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station (Project No. C267640)
and with contractor’s bid in the amount of One Hundred Eighty Thousand One Hundred
Dollars ($180,100.00)

2) Resolution rejecting all bids, waiving further advertising and competitive bidding, and
authorizing the City Administrator, or Designee, to negotiate with bidders and execute a
construction contract for the rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in the area bounded by Park

. Boulevard, Hollywood Avenue, Sunnyhills Road, and Brighton Avenue (Project No.
(C329143) in an amount up to Two Million Five Hundred Seventy- Six Thousand Fifty-
Three Dollars ($2,576,053.00) ‘

~

OUTCOME

Approval of these resolutions will authorize the City Administrator to execute a construction
contract with Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc. in the amount of $180,100.00 and to reject
all bids received for the rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in the atea bounded by Park Boutevard,
Hollywood Avenue, Sunnyhills Road, and Brighton Avenue (Project No. C329143), waive
further competitive bidding and authorize the City Administrator to negotiate with bidders and
execute a construction contract in an amount up to $2,576,053.00. An explanation for the
recommendations are provided in the ‘Analysis’ section of this report. The work to be
completed under these projects is part of the City’s annual Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation
program and is required under a Consent Decree entered into between the City, and

Item:
Public Works Committee
February 10, 2015



John A. Flores, Interim City Administrator
Subject. Rehab of Sanitary Sewers
Date: January 5, 2015 Page 2

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The work is located in Council Districts 2, 3, and 5 as
shown in Aftachment A1 and A2.

BACKGROUND/LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

1. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station (Project No.
C267640): The proposed work consists, in general, of removal of the existing sanitary
sewer pumps, excavation, dewatering, shoring and installation of a pre-engineered and
pre-fabricated complete pump station system with associated electrical and alarm
systems, precast holding tank, and other items of work.

On November 6, 2014, the City Clerk received two bids for this project in the amount of
$180,100.00 and $191,000.00. Beliveau Engineering Contractor, Inc. is deemed the
lowest responsive and responsible bidder and therefore is recommended for the award.
The Engineer’s estimate for the work is $170,250.00.

Company Bid Amount
Engineer’s Estimate $170,250.00
Beliveau Engineering Contractor, Inc. $180,100.00- '
Bay Construction $191,000.00

2.: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Park Boulevard,
Hollywood Avenue, Sunnyhills Road, and Brighton Avenue (Project No. C329143):
The proposed work consists, in general, of the rehabilitation of 16,727 linear feet of -
existing sanitary sewer pipes by pipe-expanding method; rehabilitating sewer structures;
reconnecting house connecting sewers; and other work speaﬁcally shown on the project
plans or included in the Special Provisions.

On November 6, 2014; the City Clerk received three bids for this project in the amount. of
$2,576,053.00, $2,737,081.00 and $2,980,828.00. Andes Construction, Inc. was the
lowest bidder but its trucking subcontractor had an expired City of Oakland trucking
certification. The trucking required for this project accounts for 0.1% of the project and
is considered insignificant to the total project cost. Further, the trucking subcontractor has
since renewed its trucking certification. Staff has consulted with the Contract
Compliance Office and the City Attorney, and recommends the City Counclil reject all
bids, waive further competitive bidding and authorize the City Administrator to negotiate
with bidders, starting with Andes Construction, Inc., and execute a construction in the
amount of Two Million Five Hundred Seventy- Six Thousand Fifty-Three Dallars
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" (32,576,053.00). The Engineer’s estimate for the work is $2,531,165.00. It is anticipated
this negotiation will result in a contract fully compliant with City Programs and for the
amount originally bid.

Company - Bid Amount

Engineerjs Estimate $2,531,165.00

Andes Construction, Inc. $2,576,053.00

Pacific Trenchless, Inc. $2,7§7,081 00

J. Howard Engineering $2,980,828.00
ANALYSIS

Adoption of these resolutions will allow the City Administrator or designee to execute a
construction contract with Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc., and to negotiate a-
construction contract with Andes Construction, Inc., for sewer rehabilitation at various locations
as follows:

1. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station (Project No.
C€267640): Under the proposed contract with Beliveau Engineering Contractor, Inc., the
Local Business Enterprise/Small Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) participation
will be 68.97%, which exceeds the City’s 50% LBE/SLBE requirement. The contractor
shows (100%) for L/SLBE. Trucking participation, exceeding the 50% requirement. The
contractor 1s required to have 50% of the work hours performed by Oakland residents,
and 50% of all new hires are to be Oakland residents. The LBE/SLBE information has
been verified by the Social Equity Division of the Department of Contracting and
Purchasing, and is shown in Attachment CI.

Construction is scheduled to begin in March 2015 and should be completed by May
2015. The contract specifies $1,000.00 in liquidated damages per calendar day if the
contract is not completed within 45 working days. The project schediile is shown in
Attachment B. /

2. Sewers in the area bounded by Park Boulevard, HoHywood Avenue, SunnyHills
Road, and Brighton Avenue (Project No. C329143): Under a contract with Andes
Construction, Inc., the apparent low bidder, the Local Business Enterprise/Small Local
Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) participation will be 92.97%, which exceeds the City’s
50% LBE/SLBE requiremen}. The contractor will also have 100% L/SLBE trucking
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participation exceeding the 50% requirement. The trucking subcontractor did not have its
trucking certification but has since renewed. The contractor is required to have 50% of
the work hours performed by Oakland residents, and 50% of all new hires are to be
Oakland residents. The LBE/SLBE information has been verified by the Social Equity
Division of the Department of Contracting and Purchasing, and is shown in Attachment
C2.

Construction is scheduled to begin in March 2015 and should be completed by August
2015. The contract specifies $1,000.00 in liquidated damages per calendar day if the
contract is not completed within 120 working days. The project schedule is shown in
Attachment B. ‘ '

Rebidding project C329143 will incur additional time and cost. The project is mandated
by the Regional East Bay Sewer Consent Decree of 2014. The re-bid process will
compress the completion time and possibly affect meeting the Sewer Consent Decree
deadlines. The trucking required for this project accounts for 0.1% of the project and is
considered insignificant to the total project cost. As a result, staff recommends that it is in
the best interest of the City to reject all bids and waive farther advertising and competitive
bidding requirements in accordance with the Oakland Municipal Code Section 2.04.050 .
[5, and authorize the City Administrator to negotiate and execute a construction contract
in a timely manner.
The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) mandates the reduction of sanitary sewer flows
during storm events. These projects are part of the City-witde program to improve pipe conditions
and reduce wet weather peak flows in sanitary sewer system. Staff has reviewed the submitted
bids for the work and has determined that the bids are reasonable for the eurrent construction
climate. ‘

PUBLIC OUTREACH/INTEREST

The Home Owner Associations, Merchants Associations and residents in easements area have
been notified in writing about this project. During construction, notifications will be sent to
residents and businesses in advance of construction with information about planned construction
activities, schedule, and the contact information.
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COORDINATION

The work to be done under these contracts was coordinated with:
e QOakland Public Works — Bureau of Infrastructure and Operations
e (QOakland Public Works — Paving Program
e In addition, the following reviewed this report and resolutions:
o Office of the City Attormey
o City Budget Office
o Contracts and Compliance Division

COST SUMMARY/IMPLICATIONS

1. AMOUNT OF RECOMMENDATION/COST OF PROJECT:

FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station $180,100.00
(Project No. C267640)

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the arca bounded by Park $2,576,053.00
Boulevard, Hollywood Avenue, Sunnyhills Road, and Brighton :
Avenue (Project No. C329143) '

2. COST ELEMENTS OF AGREEMENTS/CONTRACTS: $2,756,153.00

3. SOURCE OF FUNDING:

FUNDING SOURCES K AMOUNT

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project — Sanitary Sewer Design $180,100.00
Organization (92244), Sewers Account (57417); Project C267640

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project — Sanitary Sewer Design $2,576,053.00
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329143

4. FISCAL IMPACT:

Approval of the four resolutions will authorize the City Administrator to execute
construction contracts in the amount of $180,100.00 and $2,576,053.00. These projects
will rehabilitate existing sewer pipes, reduce rain-related sewer overflows, and improve
sewer pipe conditions in the area, and reduce ongoing maintenance costs. -
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PAST PERFORMANCE, EVALUATION AND FOLLOW-UP

The Contractor Performance Evaluation for Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc. from a
previously completed project is satisfactory and is included as Attachment D1.

