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2014 MAY -1 PH 1:30 AGENDA REPORT 
CITY OF OAKLAND 

TO: FRED BLACKWELL F R O M : Brooke A. Levin 
CITY ADMINISTRATOR Interim Director, OPW ^ 

SUBJECT: Rehab of Sanitary Sewers DATE: March 4, 2014 

City Administrator C \ Date: 
Approval —— 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: 1,3,4 

RECOMMENDATION 

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

1) Resolution authorizing the City Administrator to award a construction contract to 
J. Howard Engineering, Inc. for the rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in the easement 
between Shepherd Canyon Road and Moore Drive, and in Larry Lane between Ascot 
Drive and Mastlands Drive (Project No. C329138) in accordance with plans and 
specifications for the project and with contractor's bid in the amount of Four 
Hundred Fifty-Six Thousand Nine Hundred Thirty-Nine Dollars ($456,939.00) 

2) Resolution authorizing the City Administrator to award a construction contract to 
Beliveau Engineering Contractor̂  Inc. for the rehabilitation of sanitary sewers at 
Lakeside Park Boat House (Project No. C455611) in accordance with plans and 
specifications for the project and with contractor's bid in the amount of One 
Hundred Sixty-Four Thousand Sixty Dollars ($ 164,060.00) 

3) Resolution authorizing the City Administrator to award a construction contract to Pacific 
Trenchless, Inc. for the rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in the area bounded by 
Broadway, Golden Gate Aye, and Contra Costa Rd (Project No. C329134) in accordance 
with plans and specifications for the project and with contractor's bid in the amount of 
Nine Hundred Fifty-Seven Thousand Thirty-Five Dollars ($957,03 5.00) 

4) Resolution authorizing the City Administrator to award a construction contract to 
J. Howard Engineering, Inc. for the rehabilitation of sanitary sewers in the area bounded 
by Ostrander Rd and Broadway Terrace, and the easement by Margarido Dr (Project No. 
C329137) in accordance with plans and specifications for the project and with 
contractor's bid in the amount of Two Hundred Ninety Three Thousand Four Hundred 
Fifty-Two Dollars ($293,452.00) 
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OUTCOME 

Approval of these four resolutions will authorize the City Administrator to execute construction 
contracts with J. Howard Engineering, Inc. in the amounts of $456,939.00 and $293,452.00, 
Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc. in the amount of $164,060.00, and Pacific Trenchless, 
Inc. in the amount of $957,035.00. The work to be completed under these projects is part of the 
City's annual Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation program. The work is located in Council Districts 3 
and 4 as shown in Attachment Al andA2. 

BACKGROUND/LEGISLATIVE HISTORY 

1. 

2. 

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Shepherd Canyon 
Road And Moore Drive, and in Larry Lane between Ascot Drive and Mastlands 
Drive (Project No. C329138): The proposed work consists, in general, of the 
rehabilitation of 2,235 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 February 13, 2014, the City Clerk received two bids for this project in the amount of 
$456,939.00 and $468,049.00. 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 $464,310.00. 

Company Bid Amount 

J. Howard Engineering, Inc. $456,939.00 

Engineer's Estimate $464,310.00 

Pacific Trenchless, Inc. $468,049.00 

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Boat House (Project No. 
C455611): The proposed work consists, in general, of rehabilitating 591 linear feet of 
existing sanitary sewer pipes by removing 591 linear feet existing sewer pipes and 
construct new 6" Ductile Iron Pipe; rehabilitating and installing sewer structure; 
reconnecting house connection sewers; and other work specifically shown on the project 
plans or included in the Special Provisions. 

On February 13, 2014, the City Clerk received five bids for this project in the amount of 
$209,157.00, $201,300.00, $175,036.00, $170,000.00 and $164,060.00. Beliveau 
Engineering Contractors, Inc. is deemed the lowest responsive and responsible bidder. 

Item: 
Public Works Committee 

May 13,2014 



Fred Blackwell, City Administrator 
Subject: Rehab of Sanitary Sewers 
Date: March 4, 2014 Page 3 

and therefore is recommended for the award. The Engineer's estimate for the work is 
$167,040.00. 

Company Bid Amount 

Beliveau Engineering Contractors, 
Inc. 

$164,060.00 

Engineer's Estimate $167,040.00 

Cratus, Inc. $170,000.00 

Bay Construction Company $175,036.80 

Sanact Inc. dba Roto-Rooter $201,300.00 

Pacific Trenchless Inc. $209,157.00 

3. Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Broadway, Golden Gate 
Ave, and Contra Costa Rd (Project No. C329134): The proposed work consists, in 
general, of rehabilitating 5,644 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 February 20, 2014, the City Clerk received two bids for this project in the amount of, 
$957,035.00 and $1,027,906.00. 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 $944,410.00. 

Company Bid Amount 

Engineer's Estimate $944,410.00 

Pacific Trenchless, Inc. $957,035.00 

J. Howard Engineering, Inc $1,027,906.00 

4. Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Ostrander Rd and 
Broadway Terrace, and the easement by Margarido Dr (Project No. C329137): The 
proposed work consists, in general, of rehabilitating 1,620 linear feet of existing sanitary 
sewers pipes by pipe-expanding method; rehabilitating sewer structures; 
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reconnecting house connecting sewers; and other work specifically shown on the project 
plans or included in the Special Provisions. 

On February 20, 2014, the City Clerk received three bids for this project in the amount of 
$293,452.00, $305,484.00 and $342,100.00. J. Howard Engineering is deemed the 
lowest responsive and responsible bidder, and therefore is recommended for the award. 
The Engineer's estimate for the work is $300,840.00. 

Company Bid Amount 

J. Howard Engineering, Inc. $293,452.00 

Engineer's Estimate $300,840.00 

Pacific Trenchless, Inc. $305,484.00 -

Mosto Construction $342,100.00 

These four projects were rebid because previous bids received on January 2, 2014 were deemed 
non-responsive and rejected. 

ANALYSIS 

Adoption of these resolutions will allow the City Administrator or his designee to execute two 
construction contracts with J. Howard Engineering, Inc., one construction contract with Beliveau 
Engineering Contractors, Inc. and one construction contract with Pacific Trenchless, Inc. for 
sewer rehabilitation at various locations as follows: 

1. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Shepherd Canyon 
Road And Moore Drive, and in Larry Lane between Ascot Drive and Mastlands 
Drive (Project No. C329138): Under the proposed contract with J. Howard Engineering, 
Inc., the Local Business Enterprise/Small Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) 
participation of LBE/SLBE will be 91.25%, 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 CI. 

Construction is scheduled to begin in July 2014 and should be completed by October 
2014. The contract specifies $1,000.00 in liquidated damages per calendar day if the 
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contractus not completed within 60 working days. The project schedule is shown in 
Attachment B. 

2. The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Boat House (Project No. 
C455611): Under the proposed contract with Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc., the 
Local Business Enterprise and Small Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) 
participation will be 100%, which exceeds the City's 50% LBE/SLBE requirement. The 
contractor also shows a participation of 100% for trucking, which exceed the 50%. 
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 July 2014 and should be completed by August 
2014. The contract specifies $1,000.00 in liquidated damages per calendar day if the 
contract is not completed within 30 working days. The project schedule is shown in 
Attachment B. 

3. Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Broadway, Golden Gate 
Ave, and Contra Costa Rd (Project No. C329134): Under the proposed contract with 
Pacific Trenchless, Inc., the Local Business Enterprise/Small Local Business Enterprise 
(LBE/SLBE) participation of LBE/SLBE will be 95.61%, 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 C3. 

Construction is scheduled to begin in July 2014 and should be completed by January 
2014. The contract specifies $1,000.00 in liquidated damages per calendar day if the 
contract is not completed within 120 working days. The project schedule is shown in 
Attachment B. 

4. Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Ostrander Rd and 
Broadway Terrace, and the easement by Margarido Dr (Project No. C329137): 
Under the proposed contract with J. Howard Engineering, Inc., the Local Business 
Enterprise/Small Local Business Enterprise (LBE/SLBE) participation of LBE/SLBE will 

, be 90.8%, 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 C4. 

Item: 
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Construction is scheduled to begin in July 2014 and should be completed by October 
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 flows 
during storm events. These proj ects 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: 
• Oakland Public Works - Bureau of Infrastructure and Operations 
• Oakland Public Works - Al l of these projects were coordinated with the Paving Program 
• In addition, the following reviewed this report and resolutions: 

o Office of the City Attorney 
o City Budget Office 

Item: 
Public Works Committee 
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COST SUMMARY/IMPLICATIONS 

AMOUNT OF RECOMMENDATION/COST OF PROJECT: 

FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between 
Shepherd Canyon Road and Moore Drive, and in Larry Lane between 
Ascot Drive and Mastlands Drive (Project No. C329138 REBID) 

$456,939.00 

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Boat House 
(Project No. C455611 REBID) 

$164,060.00 

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by 
Broadway, Golden Gate Ave, and Contra Costa Rd (Project No. 
C329134 REBID) 

$957,035.00 

The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by 
Ostrander Rd and Broadway Terrace, and the easement by Margarido 
Dr (Project No^ C329137 REBID) 

$293,452.00 

COST ELEMENTS OF AGREEMENTS/CONTRACTS: $1,858,315.00 

SOURCE OF FUNDING: 

FUNDING SOURCES AMOUNT 

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329138 
REBID 

$456,939.00 

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C455611 
REBID ^ 

$164,060.00 

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329134 
REBID 

$957,035.00 

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Project - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project C329137 
REBID 

$293,452.00 

2. 

Item: 
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4. FISCAL IMPACT: 

Approval of the four resolutions will authorize the City Administrator to execute 
construction contracts in the amount of $456,393.00, $164,060.00, $944,410.00, and 
$293,452.00. 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 J. Howard Engineering, Inc. is not available. 
Currently the contractor has been awarded two City contracts that are currently under 
construction. Work is progressing well. 

The Contractor Performance Evaluation for Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc. from a 
previously completed project is satisfactory and is included as Attachment Dl. 

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

SUSTAINABLE OPPORTUNITIES 

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

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

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

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

Respectfully submitted. 

