Attachment A

CTEF OF CRRLAND

| INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM
TO: Ha Nguyen, FROM: Deborah Barnes, Director,%/
CIP Coordinator Contracts and Compliance /

THROUGH: Shelley Darensburg, Senior Shatery  PREPARED BY: Sophany Hang,g(,okg\»@d}‘/é
Contract Compliance Officer wawgﬁru\/écontract Compliance Officer

SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis - DATE: March 4,2019
SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis

Request for Qualifications (RFQ)
for On-Call Architectural Services 2018-19 Tier II (Revised)

On February 5, 2019, at the request of the Oakland Public Works Department, the designated
Compliance Officer conducted a compliance analysis of thirteen (13) proposals submitted to the City
in response to the above referenced RFP. Below are the results of the compliance evaluations for the
minimum 50% Local/Small Local Business Enterprise (L/SLBE) participation requirement, Equal
Benefits Ordinance (EBO), and Local Employment compliance.

Hibser Yanabuchi Architects, Inc., LCA Architects, Inc., Perkins Eastmant Dougherty, and Studio T-
SQ, Inc, Schedule E(s) did not contain percentages and therefore were deemed non-responsive. On
February 5, 2019, the first Compliance Analysis was submitted the Public Works Department.
Subsequently PWA contacted these firms and asked that they resubmit a “Revised” Schedule E. Upon

submittal, the above firms were deemed compliant and a revised Compliance Analysis was revised on
3/4/2019.

Below are the results of L/SLBE Participation.

Responsive to
Socf.’a i PROPOSED ' EARNED PREFERENCE
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AE3 Partners 100.00% 100.0% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 5.0 pts. 0.5 pts. 0.0 pts 5.05pts Y
Byrens Kim 100.00% | 0.00% 100.00% | 0.00% 100.00% 5.0 pts. 2.5 pts. 0.0 pts. 7.5pts Y
ELS Architecture 37.00%
and Urban Design * 54.00% 3.00% 17.00% 17.00% | *54.00% 2.0 pts. 0.0 pts. 0.0 pts. 2.0 pts. Y
Gyroscope Inc. 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% | 0.00% 100.00% 5.0 pts 2.0 pts 4.0 pts. 11.0 pts Y
Murakami Nelson
Architectural
Corporation 90.00%- . | 18.00% 72.00% 0.00% 90.00%- 5.0 pts. 2.5 pts. 40pts. | 115pts. | Y
RPR Architects - 80.00% 10.00% 70.00% 0.00% 80.00% 5.0 pts. 2.5 pts. 0.0 pts. 7.5 pts. Y
Shah Kawasaki .
Architects 100.00% 10.00% 90.00% 0.00% 100.00% 5.0 pts 1.5 pts. 1.0 pts. 7.5 pts. Y
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=
&
- T = = &
. = =) = g = g 8 @ O] = 8 8 g " =]
Company Name ﬁﬁ = = ] ?g' 2588 ';5«5*";‘ 5‘%;‘?5&‘5 S
Sl gA | 3| A | 2| Sg |2gef| §Eai|iEad st |
& * § g = g ; O k& Oz & E =i,
Hibser Yamauchi : .
Architects, Inc. 100.00% | 60.00% 40.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.0 pts. 0.0pts. [ 0.0pts. Y
LCA Architects, Inc. | 81.00% | 38.00% | 33.00% | 0.00% | 91.00% 0.00% 0.0 pts. 00pts. | 00pts. | N
*91.00%
Perkins Eastmant i
Dougherty 50.00% 8.00% 42.00% 0.00% 50.00% 0.00% 0.0 pts. 0.0 pts. 0.0 pts. Y
Studio T-SQ, Inc. . 98.00% 80.00% | 18.00% 0.00% 98.00% 0.00% 0.0 pts. - 0.0 pts. 0.0 pts. N
*Double Counted for Very Small Local Business Enterprises (VSLBEs)
Comments: Asnoted above, all firms exceeded the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation _
requirement. SVA Architects, Inc. is not EBO compliant. They must come into compliance prior to
full contract execution. '
Non-Responsive PROPOSED
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Dahlin Group ' : .
Architecture 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.0 pts. 0.0 pts. 0.0 pts. N

Comments: As noted above, firm did not meet the minimum 50% I/SLBE participation requirement.
~ therefore, they are deemed non-responsive to the L/SLBE participation requirement.

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

COMPLIANCE OFFICER NOTES: None




OaxLAND
CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE GreipinOmisotfe

Compliance Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :

RE: ~ |Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for On-Call Architecural Services 2018-Tier II

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: Hibser Yamauchi Architects, Inc.

‘Over/Under Engineer's

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Estimate
NA ' NA NA
Bid discounted amount: Preference Points

N/A . : : 0

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

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement ' | YES
a) % of LBE 60.00%
participation

b) % of SLBE ‘ 40.00%
participation

¢) % of VSLBE
participation . 0.00%
3. Did the contractor receive bid discount/preference points? NO
(If yés, list the points received). _ : 0 points

4. Additional Comments.

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

3/4/2019

Date
Reviewing :
Officer: ~ Date: 3/4/2019
- U <<= - ) -

Approved By:

Date: 3/4/2019

4)
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CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE

- axrank
Compliance Division :

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :

Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for On-Call Architecural Services 2018-Tier ||

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: Loving and Campos Associates, Inc. dba LCA Architects, Inc..

