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Agenda Title: DOT 11/18/08 U.S. 50 HOV Lanes, Phase 1 - EL Dorado Hills toBass

Lake Grade Project (JN 53110) Continue Award of Contract;ltem #
50, Legistar File ID # 08-1388

Meeting Date: November 18, 2008
Dear Members of the Board:

At the November 4, 2008 regular Board meeting, the Board voted to continue the award of
the U.S. 50 HOV Lanes, Phase 1 - El Dorado Hills to Bass Lake Grade Project (JN 63110)
(Project) to November 18, 2008. The purpose of the continuation was to review the bid
protests and to make a determination of the protests and a determination regarding an
award.

For the record, the Department of Transportation (Department) has enclosed copies of the
following related to the bid and bid protests:

Attachment 1 - Department staff evaluation of the bid and bid protests
Attachment 2 - Attachment 2 contains copies of NCi's and Granite’s Bid Proposals, which

are the subjects of the protests. The original Bid Proposals from the following four bidders
received on October 30, 2008 are lodged with the Board Clerk:

. Nehemiah Construction, Inc. (NCI)

. Granite Construction Company (Granite)

. A. Teichert & Son, Inc. dba Teichert Construction (Teichert)
[

De Silva Gates Construction, L.P. (DSG)
Attachment 3 - Department’s October 30, 2008 fax containing the bid results

Attachment 4 - Bidder’s List of Subcontractors (DBE and non-DBE) Part |l forms received
on October 31, 2008 from each of the four bidders

Attachment 5 - October 31, 2008 letter from NCI explaining proposal submittal regarding
Bidder's List of Subcontractors (DBE and non-DBE) Part | and Part Il forms

Attachment 6 - November 3, 2008 Bid Protest letter from Mclnerney & Dillon attorneys for
Granite
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Attachment 7 - November 7, 2008 Bid Protest from McDonough Holland & Allen attorneys
for Teichert

Attachment 8 - November 7, 2008 letter from Donald K. Struckmann attorney for NCI
responding to Granite’s Bid Protest

Attachment 9 - November 10, 2008 letter from Mclnerney & Dillon attorneys for Granite
responding to Teichert’s Bid Protest

Attachment 10 - November 12, 2008 letter from McDonough Holland & Allen attorneys for
Teichert responding to NCI attorney’s letter of November 7 and Granite’s attorney’s letter of
November 10, 2008.

Attachment 11 — November 10, 2008 letter from Donald K. Struckmann attorney for NClI
responding to Teichert’s Bid Protest

Attachment 12 — November 13, 2008 email from Bob O’Connor with McDonough Holland
& Allen attorneys for Teichert regarding Nehemiah’s November 10, 2008 letter.

Attachment 13 — November 14, 2008 letter from Donald K. Struckmann attorney for NCI
responding to Teichert's November 12, 2008 letter.

Recommendations:

The Department recommends the following actions by the Board: 1) conduct a hearing to
hear testimony from all interested parties; 2) close the public hearing; and, 3) allow staff to
make a recommendation for award before the November 18, 2008 Board meeting is
adjourned.

In the event that the Board elects to award the Project, the Department requests the
following additional recommended actions be approved:

4. Authorize the Chairman to sign the contract with Contractor to whom the Board awards
the contract, subject to review and approval of the final Contract Documents by County
Counsel and Risk Management;

5. Authorize the Director of Transportation to sign an Escrow Agreement, if requested by
the Contractor and in accordance with Public Contract Code Section 22300, for the
purpose of holding Contract retention funds;

6. Authorize the Director of Transportation to execute Contract Change Orders with an
individual value up to $150,000, provided the cumulative total of all Contract Change
Orders is within the contingency budget established for the Project;

7. Authorize the Chairman to sign Contract Change Orders in the total amount of
$2,689,000 for the County's share of certain supplemental Iltems of Work; (4/5 vote
required per PCC 20137) and,
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8. Authorize the Director of Transportation to sign the Dispute Review Board Agreement
with the Contractor, the County, and the Dispute Review Board Members for the purpose
of assisting in the resolution of disputes and/or potential claims.

FUNDING: Funding will be from the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account; Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality Program; Regional Surface Transportation Program; and, Traffic
Impact Mitigation Fee Programs.

..Body

BUDGET SUMMARY:

Total Estimated Cost $ 42,608,000
Funding

Budgeted $ 15,756,000

New Funding $

Savings $

Other * $ 26,852,000

Total Funding Available $ 42,608,000

Change To Net County Cost $0.00

*Balance to be included in future Fiscal Year budgets

Fiscal Impact/Change to Net County Cost:

The construction phase of the Project ($42,608,000) is funded through state bond funds of
$20,000,000 from the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA); federal grant funds
of $1,700,000 from the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Program; federal
grant funds of $6,294,483 from the Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP); and
$14,613,517 from the 2004 General Plan Highway 50 Traffic Impact Mitigation (TIM) and
the Interim Highway 50 Variable TIM Fee Programs. The CMIA funds were allocated to the
Project by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) at its September 24/25, 2008
meeting.

All bids were within the budget, the Engineer’s Estimate and available funding.
There is no Net County Cost associated with this agenda item.

Reason for Recommendation:
The Department is requesting a hearing to allow the Board to hear the testimony regarding
the award.

Award and Sign Construction Contract with Lowest, Responsive, Responsible Bidder:

Section 3-1.04 “Escrow Bid Documents” (EBDs) of the Contract Documents requires that
the successful bidder submit with the signed Contract, bonds, and insurance, all
documentation used to prepare its bid in a lockable container. Department staff and a
representative of the successful bidder who is familiar with the preparation of the bid will
examine the EBDs to ensure that all of the requested items are included. Failure of the
successful bidder to furnish the EBDs in accordance with this special provision constitutes
a failure to execute and return the Contract as required. Upon such failure to submit the
EBDs as required herein, the bidders security will be forfeited to the County. The
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Department would return to the Board with a recommendation to award the Contractto the
next lowest responsive, responsible bidder who complies with the EBDs provisions.

