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AGENDA REPORT 
CITY OF OAKLAND 

TO: DEANNA J. SANTANA 
CITY ADMINISTRATOR 

SUBJECT: Rehab of Sanitary Sewers 

FROM: Brooke A. Levin 
Interim Director, PWA 

DATE: October 14,2013 

City Administrator 
Approval 

Date: 

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 Al, A2, 
A3 andA4. 

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; recormecting 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 $445,312.00 
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2. 

3. 

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, of the 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 
of $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 

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, of the rehabilitation of 6,805 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 three bids for this project in the amount 
of $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, of the 
rehabilitation of 2,748 linear feet of existing 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 of 
$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 of these 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 verified 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 is 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, theLocal 
Business Enterprise and Small Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) participation will 
be 94.31%), which exceeds the City's 50%o 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 
Oakland residents, and 50% of all new hires are to be Oakland residents. The LBE/SLBE-
information has been verified by the Social Equity Division of the Department of 
Contracting and Purchasing, and is shown in Attachment C3. 

Construction is scheduled to begin in 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 Attachment 
C4. 

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 
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 
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) 

$283,569.00 

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) 

$264,575.00 

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

$1,354,367.00 

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) 

$896,086.00 

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

SOURCE OF FUNDING: 

FUNDING SOURCES AMOUNT 

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329132 

$283,569.00 

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329133 

$264,575.00 

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organizafion (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C428510 

$1,354,367.00 

Sewer.Service Fund (3100); Capital Project - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organizafion (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C428610 

$896,086.00 

2. 

3. 
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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 previously completed 
project is satisfactory and is included as Attachment Dl. 

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 Oakland residents, and 50% of all new hires are to be Oakland residents, which 
will result in dollars being spent locally. 

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

Social Equit>': This project is part of the citywide program to eliminate wastewater overflows, 
thereby benefiting all Oakland residents. 

CEOA 

A Negative Declaration for sewer rehabilitation projects was adopted by Ordinance No. 10876 
C.M.S. and with approval by City Council on June 23, 1987. 
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For questions regarding this report, please contact Gus Amirzehni, Engineering Design and 
Right-of-Way Manager, 510-238-6601. 

Respectfiilly submitted. 

LOOKE A. LEVIN 
Interim Director, Public Works Agency ^ 

Reviewed by: 

Michael Neary, P.E., Assistant Director, 

PWA, Department of Engineering and Construction 

Reviewed by; 
Gus Amirzehni, P.E., Engineering 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 A l , A2, A3, and A4 - Project Location Map 
Attachment B - Project Construction Schedule 
Attachment CI, C2, C3, and C4 - Contracts & Compliance Unit Compliance Evaluation 
Attachment D l and D2 - Contractor Performance Evaluation 
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Attachment 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 Y / / / / / A 



; 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 Y / / / / / A 



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 



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 

LOCATION MAP 
NOT TO SCALE ' 

LIMIT OF WORK Y / / / / / A 



Attachment B 

Project Construction Schedules 

ID Task Name Start Finish 
2014 

ID Task Name Start Finish 

Dec Jan 1 Feb | Mar | Apr | May | Jun | Jul | Aug | 
1 Project No. C329132 Mon 2/3/14 Fri 4/25/14 ^ u 1^ 

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 2/24/14 Fri 5/16/14 

6 

7 Project No. C428510 Mon 3/17/14 Fri 6/6/14 

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

9 

10 Project No. C428610 Fri 3/21/14 Thu 6/12/14 V ^ 
11 Construction Fri 3/21/14 Thu 6/12/14 

• • • 1 • 
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Attachment CI 

INTER OFFICE MEMORAND UM 
CITYOFOAKL^ND 

T O : Gunawan Santoso, 
Civil Engineer 

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

SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis D A T E : October 21, 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 

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

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

Earned Credits and Discounts 

Company Name Original Bid 
Amount T
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Mosto 
Construction $283,569.00 92.73% .35% 91.32% 1.06% 100% 92.73% 5% $269,390.55 Y 

Pacific 
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% 92.39% 5% . $364,419.05 Y 

Andes 
Construction $445,312.00 96.07% .45% 94.50% 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 requirement. 
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 I OF 
O A K L A N D 

For Informational Furnoses 

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

Contractor Name: Mosto Construction 
Project Name: 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 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? 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 
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A B 
C D 

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

E F G H 
Goal Hours 

J 

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% Oakland Apprenticeship Program goals. 

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



City Administrator's Office 

Contracts and Comnl iance Un i t 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

OAKLAND 

PROJECT NO.: 0328132 

PROJECT NAIVIE: 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 

CONTRACTOR: Mosto Construction 

Enalneei's Estimate: 
$315,980.00 

piscounted Bid Amount: 
$269,390.55 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
$283,569.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$14,178.45 

OverAJnder Engineer's Esfimatg 
$32,411.00 

Discount Points: 
5% 

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

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? 

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

c) % ofySLBE 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) 

YES 

0.35% 
91.32% 

*1.06% 

YES 

100% 

YES 

6% 

5. Additional Comments. 
"Proposed VSLBE/LPG participation Is valued at .53%. however per the L/SLBE Program a 
VSLBE/LPG's participation Is double counted towards meeting the regulrement Therefore, the 
value Is 1.06% 

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

10/21/2013 

Reviewing 
Officer: 

Approved By: 

Date: 

Date 

10/21/2013 

pate: 10/21/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 1 

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 

Project No.: C329132 Engineers Est : 315,980 tinder/Over Engineers Estimate: 32,411 

Disclplirjs Prime & Subs Location Cer t 

Status 

LBE S L B E * V S L B E / L P G 

doubie counted 
value 

Total 

L B E / S L B E 

U S L B E 

Trucking 

Total 

Trucking 

TOTAL For Tracking Only 

Dollars Ethn. IBE WBE 

PRIME 

Trucking 

HOPE Pipe 

Pre-cast MH 
Structure 

Pipe Fitting 

Concrete, 

CCTU i 

Mosto Construction 
Monore Brooks 
Trucking 

P & F Distributors 

Old Castle Precast 

Mission Clay 

Larnis 

APIT 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Brisbane 

Pleasanton 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Elk Grove 

CB 

C B 

U B 

U B 

C B 

U B 

U B 

258.949 

1,500 

1,000 

258,949 

1,500 

1,000 

1,500 1.500 

257,949 

1,500 

18,050 

2.600 

• 1,000 

1,000 

1,470 

258,949 

A A 1,500 

1,470 

Project Totals 
$1.000 

0.35% 

$258,949 

91.32% 

$1,500 

*1.06% 

$261,449 

92.73% 

$1,500 

100% 

$1,500 

100% 

$283,569 

100% 

261,919 

92.37% 

$0 

0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s ; The 50% requirements is a combination of 25% L B E and 25% SLSEpartidpalion. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% requirements. A 
LPGVSLBE's participation is double counted toward meeting the requirements. 

Ethnicity 

\A=Afrlcan American 

LBE = Local Business Enterprise 
SLBE = Small Local Business EntarpHsS 
Totai LBE/S1.BE ° All Certified Local and Small Local Businesses 
NPLBE = Nonprofit Local Business Enterprise 
NPSLBE = Nonprofit Small Local Business EnterprisB 

UB = UncerUfled Business 
CB Certified Business 
hflBE B lUIInority Business Enterprise 
WBE ° Women Business Enterprise 

W = Asian Indian 
AP = Asian Pacific 
C = Caucasian 
H = Hispanic 
NA = Native American 
0 = Other 

NL = Not listed 
MO = Multiple Ownerstdp 

Page 1 



City Administrator's Office 

Cont rac ts and Compl iance U n i t 

P R O J E C T EVALUATION FORM 

O A K L A N D 

PROJECT NO.: C329132 

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

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless Inc. 

Engineer's Estimate: 
$315,980.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$353,243.25 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
$371,835.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$18,591.75 

Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
455,855.00 

Discount Points: 
5% 

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

Reviewing 
Officer: 

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? Y E S 

a) % of LBE participation 0% 
b) % of SLBE participation 97.58% 
c) % of V S L B E participation 0% 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? Y E S 

(if yes, list the percentage received) 52^ 

5. Additional Comments. 

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

10/21/2013 

Date: 

Date 

10/21/2013 

Approved By: S J ^ Q Q Q Q J ^ . 6tA/^xLA\AS«XA;eg^. Date: 10/21/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 2 

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 

ProJact'No.: C329132 Engineers Est: 315,980 UnderfOver Engineers Estimate: -55,S55 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location CorL 

status 

LBE S L B E V S L B E / L P G 

'double countsd 
Total 

L B E / S L B E 

L /SLBE 

Trucking 

Total 

Trucking 

TOTAL For Tracking Only 
Dollars Ethn. MBE WBE 

PRIME 

Trucking 
HDPE Pipe 

Pacific Trenchless Inc. 

Williams Trucking 
P & F Distributors 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Brisbane 

CB 

CB 
UB 

362,335 

500 

362,335 

500 500 500 

362,335 

500 
9,000 

AA 500 

Project Totals $0 

0% 

$362,835 

97.58% 

$0 

0% 

$362,835 

97.58% 

$500.00 

100% 

$500 

100% 

$371,835 

100% 

500 $0 

0% 0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The 50% requirements is a combination of 25% L B E and 25% SLBEpanicipation An SLBE Unn can be courMed 100^i towards echievirtg 50% requirements. A 
LPGVSLBE's pBrticipation is double counted toward meeting the requirements. 

