AGENDA REPORT

TO: DEANNA J. SANTANA FROM: Brooke A. Levin
CITY ADMINISTRATOR Interim Director, PWA
SUBJECT: Rehab of Sanitary Sewers DATE: October 14, 2013

City Administrator Date:
Approval W A’Q“‘(/\ ‘ |\ - (ﬂl...— (3
{
COUNCIL DISTRICT: 4,5,6

RECOMMENDATION

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

1) Resolution Awarding A Construction Contract To Mosto Construction For The
Rehabilitation Of Sanitary Sewers In The Easement Between Delmont Avenue And
Edgemoor Place, The Easement Between Majestic Avenue And Laird Avenue, And
The Easement Between Modesto Street And Madera Avenue (Project No. C329132)
In Accord With Plans And Specifications For The Project And Contractor’s Bid In
The Amount Of Two Hundred Eighty-Three Thousand Five Hundred Sixty-Nine
Dollars ($283.569.00)

2) Resolution Awarding A Construction Contract To Mosto Construction For The
Rehabilitation Of Sanitary Sewers In The Easement Between Thomhill Drive And
Cabot Drive, And In Gouldin Road Between Alhambra Avenue And Armour Drive
{Project No. C329133) In Accord With Plans And Specifications For The Project
And Contractor’s Bid In The Amount Of Two Hundred Sixty-Four Thousand Five
Hundred Seventy-Five Dollars ($264,575.00)

3) Resolution Awarding A Construction Contract To Pacific Trenchless, Inc. For The
Rehabilitation Of Sanitary Sewers Bounded By Macarthur Blvd, Maple Ave, Bamer
Ave, And Frye St (Project No. C428510 Sub-Basin 80-102) In Accord With Plans
And Specifications For The Project And Contractor’s Bid In The Amount Of One
Million Three Hundred Fifty-Four Thousand Three Hundred Sixty-Seven Dollars
($1,354,367.00)

4) Resolution Awarding A Construction Contract To J. Howard Engineering, Inc. For
The Rehabilitation Of Sanitary Sewers In The Area Bounded By Embarcadero
Street, Dennison Street, King Street, Frederick Street, And Kennedy Street (Project’
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No. C428610 Sub-Basin 61-01) In Accord With Plans And Specifications For The
Project And Contractor’s Bid In The Amount Of Eight Hundred Ninety-Six
Thousand Eighty-Six Dollars ($896,086.00)

OUTCOME

Approval of the four resolutions will authorize the City Administrator to execute two
construction contracts with Mosto Construction in the amounts of $283,569.00 and $264,575.00,
a construction contract with Pacific Trenchless, Inc. in the amount of $1,354,367.00, and a
construction contract with J, Howard Engineering, Inc, in the amount of $896,068.00. The work
to be completed under these projects is part of the City’s aimual Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation
program. The work is located in Council Districts 4, 5 and 6 as shown in Attachment A1, A2,
A3 and A4.

BACKGROUND/LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

1. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement Between Delmont Avenue
and Edgemoor Place, the Easement Between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue,
and the Easement Between Modesto Street and Madera Avenue (Project No.
(C329132): the proposed work consists, in general, of the rehabilitation of 2,117 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 September 26, 2013, the City Clerk received four bids for this project in the amount
of $283,569.00, $371,835.00, 383,599.00 and $445,312.00. 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 $315,980.00.

Company Bid Amount
Mosto Construction $283,569.00
Engineer’s Estimate ’ $315,980.00
Pacific Trenchless, Inc. $371,835.00
J. Howard Engineering, Inc. $383,599.00
Andes Construction $445312.00
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2. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Thornhill Drive and
Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin Road between Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive
(Project No. C329133): The proposed work consists, in general, ofithe rehabilitation of
1,428 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 September 26, 2013, the City Clerk received four bids for this project in the amount
0fi$264,575.00, $305,813.00, $334,909.00, and $335,159.00. 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 $277,260.00.

Company Bid Amount
Mosto Construction $264,575.00
Engineer’s Estimate $277,260.00
J. Howard Engineering, Inc. $305,813.00
Pacific Trenchless, Inc. $334,909.00
Andes Construction, Inc. $335,159.00

3. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers bounded by MacArthur Blvd, Maple Ave,
Barner Ave, and Frye St. (Project No. C428510, Sub-Basin 80-102): the proposed
work consists, in general, ofithe rehabilitation of 6,805 linear feet ofiexisting 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 September 26, 2013, the City Clerk received three bids for this project in the amount
ofi$1,354,367.00, $1,419,955.00, and $1,472,253.00. Pacific Trenchless, Inc. is deemed
the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, and therefore is recommended for the
award. The Engineer’s estimate for the work is $1,333,160.00.
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Company

Bid Amount

Engineer’s Estimate

$1,333,160.00

Pacific Trenchless, Inc.

$1,354,367.00

J Howard Engineering, Inc.

$1,419,955.00

Andes Construction

$1,472,253.00

4. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcadero Street,
Dennison Street, King Street, Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street (Project No.
C428610, Sub-Basin 61-01): The proposed work consists, in general, ofithe
rehabilitation ofi2,748 linear feet ofiexisting sanitary sewers pipes by pipe-expanding
method; rehabilitating sewer structures; reconnecting house cotmecting sewers; and other
work specifically shown on the project plans or included in the Special Provisions.

On October 10, 2013, the City Clerk received three bids for this project in the amount-ofi
$896,086.00, $1,010,040.00, and $1,089,614.00. J. Howard Engineering, Inc. is deemed
the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, and therefore is recommended for the

award. The Engineer’s estimate for the work is $677,010.00.

Company Bid Amount
Engineer’s Estimate $677,010.00
J Howard Engineering, Inc. $896,086.00

Andes Construction

$1,010,040.00

Pacific Trenchless, Inc.

$1,089,614.00

ANALYSIS

Adoption ofithese resolutions will allow the City Administrator or her designee to execute two
construction contracts with Mosto Construction, one construction contract with Pacific
Trenchless, Inc. and one construction contract with J. Howard Engineering, Inc. for sewer

rehabilitation at various locations as follows:

1. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement Between Delmont Avenue
and Edgemoor Place, the Easement Between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue,
and the Easement Between Modesto Street and Madera Avenue (Project No.
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C329132): Under the proposed contract with Mosto Construction, the-Local Business
Enterprise/Small Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) participation of LBE/SLBE will
be 92.73%, which 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 veritied by the Social Equity Division of the Department of
Contracting and Purchasing, and is shown in Attachment CL

Construction is scheduled to begin in February 2014 and should be completed by June -
2014. 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 1s shown in
Attachment B.

2. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Thornhill Drive and
Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin Road between Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive
(Project No. C329133): Under the proposed contract with Mosto Construction, the:Local
Business Enterprise and Small Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) participation-will
be 94.31%, which exceeds the City’s 50% 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 February 2014 and should be completed by June
2014. 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. )

3. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers bounded by MacArthur Blvd, Maple Ave,
Barner Ave, and Frye St. (Project No. C428510, Sub-Basin 80-102): Under the
proposed contract with Pacific Trenchless, Inc., the Local Business Enterprise/Small
Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) participation will be 94.09%, 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
QOakland 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 March 2014 and should be completed by June
2014. The contract specifies $1,000.00 in liquidated damages per calendar day if the
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contract is not completed within 60 working days. The project schedule is shown in
Attachment B. ’

4. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcadero Street,
Dennison Street, King Street, Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street (Project No.
C428610, Sub-Basin 61-01): Under the proposed contract with J. Howard Engineering,
Inc., the Local Business Enterprise/Small Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE)
participation will be 89.73%, 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 Affachment
4. :

Construction is scheduled to begin in March 2014 and should be completed by June
2014. 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.

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) mandates the reduction of sanitary sewer fiows
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 Operafions
e Public Works Agency — These were coordinated with Paving Program
¢ In addition, the following reviewed this report and resolutions:
o Office of the City Attorney
o City Budget Office
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COST SUMMARY/IMPLICATIONS

1. AMOUNT OF RECOMMENDATION/COST OF PROJECT:

FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement Between $283,569.00
Delmont Avenue and Edgemoor Place, the Easement Between Majestic
Avenue and Laird Avenue, and the Easement Between Modesto Street
and Madera Avenue (Project No. C329132)

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between $264,575.00
Thombhill Drive and Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin Road between
Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive (Project No. C329133)

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers bounded by MacArthur $1,354,367.00
Boulevard, Maple Avenue, Bamer Avenue, and Frye Street (Project
No. C428510, Sub-Basin 80-102)

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by $896,086.00
Embarcadero Street, Dennison Street, King Street, Frederick Street,
and Kennedy Street (Project No. C428610, Sub-Basin 61-01)

2. COST ELEMENTS OF AGREEMENTS/CONTRACTS: $2,798,597.00

3. SOURCE OF FUNDING:

FUNDING SOURCES AMOUNT

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project — Sanitary Sewer Design $283,569.00
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329132

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project — Sanitary Sewer Design $264,575.00
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329133

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project ~ Sanitary Sewer Design $1,354,367.00
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C428510

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project ~ Sanitary Sewer Design $896,086.00
Organization (92244); Sewers Account {57417); Project C428610

Item:
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4. FISCAL IMPACT:

Approval of the four resolutions will authorize the City Administrator to execute
construction contracts in the amount of $283,569.00, $264,575.00, $1,354,367.00 and
$896,086.00. These projects will rehabilitate existing sewer pipes, reduce rain-related
sewer overflows, and improve sewer pipe conditions in the area, and reduce ongoing
maintenance costs.

PAST PERFORMANCE, EVALUATION AND FOLLOW-UP

The Contractor Performance Evaluation for Mosto Construction from a préviously completed
project is satisfactory and is included as Attachment D1.

The Contractor Performance Evaluation for Pacific Trenchless Inc. from a previously completed
project is satisfactory and is included as Attachment D2.

The Contractor Performance Evaluation for J. Howard Engineering, Inc. is not available. This is

second time the contractor has been awarded a City contract. The first project with City is under
construction. )

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 Qakland residents, and 50% of all new hires are to be Qakland 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 overflows,
thereby benefiting all Oakland residents.

CEOQOA

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,

Item:
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For questions regarding this report, please contact Gus Amirzehni, Engineering Design and
Right-of-Way Manager, 510-238-6601.

Respectfully submitted,

JPROOKE A. LEVIN
Interim Director, Public Works Agency g

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

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

Prepared by:

Gunawan Santoso, P.E., Acting Supervising Civil
Engineer

Engineering Design and R.O.W. Management Division

Attachments:

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

Attachment B — Project Construction Schedule

Attachment CI, C2, C3, and C4 — Contracts & Compliance Unit Compliance Evaluation
Attachment D1 and D2 — Contractor Performance Evaluation

‘ Item:
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Atlachment Al

PLANS FOR THE REHABILITATION OF SANITARY
- SEWERS IN THE EASEMENT BETWEEN DELMONT
AVENUE AND EDGEMOOR PLACE, THE EASEMENT
BETWEEN MAJESTIC AVENUE AND LAIRD AVENUE, AND
THE EASEMENT BETWEEN MODESTO STREET AND
MADERA AVENUE

CITY PROJECT NO. C329132

LOCATION MAP

NOT TO SCALE

LIMIT OF WORK |27




i Attachment A2

REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS IN THE
EASEMENT BETWEEN THORNHILL DRIVE AND CABOT
DRIVE AND IN GOULDIN ROAD BETWEEN ALHAMBRA

AVENUE AND ARMOUR DRIVE

CITY PROJECT NO. C329133

LOCATION MAP

NOT TO SCALE

LIMIT OF WORK ¥./././///



Attachment A3

REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS
IN THE AREA BOUNDED BY MACARTHUR BLVD,
MAPLE AVE, BARNER AVE, AND FRYE ST
(SUB-BASIN 80-102)

CITY PROJECT NO. C428510

LOCATION MAP

NOT TO SCALE

LIMIT OF WORK 7777




Attachment A4

PLANS FOR REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS
IN THE AREA BOUNDED BY EMBARCADERO ST.,
DENNISON ST., KING ST., FREDERICK ST., AND KENNEDY ST.
(SUB-BASIN 61-01)

CITY PROJECT NO. C428610
.
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Attachment B

Project Consfruction Schedules

ID | Task Name Start Finish i 2014
Dec | Jan [Feb| Mar [ Apr [ May [ Jun] Jul JAug]

