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RECOMMENDATION

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

1) Resolution Awarding A Construction Contract to Andes Construction, Inc. for the
rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattuck Avenue, 59"
Street, Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey Street (Project No. C312310 Sub-Basin 50-
10) in accord with plans and specifications for the project and contractor’s bid in the
amount of Two Million Seven Hundred Ninety-Five Thousand Five Hundred
Twenty-Five Dollars ($2,795,525.00)

2) Resolution Awarding a-Construction Contract to Andes Construction, Inc. for the
rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in Rosedale Avenue bounded by Foothill Boulevard
and Santa Rita Street (Project No. C329128) in accord with plans and specifications
for the project and contractor’s bid in the amount of Three Hundred Ninety-Five
Thousand Seventy-One Dollars ($395,071.00)

3) Resolution Awarding a Construction Contract to Andes Construction, Inc. for the
rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in Bridge Avenue bounded by Foothill Boulevard
and E.16th Street, and in the easement bounded by Carrington Street, 42nd Avenue,
Santa Rita Street, and High Street (Project No. C329129) in accord with plans and
specifications for the project and contractor’s bid in the amount of Three Hundred,
Seven Thousand Nine Hundred Twenty-Four Dollars ($307,924.00)

4) Resolution Awarding a Construction Contract To Mosto Construction for the
rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in the easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt
Drive (Project No. C329130) in accord with plans and specifications for the project
and contractor’s bid in the amount of Two Hundred Seventy-One Thousand Six
Hundred Seventy-Two Dollars ($271,672.00) '

Item:
Public Works Committee
April 9, 2013



Deanna J. Santana, City Administrator
Subject: Rehab of Sanitary Sewer

Date: January 25,2013 Page 2

OUTCOME

Approval of the four resolutions will authorize the City Administrator to execute three
construction contracts with Andes Construction, Inc. in the amounts of $2,795,525.00,
$395,071.00, and $307,924.00 and a construction contract with Mosto Construction in the
amount of $271,672.00. The work to be completed under these projects are part of the City’s
annual Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation program. The work is located in Councﬂ Districts 1, 4, and
5 as shown in AttachmentAI A2, A3 and A4.

BACKGROUND/LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

l.

Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattuck Avenue, 59t
Street, Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey Street (Project No. C312310 Sub-Basin 50-
10): the proposed work consists, in general, of the rehabilitation of 15,950 linear feet of
existing sanitary sewer pipes by pipe-expanding method; rehabilitating sewer structures;
reconnecting house connecting sewers; and other work specifically shown on the project
plans or included in the Special Provisions

On February 7, 3013, the City Clerk received two bids for this project in the amount of
$2, 795,525.00 and $3,391,564.00. Andes Construction, Inc. is deemed the lowest -
responsive and responsible bidder and therefore is recommended for the award. The
Engineer’s estimate for the work is $3,343,990.00.

Company Bid Amount
Andes Construction, Inc. $2,795,525.00
Engineer’s Estimate $3,343,990.00
Pacific Trenchless, Inc. $3,391,564.00

Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in Rosedale Avenue bounded by Foothill
Boulevard and Santa Rita Street (Project No. C329128): The proposed work consists,
in general, of the rehabilitation of 3,219 linear feet of existing sanitary sewers pipes by
pipe-expanding method, rehabilitating sewer structures; reconnecting house connecting
sewers; and other work specifically shown on the project plans or included in the Special
Provisions. ‘

On January 17, 2013, the City Clerk received four bids for this project in the amount of
$395,071.00, $479,338.00, $540,491.00, and $628,369.00. Andes Construction, Inc. is
deemed the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, and therefore is recommended for

the award. The Engineer’s estimate for the work is $510,680.00.
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Company Bid Amount
Andes Construction, Inc. $395,071.00
] Howard Engineering, Inc. $479,338.00
Engineer’s Estimate $510,680.00
Pacific Trenchless, Inc. $540,491.00
Valentine Corporation $628.369.00

3. Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue bounded by Foothill Boulevard
and E.16th Street, and in the easement bounded by Carrington Street, 42nd Avenue,
Santa'Rita Street, and High Street (Project No. C329129): the proposed work
consists, in general, of the rehabilitation of 2,882 linear feet of existing sanitary sewers
pipes by pipe-expanding method; rehabilitating sewer structures; reconnecting house
connecting sewers; and other work specifically shown on the project plans or included in
the Special Provisions.

On January 31, 2013, the City Clerk received four bids for this project in the amount of
$307,924.00, $363,238.00, $381,960.00, and $413,462.00. Andes Construction, Inc. is
deemed the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, and therefore is recommended for
the award. The Engineer’s estimate for the work is $407,940.00.

Company Bid Amount
Andes Construction, Inc. $307.924.00
Mosto Construction $363,238.00
J Howard Engineering, Inc. $381,960.00
Engineer’s Estimate $407,940.00
Pacific Trenchless, Ing. $413,462.00

4. Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and
Reinhardt Drive (Project No. C329130): the proposed work consists, in general, of
rchabilitating 2,109 linear feet of existing sanitary sewer pipes by pipe expanding
method; rehabilitating sewer structure; reconnecting house connection sewers; and other
work specifically shown on the project plans or included in the Special Provisions.
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On January 17, 2013, the City Clerk received four bids for this project in the amount of'
$271,672.00, $294,546.00, $302,287.00, and $381,130.00. Mosto Construction is
deemed the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, and therefore is recommended for
the award. The Engineer’s estimate for the work is $315,570.00.

Company ‘ Bid Amount

Mosto Construction $271,672.00

Pacific Trenchless, Inc $294,546.00

Andes Construction, Inc. - $302,287.00

Engineer’s Estimate $315,570.00

J Howard Engineering, Inc. $381,130.00
ANALYSIS

Adoption of these resolutions will allow the City Administrator or her designee to execute three
construction contracts with Andes Construction, Inc. and one construction contract with Mosto
Construction for sewer rehabilitation at various locations as follows:

1.

Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattuck Avenue, 59"
Street, Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey Street (Project No. C312310 Sub-Basin 50-
10): Under the proposed contract with Andes Construction Inc., the Local Business
Enterprise/Small Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) participation of LBE/SLBE
(96.14%) exceeds the City’s 50% LBE/SLBE requirement. The contractor shows
L/SLBE (100%) for trucking, exceeding the 50% Local Trucking requirement. The
contractor is required to have 50% of the work hours performed by Oakland residents,
and 50% of all new hires are to be Oakland residents. The LBE/SLBE information has
been verified by the Social Equity Division of the Department of Contracting and
Purchasing, and is shown in Attachment CI.

Construction is scheduled to begin in June 2013 and should be completed by January
2014. The contract specifies $1,000.00 in liquidated damages per calendar day if the
contract is not completed within 180 working days. The project schedule is shown in
Attachment B.

Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in Rosedale Avenue bounded by Foothill
Boulevard and Santa Rita Street (Project No. C329128): Under the proposed contract
with Andes Construction, Inc., the Local Business Enterprise and Small Local Business
Enterprise {(LBE/SLBE) participation will be 94.94%, which exceeds the City’s 50%
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LBE/SLBE requirement. The contractor also shows a participation of 100% for trucking,
which exceed the 50% Local Trucking requirement. The LBE/SLBE information has
been verified by the Social Equity Division of the Department of Contracting and
Purchasing, and is shown in Attachment C2.

Construction is scheduled to begin in June 2013 and should be completed by August
2013. The contract specifies $1,000.00 in liquidated damages per calendar day if the
contract is not completed within 50 working days. The project schedule is shown in
Attachment B.

3. Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue bounded by Foothill Boulevard
and E.16th Street, and in the easement bounded by Carrington Street, 42nd Avenue,
Santa Rita Street, and High Street (Project No. C329129): Under the proposed
contract with Andes Construction, Inc., the Local Business Enterprise/Small Local
Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) participation will be 95.13%, which exceeds the City’s
50% LBE/SLBE requirement. The contractor shows 100% participation for trucking.
The contractor is required to have 50% of the work hours performed by Oakland
residents, and 50% of all new hires are to be Oakland residents. The LBE/SLBE
information has been verified by the Social Equity Division of the Department of
Contracting and Purchasing, and is shown in Attachment C3.

" Construction is scheduled to begin in June 2013 and should be completed by August
2013. The contract specifies $1,000.00 in liquidated damages per calendar day if the
contract is not completed within 50 working days. The project schedule is shown in’
Attachment B.

4. Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and
Reinhardt Drive (Project No. C329130): Under the proposed contract with Mosto
Construction, Local Business Enterprise/Small Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE)
participation will be 87.12%, which exceeds the City’s 50% LBE/SLBE requirement.

The contractor shows 100% participation for trucking. The contractor is required to have
50% of the work hours performed by Oakland residents, and 50% of all new hires are to
be Oakland residents. The LBE/SLBE information has been verified by the Social Equity
Division of the Department of Contracting and Purchasing, and is shown in Attachment
C4.

Construction is scheduled to begin in June 2013 and should be completed by August
2013. The contract specifies $1,000.00 in liquidated damages per calendar day if the
contract is not completed within 60 working days. The project schedule is shown in
Attachment B.

Item:
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The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) mandates the reduction of sanitary sewer flows
during storm events. These projects are part of the City-wide program to improve pipe conditions
and reduce wet weather peak flows in sanitary sewer system. Staff has reviewed the submitted
bids for the work and has determined that the bids are reasonable for the current construction
climate.

PUBLIC OUTREACH/INTEREST

The Home Owner Associations, Merchants Associations and residents in easements area have
been notified in writing about this project. They will be notified again individually prior to
construction,

COORDINATION

The work to be done under these contracts was coordinated with:
e Public Works Agency — Department of Infrastructure and Operations
e In addition, the following reviewed this report and resolutions:
o Office of the City Attorney
o City Budget Office

COST SUMMARY/IMPLICATIONS

Approval of the four resolutions will authorize the City Administrator to execute construction
contracts in the amount of $2,795,525.00, $395,071.00, $307,924.00 and $271,672.00.

1. AMOUNT OF RECOMMENDATION/COST OF PROJECT:

FUNDING SOURCE . ' AMOUNT

Rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in the area bounded by Shattuck $2,795,525.00
Avenue, 59" Street, Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey Street (Sub-Basin '
50-10) (Project No. C312310)

Rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in Rosedale Avenue bounded by $395,071.00
Foothill Boulevard and Santa Rita Street (Project No. C329128)

Rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in Bridge Avenue bounded by $307,924.00
Foothill Boulevard and E.16th Street, and in the easement bounded by
Carrington Street, 42nd Avenue, Santa Rita Street, and High Street
(Project No. C329129)

Rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in the easement by Elinora Avenue $271,672.00
and Reinhardt Drive (Project No. C329130)

Item:
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2. COST ELEMENTS OF AGREEMENTS/CONTRACTS: $3,770,192.00
3. SOURCE OF FUNDING:

FUNDING SOURCES AMOUNT

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project — Sanitary Sewer Design
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C312310

$2,795,525.00

'| Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329130

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project — Sanitary Sewer Design $395,071.00
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329128
Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project —~ Sanitary Sewer Design $307,924.00
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329129
Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project — Sanitary Sewer Design $271,672.00

4. FISCAL IMPACT:

Approval ofithe four resolutions will authorize the City Administrator to execute
construction contracts in the amount of $2,795,525.00, $395,071.00, $307,924.00 and
$271,672.00. These projects will rehabilitate existing sewer pipes, reduce rain-reiated
sewer overflows, and improve sewer pipe conditions in the area, and reduce ongoing

maintenance costs.

PAST PERFORMANCE, EVALUATION AND FOLLOW-UP

The Contractor Performance Evaluation for Andes Construction, Inc. from a previously

completed project is satisfactory and is included as Atfachment D1.

The Contractor Performance Evaluation for Mosto Construction from a previously completed

project is satisfactory and is included as Atfachment D2.
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SUSTAINABLE OPPORTUNITIES

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

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

Social Equity: This project is part of the citywide program to eliminate wastewater overfiows,
thereby benefiting all Oakland residents.

Item:
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CEQA

A Negative Declaration for sewer rehabilitation projects was adopted by Ordinance No. 10876
C.M.S. and with approval by City Council on June 23, 1987.

For questions regarding this report, please contact Gus Amirzehni, Engineering Design and

Right-of-Way Manager, 510-238-6601.

Attachments:

Respectfully submitted,

Uel, 6 a—

VITALY B. TROYAN, P E.
Director, Public Works Agency

Reviewed by:
Michael Neary, P.E., Assistant Director,
PWA, Department of Engineering and Construction

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

-Prepared by: .