U 'Asian Infan 

LBE H Local Bailnesi Enterprise 
SLBE ' Small Local Bualmss EntErptlse 

ToUl LBE/SLBE = All Ceitified Local and Small Local Buslncasei 
NPLBE = NonProTil Local Business Enterprita 
NPSLBE' NonPnifit Small Local Business Enlerptiie 

UB B Uncertified Business 
CB = CerHrigd Businist 

MBE ° Minority Business Enlerprfse 
WBE 3 Women Business Enterprise 

IP=Asian PaoRc 
C - Caucadan 
H = Hupanic 
l<JA= Native Ameifcan 

0 = Other 
NL=WListed 
MO = MiiUple Ownership 



1 ' ' 

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

Contracts and Compliance Unit ' 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO.: C329132 

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 

CONTRACTOR: J . Howard Engineering Inc. 

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount - Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
$315,980.00 $383,599.00 ' -$67,619.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points: 
$364,419.05 $19,179.95 5% " 

1. Did the 50% local/small 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 Truclting 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 evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./lnitiating Dept. 

10/21/2013 

Date 

Reviewing 
Officer: . . Date: 10/21/2013 

^ 3 
Approved B; , .̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  10/21/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 3 
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 
1 Avenue 

Project No. C 3 2 9 1 3 2 Engineers E s t 315,960 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -67,619 

Discipl ine Prime & Subs Location C e r t L B E S L B E V S L B E / L P G Total U S L B E Total TOTAL For Tracking Only 
S U t u s 'double countad 

vatu* 
L B E / S L B E Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. M B E W B E 

PRIME J . Howard Engineering Inc. Oakland C B 332.399 

V 

332,399 332.399 C 

Truckino \ Williams Trucldng Oakland C B 10,000 10.000 10,000 10,000 10,000 A A 10,000 

Saw Cutting | Bay Line Berlteley U B 3,000 H 3,000 

MH Materials | Old Castle Precast Pleasanton U B 3.500 0 

HDPE Pipe 1 P &F Distributors Brisbane U B 20.000 0 

Fittings j IWlssion Clay Product Oakland C B 7,500 7.500 7.500 C 

Concrete Right Away Ready Mb: Oakland C S 3,000 3.000 3,000 C 

Recyle Mats Inner City Oak land C B 1,500 1,500 1,500 G 
MH 
Coating/Lining Con tech of C A Stockton U B 2,700 C 

Project Totals " $10,500 $343,899 $0 $354,399 SI 0.000 $10,000 $383,599 $13,000 $0.00 

1 2.74% 89 .65% 0 % 92.39% 1 0 0 % 100% 100% 3 .39% 0.00% 

R e C j U i r e m e n t s ; The SOX requlrementi is a combination of 25X LBE and 25KSIBE participation. An SLBE firm can be counted lOOK towards achieving 50% requirements. A 
LPGA'SLBE's participation is double counted toward meeting the requirements. 

I LBE = Ljical Busings I EnlerprlH 
: SLBE > Smat Loul Business Entetpttie 

I Total LBE/SLBE = AH C«lin«<l Local and Small Local Busintssat 
I NPLBE=NanProfltLaca]BuilnflMEntcrpr1ae 
I NPSLBEoKDnPronSmallLocilBusinMiEntaiprise 

UB • UncsttiQad Bonnen 
CB • Cotilled Buslnen 

MBE " Minority Buslnass Enterprise 
WBE B Womon Buslnass Enterpriso 

ethnicity 
A=African hnedcan 
Jo Asian kidsi 
P> Asian Pacitic 

Caucasian 
H = Hlspsn)c 
MA = NaJiieAmenean 
O^OIher 
NL=MolUsteI 
MO-MiepteOvneishlp 



City Administrator's Office 

Cont rac ts and C o m p l i a n c e U n i t 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

O A K L A - N D 

PROJECT NO.: C329132 

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: Andes Construction 

Engineer's Estimate: 
$315,980.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$423,046.40 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
$445,312.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$22,265.60 

OverAJnder Engineer's Estimate 
-$129,332.00 

Discount Points: 
5% 

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

Reviewing 
Officer: 

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? Y E S 

a) % of LBE participation 0.4S% 
b) % of SLBE participation 94.50% 
c) % of VSLBE participation "1.12% 

3. Did the contractor meet the Truci<ing requirement? Y E S 

a) Total SLBE/LBE tnjciting participation 100% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? Y E S 

(if yes, list the percentage received) ^ 

5. Additional Comments. 

*Proposed V S L B E / L P G participation is valued at .56%. however per the L /SLBE Program a 
V S L B E / L P G ' s participation is double counted towards meeting the requiremenL Therefore, 
the value is 1.12% 

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

Date 

10/21/2013 

Approved By: S h s L S i ^ O J U ^ . / ^ a y i f l W ^ i n r ^ . ^ t e : 10/21/2013 

() 0 



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 No.: 0329132 Engineers Est: 315,980 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -129,332 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert LBE SLBE *VSLBE/LPG . Total L/SLBE Total TOTAL Fo rT rack inq Only 

i Status doubia counted 
nhia 

LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. M B E W B E 

PRIME I Andes Construction Oakland C B 414,812.00 414.812.00 414,812 H 414,812 
1 

Saw Cut ; Bay Line Berkeley UB 2,000 H 2,000 

Truclting : Foston Trucking Oakland " C B 5,000 5,000 „ 5.000 5.000 5,000 A A 5,000 

Pipe i P & F Distributors Brisbane UB 10,000 C 

AB ' Inner City Recycling Oakland C B 1.000 1,000 1.000 C 

MH Precast j Old Castle Precast Livermore UB 5.000 C 

AC J Gallagher & Burk Oakland C B 2.500 2,500 . 2.500 C 
1 

Drainrock I Dutra San Rafael UB 1,000 C 

Concrete | Right Away Oakland C B 2.000 2,000 2.000 C 

MH Rehab Contech Stockton UB 2.000 C 

1 

! 
Project Totals $2,000 

0.45% 

$420,812 

94.50% 

$2,500 

*1.12% 

$425,312 

96.07% 

$5,000 

100% 

$5,000 

100% 

$445,312 

100% 

$421,812 

94.72% 

$0 

0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The 50% requirements is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE parllcipatlon. An SLBE flmi can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% requirements. A 
LPB/VSLBE's participation is double counted toward meeting lha requirements. 

LBE • Local Business Enlerartse 
SLBE = Small Loc^ BuElnm Enterprise 

Total LBE/SLBE = All CerUried Local end SmiH Local Busineiiea 

NPLBE ' Nonprofit Local Business Enlerpriso 

NPSLBE = NonProIIl Small Local Business Enterprise 

UB • Uncertified Business 
CB - Certified Business 

MBE o Minority Business Enterprise 

WBE " Woman Business Enterprise 

Asian Indian 

^P • Asian Pacific 
= Caucasian 

H " KisDsnio 
rJA° Native Ametican 

0-08ief . 

NL-NotUstBd 

UO o Uulliple Ownership 



CITY OF OAKLAND 

Attachment C2 

INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: Gunawan Santoso, 
Civil Engineer 

F R O M : Deborah Barnes, Manager, 
• Contracts &Compliance U 

SUBJECT: CompUance Analysis D A T E : October 15,2013 
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 

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 vrith the 50% Local 
Employment Program (LEP) and the 15% Oakland Apprenticeship Program on the bidder's most recently completed 
City of Oakland project. 

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

Earned Credits and Discounts .. 

Company Name 
Original Bid 

Amount T
o
ta

l 

L
B

E
/S

L
B

E
 

L
B

E
 

S
L

B
E

 

•V
S

L
B

E
/L

P
G

 

L
/S

L
B

E
 

T
ru
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T
ot
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 C
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pa
rt
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E
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id
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ts

 

A
d
ju
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d
 B

id
 

A
m

ou
nt

 

EB
O

 C
om

pl
ia

i 
Y

/N
 

Mosto 
Construction $264,575.00 94.31% .25% 92.54% 1.52% 100% 94.31% 5% $25I,346;25 Y -

J, 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 requkement. Therefore, the VSLBE/LPG value for Mosto Construction was 
1.52% and Andes Construction was 1.20%. 



CITY IDF 
O A K L A N D 

For Informational Purposes 

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

Contractor Name: Mosto Construction 
Project Name: Repair of Upper Boham Way Stair/Path within city ROW, Valle Vista Ascending to 
Mira Vista Ave. 
Project NO.C442920 

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

Were all shortfalls satisfied? Yes If no, penalty amount 

15% Oaldand Apprenticeship Program 

Was the 15% Apprenticeship Goal 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 
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A B C D 
E F G H 

/ J A B 
Goal Hours Goal Hours 

E F G H 
Goal Hours 

J 

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% Oakland Apprenticeship Program goals. 

Should you have any questions, you may contact Sophany Hang at (510) 23 8-3 723. 



City Administrator's Office 

Contracts aiid Compliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

OAXLAND 

PROJECT NO.: C329133 

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: Mosto Construction 

Engineer's Estimate: 
$277,260 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
$264,575.00 

OverJUnder Engineer's Estimate 
$12,686.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: Amount of Bid Discount Discount Points: 
$251,346.25 $13,228.75 5% 

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

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? 

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

c) % of VSLBE participation 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? 

• (If yes, list the percentage received) 

YES 

0.25% 
92.54% 

"1.52% 

YES 

100% 

YES 

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 returned to Contract Admin7lnitiating Dept. 

