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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, 59̂ "̂  
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 Council Districts 1, 4, and 
5 as shown in Attachment A J, A2, A3 andA4. 

BACKGROUND/LEGISLATIVE HISTORY 

1. Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattuck Avenue, 59̂  
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 

2. 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. 

Item: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
Public Works Committee 

April 9,2013 



Deanna J. Santana, City Administrator 
Subject: Rehab of Sanitary Sewer 
Date: January 25, 2013 Page 3 

Company Bid Amount 

Andes Construction, Inc. $395,071.00 

J 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, Inc. $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 
rehabilitating 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. 

Item: 
Public Works Committee 

April 9, 2013 
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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. 

• 2. 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: 
Public Works Committee 
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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: 
• Public Works Agency - Department of Infrastructure and Operations 
• 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 
Avenue, 59̂ ^ Street, Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey Street (Sub-Basin 
50-10) (Project No. C312310) 

$2,795,525.00 

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

$395,071.00 

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) 

$307,924.00 

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

$271,672.00 

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 

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project — Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organizafion (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329128 

$395,071.00 

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329129 

$307,924.00 

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329130 

$271,672.00 

4. FISCAL IMPACT: 

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. 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 Attachment Dl. 

The Contractor Performance Evaluation for Mosto Construction from a previously completed 
project is safisfactory and is included as Attachment D2. 

Item: 
Public Works Committee 

April 9,2013 



Deanna J. Santana, City Administrator 
Subject: Rehab of Sanitary Sewer 
Date: January 25, 2013 Page 8 

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: 
Public Works Committee 

April 9,2013 
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CEOA 

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. 

Respectfully submitted, 

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 Civil Engineer 
Engineering Design & R.O.W. Management Division 

Attachments: 

Attachment A l , A2, A3 and A4 - Project Location Map 
Attachment B - Project Construction Schedule 
Attachment CI, C2, C3, and C4 - Contracts & Compliance Unit Comphance Evaluation 
Attachment Dl 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 OF WORK y / / / / / A 



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 NO. C329129 

LOCATION MAP 
NOT TO SCALE 

LIMIT OF WORK Y / / / / / A 



ATTACHMENT A4 

REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS 
IN THE EASEMENT BY 

ELINORA AVENUE AND REINHARDT DRIVE 

CITY PROJECT NO. C329130 

LOCATION MAP 
NOT TO SCALE 

LIMIT OF WORK Y / / / / / A 



Attachment B 

Project Construction Schedules 

ID Task Name Start Finish 
2013 

Feb I Mar | Apr | May | Jun | Jul \ Aug | Sep | Oct | Nov | Dec Jan 
Project No. C312310 Mon 5/13/13 

Construction Mon 5/13/13 

Project No. C329128 Mon 6/3/13 

Construction Mon 6/3/13 

Project No. C329129 Mon 6/3/13 

Construction Mon 6/3/13 

Project No. C329130 Mon 6/3/13 

Construction Mon 6/3/13 

Fri 1/17/14 

Fri 1/17/14 

Fri 8/16/13 

Fri 8/16/13 

Fri 8/16/13 

Fri 8/16/13 

Fri 8/23/13 

Fri 8/23/13 

v — 1 ^ 
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INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF OAKLAND 

T O : Dolores Campos, 
Assistant Engineer 

F R O M : Deborah Barnes, Manager 
Contracts and Compliance 

S U B J E C T : Compliance Analysis D A T E : February 19,2013 
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 

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

Below are the results of our findings: 

Responsive to L/SLBE and/or 
EBO Policies Proposed Participation 
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Andes 
Construction $2,795,525 96.14% 0.18% 94.53% L43% 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% $3,221,985.80 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 requirement. Therefore, the VSLBE/LPG value for Andes 
Construction 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% Oakland Apprenticeship Program for the lowest bidder's most recently completed City of Oakland 
project. 

Contractor Name: 
Project Name: 
Project No. 

Andes Construction 
On Call Sewer Emergency Project FY 08/09 
C329113 

Was the 30% LEP Goal achieved? YES If no, shortfell 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 shortfells satisfied? YES If no, penalty amount? NA 

The spreadsheet below provides details of the 50% LEP and 15% Apprenticeship Programs, hiformation 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. 
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J A B Goal Hours Goal Hours E F G H Goal Hours 
J 

617.5 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 and 
47 off-site hours. 

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



City Administrator's Office 
OAKLAND 

Contracts and Comnliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO; C312310 

PROJECT NAMg; Rehabilitiation of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattucl< Avenue, 59th 
Street, Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey Street (Sub-Basin 50-10) 

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construction 

Enairtear's Estimata: Contractors' Bid Amount • Ovar/Under Engineer's Estimate 
$3,343,990 $2,795,626.00 $648,466.00 

Discounted Bid Amoiipj; Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points: 
$2,866,748.75 $139,776.25 6% 

1. Did the 50% local/smad local 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 requirement? YES 

a) Total SLBE/LBE truclttng participation 100% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 534 

5. Additional Comments. 
"Proposed VSLBE/LPG participation Is valued at .716%. however per the L/SLBE Program a 
VSLBE/LPG'fl participation Is double counted towards meeting the requirement Therfore the 
VSLBE/LPG value Is 1.43%. 

6. Date evaluation completed and retumed to Contract Adm)n./lnitlatlng Dept. 

2/19/2013 

Approved By: _ ^ _ , ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  2/19/2013 



Project Name: Rehabilitiation 
Basin 50-10) 

LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 1 

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

Project No.: C312310 Engineera Est : 3,343,930 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: 548,465 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert. 
Status 

LBE SLBE •VSLBEOPG 
doiiilacaunlBd 

Mlua 

Total 
LBE/SLBE 

USLBE 
Trucking 

Total 
Trucking 

TOTAL For Tracking Only 
Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE 
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Contecti 

Uneation Maikings 
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2,632,525 

20,000 
2.632,525 

20,000 20.000 20.000 
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20.000 

5.000 

2,632,525.00 

20.000 

5,000 

100,000 

5,000 

5,000 

10,000 

5,000 

5,000 

2,000 

6,000 

AA 20.000 

5.000 

Project Totals $5,000 

0.18% 

$2,652,525 

94.88% 

$20,000 

1.43% 

$2,677,525 

96.49% 

$20,000 

100% 

$20,000 

100% 

$2,795,525.00 

100% 

25.000 

0.89% 

$0 

0% 
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SLBE ' SOUH Locd Bu^neu 
ToW LBEfSLBE - All C«ttifiKl 
NPlBE-NonPrafltLi 
NPSLBE-NonPrnmSniilt 

EntirprfM 

Local and Sindl Locd B m l n w * 

Bwlnisi Entirprlia 

Local ButlnHi Entiiprha 

UB-UncertStodBiMlmu 
CB-CwtHWBuilMB 

MBE ° Minority BustM«s Entecprise 
WBE » Women Buslnesa Enterprise 

UoAdan Indian 

C - Caucuian 

H = Wspano 

NA-Native Amancan 

0-Olher 

M.-'NolUclsd 

UO'Mul&plBOwnBiihip 
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City Administrator's Office 
O A K L 

Contracts and Compliance Unit 

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-
Basin 50-10) 

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless 

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Undsr Engineer's Estimate 
$3,343,990 $3,391,564.00 -$47,574.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points: 
$3,221,985.80 $169,578.20 5% 

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

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES 

a) % of LBE participation 1.18% 
b) % of SLBE participation 92.33% 

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 receive bid discounts? YES 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 52^ 

5. Additional Comments. 

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

• 2/19/2013 
/ Date 

Approved By: 
5ShAJLSLaA^ iw\9^^>gtt5Ut̂  Date: 2/19/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 2 
Project Name: of Rehabilitiation 

Street (Sub-Bas 
Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by Shattuck Avenue, 59th Street, Telegraph Avenue and Woolsey 

n 50-10) 
Project No.: C312310 Engineers Est: 3,343,990 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -47,574 

Discipline 

PRIME 

Trucking 

Grind & Pave AC 

HOPE Pipe 

Manhole Materials 

Mantiole Lining 

Pipe Couplings 

Cast-iron Claanouts 

Prime & Subs Location 

Pacific Trenchless 

WIDiams Trucking 

AJW Construction 

P&F Distributors 

Old Castle Concrete 

Con-tech of CalifomiE 

Mission Oay Product i 

Groeninger Co. 

Oaldand 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Brisbane 

Livermore 

Stockton 

Oakland 

Hayward 

Cert 

Status 

C B 

C B 

C B 

UB 

UB 

UB 

C B 

UB 

Project Totals 

LBE 

40.000 

$40,000 

1.18% 

SLBE 

3,001,564 

50,000 

80,000 

$3,131,564 

92.33% 

VSLBE/LPG 
double counted 

value 

Total 
LBE/SLBE 

3.001,564 

50,000 

60,000 

40,000 

$0 

0% 

$3,171,564 

93.51% 

L/SLBE 
Trucking 

50,000 

$50,000 

100% 

Total 
Trucking 

50,000 

$50,000 

100% 

TOTAL 

Dollars Ethn. 