1 | Project No. G329132 Mon 2/3/14 Fri4/25/14 0t o

2 Construction Men 2/3/14 Fri 4/25/14

3

4 | Project No. C329133 Mon 2/24/14 Fri 5/16/14

5 Construction Mon 2/24/114 Fri 5/16/14

6

7 |Project No. C428510 Mon 317/14 | Fri66/14

8 Construction Mon 3/17/14 Fri 6/6/14

9

10 | Project No. C428610 Fri 3/21/14 Thu 6/12/14 e )

11 Construction Fri 3/2114 Thu 6/12/14
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CITY OF OAKL‘\ND

INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM

Attachment

C1

TO: Gunawan Santoso,

SUBJECT:

Civil Engineer

Compliance Analysis

FROM: Deborah Barnes, Manager,

Contracts &Compliance

DATE: October2], 2013

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement Between Delmont Avenue and
Edgemoor Place, the Easement Between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue, and the Easement
Between Modesto Street and Madera Avenue :
Project No. C329132

4

ane

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 recent]y completed

' Clty of Oakland project.
Responsive to L/SLBE andfor . Earned Credits and Discounts o
EBO Policies Proposed Participation ’ % '
' © - B g <
[$3] g, 25 - % o
m mew | 22 &2 o EE&
. - = = m ' m .= -] =}
Company Name Original Bid Sa 0 3 é ] 5 5 1B § ¥ 38
- Amount [ _1 =2 = g -8 £ 3 . g E o
' = @ AE | BEE 183 2 &
Mosto .
Construction $283,569.00 92.73% 35% 91.32% [ 1.06% 100% | 92.73% 5% | $269,390.55 Y
Pacific o _
Trenchless Inc. £371,835.00 97.58% 0.00% | 97.58% | 0.00% 100% | 97.58% | 5% -| $353,243.25 Y
J. Howard '
Engineering Inc. | $383,599.00 92.39% 2.74% | 89.65% | 0.00% 100% [ 92.3%% 5% | $364,419.05 Y
Andes
Construction $445312.00 96.07% | 45% | 9450% | 1.12% 100% | 96.07% | 5% | $423.046.40 Y

Comments: As noted above, all firms met and/or exceeded the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation reqmrement

They are all EBO compliant.

*Mosto Construction’s proposed VSLBE/LPG participation value was .53% and Andes Construction’s proposed
VSLBE/LPG participation value was .56%, however, per the L/SLBE Program a VSLBE/LPG’s participation is
double counted towards meeting the requirement. Therefore, the VSLBE/LPG value for Mosto Construction was
1.06% and Andes Construction was 1.12%.




CITY £ OF
, OAKLAND
For Informational Furposes

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

Contractor Name: Mosto Construction
Project Name: Repair of Upper Boham Way Stair/Path within city ROW, Valle Vista Ascendlng to

Mira Vista Ave.
Project No.C442920

50% Local Employment Program (LEP)

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

Were all shortfalls satisfied? Yes If no, penalty amount

15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program

Was the 15% Apprenticeship Goat achieved? No If no, shortfall hours? 20.95

Were shortfalls satisfied? . No If no, penalty amount? $798.82

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
= 83 _2% E z P - 23 et P
8 S8 8=9 E 53 |z 2 S |E€38 §2 32
ol <5 55 & g.,2°% =sun|l £ | RE |% 8= g= =
a2 s B - E B EE LR B2 = | 55|83 'S 5=
=2 BD a = 2 g dE o= = o (O g < == =B
== 4] a. o' w582 g RE [gEn 2= oS
ke 23 55y a 2% |& | 2 S|ZEE &g <2
S E & ; = ax v B < E <3 73
C D ]
H
A B Goal Hours Goal Hours £ G Goal | Hours J
653 0 50% 326.5 50% 326.5 0 0 100% 77 15% | 97.95 20.95

Comments: Mosto exceeded the Local Employment Program’s 50% resident hiring goal with 100%
resident employment and did not meet the 15% Qakland Apprenticeship Program goals.

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



City Administrator's Office
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Contracts and Comnliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.; 0328132

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabiiitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Delmont

Avenue and Edgemoor Place, the Easement Between Majestic Avenue and

Laird Avenue, and the Easement Between Modesto Street and Madera Avenue
b R A A A S R A S 15 P A S i e s A A S R b L RN T

CONTRACTOR: Mosto Construction

OverAlnder Englneer's Estimata

Enalneer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount

$315,980.00 $283,569.00 $32,411.00
Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$269,380.55 $14,178.45 5% -
;) e T : A RSO L IS TR

1. Did the 50% localfsmall local requirements apply? . YES
2. Did the con%rac!or meet the 50% requirement? ’ YES
a) % of LBE participation 0.359
b) % of SLBE participation 1,32%
c) % of VSLBE participation *1.06%
3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? . YES
a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100%
4. bld the contractor receive bid discounts? YES
(If yes, list the percentage received) 8%

§. Additional Comments.

*Proposed VSLBE/LPG participation is valued_at .53%, however per the L/SLBE Program a
VSLBE/LPG's participation 1s double counted towards meeting the requirement Therefore, the
value is 1.06% ’

%

! ) 6. Dat; evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin.finitiating Dept.

10/21/2013

. . Date
Reviewing O\L ‘
Officer: \ Date: 10/21/2013
| \_/ o)
Approved By: g E Q) ate:

10/21/2013
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LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 1

Project

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Delmont Avenue and Edgemoor Place, the

Name:| Easement Between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue, and the Easement Between Modesto Street and
I Madera Avenue '
Project Tlo.: C329132 Engineers Est: .315,980 tinder/Over Engineers Estimate: 32,41
Disciplins " Prime & Subs Location | Cert. | "tBE StBE *VSLBELPG [ Total L/SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
1
| Status doublecounted | LBE/SLBE | Trucking | Trucking Dollars {Ethn. MBE WBE
o vaue
PRIME | [|Mosto Constction  |Oakland CB 258,949 . 258949} 257,949] H 258,949
! Monore Brooks : :
Trucking |, |Trucking Oakland cB 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500] AA 1,500
HOPE Pipe [P & F Distributors Brisbane uB 18,050 C
Pre-cast MH !
Structure Old Castie Precast  |Pleasanton | UB 2,600
Pipe Fitting |Mission Clay Oakland CB 1,000 1,000 1,000] C
Concrete Larms Oakland uB 1,000] C
CcCTU APIT Elk Grove us 14701 H 1,470| -
= $1,000 | $258,949 $1,500 $261,449 $1,500 $1,500 | $283,569 261,919 $0
- - Project Totals .
0.35% 91.32% *1.06% 92.73% 100% 100% 100% 92.37% 0%
Requiréments: The 50% requirements is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLSE participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving '50% requirements. afEthnicity
LPGVSLBE's participation is double counted lqward meeting the requirements. ’ = African American
: = Agian Indian
LBE = Local Business Enterprise UB = Uncettified Business = Aslan Paclfic
SLBE = Sma| Local Business Entarprise CB = Certified Business Caucaslan
Total LBE/S! BE = All Certified Local and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minotity Business Enterprise Hispank
NPLE}E = NonProfit Local Business Enterprise . WBE = Women Business Enterprise = Nalfve American
NPSLBE = NonProfit Smali Local Business Entetprise ' Other -
I = Not Listed
« MO = Mutiiple Ownersiip

Page 1




City Administrator's Office

Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.: €326132

[L15)

AXLAND
u—amv.u-

E ECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easermnent between Delmont Avenue
and Edgemoor Place, the Easement Between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue,
and the Easement Between Modesto Street and Madera Avenue

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless Inc.

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors'_ Bid Amount
$315,980.00 $371,835.00 -

Amount of Bid Discount
$18,591.75

Discounted Bid Amount:
$353,243.25

OverUnder Engineer's Estimate

-$55,855.00

Discount Points: -

WP AR T DR SR

1. Did the 50% localfsmall local 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 trucking participation
4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts?

(if yes, list the percentage received)

5. Additional Comments.

Y I N 2 A R T R R A L e s N 2 T R A e PR B TS RINT AR AN

ES
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[/ 1

[ ]
=
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6. Date evaluation completed and retumed to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.

= 10/21/2013
2 ' : Date
Reviewing ) . .
Officer: { i Date 10/21/2013
AN ~_)
Approved By: M&% Date: 10/21/2013
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LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION
BIDDER 2

Project Name:

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Delmont Avenue and [Edgernoor Place, the
Easernent Between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue, and the Easement Between Modesto Street and

Madera Avenue

NPSLBE = NonPmfit Small Loca! Businass Enterprise

MO = Mutfigle Ownership

Projact No.: ©329132 Engineers Est: 315,980 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -55,555
Disclpline Prime & Subs Location | Corl LBE SLBE VSLBE/LPG Total LiSLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status ‘dowblocountsd | LBE/SLBE | Trucking | Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
value
PRIME Pacific Trenchless Inc. {Oakland ce 362,335 362,335 362,335
Trucking Willlams Trucking Oaldand cB 500 500 500 _500 500] AA 500
HDPE Pipe P & F Distributors Brisbana ue 9,000 C
|
|
. $0] $362,835 $0 $362,835] $500,00 $500 $371,835 500 $0
Project Totals -
. 0% 97.58% 0% 97.58% 100% 100% 100% 0% 0%
Requirements: The 50% requirements 1s a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLEE panicipation An SLEE Unn can be counted 100% towards achiaving 50% requirsments. A = Asian Indizn
LPGVSLBE s perticipation is double counted toward mesting the requiraments, _
\ P = Aslan Paofic
C = Caucadan
LBE # Local Basiness Enterprise UB = Unceebfied Business H = Hupanic
SLBE = Small Local Bualm as Enterprise CB = Cortifigd Business NA = Nativa Amarican
Total L BESLBE = AJl Cextified Localand Small Local Busincases MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 0 = Other
NPLBE = NonProfit Loca! Business Enterprita WBE = Women Business Enterprise NL, = Not Listed




City Administrator's Office

OaxLanD
Gomg o

Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.; €329132

PROJECT NAME; The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Delmont
Avenue and Edgemoor Place, the Easement Between Majestic Avenue and
Laird Avenue, and the Easement Between Modesto Street and Madera Avenue

CONTRACTOR: J. Howard Engineering Inc.

Engneer's Estimate: ~ *~  Contractors’ Bid Amount - OverfUnder Engineer's Estimate
$315,980.00 _ $383,599.00 ' -$67,619.00
Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount ) Discount Polnts:
$364 419 05 $19 179 95 5%
: i S BRI G e P M T T T

1. Did the 50% localfsmall local requirements apply? YES

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES
a) % of LBE participation 2.74%
b) % of SLBE participation 89.65%
c) % of VSLBE participation 0%

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? ES

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking partlc1patlon 100%
4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES
(If yes, list the percentage received) 5%

8. Additional Comments.

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

10/21/2013
Date

- Reviewing
Officer: / Date: 10/21/2013
e - b=

' d B
Approved By q Fo 00 QOA@M‘D’L‘WV’Q{ Date: 10/21/2013
. Y 0 '

. — e ————— e e ]
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LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION
BIDDER 3

1
|
T

Project Name:| The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Delmont Avenue and Edgemoor Place, the
| Easement Between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue, and the Easement Between Modesto Street and Madera
l{Avenue
Project No.; £329132 Engineers Est: 315,960 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -67,619
Discipline Prime & Subs Locatlon | Cert: LBE SLBE VSLBELPG Total L/SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status ‘double counted LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
vakia
PRIME J. Howard Engineering Inc. | Oakland cB 332,399 332,399 332,308) C
Trucking Wilfams Trucldng Oakiand CB 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 iU,UUU AA 10,000
Saw Cutting Bay Line Berkeley uB 3000 H- 3.000
MH Maierials Old Castle Precast Pleasanion uB 35000 C
HDPEPipe | |P &F Distribulors Brisbane | UB 20,000 ¢
Fittings | Mission Clay Product Dakland CcB 7,500 7.500 75000 €
Concrete ’ | Right Away Ready Mb: Oakland ca 3,000 1,000 aopo| ¢©
Recyle Mats Inner City Qaktand cB 1,500 1,500 15000 C
MH
Coating/Lining | |Contech of CA Stockton | UB 27000 C
= $10,500] $343,809 $0 $354,399 §10,000 $10,000 $383,589 $13,000| $0.00
Project Totals o ¥
2.74% 89.65% 0% 92.39% 100% 100% 100% 3.39%] 0.00%
Requirements; The SO requirements is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE participation, An SLBEfirm can be counted 100% towards achieving S0% requirements. A - thnicity
LPGA/SLBESs participation is double counted toward meeting the requirements. B A = Aftcan Amesicen
i ' . b = Astan ked s
P = Asim Paciic
. G = Caucasian
| LBE=Local Busiwsa Enterprise UB = Unesetifled Buriners = Hisparkc
| SLBE= Smafl Local Business Entecprise CB = Certfled Business NA = Nathe Amencan
i Total LEEISLEE = All Certined Local and Srmutl Local Businessas MBE = Minority Businass Enterprise 0 = Oher
1 NPLBE = HonProfit Lacal Busipees Enterprise WBE = Women Businass Enterprise ML= NotUsted
| NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise - MO = Mutiple Ownership




PROJECT NO.:

Citvy Administrator's Office

Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

329132

AKLAND
Rl

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Delmont Avenue
and Edgemoor Place, the Easement Between Majestic Avenue and Laird
Avenue and the Easement Between Modesto Street and Madera Avenue

CONTRACTOR:

én ineer's Estimate:
$315,980.00

Discounted Bid Amount:
$423, 046 a_ .