Once it is determined that the EBDs are genuine, legible and complete, they will be placed
in the lockable container and stored at the Department’s Headington office. The
Contractor will maintain the key. The EBDs will be examined by both County and the
Contractor, at any time deemed necessary by either County or the Contractor, to assist in
the negotiation of price adjustments and Contract Change Orders, or the settlement of
disputes.

Authorize Director to Sign Escrow Agreement:

Pursuant to Special Provisions Section 5-1.06, "Payment of Withheld Funds," of the
Contract Documents and the State of California Standard Specifications Section 9-1.057,
“Progress Withholds for Federal-aid Contracts," the County shall retain ten percent (10%)
of the value of work done from each Contractor payment as security for the fulfilment of
the Contract. Alternatively, pursuant to the State of California Standard Specifications
Section 9-1.065, "Release of Retained Funds," and pursuant to Public Contract Code
Section 22300, the Contractor may request that payment of retentions earned be made
directly to an Escrow Agent. The Contractor shall receive the interest earned on the
investment.

In accordance with these provisions, the Contractor may request in writing that the County
make payment of retention funds directly into an escrow account, which would necessitate
an Escrow Agreement. To help expedite this process if requested by the Contractor, the
Department requests that the Board authorize the Director of Transportation to execute the
Escrow Agreement. Upon satisfactory completion of the Contract and upon written
notification from the Director of Transportation, the Contractor shall receive from the
Escrow Agent all retention paid into the account and any interest earned thereon.

Request for Additional Contract Change Order (CCO) Authority:

Public Contract Code Section 20142 allows a Board of Supervisors to authorize the County
Engineer or other county officer to order changes in the work of a public contract. This
ability to delegate is capped by statute at $150,000. The Board, by Resolution 106-93 has
utilized this provision and delegated to the Directors of Transportation, Environmental
Management and General Services, and the Chief Administrative Officer, CCO authority
not to exceed $50,000.

Given the magnitude of the subject Contract and the exposure to the County should work
be delayed due to a needed change, it is requested the CCO limit for this Contract be
increased to $150,000, which is consistent with the limits set in the Public Contract Code.
This authority is requested provided the cumulative cost of all CCOs is maintained within
the contingency budget established for the Project.

Approval of CCOs for Supplemental Iltems of Work (4/5 vote required):

The Project Contract has been prepared in conformance with County and State of
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) bid item payment procedures. In doing
so, certain items of work, necessary to complete the Project and which require a variable
work effort to complete, are identified in the Contract Documents as supplemental items of
work to be performed and paid for on a time and material basis, using standard Caltrans
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force account billing procedures. The work is authorized by issuance of a CCO, which also
encumbers the funds anticipated to be needed for each of the planned supplemental items
and is billed against as the work progresses. The amount of each CCO is based on an
evaluation by the Department staff of the Project components, area, and time frame.

Due to the magnitude of the Project, the value of some of the supplemental work items
will/may exceed the Department's authority for individual CCOs. Approval is therefore
requested for the following six large supplemental work item CCOs totaling $2,689,000.

1) Maintain Traffic/Flagging $700,000
2) Dust Control $500,000
3) Water Pollution Control $650,000

4) Compensation Adjustments for Price

Index Fluctuations of Paving Asphalt $380,000
5) Incentive for Hot Mix Asphalt (QC/QA) $170,000
6) Repair Structural Section $289,000
TOTAL: $2,689,000

The remaining supplemental work items are anticipated to remain within the Department's
authority for CCOs.

Authorize the Director to sign the Dispute Review Board Agreement:

Pursuant to Section 5-1.32, “Dispute Review Board,” of the Special Provisions, a Dispute
Review Board (DRB) shall be established by the Engineer and the Contractor cooperatively
upon Contract approval. Caltrans requires that this provision be included in the contract
documents of any project with an estimated cost of over $10,000,000 and 100 or more
working days. The DRB will serve as an advisory body to assist in the resolution of
disputes or potential claims when dispute or potential claim resolution at the project level is
unsuccessful. Although not binding to the parties in dispute, the DRB considers disputes
and/or potential claims referred to it, and furnishes written reports with findings and
recommendations to the parties to aid in the resolution of their differences.

The DRB is comprised of three members: one member selected by the County and
approved by the Contractor; one member selected by the Contractor and approved by the
County; and, one member selected by the other two members and approved by the County
and the Contractor.

A copy of the DRB Agreement to be executed by the County, the Contractor, and the three
DRB members is included in Section 5-1.32 of the Contract Documents. The DRB
provisions state that the County authorizes the Engineer to execute and administer the
terms of the Agreement. County Counsel has reviewed and approved these provisions as
part of their Contract Document approval. To help expedite this process, the Department
requests that the Board authorize the Director of Transportation to execute the DRB
Agreement.

Action to be taken by the Department following Board approval:
1. The Department will forward the approved Construction Contract to the lowest
responsive, responsible bidder for its signature.
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2. Upon receipt of the EBDs, the Department will review the EBDs with the Contractor’s
representative to confirm they are complete. Once this is confirmed the Department will
store the EBDs in a locked container at the Headington office.

3. Upon receipt of the executed Construction Contract and compliant EBDs from the
Contractor, the Department will submit the final Contract Documents, including the required
bonds and insurance, to County Counsel and Risk Management for review and approval.
4. Upon approval by County Counsel and Risk Management, the Department will forward
the Construction Contract, together with the required bonds and insurance, and the
approved Contract Routing Sheet to the Board Clerk for the Board Chairman’s signature.
5. Upon receipt of the fully executed Construction Contract, the Department will forward
the approved Contract to the Contractor and will issue a Notice to Proceed.

6. Upon approval of the recommendation, the Director of Transportation will sign the
Escrow Agreement, if requested by the Contractor and in accordance with Public Contract
Code Section 22300. The Department will make retention payments to the Escrow Agent
and, after satisfactory completion of the Contract, the Director of Transportation will make
written notification to the Escrow Agent.

