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ATTIN:  Dan Lindheim

FROM:  Public Works Agency

DATE: December 14, 2010

RE: Resolution Awarding Construction Contracts For As-Needed On-Call
Construction Services To Fourteen Pre-Qualified Contractors Shown In
Exhibit A For An Amount Not-To-Exceed Two Hundred And Fifty
Thousand Dollars ($250,000.00) Each For Tier I Or $500,000.00 For Tier
Il For A Three-Year Period, And Waiving The Advertising
Requirements Of Oakland Municipal Code Chapter 2.04 For Specific
On-Call Construction Jobs To Be Let To Said Contractors

SUMMARY

Resolutions have been prepared authorizing the City Administrator, or his designee, to award
construction contracts for on-call construction work to fourteen contractors. Eleven of these
firms are Small Local Business Enterprise (SLBE) companies. The other three firms met the
minimum 20% Local and Small Local Business Enterprise (L/SLBE) program participation
requirements. :

Consistent in part with the “Implement a Small Contracts Rotation Program” recommendation of
the Fairness in Purchasing and Contracting Disparity Study report of September 29, 2009, these
contractors were solicited through a two-tier Request for Qualifications process. Our initial
attempt in August 2010 produced only five responses. In order to establish a large pool of
participants, the project was re-advertised in October 2010.

The first tier shown in Aftachment A targeted qualified contractors that are certified by the City
. as Small Local Business Enterprise (SLBE) firms. Some of these firms have not worked with
the City before as a general, prime contractor. Each Tier 1 contract is for an amount not-to-
exceed $250,000.00 over a three-year period.

The second tier (tier II) shown in Attachkment B was created and opened to all proposers. Each
Tier II contract is for an amount not-to-exceed $500,000.00 over a three year period. On-call
construction work contracts facilitate the delivery of small projects promptly and efficiently, and
help to spread the work to small local contractors that do not usually bid on City projects.

These on-call construction services will be utilized for various capital improvement projects
within the City’s right-of-way and will include work on sidewalks, curb ramps, and sanitary
sewer pipes. All contractors will be required to comply with local hire provisions.

So that the work can be awarded to prequalified contractors on a rotating, solicitation basis,
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the resolution will also waive Oakland Municipal Code Chapter 2.04 open-market advertising
and bidding requirements for on-call construction work.

FISCAL IMPACT

When approved, 2 tier I contracts, each in a not-to-exceed amount of $250,000.00, and 12 tier 11
contracts, each in a not to exceed amount of $500,000.00 will be executed for a three year
period. The construction services will be funded through appropriations within the various
individual projects. Funds are available for construction of sidewalk and curb ramp in the
following projects:

e Measure B- ACTIA Fund (2211), Capital Projects- Sidewalk Repair Maintenance
Organization (92242), Street Construction Account 57411, Project No. C370610,
$1,044,080.00

¢ Measure B- ACTIA Fund (2211), Capital Projects- Sidewalk Repair Maintenance
Organization (92242), Street Construction Account 57411, Project No. C370510,
$1,056,000.00

e Measure B- Bicycle/Pedestrian Pass-Thru Fund (2212), Capital Projects- Sidewalk
Repair Maintenance Organization (92242), Street Construction Account 57411, Project
No. C370510, $425,000.00.

The available $2,525,080.00 will be spent in 2011; any remainder work will be performed as
funding becomes available in the following years. The approval of these contracts will not result
in any additional appropriation of funds.

Additionally, these contracts will be used to repair private sidewalk damage when the
responsible property owners fail to do so. Funding for the private damage repairs are provided by
the Stdewalk Repair Revolving Fund. Costs incurred by the City are recouped through a
notification and lien process. The current balance of the revolving fund is approximately
$280,000.00 in Project 5510.92452.C269180.

BACKGROUND

The City’s Fairness in Purchasing and Contracting Disparity Study report of September 29,
2009, provides recommendations on how to increase and support the hiring of small local
businesses. One of the recommendations, to implement a small contracts rotation program,
involves establishing a program or process for small, local construction-licensed contractors to
undertake some of the City’s routine maintenance and repair work that is more streamlined,
expeditious and less costly. The proposed contracts are in support of this concept. The City
issued a two-tier Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for on-call construction services with the
expressed goal of enhancing contracting opportunities for qualified Qakland contractors meeting
the definition of a Small Local Business Enterprise (SLBE) in August 2010 and October 2010.
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The on-call work will involve various small capital improvement projects within the City’s right-
of-way, including streets and sidewalks, curb and gutter, and sanitary sewers. The RFQ targeted
general contractors possessing either a current “A” or “C42” or “C8” type contractor license.
Contractors with Class A license can perform general engineering and construction work
including, but not limited to street, sewer, sidewalk, curb ramp and other infrastructure
improvements within the public right-of-way; class C42 contractors will be utilized to perform
sanitary sewer lateral work while contractors with C8 can perform concrete work. Our initial
attempt in August 2010 produced only five responses. In order to nurture and encourage new
small local general contractors to bid on City projects, statff re-advertised the project and reached
out to small local business enterprise firms by telephone and email to offer assistance with
completing the submittal package. Nine additional firms responded on time to the RFQ from the
re-advertisement, resulting in a total of fourteen responses. Reviews of the proposals indicate
that all fourteen contractors are qualified to perform on different aspects of the work based on
their licenses. The names of the fourteen contractors are shown on the comphance evaluations as
Attachments A and B.

Upon execution of the on-call contracts and as work arises, staff will award on-call work through
a rotating solicitation process with the contractors. The $2,525, 080 (00 is the amount available for
the immediate work.

Three informational attachments are provided with this report. Attachments A and B provide
summaries of compliance evaluation of all the contractors. Affachment C provides a summary
background on sidewalk conditions in Oakland; facts about the sidewalk program and sidewalk
frequently asked questions.

KEY ISSUES AND IMPACTS

Small, local contractors and the City will benefit from utilizing on-call contracts to award work
to a prequalified contractor pool instead of open-market advertising and bidding. Projects with
limited scope and budget, or urgent, unplanned projects will occur throughout the three-year
period and will most likely require use of the on-call construction contracts. In addition to
making it far easier and expeditious for the prequalified contractors to bid on City work, the on-
call construction contracts enable the City to promptly respond to and provide the construction
work in an efficient and timely manner. The contracts will eliminate the lengthy process and
costs associated with formally bidding and awarding projects on an individual project-by-project
basis.

Compliance evaluations of the qualifications submitted by the fourteen contractors are provided
in Aftachments A and B.

Additionally, these contracts will be used to repair private sidewalk damage when the
responsible property owners fail to do so. In FY 2009-10, a total of 103 private sidewalks
damage locations were repaired. The property owners voluntarily repaired 96 locations while
seven locations were repaired using the Sidewalk Repair Revolving Fund. This Fund was
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established by the City Council in 2008. Costs of private damage repairs incurred by the City are
recouped through notification and lien process.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

In general, the proposed work consists of installing or retrofitting curb ramps,
removing/replacing lineal feet of curb and gutter, driveway, sidewalk, repairing privale sewer
laterals and sewer main and other ancillary works as indicated on the plans and specifications.

EVALUATION OF PAST PERFORMANCE

Some contractors have not performed work 1n the City of Oakland as a general, prime contractor.
Staff will evaluate the performance at the end of each project. AJW Construction and Rosas
Brothers Construction are working on current sidewalk and curb ramp contracts and their work
appear to be satisfactory. Performance Evaluations for Mosto Construction and Andes
Construction are included as Attachment D and Attachment E.

SUSTAINABLE OPPORTUNITIES

Economic: The proposed on-call contracts will generate business tax, sales tax, and other
revenues for the City by those firms who work on the project. These contracts specifically target
small local businesses in an effort to spend local dollars locally.

Environmental: Environmental factors and opportunities will be considered and incorporated to
the extent feasible in terms of specifying recycled materials and integrating other environmental
opportunities for waste reduction and energy conservation. Contractors will be required to
comply with the City’s waste reduction and recycling policies for construction debris.

Social Equity: The proposed on-call construction services will facilitate implementation of
capital improvements that have the potential to reduce blight to neighborhoods and enhance
various neighborhoods throughout Oakland.

DISABILITY AND SENIOR CITIZEN ACCESS

The capital improvements performed by the on-call contractors will be designed to comply with
applicable accessibility codes and the Americans with Disabilities Act.

RECOMMENDATION AND RATIONALE

On-call construction services contracts will expedite the implementation of capital improvement
projects. The administrative burden and cost currently expended to formally bid and award
projects to contractors on a project-by-project basis will be reduced. In addition, these contracts
enhance the contracting opportunities for certified SLBE firms.
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It is recommended that the City Administrator, or designee, award fourteen construction
contracts for on-call construction services. Each Tier 1 contract is for an amount not-to-exceed
$250,000.00 and Tier 2 contract is in an amount not to exceed $500,000.00. It is also
recommended that the City Council waive Qakland Municipal Code (OMC) Chapter 2.04 open-
market advertising and bidding requirements for construction work to be awarded under the on-
call contracts.