Allen Law, P.E., Supervising Civi! Engineer
Engineering Design & R.O.W. Management Division

Attachment Al, A2, A3 and A4 — Project Location Map

Attachment B — Project Construction Schedule

Attachment CI, C2, C3, and C4 — Contracts & Compliance Unit Comphance Evaluation
Attachment D1 and D2 — Contractor Performance Evaluation
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Attachment A2 _
REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS
IN ROSEDALE AVENUE BOUNDED |
BY FOOTHILL BOULEVARD AND SANTA RITA STREET

CITY PROJECT NO. C329128

LOCATION MAP

NOT TO SCALE

LIMIT OFWORK 77777




Attachment A3

REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS IN BRIDGE AVENUE _BOUNDED BY FOOTHILL
BOULEVARD AND EAST 16TH STREET, AND IN THE EASEMENT BOUNDED BY
CARRINGTON STREET, 42ND AVENUE, SANTA RITA STREET, AND HIGH STREET

CITY PROJECT NQO. C329129

EASEMENTj £

LOCATION MAP

NOT TO SCALE

LIMIT OF WORK P77



ATTACHMENT A4

REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS
IN THE EASEMENT BY
ELINORA AVENUE AND REINHARDT DRIVE

CITY PROJECT NO. C329130
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LOCATION MAP

NOT TO SCALE

UMIT OF WORK 77777




Attachment B

Project Construction Schedules

ID| Task Name Start Finish 2013
Feb| Mar | Apr [ May| Jun| Jul |Aug | Sep | Oct | Nov | Dec | Jan
1 [ Project No. C312310 Mon 51313 Fri1M714
2 Construction Mon §/13113 Fri 117114
3
4] Project No. C329128 Mon 6/3113 Fri 8116113
5 Construction Mon 6/3113 Fri 8116113
6
7 | Project No. C329129 Mon 6/3113 Fri 811613
8| Construction Mon 67313 | Fni 8/16/13
9
10 Project No. C329130 Mon 6/3/13 Fri 8/23/13
11 Construction Mon 6/3/13 Fri 8/2313
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INTER OFFICE MEMORAND UM

CITY oF QAKIAND

TO: Dolores Campos, =~ FROM: Deborah Barnes, Manager.
Assistant Engineer : Contracts and Compliance
SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis DATE: February 19, 2013

Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattuck Avenue, 59tk Street,
Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey Street (Sub-basin 50-10) :
Project No. C312310

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

Below are the results of our findings:

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

EBO Policies Proposed Participation % .

o .. =

& - § we | 28 |32 &4 £z

: Original Bid | & £ & = o8 3 bl ke
o) B= b -] =] i
Corppany Name Aount ﬁ% ] o Q a g O s |3 ‘;3 £ 9
‘ - > =1 24 A g =

* = <

Andes ‘ )
Construction .| $2,795,525 96.14% |-0.18% | 94.53% | 1.43% 100% | 96.14% | 5% | $2,655,748.75 | Y

Pacific }
Trenchless $3,391,564 93.51% 1.18% | 92.33% | 0.00% 100% | 93.51% | 5% | $3,221,98580 [ Y

Comments: As noted above, both firms met and/or exceeded the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation requirement.
Both firms are EBO compliant.

*Proposed VSLBE/LPG participation is valued at .715%, however per the L/SLBE Program a VSLBE/LPG’s |
participation is double counted towards meeting the reqmrement Therefore, the VSLBE/LPG value for Andes
Constructlon is 1.43%. '
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For Informational Purposes

Listed below is the lowest responsible'bidder’s compliance with the 50% Local Employment Program (LEP)
and the 15% Qakland Apprenticeship Program for the lowest bidder's most recently completed City of Oakland
project.

Contractor Name: Andes Construction

Project Name: On Call Sewer Emergency Project FY 08/09

Project No, C329113

50% Local Employment Program (LEP)

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

Were all shortfalls satisf ed? YES If no, penalty amount NA

15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program

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

Were shortfalls satisfied? YES Ifno, pez_lalty amount? NA

The spreadsheet below provides details ofithe 50% LEP and 15% Apprenticeship Programs. Information provided
includes the following data: A) total project hours, B) core workforce hours deducted, C) LEP project employment
and work hour goal; D) LEP employment and work hours achieved; E)# resident new hires; F) shortfall hours; G)

- percent LEP compliance; H) total apprentice hours; I} apprenticeship goal and hours achieved; and J) Apprentice
shortfall hours. .

50% Loeal Employment Program (LEP) 15% Apprentieeship Program
= = H -
g (33 333 0 Qe |2 05| s[33Y 25 | ol
Tn | 83 SHe ®_38 |% 2 | g 282 g 27
&5 | 528 SER fofs lpgl S | EBE|¥sEl 83 65
5% | 2% | mET | 5% |g%| 8 |=F|siy &I | &E
2 L g sk < e 5 8= < g
& 1 83| FEE |y BT |z | 4| S|cE3 %8 2
' C D , i

4 B Goal Hours | Goal | Hours E F G A Goal | Hours J
6175 0 50% | 308.75 | 100% | 308.75 0 0 100% | 92.63 | 15% | 92.63 0

Comments: Andes Construction exceeded the Local Employment Program’s 50% resident hiring goal with
100% resident employment and met the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program goals with 47 on-site hours an
47 off-site hours. . :

Should you have any -questions, you may contact Vivian Inman at (510) 238-6261. -



City Administrator's Office %

AKLAND
L
Contracts and Comnliance Unit

"PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT No.: €312310

PROJECT NAME; Rehabilitiation of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattuck Avenue, 59th
Street Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey Street (Sub-BasIn 50- 10)

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construction

Enainear's Estimata; Contractors’ Bid Amount . OvarlUnder Engineer's Estimate
$3,343,990 $2,795,626.00 $648,456.00
Discounted Bid Amoupt: Amount of Bid Disgcount

$2, 86 748.75

_$139,776.25

1. Did the 50% [ocalfsmall {ocal requirements appiy? YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES
a) % of LBE participation 0.18%
. b) % of SLBE participation 94,88%
c) % of VSLBE participation 1.43%
3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking req.ulrement? LE_S_
a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation ' m‘é.
4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES
'(If yes, list the percentage received) ' o %

5. Additional Comments.

*Pronosed VSLBE/LPG cipation is valued at .716%, however per the L/SLBE Program a
VSLBE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the requijrement. Therfore the
VSLBE/LPG value is 1.43%.

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

: 2/19/2013
aihY Pate

Reviewing - ‘
Officer; /( - Date: 2/19/2013

ed By: )
Approy 4 g a s s Qg . Eg u '.“1’ Dete: 2/19/2013




-LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION .

, BIDDER 1
Project Name:| Rehabilitiation! of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattuck Avenue, 59th Street, Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey Street {Sub-
Basin 50-10) . )
Project No.: C312310 Engineers Est: . 3,343,830 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: 548,465
Discipline Prime & Subs Lacation Cert. LBE SLBE *VSLBEAPG Total LISLBE Tatai 'I.'bTAL For Tracking Only
Status doubla cauntad LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn.[. MBE WBE
wiua
PRIME Andes Conatruction Oakiand CB 2,632,525 2,632,525 2832,525.00] C
Trucking Foston Trucking Qakland cB 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,0001 AA 20,000
Saw Cuiting Bay Line Emeryvillg us 50000 H 5,000
Pipe Isco Kentucky UB 100,000f C
AB Aman Los Angeles| UB 5000] C
MH Precast O Castle Precast Livermore | UB , 5,000] C
AC Supply Gallager & Burk Oakland CB 20,000 20,000 10,000 C
Drain Rock Dutra San Rafael UB 50000 C
Concrete Right Away Qakland ce 5,000 5,000 50000 C
MH Rehab Contech Stockton . ue 2,000 C
Striping Uneation Markings Oakland UBe 8,000
= $5,000]  $2,652,525 20,000 2,677,525 " $20,000 0,000/ 765,525, 25,
PI'O]eCt Totals ] $ $ $2 $2,785,525.00 000 $0
0.18% 54.88% 1.43% 96.49% 100% 100% 100% 0.89% 0%
Requirements: The S0% requirernants I a combindt/an af 25% LEE and 25% SLBE patidpation. An SLBE firn can be countad 100% losrrda achieving S0% requiremenid. A LPGYSLBE's partidpation ts doubie Ethaicity
caunlad towanl meeting the nequirermnds. - . = Afilcan Amaricin
- - = Aden ndian

LBE = Local Business Entarpriss UB = UncrtSied Boalys s = Asian Paciic

SLBE = Soasl] Locd Business Entarprina B CB = Cartitied Bustossy C = Caucasion

Tow LBEISLEE = All Cardifisdl Local and Smdl Locd Binlnesses KMBE = Minority Bessinass Entecprise H = Hispario

NPLBE = NonProfit Local Bes inass Entarpria WEE = Women Businesa Enterprise NA = Nalive Amarican

NPSLBE -NonPiniit Sraall Locel Business Entacprisa 0= Glher

M. = Not Uslsd
MO = W ifin Ownarship

Page1



City Administrator's Office

[T1ie ST.TEY

gzaxr‘.g\b{g

Contracts and Compliance Unit

I -PROJECT EVALUATION FORM -

PROJECT NO.: C312310

PROJECT NAME; Rehabilitiation of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattuck
Avenue, 59th Street, Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey Street (Sub-

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Cver/Undsr Engineer's Estimate
$3,343,990 $3,391,564.00 -$47,574.00 ~
Disobunted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$3,221,985.80 $169,578.20 5%
T T e e T L e T

1. Did the 50% Iocallsma.ll local requiremerits apply? YES

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES
a) % of LBE participation - 1.18%
b) % of SLBE participation © 0 92,33%
¢) % of VSLBE participation 0%

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? ES
a) Total SLBE/LBE tricking participation ~ 100%

4. Diﬁ the contractor receive bid discounts? YES
(If yes, Iiét the percentage received) 5%

5. Additional Comments.

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

. 2/19/2013

. Date
Reviewing ! -0 . .
Qfficer;: - Date: 2/19/2013

A ed By:
Lo-“‘b !




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

Project Name:|Rehabilitiation of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattuck Avenue, 58th Street, Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey
Street (Sub-Basin 50-10)
Project No.: C312310 Engineers Est 3,343,990 UnderiOver Engineers Estimate: 47,574
‘Disclpline Prime & Subs Location Cert LBE SLBE . VSLBE/LPG Total LISLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status ' double counted | LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WRE
valye
PRIME Pacific Trenchless Qaidand CcB 3,001,564 3,001,564 3,001,5684] C
Trucking Williams Tiucking Oakland cB 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,0001 AA 50,000
Grind & Pave AC AJW Construction Qakiand cB 80,000 80,000 80,000] H a0,000
HOPE Pipe P&F Distributors Brisbane us 170,000f C
Manhole Materials Old Castle Concrete Livermore us 25000 C
Manhole Lining Con-tech of Califomia Stockton uB 10,0000 C
Pipe Couplings Mission Clay Products 7 Oakand cB 40,000 40,000 40,0008 C
Cast-Iron Claanoyts  |Groeninger Co. Hayward us 15,0001 C
. $40,000 $3,131,564 $0] $3,171,584 $50,000 $50,000 $3,391,584 130,000 0
Project Totals s
1.18% 92.33% 0% 93.51% 100% 100% 100% 3.83% 0.00%
Requirements: The 50% requirements # 2 combination of 25% 1BEand 25% SAE participation. An SLBEfirm can be counted 100% towards achieving SO% requirements, A LPG/VSIBE's partidpationis | Ethnleity
double counted toward meeting the requirenients. A = Alfican Amedcan
_ Al = AS'an ndian
“ AP = Asian Padific
. IC = Caxcasian

LBE=Lacal Basiness Entopdse UB = Unctrifib Busiress = Hisparic

SLBE = Sinsa Local Busimss Enterpriss Ca = Cortitied Bosiness NA = Nafve Aredican

wmas&éuouﬁqedm md Small Local Badnesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 0 = Olber’

NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterpriss WBE = Womon Business Enterprise - ML= Nol Lisied

NPSLEE = NonProdit Snafi Local Business Enterprise MO = Mxitipl Ownership
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INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM
: ‘ -

CITY OF OAKLAND
TO:DavidNg. . ..... .. . . . .. FROM: Deborah Batnes
. CIP Coordinator :
SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis. _ DATE: February 15,2013

Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewer in Rosedale Avenue Bounded
By Foothill Blvd. and Santa Rita Street —
Project No. C329128

City Administrator’s Office, Contracts and Compliance Unit reviewed four (4) bids in response to the above
referenced project. Below is the outcome ofithe compliance evaluation for the minimum 50% Local and Small Local
Business Enterprise (L/SLBE) participation requirement, a preliminary review for compliance with the Equal
Benefits Ordinance (EBO), and a brief overview ofi the lowest responsible bidder's compliance with the 50% Local
Employment Program (LEP) and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program on the bidder's most recently completed
City of Oakland project.

Responsive to L/SLBE and/or _ Earned Credits and Discounts
EBQ Policies Proposed Participation %
' o . B o =
= Ay 8§ |= 5
‘ m . ] & 52 |58 f < &
;. : m .
Company Name | OfighalBid } B |3 | 2 2 g | L |38 ER: S™
Amount = ‘%i 7 g JE 4 g E 2 35 2
= ’.*> S 3 H
Andes
Construction, Co
Inc. : .$395.071 94.94% S51% 92.41% 1 2.02% 1 100% | 94.94% 5% | $375317.45 Y
J. Howard : ) :
Engineering, .
Inc. $479,318 92.07% 3.55% | 88.53% | 0.00% 100% | 92.07% 5% | $455371.10
Pacific )
Trenchless $540,491 95.56% 0.00% | 95.56% | 0.00% 100% | 95.56% 5% | $513,466.45

Comments: As noted above, all three (3) firms met and/or exceeded the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation
requirement, *Andes Construction’s proposed VSLBE/LPG participation value was 1.01%, however, per the
L/SLBE Program a VSLBE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the requirement. Therefore, the
‘VSLBE/LPG value for Andes is 2.02%. J. Howard Engineering is not EBO compliant. They will have to come into
compliance prior to contract execution. .