BROOKE A. LEVI 

Interim Director, Oakland Public Works 

Reviewed by: 

Michael Neary, P.E., Assistant Director, 

OPW, Bureau of Engineering and Construction 

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

Prepared by: 
Jimmy Mach, P.E., Supervising Civil Engineer 
Engineering Design and R.O. W. Management Division 

Attachments: 

Attachment A l , A2, A3, A4 - Project Location Map , 
Attachment B - Project Construction Schedule 
Attachment CI, C2, C3, C4 - Contracts & Compliance Unit Compliance Evaluation 
Attachment D l and D2 - Contractor Performance Evaluation 
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Attachment A 1 

REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS 
IN EASEMENT BETWEEN SHEPHERD CANYON 

ROAD AND MOORE DRIVE, AND IN LARRY LANE 
BETWEEN ASCOT DRIVE AND MASTLANDS DRIVE 

CITY PROJECT NO. C329138 

LOCATION MAP 

NOT TO SCALE 

LIMIT OF WORK Y / / / / / A 



Attachment A2 

PLANS FOR THE REHABILITATION OF 
SANITARY SEWERS 

AT LAKESIDE PARK BOAT HOUSE 

CITY PROJECT NO. C455611 

LOCATION MAP 
NOT TO SCALE 

LIMIT OF WORK g ? ? ^ 



Attachment A3 \ 

PLANS FOR THE REHABIUTATION OF 
SANITARY SEWERS 

IN AREA BOUNDED BY BROADWAY, 
GOLDEN GATE AVENUE, AND CONTRA COSTA ROAD 

CITY PROJECT NO. C329134 

LOCATION MAP 
NOT TO SCALE 

LIMIT OF WORK 



Attachment A4 

REHABIUTATION OF SANITARY SEWERS 
IN AREA OF OSTRANDER ROAD AND BROADWAY 

TERRACE, IN THE EASEMENT BY MARGARIDO DRIVE 

CITY PROJECT NO. C329137 

LOCATION MAP 
NOT TO SCALE 

LIMIT OF WORK 



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 | Sep | Oct | Nov | Dec 
1 Project No. C329138 

REBID 
Mon 7/14/14 Fri 10/3/14 

2 Construction Mon 7/14/14 Fri 10/3/14 

3 

4 Project No. C455611 
REBID 

Mon 7/7/14 Fri 8/15/14 

5 Construction Mon 7/7/14 Fri 8/15/14 

6 Project No. 0329134 
REBID 

Mon 7/7/14 Fri 12/19/14 

7 Construction Mon 7/7/14 Fri 12/19/14 

8 Project No. C329137 
REBID 

Mon 7/7/14 Fri 9/26/14 

9 Construction Mon 7/7/14 Fri 9/26/14 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i 



Attachment CI 

CITY OF OAKLAND 
INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: Gunawan Santoso, 
Civil Engineer 

F R O M : Deborah Barnes, Co: 
Compliance Manager 

SUBJECT: Compliance Analysis DATE: February 27,2014 
r Rebid-The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Shepherd Canyon Road 

and Moore Drive and in the Easement by Larry Lane 
Project No. C329138 

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

Responsive to L/SLBE and/or 
EBO Policies Proposed Participation Earned Credits and Discounts 
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J. Howard 
Engineering, 
Inc. $456,939.00 91.25% 1.86% 89.39% 0.00% 100% 91.25% 5% $434,092.05 Y 
Pacific 
Trenchless, Inc. $468,049.00 97.86% 0.00% 97.86% 0.00% 100% 97.86% 5% $444,646.55 Y 

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

Non-Responsive to L /S L B E 
and/or EBO Policies Proposed Participation 
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NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N A 

Comments: NA 



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: J. Howard Engineering, Inc. 
Project Name: NA 
Project No. NA 

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

Were all shortfells satisfied? NA If no, penalty amount N A ' 

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

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

The spreadsheet below provides details of the 50% LEP and 15% Apprenticeship Programs. Liformation provided 
includes the following data: A) total project hours, B) core workforce hours deducted, C) LEP project emplo3mient 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 ; -

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 
Root Tamers. 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, Acthig Contract Compliance Officer at (510) 238-
3723. 



Contracts and Compliance Project Evaluation Report OAKLAND 

Project No: C329138 

Project Name: Rebid-The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Shepherd 
Canyon Road and Moore Drive and in the Easement by Larry Lane 

Contractor: J. Howard Engineering, Inc. 

Engineer's Estimate; Contractor's Bid Amount; 

$464,310.00 $456,939.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$434,092.05 

Amount of Bid Discount: 
$22,846.95 

Under/Over Engineer's Estimate; 
$7,371.00 

Discount Points: 
5.00% 

/. Did the 50% Local/Small Local requirement apply? Yes 

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

a) % of LBE participation 1.86% 

b) % of SLBE participation 89.39% 

c) % of VSLBE/LPG participation 

3, Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? Yes 

. a) % ofSLBE/LBE trucking participation 100.00% 

b) % ofVSLBE trucking participation 

4. pidjhe Contractor receive any bid discount?_ 

(if yes, list the percentage received) 

5. Additonal Comments 

Yes 

5.00% 

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to initiating department. 2/26/2014 

Reviewing Officer: Sophany Hans Reviewing Officer Date: 2/26/2014 

Approved By: ^AjLSL^LftJL^ ^ Q/U3wvA3ln^ Approved By Date: ^.( 2U \ N 



Thursday, February 27, 2014 LBE/SLBE/VSLBE/LPG PARTICIPATION Bidder 1 

i j roject Name: Rebid-The Rehabil itation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Shepherd Canyon Road and Moore Drive and in the 
; Easement by Larry Lane ^ ' 

• ProjectJNfo: C329138 Engineers Estimate: $464,310.00 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: $7,371.00 
1 Cert *ySLBE/LPG L/SLBE UB UB For Tracking Only 

No. Discipline Contractor Location Status LBE SLBE (2x value) Trucking Trucking Dollars Etbn MBE WBE 

1 prime 
2 ^Trucking 
3 Saw Cutting 
4 Manhole Mate. 
5 HOPE Pipe 
6 pittings 
7 jiDoncrete 
8 Drain Rock 
9 brain Rock 

10 Manhole 

J. Howard Engineering, Inc. 
Williams Trucking 
Bay Line Cutting 
Old Castle Precast 

' P &F Distributors 
Mission Clay Prod. 
' Right Away Ready Mix 
. Inner City 
Argent Materials 
Contech of CA 

Oakland CB 
Oakland CB 
Berkeley UB 

Pleasanton UB 
Brisbane UB 
Oakland CB 
Oakland CB 
Oakland UB 
Oakland UB 
Stockton UB 

398,439.00 
10,000.00 10.000.00 

5,000.00 
3,500.00 

C 
AA 

3,000.00 H 
4.000.00 

27.000.00 

10,000.00 
3,000.00 

2,000.00 
1,500.00 
2,500.00 

P r o j e c t T o t a l s : 
8,500.00 408,439.00 

1.86% 89.39% 

10,000.00 

100.00% 

40,000.00 

8.75% 

13,000.00 

2.85% 

REQUIREMENTS: The 50% Requirements, is a 
cohibination of 25% LBE aiul25% SLBE participation. An 
SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving the 50% 
requirements and a VSLBE/LPG firm can be counted double 
towards adueving the 50% requirements. • 

Total LBE \ SLBE Dollars and Percents: 

Total VSLBE \ LPG Dollars and Percents: 

Total LBE \ SLBE Trucking Dollars and Percents: 

$416,939.00 91.25% Total Bid Amount: $456.939.00 

Total Participation of 
$10.000.00 100.00% VSLBE / SLBE / LBE / LPG: 9 1 . 2 5 % 

LBE=Local Business Enterprise 
SLBE=Small Local Business Enterprise 
VSLBE = Very Small Local Business Enterprise 
LPG = Locally Produced Goods 
NPSLBE - Nonprofit Small Local Business Enterprise 
NPLBE -Nonprofit Local Business Enterprise 

UB - Uncertljled Business • 
CB = Certified Business 
MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 
WBE = Women Business Enterprise 

ETHNICITY: -
AA = African American NA = Native American 
Al" Asian Indian 0''Other 
AP = Asian Pacific NL = NotUsted 
C " Caucasian MO = Multiple Ownership 
H'^ Hispanic • 



Contracts and Compliance Project Evaluation Report O A K L A N D 

Project No: C329138 

Project Name: Rebid-The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the Easement between Shepherd 
Canyon Road and Moore Drive and in the Easement by Larry Lane 

Contractor: Pacific Trenchless. Inc. 

Engineer's Estimate: 

$464̂ 10.00 

Discounted Bid Amount: 
$444,646.55 

Contractor's Bid Amount: 

$468,049.00 

Amount of Bid Discount: 
$23,402.45 

Under/Over Engineer's Estimate: 
($3,739.00) 

Discoiint Points: 
5.00% 

1. Did the 50% Local/Small Local requirement apply? Yes 

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

a) % of LBEparticipation 0-00% 

b) % of SLBEparticipation 97.86% 

c) % of VSLBE/LPG participation 

3. Did the contractor meet the Trucking requirement? Yes 

a) % of SLBE/LBE trucking participation 100.00% 

b) %of VSLBE trucking participation 

4. Did the Contractor receive_ any bid discount? Yes 

(if yes, list the percentage received) 5.00% 

5. Additonal Comments 

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to initiating department 2/26/2014 

Reviewing Officer: Sophany Hans Reviewing Officer Date: 2/26/2014 

Approved By Date: nJ\lJ^\ (4 



Wednesday, February 26, 2014 LBE/SLBE/VSLBE/LPG PARTICIPATION Bidder 2 

Ijroject Name: Rebid-The Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers In the Easement between Shepherd Canyon Road and Moore Drive and in the 
j Easement by Larry Lane 

j Project No: C329138 ; Engineers Estimate: $464,310.00 Under/Over Engineers Estimate: (%i,7i9.00) 

\ 

• 
Cert. 1 ~ • *VSLBE/LPG L/SLBE UB UB For Tracking Only 

No.jDisciplinc Contractor Location Status ., LBE SLBE (2x value) Trucking Trucking Dollars Ethn| MBE WBE 

1 Prime 
2|Trucking 
3'HDPE Pipe 

i Pacific Trenchless, Inc. 
Williams Trucking 

: P &F Distributors 

Oakland CB 

Oakland CB 

Brisbane UB 

454,849.00 
3.200.00 3,200.00 

13,000.00 

C 

AA 

C 

3,200.00 

Project Tota l s : 
458,049.00 

97.86% 

3,200.00 

100.00% 

13,000.00 

2.78% 

3,200.00 

0.68% 

REQUIREMENTS: The 50% Requirements, Is a 
combination of 25% LBE and 25% SLBE participation. An 
SLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving the 50% 
requirements and a VSLBE/LPG firm can be counted double 
towards achieving the 50% requirements. 

Total LBE \ SLBE Dollars and Percents: 

Total VSLBE \ LPG Dollars and Percents: 

Total LBE \ SLBE Trucking Dollars and Percents: 

LBE = Local Business Enterprise 
SLBE = Small Local Business Enterprise 
VSLBE "= Very Small Local Business Enterprise 
LPG = Locally Produced Goods 
NPSLBE = Nonprofit Small Local Business Enterprise 
NPLBE = Nonprofit Local Business Enterprise 

UB = Uncertified Business 
CB ̂  Certified Business 
MBE = Minority Business Enterprise 
WBE = Women Business Enterprise 

$458,049.00 97.86% Total Bid Amount: $468.049.00 

Total Participation of 
$3.200.00 100.00% VSLBE/SLBE/LBE/LPG: 9 7 .8 6% 

ETHNICITY: 
AA = African American NA - Native American 
Al = Asian Indian 0 = Other 
AP = Asian Pacific NL = Not Listed 
C = Caucasian MO = Multiple Ownership 
H = Hispanic 



CITY OF OAKI>cND 

Attachment C2 

TO:; GimawanSantpspi 
CiviLEngineer 

FROM: Deb6fafi:B:i%i2S, Cori^i 
Compliance Manager 

City Kdtniriistrator's Office/Contfacts and Complia^^ bids in resppnse torthe above refcsrenced 
project: Below is tl|e\outcome pf thê  compliance eyaluation for |he miniimc^ Local and SmalL Local, Bitiskess 
Entkĵ rise (L/St<BE),,p a preliminary reviewrfpr compliance vyitli the Equal.Benefits Orî inahce. 
(E'Bp Ĵ and â  brief jp̂ ^ responsible, bicidbr's compliance With:the 5Q% Local Eimplpymerit Pro^arh 
(L£P);and the 15̂ ^ 

Responsive tdlL/^LBE'and/or 
EBO Policies Proposed Participation 

! 
Earned Credtts and Discounts. 