ACTION REQUESTED OF THE CITY COUNCIL

Staff recommends that the City Council approve the resolutions.
Respectfully submitted,
I ———
Vitaly Troyan, P.E., Interim Director
Public Works Agency

Reviewed by:
Michael J. Neary, P.E., Deputy Director
Department of Engineering and Construction

Prepared by:

Marcel Uzegbu, P.E, Supervising Civil Engineer
Right-of-Way Management

Department of Engineering and Construction

APPROVED FORWARDED
TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE:

Officeof thk City Administrator
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Memo ATTACHMENT A AlekA
Department of Contracting and Purchasing
Social Equity Division
To: Marce] Uzegbu, Project Manager
From: Sophany Hang, Acting Contract Compliance Officer
Through: Shelley Darensburg, Sr. Contract Compliance Officer 3, @Mru/wa,

CC: ~ Deborah Bames, Director, DC&P
Gwen McCormick, Contract Administration Supervisor

Date: November 17, 2010

Re: Request For Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-
Tier !

The Department of Contracting and Purchasing (DCP), Division of Social Equity, reviewed two (2)
proposals in response to the above RFQ. The RFQ was himited to certified Small Local Business
Enterpnises (SLBE). Below is the ouicome of the compliance evaluation for the minimum 20% Local and
Small Local Business Enterprise (L/SLBE) pariicipation requirement, and 2 preliminary review for compliance
with the Equal Benefiis Ordinance (EBO).

Earned Credits -

Responsive Proposed Participation and Discounts = =

= =

= _ = z

Original § = w2 : = £ TE =z ZE = c

3 : —_— = = o~ = & = = c = =4 3

Company Name Bid =2 = 3 D S5 gz 3 g o S

Amount | =@ b = = Ea =< T o

= : T E 13 = = =

f jad = Ak}

Yes Construction Group NA | 535% 1% 25% Na | 3% 5 points Na Opoints | Y
Inc, -

Peters Construcrion Na T 100% 0% 100% NA | 100% 5 points NA 2pommts | Y

Comments: As noted above, both firms met and/or exceeded the minimum 20% L/SLBE
participation requirement. Both firms are EBO compliant.

Non-Responsive Proposed Participation Earned Credits and Discounts
& s
i o Bl = = B2 | E
P 3 = .= =y focy— = = =
Ofginal | = 5 = 2 = 2 E D E -z 0= Ez
: = o faa) = o = = —_ = >
Company Name Bid T E = o] ¥ O3 T g 2 < B2 S
ol - = — = £ .0 Z = ¥ =
Amount - “ = T Z g8 =< ciz e
= gy - < o m
NA Na NA J NA NA NA NA NA Na NA NA

Comments: NA

Should you have any questions you may contact Sophany Hang at (510) 238-3970.
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Social Equity Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No.

RE: Regquest for Qualification for On-Cali Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tler !l

R R B T T B R R I T T T R R BN P S TS R T

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: Yes Construction Group Inc.

Engineer's Estimate; - . Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Under
. NA . . _ NA NA

Bid discounted amount: Discount/Preference Points:

N/A 5

1. Did the 20% localfsmall ocal requirement apply: YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 20% requirement YES
a) % of LBE - )
b} % of SLBE 55%

3. Did the contractor receive bid discount/preference point YES
{If yes, list the points receivet_ 5 points

5. Additional Comments..

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contraci Adrﬁin.l!nitiating Dept.

| 11/9/2010

Date

R e ufale

pate: )4 10

Reviewin

Approved By:




L BE/SLBE Participation
Yes Construction Group Inc.

Project| Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier | and Tier I}
Name:
Project No.: Engineer's Estimate Under/Over Engineers Estimate;
Disclpline Prime & Subs Location Cert, LBE SLBE Total . Total
Status - LBE/SLBE % Percentages
PRIME Yes Construction Group Inc.  |Oakalnd CB 45%, 45% 45%,
Plumbing & [American Emperor Oakalnd CB 10% 10% 10%
Electrical
Trucking A & J Trucking Cakalnd ug 15%
Concrete Right Away Oakalnd uB 30%
. 10% 45% 55% 100% 45% 0%
Project Totals _ R

Requirements: - 2 |Ethnicity

The 20% requirements is a combination-of 10% LBE and 10% SLBE s | AA = African American

participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achiaving 20% 2 )a = Asian

requirements. :

: C = Caucaslan
i ket Sk e WJ&MM’&HI&WMM;&M 7
. H = Hispanic
Legend LBE = Local Business Enterprise UB = Uncertified Business NA = Native Ametlcan
SLBE = Small Local Businass Enterprise ) CB = Certified Business ) O = Other
Total LBEISLEE = All Certifled Local and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise ML = Not Listed

NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterprise

WBE = Women Business Enterprise

NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise




DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND FURCHASING Oaxdann
Social Equity Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No.

RE: IRequest for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier [

AR A L A e T e

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: Peters Construction

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount _OLérIUnder Engineer's-
NA NA - NA
Bid discounted amount; Discount/Preference Points:
N/A : 5
A i T SR T e v S AP ﬁmwmww R A T A T A R T P = ST Y AR Y AP RS E N T Y
1. Did the 20% local'small local requirement apply: YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 20% requirement - " YES
a) % of LBE
b) % of SLBE 100%
N

3. Did the contractor receive bid disg}ount!preference point YES
{If yes, list the points receivec _ 5 points

5. Additional Comments.

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.
11/9/2010 '
‘Date

%g&md*wﬁ e W 1o i
Mpr°ved3v_5_’hsﬂﬁea‘ﬁ_aam&ma%_ pate:__i}g{)¢




LBE/SLBE Participation
Peters Construction

Project Name:|Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier |
Project No.: Engineer's Estimate ‘Under/Over Englrieers Estimate:
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert. 1BE SLEE . Total Total
Status ) LBE/SLBE % Percentages

PRIME Peters Construction Oakalnd CB 100% 100% 100%] C 100%
Landscaping |Green Acres Landscaping |Qakalnd CB TBD H

and Maintenance, Inc.
Trucking Camese Transportation Oakalnd us TBDl AA
Engineering Seri Ngernwattana Hayward uB TBD{ AP

. 0% 100% 100% 100% 100% 0%
Project Totals ’ °of °*
Requirements: i|Ethnicity
The 20% requirements is a combination of 10% LBE and 10% SLBE 1JAA = African Amesican
participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% lowards achieving 20% A = Asian
requirements.
C = Caucasian
—
. H = Hispanic

Legend LBE = Local Business Enterprise UB = Uncertified Business NA = Native American

SLBE = Small Local Business Enterprise CB = Certified Businass O = Other

Total LBE/SLBE = All Cerlifled Local and Small Local BusInesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise NL = Not Listed

NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterprise WBE = Women Business Enterprise

NPSLBE = NonProfit Smali Local Businass Enterprise : ’
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Memo

ATTACHMENT B

ﬁﬂ%
CITY K OF

OAKLAND -

Department of Contracting and Purchasmg

Social Equity Division

To:
From:
Through:
CC:

Date:
Re:

Tier I

Marcel Uzegbu, Project Manager
Sophany Hang, Acting Contract Compliance Officer

Shelley Darensburg, Sr. Contract Compliance Ofﬁcer
Deborah Barnes, Director, DC&P
Gwen McCormick, Contract Administration Supemsor

November 10, 2010
Request For Qualification for On-Call Capltal Improvcments Construction Semces~

Department of Contracting and Purchasing (DCP), Division of Social Equity, reviewed twelve (12)
proposals. Below is the ouicome of the compliance evaluation for the minimum 20% Local and Small Local
Business Enterprise (L/SLBE) participation requirement, and a preliminary review for comphance with the

Equal Beneﬁts Ordinance (EBO).
. Earned Credits =
Responsive ’ Proposed Participation ‘and Discounts Z g
= &
- m =
» o o 2z 2w F_ 1z =
gl f2a e w [E | 82| 2E |32 ¢® g
Company Name Bid == 2 A g S5 2§ w2 { O S
Amownt | £ % = @ = T EZ )} 2<%t o
A < A - S 8
<
Andes Construétion, NA | 100% 30% " 50% NA 80% 5 poiats NA 2points | Y
e, .
B Side Inc. NA | 1060% % 100% NA 100% 5 points NA 2points | Y
Beliveaue Enginetring NA | 100% 0% 100% NA 100% 5 points NA Zpoints | Y
Contractors inc. - o )
AJW Construction NA | 100% 0% 100% NA | 160% 5 points NA 2points | Y
Pipe Spy Inc. NA | 100% 0% 100% .| NA | 100% Spoints | NA 2points | Y
Rosas Brothers NA | 100% 4 100% NA 100% 5 points NA 2points | Y
Cobstruction Inc.
Mosto Constroction NA | 100% 0% 100% NA | 20% 5 points NA 2points | Y
CAS Financial & . NA | 62% 16% 46% NA 1 62% 5 points NA | 1points | Y
Construction Services ' :
Inc. .
Ghilott Bres., Inc, NA | 20% 5% 15% NA | 20% 2points | NA Opoints | Y
Magdave Associates Na | 20% 0% 20% NA | 20% 2 points NaA Opoints ;Y
Inc. .
The Plhmbing Ministry NA | 20% 0% - | 20% NA | 20% Zpomts | NA - | Opoinls | N
Malachi Paving & NA | 20% 0% 20% NA ] 20% l 2 points NA- Opoints | Y

Grading, Inc.