: Proposed Participation Earned Credits and
i Non-Responsive_to L/SLBE : Discounts - o
and/or EBO Policies S
[ sl o EZ
3] dd9 »n g1 =
.M [ m e 9. 93]l m >
Company | OriginalBid | §g [ i 2o |logEs5 58 !S Ty g
Name ot |8 |3 |3 B3 |2Eipidii|es| BBl
a * a gan“x| 4
Valentine
Corporation $628,369 48.37% 0:57% | 41.38% | 7.42% 100% | 0% 0% | 0% 0% Y

Comments: As noted abave, Valentine Corporation, failed to meet the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation
requirement. *Valentine Construction’s proposed VSLBE/LPG participation value was 3.71%, however, per the
L/SLBE Program a VSLBE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the requirement. Therefore, the
VSLBE/LPG valye is 7,42%. Based on the above the firm is deemed non-responsive. The firm is EBO certified.
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For Inforinatigiial Purposes

Listed below is the lowest responsible bidder’s compliance with the 50% Local Employment Program (LEP)
and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program for the lowest bidder's most recently completed City of Oakland

project.

Contractor Name: Andes Construction

Project Name: On Call Sewer Emergency Project FY 08/09
Project No. C329113
'
50% Locnl Employment Program (LEP)
Was the 50% LEP Goal achieved? YES Ifno, shertfall ho‘urs? NA
Were all shortfalls satisfied? YES If no, penalty amount NA

15% Oakland Apprenticeship Progmm

Was the 5% Apprenticeship Goal achieved? YES If no, shortfall hours? NA

Were shortfalls satisfied? YES If no, penalty amount? NA

The spreadsheet below provides details of the 50% LEP and 15% Apprenticeship Programs. Information provided
includes the following data: A) total project hours, B) core workforce hours deducted, C) LEP project employment
and work hour goal; D) LEP employment and work hours achieved; E)# resident new hires; F) shortfall hours; G)
percent LEP compliance; H) total apprentlce hours; 1) apprenticeship goal and hours achieved; and J) Apprentice
shortfall hours.

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

« T I g e - ot -
3 £ §350 E e, (2 | 8| 3|3EE €3 8 8
yolr 23 FEE 5 882 “w| T | 58 283 g B-ls
SE | 2A| ffs | sBE: (BE 5 |49189Y 4% | i3
52 | B9 % Ef¥8 |ZH| € |Rf(zxby ES &
s © 5 g, e Wb 94 8 Ll g |Bas a3 &5
[ G .8 ~ Es gy B 4 2 o |e a3 o8 2

[ S |2 ﬂ ™ 7] = fos] < O w

C D !
A 8 Goal | Hours Goal | ows |~ ) ¢ " "Goal | Hours J

617.5 0 50% 308.75 | 100% | 308.75 0 0 100% | 92.63 | 15% | 92.63

Comments: Andes Construction exceeded the Local Employment Program’s 50% resident hiring goal with
100% resident employment and met the 15% Qakland Apprentlceshlp Program goals with 47 on-site hours and
47 off-site hours.

Should you have any questions, you may contact Sophany Hang at (510} 238-3723.



City Administrator's Office ' ey

AXLAND
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Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.: 329128

PROJECT NAME: Rehabliitalton of Sanitary Sewers In Rosedale Avenue Bounded by Foothill Blvd
and Santa Rita Street

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construction, Inc.

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount QOverfUnder Engineer's Estimate

‘ $510,580 . $396,071.00 . : $115,509.00
Dlsco Bid Amoun Amount of Bid Discoynt Dlscount Points:
$375 317.45 $19,753.66 6%
T R N T O D e e e T e R s T T T R TN T IO D G,
1. Did the 50% Iocallsmall local requirements apply? YES
2, Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES
a) % of LBE participation  081%
b) % of SLBE participation : ‘ 92.41%
c) % of VSLBE participation - 4.04%
3. Did the contractor meet the Truddng requirement? YES
a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking pafticlpation 100%
4. Did the contractor recelve bid discounts? Yes
(If yes, list the percentage recelved) ' 0%

6. Additional Comments. .

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin.Anltiating Dept.

2/16/2013
Date
Reviewing
Officer: 2/16/2013 ;
Approved By:

2/16/2013
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LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

Page 1

- BIDDER 1
Project Name:| R ehabiltaiton &f Sanitary Sewers in Rgsedate Avenue Bounded by Foothill Blvd and Santa Rita Street
Project No.: C329128 Engineers Est: 510,530 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: 115,609
Diseipfine ] Prime & Subs Location | Cert LBE SLBE *VSLBEILPG Tatal LISLSE Tofal TOTAL For.Tracking Only
' Statwus LBEISLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn.| ' MBE WBE
PRIME ) Andes Censtruction,|Inc. Oakiand CB 360,071 360,071.00f H 350,071
Sawcutting Bay Line | Emeryville us 2,000f H 2.000
Tncldng Foston Trucking Oakland cB 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000f AA 5,000
Pipe - P&F Brisbane us 15,000f C
AB Aman Los Angeles | UB 1000f C
.IMH Precast Old Castle Precast Livermore [8):] 50000 C
AC R Gallagher & Burk Oakland cB 2,000 2,000 ] 2000 C
Drain Rock Dutra San Rafeael | UB . 10000 C
Concrete Right Away Oakland CB 2,000 2,000 2000 C
MH Reban Contech Stockton us 2000 C .
; :
A 2,000 071 2,000 9,000 Ll 5,000 395,071. .\
Prcuect Totals 3 3385 3 H .55 00 3 $395,071.00 367,071 50
- 0.51% 92.41% 1.01% 83.93% 100% 100% 100% 92.91% 0%
Requirements: Tha SON req I b cambinatian of 5% LBE ard 28% SLAE panidpatim. An SLBE fim canba countea 100% towas actiaving 50% requinancats. A LPGVSLSE's partidpatian is double Ethnicity
courted ward mesting e recuiramants . ’ = Aliican Amarican
Al = Axin Indian
LBE= Local Bustmss Entarpriso "UB = Unexstifiad] Bustrass AP = Axian Paciic
SLAE= Smafl Local Businuss Entaprizs CH = Gariisd Businass © = Caucasian
Tokd LAE/SLAE = AR Cerlifisd Lotsl and Stsall Local Binfnasses | MBE = Minority Buskwss Enterprise H = Hizparic
NPLRE = NonProfit Lotal Business Emteiprisa WBE = Woman Business Enterprise NA = Nafve Ammicz:
NPSIEE = NonPrafit 5l Local Susinas Entarprisa ' 0= Olhar
NL = Nol Listad

MO = Mudipls Ownarstip
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%ICLAND
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Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM "~

PROJECT NO.: C329128

PROJECT NAME: Rehabiiltalton of Sanitary Sewers in Rosedale Avenue Bounded by
Foothill Bivd and Santa Rita Street

CONTRACTOR: J. Howard Engineering, Inc.

Enalnger's Estimata: - Contractors’ Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer's Estimate
. $510,680 $479,338.00 $31,342.00
Discountad Bid Amount: Amount of Bld Discount Discount Points:
$455 371 10 $23 966 90 5%
1. Did the 50% locallsmall local requirements appiy? . " YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? ' YES
a) % of LBE participation - 3.55%
b) % of SLBE participation 88.53%
c) % of VSLBE participation 0%
3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? ES

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation . 100%

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? . YES
(If yes, list the percentage received) 5%

§. Additional Comments.

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

2/15/2013

Date
Reviewing
Qfficer; ‘ ‘1 l_)ate: 211512013

Approved B : ' ' '
pproved By Sﬂg_Q_O_u,k Qo/\sw\obwwk © Dater - 21572013
LY




Project Name:| Rehabiiitaiton of|Sanitary Sewers in Rosedale Avenue Bounded by Foothilf Blvd and Santa Rita Street
Project No.: 329128 Engineers Est 510,830 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: 31,342
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert. LBE SLBE VSLBE/LPG . Total LISLBE Total TOTAL For Tl'acking Only -
Status LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. |: MBE WBE
PRIME J. Howard Engineering, Inc. (Oakland cB 384,338 384,338 384333 C
Truckign CJC Tmekdng Qakland cB 18,000 ‘ 18,000{ 18,000 18,000 18,0001  AA 18.000
Paving AJW Constiuction Oakland cB 17,000, 17,000} 17.000] H 17.000
Concrets Right Away Ready Mg Qakand - | CB 7,000 : 7,000 . 7,000] C
Pipe/Fittings Mission Clay Oakiand cB 10,000 10,000 A 100000 C
Resyicing {inner Gty Oakiand cB 5,000 5,000 g 5000 ¢
HOPE Pipe P&F Distributors Brisbane uB 25,000 ¢
Saw cutling Bay Une San Francisco uB 4,500 H 4,500
Manhole Lining Contech of CA Stockton us - 500} C
Mahple Materials US Concrete Livermore uB 83,0008 C
. 17,000 424,338 Q 41,330 18,000 18,000 79,338 39,500 Q
Project Totals $ . §424.3 i B 3 s el $
3.55% 88.53% 0% 92.07% 100% 100% 100% 8.24% 0.00%
Requirements: The so% requivements s 3 combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving SON requirements. A LPG/VSLBE's participation s jEthniclty
double counted toward meeting the requirements. . : A = Adfcar American
. Al = Asian Indian
AP = Astan Pazifc
| € = Caucasian

. LBE = Lacal Sudacss Entarprisa UB = Uncertifiad Busincss . {H=Hispanic

SUBE = Small Locai Business Entssprisa C8 = Cortifiod Business NA = Native Amverican

Total LBEISLEE = All CenfBd Local and Small Local Budnesses MBE=Minority Business Enterprise 0=0ther

HPLBE = NoicProfit Locd Susinsss Entuprise WHE = Women Business Enterprise 'NL = Not Listed

NPSLBE = ManPolit Smai! Lacal Sustnaes Enterprise ’ MO = Mutiple Ownerstip




City Administrator's Office w

AKXLAND
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Contracts and Compliance Unit

.. BROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.: €329128 ,

PROJECT NAME: Rehabiiltaiten of Sanitary Sewers In Rosedale Avenue Bounded by

Foothill Blyd and Santa Rita Street
T T T A e S T e, T A e e e e P T

3t e

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer’s Estimate
$510,680.00 . $540,491.00 - . -$29,811.00
Disgounted Bid Amount: Amoupt of Bid Discount Discount Poiqts:
$313,466.45 $27,024.55 5.00%
S T D T T P L T2 T S R B S A SR AT e 2
1. Did the 50% localfsmall local requirements apply? YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES
a)% of LBE particpation ' 0.00% :
b} % of SLBE participation 95,589
c} % of VSLBE participation : 0.009

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? . - XES

-a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100.00%

4. Did the contracter receive bid discounts? YES

(If yes, list the percentage received) 5.00%

8. Additional Comments.

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.
: 2/15/2013

‘ ’ Date
Reviewing P e i) o
Offiger: » -Date: 2512013

1




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

NPSLSE = NonfFrofit Small Local B

Jusingss Enterprise

MO = Mutiple Ownership

Project Name:| Rehabiiitaiton of Sanitary Sewers in Rosedale Avenue Bounded by Foothill Blvd and Santa Rita Street
ProjectNo.; ©329128 Engineers Est: 1,988,826.00 UnderiOver Engjneers Estimate: 1,458,335.00
Discipline Prime & Subs Location | Cert LBE SLBE *VSLBE/LPG Total LISLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status 14% 14% doxble counted LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollass Ethn, MBE WEE
: valug )
PRIME Pacific Trenchless [Oakland CB 511,481 511,481.00 511.491.00] C
Trucking Williams Trucking Oaldaind CB 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000] AA 5,000.00
HOPE Pipe P&F Distributors Brisbane ue . 20,000 C :
Manhole
Matesials US Concrete, inc.  {LIVermore 8] 4,000
= $0 $516 491 $0 $516,491 5,000 5,000 540,481.00 5,000 0
Project Totals § ¥5 ¥ ¥
. i ’ 0.00% 95.56% 0.00% 95.56% 100% 100% 100% ) 0.83% 0%
Requirements: The 50% requirements s a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE participation. An SLBE fim canbe tounted 100% towards achieving 50% rsquirements. A LPGVSLBE's Al = Astan Iockan
participation is double counted toward meeting the requirements. 1+ Asian Padic
© = Caugasian
LBE = Logal Business Enterprise t/B= Uncertified Businoss H = Hispanic
SLBE = Small Locll Bosinesa Entarptisa CB = Cerfifitd Busincss NA = Native American
Total LBBSLEE = AB C atifiad Localand Snull Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterpiise Q=
NP1 BE= NoaPrufit Local Business Enterpdsa WBE = Women Business Enterprise NL = Not Listad -*




City Administrator‘s Office
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Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECTNO.: C329128°

PROJECT NAME: Rehabiliitalton ot Sanitary Sewers In Rosedale Avenue Bo&nded by
Foothtll Blvd and Santa R[ta Street '

CONTRACTOR: Valentine Corporation

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bld Amount ‘ Overfnder Engineer’s Estimate
_ $510,680 $628,369.00 .o -$117,689.00
Discounted Bid Amount: ~ Amount of Bld Discount Di fs:
$0.00. $0.00 0%
T : A TR TS e Ty e e e L T T e e L

1. Did the 50% local/small local requirements apply? . YES

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? NO ' N
a) % of LBE participation - 0.57%
b) % of SLBE participation - 41.38%
¢) % of VSLBE participation . 7.425

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100%
4. Did the contractor recelve bid disc:.ounts? " NO
{If yes, list the percentage received) | 0%
5 Additional Comments.
roposed VSLBE/LPG participation Is valued at 3.71%, however per the LISLBE Program a

VSLBE/LPG's participation {s double counted towards meeting the requirement. Firm failed
to meet the 50% L/SLBE. Therefore, firm s deemed non-responsive.