10/15/2013 

Reviewing 
Officer: 

Approved By: 

Date: 

Date 

10/15/2013 

Date: 10/15/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 1 

Proioct 

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 Engineers E s t ' 277,260 • Under/Over Engineers Estimate: 12.6B5 

Discipline Prime & Subs Locauon CerL 

Status 

L B E SLBE •VSLBE/LPG 

doubli countad 
valua 

Total 

L B E / S L B E 

L /SLBE 

Trucking 

Total 

Trucking 

TOTAL For Tracking Only 

Dollars Ethn. M B E W B E 

PRIME 

Trucking 

HDPE Pipe 

Pre-cast MH 
Structure 

Pipe Fitting 

Concrete 

CCTU 

Asphalt 

ivlosto Construdkm 

^onore Brooks 

Trucking 

f ^& f Distributors 

Old Castle Precast 

j'llssion Clay 

Larms 
I 
,OiPIT 

Hansen Asphalt 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Brisbane 

Pleasanton 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Elk Grove 

Berkeley 

CB 

CB 

UB 

UB 

CB 

'UB 

UB 

UB 

244,835 

1,000 

650 

244.835 

1,000 

650 

1,000 1,000 

244.835 

1,000 

12,000 

2,890 

650 

700 

1,300 

1,200 

244.635.00 

AA 1.000 

1,300 

Project Totals $650 

0.25% 

$244,835 

92.54% 

$1,000 

•1.52% 

$246,485 

94.31% 

$1,000 

100% 

$1,000 

100% 

$264,575 

100% 

247,135 

83.41% 

$0 

0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The 50% rsqulrsmsnts is a combination O I 2 S % L B E and 25% SUBEparljapaiion, AnSLBEfirmcanbe counted 100% towards achlsving S0% reqUrements. A 
LPGVSLBE's participation Is double courted toward meating the requirements. 

Ethnicity 

^A•A^lcan American 

liBE ' Local Bualneii Enls^prlM 
' \ SLBE > Sinitl Local Butlnan Enttipilta 

' Total LBEJSLBE = IUI Cartlfletl Ucal and Small Local Buslnasiel 
NPLBE-NanProtn Local BuslnniEnterti;!]* 
NPSLBE > NonPniflt ZnaS Local Buslnaii Entaiprlsa 

UB = Uncartlllad BuiUieu 
CB = Ccctillad Builnni 
MBE > Minority Business EnterpriM 
WBE = Women Business Enterprisa 

Al • Asan Indian 

AP • Asian PadEc 

H-Hlspsnlo 
HA"NaliveA(nencan 
0-ODiar 

KL-NotLJslad 
MO - MulliplaOwnBritilp 

Page 1 



Q A I C L A N D 

City Administrator's Office 

Contracts and Compliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO.: C329133 

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

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless'Inc. 

Enqlneeî s Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
$277,260 $334,909.00 -$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? YES 

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

J a) % of LBE participation 0% 
b) % of SLBE participation * 97.61% 
c) % of VSLBE participation 0% 

I 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) 5.00% 

5. Additional Comments. 

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

10/15/2013 

Date 
Reviewing 
Officer: U ' * ^ / ^ ^ \ ^ " X • ^ate: 10/15/2013 

Approved By: a X o i l Q o i v,̂ . ^ OLr\iLV>^-fcr<^ Date: . ,10/15/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 3 

project N; me: 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 Engineers Es t 277,260 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -57,649 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location CerL 
status 

LBE SLBE VSLBE/LPG 
'doubla counted 

' value 

Total USLBE Total TOTAL ForTrackinq Only Discipline Prime & Subs Location CerL 
status 

LBE SLBE VSLBE/LPG 
'doubla counted 

' value 
LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. M B E W B E 

PRIME 

Trucking 
HDPE Pipe 

Pacific Trenchless Inc. 

Williams Trucking 
P a F Distributors 

Oakland 

Oakland 
Brisbane 

CB 

C B 
UB 

325,709 

1,200 

325.709.00 

1,200 1,200 1,200 

325,709.00 

1.200 
8.000 

C PRIME 

Trucking 
HDPE Pipe 

Pacific Trenchless Inc. 

Williams Trucking 
P a F Distributors 

Oakland 

Oakland 
Brisbane 

CB 

C B 
UB 

325,709 

1,200 

325.709.00 

1,200 1,200 1,200 

325,709.00 

1.200 
8.000 

AA 1,200 

PRIME 

Trucking 
HDPE Pipe 

Pacific Trenchless Inc. 

Williams Trucking 
P a F Distributors 

Oakland 

Oakland 
Brisbane 

CB 

C B 
UB 

325,709 

1,200 

325.709.00 

1,200 1,200 1,200 

325,709.00 

1.200 
8.000 C 

PRIME 

Trucking 
HDPE Pipe 

Pacific Trenchless Inc. 

Williams Trucking 
P a F Distributors 

Oakland 

Oakland 
Brisbane 

CB 

C B 
UB 

325,709 

1,200 

325.709.00 

1,200 1,200 1,200 

325,709.00 

1.200 
8.000 

PRIME 

Trucking 
HDPE Pipe 

Pacific Trenchless Inc. 

Williams Trucking 
P a F Distributors 

Oakland 

Oakland 
Brisbane 

CB 

C B 
UB 

325,709 

1,200 

325.709.00 

1,200 1,200 1,200 

325,709.00 

1.200 
8.000 

PRIME 

Trucking 
HDPE Pipe 

Pacific Trenchless Inc. 

Williams Trucking 
P a F Distributors 

Oakland 

Oakland 
Brisbane 

CB 

C B 
UB 

325,709 

1,200 

325.709.00 

1,200 1,200 1,200 

325,709.00 

1.200 
8.000 

Project Totals $0.00 

0.00% 

$326,909 

97.61% 

$0 

0% 

$326,909 

97.61% 

$1,200.00 

100% 

$1,200 

100% 

$334,909 

100% 

. 1,200 

0% 

$0 

• 0% 

R e q u i r e m p n t S : the 50% requiramsnts is a combination of 25<K LBE and 25% Sl^BE participation. An SLBE Timi can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% requirements. A 
LPGVSLBE's participation is doutHe counted toward meeting the requirements. 

= Asian liuBan 

LBE " Local Business EnlNpilse 

SLBE = Small Local BusinBss Enteqsiiso 

ToUl LBesLBE " AnCsrtined Local and Small Local Busintsses 

HPLBE • NonProllt Local Business Enterprise 

NPSLBE « NonProni Small Local Business Enterprise 

UB ° UncerUfled Business 

CB B Certified Business 

MBE 3 IVtlnority Business Enterprisa 

WBE ° Women Business Enlorpriso 

Asian Pacific 

Caucasian 

KoKsparic 

KA== Naive American 

0=Other 

HL-NolListeif 

MO Mulfiple Ownershf) 



City Administrator's Office 

Contracts and Compliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

\ O A K L A N D 

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: 
$277,260 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$290,522.35 

Contractors' Bid Amourtt 
$305,813.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$15,290.65 

Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
-$28,553.00 

Discount Points: ' 
5% 

1. Did the 50% iocai/smaii 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 Truclting requirement? 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 

5. Additional Comments. 

YES 

YES 

2.29% 
88.39% 

0.00% 

YES 

100% 

YES , 

5% 

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

10/15/2013 

Approved B5 
Date: 10/15/2013 



L B E / S L B E P A R T I C I P A T I O N 

BIDDERZ 
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 Engineers Est: 277,260 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -28,553 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert LBE SLBE VSLBE/LPG Total L/SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only 
Status 'double counted 

vaiat 
LBE/SLBE Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. M B E W B E 

PRIME J. Howard Engineering Inc. Oakland C B 257. B13 257.813 257,813 C 

Trucking Williams Trucking Oakland CB 10,000 10,000 10.000 10,000 10.000 AA 10.000 

Saw Cutting Bay Line Berkeley UB 3,500 H 3.500 

MH Materials Old Castle Precasl Pleasanton UB 4,500 C 

HDPE Pipe P &F Distributors Brisbane UB 14.000 C 

Fittings Mission Clay Product Oaldand C B 7.000 7.000 7.000 c 
Concrete Right Away Ready Mix Oakland C B 3,500 3.500 3.500 c 

Recyle Mats. Inner City . Oakland C B 2,500 2.500 2.500 c 
MM 
Coaling/Lining Contech of CA Stockton UB 3,000 c 

Project Totals $7,000 $270,313 $0 $280,813 $10,000 $10,000 $305,813 $13,500 $0.00 

2.29% 88.39% 0.00% 90.68% 100% 100% 100% 4.41% 0.00% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The sow requirements is a combination of 2594 LBE and 25XSLBE participation. An SLBE firm can be counted lOOX towards achieving 50K requirements. A 

LPG/VSLBE's participation Is double counted toward meeting the requirements. 