Comments: “As noted above, all firms met and/or exceeded the minimum 20% IL/SLBE participation
requirement. All firms are EBO compliant except The Plumbing Ministry. They have to come into
comphiance prior to full contract execution.




Page 2

Non-Responsive

Proposed Participation

Earned Credits and Discounts

’ 2, |3
] L5 b=} = .g E &
i Original & m g 93 m g g [OF | F=
Corapany Natme Bid E Z 5 2 -g 5 & E : g E % B | 8>
Amount @ : ) 9" A 2 i o
- = & fi = 2 o &
NA NA NA NA NA NA | NA NA | NA NA | NA

Comments: NA

Should you have any questions you may contact Sophany Hang at (510) 238-3970.
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DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING

Secial Equity Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
' Project No.

RE: Request for Qualification for On-Cali Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier I

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: . Andes Construction, Inc.

dven’U nder Engineer's

Engineer's. Estimate: = . Contractors’ Bid Amount Estimate
NA NA NA
Bid discounted amount: Discount/Preference Points:

1. Did the 20% local/small local requirement apply: | ~  YES

2. Did the contractor meet the 20% requi'rement YES
a)%of LBE - . 30%
participation '

b) % of SLBE 50%
participation

3. Did the contractor receive bid discdunt!preférence points? YES

(¥ yes, list the points received) = _ 5 points

5. Additional Comments.

6. Date evaluation completed and refurned to Contract AdminJInitiating Dept.

11/9/2010

Date

Reviewing .

Officer: Wd'\(ﬁ ' Date: u ,q ‘[0
T O ‘

Approved By: :ébﬁggﬂ‘!!i EQ DQMQQE!Q% : Date: 1| !Q“D




LBE/SLBE Participation
Andes Construction, Inc.

Project Name:|Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tler It
Project No.: . Englneer's Estimate . Under/Over Engineers Estimate:
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert. LBE SLBE Total Total
Status - ' : LBE/SLBE % Percentages SEthy
PRIME Andes Construction, Inc. [Oakland CB 20% 20% 20%]| H 20%
Concrete Rosa's Brothers Oazkland CB 10% 10% 10%] H 10%
Paving Gallagher & Burk Oakland CB 10% 10% 10%] C
Gen.Building J.C. Framiné San Leandro uB 10%F H 10%,
Saw Cut Bay Line Oakland c8 10% 10% 10%] H 10%
Electrical Ray's Electric Oakland CB 10% 10% 10%] €
Landscape RMT Landscape Oakland cB 10% 10% 10%| H 10%
Sewer Mosto Construction Oakland cB 10% 10% 10%] H 10%
Trucking Foston Trucking San Leandro uB . 10%| AA 10%
= 30% 50% 80% 100% 809 9
Project Totals ’ ’ ° ’ 0% 0%
Requirements: | S - " [Ethnicity
The 20% requirements is a combination: of 10% LBE and 10% SLBE: Y .. - '|AA = Afiican Amarican
participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achiaving 20% TRUCKING 20%]. . . " JA=Asian
requirements. : ' 2Ic = Caucasian
.o H = Hispanic
Legend LBE = Local Business Enterprise UB = Uncertified Business NA = Naltve American
SLBEE = Small Local Businesa Enterprise ) CB = Certified Business 0 =Olher
Total LBE/SLBE = All Certifled Locat and Small Local Businessgs MEE = Minority Business Enterprise NL. = Not Listed
" NPLBE = NonProfil Local Business Enferprise WEBE = Women Buainess Enterprise
NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise '




DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING
Social Equity Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No.

RE;: - lRequest for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier Il

T R o A T A R VR Tt I 20 T R R

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: Magdave Associates, Inc.

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount OverfUnder Engineer's
: NA NA NA
Bid discounted amount: =~ Discount/Preference Points:
_ NIA _ — s _ : I—
1. Did the 20% local/smali local requirement applyf . YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 20% requirement YES
a) % of LBE .
b) % of SLBE " 40%

3. Did the contractor receive bid discount/preference points? YES
(If yes, list the polnts received) _ 4 points

5. Additional Comments.

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

11/9/2010
Date

Reviewing ) : '

Officer: W(ih ? E Date: ll‘o'\\D
) < — .

Approved By: S!&Q!! Slﬂiui: QQ DD ﬂgg zm% Date: {1 Iﬂ l[ O




Project Name:

LBE/SLBE Participation
Magdave Associates Inc.

Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier |

Legend

LBE = Local Business Entarprise

SLBE = Small Local Business Enterprise

NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterprise )
NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise

The 20% requirements is a combination of 10% LBE and 10% SLBE
participatlon. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving
20% requirements.

R b e e s D3 bl OASLERPAG woeTAIEN I S i i 2 e A 0

~ Total LBEISLBE = All Certified Local and Small Local Businesses

UB = Uncertlfied Business

CB = Certified Businass

MBE = Minority Business Enterprise
WBE = Women Business Enterprise

|4 = African American
1A = Asian

<t#1C = Caucasian
i : .

H = Hispanic

NA = Natfve American
0=0ther

NL = Not Listed

Project No.: Engineer's Estimate UnderfOver Engineers Estimate:
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert. LBE \ S1LBE Total Total
Status LBE/SLBE % Percentages
PRIME Magdave Associates Inc. Oakalnd uUB - 60%
Gen.Engrg Rosas Construction QOakalnd CB 20% 20% 20%] H 20%
Trucking CJC Trucking Oakalnd CB 20% . 20% 20%] AA 20%
= 0% 40% 40% 100% 100%) 09
Project Totals : : : ‘ o 0%
Requirements: i |Ethnicity




DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING %ﬁi ARD

Social Equity Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No.

RE: IRequest for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier il

D R T B R AT S A RSO T R R B R R R BP0 —xawtuﬁmmem&.nm«ummwx SR LM TS R ML e,

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: Beliveau Engineering Confractors Inc.

Enaineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount OverfUnder Engineer's
: NA NA ‘ NA
Bid discounted amount: . Discount/Preference Points:
C. N/A 5 ..
= : o T T e D R A TR T T D T ey

1. Did the 20% local/small Iocal requirement apply: . YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 20% requirement ) - YES
: a)% of LBE ’

b) % of SLBE 100%

3. Did the contractor receive bid discount/preference points?.  YES
* {If yes, list the points received) _ _ 5 points

"5, Additional Comments.

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

11/8/2010
Date

abfcar %ﬁ»@d*“’? o {afo
Solloe”Oung

*

Approved By: Date: 11 \‘*’) l f Q




LBE/SLBE Participation
" Beliveau Engineering

Project Name:|Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier [ and Tier il
Project No.: Englneer's Estimate . Under/Gver Engineers Estimate:
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert, LBE SLBE Total Total
Status LBE/SLBE % Percentages
“|IPRIME Beliveau Engineering QOakalnd CB 98% 98% 98% C
. } Contractors Inc. :
Trucking Williams Trucking Oakalnd CB f 2% 2% 2%|__AA 2%
" ' 0% 100% 100% 100% 2% 0%
Project Totals . i

Requirements: Ethnicity

The 20% requirements is a combination of 10% LBE and 10% SLBE’ A = Affican American

participation. An SLBE firm can be countaed 100% towards achieving 20% Aslan

requirements. - : -

. C = Caucasian
. H = Hispanic

Legend LBE = Local Business Enterprise ' UB = Uncaertified Business INA = Native American
S1BE = Small Local Business Enterprise CB = Certified Business ) 0 = Other
Total LBE/SLBE = All Certlfied Local and Small Local Businesses MBE = Mincrity Business Enterprise NL = Nok Listed
NPLBE = NonProflt Local Business Enterprise WBE = Women Business Enterprise
NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Loca! Business Enterprise :
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LLEED
DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING
Social Equity Division
PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No. -

RE: ' Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier |l

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: B Side Inc.

_ . _ . ~ Qver/Under Engineer's
Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bi_d Amount VEstimate -

. NA NA : ~ NA
Bid dlslcounted amount: Qigcoimthreferance Points;
N/A : . 5

TR A S, A T PN P P S A W e UYL R £ APTY BR I T L PN s BAEIRC R T L AT I D S 8 GG 4y ke el M A e B AR e T TR T RS W [ O PR AL IO HERE

1. Did the 20% local/small local requirement apply: -/ YES

2. Did the contréctor meet the 20% requirement - YES
a)% of LBE 0%
participation

. b) % of SLBE 100%
participation :

3. Did the contractor receive bid cliscountlpreferénce points? ES
(If yes, list the points received) R . 5 points

5. Additional Comments.

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

11/9/2010 K
Date -
Reviewing ( .
Officer: Date: U [q 1o

VoS )

Approved By: @JQQQQ“I : glﬂ ng ’QQQEM% “pate: VWl l4 )l O




DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING ....a....