The Contractor Performance Evaluation for Andes Construction, Inc. from a previously
completed project is satisfactory and is included as Attachment D2,

SUSTAINABLE OPPORTUNITIES

Economic: The contractors are all verified for Local Business Enterprise and Small Local
Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) participation by the Social Equity Division of the Department
of Contracting and Purchasing. The contractors are required to have 50% of the work hours
performed by Oakland residents, and 50% of all new hires are to be Oakland readents which
will result in dollars being spent locally.

Environmental: Replacing sanitary sewers will minimize sewer leakage and overflows, thus
preventing potential harm to property, groundwater resources and the bay. Replacement of the
sanitary sewers will reduce sanitary sewer flows during storm events and will comply with EPA.
The contractor will be required to make every effort to reuse clean fill materials and use
recyclable concrete and asphalt products. Best Management Practices for the protection of storm
water runoff during construction will be required.

Social Equity: This project is part of the citywide program to eliminate wastewater overflows,
thereby benefiting all Oakland residents.
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For questions regarding this report, please contact Gus Amirzehni, Engineering Design and
Right-of-Way Manager at (510) 238-6601.

Respectfully submitted,

Brooke A. Levin .-
Director, OQakland Public Works Department

Reviewed by:
Michael ] Neary, P E | Assistant Director
Bureau of Engineering and Construction

Reviewed by
Gus Amirzehni, P.E., Engineering Design and R.O. W.
Division Manager

Prepared by:
Jimmy Mach, P.E., Supervising Civil Engineer
Engineering Design and R.0.W Management Division

Attachments:

Attachment Al and A2 — Project Location Map

Attachment B ~ Project Construction Schedule

Attachment C1 and C2 — Contracts & Compliance Unit Compliance Evaluation
Attachment D1 and D2— Contractor Performance Evaluation

Item:
Public Works Committee
February 10, 2015



Attachment 4



Atlachment AT

PLANS FOR THE REHABILITATION OF
SANITARY SEWERS
AT LAKESIDE PARK PUMP STATION

CITY PROJECT NO. C267640

LOCATION MAP ‘-

NOT TO SCALE

LIMIT OF WORK



ATTACHMENT A2

THE REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS IN THE AREA
BOUNDED BY PARK BLVD, HOLLYWOOD AVE,
SUNNY HILLS RD; AND BRIGHTON AVE
(SUB-BASIN 54-16)

CITY PROJECT NO. C329143

%%\RE@ -

LOCATION MAP

NOT TO SCALE

r=="
LIMIT OF WORK £ -4



Attachment B

Project Construction Schedules

Task Name

Stant

Finish

2015

Dec | Jan [Feb| Mar [ Apr [ May | Jun| Jul | Aug [ Sep [ Oct
1 |Project No. C267640 Mon 3/16/15 Fri 5/15/15
2 Construction Mon 3/16/15 Fri 5115/15 S
ID [Task Name Start Fimish 2015

Dec | Jan | Feb | Mar [ Apr [ May [ Jun | Jul IAug [ Sep | Oct
1 |Project No. C329143 Mon 3/16M5 Fri 8/28M15 -
2 Construction T Mon 3116115 Fri 8/28/15
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Attachment C17

INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Gunawan Santoso, FROM: Deborah Barnes, 5. & for
Civil Engineer Director, Contracts &Compliance
SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis DATE: December 1, 2014
Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station

Project No. C267640

City Administrator’s Office, Contracts and Compliance Unit reviewed two (2) bids in response to the above
referenced project. Below is the outcome of the compliance evaluation for the minimum 50% Local and Smali
Local Business Enterprise (L/SLBE) participation requirement, a preliminary review for compliance with the
Equal Benefits Ordinance (EBO), and a brief overview of the lowest responsible bidder's compliance with the
50% Local Employment Program {LEP) and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program on the bidder's most
recently completed City of Oakland project.

Responsive to L/SLBE and/or Earned Credits and Discounts
- EBO Palicies Propesed Participation %
Originat Bid o g 2 g
Agmuunt 3 g w w S Lrg %n % % ::_i g 'I:g E §
Company Name 3 o ot m =8 S5 |88 13 g
= - @ A a8 ek 5 2 5§ 2
o
. 4 as < .
Beliveau
Engineering
Contractors, Inc. $180,100.00 | 68.97% 0.00% 68.97% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 3% $174,697.00 | Y

Comments: As noted above, firm met and/or exceeded the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation requirement.
The firm is EBO compliant.

Non-Responsive to L/SLBE Earned Creifits and Discounts
and/or EBO Policies Proposed Participation T %
Original Bid i Q 8s | = = &
Amount 4 A - % S B 3 % o g =R g
Company Name G o0 e m = 58 |3 g 22 ©
= E = v 7 3 £ 3E g A ,%5 2
A > S& |2 2 s
Bay Construction | $191,000.00 | 68.12% 0.00% 68.12% | 0.00% | 0.00% ‘NA NA NA 1Y

Comments: As noted above, Bay Construction achieved 68.12% L/SLBE participation. However, they failed to
meet the 50% L/SLBE trucking requirement. Therefore, they are non-compliant with the trucking requirement.
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Listed below is the lowest responsible bidder’s compliance with the 50% Local Employment Program (LEP)
and the 15% Oakland Apprent:ccshlp Program for the lowest bidder's most recently completed City of Oakland

project.

Contractor Name: Peralta Hacienda Park De Anza Improvement Project
Project Namt: Beliveau Engineering '

Project No. C284540

50% Local Employment Program (LEP)

Was the 50% LEP Goal achieved? Yes If no, shortfall hours?
Were all shortfalls Sﬂﬁsfiled? Yes | Ifno, penalty amount

15% Qakland Apprenticeship Program

Was the 15% Apprenticeship Goal achieved? Yes If no, shortfall hours?

Were shortfalls satisfied? Yes If no, penalty amount?

The spreadsheet below provides details of the 50% LEP and 15% Apprenticeship Programs. Information provided
includes the following data: A) total project hours, B) core workforce hours deducted, C). LEP project employment:
and work hour goal; D) LEP employment and work hours achieved; E)¥ resident new hires; F) shortfall hours; G)
percent LEP compliance; H) total apprentice hours; I) apprenticeship goal and hours achleved and J) Apprentice
shortfall hours,

30% Local Employment Program (LEP) "15% Apprenticeship Program | .
24 § 2 =g o
g | §E| 528 | fosg |2 1Bl u[35E 5B | sf
25 | 2% 7Ey £o85 |Fpl T |yE|EiF 4% i
5% 29| £EE | F%ys 38|31 (sElSEd i@ | i
s g o l-% - 3 < g s | & ] 25
S l8E| CEE | § 7 |f 8| °fEg % 5
C D /
4 B Goal Hours Goal | Hours E F G H Goal | Hours J
6896 ¢ 50% 3448 100% | 3448 0 | 100% | 1034 } 15% ) 1034 0

Comments: Beliveau Engineering Met the Local Employment Program’s 50% resident hiring goal with 100%
resident employment and met the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program goals with 516 an-site hours and 516
off-site hours.

Should you have any questions, you may contact Sophany Hané, Contract Compliance Officer at (510) 238-
3723,

OAKLAND



CITY ADMINISTRATOR'S OFFICE

Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :

Project No. C267640

OAxLAND
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CONTRACTOR: Baliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc.

Engineer's Estimate:
$177,814.00

Discounted Bid Amount:

$174,697.00

Contractors' Bid Amount
$180,100.00

Amt. of Bid Discount
$5,403.00

1. Did the 50% localfsmal! local requirement apply:

2. Did the contractor mest the 50% requirement

a) % of LBE
participation
b) % of SLBE 68.97%
participation
c) % of VSLBE 0.00%
participation

3. Did the contractor meet the L/SLBE Trucking requirement?

a) Total L/ISLBE trucking participation

0.00%
a) Total VSLBE trucking participation 0.00%
f
4. Did the contractor receive bid discount points?
(If yes, list the pBints received) 3%

5. Additional Comments.

Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station

B TR A R R S O e R S R it R R T A

OveriUnder Engineer's
Estimate
($2,286.00)

Discount Points:

3.00%

»
m
[2]

|

-
M
[

0.00% {double counted value)

<
m
(7]

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.