LBE H Local Business Enteipilse 

SLBE = Small Local Business Enterprise 

Total LBE/SLBE - All Ceitillad Local end Small Local BusinassM 

NPLBE • NanProUt Local Business Enteiprtse 

NPSLBE s HonProdt Small Local Business Entecpitse 

UB = Uncertiried Business 

CB ~ Ceitilied Business 

MBE B Minority Business EnterpilsQ 

W B E => Women Business Enterpiiss 

Ethnicity 

A = African American 

J = Asian Indian 

\P = Asian PaciRc 

; = Caucasian 

H = Hispank: 

MA ° NaBve American 

O^OUiEf 

NL = Not Listed • 

MO = MuiSple Ownership 



City Administrator's Office 

Contracts and Compl iance Uni t 

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 bety^een 
Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive 

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construction 

Engineer's Estimate: 
. $277,260 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
' $318,401.05 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
$335,159.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$16,757.95 

Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
-$57,899.00 

Discount Points: 
. 5% 

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

Reviewing 
Officer: 

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

a) % of LBE participation 0.60% 
b) % of SLBE participation 92.84% 
c) % of VSLBE participation *1.20% 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES 

a) Total SLBE/LBE truclting participation 100% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES 

- (If yes, list the percentage received) 5% 

5. Additional Comments. 

*Proposed VSLBE/LPG participation is valued at .60%. however per the U S L B E Program a 
VSLBE/LPG's Participation is double counted towards meeting the requirement. Therefore, 
the value is 1.20% 

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./lnitiating Dept 
10/15/2013 

Date 

Date: 10/15/2013 

Approved By: aj)Qrt < Qsaj>Ju^-\aSinL/\€f . 

?r 0 
Date: 10/15/2013 



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 N Q . : p329133 Engineers Est : 277,260 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -57.899 

Discipline 1 Pr ims & Subs Location C e r t L B E S L B E • V S L B e L P G T o U l U S L B E Total TOTAL For Tracl<ino Onlv 

1 
Status doubla Munt«d 

value 
L B E / S L B E Trucking Trucking Dollars Elhn. MBE WBE 

PRIME Lndes Construction Oakland CB 305.159.00 305.159.00 305,158 H 304.159 

Saw Cut I 
Bay Line 

Berkeley UB 2,000.00 H 2.000 
Trucking 1 

poston Trucking 

P & F Oislribulors 

Oakland CB 5,000 5.000 5,000 5.000 5.000 AA 5,000 
Pipe 

1 

poston Trucking 

P & F Oislribulors 
Brisbane UB 10,000 c 

AB 
1 
Inner City Recycling Oakland CB 1.000 1.000 1.000 C 

MH Precast Old Casile Precasl Livermore UB 5,000 c 
A C Gallagher & Burk Oakland CB 2.000 2,000 2,000 c 
Drainrock Dutra San Rafael UB 1,000 c 
Concrete Right Away Oakland CB 2.000 2.000 2,000 c 
MH Rehab Contech Stockton UB 2,000 c 

Prolect Totals - $2,000 

0.60% 

$311,159 

92.84% 

$2,000 

•1 .20% 

$315,159 

94.64% 

$5,000 

100% 

$5,000 

100% 

$335,159 

100% 

$311,159 

92.84% 

$0 

0% 
R e q u i r e m e n t s : The 50%requirements is a combination of 2 5 % L B E a n d 2 5 % S L B E p a n i a p a b o n . A n S L B E f i m i can be counted 100K towards ectileving 5D%requ1mnents. A 

L P B / V S L B E ' s participation Is double counlsd lowanl meeting (tie requirements. 

LBE • L o n i But ln i is Enterudig 

SLBE •• Small Local B u t l i m i EntMprlia 

Jota\ LBE/SLBE - AH CarUrfwl Loci l ind Sinitl Local B u i l n e i m 

IPLBE - HonPrani Local B i j ^na i i Enl i ipr lst 

IPSLBE Nonprofit Small [.ocal Bua lnu i Endrprt)* 

UB = Uneartmid B u i l n s n 
CB ' CortitlBil Bualneis 

M B E a MInorfty B u s i n e s s Enterpr ise 

W B E " W o m a n B u s i n e s s Enterpr ise 

M>Asan Indian 
\ P = Aniwi PaeiSa 
C •Csucaslan 

NA-Native American 

0-Olher 

NL°NotUe1ad 

MO°MulliplsOwn«rdiip 



Attachment C3 
CITY roF 

OAKLAND IJ^TER OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

T O : Gunawan Santoso, 
Civil Engineer 

F R O M : Deborah B a m e ^ ; ; ; ^ p ^ - ? ^ > ^ ^ ^ 
Manager, Contracts &Compnance 

S U B J E C T : Compliance Analysis D A T E : 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 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 Oaldand project. 

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

Earned Credits and Discounts 

Company Name 
Original Bid 

Amount T
o
ta

l 

L
B

E
/S

L
B

E
 

L
B

E
 

S
L

B
E

 

•V
S

L
B

E
/L

P
G

 

L
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L
B

E
 

T
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T
ot
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E
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id
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un
ts

 

A
d

ju
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d
 

B
id

 

A
m

ou
nt

 

EB
O

 
C

om
pl

ia
r 

Y
/N

 

Pacific Trenchless $1,354,367 94.09% 0.0% 94.09% 0.0% 100% 94.09% 5% $1,286,648.65 Y 

J. Howard 
Engineer inR 

$1,419,955 91.55% 1.73% 89.82% 0.00% 100% 9L55% 5% $1,348,957.25 Y 

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. 
AH 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%. 



CITY I OF 
O A K L A N D 

Page 2 

For Informational Purposes 

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

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

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, penalty amount? 

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

50% Local Employment Program (LEP) 15% Apprenticeship Program 
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A B C D 
E F G H 

/ 
J A B 

Goal Hours Goal Hours 
E F G H 

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% Oakland 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. 



O A K L A N D 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR 
O A I 

Contracts & Comnliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO.: C428510 

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

CONTRACTOR: Pacific Trenchless 

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer'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 $67,718.35 5.00% 

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

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

a) % of LBE participation 0.00% 
b) % of SLBE participation 94.09% 

c) % of VSLBE/LPG 

3., Did the contractor meet the Tnjcking 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 retumed to Contract Admin./lnitiating DepL 

10/16/2013 

Date 

Reviewing 
Officer: 1/A Ji A I f A ^ ^ ^ L / t t ! ^ Y U i Dat£l 10/16/2013 

Approved By: 5 > y ^ ^ ^ _ 0 , , ^ ^ JL0/i6/2013_ 



Project Name: 

LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 1 
Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers Bounded by MacArthur Blvd, Maple Avenue, Barner Avenue and Frye Street 

Project No, ; C 4 2 8 5 1 0 Engineers Es t : 1,333,160.00 UnderfOver Engineers Est imate: -21,207.00 

Disc ip l ine Pr ime & S u b s Locat ion C e r t 

Status 

L B E S L B E V S L B E / L P G 

{Double 

counted) 

Total 

L B E / S L B E 

U S L B E 

Truck ing 
Total 

Truck ing 

T O T A L 

Dollars Ethn. 
For Tracking Only 

M B E W B E 

PRIME ' 
Trucking 
C IPP Lining 
H D P E Pipe 

Pacific Trenchless 
Wi l l i ams Truck ing 
Ctiristia'n B r o s L in ing 
P & F Distr ibutors 

Oakland 
O a k l a n d 
S a n J o s e 
B r i sbane 

C B 
C B 
U B 
U B 

1,264,367.00 
10,000.00 

1,254,367.00 

io;ooo.oo 10,000.00 10.000.00 

:.:r 

1,264,367.00 
10.000.00 
8.000.00 

72,000.00 

A A 10.000 00 

$0 .00 

0 .00% 

$1,274,367.00 

94,09% 

$0.00 

0 ,00% 

$1,274,367,00 

94,09% 

510,000.00 

100 ,00% 

$10,000.00 

100 .00% 

$1,354,367.00 

100 .00% 

$10,000.00 

0 ,74% 

SO 

0 .00% 

Requirements: 
Tine SOfi requirements Is a combination of 25K LBE and 25% SLBE participation. An 
SLBE liim can be counted 100% lowards achieving 50% requirements. ,i:BE2_5%[i 

LBE * Laeal Builnais EntsipriM 

ELBE • Small Local ButltiMa EntaqirlH 

Total LBE/SLBE=All CntRtd Locd and Small Local BusltiMses 

NPLBE = NanPtaflt Local Businow Entarpiisft 

NPSLBE • tjonProfit Small Local Bonnai Enterptlia 

tt i .-.--..;; 

^iTOTAL^LBE/SLBEll-

i t e — 
UB • Uneartlll*d Buglnasi 

CQ • CaitiriBd Builntra 

MBE - Minority Business Enlerprtso 

WBE "Women Buslnoss Enterprise 

Ethnici ty 
AA = African American 

Al = Asian Indian 

APoA^PadDc 

C'CaucaaiBn 

H^Hiipank: 

HA • NatiVB American 

NL = NiilUsted 

UD^hfalfipleOMiwnMp 



OFFICE OF T H E CITY ADMINISTRATOR 

Contracts & Compliance Unit 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

O A K L A N D 

PROJECT NO.: C428510 

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

CONTRACTOR: J . Howard Engineering 

Engineer's Estimate: 
1,333,160.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$1,348,967.26 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
$1,419,955.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$70,997.76 

Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
-86,795.00 

Discount Points: 
5.00% 

1. Did the 50% local/small local requirements apply? Y E S 

2. Did the contractor meet the 50% requirement? 

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

c) % of VSLBE/LPG 

3. Did the contractor meet the Tmcking requirement? 

c) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 

5. Additional Comments." 

Y E S 

1.73% 
89.82% 

0.00% 

YES 

100.00% 

Y E S 

5.00% 

Reviewing 
Officer: 

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

10/16/2013 

Date: 

Date: 

Date 

10/16/2013 

10/16/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 2 
Project Name: Rehabilitatlon of Sanitary Sewers Bounded by MacArthur Blvd, Maple Avenue, Bamer Avenue and Frye Street 