"Gompanŷ Naine : GriginalBid 
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Belive^ii; 
Engiheeriiig 
Coiifractors; Inc: , 166%'. ;b%. 100% 0% 100% .100% 5% $155,857.00 ' -Y 

Cratiili Inc. $170,000:00 , , 50.24%; :25M% 17.65%. 153,%; .100% ^ :-50.24<'/'o ; 2%: • $li66,600i6o . N 

:B;ax 
Gonsfructidn Co. $17^036:80 99i3"/'o-. 5.68% 93.75% 10 6% ' 99;43% 5%^: . $16,7;234;96 
;Pai;ifit 
Trenchless, Ihc. $20 ,̂517.00 r 94.59% ;o% 94.59.% 0% 100% ,94:59%. 5%., $199,041.1'5 

jCpniments: As noted abovê  all finns met â  ,^\\ 
firms are EBO compliant except Cratus Inc.. They will; haye to come into cpmpiiance prior to:_awajrd. 

•Proposed VSLBfeCPî ^̂  at 3.76%, liowever, per the L/SLBE Pipgram .a VSLBEytPG's 
-iparticip̂ ipnyiStdouW 

N6n-Rifsp6nsive}to 1̂ ^̂  
and/ditEBO Policies* Proposed Paiticipation 

Earned <^redits.and 
Discounts 
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Sanact Jnc:,db̂ ^ 
F̂ btd-feooter $201,300,00 :0% 0%, 0^/0 0% : 0%; ,0% 0% t)%; 

Cbmmeiifs: As noted above, Sariact Inc. dba Rptp̂ Rboter failed to meetthe m̂  pail]feipation' 
requirement; Therefdrei they are:deemed non-r̂ spbhsiye. 



Coiitmets and Co O A K L A N D 

Project iVo-.XB556U 

f r^eet̂ J^amej. Rebid-T îe Rehaibi litatien of San1taiV-Se\»ers at Lakeside'Park Boat Hoû e-

Cojnpidctdr: 'Beliveau Engineering Contractors. Inc. 

Engineer-s Estimate; Contractor's Bid Amdurit; 

$16'7̂ p40,flib $164,660.00 

Biscounted^Bid: Amount: Amount of Bid Biscburit;> 
StS^iSS^M.' S8i203.00; 

Under/Over Enî lneer̂ s Estimate; 

Discount Points; 
5.0pf%; 

? Yes 

J. Wd'the contrdctoti^^ Yes 

d)-%dfLBEpaFtici^^^ 

— - ^^ - "100.00% 

X-Did the contractor meet̂ the(Trucking requirement? , Yes 

%i&/^LBM.BE^ruc^ ; 100:00%; 

b);% fif VSLBE trucking,p^^ 

€ Dii 

*(ij[yeSylisiithi:pe^^ 

5.Additohdk€dmments 

Yes. 

5.00% 

6. Date;eydiuaHon; completed:â ^ returned to initiating departments 3/7/2014 

Reyiewing Officer:^ Sophany 

ApproyedBy: 

Reviewing Officer Date: 3/7/2014 

Approved By Date: 



Tuesday, March 04i:20I4' 

Project. Name: RebidrTbe Rehabilltetion oĵ ^̂  

Bidder 1 

Project No: C4556I1 Engiiiee>s'Estimate: $1.67̂  "tJ'hder/diyer.iEngineexs'Estlhvl^^ SlMOjOg 

, , 'Gert. 
1̂  l^rucldhg Trucking 

IJB" "] Fdr%rdctcing Only | 
No: Discipliiie fcoiitractor- Location Status LBE ;SI;B,E |'(2x'.vaiiic 1̂  l^rucldhg Trucking 'Doiiars | EtK'n! ,:;MBE> 

iPfime 

2 Trucking 

/ ; 
Beliveau iEngineering. 
Contractors;, Inc. 
WjlliamsTrucking 

Oakland CB 

: Qakland CB, 

i§bip6p.q<J 1 

4;ooo;oo ! 4,odo;op, 

i 

1 
\ .4,60040 

P r o j e c t T o t-a I s : 
iod.0054 : 

4.000:00 

100.00% \ 

4.000 00 

REQUJREMENTS: THeJ^^ 
mmbinqti&n^^ LBEttH^^ 25% SLBE participation. An 
SLEiEjfirm cah He ciaunied;WO% towof ds achieving the:50% 
requirements and a ySLBE/L'PG Jirm can belcountedjilouile 
idwarils.achieiung the S0% requirements, H 

Total L B E V S L B E Pbl lars and R̂^̂  

TpUii y S L B E A L P t i Dollare and Perc»nts: 

fotal L B E \ S L B E Trucking Dollars and Percents: 

LBE'¥ Local Business Enterprise ; 
SLBE = Small Local:Bitsiness:EnteriJfise 
VSLBE = VerySmaliLbcal Hjusiness'.Enterprise 
LPG " lA>calfy\F'rodiiced Goods 
NPSLBE ̂  tionProfUSmtdil^ci^^ 
NPLBE = NonProfa iMcatrBusiness Enterprise. 

.UBy= Uncertified Business 
CB CertifiediBusi'ness 
MSE'-'=^Mlnoriiy Business Enterprise 
WISE = Women Hu^ness Enterprise 

$164i06o:6Q; I00i00% Total Bid Amount: $164;060.00 

total Participation of 
i4.000.00 100^% VSLBE/SLBE/LjBlrL^^^ 100 ;00% 

ETHNICIJY:, i 
'AA s African:Am^icari 
Al.B Asian Indian.! 
AP = Asian Pacific 
G =-Caucas/ah 1 
H." l^lspanic 1 

NA = Native American 
O = Otfier 

= Not Listed 
MO = IviuMplta-pymership 

m 



jOqritracts and Compl^^^^^ Pro/edt Evaluation Reppri 

j^roj^ftSlgrtie: Rebiciyf he Rehabilitation (5f Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Boaf .House 

Coptradtpri. Cratus inc. 

Engineer's Estimatie: 

S167,040.00 

biscounteli isid Airioiint: 

Contractor's Biii Amount: 

. Amount of Bid Biscount: 

::$3,4do.ob 

Under/Qyer Englneeil's Estimate: 
(S2mg:og) 

Biiscount Points; 

ft. Did ihê 5it% LocMSmail L̂ ^̂  Yes 

2, Did the cohtrdcidr fmeetM^̂  50% requirerrient? Y<gs 

al%:o0^EpartieipM^^ 2i5.Q6%: 

. —^^^ • - ' 17;65% " " 

0 :%dfySLSE^ 7.53% 

Si Did t̂he contractorŝ  Trucking requirement? Yes 

q) % dfSLBE/LBE trucking participation 

b) % of V S I . B E trucking participation 7.53% 

4. pid^the Contractor receive anf bid discount? Yes 

(ijf̂ iyeSrHst'thep̂ ^̂  2.00% 

Sl Addiidnal Corhments *Proppsed V$LBBLP paiticipatibn is?Yalued at 3,76%, 
however, per,the.b/SlSE PrQgrarn a^VS^^ 

£J*:•i*̂ %*iĉ i"̂ ^̂ ^̂  s î5~p'FtC!patibiiiS"-double"Wuri'ted fb\var(d;&'-rheeting\̂  
. a*. ̂ . ... - - i.-̂ ^̂ '-̂ ^̂  ^^.--^^requir^^ntr 7^eff6re:"thl&VStBSEpS'yaiu 

6; Date eyaluation completed and returnê ^̂ ^ imtiating depdrtment, 3/7/2014, 

Reviewing Officer: ,^ SophanyJfa 

ApproyedBy: 

RemewingO^̂ ^̂  Date: 3/7/20M 

Approved By Datii: , 



mestlay, March 11, 2014 L B E ^ L B E / m L B E / X P i ^ ^ m ^ 

Project Name: RebidrThe Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Boat Hotise; 

Bidder J2 

Project No: C4556i l EngineersEstimate: j$ifj$7,040i00 • Utder/Qver^Engineers.^Estimite: (S2;96a0()f 

No. Discipline Contractor 
Cert. 

>4 Location Status LBE 
\ *ysLBEyLP,G- , U S | B | > - :t|B 

"•SLBE ' (̂ix;yaluc)_^ .Ti;uciki'ng • friickl 
. UB i i 

ng ^nilarS' fj iltlltt 1 

^^^^^^^^jrtrqckijtg.Qnty.. 

'1'Rrime feratusjnc.; SF UB ••87j5fi0.6o| 
2 SaW'Gutting.̂  Bay: LinXSaw-Cuttirig |Be%eley .UB,; l;ooaop| H ?1,000:00 

i' J 3ManhpielMat Old Castle Precast' plea^nto f f .•U,B, 2i5o6̂ 0|)i 0 
4 Pipe Supply Pace Supply Inc . iqlkjan-d' CB 15300.00 . . . . <j c 
STruckjng MarchailTruckirig •••Oakland CB ; 6;4po.'00' i AA 6,400.00 
6 Concrete' Right Away Ready. Mix i|Gakland CB 3,000.00 5 1 c 
7 Trucking -All Citj/'truckihg iOaklana CB 30,000:00 1 3p;pop.po 1 <3bld(|dldp 
8 Hertz; .He rtz .Equipment i a ^ l a n d CB is'.pgp.pp \ •1 

Ii c 

• "'i 
9 Material ,Levei;Constructi6n LLC lo'Mlaha CB 6;l.pb.p0 1 . , : ^C 

P r o j G c t T o t a l s : 
42,6'Ob.OO 

25,06% 

^3pi,Qp0,0P { 6{400:00 30,000.0^ 

• 17:65% 17.53% 100.00% 

;?i^poq,oo:| 

53.53% i 

37j?6o 65 

;22.00% 

REQUIREI^ENTS: The 5fi% Requirements, isji 
combihation of:25% LBE and;2s3i S L B E A n 
S,LBE firm can belcbimie^^ achieving.the 50% 
requirements,arid a. VSi^BEAl-PG firm cdn.he cpunted double 
towards achieyikg i-

Total LBE V SLBE Dollars and Percents: $72.600.00- 42.71% 

total VSLBE \ LPG Dqilajreiand Pere^^ $6.400.00 :7.S3%; 

rotal.LBE VSLBE Triicking Dollars and Perpenfe: i30.000.od 100;d0% 

LBE''=^'L<fcalH'usine^^ • 
SLBE—Snigll Local Bitsin&a^ Enterprise 
irS/S£= p«>'.jSm 
IPG Locally^oduceil G^ ; 
NPSLBR" NonKrofit'Snm Local Business Enierprbe 
NPLBE. = Nonprofit Local Business Enierpris^} 

UB =:VncernfledBitsiriess 
CB '' Certified Business ' 

- MBK-Minority Business Enterprise^ 
WBE = Women Bitsiness Enterprise 

Total Bid Athount: ,$1 ZOTdOO.OO 

total Partlci(|ation of 

ETHNipm r 
t^'Al?^'ijdfican jiimerlcan 
Al'= 4slin Indian j 
Ak''Asian Pacific • 
C = Caucasian ' '•: 
H « Hispai}lc 

'NA = Native American 
0 = Other 
NL -Nat Listed 
MOt = Multiple.Ownership 



• iko /mmm?- ReKid-The Rehabiiitatibn.Qf Sahitary-Sevvers at Lâ ^̂ ^̂  

:QAK: I :A-ND 

iCdritmethr: Bay Construction Company. I n c ' 

Engineer's Estimate: ^ohtractrir'sVBiri AmnHriî  Under^ver l̂ W îneer̂  Estiniatî r 

$lf6,036;^0 ($8;m:8oj 

Discounted Bid Amountt 
$167v234i96 

Attfount of Bid Discbuftt: 

$8,801.84 
discount Points: 
SM9/0 

'2 Yes 

a)]M}qjl[lJB^pdr^c 5^68%. 