121172014
Date
Reviewlng ‘ :
Officer: ﬂ Date; 12/1/2014
— U <7 N )
12/1/2014

Approved By: _ﬁﬂ.ﬂh‘xﬂﬁm%f__ Date:




LBE/SLBE Participation

Bidder 1
Project]
Name:| Rahabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station
Project No.: C267640 Engineer's 170,250.00 Under/OQver Engineers -8,850.00
Estimate Estimate: _ _ _
Discipline Prime & Subs Location | Cert LBE SLBE "VSLBELPG Total VSLBE Trucking| L/SLBE Total TOTAL
Status| LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dolars Ethn, MBE WBE
= Belveau Engineenng
PRIME Contractors, Inc Oakland CB 122,216 122,216 122,216 C
Trucking ALl City Trucking, Inc Oakland cB 2,000 2.000 2,000 2,000 2,0000 Al 2.000
Walnut
Pump Supply [Rockwell Solutons Creek ue 40,884 NL
Red Top Electnc Livermare UB 15,0001 C
PrOject TOtals 0.00 124,216.00 0.00 124,216.00 0.00 2,000.00 { 2,000.00 180,100.00 2,000.00 0.00
0.00% 68.97% 68.97% 0.00% 100.00% | 100.00% 100.00% 1.11% 0.00%
Requirements: ST el e Gt ek | g5
The 50% requirements Is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE St 3 *ﬂzé%‘é%;r.m ISR
participation An SLBE firm can be counted 1003 towards achienng SpEy e
50% requirements and aVSLBE/LPP firn can be counted double e -
{owards achieving the 50% requirment.
Legend LBE = Local Business Enterprise UB = Uncertified Business
SLEE = Small Local Business Enterprise CB = Cartified Business
V51 BE-Very Small Local Business Enterprse MBE = Minonty Business Enterprise
LPG = locally Produced Gonds WBE = Women Business Entarprise
Total EBEISLBE = All Certfied Local and Small Local Businesses )
NFLBE = HonProfit Local Busmess Enterprise
NPSLEBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise

* Proposed VSLBE/LPG particiation is valued at 0.27%, however per the LISLBE Program a VSLEE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the
requirement. Double counted percentage is reflected on the evaluation form and cover memo.

el



CITY ADMINISTRATOR'S OFFICE

OAaxiAa™N
Contracts and Compliance Unit Grovmg for s 50°Y
PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No. C267640
RE: Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station

Gl T A B o T B B A e S At O T T A e O B A R R R SR F

CONTRACTOR: Bay Construction Co.

,‘ Over/Under Enqineer’'s

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bld Amount Estimate
$177,814.00 $191,000 00 ($13,186.00)
Discounted Bid Amount; Amt. of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$0.00 $0.00 0.00%
1. Did the 50% local/small local requirement apply: YES
2 Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement YES
a) % of LBE pariicipation 0.00%
b} % of SLBE 68.12%
¢) % of VSLBE 0.00%
3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? NO
a) Total L/SLBE trucking participation 0.00%
a) Total VSLBE trucking participation 0,00%
4. Did the contractor raceive bid discount points? NO

(if yos, list the points received) 0%

5. Additional Comments.

Contractor achieved 68.12% L/SLBE. However, they falled to meet 50% L/SLBE.
trucking participation requirement. Therefore, they are nen-compllant with the
trucking requirement.

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.

12112014
Date
Reviewing
Officer: Date: 121172014
\J \,JS )

Approved By: %2992! EI %E‘.‘CQQB!EE‘ Date: 12/1/2014



LBE/SLBE Participation
Bidder 2

Project
Mai,,,. Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station

Project No.: C267640 Engineer's Estimat 170,250.00 UnderfOver Engincers -20,750.00
Estimate:
Discipline Frime & Subs - | Location | Cert. LBE SLBE | "VSLBELPG Total VSLBE Trucking | L/SLBE Total TOTAL
Status LBE/SLBE Trucking | Trucking Dollars fEthn.]  MBE WBE
IPRIME Bay Construction Co.  |Oakland CB 130,116 130,116 130,116 H 130,116
Electrical |ABT Electnc Hayward | UB 20,000] NL
Walnut
Pump Rockwell Solutions Creek uB 40,884] NL
Project Totals 000 {130.11600 000 130,116.00 0.00 0.00 000 | 191,000.00 130,116.00 | 0.00
68.12% 0.00% 100.00% 68.12% 0.00%
Requirements: P i o s : ol thnicity
;he 50% requirements 1s a combination of 25% LBE and 25% ElESeEE St e e e aAA = Aincan Amencan
LBE participatior  An SLBE firrm ¢an be counted 100% B Eors e -
towards achigving 50% requirements and aV'SLBE/LFF firm can 3E 250k EZ5% e = Asen
be counted double towards achieving the 50% requirment gl : i21al = Asian Indian
TR T
AP = Asian Pacdic
Y
C = Caucasian
Legend LBE = hocal Business Entevprise UB = Uncestified Business AP - Auan Pafic
SLBE = $mall Local Business Entesprise CB = Certified Busmess M = Hispare
VSLBE-Very Small Local Business Enterpnse MBE = Mincrity Business Enterprise NA = Nafwe Amenican
LPG = Locally Produced Goods WBE = Women Business Enterprise O = Other
Total LBESLBE = All Cartified Local and Small Local Businesses INL = Not Listed
HPLEE = NonProfit hotal Business Enterprse
NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise




OAKLAND

INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: David Ng, FROM: Deborah Barnes, 5.8
Civil Engineer Director, Contracts &Compliance
SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis DATE: December 1, 2014

Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Park Bivd,
Hollywood Ave, Sunnyhills Rd, and Brighton Ave
Project No. 329143

City Administrator’s Office, Contracts and Compliance Unit reviewed three (3) bids in response to the above
referenced project. Below is the outcome of the compliance evaluation for the minimum 50% Local and Small
Ldcal Business Enterprise (L/SLBE) participation requ1rement a preliminary review for compliance with the
Equal Benefits Ordinance (EBO), and a brief overview of the lowest responsible bidder's compliance with the
50% Local Employment Program (LEP) and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program on the bidder's most
recently completed City of Oakland project.

Responsive to L/SLBE and/or ) Earned Credits and Discounts

EBO Policies Proposed Participation %
‘ Original Bid | © | 3¢ | = o i
Amount = ) 5 R g \“‘ﬁg @ g & E g
q43 w m 2 v o8, 2 a3 &)
Company Name © o) - 0 @8 O3 E g B
5 = E 2/ 7 = 3 5 3 E g 2 2 8 2
. ¢ 2 i < |F
Pacific Trenchless | $2,737,081 00 | 96 05% 0.00% 96.05% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 96.05% 5% | $2,600,22695 | Y
J. Howard -
Engineering $2,980,828.00 | 92.74% 0.12% 92.37% | 0.25% | 100.00% | 92.74% 5% | $2,831,786.60 | Y
Comments: As noted above, all firms met and/or exceeded the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation
requirement. All firms are EBO compliant. :
*]. Howard Engineering’s proposed VSLBE/LPG participation value were 0.25%, however, per the L/SLBE
Program a VSLBE/LPG’s participation is double counted towards meeting the requu'ement Therefore, the
VSLBE/LPG values for J. Howard Enginecring is 0.50%.
S
Non-Responsive to L/SLBE Earned Credits and Discounts
and/or EBO Policies ‘ Proposed Participation %
Origmnal Bid w o B - o =
Amount 33 . m 5 B g Al g %8 5
Company Name =4 0 ) & 28 S% |88 g & ©
"R - “ B a3 & B E uﬁ; § 23 2
= : S& = 2 i
Andes
Construction $2,576,053.00 | 92.97% 0.00% 92.97% | 0.00% | 0.00% NA NA NA Y

Comments: As noted above, Andes Constrnction achieved 92.97% L/SLBE participation. However, they failed
to meet the 50% L/SLBE trucking requirement. Therefore, they are non-compliant with the trucking
requirement.
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Listed below is the lowest responsible bidder’s compliance with the 50% Local Employment Program (LEP)
and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program for the lowest bidder's most recently completed City of Oakland

project. '

I3

v

Contractor Name: Pacific Trenchless _
Project Name: Rehab. Of Sanitary Sewers between Moore. Saroni and Arrowhead
Project No: C329125 .

50% Local Employment Program (LEF)

Was the 50% LEP Goal achieved? Yes If no, shortfall hours?

Were all shortfalls satisfied? Yes If no, penalty amount

15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program

Was the 15% Apprenticeship Goal achieved? Yes If no, shortfafl hours?

Were shortfalls satisfied? Yes | If no, penalty amount?