Project No.: C42S510 Engineers E s t 1,333,160.00 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: 1,320.6B0.O0 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location Ce r t L B E S L B E V S L B E / L P G Total L /SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only 

Status (Double 
counted) 

L B E / S L B E Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. M B E W B E 

PRIME J . Ijfoward Engmeering Oaklend C B 1,221,455.00 1,221,455.00 
' 20,000.00 

1,221,455.00 C 

Tfucklng Wil l iams Trucking Oakland C B 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 ' 20,000.00 . 20,000.00 A A 20.000.00 

Trucking C J C Trucking Oakland C B 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 20.000.00 20,000.00 A A 20,000.00 

Saw Culdng B a Line Berkeley U B 6,000.00 H 6,000.00 

CIPP Ch'ristian Bros Lining San Jose U B 13.000.00 C 

Pipe Supplier PS^F Distributors Brisbane ' U B 82.000.00 C 

MH Materials Olcl Cast le P re -Cas t U S Concrete 
Miss ion Clay 

Pleasanton U B 10.000.00 C 

FitUngs 
Olcl Cast le P re -Cas t U S Concrete 
Miss ion Clay Oakland C B 12,000.00 12,000.00 12.000,00 C 

Concrete Right Away Redy Mix Oakland C B 12,500.00 12,500.00 12.500.00 C 
Manhole Lining C o i tech of C A Stockton 9.000.00 C 
Recyde Material Inn er City Recycl ing Oakland C B • 14,000.00 14,000.00 14.000.00 

;MStals! $24,500 00 $1,275,455 00 $0 00 $1,299,955 00 $40,000.00 $40,000 00 $1,419,955.00 $46,000.00 $0 

. 1.73% sg.82% 0.00% 91.55% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 3 24% 0,00% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : 
The 50% requiramsnts i 
linn can t>e counted 1O0 

; a combmaSon of 25% LBE and 26% SLBE participaUon. An SLBE 
towards adileving 50% reqiriremenls 

-"•'i.,%SS|,J^.fil': 

| d l iBE25%' * ^ 
r<-'.4'.;?-i.'.V.'-»i:; j i 

feSliBE25%> ';;TOtAC'LBi/SLSE¥ 
Sf̂ Îsow LBE/siiB E^H;| 

Ethnicity 
AA • Uican American 

Al-Asbnlniliai 

AP" Asian Padlic 

1 
LBE " Local Bmlnni EntoipriiD 
SLBE ' Sntill Local Buslmsi Entarpriu 
Totil LBOSLBE ° All Cortlflod Locsl and Small Lacil Builnosiu 
KPl̂ BE - Nonprofit Locil Bmlmti Entirprts* 
HPSLBE = tJonProfit Small Local Builnini Ent»rprl» 

UB - Uncirtlllid Bininisi 
CB • CertIfl«I Busfnaii 

MBE " Minority Business Eriterprlse 
WBE 3 Woman Buslnoss Enterprise 

C'Ceucatlan 
H-Hlcpailo 
NA=N3lho American 

O-Other 
NL-Na(Uded 
MO-MutOplaOwnetdiTp 



OFFICE OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR 

Contracts & Compliance Unit 

V PROJECT EVALUATiON FORM 

PROJECT NO.: C42851Q 

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

CONTRACTOR: Andes Construction 

Engineer's Estimate: Contrarfors' 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% 

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

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

a) % of LBE participation 0.14% 
b) % Of SLBE participation 98.37% 

c) % Of VSLBE/LPG *0.272% 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirennent? YES 

c) Total SLBE/LBE tmcking participation 100.00% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 5.00% 

5. Additional Comments. i • 

, *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 reguirement. 

^ - [ 

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

' 10/16/2013 

Reviewing' 

Date 

Officer: , / ( M / C ' ^ ' ' ' ' ^ ^ ^ / / ^ ^ •- v Date: 10/16/2013 

Approved By: 
Date: 10/16/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 3 
Project 
Name: 

Rehabil i tation of Sanitary Sewers Bounded by MacArthur Blvd, Map le Avenue , Barner A v e n u e and Frye Street 

Project No.: 0428510 Engineers Est: 1,333,160.00 Under/Over Engineers Estitnate: - 1,331,160.00 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert. 

Status 

LBE S L B E VSLBE/LPG 
(Double 
counted! 

Total 

LBE/SLBE 

L/SLBE 

Trucking 

Total 

Trucking 

TOTAL For Tracking Only 
Dollars Ethn. M B E W B E 

Prime 
Saw Cutting 
Trucking 
Pipe 
AB 

hAh Precast 
Asphalt 
Dram Rack 
Concrete 
MH Rehab 

Andes Construction 

Bay Line 

Foston TrL eking 

P & F Distrii)Ulors 

Inner City Recycl ing 

Old Castle 
Gallagher 
Dutra 

Right Avja^ 
Contech 

Precast 
& Burk 

Oakland 

Berkeley 
Oakland 
Bribane 
Oakland 
Livermore 
Oakland 
San Rafael 

Oakland 
Stockton 

CB 
UB 
CB 
UB 
CB 
UB 
CB 
UB 
CB 
UB 

1,442,253.00 

5,000.00 

1,000.00 

2,000.00 

2,000.00 

1.442,253.00 

5,000.00 

1.000.00 

2,000.00 

2,000.00 

5,000.00 5.000.00 

442.253.00 
2,000.00 
5.000.00 

10.000.00 
1.000.00 
5.000.00 
2.000.00 
1.000.00 
2.000.00 
2,000.00 

1,442,253.00 

2,000.00 

AA 5,000.00 

$2,000.00 

0.14% 

$1,448,253.00 

98.37% 

$2,000.00 

0.272% 

$1,452,253.00 

98.64% 

$5,000.00 

100.00% 

$5,000.00 

100.00% 

$1,472,253.00 

100.00% 

$1,449,253.00 

98.44% 

$0 

0.00% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s ; | 
The 50% requirements Is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE 
panicipatlon. /\n SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 
50% requirements. 

F I ! B E 2 5 % : 
ftflf50%-UBeSLB 

Uck lNG - ' i^ i 'V 

LBE = Local Business Enterprise 
SLSE a Small L̂ ocal Business Enterprise 
Total LBE/SLBE " Ail Certified Local and Small Local Businesses 
NPLBE = Nonprofit Local Business Erteiprise 
NPSLBE •> KonProflt Small Local Business Enterprise 

UB = Uncertified Business 
CB « Certified Business 

MBE B (Minority Business Enterprise 

WBE •> Women Business Enterprise 

Etitnicity 
AA = African American 

M = Asian Indian 

AP = Asian Padlic 

[; = Caucasian 

H = Hispanic 
NA = Nabve American 
D = OBier 
NL = Not Listed 
UO ' Mullipie Ownership 



Attachment C4 

INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF O A K L \ N D 

TO: David Ng, 
Assistant Transportation Engineer 

F R O M : Deborah Barnes, Manager, 
'y Contracts &CompIiance 

S U B J E C T : Compliance Analysis D A T E : 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 minimum 50% Local and Small Local 
Business Enterprise (L/SLBE) participation requirement, a prelimiMg^ je^^w|"g^M)m^li^ce with the Equal 
Benefits Ordinance (EBO), and a brief overview of the lowest responsibfe Didder s compliance with the 50% Local 
Employment Program (LEP) and the 15% Oaldand 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 rroposed Participation 
— — 

1 

Company Name 
Original Bid 

Amount T
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L
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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 requirement. 
They are all EBO compliant. 

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



Page 2 

For Informational Purposes 

CITY f OF 
O A K L A N D 

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 (LEP) 

Was the 50% LEP Goal achieved? NA If no, shortfall hours? N/A 

Were all shortfalls satisfied? NA If no, penalty amount N/A 

V 

Was the 15% Apprenticeship Goal achieved? NA If no, shortfall hours? N/A 

Were shorttalls satistied'.'' N/A " If no, penalty amount N/A""" 

The spreadsheet below provides details of the 50%i 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. 

S0% Local Employment Program (LEP) 15% Apprenticeship Program 
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A B C D 
E F G H / 

J A B 
Goal Hours Goal Hours 

E F G H 
Goal Hours 

J 

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 Oakland in the last fiscal 
year. 

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



City Administrator's Office 
• ' " • • • i i — i i n u l l I 1 n i l f i n s 

O A K L A N D 

Contracts and Compl iance Un i t 

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: J . Howard Engineering Inc. 