3,001,564 

50,000 

80,000 

170.000 

25,000 

10,000 

40,000 

15,000 

A A 

$3,391,564 

100% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The 50% requirements isacombinationof25%lBE and 25X5tBEpar«clpatJon. An SLBE firm can be counted lOOX towards achierfng SOW requirements. A LPG/VSlBE's partidpation is 

double counted toward meeting the requirer lents. 

For Tracking Only 
MBE 

50,000 

ao.ooo 

$130,000 

3.83% 

W B E 

0 

0.00% 

LBE ' Lacal Bnitntw Entoptfu 
SLBE=Stnia Local Bu^mss Enterprtii 
Total LBEfSLBE=All Ceifitied Local md Smal Local Badnesses 
HPLBE = NonProGt Local Business EnterpiiM 
NPSLBE B NonftoGt SnaQ iical Bu^esi Enterprin 

UB B UnctrtffiMi Business 
ca - CvtfHed Bosnm 
MBE B Minority Business Enterprise 
WBE " Womon Business Enterprise 

Ethnicity 
U=African AfflCflcan 
M=Asan Indian 
ApBAsiaiiPadllc 
C^Caucasian 
H^Kspanc 
NA*HsSmAmeikan 
QoOUKr' 
ML=Nol Listed 
MO • MultiptB Oimeraĥ  



INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF OAKLAND 

T O : David Ng. . 
CIP Coordinator 

F R O M : Deborah Batnes 

SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis D A T E : 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 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 (EBO), and a brief overview of the lowest responsible bidder's compliance with the 50% Local 
Employment Program (LEP) and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program on the bidder's most recently completed 
City of Oakland project. 

Responsive to L/SLBK and/Qr Earned Credits and Discounts 
EBO Policies Proposed Participation 

Company Name Original Bid 
Amount T
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L
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L
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Andes 
Construcfioni 
Inc. .$395,071 94.94% .51% 92.41% 2.02% • 100% 94.94% 5% $375,317.45 Y 
J. Howard 
Engineering, 
Inc, $479,338 92.07% 3.55% 88.53% 0.00% 100% 92.07% 5% $455,371.10 N 
Pacific 
Trenchless $540,491 95.56% 0.00% 95.56% 0.00% 100% 95.56% 5% $513,466.45 Y 

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. 

Non=Resp.ojisive_to_L/SLBjE 

Proposed Participation Earned Credits and 
Discounts 

and/or E B O Policies 
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L
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Valentine 
Corporation $628,369 48.37% 0:57% 41.38% 7.42% 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% Y 

Comments: As noted above, 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, tlie 
VSLBE/LPG value is 7.42%. Based on the above the firm is deemed non-responsive. The Tvcm is EBO certified. 
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For Inforinatioiial 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: 
Project Name: 
Project No. 

Andes Construction 
On Call Sewer Emergency Project FY 08/09 
C329113 

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

Were all shortfalls satisfied? YES If no, penally amount NA 

15% Oakland Apprenticeship Prosrnm 

Was the 15% 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 apprentice hours; I) apprenticeship goal and hours achieved; and J) Apprentice 
shortfall hours. 

50% Lociil Employment Progmm (LEP) 15% Apprenticeship Program 
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A B 
C D 

E F G H 
/ 

J A B 
Goal Hours Goal Hours 

E F G H 
Goal Hours 

J 

617.5 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 and 
47 off-site hours. 

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



City Administrator's Office 

Contracts and Compliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

OAKLAND 

PROJECT NO.: G329128 

PROJECT NAME: Rehabliitalton of Sanitary Sewers In Rosedale Avenue Bounded by Foothill 8lvd 
and Santa Rita Street 

m 

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construction, Inc. 

^ Engineer's Estimate: 
$510,680 

Dlscountad Bid Amount: 
$376.317.46 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
. $396,071.00 

Amount of Bid DIscioqnt 
$19,763.65 

Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
$116,609.00 

1. Did the 60% local/smail local requirements apply? YES 

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? 

a) % of LBE participation 
b) % of SLBE participation 

c) % of VSLBE participation 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucldng requirement? 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking pailiclpation 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 

5. Additional Comments. 

YES 

0.61% 
92-41% 
4.04% 

YES 

100% 

Yes 

0% 

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./lnltiat[ng Dept. 

2/16/2013 

Reviewing 
Officer; 

Datr 

2/16/2013 

1 
2/16/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 1 

Project Name: Rehabilrtaiton c f Sani tary S e w e r s in Roseda le A v e n u e Bounded by Foothi l l B lvd and San ta Ri ta Street 

Project No.: C329128 Engineers Est 5io,sao UrvderfOver Engineers Estimate: 115,609 

Disaplinft Prime & Subs Location Cert. LBE SLBE •VSLBE/LPG Total L^SLSE Total TOTAL For.Tracking Only 
Status LBE/SLBE Tniclcing Trucking Dollars Ethn. ' .MBE WBE 

PRIME Andes Constntction, Inc. Oakland CB 360,071 360,071.00 H 360.071 

SawcutCns Bay Une Emeryville UB 2.000 H 2.000 

Tnjddng Foston Trucking Oakland CB 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 AA 5,000 

Pipe P&F Brisbane UB 15,000 C 

AB Anian Los Angeles UB I.ODQ C 

MH Precast Old Castle Precas Livemiore UB 5.000 C 

A C Gallagher & Burk Oakland CB 2,000 2,000 2.000 C 
Drain Risck Dutra San Rafeael UB 1.000 C 

Concrete Right Away Oakland CB 2.000 2,000 2,000 C 

MH Reban Contech Stockton UB 2,000 C 

Pre jecl t Totals $2,000 $385,071 $2,000 $9,000 $5,000 $5,000 $395,071.00 367.071 $0 Pre jecl 
- 0.51% 92.41% 1.01% 93.93% 100% 100% 100% 9Z91% 0% 

Requirements: Tha soNrĤ «rBmnttb cambinatianotlSK LBE and 2S% SLBE panidpotim. AnSLBEnrmcanba co^gl»a 100% towaMt aeWavins S0% r V f i m n a a . A LPGVSLSE't paiidpaHan Is iloutite Ethnicity 

LBE-Local Busbm* 

ToUlBE/SLBE-Al 

HPLe£=NonPn>£tUaI 

NPSLBE^NonPrafitSnatl 

En vpriso 

BUSi BSl Entwprln 

Loai ind Sis*!] Local Btnhwroi 

lusIdMt Entatpriu 

Local Suslnau Entarprisa 

UB " UncntttlBd Bu i lnan 

MBE B Mlimrity Bustawss Enterprise 
WBE=Wonwn Business Enttrprisc 

NL=NDlLJslad 

Page 1 



City Administrator's Office 
O A K L A N D 

Contracts and Compl iance Uni t 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO.: C329128 

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

CONTRACTOR: J . Howard Engineering, Inc. 

Enalngar's Estimata: Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
$510,680 $479,338.00 $31,342.00 

Dlscountad Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points: 
$455,371.10 $23,966.90 5% 

1. Did the 50% local/small 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 024. 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation , 100% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES 

{If yes, list the percentage received) §2^ 

5. Additional Comments. 

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

2/15/2013 
Date 

Reviewing 
Officer: ( i^ i^^^^TV^ / A V J ̂  " ' " 1 " ^ Date: 2/15/2013 

Approved By: Sj?taftaX^ Date: 2/15/2013 



Project Name: Rehabiiitaiton of Sanitary Sewers in Rosedale Avenue Bounded by Foothill Blvd and Santa Rita Street 

Project Noj C329128 

LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 2 

Engineers E s t 510,680 Under /Over Eng ineers Est imate: 31,342 

Disc ip l ine Pr ime & S u b s Loca t ion Cert. 

Status 

LBE SLBE VSLBE/LPG Total 
LBE/SLBE 

L/SLBE 

Trucking 
Total 

Trucking 
TOTAL 

Dollars Ethn. 
For Tracking Only 

M B E W B E 

Tfuckifln 

Paving 

ConcretB 

Pipe/Frttings 

Recylcing 

HOPE Pipe 

SawcutSng 

Manhole Lining 

Mahole Materials 

J . Howard Engineering 

CJCTmcidng 

AJW Construction 

Right Away Ready Mo. 

Mission CJay 

Inner C i ^ 

P&F Distributors 

Bay Une 

Contech of C A 

U S Concrete 

Inc. Oakland 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Oakland ' 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Brisbane 

San Frandsco 

Stoi* ton . 