The spreadsheet below provides details of the 50% LEP and 15% Apprenticeship Programs. Information provided
includes the following data: A) total project hours, B) core workforce hours deducted, Cy LEP project employment
and work hour goal; D) LEP employment and work hours achieved; E}# resident new hires; F) shortfall hours; G)
percent LEP compliance; H) total apprentice hours; I} apprenticeship goal and hours achieved; and J} Apprentice
shortfall hours. :

)

50% Local Employment Program (LEP) 15% Apprenticeship Program

- 8 28 g N=9 B
3 | E8| 38 P gy |3 5|, 188 8% 5
ge | B | £l £8% 1% nE (385 ES 2=

£33 SEE | BREE (18| 3 |FTliY 13 | I3
E e § g $< |87 5|°8i8588 =&s 2%
= LK K g = & =R <8 7

c D I

4 8 Goal Hours < §. Goal | Hours £ £ G H Goal | Hours

740 0 50% k)] 100% | 370 0 0 1100% | 111 [15% [ 111 0

Comments: Pacific Trenchless exceeded the Local Employment Program’s 50% resident hiring goal with
100% resident employment and met the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program goals with 56 on-site hours and
56 off-site hours. )

Should you have any questions, you may contact Sophany Hang, Contract Cdmpliance Officer at (510) 238-
3723, . .



CITY ADMINISTRATOR'S OFFICE

Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :

Project No. (329143
J

RE: Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Park Blvd,
Hollywood Ave, Sunnyhills Rd, and Brighton Ave (Sub-basin 54--16)

b R e e R e R T S R TR B R TP e

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless

o . OveriUnder Engineet's
Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Estimate

$2,531,165.00 $2,737,081.00 ($205,916.00)
Discounted Bid Amount: Amt. of Bid Discount Discount Polnts;
$2,600,226.95 $136,854.05 5.00%
1. Did the 50% localfsmall local requirement apply: YES
2 Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement YES
a) % of LBE participation 0.00%
b} % of SLBE 96.08%
¢} % of VSLBE 0.00%
3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES
' a) Total L/SLBE trucking participation  100.00%
a) Total VSLBE trucking participation 0.00%
4. Did the contractor receive bid discount points? YES

(If yes, list the points received) 5%

5. Additional Comments,

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./initiating Dept.
12112014
Date

Reviewing .
Officer: Date: 12/1/2014

- - Ly
Approved By ChorSecy Bongmalue

T12/1/2014

=
=
]




LBE/SLBE Participation

Total LEBE/SLBE = Al Cerhfied Local and Smadl Locat Businesses
NPLBE = HonProfit Local Business Entprprise
NPSLABE = MonProfit Small Local Business Entesprise

Bidder 2
Project
Name: . -
Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Park Blvd, Hollywood Ave, Sunnyhills Rd, and Brighton Ave (Sub-basin 54—16}
Project No.: C329142 Engineers Estimat 2,531,165.00 UnderfOver Engineers Estimate: -206,916.00
Discipline | Prime & Subs | Location | Cert. LBE SLBE *VSLBELPG Total VSLBE LISLBE Total "TOTAL
Trucking
Status LBE/SLBE Trucking_| Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
[prose  [Pactic Trencriess  [oaxana | CB 2,626,081 ) 2,626,081 2,626,081 C
Trugciang All City Trucking, Inc. [Oakland CcCB 3.000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000F Al 3,000
HDPE Pipe |P&F Distnbutors Bnsbane us 108,000 C
P roject Totals $0.00 ($2,629,081.00  $0.00 $2,629,081.00 $0.00 $3,000.00 | $3,000.00 | $2,737,081.00 $3,000.00{ $0.00
96.05% 100 00% 011% | 0 00%
Requirements: Ethitticity
The 50% requrements is a combinasion of 25% LBE and 25% {& = Afncan Amencan
SLBE participation An SLBE firm can be counted 100% Z A = Asian
towards achieving 50% requirements and aVSLBE/APP firm |
¢an be counted double towards achieving the 50% requirment. Al= Asian Indiam
= AP = Asian Patfic
C = Caucasian
Legend LBE = Local Busmess Enterpnise UB = Uncertified Business AR - Asian Pacifie
StBE = Small L ocal Business Enterprise CB = Cestified Business < H = Hispanc¢
VSLBE.Very Small Local Business Enterpise MBE = Minority Business Enterpnse NA = Nahve Amencan
LPG = Locally Produced Goods WBE = Women Business Enterprise O = Othar
B NL = Not Listed




CITY ADMINISTRATOR'S OFFICE

Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :

Project No.

RE:

T AT B T R AT RV R L

329143

Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Park Bivd,
Hollywood Ave, Sunnyhills Rd, and Brighton Ave (Sub-basin 54--16)

CONTRACTOR; J. Howa ngineerin

Reviewing
Offlcer:

Engineet's Eatimate; Contractors’ Bid Amount
$2,531,165.00 $2,880,6828.00
lscounted Bi ount: Amt. of Bid Discou
$2,831,786.60 $149,041.40

1. Did the 50% locai/small local requirement apply:

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement

- a) % of LBE participation 12.00%
b) % of SLBE participation 92.37%
c} % of VSLBE participation *0.26%

3. Did the contractor meet the LISLBE Trucking

a) Total L/SLBE tfrucking participation 0.00%
a) Total VEBLBE {rucking participation 100.00%

4. Did the contractor receive bid discount poinis?
(If yes, list the points received) 5,00%

5. Additional Comments.

TR R L TR R S

et bt Y B

ke e

L] K

Over/Under Enginear's
Estimate
{$449,663.00)

Dlscount Palnts:

YES

E

- =
o

0.50% (double counted value)

YES

5.00%

*Proposed VSLBE/SPG participation Is valued at 0.26%, howvar per the L/SLBE
Program aVSLBE/LPG's particlpation |s double coanted tbwards meeting tha

requirement. Thersfore, the value Is 0.50%.

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./initiating Dept.

12/1/2014

Date

DR

Approved By: é&uﬂ%&wm&wﬂh Date:

12/1/2014

12/1/2014

i
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LBE/SLBE Participation

Bidder 3
Project Name:
Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Park Blvd, Hollywood Ave, Sunnyhills Rd, and Brighton Ave {Sub-basin 5416} ~
Project No.: C329143 Engineer's Estimate 2,531,165.00 Under/Over Engineers -449 663.00
Estimate: .
Discipline Prime & Subs Location | Cert. | LBE SLBE “VSLBEILPG Total VSLBE | LISLBE Total TOTAL
. Trucking —r—
Status LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WEBE
|PRIME J Howard Engineering  |Oakland CB 2,753,328 2,753,328 2,733,328L C
Trucking Moanroe's Trucking Qakland . CB 7.500 7.500 7.500 7,500 7.500 7.500
HDFE pipe P& oistnbutors Brisbane uB 150,000 C
MH Matenals Old Castle Precast Pleasanton uB 60,000] C
BackfillRecycle |Argent Matenals Oakland uB 3500 C
SawCuting  |BayLine Berkeley | UB 30000 H 3,000
Fitings Mission Campose Oakland cB 3,500 3,500 3,500' C
Concrete Sugar City Pinole ue 20,000
Project Totals $3,500.00($2,753,328.00 $7,500.00 |$2,764,328.00| $7,500 00 | $0.00 | $7.500 00 |$2.980,828.00 $10,500.00 |  $0.00
T 0.12% 82.37% 92 74% 100 00% 0.00% 100.00% 100.00% 0.35% 0.00%
| Requirements: ; :

The 50% requirements 1s a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE
participaticn. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving

achieving the 50% requinment,

1BE = Local Business Enterprise

SLBE = Small Local Business Enterprise

VSLBE-Very Small Local Business Enterprise

LPG = Locally Produced Goods

Total LBEIS1BE = All Certified L ocal and Smail Local Businesses
NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterpnse

NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterpnse

Legend

UB = Uacertified Business - Asian Pacric
CB = Certified Business = Hispanic
MBE = Minority Business Entarprise [MA = Natve Amencan
WBE = Women Business Enterprise O = Qther

ML = Not Listed

* Proposed VSLBE/LPG particiation is valued at 0.25%, however per the L/SLBE Program a VSLBE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the
requirement. Double counted percentage is reflected on the evaluation form and cover memo.




LBE/SLBE Participation

SLBE partczpation. An SLBE firm ¢an be counted 100% towards [
achieving 50% requirements and aVSLBEAPP firn can be :
counted double towards gchyeving the 50% requirment.