7. The Director of Transportation will execute CCOs as approved and/or delegated by the
Board.

8. Upon approval of the recommendation and selection of the members, the Director of
Transportation will sign the Dispute Review Board Agreement.

Action to be taken by the Board Clerk’s Office following Board approval:
None

Sincerely,
f
A0
Richdrd W. Shepard, P.E.

Director of Transportation
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ATTACHMENT 1
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORATION STAFF EVALUATION OF BIDS AND
BID PROTESTS

Department staff has reviewed and evaluated all bids with respect to a variety of
factors, including the accuracy of the unit prices and corresponding bid totals of
the Proposal Pay Items and Bid Price Schedules submitted; the submittal of the
subcontractor information related to Subcontractor Listing in accordance with
Public Contract Code Section 4100 and related to the subcontractor data
required for tracking Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs); proper
execution of the Equal Employment Opportunity Certification and Public Contract
Code sections 10285.1,10162, and 10232 Statements; inclusion of the Non-
collusion Affidavit; satisfactory certification of Debarment and Suspension and
Non-Lobbying; acknowledgment of addenda; proper execution of and signature
acknowledgment for the bid bond; and current and valid contractor license for the
type of work to be performed.

With the exception of the issues raised in the Bid Protests, staff has found the bid
proposals to be responsive. A discussion of the facts related to the Bid Protests
follows.

Teichert’s allegations regarding listing the percentage of the items of work
to be performed instead of the percentage of work compared to the total
bid

A. Teichert & Son, Inc. dba Teichert Construction (Teichert) has protested
that both Nehemiah Construction, Inc. (NCI) and Granite Construction
Company (Granite) indicated on their Bidders Subcontractor Listing (DBE and
non-DBE) Part | form (Part | form) the percentage of the item of work the
subcontractor will perform instead of the percentage of work compared to
their total bid. Teichert contends that with this approach, the Department can
not confirm that the two bidders are self-performing at least 50% of the total
amount bid.

Based on staff's analysis to date, staff was able to confirm that each of the
two bidders intends to self-perform at least 50% of the total amount of bid.
Staff was able to come to this conclusion by taking the percentage listed on
the form for a particular subcontractor and multiplying this percentage by the
amount bid for each bid item that falls within the category of work listed for
that subcontractor to arrive at the value of work in that category that the
subcontractor will perform. This calculation was repeated for each
subcontractor, category of work, and percentage listed. The sum of these
values equals the value of work to be subcontracted. If the result of dividing
this sum by the total amount of the bid is less than 50%, the bidder will self-
perform greater than 50% of the work.
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There were certain categories of work listed in the Part | form for which further
calculation was required in order determine the value of the subcontracted
work in the category. Striping and sawcutting are two examples where further
calculation was required.

The total value of work Granite proposes to subcontract without including the
sawcutting is calculated to be 33%. In order to exceed the 50% threshold, the
value of the sawcutting would have to be in excess of $4,000,000, which is
unlikely. As an additional check staff performed time, labor, and equipment
calculation of the sawcutting based upon information in the engineer’s
estimate and has estimated that 80% of the value of the sawcutting is
$10,400.

In order to determine the value of the striping work to be subcontracted staff
assumed each bid item involving striping and marking was going to be
subcontracted to the firm listed on Granite’s and NCI's Part | forms for
striping. Using this assumption staff has calculated that striping
subcontracted work is one percent of the total amount bid for Granite and less
than one percent of the total amount bid for NCI.

Therefore the information provided by both NCI and Granite in the Part | form
is sufficient for staff to determine whether each is self-performing at least 50%
of the total amount bid.

Granite’s allegation that NCI failed to list all subcontractors

The instructions on the Part | form state ‘The bidder shall list all
subcontractors (both DBE and non-DBE) in accordance with Section 2-1.054
of the Standard Specifications and in accordance with 49 CFR 26.11.”

Granite’s protest states that NCI failed to list those subcontractors that are
performing less than 0.5% of the total bid price thus not satisfying 49 CFR
26.11 and Section 2-1.05 of the Special Provisions. Granite listed the
following items of work for which NCI did not list subcontractors: clear and
grub, erosion control, construction area signs, roadside signs, prestressing,
blasting, AC dike and miscellaneous AC, sawcut, and paving fabric and tack.
It is possible for NCI to self-perform these items of work and, if so, it would
not need to list subcontractors.

Granite’s allegation that NCI can not perform the blasting.
Granite has stated that since NCI did not list any subcontractor for blasting,

and that it appears that NCI can not legally self-perform the blasting, NCI's
bid is non-responsive.
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Section 10-1.31 “Rock Excavation” of the Special Provisions states that “Rock
excavation shall consist of removing rock, durable rocky material and earthen
material as shown on the plans using hydraulic hammers, pneumatic
hammers, roadway excavation techniques, controlled blasting, or other
methods approved by the Engineer in writing.” The geotechnical report
included in the informational handout to the bidders similarly indicates that it
is expected that certain areas will require “blasting or alternative excavation
methods (e.g. splitting, chipping, pneumatic hammers, etc.) to facilitate
excavation”.

NCI has stated that they intend to excavate the rock with hydraulic ram
equipment, which is a contractually permitted rock excavation methodology.
NCI's higher unit price ($145/CY) compared to the other bids of $77/CY,
$41/CY and $60/CY is consistent with NCI's proposed methodology, which
would be more time consuming and thus more costly than blasting.

Given that blasting is not required by the specifications, NCI’'s omission of a
blasting subcontractor and its election to utilize an authorized alternative
method of rock excavation conform to the specifications.