8. Date evaluation completed and retumed to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.
~___2/1512013

o | Date -
DBate; 2/16/2013

Approved By: Mﬁﬁ%ﬂ% Date: ___2/15/2013




_ LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 4

Prajact Nama:| Rehabilitaiton of Sa]n'rtary Sewers in Rosedale Avenue Bounded by Foothill Blvd and Santa Rita Street

NPSLBE & NosProfit Smab Locat Bialness Entupriss

Projact No.: 0329425 Engineers Est 510,680 | Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -117,68%
Discipline Prime & Subs Location | Cert LBE SLBE *VSLBENPG Tota) LISLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status doubls counted LBEISLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
valus - :
PRIME Valentine Corporation | San Rafael uB 299,201.00f C
Truddng Morroe Tmeking Oakland CB 17,000 17,000 17,000 17,000 17,000] AA 17,000
Pipe Bursting Mosto Const Oaklind cB 280,000 260,000 . 260,000] AA 260,000
Assembles Pace Supply Cakiand UB . 27,000 C
cCTV Roy’s Sewer Service Novate uB 13,568] NL
ceTv The Plimbing Ministry | Oaldand uB 8,000] AA 8,000
Concrete Supply | Right Away Ready Mix Oaklam_! cB " 3,600 3,600 3600 ©
H $3,800 &0,000 17,000 250,600 17,000 17,000 $528,3569.00|" 285,000
Project|Totals ' 5260, $17, s2s0800] - s $ $
5 0.57% 41,38% 3.71% 44,66% 100% 100% 100% 45,35%
Requirements: The S0% requeremant s a coinbinolion of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE partidpation. An SLBE fim can be counted 10C% towards achieving 50% requirements. & LPBA/SLBE'S AL Adian tndan
panid pation [s double counted toward nwetina thw requl é!::‘kmpa:ir
LBE = Loc) usiess Extemiing UB = Uncartfiod Buskwss H = Hizmanic
SLBE = Small Local Bustssss Entatpriss C5 = Cortifiad Susiness NA = Natiw Amnesican
Total LBESLBE = All Cwified Loca! and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Exsterprise D = Cther
HPLBE = NonPraftt Local Shrstnass Enterprisa WBE = Wymen Bualness Enterprsa M. = Nol Lided

MO = Mullipla Qenaxhip




INTER OFFICE MEMORAND UM

3

SUBJECT: Compliance‘Analysis

W

DATE: February 15, 2013
Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue Bounded by Foothill Boulevard
and E. 16th Street and in the Easement Bounded by Carrington Street, 42nd

Avenue, Santa Rita Street and High Street -
Project No, C329129

CITY OF QAKLAND
TO: David Ng : FROM: Deborah Barnes W
; . CIP Coordinator .

City Administrator’s Office, Contracts and Compliance Unit reviewed four (4) bids in response to the above
referenced project. Below is the outcome ofithe compliance evaluation for the minimum 50% Local and Small Local
Business Enterprise (L/SLBE) participation requirement, a preliminary review for compliance with the Equal
Benefits Ordinance (EBQ), and a brief overview of the lowest responsible bidder's compliance with the 50% Local
Employment Program (LEP) and the 15% Qakland Apprenticeship Program on the bidder's most recently completed

Comments: As noted above, all firms met and/or exceeded the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation requirement.
*Andes Construction proposed VSLBE/LPG participation value was 1.30%, however, per the L/SLBE Program a

City of Qakland project.
Responsive to L/SLBE and/or Earned Credits and Discounts
EBO Pollcles Proposed Particlpation : %
) 'g e o =3
23} [ 8 o =
o (e E 8 5 g A= EZ
: ot : = 3 23] m .5 | s
Company Name Original Bid Eq fé-‘! z S A 8 2 |3 § 'g a 8>
Amount Sl = ;; 4& 2 E 5 2 Z5 §
= ? S & 2 3
Andes
Construction, . : ‘
Inc. $307,924 95.13% .65% 91.88% .1 2.60% i00% | 95.13% 5% | $292,527.80 Y
Mosto
Construction $363,228 89.97% 33% | 8964% | 0.00% | 100% | 89.97% 5% | $348,116.10 Y
J. Howard ‘
Enginecring $381,960 92.01% 3.53% | 88.48% | 0.00% 100% | 92.01% 5% | $362,862.00 N
Pacific Y
Trenchless, Inc. | $413,462 94.20% 0.00% | 94.20% | 0.00% | 100% | 94.20% 5% 1 $392,788.90

VSLBE/LPG’s participation is double counted towards meeting the requirement. Therefore, the VSLBE/LPG value
for Andes is 2.60%. All firms are EBO compliant axcept I. Howard Engineering, They will have to come into

compliance prior-to_contract.executlont.
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For Informational Purposes

Listed below is the lowest responsible bidder’s compliance with the 50% Local Employment Program (LEP)
and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program for the lowest bidder's most recently completed City of Oakland

project.
Contractor Name: Andes Construction
Project Name: On Call Sewer Emergency Project FY 08/09
Project No. 329113
)
50% Loceal Employment Program (LEP)
Was the 50% LEP Goal achjeved? YES 1T no, shortfall hours? NA
Were all shortfalls satisfied? YES if no, penalty amount NA

15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program

Was the 15% Apprenticeship Goal achieved? YES If no, shortfall hours? "NA

Were shortfalls satisfied? YES If ne, penalty amount? NA

The spreadsheet below provides details of the 50% LEP and 15% Apprenticeship Programs. Information provided
includes the following data: A) total project hours, B) core workforce hours deducted, C) LEP project employment
and work hour goal; D) LEP employment and work hours achieved; E)# resident new hires; F) shortfall hours; G)
percent LEP compliance; H) total apprentice hours; 1) apprenticeship goal and hours achieved; and J) Apprentice

shortfall hours.

50% Locat Employment Program (LEP) 15% Apprenticeship Program
o %8 EE i 5 P 238 et P
k: g 8 gsd E 8o (2 | 21 8 |EFa #Hs g 2
e | 3 288 8,22 |Be|l & |ME®EE SE 4%
g s & & E 8 s g R gl 3 | AE 022 23 fg
32 | Bl & gE% EE S| =EgBy E3 & 5
g = . 3 5 &3 o < 8
= | 88| ~EE B2 |s 8] ©F<eg <28 &
C D i

4 5 Goal Hours Goal [ Hours £ F G H Goal | Hours /

6175 0 0% 308.75 100% | 308.75 1] 0 looss | 92.63 | 15% | 92.63 0

Comments: Andes Construction exceeded the Local Employment Program’s 50% resident hiring goal with
100% resident employment and met the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program goals with 47 on-site hours and

47 off-site hours.

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



City Administrator's Office @
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Contracts and Compliance Unit

'PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO,; C329129

PROJEGT NAME; Rehabiiltaiton of Sanitary Sewers In Bridge Avenue Bounded by Foothill
Boutevard and E. 16th Street and In the Easement Bounded by Carr]ngton Street,
42nd Avenue, Santa Rita Street and High Street

N T P L HE IS A S L R s A O A L TS KL A KRR

CONTRACTOR: Andes GConstruction, Inc.

Engjneer's Estimate; Contractors' Bid unt Over/Under Englneer'a Estimate
$407,940 - $307,924.00 $100,015.00
Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bld Discoun Discount Polnts;
$292,627.80 ’ $1 6, 396 20 6%
1. Did the 50% local/small local require‘ments apply? ~ YES
2, Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? ) - YES
a) % of LBE participation 0.66%
b) % of SLBE participatipn - 91.88%
' ¢) % of VSLBE participation 2.80°
3. DId the confractor meet the Trucking requirernent? : YES
a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation - 100%
4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? . YES
(If yes, list the percentage received) 6%

5. Additional Comments,

Proposed VSLBE/LPG participation s valued at 1.30%, however per the L/SLBE Program a
SLBE/LPG's participation ls double counted towards meeting the requirement,

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Confract Admin./Inltiating Dept.

——— ' 2/16/2013

1 ' ’ Date
Reviewing . d% :
Offteer: . , Date; 2162013

N~ )

Approved By:
ppvees é&&ﬂ%_@m&nm%_ ale 2162013




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

Page 1

Project Nama:| Rehabilitaiton of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue Bounded by Foothill Boulevard and E. 16th Street and in the Easement Bounded
by Cartington Street, 42nd Avenue, Santa Rita Street and High Street _
Project No.: ©325129 Engineors Est 407,940 Under/over Engineers Estmate; 100,015 |
Discipiine Prima & Subs Location Cert LBE . SLBE “VSLRELPG Total -LISLBE Total TOTAL For 'i'racking Only
Status . LBEISLB_E Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn.| ' MBE WRBE
PRIME Andes Caasbudtiodd Inc | Qakiand CB 277,924 227,924 277024000 H | - 277,924
Sawcutiing Bay Line Emeryvitle . | UB 2000f # | . 2000
Trucking Foston Trucidng Cakland cB 5,000). 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000f AA 5,000
Pipe P&F Distributors Brishane uB ' 10,000] € -
AR Aman Los Angeles | UB 1,000 €}
MH Precast Qid Castie Precast Livermore uB’ 5000 C :
AC GaRagher & Svrk Oakiand cB 2,000 2,000 20000 ¢ |
Draim Rock Dutra San Rafael | UB ’ 10000 € f !
Concrets Right Away Oakland cB 2,000} 2,000 20000 C
_ |MHReban Contech Stockton uB 2,000 C
* 2,000 3282,924/ $2,000 36,924 55,000 5,000 07,924.00 . 284.9 0
Project Totals s2.0¢ 32 y ¥ el I
| 0.65% 51.85% 1.30% 83.83% 100% 100% 100% ' 9253% 0%
Requirements: Ths 5% reqUrBmanta i a cambination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE partidpBtion. An SLEE fit can be cownted 100% towads acltisving S0% requirements, A LPGVSLBE's partigipalion i doubls Ethnicity.
counted oward maeting the reqguements. JAA = African Anuricen
T Al = Adlan ln;diin

LBE=Local Businses Entuprise UB = Uncmtined Businass AP = A% an Pacific

SLBE = Sl Local Budinwm Entmprise CB = Cortiflad Buslusss € » Cavemsiin

roumame-uo,"wwm Small Lacat Buzinessos MSE = Minority Businesa Enierprisa et

NPLEE = NonPrafR Laeal Busiaem Extarprize WBE = Wormaen Buslness Entarprisa NA = Nava Amatican

NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Buskiers Exteroriss onOltw |

ML = Mot 1) cind
MO = Mutipla CunenNp




City Administrator's Office

OAKLAND
Jlanmy.tr

Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT NO.: 0329129

PROJECT NAME: Rehabiiltaiton of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue Bounded by
Foothill Boulevard and E. 16th Street and in the Easement Bounded
by Carrington Street, 42nd Avenue, Santa Rita Street and High

Street

P s O S g e R AR IR AR

CONTRACT OR: Mosto Construction

Engineer's Estimate:; Contractors' Bid Amount Ovar/Undar Englneer's Estimate
$407,940 - $366,438.00 $41,502.00
Discounted Bid Amount: ' Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$348,116.10 7 1 8:321.90 _ &%

1. Did the 50% locallsmall locai requirements apply? YES

2, Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? ES
a).% of LBE participation - 0.33%
b} % of SLBE participation 89.64%
c) % of VSLBE participation 0%

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100%
4. Did the contractor recéive bid discounts? | YES
{If yes, list the percentage received} - §%

5. Additional Comments.

_— _PROJECTAEVALUATION FORM..._....._... S e e it e drrv e s e L .r...v.-..._... e amaa

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

. 2/15/2013
Date
Eev!ewlng _
Qfficer; 4 Date: 2/15/2013

A vdB -
pproved E¥: Sﬁmﬂh.w &a/wr‘olnm  Date: 21512013



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 2

Praject Name:

Rehabiiitaiton of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue Bounded by Foothill Boulevard and E. 16th Street and in the Easement
Bounded by Camngton Street, 42nd Avenue, Santa Rita Street and High Street

NPSLEE = NonProSt Satdl Loca) Rudness Enteniisa

Praject Na.: C329129 Engmeets Est 407,940 UnderfOver Engineers Estimata: 41,502
Discipline Prime & Subsi Location Cert LBE SLBE VSLBE/ILPG Total USLBE Tatal TOTAL .Far Tracking Only
Status LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars ' | Ethp. MBE WBE
PRIME Mosta Construction Qakland CB 316,471 316.471 316471 H 316471
Trecking Monrae's Trucking Qakland cB 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,0008 AA 12,000
HOPE Pipe PAF Distributors Brisbane B 201871 ©
" |Manhale Sgucture Old Castle Precast Livermare use 8,000] C
Pjpe Fitting Clay Pipe |Mission Clay " {Dakland CB 1,200 1,200 12000 C
Hydrapox Sealant Con Tech of CA Stackton us 6,000 C
Cancrets Central Concrete San Jaose us 1,800F ¢
AB, Cement, Misc Lanns Baldley Oakland uB 1,800 C
= 1,200 $328,471 $0 $329,67T1 12,000 12,000 366.438 28 47
Project Totals ¥ $ E $ $328,471 5
0.33% 89.64% 0% 89.97% 100% 100% 100% 69.64% 0.00%
Requirements: The 50% requirements 182 combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE parlcipation. An SLBE firm canbe counted 100% towards achieving S0% requirements. A LPSA'SLRE's pacticipation is Etnnicity
double counted toward meeting the requirements, A =Afican Americzn
Al = Asian Indian
AP = Asaa Padfic
! . C = Caxasian

LBE = Local Gaainess Entafprise UB = Uncatiied Butiness = Hisparic

SLBE = Sl Local Basness Emerprise CB = Certifled Business ENA = Nive American

Tow! mmgg:mwum;mamn Loeal Bosinesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 0 = Othee !

NPLBE = NoaProB Local Busipess Enterpse WBE = Women Business Entnrprise NL= Not stz

MO = Mustiple Ownexetip




City Admiﬁistrator's Office
EO_%‘EZLAND

Chu 120 gharen

Contracts and Compliance Unit

E OJECT EVALUAT!ON FORM

PROJECT NO; C329129

PROJECT NAME: Rehabiiitaiton of Samtary Sewaers in Bridge Avenue Bounded by
Foothill Boulevard and E. 16ti1 Street and in the Easement Bounded by
Carrlngton Straet 42nd Avenue Santa Rita Street and High Street

T e R R A AR e

CONTRACTOR: J. Howard Englneering. Inc.

" Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount | Overinder Englnear's Estimate

$407,940.00 ‘ $381,960.00 $25,980.00
Discounted Bid Amount: A ount of Bid Digcount - Discount Points;

8362 862 00 " $18,098.00
i ] o N e A R T e e T TR T R )

1. Did the 50% localfsmall local raquirements apply? YES
. 2. Did the contractor meet the 50%‘requirament? YES
a) % of LBE participation 53%
b) % of SLBE participation . 88.48%
c) % of VSLBE participation 0.00%
3. Did the contractor meat the Trucking requirement? YES

a) Total SLBEILBE trucking participatlon 100.00%
4, Did the contractor racelve bid discounts? ES
(If yes, list the percentage received) 5.00%

5. Additional Commaents.

6. Date evauation completed and returned to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.
2/1512013

Date

. - ) Y. | — "

Reviewing
Dfficer: {o " Date: 21512013
N .

Approved By: ' Dnte; 2{15/2013
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LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 3

Projact Name:

Rehabiiitaiton of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue Bounded b
Bounded by Carrington Street, 42nd Avenue, Santa Rita Street and High Street

y Foothill Boulevard and E. 16th Street and in the Easement

NPSLBE= NonProBt Sniall Local Business Enterpriza

Projsct No.: $329129 ' Engineers Est: 407,940.00 Under/Over Engineers Estimata: 25,980.00/ .
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert, LBE SLBE *"VSLBE/LPG Total LISLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
i Status double countsd BE/SLBE Truchting Trucking Dollars Ethn.]  MBE WBE
valua i
1
J. Howard I :
PRIME Engineering, Inc, Oaldand CB 310,960 310,960.00] 310,960.00F C
Trucidng GJIC Trucidng Oaldand cB 13,000 13,000) 13,000 13,000 13,000] AA 13,000
Paving AJW Constnyction | Oafland CB 10,000 10,000 10,0001 H 10,000
Right Away Ready - .
Concrete Mix : Oaldland CB 5,500 5,500 i 55000 C
Pipe Fittings  {Mission Clay Oatdand CB 8,000 8,000 8,000 C
Recyde Inner City ‘joakiand cB 4,000 4,000 4,000 C
HOPE Plpe P&F Distributors Brisbane ue 20,0001 C .
SawCutng  |BayLine Emeryville- | UB 3,500 _H ; _3,500.00
Manhole Uning |Contech of CA  |Stockton uUB 500 © !
Manhole ] i
Materials US Concrete Livermare uB 6,500 C i
. 13,500 337,960 0 351,460 13,000 13,000 361,960.00 28,500 0
Project Totals ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
§ 3.53% 88.48% 0.00% 92.01% 100% 100% 100% 6.94% 0%
Requirements: Tha S03 cequinenents is a combinatian of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE participation. An SLBEfinn canbe counted 100% towars achieving 50% rsquirements. A LPGVSLSE's Al = Assanrcian
participation is double counted toward meeting the requirements. | AP = AianPadfic ’
| C = Cancddn
LBE = Lacal Business Entespeias U8 = Uncastified Business H=Nispaide |
SLBE = Seull Local Bwonsss Enterprise " @8 =Ceitifisd Business NA= Native American
Totat LEEISLEE = All Cotified L poatand Small Local Bioinsases MBE = Minocity Businass Enterprise 0 = Other
NPLBE = RenProfit Locat Business Entsrpeba WEBE = Women Business Enterprisa NL = Not Listed

|-

= Mutiple Ownsrship




City Administrator's Office

A XY AN
uﬂmﬂ;ﬂ-uﬂl ai.n—

Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATIONFORM

PROJECT NO.: 329129

PROJECT NAME: Rehabiiitalton of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue Bounded by
Foothill Boulevard and E. 16th Street and in the Easement Bounded
by Carrington Street, 42nd Avenue, Santa Rita Street and High Street

T T T 2, T ) T 2

CONTRACTOR; Pacific Trenchless, Inc.

Engineer's Es|lmate; " Contractors' Bid Amount OverfUnder Englneer's Estimate
$407,940 $413,462.00 -$6,522.00
Discounted Bid Amont; Amount of Bid Discount Discount Paints:
, $392,788.90 $20,673.10 5%
NPTSMANGRUAT T 1S TN X ﬂs‘l:!L‘.'l‘.‘E:HMS,‘-.L" LA BT P B 5 R TIUAIRUIE LAY -‘ Losiiraile e

1. Did the 50% locallsmall iocal requirements apply? YES
2. Did the contractor meet the §0% requirement? YES
a) % of LBE participation 0,00%
b} % of SLBE participation _ 94.20%
c) % of VSLBE participation 0.,00%
3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES .

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100%

4, Did the contractor recaive bid discounts? ES
(If yes, list the percentage received) 5%

5. Additional Comments.

e e i e e

8. Date evalialisri compleled-and retumed-to-Contract Adminfinitiating: Pept.
211512013

' Date
Reviewjng
Officer: Date: 211512013

Approved By: Date: 214512013




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

- Projuct Name:| Rehabilitaiton of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue Bounded by Foothill Boulevard and E. 16th Street and in the Easement
Bounded by Carrington Street, 42nd Avenue, Santa Rita Street and High Street .
Project No.: 329129 : Engineers Est; 407,940 - UnderfOver Engineers Estimate; -5,522 ]
" Disclpline Prime & Subs ~ Location | Cert, LBE SLEE "WSLEBEA PG Tatal L/ISLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
R Status daublacountsd | LBE/SLEBE Trucking Trucking Dollags Eﬂm.r MEE WBE
: s )
PRIME Pacific Trenchiass, Inc. %Oakland CcB 384,462 334 462 . 384,462.00] ©
Trxcking Wiams Trucidng Oaldand cB 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000] AA 5,000
HOPE Pipe P&F Distributors Brisbane ua ' 20,0001 ©
Manhole Materials |US Coneretg, Inc. UNermore ue 4,000} C
A ] 50 388,462 0 5389 462 55,000 5,000 13,462.00 5,000 S0
| Proiect Totals 3 _ ¥ : $ i $ :
| 0.00% 94.20% 0% 94.20% 100% 100% 100% 121%| 0%
Requirerments: The % mequirements is 3 combinallon of 25% LAE and 25% SLBE particpaion, An SLBE fm: cante cauniid 100% towards achieving 50% requlisments. A LPBA/SLEE's A= A inchs :
participation is doubls cmimied ioward meating # requinanents. ?;‘:"M?mﬁ'-
N ——— — — =Caumadan
LBE = Local Bwainacs Entaprive MB = Uncartlfiod Businam H = Hismanic -
SLEE=Small Lwoal Faalnexs Eiterprise CB = Cartifled Boaizacs MA = Naliws Armwrican !
Tota] LEBFSLEBE = Alf Cuatilled I%nul wrd Small Locd Buslnesses . MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 0=0ia ;
NALBE=> NmPruthLmalBsulnru Entatprive WEE = Women Business Enterprise NL & Net Listed :
MPSLEE = NooProlit Small Lical Busituss Entapriza ‘ ) W0 = Wutipla Daembip :




| <t
- INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM

CITY oF QAKLAND

TO: Gunawan Santoso FROM: Deborah Barnes, Contracts and
e Civil Engineer. _____ : _ Compliance Managep+] ,

SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis DATE: January 31,2013
The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in ‘ o
. the Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive
Project No. C329130 '

City Administrator’s Office, Contracts and Compliance Unit reviewed four (4) bids in response to the above referenced
project. Below is the outcome of the compliance evaluation for the minimum 50% Local and Small Local Business
- Enterprise (L/SLBE) participation requirement, a preliminary review for compliance with the Equal Benefits Ordinance
(EBOQ), and a brief overview of the lowest responsible bidder's compliance with the 50% Local Employment Program
(LEP) and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program on the bidder's most recently completed City of Oakland project.

Responsive to L/SLBE and/or

EBO Policies Proposed Participation Earned Credits and Discounts %
m & 28 |= = =
Orignal Bid | o | m & 5 g i3 (=8| ¢ §§

73] 2] ] =3 = o L0

Company Name Amount & @ 3 = 3 = = g 3 25 Q
aQ @ = 8% Al & a
. ¢ g2 |88 2

Mosto ‘ : . ]

Construction $271,672.00 87.12% | 1.55% 84 47% 1.10% 100% 87.12% | 5% | $258,088.40 Y

' *2.20 *88.22%
Pacific

Trenchless, Inc. $294,546.00I 92.23% | 0.00% - | 92.23% 0.00% 100% 9223% | 5% | $279,818.70 Y

Andes o 66% 91.40% Y

Construction $302,287.00 01.40%. | 0.66% %0,08% *1.32 100% *92.06 5% | $287,172.65
J. Howard

Engineering, Inc. | $381,130.00 { 92.21% 1 3.07% | 85.14% '] 0.00% 100% 92.21% | 5% | $362,073.50 N

Comments: As noted above, all firms met and/or exceeded the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation requirement. All
firms are EBO compliant except J. Howard Engineering, Inc. Firms that are not EBO compliant will have to come into
comphance prior to award. -

*Pursuant to the L/SLBE program, a Very Small Local Businesses Enterprise’s (VLSBE) participation has been double
counted toward meeting the L/SLBE requirement.



Page 2

For Informational Purposes

Listed below is the lowest responsible bidder’s compliance with the 50% Local Employment Program (LEP) and
the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program for the lowest bidder's most recently completed City ofiOakland project.

For Informational Purposes
Listed below is the lowest responsible bidder’s compliance with the 50% Local Employmentr Program (LEP) and
the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program for the lowest bidder's most recently completed City ofiOakland project.

" Contractor Name: Mosto Construction
Project Name: Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Sayre Dr. and Paso Robles
And Easement Between Chambers Drive and Saroni Drive

Project No. C329123 }

50% Local Employment Program {LEP)

Was the 50% LEP Goal achjeved? . Yes 1f 1o, shortfall hours?
Were all shortfalls satisfied? Yes 1f no, penalty amount

15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program

Was the 15% Apprenticeship Goal achjeved? Yes . If o, penalty amount

Were shortfalls satisfied? : Yes. . | Ifno, penalty amount?