Legend

LBE = Local Business Enterprise
SLBE o Small Local Business Enterprise
VSLBE-Very Small Local Business Enterprise
LPG = Locally Produted Goods

Total LBE/SLBE = All Gerbfied Locaf and Small focal Businesses
NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterpnse

CB = Certified Business
MBE = Minority Business Emterprise
WBE = Women Business Enterprise

NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Busmneas Enterprise -

Bidder 1
Project Name:
Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Park Bivd, Hollywood Avé, Sunnyhilis Rd, and Brighton Ave (Sub-basin $4—-16)
Project No.: C329143 Engineer's 2,531,165.00 Under/Over Engineers -44.888.00
Estimate Estimate:
Discipline Prime & Subs | Location | Cert |  LBE SLBE “VSLBELLPG Total VSLBE Trucking] L/SLBE Total TOTAL
Status LBE/SLBE Trucking Truckin Doltars Ethn. MBE WBE |
|PRIME |Andes Construction |Qakland CcB 2,395,053 2,395,053 2,395,053 H 2,395,053
Saw Cuting Bayline uB 3,000 H 3,000
Trucking Foston Trucking Qakland us 3,000] AA 3,000
MH Precast Oid Castle |Pleasanton | uB 50,000] C
MH Matenal Con-Tech Stocldon uBs 15,0001 C
Pipe HDPE P&F Brisbane uB R 80,000 C
Pipe HDPE Maskell Pipe Tracy uB 30,000 C
Project Totals $0.00 |$2,395,053.00| $0.00 |$2,39505300  S0.00 5000 - | $0.00 |$2.578053.00{  |$2,401,053.00| $0.00
92.97% _ 100.00% 100.00% 93.21% 0.00%
Requirements:
The 50% fequirements s a o of 25% LBE and 25%

* Proposed VSLBE/LPG particiation is valued at 0.27%, however per the‘AUSL?BE Program a VSLBELPG's participation is doublae counted towards meeting the
requirernent. Double counted percentage is reflected on the evaluation form and cover memo.




CITY ADMINISTRATOR'S OFFICE AKLAND

9/ Db 5T ok
Contracts and Compliance Unit
PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR : -
Project No. C329143 ’
RE: Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Park Blvd, Hollywood Ave,
Sunnyhills Rd, and Brighton Ave (Sub-basin 54--16)
B o T B B e e e T e N g B e e L

CONTRACTOR: Andes Consfruction

Over/Under Engineer's

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount Estimate
$2,531,165.00 $2,576,053 00 i {$44,888.00)
Discounted Bid Amount: Amt, of Bid Discount Discount Points;
$0.00 $0.00 ~  000%
1. Did the 50% local/small local requirernent apply: YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement, .- YES
a) % of LBE ) 0.00%
participation
b) % of SLBE 92.97%
participation
' ¢) % of VSLBE 0.00% 0.00% (double counted value)
participation
3. Did the contractor meet the L/ISLBE Trucking requirement? NO
a) Total L/SLBE trucking participation 0.00%

a) Total VSLBE trucking participation
4. Did the contractor receive bid discount points?

(If yes, list the points received) P 0%

y
5. Additional Comments

Contractor achieved 82.97% L/SLBE. However, they falled to meet the 50% L/SLBE trucklng
participation requirement. Therefore, they are non-compliant with the trucking requirement.

5

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.

12/1/2014
Date

Reviewing

Officer: Date: 12/1/2014
V) e ey i i

Approved By: éﬁe&%ssﬁ\égeg nnﬁnsaq: Date: 121112014







Schedule L-2
City of Oakland
Public Works Agency - .
CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

Project Number/Titie: 5384910
Work Order Number (if applicable): TO#55 1

Contractor: Beliveau Engineering

Date of Notice to Proceed: 04/30/2013 |
Date of Notice of Completion: 08/26/2013

Date of Notice of Fimal Completion: __ 08/26/2012

Contract Amount; $32,380

Evaluator Name and Title: _Ali Schwarz, Project Manager/Construction Manager

The City’s Resident Engineer most familiar with the Contractor’s performance must complete this
evaluation and submit it to Manager, PWA Project Delivery Division, within 30 calendar days of the
issuance of the Final Paymenit.

Whenever the Resident Engineer finds the Contractor 1s performing below Satisfactory for any
category of the Evaluation, the Resident Engineer shall discuss the perceived performance shortfall at
the periodic site meetings with the Contractor. An Interim Evaluation will be performed if at any time
the Resident Engineer finds that the overall perfoarmance of a Cantractor is Marginal or Unsatisfactory.
An Interim Evaluation is required prior to issuance of a Final Evaluation Ratjng of Unsatisfactory. The
Final Evaluation upen Final Completion of the project will supersede interim ratings.

The following list provides a basic set of evaluation criteria that will be applicable to all construction
projects awarded by the City of Oakland that are greater than $50,000. Narrative responses are
required to support any evaluation criteria that are rated as Marginal or Unsatisfactory, and must ke
attached to this evaluation. If a narrative response is required, indicate before each narrative the
number of the question for which the response is being provided. Any avalable supporting
documentation to justify any Margihal or Unsatisfactory ratings must also be attached.

If a criterion is rated Marginal ar Unsatisfactory and the rating is caused by the performance of a
subcontractor, the narrative will note this. The narrative will also note the General Contractor's effort to
improve the subcontractor's performance.

ASSESSMENT GUIDELINES:

C66 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: Beliveau Enagineering  Project No. _(G384910

Outstanding i Performance among the best level of achievement the City has expenenced
(3points) . B
Satisfactory Performance met contractual reqw rements.

(2paints) | S
Marginal Performance bsrely met the lower range of the contractual requwements or
(1 point) performance only met contractual requirements after extensive corrective

o ... |actionwastaken. ]
Unsatisfactory Performance did not meet contractual requirements. The contractual
(0 points) performance being assessed reflected serious problems for which corrective

| actions were ineffective, e



WORK PERFORMANCE

Unsatisfactory

Marginal

Sausfactory

Cutstanding

Not Applicable

Did the Contractor perform all of the work with acceptable Quality and
Workmanship?

O
|

]

0

1a

If problems arose, did the Contractor provide solutions/coordinate with the
designers and work proactively with the City to minimize impacts? If "Marginal or
Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation.

Was the work performed by the Contractor accurate and complete? If "Marginal or
Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment and provide documentation. Complete
(2a) and (2b) below '

23

Were corrections requested? If "Yes", specify the date(s) and reason(s} for the
correction(s). Provide documentation.

2b

If corrections were requested, did the Contractor make the corrections requested?
If "“Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide doccumentation.

N/A

Was the Contractor responsive to City staff's comments and concerns regarding the
work performed or the wark product delivered? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”,
explain on the attachment Provide documentation.

Were there other significant issues related to “Work Performance”? If Yes, explain
on the attachment. Provide documentation.

Did the Contractor cooperate with on-site or adjacent tenants, business owners and
residents and work in such a manner as to minimize disruptions to the public. If
“Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain an the attachment.

Did the personn‘el assignhed by the Contractor have the expertise and skills reguired
to satisfactorily perform under the contract? {f "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, exprain
on the attachment.

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on work performance? .

The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the
questions given above regarding work performance and the assessment
guidelines.

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

o

CB7 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: Beliveau Engineering Project No. _G384910




TIMELINESS

Unsatisfactory

Margina!

Satisfactory

Outstanding

Not Applicable

Did the Contractor complete the work within the time required by the contract
(including time extensions or amendments)? |f “Marginal or Unsalisfactory”, explain
on the attachment why the work was not completed according to schedule. Provide
documentation. “

Was the Contractor required to provide a service in accordance with an established
schedule (such as for security, maintenance, custodial, etc.)? If "No", or "N/A", go to
Question #10. [F"Yes", complete (9a} below.

9a

Were the services provided within the days and times scheduled? If "Marginal or
Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment and specify the dates.the Contractor
faifed to comply with this requirement (such as tardiness, failure to report, etc.).
Provide documentation.

N/A

10

Did the Contractor provide timely baseline schedules and revisions to its
canstruction schedule when changes occurred? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”,
explain on the attachment. Provide documentation.

11

Did the Contractor furnish submittals in a timely manner to allow review by the City
so as to not delay the work? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the
attachment, Provide documentation. :

12

Were there other significant 1ssues related to timeliness? If yes, explain on the
attachment. Provide documentation.

13

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on timeliness?

The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the
questions given above regarding timeliness and the assessment guidelines.

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

C68 Contractor Evaluation Form  Confractor. Beliveau Engineenng  Project No. _G384910
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FINANCIAL
Were the Contractor’s billings accurate and reflective of the contract payment terms?
if “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment Provide documentation of
14 ; [ |10
occurrences and amounts (such as cofrected invoices).
Were there any claims to increase the contract amount? If "Yes”, list the claim
amount. Were the Contractor's claims resolved in a manner reasonable to the City?
Number of Clai ves | No
15 umber of Claims. *
O X
Claim amounts:  $
Settlament amoent$
Were the Contractor’s price quotes for changed or additional work reasonable? If
16 "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of 1o
occurrences and amounis {such as corrected price quotes)
Were there any other significant 1ssues related to financial issues? If Yes, explain on Yes | No
17 | the attachment and provide documentation. Nilx
18 | Overall, how did the Contractor rate on financial issues?