V % d f ^ ^ r :gM5% 

fit) % of SLBEM.BE triuckin^^^^^ 100.00% 

B) % of VSLBE trucking pdrticipatioh 

4. Dii 

(ifyesylistikeipercentdge received) 

S., Additonal Comments 

Yes 

5:00% 

6. jOdte eydludtipn compjeied and returned to initiating department. 3/7/20J4 

RevimingfOfficer: /Sophan 

ApprovedJBy: 

Reviewing PffcerDijte: •3/'7/20i:4^ 

Approved By Date: 



Tuesday, Miirch 04, 2014 

ProjectvName:i Rebid-The RehabilitatidrtVol̂ aiiitary Sewers at'Lak̂ side Pâ kf.Boal House 

S 
I 

\ 
i 

Bidder 3 

project No: C455611 EngirieeVs Estimate: $1(67̂ 040.60 

, 4. Np'.>Disc|pline 

-3-5!—— p 

Contractor | L'olcation Statu.s,.. LBE 
*ySI^i8E/LjPG 

SLBE, _ _ ;(.2x;v^iiltc)," 
l;/SLBE iJB 
-ir'ucllirig Trucking 

liB 
PoJIars Ip^hn i 

^Forfrackit ig piily ' j 

" \ 
' \ 
''t 

1 pnme Bay eonstructibrf Cbnipahy, |i G)akland CB •i63j636^o ; | . A P 
i 

i63id^36.8p 

. 'J 

f2 trucking 

3 'P'lRing. 
yvilliams trucking | Oaklarid CB, 
^er i ca r i Emperor 1 pak|and CB; 10,000:00 

2.000.00 2,pd();6o j-AA 
1 .'AP-
» • 

2.ppp.od 
,i.o;opo,po 

1 
'':.! 

i 0,060.00 

5.68% 

fi65i036^6p 1 

9375%:. 1 

2i000.00 

tbd^p% 
1 • .1,t5;̂ )3e;6p 

99.43% 

REQUlREMEN'rsriThhSO%^M^^ y f> 
cqmiinalipn ofi25% LBE and2S% SLBEparticipatipn. 
iSLBE firm can be counted 100% towards achieving thh 5b% 
requihmentsandqlVSLBE/LPGflrmcanbecpunted^^ 
towards achieving.the 50.% feqtiir^ -iS 

Total LBE ^ SLBE Dollars and Percents: 

total VSLBE \ LPG Dbliars and Percents: 

rotal LBE \ SLBE Tmcking Dollars and Percents: 

$175iP36;6Q 99:43% total Bid Amount: $176.036.80 

total Participatioii of 
$2.000.00 100.00% VSLBE/ SLBE/ LBE/ LPG:: ^ 9 . 4 . 3 70 

LBE = Local Business Enterprise 
SLBE =Stnttll Local Business Enterprix 
VSLBE =yery Small Local Business Enterprise 
LPG f Locally traduced Goods . , 
NPSLBE= NottProjiiSmall Local Business.JEnterprise 
NPLBE r'Nonprofit iipcal Business Enterprise 

.(JB¥Uttcertified; Business 
'CBf/t^fied-Business 
MpE '=Winoriiy Business Enterprise 
WBE - Wonien Business Enterprise 

EmNicim, I 
A A s African Anifflean . NA =. Native American 
Al» As/an /nclfan, .J O««Other 
AP <Asian Pacini NL = NotUsted 
C 4;Caucaiiah: j MO- Multiple Ownership 
Hf:HlsMnlc 1 

1 f 



Contracts md Compti^ Project Evaluation Report 
IBS? miOQl. 

O A K L A N D 

Project:No: C455611 

PmfeBlJame; Rebidrf he Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Boat House 

Conlrdcidr: Sanact Inc. db^ Roto-Rooter 

Engineer's Estimate: Contractor's Bid Amount; 

$167;p40̂ pp $201^00.00 

Piscounted Bid Amount: 
$201^00.00 

Amouiit of Bid Discount: 
$0.00 

Under/Over Engineer's Estimate: 
($34:260Mj 

Piscoiinti Points: 
0.00% 

/. Did the 50% Lopdl/SmaU Loc requirement apply ? Yes 

2. Did the contractor nitiist the 50% requirement? 

a) %^LBEpa0iicipatipn 0^00% 

. . . ^ h) % q/:SLBEparticipatipn liQO^ 

c) % of VSLBE/LPG participation 

3, 

No 

Yes 

a) % of SLBEfBm trucking participation QM& 

b) % of VSLBE trucking participation 

'4.\ Did the Contractor receiveidny bid discduht? 

(ifyes, list the percentage received) 

No 

6.00% 

5. Additonal Comments Gontfactor failed to. meet the minimum 50% USLB^ 
participation requirement. thi?refore, theŷ  deeitied non-

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to initiating department. 3/7/2 0?! 4 

Reviewing Officer: ,SophamJIdns 

Approved By: M I M I L 

Reviewing Officer Date: 3/7/2014 

ApprpvedjBy Date: 



Tuesday, March 04, fbl4 Bidder 4 
: Project Name: Relsid-the RehalsiliUtiori of S Sewers at Lakeside.Park Boat Mouse 

Project No: C45561T EngiheeH Estimate\/$i6lr,q40. ,Undcr/<9verEiigine^ •($ 3 ii ̂ 260:00} 

': I' Cert. * V S L B E / L P G . I^SLB E UB LB "1 Eor Trackihs ( Dnl)f i' 
No. pisciplinc Contractor 4 L|catidn Status ' T^BE' S L B E , *^(2x,value) Triicking Trucking Doiiars !; Ethn M B E ' 

1 Prinrie 

.2 Bauling 

Sanact inc. dba Roto-^Rooter 

Ramirez Tfuckihg alta 
Ramirez Trahspprtltion 

ti T 

iLiv&rmore LIB 

^]o|kland \J& 

166̂ 7Qp.pOu 
34!6do.ptf| 

C 

H 34,6pp:oo 

P r o j e c t T 
100.00% I 

3^i60P.P0 

17,19% 

cpkbinh^^^ 
SLBE firm can be counted J 00.% toward^ acftie'ving ih i 50fi: 
requiretnents attd ff ; J ^ i S£:^i>(?jffr»i Vii/i be counted double 
towards achieving the 50% requirements: j ;. 

TptarLBE V S^^ and JPerpents: 

Total VSLBE \ LPQ Dollars and Percents: 

Total E B E V S L B E Trucking Dollars and Percents: 

EBIi" Local BusinesslEnterprise 
SLBE. = Small Local Bitsiness'Entefprise 
VSLBE = Very. Small Local Busings. Enterprise 
LPG - LiK0y, j^(^iced <joo(ls. 
SPSLBE '^ Nonprofit S ^ t l^cal Business Eh^^^^^^ 
kpkBE- Nonhofit tdcid Busine^Ehlerp^^^ . 

VBy' Vriceftified Businm. 
CB.- Certtfied BusUiess 
MBE-MinorUy-Busines0inlerprise 

.WBE.- Women Business Emerprise 

2pS2i irotalJid Amduifit: $201.300;00 

TotaTParticipaUjOn of 
VSLBE/Sl iBE/LBE/dPG: 0 . 0 0 % 

ETHNIt̂ TY: | 
AA African Ame^caii 
AIA Aslan'jndiaiili 
AP'^AislatiPacifici 
C o Caucasian | 
H^filspanic I 

= Native Arnerican 
O = Qtfteri 
NL = Not Listed: 
MO SI Muliiph pwnersft/p 



Contracts gnd Compiian^ Br6jeeiEvaluatio§ Re0ri 
Project QASSeXl 

Project Nani^: Rebid-TKe Rehabilitation of Sanitaryt'Sewers at LakBideTark Boat? 

Contractor: Pac ific Trench less liic! 

Engineer's Estimate: Contractor's Bid Aniduht; 

$i6?,d40i00 S209i5n;ft0 

Biscouiited Bid Amount;, 
$I99;041.15 

Amount of Bid Discoiiiit; 

Under/bver Engineer's Estiinate: 

Discount'Points: 
5.00% 

Did the 50%̂  Local/Small Local requiremerii app ? ês 

2i Did theM n̂ttdctor m^ Yes 

d)% of LBE participation 000%, 

— b) %^dfSBE^pa/^icipdt^ !9iM%:""" 

c) % of P^LBWLP(^partici^^^^ 

3i Did the contrdcfor meet the Trucking requirement? Yes 

a) of SLBE/LBEtrucking pdrtiâ ^̂  100:00%. 

b) % of VSLBE trucking participation 

4. Did the Contractor receive any bid/discount? 

Of y eSf list the percentage received) 

5. Additonal Comments 

Yes 

5.00%^ 

6. Date evaluation completed and returned to'initidtirî ^̂ ^ 3/7/2014 

Reviewing Officer/^ /Sophanv tiat^s 

Approved By: 

Renewing Officer Date: 3/7/2014 

Approved By Date: . 



Tuesday, March 64,,2014 Bidder 5 

Pi-ojcct Name: Rebi<dpThe:Rehabilitatipn?pf ^anitary^ LakesidelRark:Boat House 

ProjectiNo: C455611 Engineers. Estiinate: $167̂ 040100 U.ndef/Over'Engineei^-Estimate:^ fSV̂^̂^ 

No. Discipliiie Contractor 
1 'I Ccrt.̂  
J.Lo|atibn;Statiis- LBE 

fVSLBE/LPG 
$ } S t . value) 

,lJ/S.lsBE-.. UBr 
-Triicking:' ^ TrVckingt :DoHars/_ fgHAj 

FifkT-rdcklng' 

1 Prime; 
"2iTrucktng 
3 Irqh Pipe 

Pacific trenchless Irip. 
Williarps,trucking. 
Groenger/&"Co. 

ffoEland; -GB 
Oakland CB 
Hayward WB 

i 
196^392:00 -

|:80P:(bo i 
'i 

:i;8oo.pa 

1 -c-
1M ;t,8pP.O0 

P r Q j e c t T o t a l s : 
198.192..PP \ 

94.59% ; 

1,8Dp;pp, 

100.00^0 

i=1.325!p0 j 

if 

fi'spapo 

,0.86% 

In 

REQUIREMENTS: Tĥ ^̂  ir a 
combination ofjS^LBEari^^^^^ An 
SLBE firm can [be couhted l OO^i 'toiva^ the 50% 
requirements and a ysLiE/tPfi firfn cait befcounted double 
towards achieving.tlie SO%yequirenients. 