Andes Construction

Contractors' Bid Amount
$445,312.00

Amount of Bid Discoun
' $2 265.60 -

OverfUnder Engineer's Estimate
-$129,332.00

Discount Points:
5%

1. Did the 50% local/smali local requirements apply?

2, Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement?
a) % of LBE participation
b} % of SLBE participation
¢) % of VSLBE participation

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement?

a) Total SLBE/LBE tnicking participation

4, Did the contractor receive bid discounts?
{If yes, list the percentage recei\;ed)

5. Additional Comments.

*Proposed VSLBE/LPG participation is valued at .56%, however per the LISLBE Program a

VSLBE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the requiremenl Therefore,

" the value is 1.12%

6. Date evaluation completed and retumed to Contract Admin.finitiating Dept

10/21/2013
Date
Reviewing
Officer: Date: 10/21/2013
. Approved By Date: 10/21/2013 -
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LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 4

Project Name:

|
1

[

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Delmont Avenue and Edgemoor Place, the Easement

Between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue, and the Easement Between Modesto Street and Madera Avenue

Project I;lo.: C329132 Engineers Est: 315,980 ) Under/OVer Engineers Estimate: -129,332
Discipliné; Prime & Subs Locatlon Cert LBE SLBE *VSLBE/LPG _ Total L/SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
|‘ Status double counted LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
vahua
PRIME ; Andes Construction Oakland CcB 414,812.00 414,812.00 : 414,812] H 414,812
Saw Cul . Bay Line Berkeley ¥):] 2,000 H 2,000
Trucking :  |Foston Trucking Oakland — CB 5,000 5,000 _. 5,000 5,000 5,000]_AA 5,000
Pipe i P & F Distributors Brisbane uB 10,000) C
AB . |tnner City Recycling Oakland CB 1,000 1,000 10000 C
MH Precast { Qld Castle Precast Livermore ue ’ 50000 C
AC | |Gallagher & Burk Oakland cB 2,500 2,500 2,500 C
Drainrock | |Dutra San Rafael uB 1,0000 C
Concrete |  |Right Away Oakland cB 2,000 2,000 2,000 ¢
MHRehab |  |Contech Stockton uB 2,000 ¢
i
: ] $2,000 $420,812 $2,500 $425312 $5,000 $5,000 $445312 $421,812 $0
| | Proiect Totals .
| 0.45% 94.50% *1.12% 96.07% 100% 100% 100% 94.72% 0%
Requ irements: The 50% requirements Is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% requirements., A * Psk.an In@
LPBN SLBE's participation Is double counted toward meeting tha requirements. F‘_- Asian Pacific
~ . LBE = Lotal Business Enterorise UB = Uncertificd Business H = Hisosnic
| SLBE = Small Local Buslness Enterprise CB = Certified Business NA = Native Amesican
! Total LBEJSLBE = All Cerfified Local and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 0 = (ther
NPLBE = Non®rofit Local Business Enterprise WBE = Woman Business Enterprise ML= Not Listad
NPSLBE = NonProfil Small Local Business Enterprise MO = Whtiple Qunarship




CITY OF OAKLAND

Attachment CZ2

INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Gunawan Santoso,
Civil Engineer

SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Thornhill Drive and Cabot

FROM: Deborah Barnes, Manager,
*Contracts &Compliance

DATE: October 15,2013

Drive and in Gouldin Road between Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive

’ Project No. C329133

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 . Earned Credits and Discounts . .
EBO Policies Proposed Participation ' %
Qo Bs= = i
iginal Bi 'Eg o | wm %” HE ] 5% Eg S8 §%
Company Name Original Bid ] & & (& = 0 =8 ‘58 |83 53 ©
Amount [ = = g B g 2 Z 5 )
m @ A& By |28 5y a
= . S i <
Mosto )
Construction $264,575.00 94.31% 25% 92.54% | 1.52% 100% | 94.31% 5% | $251,346:.25 Y-
I. Howard
Engineering Inc. | $305,813.00 90.68% 2.29% | 88.39% | 0.00% 100% | 90.68% 5% | $290,522.35 Y
Pacific - )
Trenchless Inc. $334,909.00 97.61% 0.00% | 97.61% | 0.00% 100% | 97.61% 5% | $318,163.55 Y
Andes
Construction $335,159.00 94.64% .60% 92.84% | L20% 100% | 94.64% 5% | $318,401.05 Y

Comments: As noted above, all firms met and/or exceeded the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation requirement.

They are all EBO compliant.

*Mosto Construction’s proposed VSLBE/LPG participation value was .76% and Andes Construction’s proposed
VSLBE/LPG participation value was .60%, however, per the L/SLBE Program a VSLBE/LPG’s participation is
double counted towards meeting the requirement. Therefore, the VSLBE/LPG value for Mosto Construction was

1.52% and Andes Constructlon was 1.20%.




city { OF
OAKLAND

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 Qakland project.

Contractor Name: Mosto Construction
Project Name: Repair of Upper Boham Way Stair/Path within city ROW, Valle Vista Ascending to

Mira Vista Ave. .

Project No.C442920

50% Local Employment Program (LEP}

Was the 50% LEP Goal achjeved? Yes If no, shortfall hours?
Were ail shortfalls satisfied? Yes If no, penalty amount

15% Oaldand Apprenticeship Program

Was the 5% Apprenticeship Goal achieved? No 11t no, shortfall hours? 20.95

Were shortfalls satisfied? No If no, penalty amount? $798.82

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
T = d = = n oS a ® -
— =} [ = .= R
3 g3 358 E g5 (2 | 2 g 1225 23 32
e %2 ‘55 B g8 2 = nl T e & 13 85 &= =R
=3 | 8& £ E3 2EZ3 |[5E| = |HEZ (82 £ 5=
“E2 | 25 o BT ES¥E5 22| & | RE=8% g & o<
b g 2 o g e 2 | & 5| “S|E&sS 8% <3
o o 2] £ =) =
Oz & = = = A Bz <O @
C D /
A B E G H J
Goal Hours Goal | Hours Goal | Hours
653 0 S50% 326.5 50% 326.5 0 0 100% 77 15% | 97.95 20.95

Comments: Mosto exceeded the Local Employment Program’s 50% resident hiring goal with 100%
resident employment and did not meet the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program goals.

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



City Administrator's Office

wun fram

AXLAND
. . \ g—sﬁww
Contracts aiid Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM !

" PROJECT NO.: ©329133

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Thomhill Drive
and Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin Road between Alhambra Avenue and Armour

Drive
R L TN Y M T T

e D R A R T I P T T T [ A S T AR N LA R S e R T A W R

CONTRACTOR: Mosto Construction

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount OverlUnder Engineer’s Estimate
© $277.260 $264,575.00 $12,6886.00
Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discourt Discount Points:
$251,348.25 ~ .$13,228.75 5%
PR TS T NV R S AT PR R R IR 6 A I S R Ry ; AT R L Cr
N »
1. Did the 50% local/small local requirements apply? - YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requiremeni? YES
a) % of LBE participation . 0.25%
b} % of SLBE participation 92.54%
¢) % of VSLBE participation : *1.52%
_ 3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? . YES
a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation . 100%
4. Did the cohtractor receive bid discounts? ’ YES
‘ ' (If yes, list the percentage received) 5.00%

5. Additional Comments. ' . )

*Proposed VSLBE/LPG participation is valued at .76%. however per the L/SLBE Program a
VSLBE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the requirement Therefore. the
value is 1.52%

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

10/15/2013
Date

Reviewing i

Officer: p Date: 10/15/2013
g U \-_J ]

Approved By: Mgﬁe . Qorgmgisy e Date: 10/15/2013




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 1

Projoct The Rehabilitation of Sanltary Sewers in the Easement between Thornhill Drive and Cabot Drive, and in
Neme: IGou!r:hn Road between Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive
Project No.: ©329133 Englneers Est: T 277,280 *Under/Over Engineers Estimate: 12,685
Discipline Prime & Subs Locauon CerL LBE SLBE "WSLBEILPG Total - LISLBE Totai TOTAL For Tracking Cnly
Status doubls counted LBESSLBE | TrucKing | Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
valua R
PRIME Mosto Constructkm Oakland cB 244,835 244,835 244835| H | 244,83500
Monore Brooks .
Trucking Trucking Oaklang CcB 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1.000] AA 1,000
HDPE Pipe ;P & F Distributors Brisbane us 12,000] C
Pre-cast MH .
Structure Old Castle Precast Pleasanton | UB 2,890
Pipe Filting {Mission Clay Oakland »] CB 650 B50 650
Concrete _arms Oakland 4~ UB 7001 C
ccTu \pIT Elk Grove | UB 1,300]_H 1,300
Asphalt Hansen Asphalt Berkeley us ) 12000 C
H 650 244 835 1,000 $246,485 $1,000 $1,000 $264,575 247 135 Q
Project Totals s 3 s . ! s
X 0.25% 92.54% *1.52% 94.31% 100% 100% _100% 83.41% 0%
Requirements: The 50% rsquirsmsnisis « combination of 25% LBE ard 25% SLEE perlicipation, An SLBE firm cen be Counted 100% towards schisving $0% mqt}remams. AJEthnicity
LPGVSLBE's participation is double courted loward mesting the requirements. AA = Adricen Amexicen
- [Al = Asien indien
ll.BElLucﬂ Butiness Erwuplliu 1B = Uncertliled Buslnass AP » Asien Pacific
™ .":I.BEI Sinall Locel Businees Entesprise CB = Certifled Businesy C = Caucaglan
'Tohl LBEJSLBE = All Certified Locel and Small Locel Businaysas MBE = Minority Business Enterprias H = Higpania
Y HPLBE = #enProfn Locel Business Enlerprisn WBE = Women Business Enterprise [HA = Natrve Amencen
NPSLBE = NonPnfit SniaSLocel Busineas Enterprise 0 = Othey
NL = Not Listed
MO = Muillpla Ownership

Page 1.




City Administrator's Office

AICLAND
hn-‘,ﬁﬂllﬂ y-lr'

Contracts and Compliance Unit

. PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.: €329133

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between
Thormnhill Drive and Cahot Drive, and in Gouldin Road between
Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive
m» B S P B e B e R A e A R e i

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless‘Inc.

3

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer's Estimate
$277,260 $334,209.00 -$57,649.00
Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount .. Discount Points:
$318 163 55 $16 745 45 ' 5%
1. Did the 50% local/small local requirements apply? ES
‘ 2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? i ES
;' a) % of LBE participation ' 0%
'b) % of SLBE participation - 97.61%
¢) % of VSLBE participation 0%
| ' 3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? ES
i
‘ a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100%
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 /Initiating Dept
10/15/2013

Date
BeVlBWlﬂg
Officer: C\\L "’ﬁ< Date: 10/15/2013
Approved By: _Sal00, X Q ong ﬂggl—“ < Date: . 10/5/2013




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 3

Project Name:| The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Thombhill Drive and Cabot Drive, and in
Gouldin Road between Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive -
Project INo.: 320133 Engineers Est: 277,260 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -57,649
Discipline Prime & Subs Location | Cerl LBE SLBE VSLBE/LPG Total LISLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status 'dmbvl:‘wurned LBEfSLBE [ Trucking | Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
. * value .
PRIME Pacific Trenchless Inc. |Oakland " CB 325,709 325,709.00 325,709.00] C
Trucking Williams Trucking Oakland cB 1,200 1,200 1,200 1,200 1.200] AA 1,200
HDPE Pipe P & F Distrlbutors Brisbane us 8,000 _C
H $0.00] $326,909 $0 $326,909] $1,200.00 $1,200 334,909 . 1,200 0
Project Totals s s
0.00% 97.61% 0% 97.61% 100% 100% 100% 0% 0%
Requ]rements The 50% requiramerts Is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% requu'ements A = Asian fniien
LPGVSLBE's participation is doutie counted toward meeting the requirements. P = Asian Paciic
. " ] G = Caucasian
LBE = Local Buslness Enterprise UB = Urcerlfied Business N e Hispanic -
SLBE = Small Local Business Bnteqprise CB = Cerlifiad Business NA = Natfve American
Tota) LEESLBE = Afl Certified Local and Small Local Busingsses MEE = Minority Business Enterprlsa (3 = Other
NPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Erterprise WBE = Women Business Entorpriso ML = Not Uisted
NPSLBE = NonPYofit Small Local Business Enterprise . MO = Muliple Qwrersip




City Administrator's Office

Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATiON FORM

PROJECT NO.: C329133

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between
Thornhill Drive and Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin Road between
Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive

CONTRACTOR: J. Howard Engineering Inc.