The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the
questions given above regarding financial issues and the assessment
guidelines.

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

C69 Contractor Evaluation Form  Caontractor: Beliveau Engineering Project Na. _ (5384910
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COMMUNICATION
Was the Contractor respaonsive o the City's questions, requests for propesal, etc.? If
19 | *Margmal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment 00 O T A I O O O
20 Did the Contractor communicate with City staff clearly and in a timely manner
regarding:
Notification of any significant issues that arose? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”,
20a | explain on the attachment O|grR|0O|0O
Staffing 1ssues (changes, replacements, additions, etc.)? If "Marginal or
20b | Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. { S0 I v O R M B
Periodic progress reports as required by the contract (both verbal and written)? If
20c | "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment O
20d Were there any billing disputes? |f“Yes”, explain on the attachment. 'g
Were there any other significant issues related to communication 1ssues? Explain on No
21 | the attachment. Provide documentation. ‘ -
22 | Overall, how did the Contractor rate on communication issues?

| The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the

questions given above regarding communication issues and the assessment
guidelines.
Check 0,1, 2, or 3,

C70 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor Beliveau Engineering Project No _G384910




Unsatisfactory
Marginal
Satisfactory

SAFETY

Did the Contractor's staff consistently wear personal protective equipment as

23 | appropriate? If “No”, explain on the attachment.
Dnd the Contractor follow City and OSHA safety standards? If “Marginal or
24 | Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. (N
Was the Contractor warned or cited by OSHA for violations? If Yes, explan on the
25 | altachment.
Was there an inordinate number or severity of injuries? Explain on the attachment. If |
26 | Yes, explain on the aftachment.
Was the Cohtractor officially warned or cited for breach of U.S. Transportatian i
27 Security Administration's standards or requlations? If “Yes", explain on the
attachment.
28 | Overall, how did the Contractor rate on safety issues?

The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the
questions given above regarding safety issues and the assessment guidelines.

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

o
0

g 8

h =] =
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3 2
Yes | No
x| O
2101 1

il Yes | No
O
Yes | No
U1K

OVERALL RATING

C71 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: Beliveau Engineering Project No. _(G384910




Based on the weighting factors below, calculate the Contractor's overall score using the scores:
from the four categories above.

1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 2 X025=__ 5
2. Enter Qverall score from Que§tion 13 2  X025=___ 5
3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 _ 2 = X020= _ 4 __
4, Enter Overall score from Question22 2  X015= _ 3
5. ‘Enter Overall score from Question28 2 X015= _ 3
TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 2
OVERALL RATING: 2

Outstanding: Greater than 2.5
Satisfactory Greater than 1.5 & less than or equal to 2.5
Marginal: Between1.0& 1.5 .
Unsatisfactory: Less than 1.0

PROCEDURE: _

The Resident Engineer will prepare the Contractor Performance Evaluation and submit it to the
Supervising Civil Engineer. The Supervising Civil Engineer will review the Contractor Performance
Evaluation to ensure adequate documentation is included, the Resident Engineer has followed the
process correctly, the Contractor Performance Evaluation has been prepared in a fair and unbiased
manner, and the ratings assigned by the Resident Engineer are consistent with all other Resident
Engineers using consistent performance expectations and similar rating scales.

The Resident Engineer will transmit a copy of the Coniractor Performance Evaluation to the
Contractor. Overall Ratings of Outstanding or Satisfactory are final and cannot be protested or
appealed If the Overall Rating is Marginal or Unsatisfactory, the Contractor will have 10 calendar days
in which they may file a protest of the rating. The Public Works Agency Assistant Director, Design &
Construction Services Department, will consider a Contractor’s protest and render his/her determination
of the validity of the Contractor's protest. if the Overall Rating is Marginal, the Assistant Director's
determination wil! be final and not subject to further appeal. If the Overall Rating is Unsatisfactory and
the protest is denied (in whole or in part) by the Assistant Director, the Contractor may appeal the
Evaluation to the City Administrator, or his/her designee. The appeal must be filed within 14 calendar
days of the Assisfant Director's ruling on the protest. The City Administrator, or his/her designee, will
hold a hearing with the Contractor within 21 calendar days of the filing of the appeal. The decision of
the City Administrator regarding the appeal will be final:

Contractots who receive an Unsatisfactory Overall Rating (i.e., Total Score fess than 1.0) will be
allowed the option of voluntarily refraining from bidding on any City of Qakland projects within one year
from the date of the Unsatisfactory Overall Rating, or of being categorized as non-responsible for any
projects the Contractor hids on for a period of one year froth the date of the Unsatisfactory Overall
Rating. Two Unsatisfactory Overall Ratings within any five year period will result in the Contractor
being categorized by the City Administrator as non-responsible for any bids they submit for future City
of Oakland projects within three years of the date of the last Unsatisfactory everall rating.

C72 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: Beliveau Engineering Project No. _G384910




Any Contractor that receives an Unsatisfactory Overall Rating is required to attend a meeting with
the City Administrator, or his/her designhee, prior to returning to bidding on City projects. The Contractor

is required to demonstrate improvements made in areas deemed Unsatisfactory in prior City of Oakland
contracts.

The Public Works Agency Contract Administration Section will retain the final evaluation and any

response from the Contractor for a pericd of five years. The City shall treat the evaluation as
confidential, to the extent permitted by law. '

COMMUNICATING THE EVALUATION:. The Contractor's Performance Evaluation has been
communicated to the Contractor. Signature does not signify consent or agreemennt.

@/égﬁ Jo/lefre A

Con}factorl Date Rebident Engineer / Date

@ﬁfc}Q» o 4/ 3,

Superwsm ivil Engineer / Date /

ATTACHMENT TO CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION:

Use this sheet to provide any substantiating comments to support the ratings in the
Performance Evaluation. Indicate before each narrative the number of the question for
which the response is being provided. Attach additional sheets if necessary.
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Attachment D2

Schedule L-2
City of Oakland
Public Works Agency

CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION
C328125 7 358 Rehab In Moora & Ailken, Saroni & Arrowhead, Glencourt & Homewood
Project Number/Title:

Work Crder Number (if applicable):

Pacific Trenchless Inc.

Contractor:

Date of Notice to Proceed: 4/16/2011

Date of Notice of Completion: 1116/2013

Date of Notice of Final Completion: 1/16/2013
$320,405.00

Contract Amount:

Evaluator Name and Title: Paul Tran, Resident Engineer

The City's Resident fzngineer most familiar with the Contractor's performance must
complete this evaluation and submit it to Manager, PWA Project Deiivery Division, within 30
calendar days of the issuance of the Final Payment.

Whenever 1he Resident Engtneer finds the Centractor is performing below Satisfactory for
any category of the Evaluation, the Resident Engineer shall discuss the perceived performance
shortfall at the periodic site meetings with the Contractor. An interim Evaluation will be
performed if at any time the Resident Engineer finds that the overall performance of a
Contractor is Marginal or Unsatisfactory. An interim Evaluation is required prior to issuance of a
Final Evaluation Rating of Ungatisfactory. The Fmal Evaluation upon Finat Completion of the
project will supersede interim ratings.

The following list provides a basic set of evaluatlon criteria that will be applicable to alt
construction projects awarded by the City of Oakland that are greater than $50,000. Narrative
responses are required to support any evaluation criteria that are rated as Marginal or
Unsatisfactory, and must be attached to this evaluation. If 4 namative response is required,

indicate before each narrative the number of the question for which the respense is being -

provided. Any availanie supporting dooumentation to justify any Marginal or Unsat!sfactory
ratings must also be attached.

If a criterion is rated Margfnal or Unsatisfactory and the rating is caused by the performance
of a subcontractor, the narrative will note this. The namative will also note the Ganeral
Contractor's effort to improve the subcontractor's performance.

_ASSESSMENT GUIDELINES:

| Outstanding Performance among the best level of achievement the City has experienced.
(3 points) .

Satisfactory Performance met contractual requirements.

(2 points). . I
Marginal Performance barely met the lower range of the contractual requirements or
(1 point) - | performance anly met contractual ratjuirements after extensive corrective

action was taken.
Unsatisfactory | Performance did not meet contractual requirements. The contractual.
(0 paints) performonce being assessed reflected serlous problems for which corrective
actions were ineffective.
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WORK PERFORMANCE

Unsatisfactory

Marginal

Satisfactory

Qutstanding

Not Applicable

Did the Contractor perform all of the work with acceptable Quality and
Warkmanship?