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

e e e e e o

50% Local Employment Program (LEP) 15% Apprenticeship Program
= = :
Fe | 25| BEr | E.8% |Fp % |yE|gly = | g2
_:E N;Q Q‘E\:ﬁ Q‘E,ﬁ"" %:E = Jga 684 %g EE
3% 1 %e| 8% | 27E% (¥ % |flzly Lf | &
= 18&| “EF | & < |5 Sk &
: C D ' I

4 B Geal Hours Goal Hours £ F G H Goal | Hours J

1071 0 50% 5355 | 100% | 535.5 ] 0 | 100% | 161 | 15% 161 0

Comments: Mosto Construction exceeded the Local Embloyment Program’s 50% resident hiring goal with
100% resident employment and the 15% Qakland Apprenticeship Program goals.

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



CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE UNIT

Contract Compliance Divls'Ion

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

* PROJECT NO.: €329130

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avernue and
Reinhardt Drive

T e O O e R T et

CONTRACTOR: Mosto Construction

Engineer's Estimate; Contractors' Bid Amount OverfUnder Engineer's Estimate
$315,570 $271,872 $43,898
Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discouht .. Discount Points:
$258 088 40 $13,583.60 . . 5%
o R A DO T T Ly S AL LR A R T T A ST 3 )
1. Did the 50% requirements apply? YES
. 2. Did the.contractor.meet the 50%.requirement?.. . .... .. YES .. . . ... ...
a} % of LBE participation 1,65%
b} % of SLBE participation . ‘ 84.47%
c) % of VSIBE participation *2.20%
3. Did the contractor meet the L/SLBE Trucking requirement? : YES

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation ~ 100%

4, Did the contractor recelve bid discounts? ' YES
(If yes, list the percentage receivéd) 5%

5. Additional Comments.

*VSLBE/LPG participation is valued at 1.10%, however per the L/SLBE Program a ‘
VSLBE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the requirement,

6. Date evaluation completed and returnéd to Contract Admin./initiating Dept.
1/31/2013

Date
Bevl Ing
%d‘l ‘(""( Date: 1/31/2013
Approved By: MM_ Dafe:r - 1/31/2013




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

Project Name:| The: Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive
Project No.: C329130 Engineers Est: $315,570 _ UnderfOver Engineers Estimate: $43,898 .
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cerl LBE SLBE *ySLBElLPG Total L/SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status] 258% 25% double ::ourrln:l LBE/SLBE | Trucking | Trucking Dollars |Ethn.| « MBE WBE
value : !
IPRIME Mosto Constmctior Oakland cB . 229472] | 229,472 229,472 H = 229,472
Trucking Monroe Trucking Qakland CB : 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000] AA | 3,000
HOPE Supplies |P & F Distributors Brisbane uB : 15,000 C | !
MH Structures |Old Castle Precast Pleasanton | UB 15,000f NL | !
. . |
Pipe Couplings |Mission Clay Oakland CB 4,200 4,200 42000 NL | ,
MH Bases-Misc
Concrete Larms Building Supply [Oakland us 2:_500l NL |
Post video APIT Sacramento | UB 2,500 NL
= $4,200{ $229472 $3,000 $236,672 $3,000 $3,000 $271,672 . $232 472 0
Project Totals | $
|
1.55% 84.47% 1.10% 87.12% 100% 100% 100% © 85.57%)|0.00%
Double counted dollar value - $6,000 $242 672 $274,672|Ethnicity
Percentage based on double counting 2.20% 88.22% . 101.10% M=AMAmefkm
Requirements: The 50% reqwreme'nt can be satisifed by a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards ach|evmg 50% = hsian 'i'_‘d"a“
requirement. An LPG/VSLBE's participation is double counted toward meeting the reqwrement. =:.aum:|m
o - = Hispanic
usiness Entespnse mtﬁmess = Nailvé American
Total LBE/SLBE = All Certified Local and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 0 = Other I
NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterprise WBE = Women Business Enterprise ML= Not Listed

NPSLBE= NonProfit Sniall Local Business Enterprise

MO = Mullile Ownership




CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE UNIT *
S T PaxEaD

Contract Compliance Division

S s e TDRE JECT EVALUATION FORM ™ =~ == 7 7 e e s i s

PROJECT NO.: C329130

PRDJECT NAME The Rehablhtatlon of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Ellnora Avenue and
A AT . R A T e T T oty D P A A A T e L Ay T AT T R A ea uh

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless, Inc.

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer's Estimate

$315,570 $294,546 $21,024
Discounted Bid Amount: - _ Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$279 818 70 : $‘I4 727 30 ' C B% . .

A 3 R T A R T e e e R T IR ]

'!. Did the 50% requirements apply? ' . YES

2. Did the contractor 'meet the 50% requirement? . YES
a) % of LBE participation 0%

- 1) %-of SLBE-participation - - -~ - - .- 92,23%: - mee w s m e

¢) % of VSLBE participation 0%

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation.  100%

4, Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YE
{If yes, list the percentage received) ' 5%

5. Additional Comments. .

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

1/31/2013
* Date

Bﬂ@mng. :
Date: - 1/31/2013
Approved By: Ea ) 5 & Q Date: 1/31/2013




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

NPSLBE = NonProfit Sniafl Local Business Enterprise

WBE = Wornen Business Enterprise

Madtivie O .

- Project Name:| The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive
Project No.: C329130 Engineers Est: $315,570 UnderOver Engineers Estimate: $21,024 N
Discipline Prime & Subs Location | Cert | LBE SLBE | *VSLBE/LPG | Tofal L/SLBE | Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
: Status] 25% 25% dohlecounied | LBE/SLBE| Trucking | Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
vaue -
PRIME Pacific Trenchiess, ind. |, Oaidand | €B 270,971 "1 270,971 270,971 ¢
Trucking Wiliams Trucidng Oakland CB 700 700 700 700 700| AA 700
HOPE Pipe P & F Distribulors Brisbane us 14,3751 C
Manhole Lining |Contech of Calfomia Stockton | UB . 4.000] ¢©
Manole Materials LS Conerete, Inc. Livermore | UB 4500f C
s $0 [$271.671 > $0| $271,671 700 700 294,546 700 0
Projéct Totals ’ e R \ \ M
0%| 92.23% 0% 92.23%  100%| 100% 100% 0.24% 0%
Requirements: The 50% requirement tan be satisifed by a combination of 25% | 3E and 25% SLBE, An'SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 508 thaicity :
requirement. An VSLSE's particlpation(is double counted toward meeting the requirement. ‘ = A“:ﬂﬂ_ Amesiean
. . = an '
= Agian Paciic :
- = Caucasin
Legend LBE = Local Business Enterpri UB = Uncertified Business H = Hispanic ;
SLBE = Small Local Business Enterprise CB = Certified Business : = Natiw Amenican |
Total LEE/SL BE = Al Certilad Local and Srrall Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprisa 0= Other !
NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterprise L=-Nok Listed i




CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE UNIT - EP

........

Contract Compliance Division

PROJECT EVAI_.QATION FORM

PROJECT NO.: 0329130

PROJECT NAME The Rehablhtauon of Samtary Sewers in the Easement by E[mora Avenue and

T L I L | par e g g G E e T o S e P AR MR TR AT N e e PSR T T T A TR ]

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construcflon, inc.

Engineer's Estimate: © Contractors' Bid Amount QOverfUnder Engineer's Estimate
$315,570 $302,287 $13,283
Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$28717286 . S1511435 5%
1. Did the 50% requirements apply? YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requlrernent? YES
a) % of LBE participation  0.66%
b % of SLBE participation 90.089
c) % of VSLBE participation ) *1,32
3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES
a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation  100%
4. Did the contractor recelve bid discounts? YES
(if yes, list the percentage received) 5%

5. Additional Comments.

*WSLBE/LPG participation is valued at .66%, however per the L/ISLBE Program a
VSLBE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the requirement

8. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./nitiating Dept.
1/31/2013

Date
Ofﬁ %;Qg“ﬁdq ( i Date: 173122013

Approved By: MD_U!_& g Date: 1312013




- LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

Project| The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive ;
Name: - ‘
Project No.: C329130 Engineers Est. $315,570 UnderfOver Engineers Estimate: 13,283
Discipline Prime & Subs Location | Cert.] LBE "SLBE | "VSLBE/LPG Total L/SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Statu 25% 25% double rOUﬂth LBE/SLBE Trucking | Truclkdng Dellars |Ethn.}]. MBE WBE
i yalue . ’
1
PRIME Andes Construction, Inc. |Oakland CB 262,287 262,287 2622871 H {° 262287
Trucking Foston Trucking Oakland CB 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000] AA 5,000
Saw Cutting |Bay Line Oakland uB 5,000 5,000 : 5,000fF H 5,000
Pipe ISCO Louisville,KY UB 2,000' c |
AB Aman Los Angeles uB 20000 ¢ |
MH Precast |Cid Castle Precast Livermore UB 10000 ¢ |’
Asphalt ‘ a
Concrete Gallagher & Burk Oakland CB 2,000 2,000 i 2000 C |
Drain Rock |Dutra San Rafael UB 2000 ¢ [:
Pipe Equip. |[P&F Brisbane UB 10,0000 C |
Concrete  |Right Away Oakland CB 2,000 2,000 20000 ¢ [:
= $2,000 $2?2,287 . $2,000 $276,287 $5,000 5,000 02,287 ' 272,287 0
Project Totals $ 8 ;P $0}
: . 0.66% 90.08% 0.66% 91.40% 100% 100% 100% 90.08% $0
Double counted dollar value _ $4,000 $278,287 $304,287|Ethnicity
_ Percentage|based on double counting ' 1.32% 92.06% 100.66% JAA = African American
} : « Aglan Indian
Requirements: The 50% requirement can be satisifed by a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% P=A::" Pacifc
requirement. An LPG/SLBE's partir’:iPation is double counted toward meeting the requirement. = Caucasian
Legend LBE = Local Business En Inse UB = Uncertified Business = Hispankc
SLBE* Small Local Buslr:q Enterprise CB-= Cerlified Business NA = Native American
Total LBE/SLBE = All Certiﬂe'd Local and Small Local Businesses MEE = Minority Business Enterprise 0 = Other
NPLBE= NonProfit Local Business Enterprise WBE = Women Business Enterprise NL= Nol Listed
NPSLBEE= NonProfit Small Lbcal Business Enterprise : = Muliple Ovnesship



CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE UNIT
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Contract Compliance Division
PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

-PROJECT NO.: C320130- - - -« - e e e e e e

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabllltatlon of Sanitary Sewers inthe Easement by’ Ellnora Avenue and

TR S L R G B bRk T L DAY "'i.':l---vf.-

B R R NN A R DR,

b T L A A A S S DR T Py

CONTRACTOR: |. Howard En gineering, Inc.

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer's Estimate
$315,570 $381,130 -$65,560
Discounted Bid Amount; ~ Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$362 073 50 $19 056 50 5%

1. Did the 50% requirements apply? YES

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES
a) % of LBE participation . 3.07%
b} % of SLBE participation 89.14%
,F’),,,% C,’,f,,V,LSBE participation 9%

3. Did the contraclor meet the Trucking requirement? - YES

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100%

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES
{if yes, iist the percentage received) - 5%

5. Additional Comments.

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract‘Admin.IInitiat'ing Dept.

1/31/2013
Date

Retons d\’

Officer: Date: 1/31/.213

Approved By: 1/3172013
M@&M&m} Date:




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 4 i
Project Name:| The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive
Project No.: 329130 Engineers Est. $315,570 ) Under/OVer Engineers E stimata: -$65,560 ; ]
Discipline Prime & Subis Location | Cert LBE SLBE “VSLBE/LPG Total L/SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status 25% 25% double counted | LBE/SLBE | Trucking | Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
valua .
|PRIME ]. Howard Engineering, Inc. Oa.kland cB 321,230 321,230 321,230 C !
Trucking Williams Trucking Oakland CB 16,000 r 15.000 15,000 15,000 15,0001 AA 15.000
Saw Cutting Bay Line Oakland uB ' ’ 5,000 H 5.000
HDPE/Fitting P & F Distributors Brisbane us 150000 C :
Manhole Materials |U.S Concrete, Inc. Uvermere | UB " 7.000] C i
Pipe/Couplings/fit [Mission Clay Oaskiand | CB 6,700 6,700 6700 C ;
Concrete Right Away Redy Wix Oakland cB 5,000 5,000 5000 C
Recycle i
Materials Inner City . QOakland | CB 3,500 3,500 3500 C i
Manhole Lining |Contech of Califomia Stockton | UB 27001 C
= $11 .'-100 $339,7§0 $0 $351,430 $15,000fF $15,000 $381,130 20,000 0
Project Totals ‘ _ ; a $
3.07% 89.14% 0% 92.21% 100% 100% 100% 5.25% 0%
Requirements: The S0% requirement can be satisifed by a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% thnicity i
requirement. An LPG/VSLBE's partidpation is double counted toward meeting the requirement. & Alrican America ;
B B = Unc S01055 : ‘P=‘A‘E;'|‘i’:ajk
Legend LBE =Local Business Entérpri CB e« Cortified Business = Cancasian
SLBE = Small Local Business Enterprise MBE = Minority Busingss Entesprise =Hspanc '
Totad LBBSLBE = All Certified Local and Smali Loca| Businesses WBE = Women Busirwss Enterprise A = Nafive Amefican
NPLBE = NonProEt Local Business Enterprise . 0 =0t :
NPSLBE = MorProfit Sma Local Business Enterprise L= Not Listed

[MO = Malipia Omrsh::p




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

Project Number/Title: RSS In the Easamant of KNowland Park
Work Order Number (if applicable): C329116
* Contractor: Andes Construction
Date of Notice to Proceed: 6-6-11
Date of Notice of Completion: - -23-12
Date of Notice of Final Completion: 7-23-12
Contract Amount: $437,592.00
Evaluator Name and Title: Jun Osalbo, Resident Engineer

The City's Resident Engineer most familiar with the Contractor's -performance must
complete this evaluation and submit it to Manager, PWA Project Delivery Division, within 30
calendar days of the issuance of the Final 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 perfoomance
shortfall .at the periodic site meetings with the Contractor. An Interim Evaluation will be
performed if at any time the Resident Engineer finds that the overail performance of a
Contractor is Marginat 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 evaluatlon criteria that wiii be applicable to all
construction projects awarded by the City of Oakland that are greater than $50,000. Narrative
responses are required to support any evaluation criteria that are rated as Marginal or
Unsatisfactory, and must 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 Marginal or Unsatisfactory and the rating is caused by the periormance
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 Ievel of achlevement the City has experlenced
(3 points) ___i

Satlsfactory I Performance met contractual requirements.
(2 points)” - PR
Marginal 3 Performance barely met the lower range of the contractual requirements or
(1 point) performance only met contractual requirements after extensive corrective

_ , s action was taken.
Unsatisfactory | Performance did not meet contractual requirements. The contractual
(0 points) performance being assessed reflected serious problems for which comrective

_| actions were ineffective.