Teichert’s allegation that NCI’s bid is impermissibly unbalanced

Teichert has stated that NCI's bid is unbalanced suggesting that this
unbalancing was to permit NCl to move dollars to items of work which are
likely to be paid early in the job. Teichert cites the traffic control bid item as a
“glaring example”. NCI bid $50,000 for this item while the other bids for this
item were $1,045,572 for Granite, $650,000 for Teichert, and $225,000 for De
Silva Gates L.P. Although NCI's bid for this item is lower than might be
expected, staff has reviewed each bid item amount and can find no bid item
that appears to be impermissibly front loaded. Staff has noted that NCl’'s bid
is comparatively low on a number of items, which resulted in their bid being
the lowest bid. Staff has concluded that NCI's bid is not obviously
unbalanced.

Clarification of Staff’s position on NCI's Subcontractor Listing

NCI has contended that the County already accepted the seven listed
subcontractors at the bid opening. Staff would like to clarify for the record
that staff only questioned NCI whether they intended to list only four
subcontractors. NCI responded that they used both the Part | and the Part II
forms to list the subcontractors they intended to use.

NClI's attorney states that “the County confirmed its correct interpretation of
NCI's bid proposal when it published the bid results on October 30, 2008



Attachment 1- Staff Evaluation of Bids and Bid Protests

US 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1- El Dorado Hills to Bass Lake Grade
11/18/08 BOS Meeting

Page 4 of 4

showing that ABSL, Kie-Con, and Angelo were in fact listed as subcontractors
to perform work on the project.” These three subcontractors were listed on
the Part |l form. Though staff issued a letter containing the bid results that
listed all seven subcontractors (four on the Part | and three on the Part I
form), that letter was clear that all bid proposals were still being reviewed by
the Department and County Counsel for compliance with bidding
requirements.

In summary, staff expressed no conclusions regarding the responsiveness of
NCI’s bid during the bid opening or in publishing the bid results.
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( Because some colored inks will not reproduce in copy machines, please use black ink 10 complete this Proposal)

PROPOSAL

-

(to be attached to and submitted with this bound Contract Document bid package)

TO: THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION,
COUNTY OF EL DORADO,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

for the construction of

US. 50 HOV LANES PHASE 1
EL DORADO HILLS TO BASS LAKE GRADE
CONTRACT NO. 53110

NAME OF BIDDER }{/zhe’mmh (r/n S/V'Mt'ﬁan Inc

BUSINESS P.O. BOX

CITY, STATE. ZIP Peanicsa 2 74510
BUSINESS STREET ADDRESS gol /‘T’/ sf 6f Suite G

{Please include even if P.O. Box used)

CITY. STATE, ZIP /9—(’;1 Ny C g9 4570
TELEPHONE NO: AREA CODE 77,72 74 4 %7

FAX NO: AREA CODE (70D F46 4753

The work for which this Proposal is submitted is for the construction in accordance with these Contract Documents
(including the payment of not less than the State general prevailing wage rates or Federal minimum wage rates set forth
herein), the Project Plans described below, including any addenda thereto, the Contract annexed hereto, and also in
accordance with the € alifornia Department of Transportation Standard Plans, dJated May 2006, the Standard
Specifications. dated May 2006, Amendments to the May 2006 Stundard Specifications, standard drawings from the
Design and Improvement Standards Manual of the County of El Dorado. revised March 8. 1994 including Resolutions
199-91 and 58-94 to adopt chunges to the Design and Improvement Standurds Manual; the Labor Surcharge and
Equipment Rental Rates in effect on the date the work is accomplished, and in accordance with the General Prevailing
Wage rates. The Project Plans and Contract Documents for the work to be done are entitled:

U.S. 50 HOV LANES PHASE 1

EL DORADO HILLS TO BASS LAKE

CONTRACT NO. 53110
Bids are to be submitted for the entire work. The amount of the bid for comparison purposes will be the total of all the

items.

The Bidder shall set forth for each unit basis item of work a unit price and a total for the item, and for each lump sum item
a total for the item, all in clearly legible figures in the respective spaces provided for this purpose. In the case of unit

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dcrado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
September 24, 2008 Page P-1




basis items, the amount set forth under the “Item Total” column shall be the product of the unit price bid and the
estimated quantity for the item.

In case of discrepancy between the item price and the total set forth for a unit basis item, the unit price shall prevail,
except as provided in (a) or (b), as follows:

(a) If the amount set forth as a unit price is unreadable or otherwise unclear, or is omitted, or is the same as the
amount as the entry in the item total column, then the amount set forth in the total column for the item shatl
prevail and shall be divided by the estimated quantity for the item and the price thus obtained shall be the unit
price;

(b) (Decimal Errors) If the product of the entered unit price and the estimated quantity is exactly off by a factor of
ten, one hundred, etc., or one-tenth, or one-hundredth, etc., from the entered total, the discrepancy will be
resolved by using the entered unit price or item total, whichever most closely approximates percentage wise the
unit price or item total in the Department's Final Estimate of cost.

If this Proposal is accepted and the undersigned Bidder shall fail to enter into the Contract and furnish the two bonds in
the sums required by the State Contract Act, with surety satisfaction to the County of El Dorado within eight (8) days, not
including Sundays and legal holidays, after the Bidder has received notice from the County of E! Dorado that the Contract
has been awarded, the County of El Dorado may, at its option, determine that the Bidder has abandoned the Contract, and
thereupon this Proposal and the acceptance thereof shall be null and void and the forfeiture of such security
accompanying this Proposal shall operate and the same shall be the property of the County of E! Dorado.