QuED
Social Eqnity Division
PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No. : ' .
RE; Requeét for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier il

{ & R IS i S X e BRI A< A T TR R (e niin K SR S oy S e e TR e TS5 VO [ B Y P 0 B Do e e RN N T

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: The Plumbing Ministry .o _
; Over/Under

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount Engineer's Estimate
NA NA : NA )

+

Bid discoﬁnteg amount: Discoﬁnﬂ F‘faference Points:

N/A 2
1. Did the 20% local/small local requirement apply: - ~ YES ‘
2. Did the contractor meet the 20% requirement _ YES
a) % of LBE ) .
b} % of SLBE _ 20%

3. Did the contractor receive bid discount/preference peints? YES
~ {If yes, list the points receiv_ 2 points.

5. Additional Comments.’

-

6. Date evaluation completed and retumed to Contract Admin./Initfating Dept.

117912010
Date

Reviewing . .
B ook QYR (1L 9 [1
wwonsor: Sholtoe Rornalune oam_lifalo




LBE/SLBE Participation
The Plumbing Ministry

Project Name: Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier |
Project No.: Engineer's Estimate Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -
. Discipline - Prime & Subs Location Cert. LBE SLBE Total Total
: Status LBE/SLBE %| Percentages ABE
PRIME The Plumbing Ministry ~ {Oakaln uB 80%F AA 80%
Contractor Chappie Building akal CB 20% 20% 20%] . NL
Construction, Inc.”
H 0% 20% 20% g g
Project Totals ’ ’ ° 100% 80%
Requirements: ' S ars| Ethnicity
The 20% requirements Is a combination of 10% LBE and 10% SLBE ] o R AA = African American
participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 20% 3 A A = Asian
requirements. : 4
R W e T S e A ]

2 AL AL A P A Lo o ER A B
e — et

UB = Uncertified Business
CB = Certified Business
MBE = Minority Business Enterpr

LBE = Local Business Enterprise
SLBE = $mall Local Business Enferprise

Total LBE/SLBE = All Certified Local and Small Local Buslnassas
NPLBE = NonProfit Local Buslness Enterprise

NPSLBE = NonProfit Smali Local Business Enterprise

Legend

- WBE = Women Business Enterprise




DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING QAxIARD

Sacial Equity Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No.

{

Request for Qualification for On-Call Capiltal Improvements Construction Services-Tier Il

R TSR T T RN P R

Y Tt S N R G R P R I S B AR e B L S E R SR A S L O R B SR A D R

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: Mosto Constraction

Engineer's Estimate; . Contractors’ Bid Amount Ovei'[gnder Engineer's

Reviewing
Officer:

Approved By: 6&!2 Qgggh Qﬂﬁfﬂﬂgﬂé__m? Date: |} !4 !'I 4] !

NA _ NA NA
Bid discounted amount: Discount/Preference Polnts:
_NJ'_A 5 :
1. Did the 20% local/small local requirement apply: " YES
2. Did the contractor meet the.20% requirement . YES
- a) % of LBE ' -
b) % of SLBE 100%

3. Did the contractor recsive bid discount/preference point YES
(If yes, list the points receivec _ 5 points

5. Additiona] Comments.

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.
11/9/2010
Date

. R A T
oS5 .




LBEISI:BE Participation

Mosto Construction

Project] Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital improvements Construction Services- Tier Il
Name:
Project No.: Engineer's Estimate Under/Over Engineers Estimate:
Disclpline Prime & Subs Location Cert. LBE SLBE Total Total
Status LBE/SLBE % Percentages
PRIME Mosto Constructon Oakalnd CB 100% 100% 100%]| H 100%
Trucking Monroe Trucking Oakalnd CB TBD| AA
. 0% 100% 100% 100% - 100%| 0%
Project Totals
Requirements: <7 Ethnicity
The 20% requirements is a combination of 10% LBE and 10% 1% |AA = African American
SLBE participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards A = Aslan
achieving 20% requirements. "
wsite £ hC = Caucasian
A e T A Wt bl B PR T i e+ i e =
H = Hispanic
Legend LBE = Local Businass Enterprise UB = Uncertifled Business NA = Native American
. SLBE = Small Local Business Enterprise CB = Certified Business O = Other
Total LBE/S1.BE = All Cerfified Loca! and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise NL = Not Listed

NPLBE = NonProflt Local Business Enterprise
NPSLBE = NenProfit Small Local Business Enterprise

WBE = Women Business Enterprise




DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING ~~  ouxiano
Social Equity Division ‘

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No.

RE: |Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier I

RPN 0 A A R LV S AR 1 o D R SRR L L 1 SR RN G DR A L P s B

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: CAS Financial & Construction Services Inc. - A

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount Cver/Under Engineer's
' NA : - NA NA
Bid discounted amount: Discount/Preference Points:
N/A ' 5 -
P T LR M T BNt A o Y e TS T Vol AL T o n T R i v o M AU RV R T (A B BT £ R T KT M)
1. Dld the 20% local/small local requirement apply: _ YES
B 2. Did the contractor meet the 20% requirement o YES
' a) % of LBE 16%
b} % of SLBE 46%

3. Pid the contractor receive bld discount/preference points? YES
(If yes, list the points receivedj - ' 5 points

5. Additional Comments.

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

11/9/2010
Date

Reviewing -

Officer: Sﬂ&%@\ﬁ M pate: 1 \"\‘10
L) L) .

Approved By: 'QQNQQQIUK &Mgﬂm Date: ll]‘ﬁllo




LBE/SLBE Participation
CAS Financial & Construction Services'Inc.

Preject| Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier |l
Projem: Engineer's Estimate Under/Over Engineers Estimate:
Discipline Prime & Subs Location’ Cert. LBE SLBE Total - Tofal
Status ) | BE/SLBE % | Pearcentages
PRIME CAS Financial & Oakalnd CB 46% A6%1 - 6%
Construction Services Inc.. ’
Clay Pipe Mission Clay Products, LLC |Oakalnd Us 12 ¢
Products
Plumbing American Emparor Inc, Oakalnd cB 16% 16% 16%| AP 16%
Supplies
Equipment Rocket Rentals Glendale UB 18%] NL
Rentals
Dumping Waste Management San Leandro UB 4%| NL
Recyciing ECO Box San Jose uB 4%| NL
- q ) o, [ [ [
Project Totals 16% Ao% 62% 100% 62%| 0%
Requirements: > [Ethnicity
The 20% requirements is a combfnation of 10% LBE and 10% SLBE 7 |AA = African American
participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 20% 2 = Asian
requirements,
C = Caucasian
‘:A;h-ﬂww L A it AR LN M Ao N oA S e RV T 0t bt
H = Hispanic
Legend LBE = Local Business Enterprise UB = Uncertifled Business NA = Mative American
SLBE = Small Local Business Entarprise CB n Certified Business . . 0 = Other
Totat LBE/SL BE = All Certified Local and Smal! Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise NL = Not Listed -
NPLEE = NenProfit Local Business Enterprise WBE = Women Business Enterprise
NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Lacal Business Enterpriso ST




DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING '@'
Social Equity Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No.

RE: Request for Qualification for On-Call Capiltal Improvements Construction Services-Tier Il

R S T R S D D T A S B PR - S S e R S P2 B A PR A TR A D o SRR O T o D R e R P O A RS S R s

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: Rosas Brothers Construction Inc.

' Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount Over/Under Engine'er’s' )
NA NA . NA

\

Bid discounted amount: Discount/Preference Points:
N/A 5

Y o B o R 0 P AL el B E X A R0 O L NI T e E 0, AT vl 2 T T LAY A VALY TR AL TP RS N it LV o S KPS af W 3 L E G LI S s £ AL W LN Pl AT o]

1. Did the 20% local/small local requirement apply: YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 20% requirement i ’ YES
a) % of LBE -
i b} % of SLBE 100%

* 3. Did the contractor receive bid discount/preference point: YES
(If yes, list the points receivec _ 5 points

5. Additional Comments.

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

11/9/2010
Date

Reviewin .
S WM e[l
APPm"ed?V_&.Q.QuKﬁma&M%_ Date: 1[4 /10




LBE/SLBE Participation
Rosas Brothers Construction Inc.