:Totai LBE \ SLBE Dollars and Percents: 

tbtal VSLBE \ LPG, Dollare arid Percents: 

Total LBE VSLBE Trucking Dollars arid Percents: 

LBE '^' LMalBi/isiness Enierp^^^^ ; 
S1^BE ~ Small Local Busine^ Enterprise 
VSLBE =-ifiwj;, Srttdli LqcttlBuslitesfEnterprise 
L PG = Locally Prfi<h c^^^ 
NPSLHE" NonPrOj^ Small Loc^l Business Entftrprise 
NPLBE - Nonprofit IJKiii Business Eiii^^ 

UB •^iUncenifted Business 
c£=jpei^ed Business'' 
l(iBE^'Aibipijlty Bu§iness Enterprise 
.WBElf ^dmenMusinesijEm 

$198,1'92.0P 84.59% Total Bid Amount: $209.517.00 
. . . . . , 

Total Partlclpatipn of 
$i.8oo:bo ioo:oo% VSLBE / SLBE / LBE / LPG: 9 4. 5 9 % ETHNiaTY: | 

Afrlcait American NA^.Native American 
Al = Asiatitridian. i ' O^^ Othhr 
J^P=Asian i^acifle 
C='Caucasijari, 

NL = N6tLlst9d 
Mb:° Muldpile Own$rshlp 



Attachment C3 

*" pf oj e'Gt Manager; 

is'*'-

-;:t3j-̂ 5'Ĵ %inistrâ ^̂  

Eiitei|?nse.:fĥ ^̂  
;|8B<S)r<a&idPr 

i.Responslve/t6\l :^SiiBEiand/6r; .-i 
oitcics' ' : - i Proppsc^PiartlapatidM^^^ : 1 jEarncil.eredit^ â^̂^̂^ htl i 

r- «• ••- ' 

:;0- ; . 

;f/ 

- • 
'-" \ 'Amouiit'" .''̂  

-• " ' ,C3 j ' • ' \ 
, g 

r- «• ••- ' 

:;0- ; . 

;f/ 

- • 
.npacific;;^ _ P ' 
'CrjenChlesvi'hWi 0.00% 9l.6;l:%L .:o:o{)%.'; iio6.%- •$909:l83.'25-=. 

, ;Engiiief ring.. • 
fjiic'rs 

5 
5 

%i,oi:|̂ ^D6;00 „ 93i09%;: • \ 
=:94:2i4". 

15%.. ' V$976f5lb;70r! 

'̂̂ r̂amentî ::̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^ 

[iJl^iiiTRespdiw^ 

(:'t?^«dMiiS Polici&sr'"'".'^'' - P r o p o s e d Faftiicipition" ^ „ • - 'rdik'offit^' Cv- ig' •• 

1 'po'mp^y4^"ime>-.i 
.OHginal 

jBfdj'*^ .̂ 
"^i^^irnpunt''; ' ' . • -e/i 

4 CQ;; 

jc/3,. • . 
' 

.• CQ; .5. 

• Z ' "'\: 
'TO'-: - i 

. * ; - - 0 ; ' ' ell ea 

'Jh' 'O.. 

: " o . ; 

'-Ir - • 

.CQ. C-

1 g 
3 S 

' ."2 

, - P .O 

"̂•<; 
i.=e/ - ^ 

:o 
'CO. • 

KA- _ / " ]^A. ; NA. I ' ^ A / . '•NA- , 

"Gbmmients:- '":r*fA.̂  



F6iv liiifo rniilWrial^P u ri)6s^ 

pikê f̂efê ^̂ ^̂ ^ fKibrl(5̂ jest resRpnsib^ bidder's compliance with the'50% Lpfial jEmplojgii 
,th|;0yo;0'akl̂ ^̂ ^̂  for the lowest bidder's most.recentlŷ complete<i"jGl̂ ^̂  

iM%hM%o'Ii#;d%€diie^^^^^ ^ ...... ... • 'Ves . ^I'fHo'̂ s'fioiftfalli-hoursJ- .'. -

' r W'gfe'Sl »sh'o rcfal i s isati s fi ed?> 1. illno.pehalty^aiTiduht^ s 

\'̂ VasCthe'0 ;̂Mp'pr^ntitesftip • •'Yes ' . : , 11 f no.fsfiortfalT Hours? . 

.;W.ere^;shprtMfes^tisiia>- , " • -^.A i 

l:he4Sp'readsheet,bSIj 
erfoU 

:̂Wrk3Kpurfg'o|1;*D^ 
l^H.eompliaiK^ 

urs, B)"„cdre;w6ricfOT̂ ^ 
'hours achieyed;̂ ^̂  

1) appi;ienticeship goal̂  

J ?5b?/o Locaî Employihen 

a ' . ' . ^ ^ ^ ^ . 
^ 'UJ ..." 

-

s> 
•Q: 
! 

s;" ,! 

' i ; ^ 
••C. : 

'I • i-, ' 
uj' .2-

O c < 

mi 

; ME"' 3' 

" 
: §' 

i 

.>-..:;.'••/). 
' ^- ' , F- \ ; , ; ^Gbial:;' '•''jHbure'. ; 7 Hours • ' ^- ' , F- \ 

G#l .Hours ; , ; 
iflo%;r - Q'-; . ..-̂ "-„>?: ," 1 

Cbinmefiî ^^ jJ^aejilfe'Tmncfî  
; re|i|ent:em'pĵ ^̂ ^ 

:site.;hQiirs;-' ' " . - • _ ^ , 

'Should y'G.ii'fiaiveyaĥ ^̂ ^̂  



Conir^a^isitihWCaM 

'(̂ Ofrittacti}̂ ^ .̂ Paeijric-̂ reh'ctifesŝ ^ . _ ' 

\ Contractor's Bid?Aino Engirieer'S'Estimate: 

Piscounted Eliî ^Amoifn̂  'Amgiint of Bi'd̂ Bjscdiiat̂ ^ * , .Piscount.PiOihfe'; 

UnderyOverfErigineer'sElititn̂ â̂ ^̂ ^ 

^.I^id^i^^^ 'apply?Wis'-.; 

a;: 

''Tgfl/q'pfMRE^pd . t " " " —r*—;°M ' 

: i00bi^SL]^^ 100:00%̂  

4{'pi0heliSdh^^ 

vy:S^Ad(Uh)iml'CdmmerttsifSi?i ' â;#•&̂ .Tf#iT*̂ 3¥t*«̂ %ŵ ^̂  .i.'--

6/Ddid îvhiu^^ ,;3/1'4/20iy 

Ref iemfig ^^ Sdp^dfiv Hiafns R£vk}^rig0j^jc^ I ^ M i i 



TMrsdti}', March 13, 2014 

Project ISJamc: ' pd-Tjhe RehablH^̂ ^̂  

~. ^fprnie'ctr^fi;.' 'C32913>4 . , . . -<EWgin'eers}Est̂ ^̂ ^̂  / 'lJ.ii|aeF/i©y:ehErt 

Ko. Discipline; ^Contractor ! 'Lo'cat ion^StafuJ. . -S isBt ' " - .-;?:(2xviil|ie).^' ;'friic||irg'.. '<i'Truttanj Ko. Discipline; ^Contractor ! 'Lo'cat ion^StafuJ. . -S isBt ' " - .-;?:(2xviil|ie).^' ;'friic||irg'.. '<i'Truttanj 

"Pacifiĉ firencbless.}̂ ^ 
.yVilijarps Truĉ ^̂^ ; 

-rld)al<ian"f. jCB: •• 

..i:'42î |)ojol' 

P r^o^l^}i'' 1 1- .. 'H 

M^VlkE]^ENTS:ytJie^^^^^ a. . V. '^-v I 
cowA//iflA<}«;<)/^ 25% SIJ^E pdfHcipqiwiCAn;^ 
MBEfirm fah^^^ 100% tdiydr^'dchieyin0heM%'^: 
requiremetitfddd o'KSI5 becpitnteddouhlk * 
tpwarihaclilevingxtheSO^reqm , ' ' 

I >'T!ptaftJ|'#SI:BE^pfS^a 
I" '"'ToSlv'SLBE*y|PG-'Ddllare^^^ 

Totei iLBE V SLBE Triiick|ng DolI'ars ¥nd Percente: 

LBE = Lecai'Bu'sinessi.Ehlerprise.. , , '.*£/B = UncerfiJwdBusiness 
XLBE = Smalt.lM:ai,Busini^ . CB = Cer1i/iedMas^^ 
f^LRE= l''ery'.SmairiIocal,Btts^^ 'MBE^'MinprUy,Bii!dness,En^^^ 
LPjO =:Locally.^Produc^^ ' i / ' H%E= Wamen^iisinas^^ 
NPSLBE-NoflPnfltfSritM ' ™ 
!̂ .P.LB,Ef̂ S{6nÎ ,ofU'̂ ^^ - " j ; . 

T6lCRa^»ticip'atisE f̂> , 

ETHNiClljY: , .r . 
*'4'̂ 'canrMmer/(Mn":= •'NA-'aliiiadye:Amertcari'\. 

Al:= Asian Ifidiaii '{̂  -jOf.Qlher , .r 
AP^'^siinPacific. -%i'I^L:^lNpilJ&iQdi ' • 
C'f'CS'ticai/an" - ti '̂MOf^MifliipJe.Qwfi$r$^^ 
H^Hispahlc. ^ . J , ' - " * 1 " " 



-*,.59:'i|'-^-t~*-r~~>-.-7Sr^^ - . . ) . ' i>i ,n«. i ,». ' . ^ i , •^•^^••,t.^4 .• . .LJt ml IUJ.JI..III.1J.W KlilllW l i . J lH. l i ' ' 

- /Eriign^ei^ste Contraetdy'sfBid UndertdMr/Enginerr̂ ŝ ^̂ ^̂  

P'^!%""^^5^'j'^y°^^ Amouĥ  I)iscoTin#ointl̂ i 

IxDidtlkf fdrij^aitqf meepi'hk. iO%:^eqi4tre^ '̂ Yes 

ri^'W^^SLSfi§qrti^^^ 93^9%. 