The undersigned, as Bidder, declares under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the only
persons or parties interested in this Proposal, as principals, are those named herein; that this Proposal is made without
collusion with any other person, firm, or corporation; that it has carefully examined the location of the proposed work, the
annexed proposed form of Contract, and the Plans therein referred to; and that it proposes, and agrees if this Proposal is
accepted, that it will contract with the County of El Dorado, in the form of the copy of the Draft Contract annexed hegeto,
to provide all necessary machinery, tools, apparatus, and other means of construction, and to do all the work and furnish
all the materials specified in the Contract, in the manner and time therein prescribed, and according to the requirements of

the Engineer as therein set forth, and that it will take in full payment therefore the following item prices, to wit:

\

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
September 24, 2008 Page P-2



PROPOSAL PAY ITEMS AND BID PRICE SCHEDULE
(ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE)

U.S. 50 HOV LANES PHASE 1
EL. DORADO HILLS TO BASS LAKE GRADE

CONTRACT NO. 53110

UNIT TOTAL
ITEMNO. | ITEM ITEM DESCRIPTION UNITOF | ESTIMATED | Losoe' o | pRICE (In
CODE MEASURE | QuANTITY | PR res) | Flgure
PROGRESS SCHEDULE (CRITICAL <
1 070012 _|PATH METHOD) (s wmesuM || 75 | /7 Seoe
P4 QL 4 e/_
(4
2 071325 [TEMPORARY FENCE (TYPE ESA) LF 5090 K / 5,' 27
PROTECTION OF MIGRATORY oo |fooer
3 074013 |BIRDS LS Lumpsum /€ /
74 &4
4 074014__|FURNISH FIELD OFFICE LS LumP suM - | 2999¢ |2 © o
- " 7T ]
PREPARE STORM WATER o | oo
5 | (S) | 074019 |POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN LS LUMP SUM 5;“’ s
e 17 22k
3" Josw
6 | (S) | 074028 |TEMPORARY FIBER ROLL LF 43500 y
z |~ .2
7 ] (S) | 074029 |TEMPORARY SILT FENCE LF 4720 3 / ’f/ 6o
«| 7 a
) 500”1 502
8 | (g 120090 _|CONSTRUCTION AREA SIGNS LS LUMP SUM /) fi
Sgoar | Sooe
9 | (S) | 120100 [TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEM LS LUMP SUM / /
I 4
A =
357 |38
10 | (s) 120120 _|TYPE Ill BARRICADE EA 110 /)
7 A
@
o |22%°
1 | (g 120130 _ |TRAFFIC PLASTIC DRUM EA 380 /
' 2 %=
TEMPORARY PAVEMENT MARKING ) 5 3)52
12 | (9 120148 JiPAINT) SQFT 210 /
= — N 7
TEMPORARY TRAFFIC STRIPE & 14,775
13 | () 120159 J(PAINT) LF 67100 . ]
o P~
3 1208
14 | (s 120300 _|TEMPORARY PAVEMENT MARKER EA 6890 )
7 ]
o, €
CHANNELIZER (SURFACE %o = | o0
15 | () 120165 |MOUNTED) EA 210 ‘?
« |7 (2%
PORTABLE CHANGEABLE 5‘ - 7 Foc
16 | (9 128650 |MESSAGE SIGN SWD 1980 .
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Propesal
September 24, 2008 Page P-3
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UNIT | TOTAL
ITEMNO. | ITEM UNITOF | ESTIMATED
ITEM DESCRIPTION PRICE (In | PRICE (In
po <& 2
17 | 59 | 129000 |TEMPORARY RAILING (TYPE K) LF 71300 /0 7/ ZW
TEMPORARY CRASH CUSHION < 2
-
18 | ) | 129100 IMODULE EA 230 00 4;{0“’0
TEMPORARY CRASH CUSHION = ¥ llgoer -
19 | ) | 120111 [(ABSORB 350) EA 9 J 5
et
1] Yoo
20 | ) | 120150 [TEMPORARY TRAFFIC SCREEN LF 67300 [ 2”47 -
74
p e -
1/ fw
29 150206 |ABANDON CULVERT LF 80 Y, 7;
@ 22
So0~ | Soo
22 150221 |ABANDON INLET EA 1
(74
- o0
23 | (s) | 150605 |REMOVE FENCE LF 570 /¢ g 7
oc! P>
REMOVE METAL BEAM GUARD / j - }7 ) o
24 | (5) | 150662 |RAILING LF 2480 A
) «
REMOVE DOUBLE THRIE BEAM L\ gge
| /0
25 | (5) | 150669 |BARRIER LF 8810 7
v e
v
26 | () | 150710 |REMOVE TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 78700 = ) st
; 7%
2 =) 26™
27 | sy | 150713 |REMOVE PAVEMENT MARKING SQFT 630 /
v (0&&
28 150722 |REMOVE PAVEMENT MARKER EA 6100 / /J
%4 24
Jsv” |615¢
29 150742 |REMOVE ROADSIDE SIGN EA 41 )
P2 2
J
30 150760 |REMOVE SIGN STRUCTURE EA 4 /7,00 / oo
31 BLANK
2 3
REMOVE ASPHALT CONCRETE -
32 150771 |DIKE LF 22600 3 /7,5 Go
. /
ol ] 2
.. - U
3 150772__|REMOVE CURB LE 1270 2o~ |25 #
“1/2757
]
34 150806  |REMOVE PIPE LF 510 75 / ,7
2" e o
o [
35 150820 |REMOVE INLET EA 8 z f {(0
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
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UNIT TOTAL
ITEM NO. g)‘i’)‘; ITEM DESCRIPTION %ngfiz Eggmﬁw’ PRICE (In | PRICE (In
' Figures) Figures)
—— l
36 150823 _|REMOVE DOWNDRAIN EA 5 2¢ /,L '.
o 24 :
a7 | (F) | 150829 |REMOVE RETAINING WALL LF 378 S50 é%ﬁ
P
REMOVE ASPHALT CONCRETE 0/ = 45 &
38 150857 |SURFACING SQFT 8140 4 2.2
P« %}
REMOVE ASPHALT CONCRETE Z.co - 2 {w“‘
39 150859 |OVERSIDE DRAIN EA 13 Z
2
40 150860 __|REMOVE BASE AND SURFACING cY 1400 { o & /j
“« &
RECONSTRUCT METAL BEAM = )
41 151572 |GUARD RAILING LF 1760 25 " |F 7,, &eo
& iz
42 152326 _|RESET TERMINAL SYSTEM EA_ 1 2000 | 244
MODIFY SIGN STRUCTURE . “ S e
43 152642 |(SAFETY CABLE RETROFIT) EA 2 /,0 & | 2o
/ 4 PP
COLD PLANE ASPHALT CONCRETE 2 > ?M‘ng'
a4 | (5) | 153103 |PAVEMENT sQyD 176000 /
4 =>4 | 7
45 | (5) | 153235 |CLEAN BRIDGE DECK SQFT 8140 Z {2 £
‘:# . 7/
REMOVE CONCRETE (CURB, m 5 1z
46 153239 [GUTTER, AND SIDEWALK) LE 590 iy /5%
G e ,
a7 155003 _[CAP INLET EA 1 Soo | Sow
. > @ ;
48 156585 _|REMOVE CRASH CUSHION EA 1 / L&oo /, 4
7 y/3 Y
49 157550 _|BRIDGE REMOVAL LS LUMP SUM l"}”“ / 2
/ey 7 g
50 157560 _|BRIDGE REMOVAL (PORTION) LS Lump sum_| / ¢,.6¢7 [cev
/ Ce / P4
51 160101 _|CLEARING AND GRUBBING LS LuMPsum | 4 5/“0 26 ¢
y .
L / 772
/
52 | (F) | 190101 |ROADWAY EXCAVATION cy 63411 7 /, 7) 2,69
2 4 7 @
| 53 | (F) | 190102 |BIOFILTRATION SWALE _ LF 613 10 / 1,2{0
- o wl| /7
) :
54 | (S) | 190110 |LEAD COMPLIANCE PLAN LS LUMP SUM ) S
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
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UNIT | TOTAL
ITEMNO. | ITEM ITEM DESCRIPTION MEACURE %Jm‘gg’ PRICE (In | PRICE (In
COD Figures) Figures)
X vy
(7
55 190113 |ASBESTOS COMPLIANCE PLAN LS Lume sum |5 5 14
24 cq
ASBESTOS CONTAINING MATERIAL ) , ,
se T | 190118 |REMOVAL LS wmpsum | /0909 | [ oec |
f e’ &
57 190119 |PREPARE FUGITIVE DUST PLAN LS LUMP SUM /f w | [oco |
7 —17 .
“« o
ss | (F) | 190161 |ROCK EXCAVATION cy s | /45 é Jo ?}77
« cv
STRUCTURE EXCAVATION e oY
so | ) | 192003 |(BRIDGE) cy 8932 J1o /,,0 74 (214
1474 &
60 | (F) | 192004 |LOW EXPANSION MATERIAL cy 5078 20 |/ ¢)5 40
P77 {’ R
0
61 | ) | 193003 |STRUCTURE BACKFILL (BRIDGE) cY 6489 / 2'57‘)
22 /. &
62 | (s) | 203018 |EROSION CONTROL (TYPE D) sQYD 41300 / %4 v
P2 AR
|MOVE-IN/MOVE-OUT (EROSION 5‘00 71“,/
63 | (s) | 203028 |cONTROL) EA 8 /
«“ <
64 260201 |CLASS 2 AGGREGATE BASE cy 45500 4’7' // 9/} x4
77
65 350131 |HOT MIX ASPHALT TON ere00 | & .00 £ Joiceeln
c - 74
RUBBERIZED HOT MIX ASPHALT : .
66 390138 |(OPEN GRADED) TON wea0o | /09 /, §4v, cw
(24 4 4 =52
PAVING ASPHALT (BINDER- y ,
67 391031 |PAVEMENT REINFORCING FABRIC)|  TON 5 507 Z[ S50
27 g%
68 | () | 393001 |PAVEMENT REINFORCING FABRIC |  sQvp 3090
e |7 P>
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT DIKE % / Sa
69 394073 __|(TYPE A) LF 500 :
/
PLACE HOT MiX ASPHALT DIKE } = / 7 9
70 394074 |(TYPE C) LF 430 /27
=z,
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT DIKE } /f ¢90
71 394075 PE D) LF 4680 [ f »
[2% / qe.
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT DIKE 2 = 24 0
72 394078 _|(TYPE E) LF 17200 A
p7%) 7
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT DIKE :
73 394077 _|(TYPE F) LF 800 7 2) fa