0868 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: Andes Construction Project No.C329116




WORK PERFORMANCE

Faag

g 2
{3
ﬁ'@%
L

Outstanding

Not Applicable

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

N

1a

{f problems arose, did the Contractor provide solutions/coordinate with the
designers and work proactively with the City to minimize impacts? {f "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.

1 [0 |0
O [ 000
N K

2a

Were corrections requested? !f “Yes", specify the date(s) and reason(s) forthe -
correction(s). Provide documentation.

=<
[+
[

2b

If comrections were requested, did the Contractor make the corrections requested?
{f “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation.

1L

SsHisRi=l|=

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.

[
ml
| &

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

Did the Contractor cooperate with oﬁ-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 tr_Ie attachment.

Did the personnel assigned by the Contractor have the expertise and skills required
to satisfactorily perform under the contract? {f “Marginal or Unsatlsfactory explam
on the attachment.

O 00 O 0RO o0

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 regardlng work performance and the assessment
guidelines.

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

C87 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: Andes Construction Project No. ©329116




TIMELINESS

Unsatisfaciory

Marginal

Satisfactory

Outstanding

Not Applicable

Dkl 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. '

N

L]

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

<
[+1)
]

£
>

9a

Were the services provided within the days and times scheduled? If *Marginal or
Unsatisfactery”, 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 bassline schedules and revisions to its
construction schedule when changes occuned? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”,
explain on the attachment. Provide documentatian.

i

Did the Contractor furnish submittals in a timely manner to allow review by the City

.80 as to not delay the work? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explaln on the

attachment. Provide documantation.

N | H | |”

00 0O 0

12

Woere there other significant issues related to tlmelmess? if yes, explain on the
attachment. Provkle documentation.

&3

13

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on timeliness?

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

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

C88 Contractor Evaluation Foom  Contractor: Andes Constmction

Project No. C329116




FINANCIAL

Unsatisfactory

Marginal
- Satisfactory

Outstanding

Not Applicable

14

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

L]
&

L

15

Were there any claims to Increasa the contract amount? If “Yes”, list the claim
amount. Were the Contractor's claims resolved in a manner reasonable to the City?

Number of Claims:

Claim amounts: §

Settlement amount:$

16

Were the Contractor's price quotes for changed or additional work reasonable? If
“Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of
occurrances and amounts (such as corracted price quotes).

17

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

18

Qverall, how did the Contractor rate on financial Issues? .
The score for this category must be consistent with the responsas to the
questions given above regarding financial issues and the assessment

guidelines.

Check @, 1, 2, 0r 3.

CB9 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: Andes Construction

Project No. €329116



Unsatisfactory
Marginal
Satisfactory
Outstanding -
Not Applicable

COMMUNICATION

Was the Contractor responsive to the Clty’s questions, requests for proposal, etc.? If
18 | "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment.

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.

Staffing issues (changes, replacements, additions, etc.)? If“Marginal or
20b | Unsatigfactory”, explain on the attachment.

Periodic progress reports as required by the con.tract (both verbal and written)? If
20c | "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment.

niniisl =
NI R
000} |0

ool O

20d Were there any billing disputes?. If “Yes", expiain on the attachment.

Were there any other significant issues related to communication issues? Explain on
21 | the attachment. Provide documentation.

[; 1
Wz Rz 00|00

22 | Overall, how did the Contractor rate on communication issues? - B oW

The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the 01123
questions given above regarding communication issues and the assessment
guidelines. (|||

Check 0,1, 2,0r 3.

C70 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor Andes Construction Project No. 329116



SAFETY

Unsatisfactory
Satisfactory
Outstanding
Not Applicable

Marginal

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

No
23 | appropriate? If “No”, explain on the attachment. |:|
Did the Contractor follow City and OSHA safety standards? |f “Marginal or
24 | Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. ‘ |:|
Was the Contractor warned or cited by OSHA for violations? If Yes, explain on the No
26 | attachment. IZl
Was there an inordinate number or severity of injuries? Explain on the attachment. If No
26 | Yes, explain on the attachment. |Z|
Was the Contractor officially warned or cited for breach of U.S. Transportation
27 Security Administration’s standards or regulations? If “Yes”, explain on the No
attachment |Z|
28 | Overall, how did the Contractor rate on safety issues? :

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

questions given above regarding safety issues and the assessment guidelines.

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

C71 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: Andes Constaiction

Project No. C329116 _



OVERALL RATING

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

1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 2 X 0.25 = 5
2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 2. - X0.25= 5
3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 2 X020= 4
4. Enter Overall score from Question 22 2 X0.15= 3
5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 2 X0156= 3

TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 2.0

' _.  OVERALLRATING: 2-0

Outstanding: Greater than 2.5
Satisfactory Greater than 1.5 & less than or equal to 2.5
Marginal: Between 1.0&15
Unsatisfactory: Less than 1.0

PROCEDURE:

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

The Resident Engineer will transmit a copy of the Contractor Performance Evaluation to the
Contractor. Overall Ratings of Cutstanding 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 Cverall Rating is
Marginal, the Assistant Director's determination will be final and not subject to further appeal. If
the Overall Rating is Unsatisfactory and the protest is denied (in whole or in part) by the
Assistant Director, the Contractor may appeal the Evaluation to the City Administrator, or

* his/her designee. The appeal must be filed within 14 calendar days of the Assistant Director's
ruling on the protest. The City Administrator, or his/her designee, will hold a hearing with the
Contractor within 21 calendar days of the filing of the appeal The decision of the City
Administrator regarding the appeal will be final.

Contractors who receive an Unsatisfactory Overall Ratlng (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 resuit in the Contractor being categorized by the City Administrator as non-

C72 Contractor Evaluation Fonn ~ Contractor: Andes Construction Project No. C329116




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

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

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

" COMMUNICATING THE EVALUATION: The Contracfor's Performance Evaluation has been
communicated fo ifte Contractor. Signature does nof signify consent or agreement.

M 2-5-/8 ?ML’&M 1/!7/:3

Contractor / Date ‘ Resident Engineer / Date

frv Jun Ogal bo
%”‘ x>

Superyibing Civil Engineer / Ddte ~

C73 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor; Andes Construction- ProjectNo. G329116 .
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Schedule L-2
City of Oakland
Public Works Agency
CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

Project Number/Titie: C2 29\

Work Order Number (if applicable); .
Contractor: Mosto L—o ntruckhion
Date of Notice to Proceed: oS \ 73\ 12

Date of Notice of Completion: Q™1 \ 26 412

Date of Notice of Final Completion: o \ 2 L2

Contract Amount: , %\ 3, \3R.00

Evaluator Name and Title: ™M octewand ( Werinek 2 61 a\e.\’\'\f E!\%mc.e.mr

The City's Resident Engineer most familiar with the Contractor's performance must
complete this evaluation and submit it to Manager, PWA Project Delivery Division, within 30
calendar days of the issuance of the Final 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
performed if at any time the Resident Engineer finds that the overall performance of a
Contractor is Marginal or Unsatisfactory. An Interim Evaluation is required prior to issuance of a
Final Evaluation Rating of 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 awarcied by the City of Oakland that are greater than $50,000. ‘Namative
responses are required to support any evaluation criteria that are rated as Marginal or
Unsatisfactory, and must be attached to this evaluation. if a narrative response is required,
indicate before each namative the number of the question for which the response is being
provided. Any available supporting documentatioh to justify any Marginal or Unsatisfactory
ratings must also be attached.

If a criterion is rated Marginal or Unsatisfactory and the ratlng is caused by the performance
of a subcontractor, the narative wilt 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 City has expenenced
(Bpoints) | : N
Satisfactory Performance met contractual requi_rements. i
 (2points) |
Marginal Performance barely met the lower range of the contractual requirements or | '
(1 point) performance only met contractual requirements after extensive corrective | |
. _iaction was taken. .
"Unsatisfactory |  Performance did not meet contractual ‘requirements. The contractual
(0 points) performance being assessed reflected serious problems for which corrective |
5 o _actions were ineffective. ]

C66 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor i\_/"loj"co { Qnﬁﬁ;ggi:pnProject Na. C. 523 ”—'3’



WORK PERFORMANCE

Unsatisfactory

Marginal

Satisfactory

Qutstanding

Not Applicable

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

la

If problems arose, did the Contractor provide solutionsfcoordinate 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 correctlons requested? If “Yes”, specify the date(s) and reason(s) for the
correction(s). Provide documentation.

2b

If corrections ware requested, did the Contractor make the comrections requested?
If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation,

1O L
O | O L
NNl

L1

Was the Contractor responsive to City slaff's 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™? If Yes, explain
on the attachment. Provkie 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

2 0 O8O | O (4

Did the personnel assigned by the Contractor have the expertise and skills required
to satisfactorily perform under the contract? If “Margmal 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.

C67 Contractor Evaluation Foorm  Contractor: 1 Iﬂsj:o ( ;Qnﬁ'}m_c_ﬁﬂl’roject No. {;2]23 )
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Unsatisfactory
Marginal
Satisfactory
Qutstanding
Nct Applicable

TIMELINESS

Did 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 I:' D E
documentation.

[]
[]

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

9a

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

[]
L]

10

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

11

Did the Contractor fumish submittals in a timely manner to allow review by the City
s0 as to not-delay the work? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the
attachment Provide documentation. [:I D

[]

[]
NN
O O | O |8

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
guestions given above regarding timeliness and the assessment guidelines.

Check 0, 1, 2, or 3.

C68 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: Moﬂb (o'\c;f"u «¥on Project No. Cizﬁ ILS




FINANCIAL

Unsatisfactory

Marginal

Satisfactory

Outstanding

Not Applicable

14

Were the Contractor’s billings accurate and reflective of the contract payment terms?
If “Maiginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment Provide documentation of
occurrences and amounts (such as corrected invok es). .

15

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

Number of Claims:

Claim amounts: §

Settlement amount:$

16

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

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.

L]

C69 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: MDS*D éDﬂS‘m.\c\COV\ Project No, C—S 2% \2",?:"




COMMUNICATION

Unsatisfactory
Marginal
Satisfactory

Qutsranding

Not Applicable

Was the Contractor responsive to the City's questions, requests for proposal, etc.? If

The score for thils category must be consistent with the responses to the
questlons glven above regarding communlcation Issues and the assessment
guldellnes-

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

18 | "Marginal or Unsatisfactory®, explain on the attachment I:I |:| E[ D D

20 Did the Contractor communicate with City staff cleardy and in a timely manner
regarding:
Notiflcation of any signlficant issues that arose? If “Marginat or Unsatisfactory”, L,

20a | explain on the attachment D D M’ |:| I::I
Stafflng issues (changes, replacements, additions, etc.)? If *Marginal or L

20b | Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment I:l L__l M D I::I
Perodic progress reports as required by the contract (both verbal and written)? If L

20c | “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment, D I:l E I:l D
Were there any billing dispﬁtes? If “Yes™ éxplain on the attachment Yes | No

| | T
Were there any other significant issues related to communication issues? Explain on Yes | No

21 | the attachment. Provide documentation.

22 | Overall, how dld the Contractor rate on communlcation Issues?

A}

[]e |0

C70 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: MDS-'\'D C}OH‘%“VuC-\r{ﬁhProject No. C«BZ N IZS



SAFETY

23

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

24

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

Was the Contractor warned or cited by OSHA for violations? If Yes, explain on the

25 | attachment.
- | Was there an inordinate number or savanty of injuries? Explain on the attachment. If
26 | Yes, explain on the attachment.
Was the Contractor officially warned or cited for breach of U.S. Transportation
27 Security Administratlen's standards or regulations? If “Yes”, explain on the
attachment.
28 | Overall, how did the Contractor rate on safety Issues?