Livermore 

C B 

C B 

CB 

CB 

CB 

CB 

UB 

UB 

UB 

UB 

7,000 

10,000 

384.338 

16,000 

17,000 

5,000 

384.338 

18,000 

17.000 

7,000 

10.000 

5,000 

18.000 18,000 

384,338 

•18.000 

17.000 

7,000 

10,000 

5,000 

25.000 

4,500 

500 

8.000 

A A 18.000 

17.000 

4.500 

Project Totals $17,000 

3.55% 

$424,338 

88.53% 

$0 

0% 

$441,330 

92.07% 

$18,000 

100% 

$18,000 

100% 

$479,338 

100% 

$39,500 

8.24% 

0 

0.00% 

R e c j U i r e n i e n t s : The S O N requirements IS I combination of Z S X LBE and 25X SLBE particlpatton. An SLBE firm can be counted lODX towards achieving SON requirements. A LPG/VSLBE's participation is 

double counted toward meeting the requirements. 

LBE=Local Sudncss Entarprisa 

SLBE=fteal LDcal &i5iiim Qitsipriu 
Total LBEJSLBE=AHCenS(!d Local and Small Local Budnesses 

N?LBE = Noid>romLocd8iAiness Entupriss 

NPSLBE=KanProfit S m ^ Lical Sostnus Enterprise 

UB " Unnrlfflad Bo^ncss 

C6 - CcrfStoii Business 

MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 

WBE=Women Business Enterprise 

E t h n i i ^ 

M=Afiican American 

Al=Asian Indian 

AP = Asian PaaSc 

C=Caucasian 

He Hispanic 

NA= NaEvE Anwrican 

0 = OthEr 

hIL=NotLj5lEd 

UO = Muliiple Owneistiip 



City Administrator's Office 
O A K L A N D 

Contracts and Compliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO.: C329128 

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

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless 

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
$510.680.00 $540,491.00 -$29,811.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points: 
$313,466.45 $27,024.55 5.00% 

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

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES 

a) % of LBE participation 0.00% 
b) % of SLBE participation 95.56% 

• c) % of VSLBE participation 0.00% 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES 

• a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100.00% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES 

{If yes, list the percentage received) 5.00% 

6. Additional Comments. 

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

Reviewing 
Officer i 

Approved By: 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 3 

Project Name: Rehabiiitaiton of Sajiitary Sevrers in Rosedaie Avenue Bounded by Foothill Blvd and Santa Rita Street 

Project No.: C329128 Engineers Est: 1,998,826.00 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: 1,458,335.00 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert 

Status 

LBE 

14% 

SLBE 

14% 

• V S L B E r t J ^ 
doid)le counted 

valnc 

Total 

LBE/SLBE 

L/SLBE 

Trucking 

Total 

Truck ing 

T O T A L 

Do l la i s ahn. 
For Tracking Only 

M B E W B E 

PRIME 

Trucking 
HOPE Pipe 
Manhole 
Materials 

Pacific Trenchless 

Wiinams Truddng 
P&F Distributors 

US Concrete. Ina 

Oakland 

Oaldand 

Brisbane 

U verm ore 

CB 

CB 

UB 

UB 

511,491 

5,000 

511,491.00 

5,000 5,000 5.000 

511,491.00 

5,000 

20,000 

4,000 

A A 5,000.00 

Project Totals $0 

0.00% 

$516,491 

95.56% 

$0 

0.00% 

$516,491 

95.56% 

$5,000 

100% 

$5,000 

100% 

$540,491.00 

100% 

5,000 $0 

0.93% 0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The S O K requirements 
participatkin is double courted toward meeting 

s a combinatiwi of Z5% LBE and 25K SLBE participation. An SLBE Stm can be counted 100% towards acNevrig 50K (squirements. A LPGVSLBE's 
B requirements. 

LB E=Local Bn^ness Entvprise 

SLBE> Small Locd BosliMsa Enteiprisa 

ToU) LBBSLBE=ABCafflad Local and SnuU Local Businesses 

HKBE - NoaPFOfit Lwal B u ^ e n EnteipdsB 

HPSLSE=HonProlit Smd Local Business Enterprise 

tJB=Uncertifiad Busmoss 

CB=CerSfItdBusinoss 

MBE - Minority Business Enterprise 

W B E = Women Business Enterprise 

Al=Asian Indian; 

AP~ Asian PadlK 

C=CauEasian 

H=h{spanic 

:NA=Native Amencan 

0=OttiB-

KL=NotU£ted :' 

MO^UuI^leOwnersh^ 



City Administrator's Office 

Contracts and Compliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

)Aicj:-Aisr!D 

PROJECT NO.: C329128 

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

mm 

CONTRACTOR: Valentine Corporation 

Engineer's Estimate: 
$510,680 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$0.00 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
$628,369.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$0.00 

Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
-$117,689.00 , 

Discount Points: 
0% 

1. Did the 50% local/smail local requirements appiy? YES 

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? NO 

a) % of LBE participation 0.57% 
b) % of SLBE participation 41.38% 
c) % of VSLBE participation 7.42% 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? ' NO 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 03^ 

5. Additional Comments. 

*Propos6d VSLBE/LPG participation Is valued at 3.71 %. however per the L/SLBE Program a 
VSLBE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the reguirement. Firm failed 
to meet the 50% L/SLBE. Therefore, firm is deemed non-responsive. 

6. Date eyaluation completed and returned to Contract AdminVlnitiating Dept. 
: 2/1.5/201.3 

Reviewing 
Officer: Date: 

Date 

2/16/2013 

Approved By: S^uJ^^lfljU^ ^<a\sXJf>AXAxrJ^ Pate; 2/15/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 4 

prajact Nama: Rehabiiitaiton of Sanitary Sewers in Rosedale Avenue Bounded by Foothill Blvd and Santa Rita Street 
ProjActNo.: C329i2S Englnmr^ Est 5-lQ,680 . Undercover Engineers Estimate: -117,689 

Disci pnne PriniB & Subs Cert, 
status 

LBE SLBE •VSLBEnj>G 

vatua 

Total 
LBE/SLBE 

USLBE 
TrucWng 

Total 
Trucking 

TOTAL 
Dollars Ethn. 

For Tracking Only 
MBE 

PRIME 
Truddng 
Pipe Bursting 
Assembles 
CCTV 

CCTV 

Concrete Supply 

Valentine Corporation 
Monroe TmcMns 
Mosto Const 
Pace Supply 
Roy's Sewer Service 

The Pkimbing Mr îstry 

Right Away Ready Mix 

San Rafael 
Oakland 
Oakland. 
Oakland 
Novate 

Oatdand 

Oakland 

UB 
CB 
CB 
UB 
UB 

UB 

CB 

17,000 
560,000 

3,600 

17,000 
260,000 

3,600 

17,000 17,000 
299,201.00 

17.000 
260,000 

27,000 
13,568 

8,000 

3.600 

AA 17.000 
AA 260,000 

NL 

AA 8,000 

Project Totals 
$3,600 

0.57% 

$260,000 

41.38% 

$17,000 

3.71% 

$260,600 

44.66% 

$17,000 

100% 

$17,000 

100% 

$528,369.00 

" 100% 

$285,000 

45.36% 

$0 

0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The SOMmfdremanbrsi mnbinotlon of 25% LBE and 25S SLBE paRidpaQon. An SLBE ibm can be counted IOCS towardi acfiieving 50% Fequrements.A LPB/VSLBE's 
panidpaiion Is double counted toward nwelina ttw reqtirements. 

SLBE-Smal Loal BuiIiMn Entuprtu 
Total LBEfSLBE B AH CwttM Loci «nd Smill Loot E 

NPSLBE B NBRPMA SfflaB Lacil BialntM EntupriM 

UB=UncuUIIod Buikwn 
CS'CBrtlHaci Sinlnfu 
MBE = Minority Business Enterpris* 
WBE » Vhinwi Bualneu Enten>ftea 

At-Atianlndaf 
APiiAjimPadtn 

NA=NaliwAtnBjcan 
0>Olher 
tn..tw tided 
UO = l>UMaOm(ntv 
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INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF OAKb\ND 

TO: David Ng 
CIP Coordinator 

FROM: Deborah Barnes 

SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis 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. C339129 

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 (EBO), and a. brief overview of the lowest responsible bidder's compliance with the 50% Local 
Employment Program (LEP) and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program on the bidder's most recently completed 
City of Oakland project. 