UNIT | TOTAL
ITEM NO. ('_:TO%N; [TEM DESCRIPTION %‘:S‘l’,g!: ESTIMATED | 0 CF (In | PRICE (In
QUANTITY Flgum) ﬂum)
Vi
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT (24 PR
74 394090 |(MISCELLANEOUS AREA) SQYD 6950 2 20 F)A
7
FURNISH STEEL PILING (HP 10 X 2 .
75 | (S-P) | 490508 [57) LF 238 /oo Z‘i Gec
«| L
76 | (5) | 450508 |DRIVE STEEL PILE (HP 10 X 57) EA 12 5,‘ oo {f’“"
7 A 4
IPRESTRESSING CAST-IN-PLACE g0t 40 xSk
77 | (sP) | 500001 |CONCRETE LS LUMP SUM / 4
V4 V4
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE [ ’ id
78 | ® | si0051 [FOOTING cY 1229 7” amtZ ‘27‘/
e
79 | ;) | 510053 |STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE cyY 3149 2 4/ 3,} 74
v Vo2
<74 . -
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, i
8o | (/) | 510086 |APPROACH SLAB (TYPE N) cY 533 Goo 425,/"’
[4 t¢
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, o F /3 ? Lo
81 | (/) | 510087 |APPROACH SLAB (TYPE R) cY 167 _
fa 74 [ 2 3
MINOR CONCRETE (MINOR PP S5
82 | (F) | 510502 |STRUCTURE) cY 141 Fou |5 4ﬂ
s , /"‘Q
83 510800 |PAVING NOTCH EXTENSION cyY 4 2.00¢ 5,, i
/ Ll 3
84 | (F) | 511057 |DRY STACK ROCK TEXTURE SQFT 12199 7 717‘5 2
(24 y2 %
85 511106 __|DRILL AND BOND DOWEL LF 787 20" | 5; /%
”, a’
DRILL AND BOND DOWEL = -
86 511110 |(CHEMICAL ADHESIVE) EA 104 7% fj/ 4o
FURNISH PRECAST PRESTRESSED YA
87 | (5-P) | 512228 |CONCRETE BOX GIRDER (90" 1007) EA 48 L260a| 1 Ao 05
ERECT PRECAST PRESTRESSED . g% ,
88 | (5) | 512502 ’CONCRETE BOX GIRDER EA 48 7oce er| g roe o
IC 2 e | rr>
89 519075 |ROCK ANCHOR LF 600 gL f uhii
wt| _  a
&/
90 519087  |JOINT SEAL (TYPE B.MR 2°) LF 360 24 Z H¢
w | s
91 | (s-P) | 519101 |JOINT SEAL (TYPE A) LF 271 20 5/’ 4 2u
BAR REINFORCING STEEL R
92 |(s-F-P)| 520102 |(BRIDGE) _ LB ss2112__ |+ &2 il ﬁ-b“