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

questions given above regarding safety issues and the assessment guidelines.

Unsatisfactory

Marginal

Satisfactory

Qutstanding

Not Apolicablg

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.
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OVERALL RATING

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

. 1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 _ _Zi X025= ﬂ..s

2. Enter Overall score from Question .13 2 X0.25= &S0

3. Enter O\;erall score from Question 18 Z X0.20= QO o

4. Enter Overall score from Question 22 7~  X015= &5 %

5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 __ 215 x015= __ & 4D
TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): -3

OVERALL RATING: SOCUAS’;&C'\"OVH

QCutstanding: Greater than 2.5
Satisfactory Greater than 1.5 & less than or equal to 2.5
Marginal: Behlween 1.0 & 1.5
Unsatisfactory: Less than 1.0

PROCEDURE: :

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

The Resident Engineer will transmit a copy of the Contractor Performance Evaluation to tie
Contractor. Overall Ratings of Qutstanding 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 detennination 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
hisfher designee. The appeal must be filed within 14 calendar days of tive Assistant Director’s
ruling on the protest. The City Administrator, or his/her designee, will hold a hearing with the
Contractor within 21 calendar days of the filing of the appeal. The decision of the City
Administrator regarding the appeal will be final.

Contractors who receive an 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 his/her designee, prior to returning to bidding on City
projects. The Contractor is required to demonstrate improvements made in areas deemed
Unsatisfactory in prior City of Oakland contracts.

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

Cﬁ% i)(/ 7;!?-/2. Mqﬁ‘\-euﬂa.i Chetinct ! o 4l '4\ I

Contractor / Date Resident Engineer / Date

@\,%_— 09/17f 1%

S'Gpervis@ Civil Engineer / Date’
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RESOLUTION NO. . | C.M.S.

RESOLUTION:

AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO AWARD A
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO ANDES CONSTRUCTION, INC.,
THE LOWEST RESPONSIVE AND RESPONSIBLE BIDDER FOR
THE REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS IN THE AREA
BOUNDED BY SHATTUCK AVENUE, 59" STREET, TELEGRAPH
AVENUE AND WOOLSEY STREET (SUB-BASIN 50-10 PROJECT
NO. C312310) IN ACCORD WITH PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS
FOR THE PROJECT AND CONTRACTOR’S BID IN THE AMOUNT
OF TWO MILLION SEVEN HUNDRED NINETY-FIVE THOUSAND
FIVE HUNDRED TWENTY-FIVE DOLLARS ($2,795,525.00)

WHEREAS, on February 7, 2013, two bids were received by the Office of the City Clerk of the
City of Oakland for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers In The Area Bounded By Shattuck
Avenue, 59" Street, Telegraph Avenue, and Woolsey Street (Sub-Basin 50-10 - Project No.
C312310); and . '

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

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

» Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Projects - Sanitary Sewer Design
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project No. C312310; $2,795,525.00,
and these funds were specifically allocated for this project; this project will help reduce
the amount of sanitary sewer maintenance requirement; and

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

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

WHEREAS, Andes Construction, Inc. complies with all LBE/SLBE and trucking requirements;
and



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

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator is authorized to award a
construction contract for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded By
Shattuck Avenue, 59" Street, Telegraph Avenue, and Woolsey Street {Sub-Basin 50-10 -
Project No. C312310) to Andes Construction, Inc., the lowest responsive and responsible
bidder, in an amount of Two Million Seven Hundred Ninety-Five Thousand Five Hundred
Twenty-Five Dollars ($2,795,525.00) in accord with plans and specifications for the Project
and contractor’s bid dated February 7, 2013; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Council hereby approves the plans and specifications
prepared at the direction of the Assistant Director of the Public Works for this project, as
authorized by City Ordinance no. 13039, are hereby approved, and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance bond,
$2,795,525.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $2,795,525.00, with respect to such
work are hereby approved; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or her designee, is hereby authorized to
enter into a contract with Andes Construction, Inc. on behalf of the City of Qakland and to
execute any amendments or modifications of the contract within the limitations of the project
specifications; and be it '

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or her designee, is hereby authorized to
reject all other bids; and be it

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

IN COUNCIL, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, - , 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES - BROOKS, GALLO, KALB, KAPLAN, GIBSON MCELHANEY, REID, SCHAAF, and
PRESIDENT KERNIGHAN '

NOES -
ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST:

LaTonda Simmons
City Clerk and Clerk of the Councll
of the City of Oakland, California
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Introduced by Councilmember

RESOLUTION AWARDING A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO ANDES
CONSTRUCTION, INC., THE LOWEST RESPONSIVE AND
RESPONSIBLE BIDDER, FOR THE REHABILITATION OF SANITARY
SEWERS IN ROSEDALE AVENUE BOUNDED BY FOOTHILL
BOULEVARD AND SANTA RITA STREET (PROJECT NO. C329128), IN
ACCORD WITH PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE PROJECT
AND CONTRACTOR’S BID IN THE AMOUNT OF THREE HUNDRED
NINETY-FIVE THOUSAND SEVENTY-ONE DOLLARS ($395,071.00)

WHEREAS, on January 31, 2013, four bids were received by the Office of the City Clerk ofithe
City of Oakland for The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in Rosedale Avenue Bounded by
Foothill Boulevard and Santa Rita Street (Project No. C329128); and

WHEREAS, Andes Construction, Inc., a certified SLBE bidding asa prime, is deemed the
lowest responsive and responsible bidder for the project; and

WHEREAS, there are sufficient funds in the project budget for the work in the following project
account:

»  Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Projects - Sanitary Sewer Design
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project No, C329128; $395,071.00; and
these funds were specifically allocated for this project; this project will help reduce the
amount of sanitary sewer maintenance requirement; and '

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

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

~ WHEREAS, Andes Construction, Inc. complies with all LBE/SLBE and trucking requirements;
and

WHEREAS, the City Administrator has determined that the performance ofithis contract shall
not result in the loss ofiemployment or salary by any person havmg permanent status in the
competitive services now; therefore, be it



RESOLVED: - That the construction contract for The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in
Rosedale Avenue Bounded by Foothill Boulevard and Santa Rita Street (Project No. €C329128) is
hereby awarded to Andes Construction, Inc. in accordance with the project plans and
specifications and the contractor’s bid therefore, dated January 31, 2013, for the amount of Three
Hundred Ninety-Five Thousand Seventy- One Dollars; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Council hereby approves the plans and specifications
prepared at the direction of the Assistant Director of the Public Works for this project, as
authorized by City Ordinance no. 13039, are hereby approved; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance, $395,071.00,
and the amount for a bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished
and for the amount due under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $395,071.00, with respect to
such work are hereby approved; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or her designee, is hereby authorized to
enter into a contract with Andes Construction, Inc. on behalf of the City of Oakland and to

, execute any amendments or modifications to said contract within the limitations of the project
specifications; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That all other hids are hereby rejected; 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, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, . 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES ~ BROOKS, KALB, GIBSON MCELHANEY, KAPLAN, REID, GALLO, SCHAAF, and
PRESIDENT KERNIGHAN

NOES -
ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST:

LaTonda Simmons
City Glerk and Clerk of the Council
, of the City of Oakland, Califernia
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Introduced by Councilmember

RESOLUTION AWARDING A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO ANDES
CONSTRUCTION, INC,, THE LOWEST RESPONSIVE AND
RESPONSIBLE BIDDER, FOR THE REHABILITATION OF SANITARY
SEWERS IN BRIDGE AVENUE BOUNDED BY FOOTHILL BOULEVARD
AND E.16TH STREET, AND IN THE EASEMENT BOUNDED BY
CARRINGTON STREET, 42ND AVENUE, SANTA RITA STREET, AND
HIGH STREET (PROJECT NO. C329129), IN ACCORD WITH PLANS
AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE PROJECT AND CONTRACTOR’S BID
IN THE AMOUNT OF THREE HUNDRED SEVEN THOUSAND NINE
HUNDRED TWENTY-FOUR DOLLARS ($307,924.00)

WHEREAS, on January 17, 2013, four bids were received by the Office of the City Clerk ofithe
City of OQakland for The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue Bounded by
Foothill Boulevard and E.16th Street, and In The Easement Bounded by Carrington Street, 42nd
Avenue, Santa Rita Street, and High Street (Project No. C329129); and

WHEREAS, Andes Construction, Inc., a certified SLBE bidding as a prime, is deemed the
lowest responsive and responsible bidder‘for the project; and =~

WHEREAS, there are sufficient funds in the project budget for the work in the following project
account:

= Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Projects - Sanitary Sewer Design
Organization (92244), Sewers Account (57417); Project No. C329129; $307,924.00; and
these funds were specifically allocated for this project; this project will help reduce the
amount of sanitary sewer maintenance requirement; and

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

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

WHEREAS, Andes Construction, Inc. complies with all LBE/SL.BE and trucking requirements;
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 services now, therefore, be it .

RESOLVED: That the construction contract for The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in
Bridge Avenue Bounded by Foothill Boulevard and E.16th Street, and In The Easement
Bounded by Carrington Street, 42nd Avenue, Santa Rita Street, and High Street (Project No.
C329129) is hereby awarded to Andes Construction, Inc. in accordance with the project plans
and specifications and the contractor’s bid therefore, dated January 17, 2013, for the amount of
Three Hundred Seven Thousand Nine Hundred Twenty-Four Dollars; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Council hereby approves the plans and specifications
prepared at the direction of the Assistant Director of the Public Works for this project, as
authorized by City Ordinance no. 13039, are hereby approved; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance, $307,924.00,
and the amount for a bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials fumished
and for the amount due under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $307,924.00, with respect to
such work are hereby approved; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or her designee, is hereby authorized to
enter into a contract with Andes Construction, Inc. on behalf of the City of Qakland and to
execute any amendments or modifications to said agreement within the limitations of the project
specifications; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That all other bids are hereby rejected; and be it

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

i

IN COUNCIL, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, , 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES - BROOKS, KALB, GIBSON MCELHANEY, KAPLAN, REID, GALLO, SCHAAF, and
PRESIDENT KERNIGHAN

NOES -
ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -

ATTEST:

' LaTonda Simmaons
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council
of the City of Oakland, California
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Introduced by Councilmember

RESOLUTION AWARDING A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO MOSTO
CONSTRUCTION, THE LOWEST RESPONSIVE AND RESPONSIBLE
BIDDER, FOR THE REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS IN THE
EASEMENT BY ELINORA AVENUE AND REINHARDT DRIVE
(PROJECT NO. (C329130), IN ACCORD WITH PLANS AND
SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE PROJECT AND CONTRACTOR’S BID IN
THE AMOUNT OF TWO HUNDRED SEVENTY-ONE THOUSAND SIX
HUNDRED SEVENTY-TWO DOLLARS ($271,672.00)

WHEREAS, on January 17, 2013, four bids were received by the Office ofithe City Clerk ofithe
City ofiOakland for The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue
and Reinhardt Drive (Project No. C329130); and :

WHEREAS, Mosto Construction, a certified SLBE bidding as a prime, is deemed the lowest
responsive and responsible bidder for the project; and

WHEREAS, there are sufficient funds in the project budget for the work in the following project
account:

« Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Projects - Sanitary Sewer Design
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project No. C329130; $271,672.00; and
these funds were specifically allocated for this project; this project will help reduce the
amount of sanitary sewer maintenance requirement; and

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

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the City lacks the equipment and qualified personnel to
perform the necessary work, and that the performance ofi this contract is in the public interest
because ofieconomy or better performance and that this contract is ofia professional, scientific or
technical nature; and

WHEREAS, Mosto Construction complies with all LBE/SLBE and trucking requirements; and
WHEREAS, the City Administrator has determined that the performance ofithis contract shall

not result in the loss ofiemployment or salary by any person having permanent status in the
competitive services now, therefore, be it



RESOLVED: That the construction contract for The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the
Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive (Project No. C329130) is hereby awarded to
Mosto Construction in accordance with the project plans and specifications and the contractor’s
bid therefore, dated January 17, 2013, for the amount of Two Hundred Seventy-One Thousand
Six Hundred Seventy-Two Dollars; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Council hereby approves the plans and specifications
prepared at the direction of the Assistant Director of the Public Works for this project, as
authorized by City Ordinance no. 13039, are hereby approved; and be it

- FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance bond,
$271,672.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials fumished
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $271,672.00, with respect to such
work are hereby approved; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or her designee, is hereby authorized to
enter into a contract with Mosto Construction on behalf of the City of Oakland and to execute
any amendments or modifications to said agreement within the limitations of the project
specifications; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That all other bids are hereby rejected; and be it

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

IN COUNCIL, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, : , 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES — BROOKS, KALB, GIBSON MCELHANEY, KAPLAN, REID, GALLO, SCHAAF, and

PRESIDENT KERNIGHAN

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -

ATTEST:

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