Responsive to L/SLBE and/or 
EBO Policies Proposed Participation 

Earned Credits and Discounts 
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 C
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L
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Andes 
Construction, 
Inc. $307,924 95.13% .65% 9L88%. 2.60% i00% 95.13% 5% $292,527.80 Y 
Mosto 
Construction $363,238 89.97% .33% 89.64% 0.00% 100% 89.97% 5% $348,116.10 Y 
J. Howard 
Enginecrinj? $381,960 92.01% 3.53% 88.48% 0.00% 100% 92.01% 5% $362,862.00 N 
Pacific 
Trenchless, Inc. $413,462 94.20% 0.00% 94.20% 0.00% 100% 94.20% 5% $392,788.90 

Y 

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 
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 except J. Howard Engineering. They will have to come into 
-compliance-prior-to-contract-executloji : 
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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: 
Project Name: 
Project No. 

Andes Construction 
On Call Sewer Emergency Project FY 08/09 
C329113 

Was Ihe 50% LEP Goal achieved? YES If 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 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 apprentice hours; 1) apprenticeship goal and hours achieved; and J) Apprentice 
shortfall hours. 

50% Local Employment Program (LEP) 15% Apprenticeship Program 
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A B 
C D 

E F G H / J A B 
Goal Hours Goal Hours 

E F G H 
Goal Hours 

J 

617.5 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 and 
47 off-site hours. 

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



City Administrator's Office 

Contracts and Compliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATiON F Q R M " 

PROJECT NO.: C329129 

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

CONTRACTOR; Andes Construction, Inc. 

Engineer's Esliinatfl: 
$407,940 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$292,627.80 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
$307,924.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$16,396.20 

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

Over/IJnder Englneer'a Estimate 
$100,016.00 

Discount Points: 
6% 

YES 

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? 

a) % of LBE participation 
b) %ofSLBEparticIpatipn 
c) % of VSLBE participation 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? 

(if yes, list the percentage received) 

5. Additional Comnnents. 

YES 

0.66% 
mm 
im 
YES 

100% 

YES 

52i 

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

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admln./lnltlating Dept. 

2/16/2013. 

Reviewing 

Approved By: 

Pate: 

Pate; 

Date 

2/16/2013 

2/16/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 1 

Project Nama: Rehabiiitaiton of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue Bounded by Foottiill Boulevard and E. 16th Street and in the Easement Bounded 
by Carrington Street, 42nd Avenue. Santa Rita Street and High Street 

Project No.: C329129 Engineors E s t 407,940 Undercover Engineers EsiimatQ: 100.015 

Discipline Prima & Subs Location Cert, 
status 

LBE SLBE •VSLBEftJ»G Total 

L B E / S L B E 

L /SLBE 

Trucking 
Total 

Trucking 
TOTAL 
Doilara 

For Tracking Only 
Ethn. • MBE WBE 

PRIME 

SawcuUing 

Tractdng 

Pipe 

AB 

MH Precast 

A C 

Dram Rock 

Concrete 

MH Reban 

Andes Caastrudio({ Inc 

Bay Line 

Foston Truddng 

P&F Distributors 

Aman 

Old Castle Precast 

Gallagher & Svn( 

Dutra 

R^htAway 

Contech 

Oakland 

Emeryville , 

Oakland 

Brisbane 

Los Angeles 

Livermore 

Oakland 

San Rsfaei 

Oakland 

Stockton 

ca 
UB 

CB 

UB 

UB 

UB 

0 8 

UB 

CB 

UB 

277.924 

5,000 

2,000 

2.000 

227.924 

5.000 

2,000 

2,000 

5.000 5,000 

277,024.00 

2,000 

5.000 

10.000 

1.000 

5,000 

2,000 

1.000 

2.000 

2,000 

277,924 
2.000 

AA 5.00D 

Project Totals «2,000 

0.65% 

3282,924 

SI .85% 

$2,000 

1.30% 

$236,924 

93.83% 

55.000 

100% 

$5,000 

100% 

$307,924.00 

100% 

; 284,924 

I 9 i 5 3 % 

$0 

0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : Ths 50%RqUrBmenlaisai:amblnatlonof25KLBEantl25SSLBEpBctidpBllon. AnSLBEflrmcant» coutt»]1C)miowa{Tl5adtiBvlr«SOHreqU[TOents.AU^>GVSLBCspa^^ 
counted toward maetinfi the reqiarements. 

Ethnicity, 

U1= African'AnuriEan 

LB£='Ijocal BuslnM* Qitupriu 
SLBE " S m l Local Bujrnm Entnpibi 

NPLBE > NonPiofit LAOI ButhMn EntHprlM 

NPSLBE =• KwiPrnGt Snail Local Quilnoi EManiilU 

UB - Uncntinod BUSIIMSS 

CB c Caitlftid Builiuu 
MSE • Uinorfty BucJnesa Erttetp^isa 
WBE - Woman Business Entatprtsa 

U'A^an Indian 
W-AsEiPui l ic 
CcCaucatioi 

NA-KatfvoAnwrican 
O-OUw : 
KL-NatUdad 
UO^UuCipiBOwnenNti 

Page l 



City Administrator's Office 

Contracts and Compliance Un i t 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM - -

O A K L A N D 

PROJECT NO.: 0329129 

PROJECT NAME: Rehabiiitaiton 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 

CONTRACTOR: IWosto Construction 

Engineer's Estimate: 
$407,940 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$348,116.10 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
$366,438.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$18,321.90 

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

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? 

a) % of LBE participation • 
b) % of SLBE participation 
c) % of VSLBE participation 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucl<lng participation 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? 

(If yes, iist the percentage received) 

5. Additional Comments. 

Ovar/Undar Enafneer's Estimate 
$41,502.00 

Discount Points: 
5% 

YES 

YES 

0.33% 
89.64% 

YES 

100% 

YES 

5% 

Reviewing 
Officer: 

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

. 2/15/2013 
Date 

Date: 2/15/2013 

Approved By. ^gj^^j^flj^j^ ^OAsur^Xwf^ . 2/15/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 2 
Project Name: Rehabiiitaiton of Sanitary Sewers in Bridge Avenue Bounded by Foothill Boulevard and E. 16th Street and in the Easement 

pro ject No . : C329129 E n g i n e e r E s t 407,940 Under /Over Eng inee rs Es t imata : 41,S02 

Disc ip l ine Pr InM & S u b S ' Loca t ion C e r t L B E S L B E V S L B E / L P G Total L / S L B E Tota l T O T A L For Tracking Only 
Status L B E / S L B E T ruck ing T ruck ing Dol lars Eftn. M B E W B E 

PRIME Mosta Constmction Oakland C B 316.471 316,471 315 ,471 H 316.471 

Truddnu Monroe's TnjcWng Oakland C B 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 12.00D A A 12,000 

H O P E Pipe P A F EKstributors Brisbane . U B 2 0 , 1 6 7 C 

Manhole Structure Old Castle Precast Livermore U B 8 .000 C 

Pipe Fitting Clay Pipe Mission Clay Oakland C B 1,200 1,200 1.200 C 

Hydropox Sealant . Con Tech of C A Stockton U B 5.000 0 

Concrets Central Concrete San Jose U B 1,800 C 

A B , Cement, Misc l ^ n n s BaOdley Oakland U B 1,800 0 

Pr( ̂ ject Totals • J 1 , 2 0 0 $328 ,471 $0 $329 ,671 $ 1 2 , 0 0 0 $ 1 2 , 0 0 0 $366,438 $328 ,471 0 

0 . 3 3 % 8 9 . & 4 % 0 % 8 9 . 9 7 % 1 0 0 % 1 0 0 % 100% 6 9 . 6 4 % 0 . 0 0 % 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The SOX requirements Is 
double counted toward meet ing the requirer 

a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE parUdpation. An SLBE firm can be counted lOOX towards achievii^ SOX requirements. A LPSA'SLBE's participation is 

lents. 

Ett in ic i ty 
U=AfticasAinB[V:aji 
M=Asian Indian 
AP = As3flPadfic 

V 

IB£ = Local OnTnm EntaJpttse 

SLBE " Smd Local Bosness EmeipiiK 

Total LaEBlBE=AB CqtS«d Local and SmiJ Ueal Bcrii>e5«a 

)m.B£=HoaProB Bdsimn EnUjplsB 

NPSLBE= NonnoSt&iuli Local Bndmxi ERtcn>"» 

UB=Uncotified Botiness 
CB - CGftiflvd Buslntu 

U B E = Minority Business Enterprise 

WBE = Wofiien Business Entnrprise 

C^CaucasiarL 

K=Kspanc 

KA=K3ltve American 

0=OIhef! 
NL = NotUslBt) 

btO = r<UtipleOivnefsKp 



City Administrator's Office 
O A K L A N D 

Contracts and Compliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO.: C329129 

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

CONTRACTOR: J . Howard Engineering, Inc. 