Engineer's Estimate: Contractors' Bid Amount Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
$677,010.00 $896,086.00 -$219,076.00 

Discounted-Btd:Amount: „ Amount of.Bid.Discount Discount-Points: : . 
$851,281.70 $44,804.30 5% 

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

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

a) % of LBE participation 1.23% 
b) % of SLBE participation 88.51% • 

c) % of VSLBE participation 0% 

' 3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES 

a) Total SLBE/LBE tnjclting participation 100% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES 

(if yes, list the percentage received) 5% 

5. Additional Comments. 

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

10/21/2013 
Date 

Reviewing 
Officer: ^ ^ J < i W 7 ^ Date: 10/21/2013 

Approved B\ ^ 
•» r_/, n Pgjg. 10/21/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 

BIDDER 1 
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.: 0428610 Engineers Est 677,010 
i 

Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -219,076 

Discipline Prime & Subs Location Cert LBE • SLBE 1 VSLBE/LPG Total USLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only 
status ;'doublDcaunliicl 

i value 
LBE/SLBE , Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. M B E W B E 

PRIME J. Howard Engineering Inc. Oakland CB 758.086 
( 

758.086 758,086 C 

Trucking WiMiama Trucking Oakland CB 15.000 
\ -
I 15.000 15,000 15,000 15,000 AA 15.000 

Trucking CJC Trucking Oakland CB 15.000 15.000 15,000 15.000 y 15,000 AA 15.000 

HDPE Pipe P &F Distributors Brisbane UB 75,000 C 

Saw Cutting Bay Line Berkeley UB 5,000 H 5,000 

MH Materials Old Castle Precast Pleasanton UB 8,500 C 

Fittings Mission Clay Product Oakland C B 3,500 3,500 3,500 C 

Concrete Rigllt Away Ready Mix Oakland C B 7,500 7.500 7,500 C 

Recyle Mats. inner City Oakland CB 5,000 5.000 5,000 c 
MM 
Coating/Lining Contech of CA Stockton UB 3,500 c 

Project Totals $11,000 

-1.23% 

$793,086 

88.51% 

1 $0 

1 0% 

$804,086 

89.73% 

$30,000 

100% 

$30,000 

100% 

$896,086 

100% 

$35,000 

3.91% 

$0.00 

0.00% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The S O K requirements is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE participation. An SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving 50% requirements. A 

LPG/VSLBE's participation Is double counted toward meeting the requirements. 

LBE 3 Local Business Enterprise 

SLBE = Smin Loeel Business Enterprisa 

Total LBE/SLBE = All Certified Local and Small Local Businesses 

NPLBE = NonProtIt Local Business Enterprise 

NPSLBE = NonProrrt Small Local Business Enterprise 

UB B Uncertiflid ButincM 
I 

CB " Certified Business 

MBE ° Minority Business Enterprise 

WBE >> Women Business Enterprise 

Ethnicity 

W=African Miencan 

J = Asian Indian 

\P = Asian Pacific 

b = Caucasian 

H = ^panic 

NA = NaSve American 

0 " Oilier 

NL=NolUstEid 

MO = Multiple Ownership 



CITY OF OAKLAND 
Public Works Ateney - CanUsci Services 

CONTRACTOR BID RESULTS 
PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECTNO: 

BID DATE: ! 

ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: 

ISSUED TO COMPLIANCE, PROJECT MANAGER AND ALL 

PRIME BIDDERS: 

BASIS OF AWARD: 

COMPLIANCE OFFICER: 

COMMENTS: | 

Tlie RehabiliUtion of Soniuiy Sewer) in the Aies Bounded by Embenedero Stte«l, Dcnniion SITDDI. King. Stittt, Fredenck Street, tnd Kennedy Sireel ( Sub-Besin 6141) 

C428610 i 
Tliurjdiy. Oclobet 10.2013 | 
1677,010.00 j 

I 
Thursday. October 10. 201J | 
base bid I 
Sophany Hane | 
The published cn^necr'i eslimite w u in error duo 10 a calculalion mislskc. Tlie correct Enginect'i cslimale sliould be 1690,660. 

,,.v.Documents.Requlre3,W L-.'Zt'^ .-tj ANDes coiisiwjcnoN,' i N t ^ j ^ ' ' PAo'nc TRErKtOEss, I M C 

C s f l l n c l i i i ' i Wd r s i m i n d eld Sd i cdu l c Y 1 Y Y 

[ feeni* T V P * ( I K I f l It A a h a p n CSL17 A 1 W A 1 V A 1 r 
W d c n d u m i i l n o n M e e n i c n t . NA 1 NA NA 

e u e g n d Y 1 Y Y 

SchtdiVIe O • C i m p i ^ Contt lbuUani Cert inci t lon Y 1 Y Y 

Sd ieduk R • Subcon lnc lo r , Supntlef, T ruc l iH U s U n i V ! Y V 

I t T n i d b i f l l m i u l n d . w u o n i l f n t d ? y 1 Y Y 

1 
I " ' ^ J Engine er,'s Est! m a t e t-'"X =' J^'HOWAUD ENGINEERING; n c . ' ^ ANDSCONSIitUCnDV' INC.'-v1 ^ PAOFICTTtENlHlESS, W C " 

Item Number 
1 

Item D«E i Ip I l an 

Payment S p a c 

Sect ion OuHi l l tV U n l l Unit Price AmDunt U n H P i l n Amount UnnPrio Amount Unit P i l e * Amount 

1 TBAfFICCONIROL 7.10.1 1 LS 910,000,00 $ 10,000.00 S 79.ooaoa s 79,000 00 s 175,000.00 $ 175.000 00 5 73,314,00 s 73,914 0 0 

1 1 PHOJECTt lGHS 7-11 2 EA $1,000.00 5 1,00001 $ 1175XB s 1,550,00 s s.aoaj» 10.000 00 i 9.555,00 s 7,iin.oo 

i ', MANHOtEREKABnirATK>Nr>1>E3 5DO-I.7(hJ lo (e) B ^ EA $1,500.00 S UflCOK $ 5,45aoa i (S,eio,oo $ 3,50aD0 S 31.000,00 i 13,955 00 s l l l . E 4 i i . o a 

4 1 MANHOLE REHASIUTATHHj r iPE 4 50O-3.7(f) t EA Ss.soo.oa $ s %tTo.oa S 59,110.00 5 11,00000 s 131.000,00 S 16,500.00 s 93.D00XO 

s 

BEPIACE EX SS W / W HDCE SDH-17 

SAN ITARV SEWER BY PtPtEXTANOING 

M E I H O O . P I P E H E H A e i U T A n O N T Y J E J 

500-1.1.9 ICO IF 5155,00 S 15.SQ0J)C s 71500 $' 1 1 4 0 0 4 0 $ I T S J O s' 17,S0OJ)O S 7 C 5 A ] s IG.SOOLOO 

B 

' REPLACE EX S S W / i r HOPE SOfl-17 

. S A N r T A R Y s E w E i t e y p i P t - i x P A K O i M G 

. METHOD. PIPE REHAenj IATWM TYPE J 

S O O - L L S IF $195 00 S 4 t f , 0 (0 .00 s • 117.00 
i 

$ ses .J is iu $ 195.00 s 4a9,oea.oo S 175,00 $ 619,70000 

7 

' R E P L A C E E X S S W / i r H D r e S D R - l ? 

: SAWrrAf lvSEWERBYFIPE-EXPANOWG 

. MFr«OD,PIPEREHABlUTATH)WT¥PEl 

SOO-1.1.9 140 IF S14DA1 $ u,6oaaa i 173.00 $ a t .uo jn S IIS-OO $ 3i,5aaoa s i t a ,DO $ 39,100.00 

a • POlMTRtPAl f l ON EHSTIHG SEWER P t « 500-1J .7 .C 10 EA S500.00 s s,ooo.ac s ).oa $ 5 0 X 0 s 500.00 i 5.000.00 i 1.00 s 10.00 

3 EXCAVATION I. BACXFtU FOR POINT REPAIR SDO-1.2.7.1 10 EA $].Eoa<n s is^ooaw s s.oo S joxn s 2,50QJ» s 15,00000 s IM % 10.00 

10 
ADDITIONAL P O i m REPAIR ON EXISTINS 

SEWER PfPE 
S0O-1.2.7.d 15 LF S30.ao $ 4sa.oo t 7.00 s 10.00 s LOO s 15 00 s IM S 3 0 0 0 

11 
ADOmOrtAL EXCAVATION & BACKFILL FDR 

P O i m REPAIR 
500-1,7.7,6 IS LF $9000 $ ussoac $ 1.00 i 30JXI i 1.00 s is.oo s IXXJ S 3I IJU 

RECONNECT HOUSE CONNECTION S S T o 

• R t H A B I l l T A T E B / R E H A a D M A I N 
50O4,e .d . * 21 EA S 1.000.00 i i i ,ooaoo s 1 , 7 M 0 0 s 39,150.00 s U O O O O s 33,000.00 s S75.00 S 1,15000 

u 

[ REHABILITATE HOUSE CONNECnON SEWER 

, FROM 1-WAY CO TO HEHASIUTATEO 

' /REPUtCEO MAIN 
4 * 0 IF $30,00 $ i«,7oaao s 3 0 0 5 i.47aoa 55X10 $ lE.aso.co s 5.00 % i,4saoo 

u 
INSTALL 4 ' OK f HOUSE CONNECTION 7-

, WAYCLEANOUT 
SOO-4.G.I1 14 EA JSDOJJO i s 775XX) i ia,tsa.ao s SOOCO $ T,ooaoa i 11500 % i.7So>n 

IS ^ ALLOWANCE 7 - 5 1 1 - IS $30,000.00 s 30,000.00 s 3 0 A O . 0 0 30.000,00 s i f t o o o ^ s 30,000.00 i 30.000 00 i 30.000X0 

-1-
r a a l s f t u e U d H t m l 

» i l u r e i d i h i M n l c u l a l l o n 
$ » t , a i i o c $ 1,010,04DJXI % 1,019.614.011 

Ts t i l af ( u « Wd n e i m 

l>«r nn t ree to r a l c u l t U e n s t M . m 00 f 1.010.O4OO0 i l , O I 3 , t l 4 j n 



City Administrator's Office 

Contracts and CompUance Un i t 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

O A I C I , A N D 

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: Andes Construction 

Engineer's Estimate: 
$677,010.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$959,538.00 

Contractors' Bid Amount 
$1,010,040.00 

Amount of Bid Discount 
$50,502.00 . 