&

1a

If problems arose, did the Contractor provide solutions/coordinate with the
designers and work proactively with the City to minimize impacts? If “Marginal or
Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation.

N

Was the work performed by the Contractor accurate and complete? If "Marginal or
Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment and provide documentation. Complete
(2a) and {2b) below.

NERNRIN
O[O0

23

Were corrections requested? If “Yes®, specify the date(s) and reason(s) for the,
carrection(s). Provide documentation.

2b

If corrections were requested, did the Contractor make the corrections requgsred?
If "“Margina! or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation.

|00 | &

Was the Contractor responsive to City staffs comments and concerns regarding the
work performed or the work product delivered? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”,
explain on the attachment. Provide documentation.

Were there other significant issues related to "Wark Performance™? If Yes, explain
on the attachment. Provide documantation.

Did the Contractor cooperate with on-site or adjacent tenants, business owners and
residents and work in such a manner as to minimize disruptions to the public. If
“Marginal of Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment.

=

O JORE O | 000

< |

Did the personnel assigned by the Contractor have the expertise and skills required
to satisfactorily perform under the contract? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain
on the attachment.

=N

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on work performance?

The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the
questions given above regarding work performaice and the asseasment
guidelines.

Check 0, 1,2, or 3.

N~
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Unsatisfactory
Marginal
Saiisfactory

TIMELINESS

Qutstanding

Not Applicable

Did the Contractor complete the work within the time required by the contract
{including time extenslons or amendments)? if "Marginat or Unsatisfactory”, explain
on the attachment why the work was not completed according to schedule. Provide
documentation.

[
]

Was the Cantractor required to provide a service in accordance with an established
schedule (such as for security, maintenance, custodial, etc.)? If °No”°, or “N/A”, ge to
Question #10. If “Yes’, complete (9a) below.

&
w

N3

9a

Were the servicas provided within the days and times acheduled? (f “Marginal ar
Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment and specify the dates the Contractor
failed to comply with this requirement (such as tardiness, failure to report, etc.). El
Provide documentation.

S

10

Did the Contractor provide timely baseline schedules and revisions to its
construction schedule when changes occurred? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, D
explain on the attachment. Provide documentation. l:l

N

11

Did the Gontractor furnish submittals in a timely manner to allow review by the City
so as to not defay the work? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactery”, explain on the
attachment. Provide documentation. I:l D

&

L 0o

L1 0O O |CI8

12

Were there other significant issues related to tirorliness? If yes, explain on the
attachment. Provide documentation.

13

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on timeliness?

The scare fer this eategory must he consistent with the responses to the
questlons given above regarding timeliness and the assessment guidelines.

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

-'HE

/
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FINANCIAL

Unsatisfactory

-Marginal

Satisfactory

Cutstanding

Not Applicable

14

Were the Contracter's billings accurate and reflective of the contract payment terms?
If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of
occurrences and amounts (such as corrected invoices).

Were there any claims to increase the contract amount? If “Yes’, list the claim
amount. Were the Coniractor's claims resolved In a manner reasonable to the City?

Number of Claims:

L]

15 |:|
Clalm amounts:  $ & ‘
Seftlement amount:§ "* oy ; ;

Were the Contractor s'pnce quotes for changed or additional work reasonable? if
16 “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of

occurrences and amounts (such as comected price guotes). [:l |:| I:l

Were there any other significant issues related to financial issues? If Yes, explain on Yes
17 | the attachment and provide documentation. D
18 | Overall, how did the Contractor rate on financlal Issues? '

The score for this category must be conslistent with the responses to the
questions given above regarding financial issues and the assessment
guidelines. )
Check 0,1, 2, or3.
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COMMUNICATION

Unsatisfactory

Marginai

Satisfactory

Not Applicable

Was the Contractor respansive to the City's queshons requests for proposal, etc 7?01

[=)]
=
-2
B
3
jm }
o
19 | “Marginal or Unsatisfactory’, explain on the attachment. D I:l D D
20 Did the Contractor communicate with Gity staff clearly and in a imely manner
regarding: b
Notification of any significant issues that arose? If *Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, _
20a | explain on the attachment. ‘ D D I:I D
Staffing lssues (changes, replacements, additions, etc.}? If ‘“Marginal or !
20b | Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. |:| D D D
Periodic progress reports as required by the contract (both verbal and wntten)? If - : _
20c | “Marginal or Unsatisfactory®, explain on the attachment. EI |:| D D -
204 | YVere there any biling disputes? If “Yes’, explain on the attachment. Ves [N
Woere there any other significant issues ralated to communication issues? Explain on Yes
21 | the attachment. Provide documentation. %
. - :'i"‘:::g‘s‘!‘ ) Fé‘.ﬁﬁ“"
22 | Qvwerall, how did the Contractor rate on communication issues?

The score for thio category must be consistent with the responses to the
questions given above regarding communication issues and the assessment
guidetines.

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

0

S
Lo L
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Unsatisfactory
Satisfactory

Marginal

SAFETY

23

Did the Contractor's staff consistently wear personal protective equipment as
appropriate? if “No”, explain on the attachment.

24

Did the Contractor follow City and OSHA safety standards? If "Marginal or
Unsatisfactary”, explain on the attachment.

25

Was the Contractor warned or clted by OSHA for viclations? If Yes, explain on the
attachment.

26

Was there an inordinate number or severity of injuries? Explain on the attachment. If
Yes, explain on the attachment.

27

Cutstanding

Not Applicable

Was the Contractor officlally wamed or cited for breach of U.S. Transportation
Security Administration’s standards or regulations? If "Yes’, explain on the
attachment.

28

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on safety issues?

The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the
questions given above ragarding safety Issues and the assezsment guidelines. D
Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

Nz Nz g |0 [z
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OVERALL RATING

Based on the weighting factors below, calculate the Contractor’s overall score using the
scores from the four categories above.

1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 2 X026= OL_
2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 2 X025= 0_5__
3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 _2__ X 0.20 = _(_),_i_
| 4. Enter Overall score from Question 22 2 _X0.15= 9__:_‘)?____
5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 2 X015= 93_

TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 2.0

OVERALL RATING: 2 .0

Qutstanding: Greater than 2.5
Satisfactory Greater than 1.5 & less than or equal to 2.5
Marginal: Betweenn 1.0&1.5
Unsatisfactory: Less than 1.0

PROCEDURE: ;

The Resident Engineer will prepare the Contractor Performance Evaluation and submit it to
the Supervising Civii Engineer. The Supervising Civil Engineer will review the Contractor-
Performance Evaluation to ensure adequate documentation is included, the Resident Engineer
has followed the process comectly, the Contractor Performance Evaluation has been prepared
in a fair and unbiased manner, and the ratings assigned by the Resident Engineer are
consistent with all cther Resident Engineers using consistent performance expectations and
similar rating scales.

The Resident Engineer WI|| fransmit a copy of the Contractan Performance Evaluatlon fo the
Contractor. Overall Ratings of Outstanding or Satisfactory are final and cannot be protested or
appealed. [f the Overall Rating is Marginal or Unsatisfactory, the Contractor will have 10
calendar days in which they may file a protest of the rating. The Puhlic Works Agency Assistant
Director, Design & Construction Services Department, will consider a Contractor's protest and
render his/fher determination of the validity of the Contractor's protest. If the Overall Rating is
Marginal, the Assistant Director's determination will be final and not subject to further appeal. If
the Overall Rating is Unsatisfactory and the protest is denied (in whole or in part) by the
Assistant Director, the Contractor may appeal the Evaluation to the City Administrator, or
his/her designee. The appeal must be filed within 14 calendar days of the Assistant Director's
ruling on the protest. The City Administrator, or his/her designee, will hold a hearing with the
Contractor within 21 calendar days of the filing of the appeal The decision of the City
Administrator_regarding the appeal will be final. .

Contractors who receive an Unsstisfactory Overall Ratrng {i.e., Total Score less 1han 1 0)
will be allowed the optitn of voluntarily refraining from bidding on any City of Oakiand projects
within one year from the éate of the Unsatisfactory Overall Rating, or of being calegoerized as
non-responsible for any projects the Contractor bids on for a period of one year from the date of
the Unsatisfactory Overall Rating. Two Unsatisfactory Overall Ratings within any five year
period will result in the Contractor heing categorized by the City Administrator as non-
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W)
.

responsible for any bids they submit for future City of Oakland projects within three years of the
date of the last Unsatisfactory overall rating.

Any Contractor that receives an Unsatisfactory Overall Rating is required to attend a
meeting with the City Administrator, or his/her designee, prior to refurning to bidding on City
projects. The Contractor is required to demonstmate improvements made in areas deemed
Unsatisfactory in prior City of Qakland contracts.