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Under Enalnear's Estimate 
$407,940.00 $381,960,00 $25,980.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points: 
$362,862.00 $19,098.00 S.00% 

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

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES 

a) % of LBE participation ' 3.53% 
b) % of SLBE participation 88.48% 
c) % of VSLBE participation 0.00% 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucldng requirement? YES 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100.00% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 5.00% 

5. Additional Comments. 

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

Date 

Date: 2/15/2013 

Approved By: ^I^^VuUjZa.^^ ?s)flAit4XAJfe;vg--^ Bntei 2/1S/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 3 

Projact Name: Rehabiiitaiton 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 

' Projsct No.: P329129 : Engineers Est: 407,340.00 Jnder/Over Engineers Estimata: ZS,380.00 
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert LBE SLBE •VSLBEaPG Total L/SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only 

1 

1 
Status double countsd LBE/SLBE Tru citing Trucking Dollars Ethn. ; M B E W B E 

PRllWE 
J . Howard 
Engineering, Inc. 

I 
Oaldand C B 310,960 310,960.00 310,960.00 C 

Truddnfl CJC Truddng Oaldand CB 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 A A 13,000 
Paving AJW Constnicton Oatdand CB 10,000 10,000 10,000 H 10.000 

Concrete 
Right Away Ready 
Mix Oakland 

1 
CB 5,500 5,500 5,500 0 

1 • 

Pipe Frtlings Mission Clay Oatdand CB 8,000 8,000 8,000 C 
Recycle Inner City Oakland CB 4.000 4,000 4.000 c 
HOPE Pipe P&F Distributors Brisbane UB 20,000 c 
Saw Cutting Bay Line Emeryville • UB 3,500 H ] 3,500.00 

Manhole Uning Contech of C A Stockton UB 500 c 
Manhole 
Materials US Concrete LivJrmore UB 6.500 c 1 

1 
Project Totals $13,500 

3.53% 

$337,960 

88.48% 

$0 

0.00% 

$351,460 

92.01% 

$13,000 

100% 

$13,000 

100% 

$361,960.00 

100% 

26,500 

6.94% 

$0 

0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : I ha S0%reqtB»nen[si3SCombinatianor25%LBEandZ5%SLBEpart>cipatjQa An SLBE finn can be axjnted 100% towands aOiieving 50H rsquiremenls. A LPGVSLSE's 
participation is double counted toward meeting 6ie requirements. 

AI=Asian Indian 

! 
3 Local BusIoBss Entitpriu 

SLBE ° SeuD Local Bwdiuss Entvprise 
Tobt LBEKLBE=AO ColSied Ipai and SmiQ Local BioiiiBssa 
HPLBE=MonPn3fit Local BuMBta Entsrpfba 
NPSLBE=HonProCt Sntd Local Butfoets EnterpriH 

U8 sUncartUled Business 

CB = CertlfiMi Busuiess 

U B E ° Minority Businass Enterprise 
W B E = WoRten Business Enterprisa 

AP=Asian PadSc 

C=Caucad2ni 

K=Hispa;dc 

'MA=NaSve American 

0 = Olfter ; 

NL=Not Listed 

liO-UuiMeO«^lsrst^) 



City Administrator's Office 

Contracts and Compliance Uni t 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECTNO.: 0329129 

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

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless, Inc. 

Engineer's Esllmata: 
$407,940 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$392,788.90 

• Contractors' Bid Amount 
$413,462.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$20,673.10 

Over/Under Enqlneer*s Estimate 
.$5,522.00 

Discount Points: 
5% 

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

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% 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 receive bid discounts? YES 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 5^ 

5. AddiKonal Comments. 

Reviewing 
Officer: 

8. Datrevalualiffn'compleled-and'rBturnedio-Contract Admin./l^ 
2/15/2013 

Pate: 

Date 

2/15/2013 

Approved By: S 8 l o _ , ^ i ^ x ^ j ^ m a y y a t ^ t i ^ J Estei, 2/15/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 4 

RehabilitaitDn 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 Englneors E s t 407,940 Under/Over Engineer? Estimate: -5,522 

Discipl ine Prime & Subs Locat ion Cert, 

status 

LBE S L B E •VSLBEf lJ>G 
Hfluhlfl countvd 

Vitus 

Total 

L B E / S L B E 
L /SLBE 

Trucking 
Total 

Trucking 

TOTAL 

Dollars Ethn. 

For Tracking Only 
M B E W B E 

PRIME 

Tnickine 

HOPE Rpe 

Manhole Materials 

Pacific Trenchlass, Inc. 

Williams Tnidong 

P&F DIslributois 

U S Concrete, Inc. 

Oakland 

Oaldand 

Brisbane 

Uvermore 

CB 

CB 

ua 
U B 

384,462 

5,D00 

334,462 

5,000 5,000 5,000 

384.46ZD0 

5,000 

20,000 

4.D0O 

A A 5,000 

Project Totals 10 

0.00% 

$389,462 

94.20% 

50 

0% 

$389,462 

94.20% 

$5,000 

100% 

$5,000 

100% 

$413.46ZD0 

• 100% 

$5,000 

1.21% 

SO 

0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The SO%mqUrementsl5acombtnaUDnof25%LaEan(lZSKSLBEpar«tipal>on, AnSLBEfimicanbe c a u n U d l X K towardsact^eving 5Q%requUements.A LPB/VSUE's 
participation is douEto cmmled toward meatirig ttw reqiirwnents. 

LBE - Local Bwlim EntMprfu 
SLBE" SnuQ Lwal Ebalnm EntHpilM 
Total LBEfSLBE AU CutinMl ilocal mid Small Locd BuxlnoHi 
NPLBE 3 HooPTonLocal Btolnto EntBtpriu 
NPSLBE= NooPfofll Snll Locil Builtutss ErttwpriiB 

U8> UncoitUiod BUSIIMM 

CB=>CartIFI*d BtainiEi 
MQE = Minority Buslmss EnterpriM 
WBE = Wamen Business EnterpriM 

AP n Aiian ParjBr. 

NA-^HaliwAnwacan 
O-Oltw 

U0=UiJMaOMwnrvi 



^ 4 

CITY OF OAKLAND 
INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

T O : Gunawan Santoso 
_Civil_ Engineer 

S U B J E C T : Compliance Analysis 
The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in 
the Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive 
Project No. C329130 

F R O M : Deborah Barnes, Contracts and 
Compliance Managej 

D A T E : January 31, 2013 

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 
(EBO), and a brief overview of tlie 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 Si 

Company Name 
Original Bid 
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Mosto 
Construction $271,672.00 87.12% 1.55% 8447% 1.10% 

•2.20 
100% 87.12% 

•88.22% 
5% $258,088.40 Y 

Pacific 
Trenchless, Inc. $294,546.00 92.23% 0.00% 92.23% 0.00% 100% 92.23% 5% $279,818.70 Y 

Andes 
Construction $302,287.00 91.40%. 0.66% 90.08% 

.66% 
•1.32 100% 

91.40% 
•92.06 5% $287,172.65 

Y 

J. Howard 
EnKineerinK, Inc. $381,130.00 92.21% 3.07% 89.14% • 0.00% 100% 92. 21% 5% $362,073.50 N 

Comments: As rioted 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 of Oakland project. 

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: 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 Emplovment Program (LEP) 

) 

Was the 30% LEP Goal achieved? Yes Ifnb, shortfall hours? 

Were all shortfalls satisfied? Yes If no. penalty amount 

15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program 

Was the 15% Apprenticeship Goal achieved? Yes , If no. penalty amount 

Were shortfalls satisfied? Yes If no, penalty amount? 

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

50% Local Employment Program (LEP) 15% Apprenticeship Program 
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A ' B C D E F G H / J A ' B 
Goal TTniir<i Goal H n i i r i ! 

E F G H 
J3QaL Hniirs 

J 

1071 0 50% 535.5 100% 535.5 0 0 100% 161 15% 161 0 

Comments: Mosto Construction exceeded the Local Employment Program's 50% resident hiring goal with 
100% resident employment and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program goals. 