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amourtt Over/Under Engineer's Estimate
$277,260 $305,813.00 - -$28,553.00
Discounted Bid Amount: - Armiount of Bid Discount Discount Points: )
$290 522 35 N $15290 65 ) ) 5%

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

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? : YES
a) % of LBE participation T 2.29% .
b) % of SLBE participation 88.39%
¢} % of VSLBE participation - 0.00%

3. Did the confractor meet the Trucking requirement? ) YES 3

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation ~ 100%

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? |

|-<
m
o

{If yes, list the percentage received) 5%

5. Additional Comments.

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

10/15/2013
Date
Reviewing

Officer: Date: 10/15/2013

A ved B .
pproved by 5& 00 QEEE::EQE!E% Date: 10/15/2013



*e

LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION -

NPSLBE = NonProdt Small Local Business Enterprise

WBE =Women Business Enterpriss

MO = Mulple Ownershi

Project Name:| The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Thornhill Drive and Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin
Road between Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive
Project No: C329133 Englneers Esl: 277,260 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -28,553 -
Discipline Prime & Subs Location | Cert LBE SLBE VSLBE/LPG Total LIéL BE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status *double counted { LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dallars Ethn. MBE WBE
value
PRIME J. Howard Engineering Inc. | Oakland CB 257,813 257813 2578131 C
Trucking Williams Trucking Qakland cB 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000] AA 10,000
Saw Cuiting Bay Line Berkeley ue 3500 H 3,500
MH Materials Old Castle Precast Pleasanton uB 4,500 C
HDPE Pipe P &F Distributors Brisbane uBe 14,0000 C
Fittings Mission Clay Product Oaldand CB 7,000 7,000 7.000] C
Concrete Right Away Ready Mix Qakland CB 3,500 3,500 3,500f C
SI?‘(!:YIE Mats. Inner City Oakland CB 2,500], 2,500 2,500 C
Coating/Lining  |Contech of CA Stockton UB 3,000f C
. 7,000 270,313 0 280,813 10,000 10,000 305,813 $13,500| $0.00
Project Totals : : i I s s s >
2.29% 88.39% 0.00% 90.68% 100% 100% 100% 4.41%| 0.00%
Requirements: The so% requirements Is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLEE participation, An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% requirements. A Fthnicity
y . A = Afrlcan American
LPG/VSLBE's participation Is double counted toward meeting the requirements.
= Aslan {indian
FP = Asian Pacific
C = Caucasian

LBE = Local Business Enterprise UB = Uncertified Business H = Hispanit

SLBE = Smalf Lecal Business Enterprise CB = Certiffed Business NA = Native Ameritan

Total LBEISLBE » All Certified Local and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise O = Qther

NPLBE = NonFrollt Local Business Erterprise NL = Not Listed -




Cit_v Administrator's Office

AKLA‘ND
o1 Eomi 5D Efomda

Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.; C3291 33

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between
Thomhill Drive and Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin Road between
Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construction

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors Bid Amount OverfUnder Engineer's Fstimate
. $277,260 . $335,159.00 -$57,899.00
Discounted Bid Amount: ! Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
! $318 401 05 $16 757. 95 . - 5%
1. Did the 50% local/small local requirements apply? YE%
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES
a) % of LBE participation 0.60%
b) % of SLBE participation 892.84%
c) % of VSLBE participation *1.20%
3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100%
4, Did the contractor receive bid discounts? ES
- {If yes, list the percentage received) 5%

5. Additional Comments.

*Proposed VSLBEI/LPG participation is valued at .60%, however per the LISLBE Proaram a
VSLBEILPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the requirement. Therefore

the value is 1.20%

6. Date evaluation completed and retumed to Cohtraét Admin./Initiating Dept.
10/15/2013

Date
. Rew |ng -
Officer: %‘FQ“/K( l i t E © Date: 101152013
Approved By: Sh 2900, &EﬂE:ﬂQ Qyis ne, : Date: 10/15/2013
‘ 0




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 4

Project Name:

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Thornhill Drive and Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin Road
between Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive

Project Na.: lC:'l2913:-l Engineers Est: 277,260 Under/Qver Engineers Estimate; 57,889
Disclpline Prims & Subs Location | Cert. LBE SLBE *“YSLBE/LPG Total LISLBE Totaf TOTAL For Tracking Onlv
) Status double countsd | | BE/SL BE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn.| MBE WBE
vilue
PRIME ndes Construction Qaklang CB 305,158,00 305,158.00 305,158] H 304,158
Saw Cut Bay Line Berkeley uUB . 2,000.00f H 2,000
Trucking oston Trucking “|oawtand CB 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000} AA 5,000
Pipe P & F Qistribulors Brisbane uUB 10,000 C
AB nner City Recycfing Qakland CB 1,000 1,000 1,000] C
. {MH Precast Old Casfle Precast Livermore uB 5,000f C
AC Gallagher & Burk Oakland cB 2,000 2,000 2000] C
Drainrock utra San Rafas| uB ; 1,000 C
Concrete Right Away Qakland ¢B 2,000 2,000 20001 ©
MH Rehab Contech Stockton uB 2,000 C
- %2000 $311,158 $2,000 $315,159 $5,000 $5,000 $335,158 $311,159 $0
Prolect Totais '
0.60% 92 84% *1.20% 84.84% 100% 100% 100% 92.84% 0%

Requiremenis: the 50%req binalion of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE paniapaton, An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards ectieving 50% requirements. A = Adan bxdan
LPB/SLBE's participation Is double countsd uw;ani meeling the requirements. o =cA'““ :‘5"

LBE w Loesi Businsss Entenudse UB = Uneerifisd Businoes H » Hisnario

SLBE w Small Local Busiasas Enterprise CB = Coitified Business NA = Nalive American

!I'nlnl LBEfSLBE = All Cartifhwi Locs! snd Sinsll Local Businessay MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 0= Oter

PLBE = RonProfit Local Bigsiness Entsrprise WBE = Woman Business Enterprise NL = Not Uelad
JiPSLBE = NonPrafit Small Local Business Enterptse . MO = Mullipls Oanerchip
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Alttachment C3

INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Gunawan Santoso, FROM: Deborah Bame

' Civil Engineer Manager, Contracts &Compnance
SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis DATE: October 16,2013

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Area Bounded by MacArthur Boulevard, Maple
Avenue, Barner Avenue and Frye Street
Project No. C428510

The City Administrator’s Office, Contracts and Compliance Unit reviewed three (3) bids in response to the above
referenced project. Below is the outcome of the compliance evaluation for the minimum 50% Local and Smail 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 compieted
City of Qalcland project.

.~

Responsive to L/SLBE and/or ] . Earned Credits and Discounts
EBO Policies Proposed Participation %
G Bs = =

T - O P 2 22 | 54 [2E] 2+ EL
ginal Bid | E 3 =) % 52 |g 28 23 ©
Company Name Ameunt S @ o = « Z 0 35 |82 % o
= = S & = 3 73]
* N

Pacific Trenchless | $1,354,367 94.09% | 0.08 | 94.09% | 0.0% 100% -| 94.09% | 5% | $1,286,648.65

Y
J. Howard $1,419,955° 91.55% 1.73% | 89.82% | 0.00% 100% 91.55% | 5% | $1,348,957.25 Y |
Engineering ) .
Andes
Construction $1,472,253 98.64% 0.14% | 98.37% | 0.272% 100% 98.64% | 5% | $1,398,640.35 Y

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

*Andes Construction’s proposed VSLBE/LPG participation is valued at 0.136%, 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 0.272%.




o

CITY X OF
Pige 2 OAKLAND
age

For Informational Purposes

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

Contractor Name: Pacific Trenchless '
Project Name: Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers bounded by MacArthur,64™, Simpson and 72th Ave
Project No: C312210 .

50% Local Employment Prosram (LEP)

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

Were all shortfalls satisfied? Yes If no, penalty amount

15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program

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

Were shortfalls satisfied? Yes If no, penlalty 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
- ST 23 g S e - 2T et e
¥ | Es| B¢ E o |2 | 3] siB=gl =2 g 2
e g Reg = v 25 E 5 _ 88 2 et D &5 IR 25 b=l
&3 58 ‘Y EES =BT o 8l = | H=2 528 S 5=
52 | 35| =35 BExs |SE| § |22[C8% 5B 58
8% | eE| BEy | 4 g% ¥ B |%8|ZEY B3 | £
= SZ &2 o = | & F<E <8 G
A\
C D I
A B Goal Hours Goal | Hours £ F ¢ Goal | Hours J
16214 0 50% 8997 100% 8997 0 0 100% | 2432 | 15% 2432 0

Comments: Pacific Trenchless exceeded the Local Employment Program’s 50% resident hiring goal with
100% resident employment and met the 15% QOakland Apprenticeship Program goals with 1216 on-site hours
and 1216 off-site hours,

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

4




OFFICE OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR gﬁ‘ ;
52;\1{&@1&9

Contracts & Comnliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.: C42851 0

PROJECT NAME: Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewer in the Area Bounded by MacArthur Boulevard, Maple
Avenue, Bamer Avenue and Frye Street

R R e T 1 A e Y e O A R T N O Bl e KA+ T P S TN L e T

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Qver/Under Enginger's Estimate

1,333,160.00 $1,354,367.00 : -21,207.00
Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$1 286 648 65 367 718 35 5.00%
1. Did the 50% local/small local requirements apply? ’ YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? . ) YES
s a) % of LBE participation 0.00%
b) % of SLBE participation - . 94.09%

c) % of VSLBE/LPG

3..Did the contllactor meet the Thicking requirement? YES
¢) 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 retumed to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.

‘1 0/16/2013
Date
Reviewing
Officer: = Date: 1016213

Approved By: M_QW Date: 10/16/2013
\ y



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION
BIDDER 1

Project Name:| Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers Bounded by MacArthur Blvd, Maple Avenue, Barner Avenue and Frye Street
Project No.: C428510 Engineers Est: 1,333,160.00 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -21,207.00
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert, LBE SLBE VSLBE/LPG Total LISLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
. : Status {Double LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn, MBE WBE
R . counted)
PRIME Pacific Trenchless Oakland CcB 1,264,367.00 1,254,367.00 1,264,367.00 C
Trucking Wiiliams Trucking Qakland CB 10,000.00 10,000.00 10,000.00| 10,000.00 10,000.00] _ AA 10,000 00
CIPP Lining Christian Bros Lining San Jose uB 8.000.00] . ¢
HDPE Pipe P&F Distributors Brisbane uB 72,000.00 [+
= SRl Fies P $0.00] $1,274,367.00 $0.00] $1,274,367.00F $10,000.00| $10,000.00| $1,354,367.00 10,000.00 SOy
roject:Tetals® o ¥
L Rt 17 ' 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 0.74% 0.00%
Requirements: . T | A s Ethnicity
The 50% requirements is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE participation, An Atean Amarican
SLBE firm ¢an be counted 100% towards achieving 50% requirements.
Asion Ihdian
AP s Asian Padfic
C = Cavcasian

LBE = Lacal Business Enterpries UB = Uncsrtifled Businsss H = Hispani:

BLBE = Small Local Business Entagprise CB = Carfifiad Business . HA = Native Amarican

Total LBE/SLBE = All Certified Loctd and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterpriso 0 & Other

NPLBE = NonProfit Locat Businoss Enterprise WBE = Women Businoss Enterprise NL = Not Usted

NPSLBE = }lunpmﬂt Semall Local Bosiness Enterprise MO = Malfple Ownenhip




. OFFICE OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR

1ecs Faves

QQKLAND
 for Ol 170 B

Contracts & Compliance Unit

g PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.: C428510

PROJECT NAME: Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewer in the Area Bounded by MacArthur
Boulevard, Maple Avenue, Barner Avenue and Frye Street

S T e L I R I A DA P ISR B Rz R

CONTRACTOR: J. Howard Engineering

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

1,333,160.00 $1,419,955.00 -86,795.00
Discounted Bid Amount: _Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$1 348 967 25 $70 997 76 5.00%
T T e e ; R Bl G P I A AR SR T o
1. Did the 50% local/small local requirements apply? YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? ES
a) % of LBE participation 1.73%
b) % of SLBE participation 89.82%
¢} % of VSLBE/LPG 0.00%
3. Did the contractor meet the Tmcking requirement? YES
c} 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 rétumed to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.