Projact Name:{Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier | and Tier I

Preject No.: Engineer's Estimate Under/Qver Enginears Estimate:
Riscipline Prime & Subs Location Cert. L.BE ~ SLBE Total Total
Status ] " | LBE/SLBE % | Percentages
PRIME Rosas Brothers Construction Inc.  |Oakalnd CB 80% 80% 80%] H 80%
Trucking Rovyal Trucking Oakalnd CB 20% 20% 20%] AA 20%
. 0% 100%{ - 100% 100% 100%| 0%
Project Totals o
Requirements: _ bt JE A ey i w2 [Ethnicity
Tha 20% requfrements is & combination of 10% 1.BE and 10% SLBE pariicipation. L | e Eay b 3 it |AA = Alrican American
An SLEE flrm can be counted 100% lowards achieving 20% requiraments. Ak S 4 f A A = Aglan
- 4
5385 |6 = Coucaslan
H = Hispanic
Legend LBE = Locaf Business Enterprise UB =Unceriifiad Businesy MA = Native American
SLBE = Small Local Business Enterprise CB = Certifled Business - . 0 = Olher
Total LBE/SLBE = All Certified Local and Small Locat Buﬁlhessas y ’ MBE = Minority Business Enterprise NI = Neot Usted

NPLBE = NonProfit Locel Businass Enterprise ' WBE = Women Business Enterprise
NPSLBE = NotiProfit Small Local Business Enterprise R




DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING RaxiamDd

Social Equity Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR: °
Project No. '

RE: Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier ||

R L A RS R B S P e A R, TR R A e e R W T R R T S IR S G T Al S s R

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR: Pipe Spy S .
Engineer’s Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount OverfUnder

NA NA NA

Bid discounted amount: Discount/Preference P'oints:'

1. Did the 20% local/smalll local requirement apply: YES
2. Did the contractor meet.the Zb% requirement : YES
a) % of LBE ‘
b) % of SLBE 100%

3. Did the contractor receive bid discount/preference poiYES
(If yes, list the points received’ _ ' 5 points

5. Additional Comments.

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin.finitiating Dept.
11/9/2010 :
Date

Reviewing ’
Officer: %@w«f{ M Date: I\ \ol \lb
"Approved By: _Shm%_)gwm}smr_ Date: | ’4 ’ 1O

J




LBE/SLBE Participation
‘Pipe Spy Inc.

Project{Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier Il
Name: .
Project No.: Engineer's Estimata Under/Over Engineers Estimate:
Disclpline Prime & Subs Location Cert. - LBE SLBE Total Total :
Status LBE/SLBE % Percentages
PRIME Pipe Spy Inc. QOgkalnd cB 100% - 100% 100%
{,
L
. 0% 100% 100% 100% : 100%} 0%
Project Totals ’ ’ o
Requirements: Ethniclty
The 20% regqulrements is a combinaticn of 10% LBE and 10% AA = Aftican American

SLBE participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100%
towards achieving 20% requirements.

LBE = Local Business Enterprise : UB = Uncertified Business

SLBE = Sma!l Local Business Enterprise ~ CB=Cerlified Business ’ O = Other
Total LBEfSLBE = All Certifled Local and Small Locat Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise NL = Not Listed
NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Entarprise ‘WBE = Women.Business Enterprise

NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise




DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING' ORRianD
Social Equity Division

PROJECT COMPLIANCE EVALUATION FOR :
Project No. »

RE: |Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier Il

L R R AR T Rt ] ASEERNRERY T, (A Tl B Y R S U B e R G I T R P e AP AR T W R S AR R ROt &)

CONSULTANT/CONTRACTOR:  Ghilotti Bros., Inc. .

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer’s
NA . NA “NA

Bid discounted amount: Discount/Preference Points:
NIA 5 points

) AT T AT R e T R s PO i R Ll § SRR S R AN BT T - ST ST SRS A R 2L HMIRT 7 o a 0RAT R T WS BRAS 5 PRI o 2 Tk SO Y P L T b el R i 203

1. Did the 20% local/small local requirement apply: YES

2. Did the contractor meet the 20% requiremsnt - YES
a) % of LBE

b) % of SLBE.  100%

3. Bid the contractor receive bid discount/preference p YES
(If yes, list the polnts receivi_ 5 points

5. Additional Comments.

-~ v

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.
11/9/2010
Date

e o K e wlalo
v
Approved By: @M&P\ﬂﬂ% Date: “!Q!ID




LBE/SLBE Participation
Ghilotti Bros., Inc.

Project| Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier
Name:
Project No.: Engineer's Estimate -Under{Qver Engineers Estimate: _J
Blscipline Prime & Subs Location Cert, LBE SLBE Total Total
Status - LBE/SLBE % Percentages 2
PRIME Ghilotti Bros., Inc. San Rafael uc _ 80% C
Trucking Williams Trucking Oakland CB ' 15% . 15% 15%] AA 15%
Saw Cut Bay Line Cutting & Coring Oakland CB 5% 5%] - 5% H 5%
= 5% 15%| - 20% 100% 20% 0%
Project Totals - ° I
Requirements: 5| Ethnicity
The 20% requirements is & combination of 10% LBE and 10% SLBE ‘ 5 JAA = African Amnerican
participation. An SLBE firrn can be counted 100% towards achleving 20% P ; A = Asian
requirements, : | B
: i % C = Cavcasian
o e N S e W M o A TRy T A DR TV S ) SR AR LT I B M oo iert | s
. . H = Hispanic
Legend LBE = Local Buslness Enterprise UB = Uncertifled Business NA = Nalive American
' SLBE = Small Local Business Enterprise CB = Certifled Business O = Other
Total L BE/SLBE = Alf Certifled Local and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise NL = Not Listed
NPLBE = NenProfit Lecal Business Enterprise WBE = Women Business Enterprise
NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise




LBE/SLBE Participation

-‘Malachi Paving & Grading Inc.

Project Name:|Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier Il

Engineer's Estimate

Project No.: Under/Over Engineers Estimate:
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert. LBE SLBE Total Total
Status LBE/SLBE % Percentages
PRIME Malachi Paving & Grading Inc. |Oakalnd - CB 60% AA 60%
Trucking Brook's Trucking Oakalnd CcB 10% 10% 10%] AA 10%
Asphalt/Concrete  |Astro Construction Oakalnd us . 20% AA 20%
Trucking Irvin Trucking Qakalnd cB 10% 10% 10% AA 10%
- . 0% 20% 20% 100% 100%
Project Totals ’ '
Requirements: . ‘E Ethnicity
The 20% requirements Is a combination of 10% LBE and 10% SLBE participation. i [AA = African American
An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 20% requirements. S5 1A = Astan
C = Caucasian
T w_—mwwnm?ﬁwmmm 2 e WA L B s o
_ B H = Hispanic
Legend LBE = Local Business Enterprise UB = Uncertified Business MA = Native American
SLBE = S8mall Local Business Enterprise CB = Certified Business O =Qther
Total LBE/SLBE = All Certifiad Local and Smali Local Businesses MBE = Minority Businass Enterprise ML = Not Listed
NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterprise WEE = Women Business Enterprise -
NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise ’ .




DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING $

Social Equity Division

DEPARTMENT OF CONTRACTING AND PURCHASING A“.E:‘..’;E

Social Equity Division
Project No.

RE: ’ Request for Qualiﬁcatidn for On-Call Capital Improvements Construction Services-Tier I

SSE R
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AR S I SRR e T AN

, CONSULTANT/COE TRACTOR: AJW Constructioﬁ .

Engineer's Estimate; ’ Contractors’ Bid Amount ‘OverIUnder '

NA NA NA

Bid discounted amount: . Discount/Preference Points:

)

1. Did the 20% local/small local requirement apply: . . " YES
2. Did the contractor mest the 20% requirement ‘ YES
a) % of LBE
b} % of SLBE 100%

3. Did the contractor receive bid discountlpréference points? YES

{If yes, list the points received) _ 5 points

5. Additional Comments.

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.
‘ 11/9/2010

Date

. Reviewing - ] .
Officer: wd i ri pare: UL [ 1o
> ]
Approved By: S&ﬂ(lgﬂi’.i: S)f!ﬂg ﬂQQE!Q% : Date: f{ l(‘l I jo




LBE/SLBE Participation
AJW Construction

Project Name:|Request for Qualification for On-Call Capital improvements Construction Services-Tier | and Tier ||
Project No.: Engineer's Estimate Under/Over Engineers Estimate;
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert, LBE SLBE Total Total
. ' Status LBE/SLBE % | Percentages [HE =
PRIME AJW Construction Oakalnd CB 100% 100% 100% - 100%
. , 0% 100% 100% T00%| T100%| 0%
Project Totals | . Too% of 0%
Requirements: bt S : Vi g [Ethnicity
The 20% reguirements Is a combination of 10% LBE and 10% SLBE CoREito vt i | Gl St g L = Affcan American
participation, An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving e qieste tHE ; djZ It 2 : PR 524 = Actan
20% requirements. ;
’ C = Caucasian
i vk S A A LA
. H = Hispanic
Legend LBE = Local Business Enterprise UB = Uncerlified Business NA = Native American
" SLBE=Small Local Business Enterprise CB = Certifled Business . O = Other
Totaf LBE/SLBE = All Certiffed Local and Smail Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise ML = Not Listed
_ NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterprise . WBE » Women Business Enterprise
NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise -
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" ATTACHAMENT C

thd
OAKLAND

GRADE
CITY SIDEWALKS

FACT SHEET

* (Oakland has 1,126 miles of sidewalks (44.7 million square feet) located in front of or next to
79,390 parcels of land.

¢ Sidewalks are owned by the City, but maintained by the fronting praperty owner (Oakland
Municipal Code Section 12.04.020). When a defective sidewalk is identified, a “Notice to Repair” is
sent to the fronting property owner asking that the sidewalk be repaired within 30 days. If the
owner fails to do so, the City may repair the sidewalk and bil! the property owner. If the owner
doesn’t pay for the repairs, a tax lien wili be placed on the property.