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



CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE UNIT 
O A K L A N D 

Contract Compliance Division 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO.: C329130 

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

CONTRACTOR: Mosto Construction 

Engineer's Estimate:, Contractors' Bid Amount OverAJnder Engineer's Estimate 
$315,570 $271,672 $43,898 

Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Dlscouiit Discount Points: 
$258,088.40 $13,583.60 5% 

1. Did the 50% requirements apply? YES 

- 2. Didthecontractormeet the 50%.requirement?-. . . . . . . YES - - .- - -

a) % of LBE participation 1.66% 
b) % of SLBE participation 84.47% 
c) % of VSLBE participation *2.20% 

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

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucl<lng participation 100% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 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 returned to Contract Admin7lnitlating DepT 

1/31/2013 
Date 

f \ / I 1 1 

Reviewing 
Officer: i : : ^ f ^ y ^ [ 1 V J ' '( \ Date: 1/31/2013 

Approved By: StUjlAiLO^ 6)ô JM âSiJWU^ Date: - 1/31/2013 



Project Name: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive 

LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 1 

Project No.: C329130 Engineers Est: $315,570 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: $43,898 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location CerL 

Status 

LBE 

2S% 

SLBE 

25% 

*VSLBE/LPG 

double counted 
value 

Total 

L B e S L B E 

L/SLBE 

Trucking 

Total 

Trucking 

TOTAL 

Dollars 
For Tracking Only 

Ethn. MBE WBE 

PRIIVIE 

Trucking 

HOPE Supplies 

MH Structures 

Pipe Couplings 
MH Bases-Misc 
Concrete 

Post Video 

Mosto Constmctior 

Monroe Trucking 

P & F Distributor; 

Old Castie Precast 

Mission Clay 

Lanms Building Supply 

APIT 

Oakland CB 

Oakland CB 

Brisbane UB 

Pleasanton UB 

Oakland CB 

229,472 

3.000 

4,200 

229,472 

3,000 

4,200 

3,000 3,000 

Oakland 

Sacramento 

UB 

UB 

229,472 

3,000 

15,000 

15,000 

4,200 

2)500 

2.500 

229,472 

AA 3,000 

NL 

NL 

NL 

NL 

Project Totals $4,200 

1.55% 

$229,472 

84.47% 

$3,000 

1.10% 

$236,672 

87.12% 

$3,000 

100% 

$3,000 

100% 

$271,672 

100% 

$232,472 $0 

85.57% 0.00% 

Double counted dollar value $6.000 $242,672 $274,672 
Percentage based on double counting 2.20% 88.22% 101.10% 

Ethnici^ 
AA = African American 

Requirements: The 50% requirement 
requirement. An LPG/VSLBE's partic 

can be satisifed by a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE^ An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% 
pation is double counted toward meeting the requirement' 

U - U L o c d B 
Total LBE/SLBE-All 
NPLBE-NonProm Local 
r4PSLBE= Nonprofit 

luslness ESefpns^^^^^^^'^^^^ 

Certified l^cal and Smalt Local Businesses 
Business Enterprise 
Local Business Enterprise 

MBE s Minority Business Enterprise 
WBE = Women Business Enterprise 

Sniall 

J = Asian Indian 
= Caucasian 
= Hispanic 

JA = Native American 
0 = 01her j 
NL= Not Listed 
M0= Multiple Ownership 



CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE UNIT 
O A K L A N D 

Contract Compliance Division 
PROJECT EVALUATION FORM " " 

PROJECT NO.: C329130 

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and 

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless, Inc. 

Enqineei's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
$315,570 $294,546 $21,024 

Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points: 

1. Did the 50% requirements apply? YES 

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES 

a) % of LBE participation 0% 
b) % of-SLBE participation - 92.23% 
c) % of VSLBE participation 10/ 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES 

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 retumed to Contract Admin./lnitiating Dept. 

• 1/31/20t3— 
Date 

Reviewing 
Omcer: C J ^ l K ^ ^ ^ i \ ^ < \ Pate: 1/31/2013 

Approved By; C5J*_f\ft . . / ^ . * 0 1/31/2013 



Project Name: 

LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 2 
The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive 

Project No.: C329130 Engineers Est: $315,570 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: $21,024 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cer t 

Status 

LBE 

25% 

S L B E 

25% 

• V S L B e L P G 

double counted 
Arable -

Total 

L B E / S L B E 

L/SLBE 

Trucking 

Totai 

Trucking 

TOTAL 

Dollars 
For Tracking Only 

Ethn. MBE WBE 

PRIME 

Truciting 

HOPE Pipe 

Manhole Lining 

Manole Materials 

Padric Trenchless. 

Williams Truddng 

P & F Distnlxjlors 

Contech of Calfomia 

US Concrete, Inc. 

, inl Oakland 

Oakland 

Brisbane 

Stockton 

Livermore 

C B 

CB 

UB 

UB 

UB 

270,971 

700 

270,971 

700 700 700 

270,971 

700 

14.375 

4,000 

4,500 

AA 700 

Project Totals 50 

0% 

$271.671 

92.23% 

i $0 

0% 

$271,671 

92.23% 

$700 

100% 

$700 

100% 

$294,546 

100% 

$700 

0.24% 

$0 

0% 

Requirements: The 50K requi 
requirement. An VSLSE's participation 

rementran be satisifed by a combination of 25% 13E and 25% SLBE. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% 
s double counted toward meeting the requirement. 

Legend 
SLBE=Small Local Butlneu Enterprise 

Total LBEfSLBE " All CertiDJd Local and Small Local Bustnesses 
NPLBE » NonPrefit Local Biraineu Enterprise 
NPSLBE - Nonprofit SnuUI ijoca) Buiineu Enterprise 

UB " Uncertined Business 
CB CertJfled Business 
MBE = Mlnorfty Business Enterprisa 
WBE • Women Business'Enterprise 

Ethnici^ 
U=African American 

= Asianlndan 
|V>=Asian Pacific 

Caucasian 
H-Hispanic 
KA •= Natiw American 
0-Other 
ML s Not Listed 



CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE UNIT 

Contract Compliance Pivision 
PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO.: 0329130 

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers In the Easement by Elinora Avenue and 

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construction, inc. 

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount • Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
$315,570 $302,287 $13,283 

Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points: 
$287,172.66 $15,114.35 ' 5% 

• 1. Did the 50% requirements apply? YES 

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES 

a) % of LBE participation 0.66% 
b) % of SLBE participation 90.08% 
c) % of VSLBE participation *1.32 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES 

(if yes, list the percentage received) 5% 

5. Additional Comments. 

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

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

1/31/2013 

Date 
Reviewing 
Officer: O f S ^ ^ c ^ f \ ( \ Date: 1/31/2013 

Approved By. ^^Vfljjl^j^ SoAaWiXrU/T^ Pate: ^̂ 31/2013 



Project 
Name: 

LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 3 
The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive 

Project No.: C329130 Engineers Est $315,570 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: 13,283 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert 
status 

LBE 
25% 

SLBE 
25% 

•VSLBE/ LPG 
douUe counted 

value 

Total 
LBE/SLBE 

USLBE 
Trucking 

Total 
Truclcing 

TOTAL 
Dollars 

For Tracking Only 
Ethn. MBE W B E 

PRIME 

Trucking 

Saw Cutting 

Pipe 

AB 

MH Precast 

Asphalt 

Concrete 

Drain Rock 

Pipe Equip. 

Concrete 

Andes Construction, Irjc 

Foston Trucking 

Bay Line 

ISCO 
Aman 
Old Castle Precast 

Gallagher & Burk 

Dutra 

P&F 

Right Away 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Louisville, KY 

Los Angeles 

Livermore 

Oakland 

San R a ^ e l 

Brisbane 

Oakland 

C B 

C B 

UB 

UB 

UB 

UB 

CB 

UB 

UB 

CB 

262,287 

5.000 

5,000 

262,287 

5.000 

5,000 

5,000 5,000 

2,000 

2,000 

2,000 

2,000 

262.287 

5,000 

5,000 

2,000 

2,000 

10,000 

2,000 

2,000 

10,000 

2,000 

262.287 

AA 5,000 

5.000 

Projlect Totals $2,000 

0.66% 

$272,287 

90.08% 

52,000 

0.66% 

$276,287 

91.40% 

$5,000 

100% 

$5,000 

100% 

$302,287 

100% 

$272,287 

90.08% 

$0 

$0 

Rouble counted dollar value $4.000 $278.287 $304,287 
Percentage] based on double counting 1.32% 92.06% 100.66% 

Requirements: The 5096 requirement can be satisifed by a combination of 2596 LBE and 2596 SLBE. An SLBE firm can be counted 10096 towards achieving 5096 
requirement An LPG/VSLBE's participation is double counted toward meeting the requirement 

Legend ~ Business Enteq r1 
SLBE " Small Local Buslnes 
Total LBE/SLBE oAUCertiflei 
HPLBE " Nonprofit locai Business 
NPSLBE "HonProRt Small Local 

Ethnicity 
AA = Afiicaii American 
\S" Asian Indian 
\P = AsianPaa^ 
:=Caucasian 

se 
Enterprise 
Local and Small Local Business^ 

Enterprise 
Business Enterprise 

UB " Uncertified Busiriess 
CB ' Cerllflecl Business 
MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 
WBE D Women Business Enterprise 

H = Hispanic 
NA= Native American 
0 = Other I 
NL = NolU^ed 
M0= Mulb'ple Ownership 



CONTRACTS AND COMPLIANCE UNIT 

Contract Compliance Division 
PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO.: C329130 - -

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and 

CONTRACTOR: J. Howard Engineering, 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% 
c) % of VLSBE 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? YES 

{if yes, iist the percentage received) 5% 

5. Additional Comments. 

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

: 1/3̂ /201-3 
Date 

Reviewing 
Officer: C ^ T T ^ \ ^ / \ Date: 1/31/2013 

Approved By: n iC\ i 1/31/2013 
^^MX&OJL^ (^flAJt/viflAnin^^ Date: 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 4 

Project Name: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement by Elinora Avenue and Reinhardt Drive 

Project No. C329130 Engineers E s t $315,570 Under/Over Engineers. Estimata: -$65,560 

Discipline Prime & Suljs Location Cert. 