Vh)^%i00^B^ 

^/pidtlie Cd̂ ^̂  ' ' ' - i l i 

JSybMterevdludi{d^c^ ;3/.i'4/26!f4-



EnginiN r̂slEstimaî ^̂  

IVo. Disciijiinc < Cdntracfor / vUbcation Statiis> LBE M.BE;' 4 (2x value) trucking. »Truckii»g? .IloJi'arS' Ertirf 

' Etit^id'ckihg OnlJ', 

f PrirpeT , jj Hojwa^ Ê ^̂  
i-trucking, -'^iliiarns-f^ni'cRingf 
3,Sayy .eiJttingJ ;̂ Bay pne^Cpttingi. 
'4- Mahjofe'.' ^©.IdfGytlef ̂ rfcajt'' ': • I 
5"HDPE^P'icjif' ^Pf^'F.'OiitiiMorsit 

•• . ^ f ^ • - T^"' ^ 
•"gaikfan'J JGB-' 
_ '•̂ ©aK[an4'':.eBî . 
\Sertcele|''̂ UB;--

=»leas;anti6nj! iUB-" . 
,§nsbWnCt/itOB:': 

936.Mr0&: 

I^PP:iD 

, "''io.Gop̂ op 

>''*c3> - - • 

6, Fittings . ..Missioh/Gtajf,,/; . 

".'S'Recyclei? . ;V^^_en|̂ MaterialSv-''--

;,paklfnd*jGB'; --.5, 
^>%|la#-^B^- -Jif^ 
...•Q|lClanl;>yB- : _ 
-ii[o,c,ktb|| tUB( 

|oo.?oo 

t- • .fjsoOidj] 
- - • ^PP;pg 

• ^§| 

.tf;500 00 956,t0.6f00; 

•142,%, 93;09k 

''«̂ 2!di3o0OlpP; 

'i:̂ 1,db:oo%̂  

•.59;5po;op* -25ip,0O^gpP 

- 'i:l3'%i 

REQVIREMENXSf fhe.SO% Requiremefiis,^^^ ^ ^ \ : 
cSmbiridtioiib^ , 
^Z^BJ?yjwri ca« be counted lp03£tpwards^ac^^^ 
requiretrKht^dndaffS 
towards achieving the 5^^ , 

I Tptial iiBE VSIlBE Dollars ar̂ ^̂ ^ : $968!4Q6:00i 

|j • Tptafi.VSl3BE:\iLpGTpp^ 

fotai LBE^V St^BE frucklri^^^^ , $20:6oo:oO" 

'fMm:^ >Td̂ t Bid Aitftfgirt: $1̂ 027.900̂ 00; 
«•..'*- - ''totalPartidjjjaMdniof. ^ 

LBE ^^lAtmt Business Enterpm^ , . • , . :Pfi ''U'*'^^W^J^"H^^^' " 
SLBE-SnmllLociilBum ' " ••CB-'=;Cer^ift'iai]EaiMij 
rai^B = ii^; Sitiall Local Business Enterp'rish , :^lBE.~:^i^mr^^ 
LP<J ~ to6»0.M ' , ' V ' WBE%Wamek£usini^^^^ 
jypMB/(=^^^M^ . ' ' : 
NPLBE ^ NonPi-ojll Local Business Enterprise « 

'AA%AiHcah':Am&lcan -J i\^A.^'.t4atl\^(Amerlcaii-r-
Ai\S'MiaSf'indiih.' ' ' 'i .-MPomjarX-^' ? ' • ' 
AiP.^. Asian Pacific 
(C'B Gaucfs/an-" 
H'^iHlspanlc 

i 



Attachment C4 

iBroject Manager ' liaiiee;Maiiagi 

; .„.i./^ . ^ E B G ^ P b l i c l f e s 1 , 1 ;r - 'ProppsedfRafticipatidn^ Earned?Gridits and Diiicbuntsi 
•̂̂  ' f 

!i;C6mpOTy-̂ âm^̂  

i' • '" •' 
.ibrigiiiah^ } 
• f'-Ainptini*' j 

' 
: 

' ' V i s - " 
> . : ^ ',1 

.'3* 

.,, 

• "CO';"c-

4_ - 7 

'2-- *, ' 

t«,J>C' ! 

^ i ! ; 
c • 

*cc- . 

Engineering. Inc >90.80f4. 89.27% i !-oioo%i • .100% , 90:80% '5%'" 1 C$2.78f7'79l40:'*' 

si 

IpacifiGf _ , 
.'Trenchless,Jhc.r . * 94. ir%: ^ $290^209.80; 

i,,, "i 

fMpStO^ ^ 
. Cpnstijjctidti-. J , ' -;$i|2.c66*:oo'' : " * < ^ 

i d:88%f.; 

''f ' 1 

<̂ 87:64.% •5%-'- V$32|-993.'6?)':: 

;|3Mici'p.ation>is|̂  

; 5 sNdnr-Respd&siv̂ ^̂  
-..."knd/oî ^EBO"' PdiiciW 1 L . • PjtoppM^^ r£icipation^ 

; Ekrne^^fCreaits and • 
, /-^Discounts'....' V---™: 

•i^ i 

.SS 
,' ' ^ " i • 

,'EQ.* 

r',(3ompany'lN^am^^^ '\ 
Griginal 

Bid-"'' [ 
Amoiirit 

-Uii.- ' 

'.cs '.KJ ' '-
.PQ • 

• (y>'' • *, 
; •• '- , 1 

'if ' 
; 

•.a. 

,ca S', 
.T3 ..g S# 

.£2' 
w, 

3 ; , c i 
,2i 

^ 1 

•i^ i 

.SS 
,' ' ^ " i • 

,'EQ.* 

; N A \ . / ,"̂ ^A^ ?:^A- '[ % A , •;;NA-' 

>'CQ%'itt ̂ 'ts M A: 



Edr InfdrmatidBfal FItrpbses .j •- ' 

_|i|t^;!g|iov|ls^^^^ 

;nYrn4.slipwMl'htei' -

•'Wfers.4j]sh6rtfa(lis,sati'sfî  F:NA*-, ! ilf:riO, .peiiy^ ¥nfounf i-^ • 

•;NA. Tf ho. shortfall Hours? ' 

'Wereshortfal̂ ' satisfied.?:', If.oo;?perialiy>anTOijtit?'':-: 

îWo^khoyf.go^^^ 
SfeB-cblrfpij2mC|';^ 

• ' A' ~ "'• 
„ ' rtr'*', : 
-t \ ' , 

••is.; 
' O -O-

i o- •- ••o -g 

• 
M 

Re
sid

en
t N

ew
 

j 
H

ir
e
s;

, 

^ -e- • 
•o , 
t/y -^ • 

' i i , 

4̂ .•5... 

c - .̂">; 

O, c '< 

• . , 0 . , « 0 ; 

' f 1. 

- ' • 
'j 

i fA' 
D 

• • 
•"•i •!/' , i fA' 

•\i36alt i 'i[H6urs ' . Goal " t-Hoiwsl, 

• • 
Hours 

^fjA^"' .'j'NA-: 



f:Proje{:.r.No;-->i£3M^M , • ^ ' : ; , — — 

• ^ ^ ' f t ' ^ g ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^tr^ctort^Amri^^^^^ • -Uj^fe^^ever^KhgMey'kE^^ 

^mo^nt bf^id P i i ^ t i ^ lyikoSn^PoiM:; 

Z i h e c ^ r w m k i ^ ib^/treguiremehi?: S i , 

' % ' § ^ ^ S J ^ i p a r ^ i p m p n i f f i ^ T ^ , ' ' 

''^^^^hBE/jUm^ : r ,^ ^• 

•-'̂  -'̂ f -^ îdfthyiConirid^^ discountp^ ̂ ' •Yes" 

€^^f^f^d^^ idmiddting/d4p^tm& ;3/13/26f4.-

^^^mmSf'^er:. %qphaHyjidn^ • ^k^ikm^ OffkerYDaie: W3m&^ 



Project f^ame: Re-bidl^the Wert^bliiEtiSn of SSjteiy^^^^^ 
'••'-Margaddo Drive ^ "•••> 

Project No: ; C329137 i lngiiteers Estimate: $|oaj40^0() 

icef arid| in the Easemd^^^ 

,Wo» piscipJinc "tiontracrbr t Location StaiVis I:BE SLBE tTr-pckmg tOollars 
EW TtacMng Onlr • si 

f Prihife: J. Howard Engiheering;tl̂ ^^^^ Oakland f:€;B; 

2̂ Trucking Vyilliams Trucking ^ > iOafcland f̂ CB 

3"saW;Quttrng . Bay MnetGutting jBericeley "tLffi* 
4 IV!ahhqIe,Males'(̂ ^^^ Pleasanton UB 

..S,^NDPE:,:Pipe' :;f?'&{F%sWbutb"rs.: ' • BrisbahjK/UBV 

'6-Fittings' ''Mission'^lay Produces ,/ rdakland.;';CB/ 

CGdncfete ^ .Right Away Rea^^ . Oakjarid; C B , 

8 ft^iteriats,. jArg^nt•Materials / Qakjandt/xlJB^ 

9 Manhole Conlechof C A . Stbcktol^ ;UB, 

254,452.00' 

^v7,6Q0.,0Oi ' 7j,500.G0 . 

•z.soo.po; i-
2.ooo;0d 

•3.dob".oo: ^¥ 
',19,000.00: <G 

ZQ 

*1-dQQ!oV 

!2:dbdSo;.' 

I* rOJ ee^t t o t a Is;: 
4,500.00^ : 2611952.00' 

ido.oo%^ 

J27,0p0i00: 

9.20% 

9,5oo:op 

REQUlREI^ENTnS:- rhflSm^^^ ~ \ 
combinatippoffs^^^ 
SLBE firm can becotiiitednOO% 'towards achieving the 50%: 
TequtrememMndJaVS Tmcking firm canf 
becoiifiieddoiMejtdwgfds^acMeyitigihe reqitfrements., 

^Total LBE \ S L e E $ aild %: r '$26'6.4S2.06: . f M p - "Tbtal^BId A m o f e , $203 .452 :6 i 

;T6tal Participatiof'ofl , " - . ' 100.00% 

LBEfocal Busing . VB z' l^peeriyial Business 
h±BEf:^mlTf^ .€B-^Ce/ii.fie/BtisiH^^ ^ 
' ySLBE.='yefy^'mail-U . ',MBE'=-^tlmr^ BusinNM^Eitierprise;; 
LPG ̂ Lacdily Produced Goods ' .-i, ''.WfiE^'^o^kBu^lt&ssMHWprt^''^^ 
NPSt:BiB = jyonh^ ' ' v . j " - ' V ' . * 
NPLBE .̂f NOnPrjfii\î xcd ' " 

'fiA\'^*^McatrAftt9r^ 
''Ai'^!Mlan Indian 
JltP^p Asian Pacific 
'C-='C~aticasian ' " 

i ^ NativB Amertcah: , 
0=otfj8f ' •"• •• 
NL^Ndit tJstsd. 
M0.= MutSpl%6vmershlp 



:-iEngineei^|istiiHai#. ' liSoritractdr's Bid Aih6unt:V • 'ItJ'nder/OverEii'̂ iiilirjs^ . 