+ As an exception to the paragraph above, if the sidewalk has heen damaged by roots of a City-
owned tree or other City operation, the City will fix the sidewalk at its expense.

¢ InFY 2009-10, the City paid $432,005 for 34 claims related to sidewalk “trip and falls”,

e The City has three inspectors who inspect sidewalks, four staff who grind uplifted sidewalks to
make them safe, and a four-person concrete crew who repair sidewalks and make other
concrete repairs.

e Asurvey conducted in 2006, identified 110,715 defective sidewalk locations. 17% of these
defects were caused by City-owned trees; 83% were the responsibility of the property owner,
The estimated cost of fixing defective sidewalks for which the City is responsible is estimated to
be $19.8 million.

* Qakland’s City Council appropriated the following amounts to fix defective sidewalks for which
the City is responsible:

> FY 2008-09 $700,000
> FY 2009-10 $870,000
» FY2010-11 $870,000

s {n FY 2009-10, the City repaired defective sidewalks at 859 locations and ground uneven
sidewalks {“make safe”) at an additional 21 locations.

e The City also has an extensive program of curb ramp installation. Curb ramps are mandated by
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and are installed at intersections to improve the path
of travel for people with disabilities. In FY 2009-10, the City installed 600 curb ramps at various
intersections. )

PWA 11-19-2010 1



ATTACHMENT C

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
CITY SIDEWALKS

Q. Why does the City claim to own my sidewalk, but then requires me to fix problems in the sidewalk?

A. Property owners are responsible for sidewalk maintenance and repair in front of and adjacent to
their property. Oakland Municipal Code Section 12.04.020 provides: “Whenever any portion of any
street, lane, alley, court or place in the city, or any sidewalk constructed thereon, according to faw, shall
be out of repair and in condition to endanger persons or property passing thereon... it shall be the duty
of the Superintendent of Streets/Director of Public Works of said city to require, by notice in writing, to
be delivered to them personally or left on the premises, the owners or occupants of lots ... to repair
forthwith said sidewalk in front of the property of which he or she is the owner or tenant or occupant,
specifying in said notice what repairs are required to be made.”

Q. Why should | repair my sidewaik?

A. If someone trips in front of your house, you could be sued for damages. Sidewalk defects could also
create problems for blind people, people in wheelchairs, and people with other disabilities.

Q. How do | repair my sidewalk?

A. You can do the work yourself or hire a licensed contractor to do the repairs. All work must be done in
accordance with City specifications. Defective sidewalks must be removed to the nearest score line.
Replacement sidewalks must be made of concrete. Sidewalk repairs which exceed 25 square feet
require a permit from the City which may be obtained at CEDA Building Permits Office, 250 Frank H.
Ogawa Plaza, 2nd floor. The “Curb, Gutter, Sidewalk (CGS) Permit” fee is $392.40 for less than 200
square feet and $0.93 additional per square foot if greater than 200 square feet.

Q. May a property owner repair a sidewalk damaged by an official City tree?

A. Property owners may repair the sidewalk at their own expense if they so choose. The City will assist
with inspection and, while a Sidewalk Permit is still required, the City will waive the cost of the permit.

Q. How do | report a sidewalk defect?

A. Call the Public Works Call Center at (510) 615-5566 and report the address and the problem. We will
send an inspector to look at the sidewalk and, if there's a problem, issue a “Notice to Repair” to the
responsible person to fix the defect.

PWA 11-19-2010 2



ATTACHMENT D

Schedule -2
City of OCakland
Community & Economic Development Agency
CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

Project Number/Title: C282891-The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in an easement hounded
by Glenbrook Drive, Beechwood Drive, and Romany Road.

Work Order Number (if applicable):

Contractor.Mosto Construction

Date of Notice to Proceed:  10/6/2008
Date of Notice of Completion: 2/19/2009

Date of Notice of Final Completion: 2/19/2009

Contract Amount; $210,850.00

Evaluator Name and Titte:  David Ng, Resident Engineer

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

Whenever the Resident Engineer finds the Contractor 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
perfformed i 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 Unsatisfactory. The Final Evaluation upon 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 criterta that are rated as Marginal or
Unsatisfactory, and must be 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 available supporting documentation to justify any Marginal or Unsatisfactory
ratings must also be attached.

If a criterion is rated Margina! or 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

. Outstanding Performance among the best level of achievement the C]ty has experlenced
(3 points) : :
Satisfactory . Performance met contractual requirements.

Marginal . . Performance barely met the lower range of the contractual requirements or ,

+ (1 point) ! performance only met contractual requirements after extensive corrective :

; : . - action was taken. ‘

Unéatisfa_ctory | Performance did not meet contractual requirements. = The contractual ,
- (0 points) * performance being assessed reflected serious problems for which corrective

; actions were ineffective.

C66 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: __Mosto Construction Project No.__C2B82891




WORK PERFORMANCE

Unsatisfactory

Marginal

Satisfactory

Qutstanding

Not Applicable

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

]

O

;

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.,

2a

Were corrections requested? If "Yes®, specify the date(s) and reasen(s) for the
cofrection(s). Provide documentation.

N/A

2b

if corrections were requested, did the Contracter make the corrections requested?
If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation.

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 “Work Performance™? 1f 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 on the attachment.

Did the personnet assigned by the Contractor have the expertise and skills required
to satisfactorily perform under the contract? I “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain
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.
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TIMELINESS

Unsatisfactory
Marginal
Satisfactory
Qutstanding

Not Applicable

Oid the Contractor complete the work within the time required by the contract

-(including time extensions or amendments)? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, 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" goto
Question #10. If“Yes", complete (9a} below.

N/A

Sa

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

10

Did the Contractor provide timely baseline schedules and revisions to its
construction schedule when changes occlirred? |f “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
s0 as to not delay the work? {f "Marginal or Unsatisfactary”, explain on the
attachment. Provide documentation. .

12

Were there other significant issues 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 abhove regarding timeliness and the assessment guidelines.

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.
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FINANCIAL

Unsatisfactory

Satisfactory
Outstanding

Marginal

Not Applicabie

14

Were the Contractor's billings accurate and reflective of the contract payment
terms? if "Marginal or Unsatisfactory®, explain an the attachment. Provide
documentation of occurrences and amounts (such as corrected invoices).

15

Were there any claims to increase the contract amount? {f “Yes”, list the claim
amount. Were the Contractor's claims resolved in 2 manner reasonable to the City?

Number of Claims:

Claim amounts: $

Settlement amount:$

| Yes

No

16

Were the Contractor’s price quotes for changed or additional work reasonable? If
*Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachiment. Provide documentation of
occurrences and amounts (such as corrected price gquotes). '

17

Were there any other significant issues related to financial issues? If Yes, explain
on the attachment and provide documentation.

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.
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COMMUNICATION
Was the Contraclor responsive to the City's questions, requests for proposal, etc.?
19 | If“Marginal or Unsatisfactory®, explain on the attachment. oo X|Oo|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, ooy X (o) o
‘Staffing issues (changes, replacements, additions, et¢.)? |f “Marginal or

20b | Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Qo xXxjoil o
Periodic progress reports as required by the contract (both verbal and written)? if

20¢ | “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. ; ooy X|o}|o

20d Were there any billing disputes? If “Yes”, explain on the attachment.
Were there any other significant issues related to communication issues? Explain

21 | on 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.
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SAFETY -
Did the Contractor's staff consistently wear personal protective equipment as - Yes [ No
appropriate? if “No", explain on the attachment. x | o
Did the Gontractor follow City and OSHA safety standards? If "Marginal or
Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. O a
-Was the Contractor warned or cited by OSHA for violations? If Yes, explain on the Yes | No
attachment.
o] X
Was there an inordinate number or severity of injuries? Explain on the attachment. Yes | No
i Yes, explain on the attachment. Ol x
Was the Contractor officially warned or cited for breach of U.S. Transportation v N
Security Administration’s standards or regulations? If “Yes", exptain on the es | No
attachment. Ol X
Overall, how did the Contractor rate on safety issues?
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the 0|1 1] 2
Questions given above regarding safety issues and the assessment
Quidelines. : ; 0o
Check 0,1, 2, or 3.
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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 X0.25= 0.5

2. Enter Overall score from Question13  ___ 2~ X0.25= 0.5
3. Enter Overall score from Question18 2~ X0.20= 0.4
4. Enter Overall score from Question22 _ 2~ X015= 0.3
5. Enter Overall score from Question28 _ 2 ~~ X0.15= 0.3
TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 2

OVERALL RATING: __ Satisfactory

Qutstanding: Greater than 2.5
v Satisfactory Greater than 1.5 & less than or equai to 2.5
Marginal: Between 1.0 & 1.5
Unsatisfactory: Less than 1.0

L

'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 Gontractor
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 Contractor Performance Evaluation to the
Gontractor. 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 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 hearlng 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 Unsatisfactory Overall Rating (i.e., Total Score less than 1.0)
will be allowed the option of voluntarily refraining from bidding on any City of Oakland projects
within one year from the date of the Unsatisfactory Overall Rating, or of being categorized 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 being categorized by the City Administrator as non-
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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 hisfher designee, prior to returning to bidding on City
projects. The Cantractor is required to demonstrate rmprovements made in areas deemed
Unsatisfactory in prior City of Oakiand contracts.