Status 

L B E 

25% 

S L B E 

25% 

- V S L B E / L P G 
douUs countsd 

valua 

Total 

L B B S L B E 

U S L B E 

Trucking 

Total 

Trucking 

TOTAL 

Dollars 
For Tracking Only 

Ethn. W B E 

PRIlUE 

Trucking 

Saw Cutting 

HDPE/Fitting 

Manhole Materials 

PipeyCouplings/fit 
Concrete 
Recycle 
Materials 
Manhole Lining 

j . IHoward Engineerir 

Williams Trucking 

Bay Line 

P & F Distributors 

g. Inc. 

U.S Concrete, Inc. 

Missun Clay 
Right Away Redy lyitx 

Inner City 
Contech of California 

Oakland CB 

Oak land CB 

Oakland UB 

Brisbane UB 

Uvermore UB 

Oakland CB 
Oal<land CB 

Oakland CB 
Stockton UB 

321,230 

16,000 

321.230 

15,000 15,000 15,000 

6,700 
5,000 

3,500 

6,700 
5,000 

3,500 

321.230 

15.000 

5.000 

15.000 

7.000 

6.700 
5,000 

3.500 
2.700 

A A 15.000 

5.000 

Project Totals $11.700 

3.07% 

$339,730 

89.14% 

$0 

0 % 

$351,430 

92.21% 

$15,000 

100% 

$15,000 

100% 

$381,130 

100% 

20.000 

5.'25% 

$0 

0% 

Requirements: The SOX requirement ( 
requirement An LPG/VSLBE's particlpa 

an be satisifed by a combination of 25K LBE and 25K SLBE. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% 
ion is double counted toward meeting the requirement. 

Ethnicity 
kA = Aftfcan American ; 

Legend LBE = LMI I Biisinest Entiiprise 
SLBE = Small Local Busin ss 
ToU LBBSLBE - AH Certified 
NPLBE-KonProEt Local 
NPSLBE - MonProm SmaK Local 

Enterprise 
Local and Small Local Bu^nesses 

I uslness Enterprise 
Business Enterprise 

utoiets ; 
CB • Certified Business 
MBE ° Minority Business Enterprtse 
WBE = WofiHtn Buslrwss Enterprise 

AP = Asian PadBc 
C=Caucasian 
H'̂ Kspamc 
MA-NaGve American ' 
0 = Otier ' 
KL-NoIUsted 

MO = Mu!lEp(eO«vnership 



Attachment D 



bl 

Schedule L-2 
City of Oakland 

Public Works Agency 
CONTRACTOR P E R F O R M A N C E EVALUATION 

Project Number/Title: 

Work Order Number (if applicable): 

Contractor 

Date of Notice to Proceed: 

Date of Notice of Completion: 

Date of Notice of Final Completion: 

Contract Amount: 

Evaluator Name and Title: 

RSS In the Easement of Khtowland Park 

C329116 

Andes Construction 

6-6-11 

7-23-12 

7-23-12 
$437,592.00 

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 perfomiing below Satisfactory for 
any category of the Evaluation, the Resident Engineer shall discuss the perceived perfomiance 
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 I\̂ arginat 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 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 peri'omiance 
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 GUIDEUNES: 
1 Outstanding 

(3 points) 
Satisfactory 
(2 points)' 
Marginal 
(1 point) 

Unsatisfactory 
(0 points) 

Performance among the best level of achievement the City has experienced. 

Perfomiance met contractual requirements. 

Performance barely met the lower range of the contractual requirements or 
performance only met contractual requirements after extensive corrective 
action was taken. 
Performance did not meet contractual requirements. The contractual 
performance being assessed reflected serious problems for which con^ctive 
actions were ineffective. 

066 Contractor Evaluation Form Contractor: Andes Construction Project NO.C329116 
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WORK PERFORMANCE 

1 
Did the Contractor perform all of the work with acceptabie Quality and 
Workmanship? • • 0 • • 

1a 

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

2 

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. • r 0 • • 

2a 
Were corrections requested? If "Yes", specify the date(8) and reason(8) for the 
correction(s). Provide documentatbn. 

'I'LV ...1'" •.. ' . • : 

r > - . . . p t - T i ; . Y - t , : j ; ; . . 1 

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
N/A 

• 
2b 

If corrections were requested, did the Contractor make the corrections requested? 
If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. Provide documentation. • • • • 0 

3 

Was the Contractor responsive to City stafTs comments and concerns regarding the 
work performed or the work product delivered? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", 
explain on the attachment. Provide documentation. • • 1 1 • 

4 
Were there other significant issues related to 'Work Performance"? If Yes, explain 
on the attachment. Provide documentation. 

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
5 

Did the Contractor cooperate with on-site or adjacent tenants, business owners and 
residents and work In such a manner as to minimize dlsruptrans to the public. If 
"Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. • • E • • 

6 

Did the piersonnel assigned by the Contractor have the expertise and skills required 
to satisfactorily perform under the contract? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain 
on the attachment. • • 0 • • 

7 Overall, how did the Contractor rate on work performance? 
The score for this category must be consistent with ttie response to the 
questions given at>ove regarding work performance and the assessment 
guidelines. 
Check 0,1,2, or 3. 

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

0 
3 

• 

C87 Contractor Evaluation Form Contractor: Andes Construction Project No. C329116 
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1 
TIMELINESS 

0) 
. Q 

i 
Q . 
d 

< 

z 

8 

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. • • 0 • • 

9 

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. 

Yes 

0 
No 

• 
N/A 

• 

9a 

Were the services provided within the days and times scheduled? If "Marginal or 
Unsatisfactor/, 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. • • 0 • • 

10 

Did the Contractor provide tjmely baseline schedules and revisions to its 
construction schedule when changes occun'ed? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", 
explain on the attachment. Provide documentatkin. • • 0 • • 

11 

Did the Contractor furnish submittals in a timely manner to allow review by the City 
so as to not delay ttie work? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the 
attachment. Provide documentation. • • 0 • • 

12 
Were there other significant issues related to timeliness? If yes, explain on the 
attachment. Provkle documentation. i i f l i l Yes 

• 
No 

0 
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. 

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

0 
3 

• 

C68 Contractor Evaluation Fomi Contractor: Andes Constmctlon ProiectNo. C329116 
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a. 

FINANCIAL 

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 c o n n e d invoices). • • 0 • U 

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:$ 

Yes 

• 
No 

0 

16 

Were the Contractor's price quotes for changed or additional work reasonable? If 
"Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of 
occurrences and amounts (such as corrected price quotes), • • 0 • • 

17 
Were there any other significant issues related to financial issues? If Yes, explain on 
the attachment and provide documentation. ?n Yes 

• 
No 

0 
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. 

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

0 
3 

• 
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COMMUNICATION 

19 
Was the Contractor responsive to the City's questions, requests for proposal, etc.? If 
"Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. • • 0 • • 

20 Did the Contractor communicate with City staff clearly and in a timely manner 
regarding: 

20a 
Notification of any significant issues that arose? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", 
explain on the attachment. • • 0 • • 

20b 
staffing Issues (changes, replacements, additions, etc.)? If "Marginal or 
Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. • • 0 • • 

20c 
Periodic progress reports as required by the contract (both verbal and written)? If 
'Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. • • 0 • • 

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

• 
No 

0 
21 

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
22 Overall, how did the Contractor rate on communication Issues? 

The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the 
questions given above regarding communication issues and the assessment 
guidelines. 
Check 0,1,2, or 3. 

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

0 

C
O
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23 
Did the Contractor's staff consistently wear personal protective equipment as 
appropriate? If "No", explain on the attachment. 

Yes 

0 
No 

• 
24 

Did the Contractor follow City and OSHA safety standards? If "Marginal or 
Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. • • 0 • • 

26 
Was the Contractor warned or cited by OSHA for violations? If Yes, explain on the 
attachment. 

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
26 

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
27 

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

W.-- -i^. •:—'-- ''.'.-ii,--.-- - '. '- ' 

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
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. 