The Public Works Agency Contract Administration Section will retain the final evaluation and
any response from lbe Contractor for a period of five years. The City shall treat the evalnation
as confidential, to the extent permitted by law.

COMMUNICATING THE EVALUATION: The Coniractor's Performance Evaluation has been
communicated to the Contractor. Signature does not signify consent cr agreement.

7
< % 0//2soot3 ( 2,1 o~ 1813
Contractor / Resident Engineer / Date

—

//lé/l;

._Superijsing Civil Engineer /Date
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Introduced by Councilmember

*@ucny Attorney

RESOLUTION AWARDING A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO
BELIVEAU ENGINEERING CONTRACTORS, INC.,, THE LOWEST
RESPONSIVE '‘AND RESPONSIBLE BIDDER, IN ACCORDANCE
WITH PROJECT PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS AT LAKESIDE PARK
PUMP STATION (PROJECT NO. C267640) AND WITH
- CONTRACTOR’S BID IN THE AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED
EIGHTY THOUSAND ONE HUNDRED DOLLARS (5180,100.00)

WHEREAS, on November 6, 2014, two bids were received by the Office of the City Clerk of.
the City of Oakland for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station
{Project No. C267640); and

WHEREAS, Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc., a certified SLBE bidding as a prime, is
deemed the lowest responsive and responsible bidder for the project; and

WHEREAS, there are sufficient funds in the project budget for the work. Funding for this
project is available in the following project account:

* Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Projects - Sanitary Sewer Design
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project No. C267640; $180,100.00; and
these funds were specifically allocated for this project; this project will help reduce the
amount of sanitary sewer maintenance requirement; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds and determines based on the representations set forth in the
City Administrator's report accompanying this Resolution that the construction contract
approved hereunder is temporary in nature; and

WHEREAS, the City lacks the equipment and qualified personnel to perform the necessary
work, that the performance of this contract is in the public interest because of economy or better
performance and that this contract is of a professional, scientific or technical nature; and

WHEREAS, Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc. complies with all LBE/SLBE and trucking
requirements; and

WHEREAS, the City Cauncil finds and determines that the performance of this contract shall
not result in the loss of employment or salary by any person having permanent status in the
competitive service now, therefore, be it



J

RESOLVED: That the City Administrator is authorized to award a construction contract
for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Pump Station (Project No.
(267640) to Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc., the lowest responsive and responsible
bidder, in an amount of One Hundred Eighty Thousand One Hundred Dollars ($180,100.00)
in accord with plans and specifications for the Project and contractor’s bid dated November
6,2014; and be it ’ )

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amonnt of the bond for faithful performance bond,
$180,100.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $180,100.00, with respect to such
work are hereby approved; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or designee, is hereby authorized to
enter into a contract with Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Ind. on behalf of the City. of
Oakland and to execute any amendments or modifications of the contract within the limitations
of the project specifications; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or designee, is hereby atthorized to .
negotiate with the second lowest bidder and/or next lowest bidder for the same awarded amount,
if Beliveau Engineering Contractor, Inc. fails to return the complete signed contract documents
and supporting documents within the days specified in the Special Provision without going back
to City Council; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the plans and specifications prepared for this project, including
any subsequent changes during construction, that will be reviewed and adopted by the Director,
or his/her designee, are hereby approved; and be it

\ :
FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or designee, is hereby authorized to
reject all other bids; and be it
FURTHER RESOLVED: That the contract shall be reviewed and approved by the City
Attorney for form and legality prior to execution and plated on file in the Office of the City
Clerk. | ;

IN COUNCIL, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, , 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES - BROOKS, CAMPBELL WASHINGTON, GALLO, GUILLEN, KALB, KAPLAN, REID, and FRESIDENT
GIBSON MCELHANEY

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -

ATTEST

LaTonda Simmons
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council
of the City of Oakland, Califarnta
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RESOLUTION NO. C.M.S.

Introduced by Councilmember

RESOLUTION REJECTING ALL BIDS, WAIVING FURTHER
ADVERTISING AND COMPETITIVE BIDDING, AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR, OR DESIGNEE, TO NEGOTIATE WITH
BIDDERS AND EXECUTE A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT FOR THE
REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS IN THE AREA BOUNDED
BY PARK BOULEVARD, HOLLYWOOD AVENUE, SUNNYHILLS ROAD,
AND BRIGHTON AVENUE (PROJECT NO. C329143) IN AN AMOUNT UP
TO TWO MILLION FIVE HUNDRED SEVENTY-S1X THOUSAND FIFTY-
THREE DOLLARS (52,576,053.00)

WHEREAS, on November 6, 2014, two bids were received by the Office of the City Clerk of
the City of Oakland for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Park
Boulevard, Hollywood Avenue, Sunnyhills Road, and Brighton Avenue (Project No. C329143);
and

WHEREAS, Andes Construction, Inc. a certified SLBE bidding as a prime, is deemed non-
responsive to the City’s LBE/SLBE trucking requirement because its subcontractor had an
expired City of Oakland trucking certification; and

WHEREAS, the trucking required for this project accounts for 0.1% of the project and is
considered insignificant to the total project cost. Further, the subcontractor trucking has
renewed; and

WHEREAS, Section 2.04.050 1.5 of the Oakland Municipal Cotle (“O.M.C.”) authorizes the
City Council to waive the advertising and competitive bidding requirements of O.M.C. Section
2.04.050 upon a finding and determination that in the best interests of the City to reject all bids,
waive further advertising and competitive bidding, and authorizing the City Administrator, or
Designee, to negotiate with bidders; and

WHEREAS, staff consulted with Contract Complianee and City Attorney; and

WHEREAS, rebidding of the project will incur additional time and cost that will compress the
completion time; and

WHEREAS, possibility affect meeting the Sewer-Consent Decree deadlines; and



WHEREAS, there are sufficient funds in the project budget for the work. Funding for this
project is available in the following project account:
» Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Projects - Sanitary Sewer Design
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project No. C329143; $2,576,053.00;
and these funds were specifically allocated for this project; this project will help reduce
the amount of sanitary sewer maintenance tequirement; and f

WHEREAS, the City Council finds and detetmines based on the representations set forth in the
project compliance evaluation report accompanying this Resolution that the construction coniract
approved hereunder is temporary in nature; and

WHEREAS, the City lacks the equipment and qualified personnel to perform the necessary
work, that the performance of this contract is in the public interest because of economy or better
performance and that this contract is of a professional, scientific or technical nature; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds and determines that the performance of this contract shall
not result in the loss of employment or salary by any person having permanent status in the
competitive service now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED: That pursuant to O.M.C. Section 2.04.050 1.5 the City Council hereby finds
and determines tHat it is in the best interests of the City to waive the advertising and
competitive bidding requirements of O.M.C. Section 2.04.050 to avoid delays and complete
the project in a timely manner as required by the Regional East Bay Sewer Consent Decree
of 2014; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator is authorized to negotiate ‘with
Andes Construction, Inc. , award and execute a construction contract far the Rehabilitation
of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Park Boulevard, Hollywood Avenue, Sunnyhills
Road, and Brighton Avenue (Project No. C329143) in an amount up to Two Million Five
Hundred Seventy-Six Thousand Fifty-Three ($2,576,053.00) in accord with plans and
specifications for the Project; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond fnr faithful performasnce bond,
$2,576,053.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $2,576,053.00, with respect to such
work are hereby approved; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Admiﬁistrator, or designee, is hereby authorized to
execute any amendments or modifications of the contract within the limitations of the project
specifications; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or designee, is hereby autharized te
negotiate with the second lowest bidder and/or next lowest bidder for the same awarded amount,
if Andes Construction, Inc. fails to return the complete signed contract documents and
supporting dacuments within the days speoified in the Special Provision without going back to
City Council; and be it

FURTHER RESQLVED: That tHe plans and speciftcations prepared for this project, including

any subsequent changes during construction, that will be reviewed and adopted by the Director,
or his/her designee, are hereby approved; and be it

2



FURTHER RESOLVED: That all bids are hereby rejected; and be it |
FURTHER RESOLVED: That the contract shall be reviewed and approved by the City

Attorney for form and legality prior to execution and placed on file in the Office of the City
Clerk.

IN COUNCIL, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, , 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES - BROOKS, CAMPBELL WASHINGTON, GALLO, GUILLEN, KALB, KAPLAN, REID, and PRESIDENT
GIBSON MCELHANEY

NOES -
ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST

LaTonda Simmons
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council
of the City of Qakland, Califerma