The Public Works Agency Contract Administration Section will retain the final evaluatlon and
any response from the Contractor for a period 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 fo the Conltractor. Signature does not signify consent or agreement.

rPMm 4‘1»’\ =2 2/ 2&%

Cc“ractor LDatk Resident Engineer / Date

2 (2000 ﬂ

u*en@lng Civil Englneerl Date '

C73 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: _Mosto Construction Project No,_ C282891




!

ATTACHMENT TO CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION:
Use this sheet to provide any substantiating comments to support the ratings in the

Performance Evaluation. indicate béfore each narrative the number of the question for
which the response is being provided. Attach additional sheets if necessary.
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ATTACHMENT E

City of Oakland
Public Works Agency
CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

QEW«%\LWT\QQ ox S.M\mnf <Fulee s AND Swmem
ST N THRE  EAREMENT  OFF Puens Dewe
Work Order Number: CABEWO _
C'ontactor: bges Consreuv.cxion

Date of Notice to Proceed: Q —\\~077

Project Title:

Date of Notice of Completion: \2~to-o7T

- Date of Notice of Final Cdmpletidn: \2‘_\6'—07

Conftract Amount ‘5$ 298 \(T. )

Evaluator Name and Title:  “Jy Og -t Qes\ oenl ENGsER -

The Citys Resident Engineer mast 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 Payment. '
. Whenever the Resident Engineer finds the Contractor is performmg below
Satisfactory for any category of the Evaluation, the Resident Engineer shall discuss the

Y
. [

——'—'—pemenved—perfomaﬁee—sh@fﬁﬂﬂ—at—ﬁae-penedas-&te—meenngs_wﬂh the Contractor__An
Interim Evaluation will be performed if at any time-the-Resident -Engineerfinds. 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 Unsatisfactory. The Final

Evaluation upon 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 Qakland that are greater than $50,000.

~ Narrative responses are ‘required to support any evaluation criteria that is rated as

Marginal ©or Unsatisfactory, and must be attached to this evaluatien. If a. narrative
response is required, indicate before each namative the number of the questicn for
which the response is being provided. Any available supporting documentation to Justn‘y

o any Marginal or Unsatisfactory ratings must also be attached.

If-a criterion is rated Marginal or Unsatisfactory and the rating is caused by the
performance of a subcontractor, the narrative will note this. The narrative will also note
the General Confractor's effort to.improve the subcontractor s pen’ormance

- Assessment Guidelines:

Outstanding (3 points)- Performance among the best levet of achievementthe City =

has experienced.

Satisfactory (2 points) — Performance met contractual, requirements,

Marginal {1 point}- Performance barely met the lower. range of the contractual

requirements or performance only met contractual requiremenis after extensive
" corrective action was taken.

Unsatisfactory (0 points} — Performance did not meet contractual requirements.

The contractual performance being assessed reflected serious problems for WhJCh

coirective actlons were ineffective.

Contractor Evaluation Form Contractor: - LFND% Cbﬂw_ Project No. C——‘l_?)fq R=]




Check 0, 1, 2, or 3.

Contractor Evaluation Forrm - Contractor: MCOM@M Project No.
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WORK PERFORMANCE -
1 |Did the Contractor perform all of the work with acceptable Quality and Workmanshlp'? ol o ﬂ O 4
| 1a |IFproblems arose, did the Gontractor provide solutions/coordinate with the designers and '
- lwork proactively with the City to minimize impacts? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on| 0 O 0
the attachment. Provide documentation. ' . ’
2 [Was the work performed by the Confractor accurate and complete? if "Mz ‘Marginal or
Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment and provide documenfatlon Complete (2a) and ololw!olotf
(2b) below. [
- 2a |Were corrections requested? If "Yes”, spectfy the date(s) and reason(s) for the correchon(s) Yés No | N/A
Provide documentatlon : .
. . . 0 I O
2b |If corrections were requestad, did the Contractor make the corrections requested? If , 4
~_|"Marginal ar Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation. Dlojojo| o
3 [Was the Contractor responsive to Cily staffs comments and concerns regarding the work ’
performed or the work proguct delivered? If “Marginal or Unsahsfactury" explain o the ojolo|l®dl g
attachment, Provide documentation.
4 1Woere there cther significant issues related to "Work Perfonnance‘? if Yes, expiam onthe Yes | No
attachment, Provide documentat]on . : :
. | m
_ 5 |Did the Contractor cooperat_wﬁh on—slte or adjacent tenants, blsiness owners and reshenu, — Ir
' and worlk in such a manner as'to minimize disruptions t6 me public. If Margmal or: “I'oclotvgl'w ok
Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. o :
6 |Did the persanriel assigned by the Contractor have the expertise and skills required to .o
satisfactorily perform under the contract? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the olol =
attachment.
7 [Overall, how did the Contractor rate on work- performance? : )
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the questions 0 1 2
given above regarding work performance and the assessment guidelines, D O



E‘ L
£
. 7] c - R
525 38 ¢
TIMELINESS
8 |Did the Contractor complete the work within the time required by the contract (mcludmg time
extensions or amendments)? - O
If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment why the work was not completed '
according to schedule. Provide dosumentation. oot o
9 |Was the Contractor required to provide a service in accordance with an estabhshed schedule ves | No | na
(such as for security, maintenance, custodial, efc.)? If “No", or “NIA" go.to Question }B’ If 0
“Yes”, complete (9a) below. : W0, O|®m |0
| 9a |Were the services provided within the days and fimes scheduled? if "Marginal or
-4 |unsatlsfactory”, explain on the attachment and specify the dates the Contractor failed 1o _ :
" |comply with this requirement (such as tardiness, fallure to report, etc )., Provnde oo _ Ojo|o
- documentation.
10 [Did the Centractor provide timely baseline schedules and revisions to its construction ] R
schedule when changes occurred? If *Marginal or Unsatisfactory®, explain on the ololwm|lolo
attachment. Provide documentation.
11 {Did the Contractor fumish submittals in a timely manner to allow review by the City so as to
- tnot defay the work? If “Marginal or Unsaﬁsfactory‘ explain on the attachment. Provide ojolE(olo
documentation. -
12 [Were there other significafit lssuas Telated o umelulea:a !—Irye:: Gaplaul on-the-attachmen:
L Prowde documentat(on coe m - C e
13 [Overall, how did the Contractor rate on timeliness?
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses fo the guestions 0,
iven above regarding tmelmess and the assessment gu:delmes ' D'

Check 0, 1, 2, or 3.

rrntractor Fvﬁ!llﬁﬁﬂn Fon'n' Conﬂ‘é-cioﬁ A“O& cém Pl’OjBCt ND_ Cf‘.’b; '[to




Claim amounts: $

Setflement amount$

16

Were the Contractor's price quoies for changed or additional work reasonable? If "Marginal

or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of occurrences and

amounts (such as corrected price.quotes).

17

Were there any other significant issues retated to ﬁnancial issues? If Yes exp[aln on the
attachment and prowde documentation. .

18

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on fmanclal issues?
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the quesbons

njo|s|oclo

given ahove regarding financial issues and the assessment guideliries.

|
|m

& o
2 o 2
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FINANCIAL - [
- 14 |Were the Contractor's btllmgs accurate and reflective of the contract payment terms? If
“Marginal or Unsatisfactery”, explain on-the attachment. Provide documentabon of - ololalolo
occumences and amounts {such as corrected invoices). ' : -
15 |Were there any claims to increase the contract amount? 1If “Yes”, list the claim amount.
Wers the Contractor's cla:ms resolved in a manner reasonable to the City?
* Number of Claims: Yes | No i
O m

Yes| No |. -
O) | -

Check 0, 1, 2, or 3.
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] COMMUNICATION :
_I"19 Was the Contractor responsive to the Clty’s guestions, requests for proposal, ete.? If
“Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Do |w |00
20 (Didthe Contracior communicate with Cnty staff clearly and in a timely manner regardlng
| 2Da |Notification of any s:gmﬁcant issues that arose'7 IiF "Margmal or-Unsatisfactory”, explaln on .
-l |the attachment.. . W o
' ] 20b |Staffing issues (changes, replacements, addttmns etc.)? If “Margmal or Unsatlsfactary' '
" . Jexplain on the attachment. b o
1 20c |Periadic progress reports as reguired by the contract (both verbal and written)? i “Marginal
! |or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. . M 0O|0
- l' 20d"[Were there any billing disputes? If “Yes", explain on the attachment: 5 Yes | Mo
- 0| &
.21 |Were there any other mgnrﬁcant issues related to cmmmunk:ahon 1ssues? Explasn onthe .

attachment. Prowde documentation.

Overall,'how did the Confractor rate on communicafion issues?