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |
Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008

County of El Dorado DOT

Proposal
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UNIT | TOTAL
dhap L ITEM DESCRIPTION U Eggm:mn PRICE (In | PRICE (In
. Figures) Figures)
A IR 2
93 | (s.F) | 540102 |TREAT BRIDGE DECK SQFT 8140 3 24; F20
FURNISH BRIDGE DECK oo %1990 T
94 | (S) | 540108 |TREATMENT MATERIAL GAL 91 ,,/
FURNISH SIGN STRUCTURE
(BRIDGE MOUNTED WITH / “ 24 {8‘4‘
95 | (F) | 560203 |WALKWAY) LB 2068 y
INSTALL SIGN STRUCTURE cv 7 R
(BRIDGE MOUNTED WITH 2= | )o34
96 | (F) | 560204 |WALKWAY) LB 2068
FURNISH SIGN STRUCTURE / “ {77(0”‘1‘
97 | (F-P) | 560218 |(TRUSS) LB 69400 L/
INSTALL SIGN STRUCTURE S¢ }¢_7004‘
98 | (s-F) | se0219 |(TRUSS) LB 69400 ' - A
FURNISH SINGLE SHEET z | | <«
IALUMINUM SIGN (0.063"- }0 =~ ﬁw
99 560248 |UNFRAMED SQFT 150 .7
FURNISH SINGLE SHEET 2w 1
ALUMINUM SIGN (0.080"- = B
100 560249 _|UNFRAMED _ SQFT 910 }0 2,71
60" CAST-IN-DRILLED-HOLE Py
CONCRETE PILE (SIGN §00%| 57 o
100 | (S) | 561016 |FOUNDATION) LF 95 4
3 “ &
102 562002 _|METAL (BARRIER MOUNTED SIGN) LB 1970 \g 7)o
o 7%
103 | (5) | 566011 |ROADSIDE SIGN - ONE POST EA 33 200 ;{K co
ww %
104 | (5) | 566012 |ROADSIDE SIGN - TWO POST EA 8 2o ,/, 24
&
ROADSIDE SIGN (BRIDGE 2.00 %w -
105 | (S) 566014 |MOUNTED) EA 2
0 ™ |34 o]
106 | (P | es0018 %- REINFORCED CONCRETE PIPE LF 3420 2 €
|
y ¢
107 | (P) | 650028 |36" REINFORCED CONCRETE PIPE LE 150 J20 / f (o
18" SLOTTED CORRUGATED STEEL 50 oz o/gw«f
108 | (P) | 665716 |PIPE (064" THICK) LF 210 )
2 A2
36" CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE / 20 g /é
109 | (P) | 665038 |(.079" THICK) LF 8
e o4
12" CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE Jz0 L bco
110 | (P) | 690111 |DOWNDRAIN (064" THICK) LF 40 f
e i
18" CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE J2o |2/ deo
111 | (P) | 690116 |DOWNDRAIN (064" THICK) LF 180 v,
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53118 Proposal
September 24, 2008 Page P-8
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UNIT | TOTAL
ITEMNO. | ITEM ITEM DESCRIPTION UNITOF | ESTIMATED | oo 4o | PRICE (In
CODE MEASURE | QUANTITY | "pp  o® | R
) oy
24" CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE 1, /54w
112 | (P) | 690123 |DOWNDRAIN (079" THICK) LF 130 J2v )
. ) / P
30" CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE )20 /7 20
13 | (P) | 690131 |DOWNDRAIN (079" THICK) LF 16 /
w@ | o
114 | (P) | 692005 |12" ENTRANCE TAPER EA 3 200 Jov
74 /2,1/‘0“}
115 | () | 692007 |18" ENTRANCE TAPER EA 4 200 /i
@ po
¢
116 | (P) | 692207 [18" DOWNDRAIN SLIP JOINT EA 1 Heo 2o
P o
j e
17 ] () | 692305 [12* ANCHOR ASSEMBLY EA 9 v 27
4
o
118 | (P) | 692307 |18 ANCHOR ASSEMBLY EA 28 216 5; ge
2 P
119 | (P) | 692309 |24 ANCHOR ASSEMBLY EA 13 . 2 bow
P73 &
120 692311 30" ANCHOR ASSEMBLY EA 2 2% 7 z
o
121 | (p) | 705007 |12* STEEL FLARED END SECTION EA 3 200 (00
ol =
, 200 { co
122 | (® | 7oso11  |18* STEEL FLARED END SECTION EA 3
= P
123 | () | 705015 |24 STEEL FLARED END SECTION EA 5 200 |/, e
2 P F2va
200 v
124 | (P) | 705019 |30° STEEL FLARED END SECTION EA 1 Z
2 4
24" CONCRETE FLARED END ; 2
125 | (p) | 705206 |SECTION EA 1 200 | 2
(v 72 4
48" PRECAST CONCRETE PIPE 15, S
126 707225  IMANHOLE EA 11 Sov / S
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION “
(1/4
127 721007 __|TON, METHOD B) cyY 700 { 4 42.0“/
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION (LIGHT, {0 @ S zfg,,-a(“
128 721008 |METHOD B) cyY 880 -
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION “l 5 4
129 721010 _|(BACKING NO. 1. METHOD B) cY 90 J0¢ / G4
e |/ “
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION 2 -7 §6¢
130 | (P) | 729010 |FABRIC sQyp 3930 )