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

0 

C
O
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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 frorh Question 7 2 X 0.25 = .5 

2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 2 X 0.25 = .5 

3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 2 X 0.20 = .4 

4. Enter Overall score from Question 22 2 X0.15 = .3 

5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 2 X0.15 = .3 

TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 

. 2.0 
2.0 

OVERALL RATING: 

Outstanding: Greater than 2.5 
Satisfactory Greater than 1.5 & less than or equal to 2.5 

Marginal: Between 1.0 & 1.5 
Unsatisfactory: Less than 1.0 

PROCEDURE: 
The Resident Engineer wjii prepare the Contractor Performance Evaluation and submit it to 

the Supervising Civil Engineer. The Supervising Civil Engineer will review the Contractor 
Perfomiance 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 transmtt a copy of the Contractor Performance Evaluation to the 
Contractor. Overall Ratings of Outstanding or Satisfactory are final and cannot be protested or 
appealed. If the Overall Rating is Marginal or Unsatisfactory, the Contractor will have 10 
calendar days in which they may file a protest of the rating. The Public Wori<s Agency Assistant 
Director, Design & Construction Sen/ices Department, will consider a Contractor's protest and 
render his/her determination of the validity of the Contractor's protest. If the Overall Rating is 
Marginal, the Assistant Director's determination will be final and not subject to further appeal. If 
the Overall Rating is Unsatisfactory and the protest is denied (in whole or in part) by the 
Assistant Director, the Contractor may appeal the Evaluation to the City Administrator, or 

' his/her designee. The appeal must be filed within 14 calendar days of the Assistant Director's 
ruling on the protest. The City Administrator, or his/her designee, will hold a hearing wtth 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 resutt 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 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 Contractor's Performance Evaluation has been 
communicated to ihe Contractor. Signature does not signify consent or agreement. 

Contractor / Date Resident Engineer / Date 

ing Civil Engineer / Date 
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Schedule L-2 
City of Oakland 

Public Works Agency 
CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Project Number/Titie: 

Work Order Number (if applicable): 

Contractor: 

Date of Notice to Proceed: 

Date of Notice of Completion: 

Date of Notice of Final Completion: 

Contract Amount: 

Evaluator Name and Title: 

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

Whenever the Resident Engineer finds the Contractor is perfomiing 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 perfomiance 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. Nan-ative 
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 nan-ative 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 rating is caused by the performance 
of a subcontractor, the nanrative wilt note this. The narrative will also note the General 
Contractor's effort to improve the subcontractor's performance. 

ASSESSMENT GUIDELINES: 
Outstanding 
(3 points) _ 
Satisfactory 
(2 points) 

I Performance among the best level of achievement the City has experienced. 

\ Performance met contractual requirements. 

Marginal 
(1 point) 

Unsatisfactory 
(0 points) 

Performance barely met tiie lower range of the contractual requirements or 
performance only met contractual requirements after extensive corrective I 
action was taken. I 
Performance did not meet contractuai requirements. The contractual \ 
performance being assessed reflected serious problems for which corrective | 
actioris were ineffective. | 
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WORK PERFORMANCE 

1 
Dkl the Contractor perform all of the work with acceptable Quality and 
Workmanship? • • 0 • • 

l a 

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

2 

Was the work perfomied by the Contractor accurate and complete? If "Marginal or 
Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment and provide documentation. Complete 
(2a) and (2b) below. • • 0 • • 

2a Were corrections requested? If "Yes", specify the date(s) and reason(s) for the 
con*ection(s). Provide documentation. 

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
N/A 

• 
2b 

If corrections ware requested, did the Contractor make the con'ectnns requested? 
If 'Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. Provide documentation. • • • • 

3 

Was the Contractor responsive to City slafTs comments and concerns regarding the 
work perfomied or the work product delivered? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", 
explain on the attachment. Provide documentation. • • • • 

4 
Were there other significant issues related to "Work Performance"? If Yes, explain 
on the attachment. Provkie documentation. 

• • • 

Yes 

• 
No 

tl 
5 

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 • • • M ' • 

6 

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

7 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. 

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

C
O

 

H 
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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 
documentation. 

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

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

Yes, 

0 

0 

• 

No 

• 

• 

• 

N/A 

• 

• 

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. • • 0 • • 

11 

12 

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

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

13 Overall, how did the Contractor rate on timeliness? 
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the 
questions given above regarding timeliness and the assessment guidelines. 
Check 0.1,2, or 3. 
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FINANCIAL 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

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 corrected invokes). 

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:$_ 

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 (sucli as corrected price quotes). 

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

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on financial issues? 
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the 
questions given above regarding financial Issues and the assessment 
guidelines. 
Check 0,1,2, or 3. 

C69 Contractor Evaluation Forni Contractor: l ^ D $ - \ 0 ^ < \ S M ^ o ^ Project No. 



o 
ts 

a
ti
s
fa

 

g
in

a
l 

sf
ac

tc
 

V} 

3 w 

C 
"•3 
c 
iS 
V) 

o 

1 
Q . 

z z 
COMMUNICATION 

19 

20 

20a 

Was the Contractor responsive to the City's questions, requests for proposal, etc.? If 
"Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment 

Did the Conti^ctor communicate with City staff clearly and in a timely manner 
regarding: 
Notification of any significant issues that arose? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", 
explain on the attachment 

• 

20b 
Staffing issues (changes, replacements, additbns, etc.)? If "Marginal or 
Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment 

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

20d Were there any billing disputes? If "Yes", explain on the attachment 

21 

22 

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

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on communication issues? 
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the 
questions given above regarding communication issues and the assessment 
guidelines. 
Check 0,1,2, or 3. 
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Did the Contractor's staff consistently wear personal protective equipment as 
23 appropriate? If "No", explain on the attachment 

Did the Contractor follow City and OSHA safety standards? If "Marginal or , 
24 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 severity 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 
2y Security Admlnistratksn'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. 
Check 0,1,2, or 3. 
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OVERALL RATING 

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

1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 

2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 

3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 

4. Enter Overall score from Question 22 

5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 

7.3 X 0.25 = (PS?3 

2 X 0.25 = 

Z X 0.20 = 

X0.15 = (P ^^ o 

X0.15 = 

TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): ^ 

OVERALL RATING: 

Outstanding: Greater ttian 2.5 
Satisfactory Greater than 1.5 & less than or equal to 2.5 

Marginal: Behween 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 
Perfomiance 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 tiie 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 tiie 
Contractor. Overall Ratings of Outstanding or Satisfactory are final and cannot be protested or 
appealed. If the Overall Rating is Marginal or Unsatisfactory, the Conti-actor 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 
his/her designee. The appeal must be filed within 14 calendar days of tiie Assistant Director's 
ruling on the protest. Tlie 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 fi^m the date of 
the Unsatisfactory Overall Rating. Two Unsatisfactory Overall Ratings wtthin any five year 
period will result in the Contractor Isetng 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 conh-acts. 

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

COMMUNICATING THE EVALUATION: The Contractor's Perfomiance Evaluation has been 
communicated to the Contractor. Signature does not signify cor)sent or agreement 

Contractor / Date Resident Engineer / Date 

Civil Enginee r/Date' ' 
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ŴŴHZl OAKLAND CITY COUNCIL 

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 R E H A B I L I T A T I O N 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 P R O J E C T 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 of a 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 Cit>' 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. 0312310) 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 Oakland and to 
execute any amendments or modifications of the contract within the limitations of the project 
specifications; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or 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 Council 
of the City of Oakland, California 
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Introduced by Gouncilmember 

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 of the 
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 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. 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 of this contract is in the public interest 
because of economy or better performance and that this contract is of a professional, scientific or 
technical nature; and 

WHEREAS, 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, Andes Construction, Inc. complies with all LBE/SLBE 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 
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 otherhids 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 Clerk and Clerk of the Council 
of the City of Oakland, California 



oFncEo/THÊ T̂ c ER. OAKLAND CITY COUNCIL 

2013 MAR 27 AM 10= BESOLUTION No . C . M . S . 

Introduced by Gouncilmember 

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 of the 
City of Oakland 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 of economy or better performance and that this contract is of a professional, scientific or 
technical nature; and 

WHEREAS, Andes Construction, Inc. complies with all LBE/SLBE 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 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 

NOES-

ABSENT-

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST: 

LaTonda Simmons 
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council 
of the City of Oakland, California 
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2013 MAR 27 AM 10= UftesOLUTION NO. 

OAKLAND CITY COUNCIL 

C.M.S. 

Introduced by Gouncilmember 

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 of the City Clerk of the 
City of Oakland 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 of this contract is in the public interest 
because of economy or better performance and that this contract is of a professional, scientific or 
technical nature; and 

WHEREAS, Mosto Construction complies with all LBE/SLBE 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 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 

N O E S -

ABSENT-

ABSTENTION -

ATTEST: 
LaTonda Simmons 

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