10/16/2013

Date
Revicwing
Officer: Date: 10116/2013

A' d By: )
pproved By ég g S 82: 2 :g ; :_=(. Date: 10/16/2013

+



. Preject Name:

LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 2

Reéhabilitation of Sanitary Sewers Bounded by MacArthur Bivd, Mapie Avenue, Bamer Avenue and Frye Street

Project No.: C425510 Engineers Est: 1.33_3.180.00 Under/Qver Engineers Estimate: 1,320,680.00
Discipline Prime & Subs Lecation Cert: LBE SLBE VSLBEILPG Total LISLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status {Double LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
. counted} i
IPRIME J. toward Engmeering QOaklend CB 1,221,455.00 1,221,455.00 .. 1,221,455.00 C :
Trucking W'l'Eliams Trucking Dakland CB 20,000.00 20,000,060 20,000.00f 20,000.00 . 20,000.00] AA 20,000.00
Trucking CJC Trucking Dakland CB 20,000.00 20,000,001 20,000.00] 20,000,00 20,000.000 AA 20,000.00
Saw Culting Bay Line Berkeley uB - 6,000.00 H 6,000.00
CIPP Chiristian Bros Lining San Jose uB 13,000.00f C
Pipe Supplier P&IF Distributors Brisbane UB 82,000.00 C
MH Materials Olg Castle Pre-Cast US Concrete |Pleasanton UB 10,000.00 C
Fitungs Mifsion Clay Dakland CB 12,000.00 12,000.00 12,000,00 o]
Concrete Right Away Redy Mix Dakland CB 12,500.00 12,500.000 . 12,500.00 C
Manhgole Lining Coplech of CA Stockton 9,000.00 C
Recycte Material |Inrer City Recycling Dakland CB " 14,000.00 14,000.00 14,000.00
$24 500 001%31,275,455 00 $000] $1,299,95500] $40,000.001 $40,000 00 $1,419,055.00 $46,000.00 30
1.73% 0.00% 51.55% 100.00% 100.00%} |, 100.00% 3 24% 0.00%
Requirements: Lo RS ;
The 50% requirements is a combmaton of 25% LBE and 26% SLBE participalion. An SLBE
firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% requliements

LEEI = Local Boalnsse Entorprso
SLBlE = Smull Loca) Busiowss Enterprisa

Total LBEISLBE = All Cortlfied Local and Small Locaf Businosses

NPL}BE = NonProfit Locsl Bosioess Entuprise

HPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Businass Entsipriss

UB = Uneartiffad BBSI]HHI
CB = Certiflad Businass

MBE = Minerity Business Emterprise
WBE = Woman Businoss Enterprise




OFFICE OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR

Contracts & Compliance Unit

\ | PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.: C428510

PROJECT NAME: Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewer in the Area Bounded by MacArthur
Boulevarc_i, Mapie Avenue, Barner Avenue and Frye Street

R A O T A e e e I L T e R R R e D

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construction

Engineer's Estimate: - Contractors’ Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer's Estimate
1,333,160.00 $1,472,253.00 -139,093.00
Discounted Bid Amount: * Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$1,398,640.35 . $73,612.65 5.00%
e R P e By S g i fe e e e T S e S ] G
1. Did the 50% local/small local requirements apply? YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? , ES
a) % of LBE participation ' 0.14%
b) % of SLBE participation . 98.37%
¢) % of VSLBE/LPG *0.272% -
3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? . ES
c) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100.00%
4. Did the contractor recejve bid discounts? . YES
(If yes, list the percentage received) 5.00%

5, Additional Comments. 1 -

_*Proposed VSLBE/LPG particiaption is valued at 0.136%, however per the L/SLBE Program a

VSLBE/LPG's participation is doubie counted towards meeting the requirement.
. . {

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

10/16/2013
Date

L - '
~Reviewing : ;
Officer: A//Lﬂ/&\/ : Date: 10/16/2013
v L

A d By: ' ‘
pproved Dy §Q 90 Qg:g:gg Date: 1071162013




LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION
BIDDER 3

’

ProjectjRehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers Bounded by MacArthur Bivd, Maple Avenue, Barner Avenue and Frye Street
Name: .
Project No.: *0428510 Engineers Est: 1,333,160.00 Under/Over Engineers Estiinate: 1,331,160.00
Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert. LBE SLBE VSLBE/ILPG Total L/SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only _
’ Status (Double LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn, MBE WBE
— - counted)
Prime Andes Construction Qakland 'CB 1,442,253.00 1,442,253.00 1,442,253.00 H 1.442,253.00
Saw Cutting |Bay Line Berkeley uB 2,000.00 - H 2,000.00
Trucking Foston Trueking Oakland cB 5,000.00 5,000.00 5,000.00| 5,000.00 5,000.00] AA 5,000.00
Pipe P&F Distribulors | Bribane UB : 10,000.00__C
AB Inner City Recycling [Oakland CB 1,000.00 _1,000.00 1,000.00 o]
Mh Precast |Old Castle|Precast [Livermore uB 5,000.00 C
Asphalt Gallagher & Burk Qakland CB 2,000.00 2,000.00 2,000.00 C
Dram Rack  |Dutra San Rafael UuB N . 1,000.00 C
Concrete Right Awa Oakland cB 2,000.00 2,000.00 2,000.00 c
MH Rehab  |Contech Stockton uB 2,000.00
fta‘* $2,000.00] $1,448,253.00 $2,000.00f $1,452,253.00] "$5,000.00] $5,000.00| $1,472,253.00 $1,449,253.00 $0
By ‘ 0.14% 98.37% 0.272% 98.64% 100.00%| 100.00% 100.00% 98.44%| 0.00%
Requirements: : R St it ol i Bl T s | Ethnicity
The 50% requirements Is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE i '|At = African American
panicipation. An SLBE firm ¢an be counted 100% towards achieving
50% requirements. Al = Asion Indian

LBE = Local Business Enterprise

SLSE = Smal Loca) Business Enterprise

Total LBE/SLBE = All Certified Local and Small Local Businesses
MHPLBE = NonProfit Local Business Enterprise

HPSLBE = Nnni’rnﬂl Small Local Business Enterprise

UB = Uncertified Business

CB = Certlfied Business

MBE = Minority Business Enterprise
WBE = Women Business Enterprise




Attachment 4

INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM

CITY OF QAKLAND
TO: David Ng, ‘ i FROM: Deborah Barnes, Manager,
Assistant Transportation Engineer o Contracts &Compliance
SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis . DATE: October 21, 2013

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcadero Street, Dennison
Street, King Street, Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street
Project No. C428610

City Administrator’s Office, Contracts and Compliance Unit reviewed three (3) bids in response to the above
" referenced project. Below is the outcome of the compliance evaluation for the minimur‘n 50% Local and Small Local
Business Enterprise (L/SLBE) participation requirement, a prelimi ﬂaﬁt (% cpmy lisnce with the Equal
Benefits Ordinance (EBO), and a brief overview of the lowest resporisi idder's comphance with the 50% Local
Employment Program (LEP) and the 15% OQaldand Apprenticeship Program on the bidder's most recently completed

City of Oakland project.
Respounsive to L/SLBE and/or - : Earned Credits and Discounts .
o e EBOPolicies T : Troposed Participation } B
=]
4] B o =
23] &, &5 = = =
! m fy &b 55 A mn = g z
Company Name Original Bid EX ‘ég E'g S E 5 gg- g § E § S >
ompany Amount ﬁg 3 = =) gé Eg gg g E S
1% [ = =
3 > s g |a s Z . 7
J. Howard

Engineering Inc. | $896,086.00 89.73% 1.23% | 88.51% | 0.00% 100% [ 89.73% [ 5% | $851,281.70 Y

Andes
Construction $1,010,040.00 | 98.22% 0.20% | 97.62% | 0.40% 100% | 98.22% 5% | $959,538.00 Y

Pacific ;
Trenchless Inc, $1,089,614.00 | 92.66% 0.00% | 92.66% | 0.00% 100% | 92.66% 5% | $1,035,133.30 Y

Comments: As noted above, all firms met and/or exceeded the minimum 50% L/SLBE participation requlrement
They are all EBO compliant.

* Andes Construction’s proposed VSLBE/LPG participation value was 0.20%, howev'er 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 was 0.40%.




Page 2

OAKLAND

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: NA

Project Name: NA

Project No. NA

50% Local Employment Program (LEF)

Was the 50% LEP Goal achjeved? NA If no, shortfall hours? N/A
Were all shortfalls satisfied? ' NA If no, penalty amount N/A

15% Qakland Apprenticeship Proéram

. ) N
Was the 15% Apprenticeship Goal achieved? NA Ifino, shortfall hours? N/A

~Were shottiall3 satisfied? - ’ N/A— 7| Ifitio, penalty amaunt N/A

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

50% Local Employment Program (LEP ‘ 15% Apprenticeship Program
g ) g
- 83 2% g : | g & g g
2 85 T EO E B 2 2 8| B =2 2 o 3
2, | 52 £5e 5 2% (2. £ |mEL8d 3IE g 2
£5 || £73 =) Z39o - |lge| = 5.:'.3;::: =g 5=
& 2 o &~ EQ vl B2l 2 [0 § & = =]
TE | Bh o & EHE BT g |cEFgn g8 £
& £ 3 22 = 2 |2 | 2| 8| & F <2
C D /
4 B Goal | Hours Goal | Hours E 7 G A Goal | Hours J
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA | NA NA [ NA NA NA NA

Comments: No Local Employment Program (LEP) or Apprenticeship Program Utilization data is available for
Amcal General Contractors, Inc. They have not completed any project for the City of QOakland in the last fiscal

year,

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



City Administrator's Office

rasga 1001

PrEiD
Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.; C428610

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcaderc
Street, Dennison Street, King Street, Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street

CONTRACTOR: J. Howard Engineering Inc.

Engineer's Esti mate; Contractors' Bid Amount OverfUnder Engineer's Estimate
$677,010.00 $896,086.00 -$219,076.00
e Discounted.Bid:-Amount;________ Amount of Bid Discount _________ DiscountPoints; . - .
$851 231 70 $44 804 30 . 5% ’
SRR R e B BN e Ty EAT TR Pty ALRRGSIR s R B
1. Did the 50% local/small local requireménts apply? e YES
2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES
a) % of LBE participation 1.23%
b) % of SLBE participation . 88.51%
c) % of VSLBE participation : 0%
K 3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requiremént?' YES

a) Total SLBE/LBE tnucking participation 100%
4. Did the coﬁtractor receive bid discounts? YES

(if yes, list the percentage received) 5%

5. Additional Comments.

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

10/21/2013
Date

e\"!e“"ng >
Officer: d\[_”“"ﬁ _ Dater  10/21/2013 . ]
A ved

pproved By é@gggg; &ezeuegns: . Date: 10/21/2013




LBEISLBE PARTICIPATION

BIDDER 1

Project Name:

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcadero Street Denmson Street, King Street,
Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street

UndepiOver Engineers Estimate:

Project No.: C428610 Engineers Est: 677,010 ! -219,076
i
Discipline Prime & Subs Location | Cert: LBE SLBE |VSLBELPG Total LI5LBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
Status %'double taunted | LBEJSLBE . | Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE VWBE
i valug
|
!
PRIME J. Howard Engineering inc.  |Oakland CcB 758,086 i ) 758,086 758,086] C
Trucking Williama Trucking Dakland cB 15,000/} 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,0001 AA 15.00d
Trucking CJC Trueking Oakland CcB 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000/ 15,000] AA 15,000
HDPE Pipe '|P &F Distributors Brisbane us - ‘ 75,00(5 - C
Saw Cutting Bay Line Berkeley us 5,0(_)6 H 5,000
MH Materials Old Castle Precast Pleasanton us - 85000 C
Fittings Mission Clay Product Dakland cB 3,500 3,500 35000 C
Conerete Right Away Ready Mix Qakland CB 7,500 7,500 75000 ¢
}:‘ecyle Mats. inner City Oakland cB 5,000 5,000 5,000 C
H
Coating/Lining  (Contech of CA Stockton | UB l 3,500 C
= 11,000 793,086]! 0 804,086 30,000 30,000 896, 085 $35,000| $0.00
Project Totals §11.0001 8 _ 30 3804 3 s 389
i 1.23% 88.51% I 0% 89.73% 100% 100% 100% 3.91%| 0.00%
Requrrements. The 50% requirements is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE partlclpation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% requirements. A thnicity
= Afrfican Amencan
LPG/VSLBE's participation 1s double counted toward meeting the requirements. . .
l | = Aslan Indian
= Aglan Pacific
| C = Caueasian
LBE = Local Business Entespriss UB = Uncertiflad BIUIineu H = Hispanit
SLBE =Small Local Business Enterprise CB = Certified Business NA = Native American
Total LBEJSLBE = AX Certified Local and Small Local Businesses MBE = Mlnorlty Business Enterprise 0= Other
NPLBE = NonProtit Local Business Enterprise WEE » Women'Business Enterprise NL = Not Listed

NPSLBE =NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise

MO = Mullipte Owmership




CITY OF OAKLAND

Public Works Agency - Canuact Services

CONTRACTOR BID RESULTS . - :

PROJECT NAMé: ‘ . The Rehebilitation of Senimsy Sewers in the Ares Bounded by Embercedero Street, Dennison Strest, King, Street, Fredenck Strest, and Kennedy Street { Sub-Basin 60-01)

PROJECTNO: C428610
BID DATE: 1 Thursday, October 19, 2013 ' -
ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: $677,010.00 .
ISSUED TO COMPLIANGE, PROJECT MANAGER AND ALL N .
PRIME BIDDERS: Thursday, October [0, 2013
BASIS OF AWARD: bese bid
COMPLIANCE OFFICER: Sophany Hane
COMMENTS: The published enginecr’s estimate was in ercor duo ta n caleulauon misiske. The correct Enginewr's estimate should be $690,660.
| .. " ..DoCumienss Reqiired With.Bid 5} -7 s3] o3 ITHOWARD ERGINEERING, INC. 1 | .+ ANDES EORSTRGCNON; INE 337 | . * “pAdine TRENCIO E53, INC.
i Contractar’s kd Foem and eld Sdiedule v | ¥ ¥
: Uicense Typa and (s it Active per CSL17 A J ’Y A I ¥ A J Y
Addendum acknowktdgement . HA 1 NA NA
) eni #gnd . Y ~ ¥ ¥
i . .
i Schedule O - Campaign Contribuuons Certincation ¥ Y ¥
|
| Schedule R - Sub . Suppfler, Truzk H UsUng ¥ . ¥ ¥
. ' i Truckbag I required, Was enk lsted? . y | ¥ ¥
{ PTG N T TR o e - T e b =L N - — - = T 1 = -
! ~S RS L A ENBine arls Estimane i} o' ROWARD ENGINEERING; PHC 22 |5 ANDES CONSTRUCNON; N4 S |5~ | PAORIC TRENCHIESS, BIC ~
: Payment Spac, i
ttem Number |ltem Description Section Ouant! Unlt Unlt Price Amound Unk Prica Amount LUnkt Price Amount Unlt Price Amount
Ll B — - — L3 e
1 TRAFFIC CONTROL 710.1 1 [t 51000000 | 5 woonoo s Mooaca 5 7900000 |$  a7so000 $ avsoo0on| s vasiaee 3 7asao0
1 ; PROIECT SIGHS 711 ] EA $1.00000 | 5 100000 § 117500 $ 155000 | $,00000 $ 1000000 | § 355500 % 7.110.00
F | MANHOLE REHABNITATION TYPE 3 500-2.7{h) te (&) [N EA $1.500.00 | S v,x000f § Sasaon $  jasesooo) s 3spao0 s 210000035 1393500 3 14.Ed00a
[l :. MANHOLE REHASHITATHN TYPE 4 5002.7(N ] EA 5550000 | § 33p00] $ 94Tood § 5311000 )5 1200000 $ 131000005 1650000 5 59,00000
| REPLACE EX 55 W/ L14” HDPE SDR-17 . R |
s " SANITARY SEWER BY PIPY EXPANDING 500-1.1,9 1o LF s15500 | S 15.50000] $ 2500 5 inse000| s iTsoo § 17,5000 S %500 5 1550000
; METHOO, PIPE REHARILITAOON TYPE2 . - | )
' REPLACE EX 55 WY/ 18" HDPE 50R-17 , .
5 . SANITARY SEWER &Y PIPI-EXPANOING S00-L LS 2,508 1 S19500 | §  agsoe000f § 4 170 5 sesdismal s 19500 $ 42908000 S 17500 5 61370000
. METHOD, PPE REHARTUTATIIN TYPE 2
* REPLACE EX 55 W/ 20" HDPE SDR-17
7 1 SANCTARY SEWER BY PIPEEXPANORIG S00-1.1.9 L] ¥ SHD0{ § 1360000 173 % g 00 S 500 % 3us0q0a)| s wam $ $9,100.00
. METHOD, PIPE REHABIUTATHM TYPE 2
] ; POINT REPAIL ON EXISTING SEWERPIPE . 50012.7c 10 Ea 5500.00 | $ 5,000.00] § 300§ w008 s $,000.00 | 5 100 3 10.00
¢ EXCAYATION & BACKFILI FOR POINT REPAIR S0C-1.2.7.% ] En §3,50000 | § 15,000 80| $ %00 S 30008 % 250000 5 150000015 00 § 1000
1 Ao TIMAL POIT REPAIR ON EXSTING $004.2.7.d 5 T s1000 | § asa.00] § 200 $ | 00| Lo 3 15008 0 5 3000
- i
¢ |
u AGOITIONAL EXCAYATEON & BACKFILL FOR 500-LL.76 15 ¥ $onoa | § 13% 00f § 100 5 | 000)$ 100 % thoo 3 209 § 30,00
POINT REPAIR . ' hd
" RECONNECT HOUSE CONNECTION 55 To -
e b 39,150,00 !
2 . RHABILITATER /REFLACED MAIN 500 4,80 21 EA 5100000 [ § 22,0¢a aof $ woon $ 150 H 150000 % 3300000 8 sI500 S 1,150 00
T RENABILTATE HOUSE CONNECNON SEWER :
11 , FROM 1-WAY €0 TO REHASIUTATED 500-4 6. 4% \F 53000 | § 14,700 00} 5 EL I 147000 | § 5500 5  2E9%000 % 500 § 2,4% 00
! JREPUACED MAIN i
INSTALL 4° DA §” HOUSE CONNECTION 3-
T,
12 . WaY CLEANOUT 500465 " EA $s00.00 { $ 2000008 $ 500 4 |woes000] s seow0 5 ooa0a | 3 1500 1,750.00
15 , AWOWANCE 51 1- s -] moonon] s 30xopn §  j2000000|$  amocono 8 30000005  J000000 5 30.000.00
: Total of fase @id fams W ! .
. 660,00 £94,036.00 010,04
. ! aprencishast caleutation $ &0, $° B $  1,010040.00 . 8 nassnod
v - Total of Rate BId Reim | -
. pet conteactor eafculalion S IMorson ! S 101006000 $_ 1,089,014.00
H - @
I
\
H -
|




City Administrator's Office

OQAaxLAND
. " . gm.a_ﬁ.mmbe.m
Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.: C428610

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcadero
Street, Dennison Street, King Street, Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street

Al .
) A A 5 S TN T I B AT TN o ok I, T A e A LI D e T 1 A REZ ST B R AW L 2 AT T ol Bk oo (ER A R LTSy o R R S IR TS o SO 7P S A 2

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construction

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors’ Bid Amount OverUnder Engineer's Estimate

$6}"7,01 0.00 $1,010,040.00 -$333,030.00
Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points:
$959,538.00 ) ;

T L RN RS AL e 3 FASHL T, e F RSO AT e

1. Did the 50% local/small local requirements apply? YES
‘ 2, Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES
' a) % of LBE participation 0.20%
b) % of SLBE participation 97.62%
€) % of VSLEE participation *0.40%
3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking reguirement? - ES

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.

e *Proposed VSLBE/L PG participation is valued at .20%, however per the L/ISLBE Program a
VSLBE/LPG's participation is double counted towards meeting the requirement Therefore
the value is 0.40%

6. Date evaluation completed and retumed to Contract Admin./Initiating Dept.
10/21/2013

Reviewi
Officer: Date: 10/21/2013
] p—
) g

Approved By: gglgggg,,' ) :ggg!c% Date: 10/21/2013




e - - LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION ' | :
s BIDDER 2

Project Name:| The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcadero Street, Dennison Street, King Street,
| |Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street . - :
i ' |
Project No.: C428610 Engineers Est: 677,010 lIJnderIO\fer Engineers Estimate: -333,030
Discipline’ Prime & Subs Location Cert LBE SLBE “WSLBE/LPG Total | L/SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only
. Status double countsd LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE
! value H . .
; . i
i 3
PRIME Andes Constniction Qaldand CB 980,040 980,?40 . 980,040 H 304,159
SawCut | |BayLine Berkeley us ; ‘ 2,000f H 2,000
Trucking ' IFoston Trucking Qakland cB | 5,000 : 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000] AA 5,000
Pipe ! |P &F Distributors Brisbane us ' : : 10,000|_c
AB | linner City Recycling  |Oakland cB’ 1,000 ‘ 1,000 1,000] ¢
MH Precast | |OId Castle Precast Livermore us ! ' , 5,000] _cC
AC | {Gallagher & Burk Oakland _CB . 2,000 2,000 2.000] C
Drainrock | |Dutra San Rafael uB l ] - 1,000 C
Concrete . : Right Away Qakland cB 2.000 2,900 . 20001 C
MHRehah | |Contech Stockton us : ! , 2,000] ¢
i 1
» $2,000 $986,040 $2,000 $990,040 $5,000 $5,000 $1,010,040 - $311,159 30
. Proiect Totals ;
| 0.20% 97.62% *0.40% 98.22% 100% 100% 100% 30.81% 0%
Requirements: The 50% requirements Is a combinallon of 25% LBE and 26% SLBE participation. Ap SLBE finn canbe counted 100% towards achieving 50% requirements, A I = Asen indizn
LPB/VSLBE's participation is double counted toward meeting the requirements. : . AP:CME" Patifie
. LBE~=Local Business Enterorise UB = Uncertilied Business i H = Hisoanic
+ SLBE = Small Locat Business Enterprise CB = Certified Business 1 NA = Native Amsrcan
! Total LBEISLBE = All Certified Local and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise { - 0= Other
1 NPLBE = NonProfit Local Busingss Enterprise WBE = Women Business Enlerprise { - NL = Not Listad
' NPSLBE = NonProfit Small Local Business Enterprise i |mo = Mutipie Ounerstip




City Administrator's Office

1ag2 Faioox

OAxLAND
) . Lfpesing fir i 150 Y~
Contracts and Compliance Unit

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

PROJECT NO.: C428610

PROJECT NAME: The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcadero
Street, Dennison Street, King Street, Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless Inc.

Engineer's Estimate; | Contractors' Bid Amount Ovérli.lnder Engineer's Estimate

$677,010.00 $1,089,614.00 - -$412,604.00
Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points: .
$1 035 133 30 $54 480 70 5%

1. Did the 50% locah’sma]l local requirements apply? YES

2, Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? YES
a) % of LBE participation 0%
b} % of SLBE participation 82.66%
c) % of VSLBE participation Q% '

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. Additional Comments.