"|given above regarding" communlcatmn [55ues and the assessment guidelines: -

The score for this catégory MUSt be consistent Wit the responses totieguestions

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

oz
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SAFETY ' : : : . _ e
23 |Did the Confractor's staff consistently wear personal protecﬂve eqmpment as appropriate? If ’ NG |
*No", explain on the attachment. 3
@O

24 |Did the Contractor follow Gity and OSHA safety standards? If "Margma[ or Unsatlsfactory" E
explain on the attachment. ’ O
25 |Was the Contractor wamed or cited by OSHA for violations? If Yes. explain on the

aftachment.

26 [26. Was there an inordinate number or severlty of :njunes’? Explain on the attachment. )
Yes, explain on the atwchment

27 [Was the Contractor officlally wamed or ciied for breach of U.S. Jranspartation Securlty
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 rasponses to the questions
given above regardinp safetv issues and the assessment guidelines, ~

Check 0, 1, 2, or 3. .

-~
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ATTACHMENT TO CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION:

which the response is being provided. Attach additional sheets If necessary.

Use this sheet to provide any substantiating comments to support the ratings in the
Performance Evaluation. Indicate before each narrafive the number of the question for

L ML . it o ———
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OVERALL RATING:

Based on the weighting factors beiow calculate the Contractor's overall score usmg

- the scores from the four categories above.

-f | 1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 3 X025=__ .75
. 2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 2-  xpo5= 50
! 3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 Ca X‘D.?O =_ 40
4. Enter Overall score from Question 22 - - 2~ X01A5= _ .30
- 5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 > X015= " 45
- TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 24
OVERALL RATING: _SATsFacmoly
" Outstandlng Greater than 2.5
i Satlsfactory Greater than 1.5-& less than or equa! 025
wu::ugn al—Between1.0 &'_1 55—
Unsatlsfactory --Less than-1.6 [T i s s
- " PROCEDURE:
J ' The Resident Engineer will prepare the Contractor Perforrnance Evaluation and

. protest of “the ratlng

submit it to the. Supervising Civil Engineer. The Supervising Civil Engmeer will review
the Coniractor Performance Evaluation.to ensure adequate documentation is included,

the Resident Engineer has followed the process correctly, the Contractor Perforrha_nce .

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 Confractor Perfonnance
Evaluation to the Contractor. Overal) Ratings-of Qutstanding or Sat:sfactoxy are final
and cannot be protested. or appealed.

his/her 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 Assistanf Director's ruling on the protest. The City Administrator, or hisfher
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.

Contractor Evaluation Form Contractor; _pvoes. Consmmanay Project No._CABTHID

If the Overall. Rating is ‘Marginal or -
Unsatisfactory, the Contractor will have 10 calendar days in which they may file a* - -
_The Pubhc: Works Agency Ass“tstant Director Desxgn &



Contractors who receive an Unsatisfactory Overall Rating. (i.e., Total Score less than

1.0) will be allowed the option of voluntarily refraining from bidding on any City .of -

Oakland projects within one year from the date of the Unsatisfactory Overall Rating, or
of being categorized 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 resulf 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 Iast
Unsatisfactory overall ratmg

Any Contractor that receives an Unsatlsfactory QOverall Rating is reqwred to attend a
meeting with the City Administrator, or his/her.designee, prior to retuming 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 period of five years. The City

- . shall treat the evaluation as confidential, to the extent permitted by law. .

.COMMUNICATJNG THE EVALUATION: The Contractor's Performance Eva!uéﬁon has .
been communicated fo the Contractor. Signature .does not signify consent or

L TN

m %/MM \Zu/ﬁoos

Supervising Civil Er@ﬁzerl Date
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atec-2 2 o AKLAND CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. C.M.S.

Introduced by Councilmember

RESOLUTION AWARDING CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS FOR AS-
NEEDED ON-CALL CONSTRUCTION SERVICES TO FOURTEEN PRE-
QUALIFIED CONTRACTORS SHOWN IN EXHIBIT A FOR AN AMOUNT
NOT-TO-EXCEED TWOQ HUNDRED AND FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS
($250,000.00) EACH FOR TIER 1 OR $500,000.00 FOR TIER II FOR A
THREE-YEAR PERIOD, AND WAIVING THE ADVERTISING
REQUIREMENTS OF OAKLAND MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 2.04 FOR
SPECIFIC ON-CALL CONSTRUCTION JOBS TO BE LET TO SAID
CONTRACTORS

WHEREAS, the City’s Fairness in Purchasing and Contracting Disparity Study report of September
29, 2009, included a recommendation to implement a small contracts rotation program or process for
small, local construction-licensed contractors to undertake some of the City’s routine maintenance and
repair work, that is more streamlined, expeditious and cost efficient; and

WHEREAS, the City would benefit from maintaining a list of prequalified contractors to perform
construction work on an on-call basis to undertake projects with limited scope, budget, or of an urgent
nature so that it can promptly respond to and provide construction services in an efficient and timely
manner; and

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

e Measure B- ACTIA Fund (2211), Capital Projects- Sidewalk Repair Maintenance
Organization (92242), Street Construction Account 57411, Project No. C370610,
$1,044,080.00 ' :

¢ Measure B- ACTIA Fund (2211), Capital Projects- Sidewalk Repair Maintenance
Organization (92242), Street Construction Account 57411, Project No. C370510,
$1,056,000.00 :

* Measure B- Bicycle/Pedestrian Pass-Thru Fund (2212), Capital Projects- Sidewalk Repair
Maintenance Organization (92242), Street Construction Account 57411, Project No.
C370510, $425,000.00; and

WHEREAS, the construction services beyond the immediate work will be funded through the
various individual projects and funds will be identified prior to the performance of the construction
services; and

WHEREAS, the City conducted a pre-qualification process issuing a Request for Qualifications
(RFQ) that was limited to certified Small Local Business Enterprise contractors for Tier | and all



proposers for Tier II with “A” or “CS” and C42 licenses and 14 firms responded as shown in Exhibit
Ajand

WHEREAS, the fourteen firms that responded to the RF(Q are licensed and qualified per the
requirements of the RFQ to-undertake on-call construction work; and

WHEREAS, once on-call contracts are executed with the list of prequalified licensed contractors and
a project arises, the City will solicit bids for work from groups of prequalified contractors on a
rotating basis in light of factors such as type of work, contractor’s experience and expertise,
contractor’s availability and contractor’s bonding capacity at the time of sollcltatlon and will award
work orders to the lowest responsive bidder; and

WHEREAS, it is in the City’s best interests not to advertise or solicit competitive bids on the open
market for on-call construction work that can be handled by the list of prequalified contractors in the
interest of supporting the recommendation for a small contracts rotation program and because such
advertising and bidding delays work, would result in unnecessary administrative cost and burden,
does not facilitate the participation of small local licensed contractors in bidding for the work and
would be unlikely to render significantly better prices for the work; and

WHEREAS, the City Council may waive the advertising and bidding requirements of the Oakland
Municipal Code (OMC) for construction work under Section 2.04.050.1.5 upon a finding that it is in
the best interest to do so; and

WHEREAS, the City Administrator has determined that the construction contracts approved
hereunder are technical and temporary in nature and that the City lacks the equipment and qualified
personnel to perform the necessary work; and

WHEREAS, the City Administrator has determined 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 the City Council awards construction contracts to the fourteen contractors shown
in Exhibit A , prequalified for construction work to be let/assigned thereunder, in an amount not-to-
exceed two hundred and fifty thousand dollars ($250,000.00) for Tier L, or five hundred thousand
dollars ($500,000.00) for Tier II, on-call construction work; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That for any work orders issued under this resolution requiring the use of
any City General Purpose Fund money not already specifically appropriated by City Council to the
project, the City Administrator shall return to the City Council for approval of the allocation of the
General Purpose Fund money; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Council approves the on-call construction specifications,
and authorizes the execution of any amendments or modifications of said contract within the



limitations of the specifications for the on-call construction work; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the contract term will be for three (3) years from the date of contract
execution; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Council hereby finds, pursuant to OMC Section 2.04.050.1.5
and the reasons stated above and in the City Administrator’s report accompanying this resolution, that
it is in the best interests of the City to waive the open-market advertising and competitive bid
requirements of OMC Chapter 2.04.050 for any on-call construction work to be awarded to said
prequalified contractor, and so waives the requirements; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the contractor shall provide performance and payment bonds for
100% of the value of the work assignment prior to the commencement of any work under its on-
call construction services contract; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the contract shall be reviewed and approved by the City Attorney
for form and legality and placed on file in the Office of the City Clerk.

IN COUNCIL, QAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, )

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES - BROOKS, DE LA FUENTE, KAPLAN, KERNIGHAN, NADEL, QUAN, REID, and PRESIDENT BRUNNER
NOES - '

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST:

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



EXHIBIT A
CONTRACTOR'S TIER CATEGORY
TIER ]

1. Yes Construction Group Inc

2. Peters' Construction

TIER 11

3. Andes Construction Inc
4. Magdave Associates

5. Beliveau Engineering Contractors Inc

6. B-Side Construction

=

The Plumbing Ministry

o0

Mosto Construction

9. Cas Financial Services, Inc

10. Rosas Brothers Construction, Inc.
11. Pipe Spy Inc
12, Ghilotua Bros, Inc.

13. Malachi Paving &Grading Inc.
14.  ATW Consiruction