‘Qver/Under Engineer's
Engineer's Estimate:

Contractors' Bid Amount

Estimate
NA. _ NA NA
Bid discounted amount: - . , Preference Points
A

0

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

YES -
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement YES
: a) % of LBE 38.00%
b) % of SLBE 33.00%
c) % of VSLBE 20.00% (double
participation 10.00% counted value)
3. Did the contractor receive bid discount/preference points? NO
(If yes, Iiét the points received) _ 0 points

4. Additional Comments.

Proposed VSLBE/LPG participation is valued at 10.00%, however, per the L/SLBE Program a

VSLBE/LPG's particcipation is double counted towards meeting the requirment. Therefore, the
VSLBE/LPG value is 20.00%.

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

3/4/2019

: ’ Date
Reviewing _
Officer: P Date: ’ 3/4/2019
L -7 ~—_’

Approved BV:M&D&%@ Date; 3142019
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CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE

To52 2002

AKLAND
totig j&t&m o yma

Compliance Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :

RE: ‘ Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for On-Call Architecural Services 2018-Tiei' ]

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR:  Perkins Eastmant Dougherty

: Over/Under
Engineer's Estimate: " Contractors’ Bid Amount Engineer's Estimate
‘NA _ ' NA NA
Bid discounted amount: Preference Points
N/A 0
I
1. Did the 50% local/small local requirement apply: | YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement YES
a) % of LBE 8.00%
b) % of SLBE 42.00%
¢) % of VSLBE 0.00%
3. Did the contractor receive bid discount/preference points? NO

(If yes, list the points received) _ 0 points

4. Additional Comments.

_5. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.

3/4/2019.
Date
Reviewing -
Officer; < Date: 3/4/2019

-y ——



esudisjuy SsouISng USWOM = JIEM

asudiagu ssaursng |e90] WS JOIJUON = IFISdN
asudiajug ssauisng 8907 JOIJUON = 35 1dN

PEISITION =N esudisyug sseursng Quouly = 3G S9ssau|sng [e207 [[BWg pue 82077 PAUIRY IV = 39718/387 [BI0L

BYO=0 i ssoujsng PoPHY = 89 asudiajuz ssaujsng [e007 |jews = 3a1S
uRILBLIY SAJEN = YN ssauisNg peyiMasun = 8n asudiajuz ssauisng 12907 = 387 puabon

ojuedsiH = H
ueiseonen = 9
uelsy = v| ; Jusweamnbas ay} Bunesw piemo} pejunod ejgnop st uopedioiped s IFISA Uy
. .x.m m|_ *sjuelNsSuod awnd pelsad puepeo J0} paAlem si Juswesnbal 3g1s 9yl "3g1S
UEJLBUIY UBJLY = YV 9,GZ PUe I %SZ JO UoReUIqLIOD B Aq pajisiies o ued Juswalnbal 9,05 8yl
Aoup3| :sjuswedinbey
%008 |%00°¥E %00°001 %00°0S %000 %00¢k |%00'8 W_N“_.O._. u.nv@_. ol m
N an puepieo oup ‘LNl - funewns3 1509
%00°8 0 %00°8 %008 %00°8 g0 puepieQ ubiseq vod 3IN108}IYdLY|
) ) ’ adeospue
%00°0¢ dv %00°0¢ %00°0¢ %00°0¢ a0 puepieQ Buussuibul |FA e Bupsauibug Buidwn
d/1B0LjO3[F/jedluByosiy
%00PL | IV {%00VL %007} %00'¥1 g0 puepieo|  Buussuibu3 jesnonas vai Buuseuibuz [einonis
0 |%00¢ %008 %008 .89 puepieo s1souIBUT Jyg Bupssuibuz pAD
0 %0008 an puepieQ| ApeybnoQ Jueusel subuad EIESE
JGM 39N "Uyls | sebejusdsad | % 3915/3917 snjejs
Ajuo Bupjoes] Jo fejo L lejol 391SA 391S 391 ‘M3 | uoneaot sqng g awilid | . eundivsia
euilsg stosuibug Jaap/iapun VN ~ "o\ joofoid
[l J911-810Z SOIAIDG [RINJBJYIIY [[eD-uQ 104 (D4Y) suonesuijend) Joj 3senbay|:awey 193fosg

Auaybnoq juew)se] sunjiod
uonedionued 3g1s/3491



CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE

OAKLAND
uﬁJhley ot

Compliance Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :

RE: v Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for On-Call Architecural Services 2018-Tier Il

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: Studio T-SQ, Inc.

Over/Under Engmeer‘s

Engineer's Estirﬁate: Contractors' Bid Amount Estimate
NA NA NA
Bid discounted amount: - Preference Points
N/A : 0
l i : . i
1. Did the 50% local/small local requirement apply: - YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement YES
: a) % of LBE 80.00%
b) % of SLBE 18.00%
c) % of VSLBE 0.00%
3. Did the contractor receive bid discount/preference points? . NO
(If yes, list the points received) _ 0 points

4. Additional Comments.

5. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.
3/4/2019

Date
Reviewing :
Officer: Date: 3/4/2019

Approved By: Date: 3/4/2019
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