6. Date evatuation completed and retumed to Contract Admin.fInitiating Dept
10/21/2013

- Date
Reviewing
Officer: % j ( i ~ Date: 10/21/2013
Approved By: _Sa 000, 5 Qan mggr_-l s Date:  10/21/2013




S e - LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION
': BIDDER 3 - -

Project Name:| The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcadero Street, Dennison Street, King
| |Street, Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street - ; \
' . -
Project No,: C428610 Engineers Est: 677,010 UnderiQOveriEngineers Estimate: -412,604]
Discipitne; Prime & Subs Location | Cert LEE SLBE VSLBE/LPG Total LISLBE Total TOTAL For Trackirjg Only
| . Status *doubla caurntad LBE/SLBE Truickln Trucking Dollars " | Ethn, MBE WEBE
. vaha . - -

| i

PRIME ! |Pacific Trenchiess Inc. |Oaklana | CB 992,614 992,614 992,614] C

Trucking : Williams Trucking " JOakland ce 17,000 17,000 17,000 17,000 17,000} AA 17,000

HDPE Pipe | P & F Distributors Brishane uB . 80,000] C
]
!
! i
| . s
) - $0]$1,005,614 $0] $1.009614 $17,000] $17,000] $1,085,614 17,000 $0
i . Project Totals . g
! - 0%| 92.66% 0% 92.66% 100% 100% 100% 0% 0%

Requirements: The 50% requirements Is a comhination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE paricipation An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achigvino 50% requirements. A e=sian ntan

LPGVSLBE's participation is double counted toward meetingtha requirements. 4P = Asian Pacific
. C = Carasian
{  LBE=Local Businass Enterprise UB = Uncertiflsd Business H = Hispank:
' SLBE = Small Loca) Business Enterprise . CB = Certified Business NA = Nafive Amarican
§l Total LBESLBE = All Cartifled Local and Small Local Businesses MBE = Minority Business Enterprise (= Other
1 NPLBE = NonPnifit Local Business Enterprise WBB = Woman Business Enterprise - NL = Not Listed

NPSLBE = NonProfit Smail Local Business Enterprise MO = Muttipla Dwnership
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A tiachment D1

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

Project Number/Title: C22a\2.%
Work Order Number (if applicable): .
Contractor: Mosto C—o nrachon
Date of Notice to Proceed: os\zz\i1n

" Date of Notice of Completion: Q1 \ 2 & \ 12
Date of Notice of Final Completion: O \ N.& | 2
Contract Amount: %\ bS_, 138.00

Evaluator Name and Title: ES astewnd ( ggm& ¥ ec;‘.Aqx* E\%‘tncer

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

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

The following list provides a basic set of evaluation criteria that will be applicable to all
construction projects awarded by the City of Oakland that are greater than $50,000. Narrative
responses are required to support ‘any evaluation criteria that are rated as Marginal” or
Unsatisfactory, and must be attached to this evaluation. If a namative 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 performance
of a subcontractor the narrative will note this. The narrative will also note the General
Contractor's effort to improve the subcontractor's performance. t

ASSESSMENT GUIDELINES

Outstanding Performance among the best level of achievement the | Clty has expenenced
(3 points) N N

Satisfactory Performance met contractual requirements.

(2points) 1 ‘

Marginal i Performance barely met the lower range of the contractual requirements or
(1 point) i performance only met contractual requirements after extensive conective
i ___; action was taken, ]
Unsatisfactory : Performance did not meet contractual reqmrements The contractual

(0 points) i performance being assessed reflected serious problems for which corrective |
| actions were ineffective, ‘ __j

C66 Contractor Evaluation Form Contractoniz’lu.ﬁ'lco { ﬂnﬁl'm(i:@anject no._C. ézfl |13> -




WORK PERFORMANCE

Unsatisfactory

Marginal

Satisfactory

Not Applicable

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

1a

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

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

HEEERIN
O O b
INEENGIN

Were correctlons requested? If “Yes”, specify the date(s) and reason(s) for the
correction(s). Provide documentation.

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

Yes

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

4

Were there other significant issues related to "Work Perfonnance™? If Yes, explain
on the attachment. Provkle documentation.

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

‘| *"Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment.

NEig.

I:I D E"Z I:I I:I\ D Qutstanding

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

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on work performance?

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

Check 0, 1, 2, or 3.

C87 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor: j ]ﬂ&io { .ﬁr\ﬁ“"ﬁig::ﬂi’roject No. ( ﬁ?ﬂ,ﬁ 2.3




2 2
g > 2 3
] —_ ,Q.- o =
% © [¥] c [+
= = N1 o 2—
» 2 g 2 I
5 £ 8 3 2
TIMELINESS
Did the Contractor complete the work within the time required by the contract
(including time extensions or amendments)? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain
8 | on the attachment why the work was not completed according to schedule. Provide D I:l M I:l I:l
documentation.
| Was the Contractor required to provide a service in accordance with an established
g | schedule (such as for security, maintenance, custodial, etc.)? If “No”, or "N/A”, go to Yes,| No | N/A
Question #10. If “Yes”, complete (8a) below. I:l D
Were the services provided within the days and times scheduled? If *Marginal or
-Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment and specify the dates the Contractor
9a | failed to comply with this requirement (such as tardiness, failure to report, etc.). E
Provide documentation. D D D D
Did the Contractor provide timely baseline schedules and revisions to its .
construction schedule when changes occurred? If *“Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, m
10 explain on the attachment. Provkle documentation. I:l I:l I:‘ D
Did the Contractor furnish submittals in a timely manner to allow review by the City .
so as to not delay the work? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the Er
1 attachment. Pnavide documentation. D D I:I D
Were there other significant issues related to timeliness? if yes, explain on the
12 | attachment. Provide documentation.
13 | Overall, how did the Contractor rate on timeliness?

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

Check 0, 1, 2, or 3.

C68 Contractor Evaluation Form  Contractor; {v]\o‘"p’(b ( p "\Gi'fuf-.\-iov\.Project No. C&lﬁ I.LS




Unsatisfactory
Marginal
Satisfactory
Qutstanding

FINANCIAL

Not Applicable

14

Were the Contractor's billings accurate and reflective of the contract payment terms?
if *Marginal or Unsatisfactory’, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of
occumences and amounts {such as corrected invoices).

L]

15

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

Number of Claims:

Claim amounts: $

Settlement amount:$

16

Were the Contractor’s price quotes for changed or additional work reascnable? If
“Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of
occurrences and amounts (such as conected price quotes).

17

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

18

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on financial issues?

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

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.

C69 Contractor Evaluation Fonn  Contractor; MDQED émsﬁmd&on Proiect No. C—SLQ" \2_3>
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COMMUNICATION
Was the Contractor responsive to the City’s questions, requests for proposal, etc.? [f
19 | “Marginal or Unsatisfactory®, explain on the attachment. D D E I:l D
20 Did the Contractor communicate with City staff clearly and in a timely manner =
regarding: '
Notification of any significant issues that arose? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”,
20a | explain on the attachment. I:l I:l IE D
Staffing issues (changes, replacements, additions, etc.)? If “Marginal or . "
20b | Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. I:l I::l D D
. | Perlodic progress reports as required by the contract (both verbal and written)? If L
20c | *Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment I:l D E D D
20d Were there any billing disputes? If "Yes", explain on the attachment. No )
: | Were there any other significant issues related to communication issues? Explain on No
211 | the attachment. Provide documentation. [Z
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, 0r 3.

r

C70 Contractor Evaluation Fonn Contractoﬁ MﬂS"l‘D (DHC.»‘}W(AM\'\ Project No. CSZ% \Z S



Unsatisfactory
Marginal
Satisfactory
Outstanding
Not Applicablg

SAFETY

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

Did the Contractor follow City and OSHA safety standards? 1If "Marginal or
Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment.

Was the Contractor wamed or cited by OSHA for violations? If Yes, explain on the
attachment ) -

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

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. =~

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on safety issues?
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the
questions given above regarding safety issues and the assessment guidelines.

Check 0, 1, 2, or 3.

C71 Contractor Evaluation Form Céntractor: l\/lf} $+0 /J)V\S’k raltip WProject No. C‘ '22. Q12 3



OVERALL RATING

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

L 1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 2: ' 5 X025= &b 3

2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 Z  Xos= __ 250

3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 Z  xo=__ O 5 O

4. Enter Overall score from Question 22 Z - X015= &5 %

5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 2 '-5 X015= & 'ﬁ 0
 TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5: 23

OVERALL RATING: _ Dokt Sfactory

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

The Resident Engineer will transmit a copy of the Contractor Performance Evaluation to the
Contractor. Overall Ratings of Outstanding or Satisfactory are final and cannot be protested or
appealed. If the Overall Rating is Marginal or Unsatisfactory, the Contractor will have 10
calendar days in which they may file a protest of the rating. The Public Works Agency Assistant
Director, Design & Construction Services Department, will consider a Contractor's protest and
render his/her detennination 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 the Assistant Director's
ruling on the protest. The City Admlnlstrator or his/her designee, will hold a hearing with the
Contractor within 21 calendar days of the filing of the appeal. The decision pf the City
Administrator regarding the appeal will be final.

. Contractors who receive an Unsatisfactory Overall Rating (i.e., Total Score less than 1.0)
will be allowed the option of voluntarily refraining from bidding on any City of Oakland projects
within one year from the date of the Unsatisfactory Overall Rating, or of being categorized as
non-responsible for any projects the Contractor bids on for a period of one year from the date of
the Unsatisfactory Overall Rating. Two Unsatisfactory Overall Ratings within any five year
period will result in the Contractor being categorized by the City Administrator as non-

C72 Contractor Evaluation Form - Contractor M%Jrﬂ 40 nstywhOW  Project No. __._.._._.____6'5 24! - 5




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

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

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

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

Cﬁ‘% iﬂ" 1~(3-12 Mastewal Cheriaet o 61" M’\

Contractor / Date Resident Engineer / Date

@f\/%,‘— 09/i7f1%-

Sﬁpervis{ﬁ}'] Civil Engineer / Date’

C73 Contractor Evaluation Forn  Confractor Mns&c LomH 4 N projectNo. 224123




dttachment D2

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

Project Number/Title: 63122.:0/ $S Behab wlin Machnthar SLW(, &Y th ave

Work Order Number (if applicable): _ Simson & & 12nd bye

Contractor. clPIC NC, ' '
 Date of Notice to Proceed: q[30/u

Date of Notice of Completion: - PENDPING /
Date of Notice of Final Completlon _mﬂ(,

Contract Amount: $ 3, oéq A5t 00
Evaluator Name and Title: PAVL. TRAN :RG'SIOENT ENGR

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

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

The following list provides a basic set of evaluation criteria that will be applicable to all
construction projects 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 performance
of a subcontractor, the narrative will note this. The narrative will also note the General
Contractor's effort to improve the subcontractor's performance.

ASSESSMENT GUIDELINES:

Outstanding Perfonnarnce among the best level of achievement the City has experienced.

(3 paints) '

Satisfactory . | Performance met contractual requirements.

(2 points) ' :

Marginal Perfonnance barely met the lower range of the contractual requirements or

(1 point) : performance only met contractual requirements after extensive correctwe
action was taken.

Unsatisfactory | Perfonnance did not meet contractual reqmrements The contractual

1 (0 points) perfohnahce being assessed reflected sefious problems for which corrective

actions were ineffective.
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WORK PERFORMANCE

Unsatisfactory

Marginal

Satisfactory

Outstanding

Not Applicable

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

Workmanship?
1

o

O

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

Was the work perfonned by the Contractor accurate and complete? If "Marginal or
Unsatisfactory®, explain on the attachment and provide documentatlon Complete

(2a) and (2b) below.

2a

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

2b -

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

Was the Contractor responsive to City staff s comments and concerns fegardlng the
work performed or the work product delivered? If "Marginal or Unsahsfactorr

explain on the attachment. Provide documentation.
I’

Were there other significant issues related to “Work Perfonnance™? If Yes explain
on the attachment. Provkie documentation.

| Did the Contractor cooperate with on-site or adjacent tenants, business owners and

residents and work in such a manner as to minimize disruptions to the public. tf
“Marginal or Unsatisfactbry”, explain on the attachment.

Did the personnel assigned by the Contractor have the expertise and skills required
to satisfactorily perfonh under the contract?. If ‘Marglnal or Unsatisfactory”, explain -
on the attachment.

Overlall, how did the Contractor rate on work perfonnance?

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

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.
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TIMELINESS

Unsatisfactory

Marginal

Satisfactory

* Qutstanding

Not Applicable

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, custodial, etc.)? If “No”*, or "N/A", go to
Question #10.- if “Yes", complete (9a) below.

AN

O

Yes | No

LNIA

Sa

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

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. Provkle documentation.

11

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

12

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

13

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on timeliness?
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the
questions given above regarding timeliness and the assessment gu:delmes

Chech 1,2, 0r 3.
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guidelines,

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.
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FINANCIAL
Were the Contiactor's billings accurate and reflective of the conhract payment terms?

14 If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory®, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of \
occunences and amounts (such as corrected invoices). ) oQ o0
Were there any claims to increase the contract amount? If “Yes®, list the claim
amount. Were the Centraeter’s claims resolved In a manner reasonable to the City?

?\
15 | Number of Claims: Yes|No
O | &]
Claimamounts: 3
Settiement amount.$ ‘
'| were the Contractor's price quotes for changed or additional work reasonable? if
16 "Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of g/ -
" | occurrences and amounts (such as corrected price quotes). oo o0
. 1| Were there any other significant issues related to financial issues? If Yes, expléin on Yes | No
17 | the attachment and provkle documentation.
: , O | &
18 | Overall, how did the Contractor rate on financial issues?
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the 0] 1
questions given above regarding financial Issues and the assessment olo



COMMUNICATION .