DiscoiihtedlBid.ĵ ^̂ ^ /Amduntd̂ ^̂  i biscounf Pdiints: 

5.00% 

^Yes 

0%' '0^E^M^ipa(io^' ' '-

c):%yfySLBElJ*^ 0100% 

I Did; ? ''•"•'-¥eis-

d^M^^0E/mg^t r^k ing pqrtic^ 

l^4^a§}^l£Ei t i^yhg^^ (3!0d%; 

Z^;AMdUfitn<d^ 

:.-3/'13/2014" 

Reyiewihg^O^ Sophdhv.HdnB 

ApproyedBy:! . Approved ^^0ate&^ 



WMkflfif/March: (X-201!^^ 

Project Name: ;Rerbicl -The Rehabili^tidn p̂ ^ 
' ' ?Margar|do.pri,v,e' • " % " ' , " 5 ̂  ̂ - - - y r : *\ " ' r — w ; - - -

^ Pr6jec,t:Nd:\ ^p3i913^ Ehgirie;ets?iEstimate:;$3||6;840^^^ ^ i | i % r / 6 : i ! ; c R 5 E j i i g ] ^ ^ 

MMder 2: 

.No.'Pisciptittc GoiUractor , .LiocHriaiiJSfatiis LBE; 
I - lf''^Fdr;tr^ckiiig:^ Z-' 

1 Prime- PafcificesTrenchles^ ; -Qakjana CB* 

'|>Tru(^ing. yyiiliams.trucking^ ,.daRaln|''5CB, 
"3;HbRE'Pip,e,' ' >'''5.:F":Distributors.' '̂"'--"BrisBar^-^^UB. 

;286.98^i:oo; 

i;,5do;dO' 1,500.00 

't|do|:66'-
:i:500;00 

;287^48'î i00^ 

:54.11%^ 
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Attachment Dl 

Project Numt>er/Title: 

Work Order Number (if applicable): 

Contractor: 

Date of Notice to Proceecl: 

Date of Notice of Completion: 

Date of Notice of Final Completion: 

Contract Amount: 

Evaluator Name and Title: 

Schedule L-2 
^ City of Oakland 

Public Works Agency 
CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

C390710 

Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc. 

5/15/12 

1/14/13 

$983,500.00 

Sidney Kong 

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

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

The following list provides a basic set of evaluation criteria that will be applicable to all 
construction projects awarded by the City of Oakland that are greater than $50,000. Narrative 
responses are required to support any evaluation criteria that are rated as Marginal or 
Unsatisfactory, and must be attached to this evaluation. If a narrative response is required, 
indicate before each narrative the number of the question for which the response is being 
provided. Any available supporting documentation to justify any Marginal or Unsatisfactory 
ratings must also be attached. 

If a criterion is rated Marginal or Unsatisfactory and the rating is caused by the performance 
of a subcontractor, the nan^tive will note this. The narrative will also note the General 
Contractor's effort to improve the subcontractor's performance. 

ASSESSMENT 
Outstanding 
(3 points) 
Satisfactory 
(2 points) 
lUlarginal 
(1 point) 

Unsatisfactory 
(0 points) 

GUIDELINES: 

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

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

C66 Contractor Evaluation Form Contractor: ^'"^^'^g coniraciors, mc. Project No. C390710 



% 

C 

ro 
Q .£ ic

a
b
i 

ro t) 5̂ 
r 

Q. 

la
rg

in
 

a
ti
s
fa

 

u
ts

ta
i 

o
t 

A
p

 

CO O z 
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. • • 0 • • 

2 

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

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
N/A 

• 
2b 

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

3 

Was the Contractor responsive to City staffs comments and concerns regarding the 
work perfomied or the work product delivered? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", 
explain on the attachment. Provide documentation. • • 0 • • 

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
5 

Did the Contractor cooperate with on-site or adjacent tenants, business owners and 
residents and work in such a manner as to minimize disruptions to the public. If 
"Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. • • 0 • • 

6 

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

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. 

d 

• 
1 

• 
2 

0 
3 

• 
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8 

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, • • 0 • • 

9 

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
N/A 

• 

9a 

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. • • 0 • • 

10 

Did the Contractor provide timely baseline schedules and revisions to its 
construction schedule when changes occurred? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", 
explain on the attachment. Provide documentation. • u 0 • • 

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. Provide documentation. • • 0 • • 

12 
Were there other significant Issues related to timeliness? If yes, explain on the 
attachment. Provide documentation. 

Yes No 

0 
13 Overall, how did the Contractor rate on timeliness? 

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

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

0 
3 

• 
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14 

Were the Contractor's billings, accurate and reflective of the contract payment terms? 
If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment Provide documentation of 
occunences and amounts (such as con-ected invoices). • • 0 • 

15 

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

Number of Claims: 

Claim amounts: 

Yes 

• 
Settlement amount:$ 

No 

0 

16 

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

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
18 Overall, how did the Contractor rate on financial issues? 

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

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

0 
3 
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COMMUNICATION 

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

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

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

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

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

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

• 
No 

0 
21 

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

Yes 

• 
No 

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

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

0 

• 
1 

n 
2 

0 
3 

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

Yes No 

• 
24 

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

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
26 

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
27 

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
28 Overall, how did the Contractor rate on safety issues? 

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

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

0 

C
O
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OVERALL RATING 

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

1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 2 X 0.25 = 0.5 

2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 2 X 0.25 = 0.5 

3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 2 X0.20 = 0.4 

4. Enter Overall score from Question 22 2 X0.15 = 0.3 

5. Enter Overall score from Question 28 2 X0.15 = 0.3 

TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 

. 2.0 
2.0 

OVERALL RATING: 

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

Marginal: Between 1.0 & 1.5 
Unsatisfactory: Less than 1.0 

PROCEDURE: 
> The Resident Engineer 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 Perfonnance Evaluation has been prepared 
in a fair and unbiased manner, and the ratings assigned by the Resident Engineer are 
consistent with all other Resident Engineers using consistent performance expectations and 
similar rating scales. 

The Resident Engineer will transmit a copy of the Contractor Performance Evaluation to the 
Contractor. Overall Ratings of Outstanding or Satisfactory are final and cannot be protested or 
appealed. If the Overall Rating is Marginal or Unsatisfactory, the Contractor will have 10 
calendar days in which they may file a protest of the rating. The Public Worl<s Agency Assistant 
Director, Design & Construction Services Department, will consider a Contractor's protest and 
render his/her detennination of the validity of the Contractor's protest. If the Overall Rating is 
Marginal, the Assistant Director's determination will be final and not subject to further appeal. If 
the Overall Rating is Unsatisfactory and the protest is denied (In whole or in part) by the 
Assistant Director, the Contractor may appeal the Evaluation to the City Administrator, or 
his/her designee. The appeal must be filed within 14 calendar days of the Assistant Director's 
ruling on the protest. The City Administrator, or his/her designee, will hold a hearing with the 
Contractor within 21 calendar days of the filing of the appeal. The decision of the City 
Administrator regarding the appeal will be final. 

Contractors who receive an Unsatisfactory Overall 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: Ttie Contractor's Performance Evaluation has been 
communicated to ttie Contractor. Signature does not signify consent or agreement 

Resident Engineer / Date 

ising Civil Engineer / Date 
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ATTACHMENT TO CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION: 
Use this sheet to provide any-substantiating comments to support the ratings in the 
Perfonnance Evaluation. Indicate before each narrative the number of the question for 
which the response is being provided. Attach additional sheets if necessary. 
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Attachinent D2 

Project Number/Title: 

Work Order Number (if applicable) 

Contractor: 

Date of Notice to Proceed: 

'Date^of Notice of Completion: 

Date ̂ f Notice of Final Completion: 

Contract Amount: 

Evaiuator Name and Title: 

Schedule L-2 
City of Oaldand 

Public Worlds Agency 
CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

C329125 / SS Rehab In Moora & Altken, Saroni & Arrowhead, Glencourt & Homewood 

Pacific Trenchless Inc. 

4/16/2011 

1/16/2013 

1/16/2013,.! 

$320,405.00 

Paul Tran, Resident Engineer 

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

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

The following list provides a basic set of evaluation criteria that will be applicable to all 
construction projects awarded by the City of Oakland that are greater than $^0,000. Naratlve 
response's are required to support any evaluation criteria that are rated^ as Marginal or 
Unsatisfactory, and must be attached to this evaluation. If a narratlve.^esponse Is required, 

/ indj&te before each nan^ative the number of the question for which4he 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 perfonnance 
of a subcontractor, the narrative will note this. The narrative will also note the General 
Contractor's effort to improve the subcontractor's performance. 

ASSESSMENT GUIDELINES: 
Outstanding 
(3 points) 

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

Satisfactory 
j[2,R0irite). 
Marginal 
(1 point) 

Performance met contractual requirements. 

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

Unsatisfactory 
(0 points) 

Performance did not meet contractual requirements. The contractual 
performance being assessed reflected serious problems for which corrective 
actions were ineffective. 
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WORK PERFORIVIANCE 

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

la 

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

2 

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

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
N/A 

• 
2b 

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

3 

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

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

Yes No 

l/l 
5 

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

6 

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

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

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

tzi 
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8 

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 
docuinentation. "v̂  

S ''is. -

• • 0 • • 

9 

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

mi 

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
N/A 

9a 

Were the sen/ices 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. • • 0 • 

10 

Did the Contractor provide timely baseline schedules and revisions to its 
construction schedule when changes occurred? If "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", 
explain on the attachment. Provide documentation. • • 0 • • 

11 

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. Provide documentation. • • • • 

12 
Were there other significant Issues related to timeliness? If yes, explain on the 
attachment. Provide documentation. 

Yes No 

IZI 
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 d, 1, 2, or 3. 

r 
• 

1 2 

0 
3 

n i 
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FINANCIAL 

14 

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

'\, 
• • 0 • • 

15 

Were there any claims to increase the contract amount? If "Yes", list the claim 
amount. Were the Contractoi's claims resolved In a mannW reasonable to the City? 

- - i?r' / - . 
Number of Claims: ' - ̂ ' 

Claim amounts: $ 

Settlement amount:$ 

Yes No 

16 

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

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

Yes 

• 
No 

0 
18 Overall, how did the Contractor rate on financial Issues? 

The score for this category must be consistent with the responses to the 
questions given above regarding financial issues and the assessment 
guidelines. \ , 
Check 0,1.2, or 3. 

0 

• 
1 

• 
2 

0 
3 
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COIVIMUNICATION 
Was the Contractor responsive to the City's questions, requests for proposal, etc.? If 

19 . "Marginal or Unsatisfactory", explain on the attachment. 

20 

20a 

Did the Contractor communicate with City staff clearly and In a timely manner 
regarding: '•: \ : 
Notification of any significant issues that arose? If "Marginal or U^nsatisfactory", 
explain on the attachment. . t| ' 

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

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

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

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

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

o 
ts 
w 
(0 
in 

c 
% 
(0 

(0 
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c 
S5 
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O 

Z 

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

26 

27 

Was the Coptractor warned or'plted by OSHA for violations? If Yes, explain on the 
attachment. 