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

Over/Under Engineer's Estimate 
-$333,030.00 

Discount Points: 
5%" 

YES 

Reviewina 
Officer: 

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

a) % of LBE participation 0.20% 
b) % of SLBE participation 97.62% 
c) % of VSLBE participation *0.40% 

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. 

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

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to Contract Admin./lnitiating Dept. 
10/21/2013 

Date 

10/21/2013 

Approved By: SPloiLOffi ^^ ^6ina^\tAjXLryjs^ 10/21/2013 



LBE/SLBE PARTICIPATION 
BIDDER 2 

Project Nanrie: 

j 
The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Embarcadero Street. Dennison Street, King Street. 
Frederick Street, and Kennedy Street ! ' 

f 
Project No.: C428610 Engineers Est: 677.010 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: -333,030 

Discipline' Prime & Subs Location Cert L B E S L B E • V S L B E / L P G Total 1 L;SLBE Total TOTAL For Tracking Only 

i Status double countsd 
value 

L B E / S L B E 

i 

Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn. M B E W B E 

PRIME 1 Andes Conslnjction Oaldand C B 980.040 980,040 980.040 H 304,159 

Saw Cut ! Bay Line Berkeley U B 2.000 H 2,000 

Trucking ' Foston Trucking Oakland C B 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 A A 5.000 

Pipe P & F Distributors Brisbane U B ! 10,000 C 

AB ! Inner City Recycling Oakland C B ' 1,000 1,000 1,000 C 

MH Precast I Old Castle Precast Livermore U B 
1 
j 5,000 C 

A C 1 Gallagher & Burfc Oakland C B 2,000 2,000 2,000 C 

Drainrock ' Dutra San Rafael U B 1 1,000 C 

Concrete - i Right Away Oakland C B 2,000 2,000 

1 
2,000 C 

1 
MH Rehab \ Contech Stockton U B 

2,000 

1 2.000 C 
i ' 

1 1 Project Totals $2,000 

0.20% 

$986,040 

97.62% 

$2,000 

' 0 . 4 0 % 

$990,040 

98.22% 

$5,000 

100% 

$5,000 

100% 

$1,010,040 

100% 

$311,159 

30.81% 

$0 

0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : Tlie 50% requirements is a combination o f 2 5 % L B E and 25% S L B E participation. An S L B E finii can be counted 100% lowards achieving 50% requirements. 
LPB/VSLBE 's participation is double counted toward meeting the requirements. ; 

LBE « Local Business Enterorise 

SLBE Small Local Business Enterprise 

Total LBEJSLBE ° All Certified Local and Small Local Businesses 

NPLBE = Nonprofit Local Business Enterprise 

NPSLBE => Nonprofit Small Local Business Enterprise 

UB = Uncertified Business 

CB •= Certified Business 

M B E = l\/Iinortty Bus iness Enterprise 

W B E - Women Business Enterprise 

M = Asian Indian 

V - Asian Padlic 
; = Caucasian 
-1 •> Hisuanic 
NAsNadvaAmsifcan 
0 = Other 
NL = Not Listed 
MO'"MulBple Ownership 



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

Contracts and Compl iance Uni t 

PROJECT EVALUATION FORM 

PROJECT NO.: C42861Q 

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 Over/Under 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% 
t=ij.-ĵ tê K{'jJi>iW4i!̂ .:.K̂ ai'̂ gĵ r̂ A'̂ !u>î i:̂ fevf;̂  

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

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

a) % of LBE participation 0% 
b) % of SLBE participation 92.66% 
c) % of VSLBE participation 0% 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? YES 

a) Total SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100% 

4. Did the contractor receive bid discounts? YES 

(If yes, list the percentage received) 52^ 

5. Additional Comments. 

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

O f f i c e n " ' ' ^ J ^ ^ ^ . Sate: 10/21/2013 

Approved By: S^soSlSjai j (S^^itnj^rvjxlriaAC^. Date: 10/21/2013 



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 - t 

Project No. : C 4 2 8 6 1 0 Eng ineers E s t : 677,010 Under /Over Engineers Est imate: -412,604 

Disc ip l ine ; Pr ime & S u b s Loca t ion C e r t 

Status 

L B E S L B E V S L Q E J L P G 
'doubla countad 

vahia 

Total 

L B E / S L B E 

L / S L B E 

Truck ing 
I" 

Total 
Truck ing 

T O T A L For Tracking Only 
Dol lars Ethn. M B E W B E 

P R IM E 

Trucking 

H D P E Pipe 

Pacif ic Trenchless Inc. 

Wil l iams Trucking 

P & F Distributors 

Oakland 

Oakland 

Brisbane 

C B 

C B 

UB 

992.614 

17.000 

992,614 

17,000 17,000 17,000 

992,614 

17,000 
80,000 

AA 17,000 

Project Totals $0 

0% 

$1,009,614 

92.66% 

$0 

0% 

$1-,009,614 

92.66% 

^17,000 

; 100% 

$17,000 

100% 

$1,089,614 

100% 

17,000 

0% 

$0 

0% 

R e q u i r e m e n t s : The sow requirements is a combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE participation AnSLBEf i rmcanbe counted 100% towards achievino 50% requirements. A 
LPGVSLBE's pajlii:ipalion is doubie counted toward meeting ti^a requirements. i 

V-Asian Indian 

LBE = Local Business Enterprise 

SLBE " Small Local Business Enterprise 

Total LBE/SLBE=AH Certified Local and Small Local Businesses 

NPLBE = NonPnifit Local Business Enterprise 

NPSLBE B Nonprofit Small Local Business Enterprise 

UB = Uncerti[lsd Business 

CB = Certined Business 

MBE = IVUnority Business EnlBrprise 

WBB " Woman Business Enterprise 

V = Asian Pacific 

C° Caucasian 

H = Hispanic 

NA = NaSve American 

0=OUier 

NL = NotUstE(l 

MO'MuWplB Ownersliip 



Attachment D 



A ttachment D 1 

Schedule L-2 
City of Oakland 

Public Works Agency 
CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Project NumberATitle: C ^ 2 - ' 3 \ ' ^ ' ^ 

Work Order Number (if applicable): . 

Contractor: M O ^ - L o C-^o r\ S - ^ c - V . o . t A 

Date of Notice to Proceed: O S \ z - ' ^ \ 

Date of Notice of Completion: Q~ l 1 Z ( o I ' ' ^ . 

Date of Notice of Final Completion: . 

Contract Amount: ^ \ b g ^ \ 9 f l - t : ' 0 ^ 

Evaluator Name and Title: ^AaS>-VeuOa^ C^^^^'^^^^j '^^^'^'^^^ '^^tr\t.^r 

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 wth the Contractor. An Interim Evaluation will be 
performed tf 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 nan^ative 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. f 

ASSESSMENT GUIDELINES: 
Outstanding 
(Spoints) 
Satisfactory 
(2 points) 

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

Performance met contractual requirements. 

Marginal j Performance barely met the lower range of the contractual requirements or] 
(1 point) j performance only met contractual requirements after extensive con-ective I 

i action was taken. 1 
Unsatisfactory i Performance did not meet contractual requirements. The contractual i 
(0 points) i peri'ormance being assessed reflected serious problems for which corrective \ 

I actions were ineffective. | 
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2 WORK PERFORMANCE 

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

1a 

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

2 

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

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

Yes 

• 
No 

B 
N/A 

• 
2b 

If corrections were requested, did the Contractor make the connections requested? 
If 'Maipinal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. Provide documentation. • • O • 

3 

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

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

Yes 

• 
No 

K 
5 -

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

6 

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

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

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 3 

• 1 
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TIMELINESS 

I 

9a 

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. 

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

• • 

• • 

Yes, 

0 

0 

• 

No 

• 

• 

• 

N/A 

• 

• 

10 

Did the Contractor provide timely baseline schedules and revisions to its 
constructkin schedule when changes occurred? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", 
explain on the attachment. ProvkJe documentation. • • • 

11 

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 
attachment Pn^vide documentation. • • • 

12 

13 

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

Overall, how did the Contractor rate on timeliness? 
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the 
questions given above regarding timeliness and the assessment guidelines. 
Check 0,1,2, or 3. 
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FINANCIAL 
Were the Contractor's billings accurate and reflective of the contract payment terms? 
If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. Provide documentation of 
occun-ences and amounts (such as corrected invoices). 

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

Number of Claims: _ 

Claim amounts: $ 

Settlement amount;? 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

• 
No 

211 
Were there any other significant Issues related to communication issues? Explain on 
the attachment. Provide documentation. 

Yes 

• 
No 

E 
22 Overall, how did the Contractor rate on communication issues? 

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

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 3 

' • 
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23 

27 

S A F E T Y 

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

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

o 
.(0 

V) 

c 

(0 

c 
B m 

o 

to 

C 
T3 
C 

iS 
CO 

O 

0) 

_o 

a. 
< 

Did the Contractor follow City and OSHA safety standards? If "Marginal or 
24 Unsatisfectory, explain on the attachment. 

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

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

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

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

, 1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 2.3 xo.25= ^-1^3 

2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 

3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 

4. Enter Overall score from Question 22 

5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 

2 X 0.25 = 

Z X 0.20 = 

X0.15 = 

X0.15 = 

TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 

OVERALL RATING: 

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

Marginal: Between 1.0 & 1.5 
Unsatisfactory: Less than 1.0 

PROCEDURE: 
The Resident Engineer 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 wflth 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 & Constmction 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 wflthin 14 calendar days of the Assistant Director's 
ruling on the protest. The City Administrator, or his/her designee, will hold a hearing with the 
Contractor within 21 calendar days of the filing of the appeal. The decision 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-
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responsible for any bids they submit for future City of Oakland projects within three years of the 
date of the last Unsatisfactory overall rating. 