Unsatisfactory

Marpinal

Satisfactory

Not Appllcabie

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

19 | “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment.
: | Did the Contiactor communicate with City staff clearly and in a timely manner
20 -
regarding:
Notification of any significant issues that arose? If “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”,
20a | explain on the attachment.
Staffing issues (changes, replacements, additions, etc.)? If “Marginal or
20b | Unsatisfactory”, explain on the attachment.
Perlodic progress reports as required by the contract (both verhal and written)? If
20c | “Marginal or Unsatisfactory”, explain on the qtﬁchment.
20d Were there any billing disputes? If "Yes”, explain on the attachment
Were there any other significant Issues related to communication Issues? Explain on
21 | the attachment. Provide documentation.
22 | Overall, how did the Contractor rate on communication issues?

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

Check 0,1, 2, or 3.
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SAFETY

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, exptain on the
25 | attachment
Was there an inordinate number or severity of injuries? Explain on the attachment if
26 | Yes, expfain on the attachment
Was the Contractor officially wamed or cited for breach of {).S. Transportation
27 Security Administration’s standards or reguiations? if “Yes®, explain on the
attachment
28 Overéil, how did the Contractor rate on safety issues?

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

Check D, 1, 2, or 3.

. Unsatisfactory

Marginal

&
e 2 8
[ T .~ 4
B R
2 7 3
wa O 9 Z
Yes | No
2] o
glo|o

Yes | No

D
R

Yes | No
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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 Questlon 7 Z X025= Q,S

2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 2 X025= 0.<
3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 YA x020= _ &% 0.4
4. Enter Overall score from Question 22 7 X015= G& 0.3
5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 L X0.15= o5 0.3
TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 2.0
OVERALL RATING: . 2.0
Outstanding: Greaterthan 2.5
Satisfactory Greater than 1.5 & less than or equalto 2.5
Marginal: Between 1.0 & 1.5 ‘
Unsatisfactory: Less than 1.0
PROCEDURE:

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

The Resident Engineer will transmit a copy of the Contractor Perfonnance Evaluation to the
Contractor. Overall Ratings of Outstandlng or Satisfactory are final and cannot be protested or
appealed. [f the Overall Rating is Marginal or Unsatisfactory, the Contractor will have 10
calendar days in which they may file a protest of the rating. The Public Worits Agency Assistant
Director, Design & Construction Services Department, will consider a Contractor’s protest and
render his/her detennination of the validity of the Contractor’s protest. i the Overall Rating is
Marginal, the Assistant Director’s detennination will be final and not subject to further appeal. I
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/fher designee. The appeal must be filed w'thin 14 calendar days of the Assistant Director’s
ruling on the protest. Tie City Administrator, or histher 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-dateof the Unsatisfactory Overall-Rating; or of ‘being categorized-as™~ -~~~ -~~~

non-responsible for any projects the Cortractor bids on for a period of one year from the date of
the Unsatisfactory Overall Rating. Two Unsatisfactory Overall Ratings within any five year
period will result in the Contractor being categorized by the City Administrator as non-
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responsible for any bids they submit for future City of Oakland projects within three years of the
date of the last Unsatisfactory overall rating.

Any Contractor that receives an Unsatisfactory Overall Rating is reqmred to attend a
meeting with the City Administrator, or hisfher 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 Woriks Agency Contract Administration Section will retain the final evaluation and
any response from the Contractor for a period of five years. The City shall treat the evaluation
as confidential, to the extent permiited by law.

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

j¢4«-’2"ﬁ7‘i‘/ﬂ/lz’ WA“%‘M ?/IB/IL

Contractor / Qate™ Resident Engineer / Date

~ osfha-
Superwsw(ngn Engineer./ Date
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£~City Attorney

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO
AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO MOSTO
CONSTRUCTION, THE LOWEST RESPONSIVE AND RESPONSIBLE
BIDDER FOR THE REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS IN
THE EASEMENT BETWEEN DELMONT AVENUE AND EDGEMOOR
PLACE, THE EASEMENT BETWEEN MAJESTIC AVENUE AND LAIRD
AVENUE, AND THE EASEMENT BETWEEN MODESTO STREET AND
MADERA AVENUE (PROJECT NO. C329132) IN ACCORD WITH PLANS
AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE PROJECT AND CONTRACTOR’S BID
IN THE AMOUNT OF TWO HUNDRED EIGHTY-THREE THOUSAND
FIVE HUNDRED SIXTY-NINE DOLLARS ($283,569.00)

WHEREAS, on September 26, 2013, four bids were received by the Office ofi the City Clerk of
the City of Oakland for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement Between Delmont
Avenue and Edgemoor Place, the Easement Between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue, and
the Easement Between Modesto Street and Madera Avenue (Project No. C329132); 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. 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. C329132; $283,569.00; and
these funds were specifically allocated for this project; this project will help reduce the
amount of sanitary sewer maintenance requirement; and

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

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

WHEREAS, Mosto Construction complies with all LBE/SLBE and trucking requirements; and
WHEREAS, the City Council finds and determines that the performance ofi this contract shall

not result in the loss of employment or salary by any person having permanent status in the
competitive service now, therefore, be it



RESOLVED: That the City Administrator is authorized to award a construction contract
for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Delmont Avenue and
Edgemoor Place, the Easement between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue, and the
Easement between Modesto Street and Madera Avenue (Project No. C329132) to Mosto
Construction, the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, in an amount of Two Hundred
Eight-Three Thousand Five Hundred Sixty-Nine Dollars ($283,569.00) in accord with plans
and specifications for the Project and contractor’s bid dated September 26, 2013; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance bond,
$283,569.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $283,569.00, 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 of the contract within the limitations of the project
specifications; and be it

FURTHER RESQOLVED: That the City Administrator, or her designee, is hereby authorized to
negotiate with the second lowest bidder and/or next lowest bidder for the same awarded amount,
if Mosto Construction fails to return the complete signed contract documents and supporting
documents within the days specified in the Special Provision without going back to City Council,
and be it

FURTHER RESOQLVED: 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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RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO
AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO MOSTO
CONSTRUCTION, THE LOWEST RESPONSIVE AND
RESPONSIBLE BIDDER FOR THE REHABILITATION OF
SANITARY SEWERS IN THE EASEMENT BETWEEN THORNHILL
DRIVE AND CABOT DRIVE, AND IN GOULDIN ROAD BETWEEN
ALHAMBRA AVENUE AND ARMOUR DRIVE (PROJECT NO.
C329133) IN ACCORD WITH PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR
THE PROJECT AND CONTRACTOR’S BID IN THE AMOUNT OF
TWO HUNDRED SIXTY-FOUR THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED
SEVENTY-FIVE DOLLARS ($264,575.00)

WHEREAS, on September 26, 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 between Thombhill
Drive and Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin Road between Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive
(Project No. C329133); 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. Funding for this
project is available in the following project accommt:

*  Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Projects - Sanitary Sewer Design
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project No. C329133; $264,575.00; 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 representafions 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, Mosto Construction complies with all LBE/SLBE and trucking requirements; and
WHEREAS, the City Council finds and determines that the performance ofithis contract shall

not result in the loss of employment or salary by any person having permanent status in the
competitive service now, therefore, be 1t



" RESOLVED: That the City Administrator is authorized to award a construction contract

.. for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Thomhill Drive and

. Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin Road between Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive (Project

No. C329133) to Mosto Construction, the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, in an

~ amount of Two Hundred Sixty-four Thousand Five Hundred Seventy-Five Dollars

($264,575.00) in accord with plans and specifications for the Project and contractor’s bid

" dated Septemnber 26, 2013; and be it

' FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance bond,

$264,575.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $264,575.00, 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 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
negotiate with the second lowest bidder and/or next lowest bidder for the same awarded amount,
if Mosto Construction fails to return the complete signed contract documents and supporting
documents within the days specified in the Special Provision without going back to City Council;
and be it g

\' -
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 ~ BRE)OKS, GALLO, KALB, KAPLAN, GIBSON MCELHANEY, REID, SCHAAF, and

NOES -

PRESIDENT KERNIGHAN

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -

[
!
|
1

ATTEST:

LaTonda Simmons
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council
of the City of Qakiand, Califormia
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RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO
AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO PACIFIC
TRENCHLESS, INC., THE LOWEST RESPONSIVE AND
RESPONSIBLE BIDDER FOR THE REHABILITATION OF
SANITARY SEWERS BOUNDED BY MACARTHUR BOULEVARD,
MAPLE AVENUE, BARNER AVENUE, AND FRYE STREET
(PROJECT NO. C428510 SUB-BASIN 80-102) IN ACCORD WITH
PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE PROJECT AND
CONTRACTOR’S BID IN THE AMOUNT OF ONE MILLION THREE
HUNDRED FIFTY-FOUR THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED SIXTY-
SEVEN DOLLARS ($1,354,367.00)

WHEREAS, on September 26, 2013, four bids were received by the Office ofithe City Clerk of:
the City ofiQakland for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers bounded by MacArthur Boulevard,
Maple Avenue, Bamer Avenue, and Frye Street (Project No. C428510, Sub-Basin 80-102); and

WHEREAS, Pacific Trenchless, 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 Desi gn ,
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project No. C428510; $1,354,367.00;
and these fiinds 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 ofithis contract is in the public interest because ofieconomy or better
performance and that this contract 1s ofia professional, scientific or technical nature; and

WHEREAS, Pacific Trenchless, Inc. complies with all LBE/SLBE and trucking requirements;
and

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



RESOLVED: That the City Administrator is authorized to award a construction contract
for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers bounded by MacArthur Boulevard, Maple Avenue,
Bamer Avenue, and Frye Street (Project No. C428510, Sub-Basin 80-102) to Pacific
Trenchless, Inc., the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, in an amount of One Million
Three Hundred Fifty-four Thousand Three Hundred Sixty-Seven Dollars ($1,354,367.00) in
accord with plans and specifications for the Project and contractor’s bid dated September
26, 2013; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance bond,
$1,354,367.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $1,354,367.00, 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 Pacific Trenchless, Inc. on behalf of the City of Qakland and to execute
any amendments or modifications of the contract within the limitations of the project
specifications; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or her designee, is hereby authorized to
negotiate with the second lowest bidder andéor next lowest bidder for the same awarded amount,
if Pacific Trenchless, Inc. fails to return the complete signed contract documents and supporting
documents within the days specified in the Special Provision without going back to City Council;
and be 1t

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, Califorma
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RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO
AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO J. HOWARD
ENGINEERING, INC, THE LOWEST RESPONSIVE AND
RESPONSIBLE BIDDER FOR THE REHABILITATION OF
SANITARY SEWERS IN THE AREA BOUNDED BY
EMBARCADERO STREET, DENNISON STREET, KING STREET,
FREDERICK STREET, AND KENNEDY STREET (PROJECT NO.
C428610 SUB-BASIN 61-01) IN ACCORD WITH PLANS AND
SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE PROJECT AND CONTRACTOR'’S BID
IN THE AMOUNT OF EIGHT HUNDRED NINETY-SIX THOUSAND
EIGHTY-SIX DOLLARS ($896,086.00)

WHEREAS, on October 10, 2013, three 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
Embarcadero Street, Dennison Street, King Street, Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street (Project
No. C428610, Sub-Basin 61-01); and

WHEREAS, J. Howard Engineering, 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. C428610; $896,086.00; 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, J. Howard Engineering, 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

RESOLVED: That the City Administrator is authorized to award a construction contract
for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcadero Street,
Dennison Street, King Street, Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street (Project No. C428610,
Sub-Basin 61-01) to J. Howard Engineering, Inc., the lowest responsive and responsible
bidder, in an amount of Eight Hundred Ninety-six Thousand Eighty-Six Dollars
($856,086.00) in accord with plans and specifications for the Project and contractor’s bid
dated October 10, 2013; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance bond,
$896,086.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $896,086.00, 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 J. Howard Engineering, 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
negotiate with the second lowest bidder and/or next lowest bidder for the same awarded amount,
if J. Howard Engineering, Inc. fails to return the complete signed contract documents and
supporting documents within the days specified in the Special Provision without going back to
City Council; and be it

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

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

IN COUNCIL, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, , 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

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

NOES -
ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST:

LaTonda Simmons
| : City Clerk and Clerk of the Councll
of the City of Qakland, California