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

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

28 Overall, how did the Contractor rate on safety issues? 
The score for this category must be consistent with the 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. i 

1. Enter Overall score from Question 7 2 X 0.25 = 0.5 

2. Enter Overall score from Question 13 2 X 0.25 = 0.5 

3. Enter Overall score from Question 18 2 X 0.20 = 0.4 

4. Enter dVerallijscore from Question 22 
I 

2 X0.15 = 0.3 

5. Enter Overall- score from Question 28 „ > 2 ^°D.15 = 0.3 

TOTAL SCORE (Sum of 1 through 5): 

. 2.0 
2.0 

OVERALL RATING: 

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

Marginal: Between 1.0 & 1.5 
Unsatisfactory: Less than 1.0 

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

the Supervising Civil Engineer. The Supen/ising Civil Engineer will review the Contractor 
Perfonnance Evaluation to ensure adequate documentation Is included, the Resident Engineer 
has followed the process con"ectly, the Contractor Performance Evaluation has been prepared^ 
In a fair and unbiased nhanner, and the ratings assigned by the Resident Engineer are^ 
consistent with all other Resident Engineers using consistent performance expectations.and 
similar rating scales.. -

The Resident Engineer will transmit a copy of the Contractor Performance Evaluation to the 
Contractor. Overall Ratings of Outstanding or Satisfactory are final and cannot be protested or 
appealed. If the Overall Rating is Marginal or Unsatisfactory, the Contractor will have 10 
calendar days In which they may file a protest of the rating. The Public Worths Agency Assistant 
Director, Design & Construction Services Department, will consider a Contractor's protest and 
render his/her determination of the validity of the Contractor's protest. If the Overall Rating is 
Marginal, the Assistant Director's determination will be final and not subject to further appeal. If 
the Overall Rating is Unsatisfactory and the protest is denied (In whole or In part) by the 
Assistant Director, the Contractor may appeal the Evaluation to the City Administrator, or 
his/her designee. The appeal must be filed within 14 calendar days of the Assistant Director's 
ruling on the protest. The City Administrator, or his/her designee, will hold a hearing with the 
Contractor within 21 calendar days of the filing of the appeal. The decision of the City 
Administrator, regarding the appeal will be final. - - . : 

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

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

The Public Worths 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 nqt signify consent or agreement. 

'-•r 

Resident Engineer / Date 

sing Civil Engineer /^ate 
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c NO Q^^KLAND CITY COUNCIL 
2Q14HAY-i PH 1̂ 31 

RESOLUTION No . C . M . S . 

Introduced by Councilmember 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO 
AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO J. HOWARD 
ENGINEERING, INC. FOR THE REHABILITATION OF SANITARY 
SEWERS IN THE EASEMENT BETWEEN SHEPHERD CANYON 
ROAD AND MOORE DRIVE, AND IN LARRY LANE BETWEEN 
ASCOT DRIVE AND MASTLANDS DRIVE (PROJECT NO. C329138) 
IN ACCORDANCE WITH PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE 
PROJECT AND WITH CONTRACTOR'S BID IN THE AMOUNT OF 
FOUR HUNDRED FIFTY-SIX THOUSAND NINE HUNDRED 
THIRTY-NINE DOLLARS ($456,939.00) 

WHEREAS, on February 13, 2014, two 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 Shepherd 
Canyon Road And Moore Drive, and in Larry Lane between Ascot Drive and Mastlands Drive 
(Project No. C329138); and 

WHEREAS, the project was first bid on January 2, 2014 but all bids were deemed non-
responsive; 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: 

• Se^er Service Fund (3100); Capital Projects - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project No. C329138; $456,939.00; 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 Easement between Shepherd Canyon Road 
and Moore Drive, and in Larry Lane between Ascot Drive and Mastlands Drive (Project No. 
C329138) to J. Howard Engineering, Inc., the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, in 
an amoimt of Four Hundred Fifty-Six Thousand Nine Hundred Thirty-Nine Dollars 
($456,939.00) in accord with plans and specifications for the Project and contractor's bid 
dated February 13, 2014; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance bond, 
$456,939.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished 
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $456,939.00, with respect to such 
work are hereby approved; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or his 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 his designee, is hereby authorized to 
negotiate with the second lowest bidder and/or next lowest bidder for the same awarded amount, 
if J. Howard Engineering, Inc. fails to return the complete signed contract documents and 
supporting documents within the days specified in the Special Provision without going back to 
City Council; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the plans and specifications prepared for this project, including 
any subsequent changes during construction, that will be reviewed and adopted by the Director, 
or his/her designee, are hereby approved; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or his 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, GIBSON MCELHANEY, KALB, KAPLAN, REID, SCH/V\F and PRESIDENT 
KERNIGHAN 

NOES -

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST: 

LaTonda Simmons 
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council 
of the City of Oakland, California 
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" ^ ' - OAKLAND CITY COUNCIL 
2(114^''^^ 

RESOLUTION No. C.M.S. 
Introduced by Councilmember 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO 
AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO BELIVEAU 
ENGINEERING CONTRACTORS, INC. FOR THE 
REHABILITATION OF SANITARY SEWERS AT LAKESIDE PARK 
BOAT HOUSE (PROJECT NO. C455611) IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE PROJECT AND WITH 
CONTRACTOR'S BID IN THE AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED 
SIXTY-FOUR THOUSAND SIXTY DOLLARS ($164,060.00) 

WHEREAS, on February 13, 2014, two bids were received by the Office of the City Clerk of 
the City of Oakland for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers at Lakeside Park Boat House 
(Project No. C455611); and 

WHEREAS, the project was first bid on January 2, 2014 but all bids were deemed non-
responsive; and 

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

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

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Projects - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project No. C455611; $164,060.00; and 
these fimds 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, Beliveau Engineering Contractors, 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 at Lakeside Park Boat House (Project No. 
C455611) to Beliveau Engineering Contractors, Inc., the lowest responsive and responsible 
bidder, in an amount of One Hundred Sixty-Four Thousand Sixty Dollars ($164,060.00) in 
accord with plans and specifications for the Project and contractor's bid dated February 13, 
2014; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance bond, 
$164,060.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished 
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $164,060.00, with respect to such 
work are hereby approved; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or his designee, is liereby authorized to 
enter into a contract with Beliveau Engineering Contractors, 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 his designee, is hereby authorized to 
negotiate -:with the second lowest bidder and/or next lowest bidder for the same awarded amount, 
if Beliveau Engineering Contractor, 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 plans and specifications prepared for this project, including 
any subsequent changes during construction, that will be reviewed and adopted by the Director, 
or his/her designee, are hereby approved; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or his 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, GIBSON MCELHANEY, KALB, KAPLAN, REID, SCHAAF and PRESIDENT 
KERNIGHAN 

NOES-

ABSENT-

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST: 

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



(3ff iCc. '-̂ A, *;r,r.\HO bAKLAND CITY COUNCIL 

P̂ 'rtfelbLUTION No. C.M.S. 
Introduced by Councilmember 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO 
AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO PACIFIC 
TRENCHLESS, INC. FOR THE REHABILITATION OF SANITARY 
SEWERS IN THE AREA BOUNDED BY BROADWAY, GOLDEN 
GATE AVE, AND CONTRA COSTA RD (PROJECT NO. C329134) IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE 
PROJECT AND WITH CONTRACTOR'S BID IN THE AMOUNT OF 
NINE HUNDRED FIFTY-SEVEN THOUSAND THIRTY-FIVE 
DOLLARS ($957,035.00) 

WHEREAS, on February 20, 2014, two bids were receiyed by the Office of the City Clerk of 
the City of Oakland for the Rehabilitation of Sanitary Sewers in the area bounded by Broadway, 
Golden Gate Ave, and Contra Costa Rd (Project No. C329134); and 

WHEREAS, the project was first bid on January 2, 2014 but all bids were deemed non-
responsive; 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 fimds 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. C329134; $944,410.00; and 
these fimds were specifically allocated for this project; this project will help reduce the 
amoimt 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 persormel 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 in the area bounded by Broadway, Golden Gate 
Ave, and Contra Costa Rd (Project No. C329134) to Pacific Trenchless, Inc., the lowest 
responsive and responsible bidder, in an amount of Nine Hundred Fifty-Seven Thousand 
Thirty-Five Dollars ($957,035.00) in accord with plans and specifications for the Project 
and contractor's bid dated February 20, 2014; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance bond, 
$957,035.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished 
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurarice Act, $957,035.00, with respect to such 
work are hereby approved; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or his 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 his 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 plans and specifications prepared for this project, including 
any subsequent changes during construction, that will be reviewed and adopted by the Director, 
or his/her designee, are hereby approved; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or his 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 
Attomey 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, GIBSON MCELHANEY, KALB, KAPLAN, REID, SCH/V\F and PRESIDENT 
KERNIGHAN -

NOES -

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION-
ATTEST: 

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



' Approve; 

OAKLAND CITY COUNCIL 
2flHHAY-l PM l=Â s0LUT10N NO. C.M.S. 

Introduced by Councilmember 

Attorney 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO 
AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO J. HOWARD 
ENGINEERING, INC. FOR THE REHABILITATION OF SANITARY 
SEWERS IN THE AREA BOUNDED BY OSTRANDER RD AND 
BROADWAY TERRACE, AND THE EASEMENT BY MARGARIDO DR 
(PROJECT NO. C329137) IN ACCORDANCE WITH PLANS AND 
SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE PROJECT AND WITH CONTRACTOR'S 
BID IN THE AMOUNT OF TWO HUNDRED NINETY-THREE 
THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED FIFTY-TWO DOLLARS ($293,452.00) 

WHEREAS, on February 20, 2014, 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 Ostrander 
Rd and Broadway Terrace, and the easement by Margarido Dr (Project No. C329137); and 

WHEREAS, the project was first bid on January 2, 2014 but all bids were deemed non-
responsive; and 

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

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

Sewer Service Fund (3100); Capital Projects - Sanitary Sewer Design 
Organization (92244); Sewers Account (57417); Project No. C329137; $293,452.00; 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 persormel 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 Ostrander Rd and 
Broadway Terrace, and the easement by Margarido Dr (Project No. C329137) to J. Howard 
Engineering, Inc., the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, in an amount of Two 
Hundred Ninety Three Thousand Four Hundred Fifty-Two Dollars ($293,452.00) in accord 
with plans and specifications for the Project and contractor's bid dated February 20, 2014; 
and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the amount of the bond for faithful performance bond, 
$293,452.00, and the bond to guarantee payment of all claims for labor and materials furnished 
and for the amount under the Unemployment Insurance Act, $293,452.00, with respect to such 
work are hereby approved; and be it 

I 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or his 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 his designee, is hereby authorized to 
negotiate with the second lowest bidder and/or next lowest bidder for the same awarded amount, 
if J. Howard Engineering, Inc. fails to return the complete signed contract documents and 
supporting documents within the days specified in the Special Provision without going back to 
City Council; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the plans and specifications prepared for this project, including 
any subsequent changes during construction, that will be reviewed and adopted by the Director, 
or his/her designee, are hereby approved; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Administrator, or his 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 
Attomey 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, GIBSON MCELHANEY, KALB, KAPLAN, REID, SCHAAF and PRESIDENT 
KERNIGHAN 

NOES -

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION - ^ 
ATTEST: . ^ 

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