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

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

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

1̂  »Z-

Contractor / Date Resident Engineer / Date 

jivil Enaineer / Date pervianh Civil Engineer 
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A ttachment D2 

Schedule L-2 
City of Oakland 

Public Works Agency 
CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATiON 

Project Number/Title: 

Work Order Number (if applicable): 

Contractor. 

Date of Notice to Proceed: 

Date of Notice of Completion: 

Date of Notice of Final Completion; 

Contract Amount: 

Evaluator Name and Title: 

The City's Resident Engineer most familiar with the Contractor's perforrhance nlust 
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 perfomfiing 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 wilt 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 evalijation criteria that are rated as Marginal or 
Unsatisfactory, and must be attached to this evaluation. If a nan-ative 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 GUIDEUNES^ 
Outstanding 
(3 points) 

Perfonnanl,ce among the best level of achievement the City has experienced. 

Satisfactory 
(2 points) 

Performance met contractual requirements. 

Marginal 
(1 point) 

Perfonnance barely met the lower range of the contractual requirements or 
performance only met contractual requirements after extensive corrective 
action was taken. , . 

Unsatisfactory 
"(0 "points) 

Perfonnance did not meet contractual requirements. The contractual 
perfohnahce being assessed reflected'serious problems for which corrective 
actions were ineffective. 
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WORK PERFORMANCE 

1 
Did the Contractor perform all of the wori< with acceptable Quality and 
Workmanship? 

1 
• • 

l a 

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

2 

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

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

Yes 

• 

No 

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

Yes 

• 

No 

a 

2b 
If corrections were requested, did the Contractor make the corrections requested? 
If "Marginal or Unsati'sfactory", explain on the attachment Provide documentation. • • • 

3 

Was the Conti^ctor responsive to City staffs comments and concerns regarding the 
work performed or the work product delivered? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory, 
explain on the attachment Provide documentation. 

r 

• • • • 

4 
Were there other significant issues related to '*Wori< Perfonnance"? If Yes, explain 
on the attachment Provkle documentation. 

Yes 

• 

No 

5 

Did the Contractor cooperate with on-site or adjacent tenants, business owners and 
residents and work in such a manner as to minimize disruptions to the public, tf 
"Marginal or Unsatisfactijry", explain on the attachment • • • 

6 

bid the personnel assigned by the Contractor have tiie expertise and skills required 
to satisfactorily perfonh under the conti^ct?. If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain 
on the attachmerit. • • • • 

7 Ovei^ll. how did the Contractor rate on wori^ 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. ' 

0 

• 

1 

• 

2 3 

• 
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tilVIELINESS 

8 

Did the Contractor complete the woric within the time required by the contract 
(including time extensions or amendments)? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain 
on the attachment why ttie vw)rt( was not completed according to schedule. Provide 
documentation. 

• • • • 

9 

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

Yes 

• 

No MIk 

ga 

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

• • 
-

• 

10 

Did the Contractor provide timely baseline schedules and reviskjns to its 
constiuction schedule when changes occurred? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", 
explain on tiie 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 wortt? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the 
attachment Provide documentation. n n n 

12 
Were ttiere other significant issues related to timeiiness? If yes, explain on tiie 
attachment Provide documentatk)n. 

Yes 

• 

No 
12 

Were ttiere other significant issues related to timeiiness? If yes, explain on tiie 
attachment Provide documentatk)n. 

Yes 

• 

No 

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

0 

• 

1 

• 

2 3 

• 
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14 

Were the Conti'actor's billings accurate and reflective of the conh-act payment terms? 
If'Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain oh the attachment Provide documentation of 
occunences and amounts (such as corrected invoices). • 

15 

Were there any claims to increase the conti-act amount? If 'Yes", list the claim 
amount Were the Centimeter's claims resolved In a manner reasonable to the City? 

Number of Claims: „ 

Claim amounts: $_ 

Settiement amDunt$_ 

No 

16 

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

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

No 

18 Overall, how did the Contractor rate on financial issues? 
The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the 
questions given above regarding financial Issues and the assessment 
guidelines. 
Check 0,1,2. or 3. 
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19 
Was the Contiactor responsive to the .City's questions, requests for proposal, etc.? If 
"Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment • • • 

20 
DW the Contiactor commuracate witii City staff cleariy and in a timely manner 
regarding: 

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

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

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

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

• 

No 

21 
Were there any other significant Issues related to communk^tkxi Issues? Explain on 
the attachment ProvWe documentation. 

Yes 

• 

No^ 

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

0 

• 

1 

• • 
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23 
Did tiie Contractor's staff consistently wear personal protective equipment as 
appropriate? If "No", explain on tiie attachment 

Yes No 

• 

24 
Did the Contractor follow City and OSHA safety standards? If "Marginal or 
Unsatisfactory", explain on tiie attachment • 1 a 1 D • 

25 
Was the Contractor warned or cited by OSHA for vtolations? If Yes, explain on the 
attachment 

Yes 

• 

No 

26 
Was there an inordinate number or severity of injuries? Explain on tiie attachment If 
Yes. explain on the attachment 

Yes 

D 

No 

27 

Was ttie Contractor officially wamed or cited for breach of U.S. Transportation 
Security Administi"ation's standards or regulations? If "Yes", explain on tiie 
attachment Mm 

Yes 

• 

No 

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

0 

• 

1 

• 

2 3 

• 
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OVERALL RATING 

8ased on the weighting factors below, calculate the Contractor's overall score using the 
scores from the four categories above. 

1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 

2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 

3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 

4. Enter Overall score fi'om Question 22 

5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 

X 0.25 = 

X0.25 = 0< 

_2s X0.20= 0^ 

% X0.15= ^ 03 

V X0.15= 0,% 

TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 

OVERALL RATING: 

Outstanding: Greaterthan 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 v/ill prepare the Contractor Performance Evaluation and submit it to 

the Supervising Civil Engineer. Jhe Supervising Civil Engineer will review the Contractor 
Perfonmance Evaluation to ensure adequate documentation is included, the Resident Engineer 
has followed the process con-ectly, the Contractor Perfonmance 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 Outstanding or Satisfactory are final and cannot be protested or 
appealed. If the Overalf Rating is Marginal or Unsatisfactory, the Contractor will have 10 
calendar days in which they may file a protest of the rating. The Public Worics Agency Assistant 
Director, Design & Constmction Sen/ices Department, will consider a Contractor's protest and 
render his/her detennination of the validity of the Conb^ctor'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 wihln 14 calendar days of the Assistant Director's 
mling on the protest Tiie City Administrator, or his/her designee, will hold a hearing with the 
Contractor within 21 calendar days of the filing of the appeal. The decision of the City 
Administrator regarding the appeal will be final. . 

Contractors who receive an Unsatisfactory Overall Rating (i.e., Total Score /ess than 1.0) 
will be allowed the option of voluntarily refraining from bidding on any City of Oakland projects 
"witiiin one year'from the"date"of the Unsatisfactory Overall'Ratingr or of-being categorized'as" 
non-responsible for any projects the Contractor bids on for a period of one year from the date of 
the Unsatisfactory Overall Rating. Two Unsatisfactory Overall Ratings within any five year 
period will result in the Contractor being categorized by the City Administrator as non-
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responsible for any bids they submit for future City of Oakland projects within three years of the 
date of the last Unsatisfactory overall rating. 

Any Contractor that receives an Unsatisfactory Overall Rating is required to attend a 
meeting wtth 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 Worics Agency Contract Administration Section will retain the final evaluation and 
any response from the Contractor for a period of five years. The Ctty 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 

Contractor / Oak^^ Resident Engineer / Date 

Supervisir(gfCivil Engineer / Date 
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RESOLUTION No. C.M.S. 

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 of 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 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 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 Easement between Delmont Avenue and 
Edgemoor Place, the Easement between Majestic Avenue and Laird Avenue, and the 
Easement between Modesto Street and MaderaAvenue (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 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 

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: 

A Y E S - 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 . 



Approve 
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RESOLUTION No . C . M . S . 

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 Thomhill 
Drive and Cabot Drive, and in Gouldin Road between Alhambra Avenue and Armour Drive 
(ProjectNo. 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 accoimt: 

• 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 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 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 September 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 ' 

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 

N O E S -

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST: 

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



FILED ,̂ 
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^ ' ^ ^ E ' S V U T I O N N O . C.M.S. 

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 of the City Clerk of 
the City of Oakland for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers bounded by MacArthur Boulevard, 
Maple Avenue, Bamer Avenue, and Frye Street (ProjectNo. 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 Design , 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); ProjectNo. 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 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, Pacific Trenchless, 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 bounded by MacArthur Boulevard, Maple Avenue, 
Bamer Avenue, and Frye Street (ProjectNo. C428510, Sub-Basin 80-102) to Pacific 
Trenchless, Inc., the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, in an amount of One MiUion 
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 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 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 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, SCH/\AF, and 
PRESIDENT KERNIGHAN 

NOES-

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST: 

LaTonda Simmons 
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council 

of the City of Oakland, California 



Approved 
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RESOLUTION No. C . M . S . 

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); ProjectNo. 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 (ProjectNo. 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 
($896,086.00) 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 autiiorized 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 

FURTEIER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or her designee, is hereby autiiorized 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 

N O E S -

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST: 

LaTonda Simmons 
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council 

of the City of Oakland, California 