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1
Contract Ne. 53110
September 24, 2008

County of El Dorado DOT
Proposal
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: UNIT | TOTAL
ITEMNO. | ITEM [TEM DESCRIPTION UNITOF | ESTIMATED | ppicp g | PRICE (In
CODE MEASURE | QUANTITY | ¢
igures) Figures) |
MINOR CONCRETE (CURB AND @\,
131 731504 _|GUTTER) cY 34 Jo0 |/ U! v
ce
>
132 731521 |MINOR CONCRETE (SIDEWALK) cY s70 | 900 ] 7/ e
7
MINOR CONCRETE (TEXTURED @ 4
133 731530 _|PAVING) cY 210 D0 g b
122935
134 |(S.F-P)| 750001 |MISCELLANEOUS IRON ANDSTEEL| LB 22935 / ,
1772 cA,
135 | ) | 800320 |CHAIN LINK FENCE (TYPE CL-4) LF 570 Fp |22~
& /e
CONCRETE BARRIER DELINEATOR \5’0 “ 200
136 820106 (16 INCH) €A 4
2 «
e 0
137 820107 |DELINEATOR (CLASS 1) EA 50 25 |/ K 5
w |’ ¢
= 4zs
138 820118 |GUARD RAILING DELINEATOR EA 17
ar <
Hoo
139 820151 |OBJECT MARKER (TYPE L-1) EA 12
o )
METAL BEAM GUARD RAILING / v S5
1a0 | (s-p) | 832003 |(WOOD POST) LE 3680 y
o i
VEGETATION CONTROL (MINOR = w
141 832070 _|CONCRETE) sQyD 2460 g0 |/ 1'2{
ey "
0 |/g90~
142 833080 |CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE K) LF 600 /i
1 V4
DOUBLE THRIE BEAM BARRIER §0 % | g “
a3 | (s | 839311 |(woOD POST) LE 30 )
564 | 2,700
144 | (F) 839521 |CABLE RAILING LF 54 7/
2~ 3
20w | J€0
145 | (s.P) | 839541 |TRANSITION RAILING (TYPE WE) EA 8 - y,
END ANCHOR ASSEMBLY (TYPE o =
o v
146 | (s-P) | 839581 ISFT) EA 5 [o¢ 5: 4
7
ALTERNATIVE IN-LINE TERMINAL %
147 | (5.P) | 839584 |SYSTEM EA 2 },0 it (,
7/ 7 ]
ALTERNATIVE FLARED TERMINAL » / '
148 | (5-P) | 839585 |SYSTEM EA 8 Zo¢ g oo
7 o] 4 J7>
: oo
149 | (s-P) | 839591 |CRASH CUSHION, SAND FILLED EA 1 Yoee | JF
/ rd
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1 County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
September 24, 2008 Page P-10
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ITEM NO. g)ﬁ% [TEM DESCRIPTION ;’,‘;‘:S%fm Eggmﬁg’ n‘iﬁﬁ'm Pll;(l)gl? :in
Figures) ﬂ!uru!
150 | (P) 839601 |CRASH CUSHION (TYPE CAT) EA 1 }oﬂa o | Soper sy
CRASH CUSHION (TYPE CAT) } N Spoe
151 | (P) 839602 __|BACKUP EA 1 e ¢ il
152 | (S-P) | 839606 CRASH CUSHION (WIDETRACC) EA 1 ?y‘-i' o ? . 4%
153 | (s-P) | 839607 |CRASH CUSHION (SHORTRACC) EA 1 Soce v Jave.ot
154 839701 |CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60) LF 5160 3o ov)’ 4 /3" 1.7
CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60A v/ . e
155 | (F) | 839702 IMOD) \F 430 9. 0o \riteeq?
')/ 24 & ;
156 839703 _|CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60C) LE 4230 ¢ 1692 e
. / o
157 839704 _|CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60D) LF 420 55 oo /T2
2 & ¢ oYL
158 830705 _|CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60E) LF 250 go o | 28 e
CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 736 ) o &
159 g30727 _|MODIFIED) \F 1129 Eo oo 2z e\ee
CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60 /
160 gag7al _|MOD) LF 130 80.0 [0 Vo 26
CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60D / ,; > &
161 839742 _|MOD) LF 130 go oo | 0107
162 830743 _|CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60R) LF 80 bo oo W oo 9¥
— « P77 N
183 | (S) 840501 _|THERMOPLASTIC TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 156000 )i
(54 7z
THERMOPLASTIC PAVEMENT = :
e | (5) | 840515 IMARKING SQFT 1490 g fff'7 ¢
i P %
z ¢ i u
185 | (S) 840653 _|PAINT TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 157000 ‘ E /, 7
| Suw
166 | (S) 840660 _|PAINT PAVEMENT MARKING SQFT 1760 T }/
“- ¢t
PAVEMENT MARKER (NON- / A e
167 | &Py | 850101 |REFLECTIVE) EA 10400 Ju#ev
72 D!
PAVEMENT MARKER / -~ 7 270 “
168 | (s-P) | 850111 (RETROREFLECTIVE) EA 7270 /]
L4
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1 County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
September 24, 2008 Page P-11



e ce
e
169 850114 _|CONCRETE BARRIER MARKER EA 220 15 |50
SIGNAL AND LIGHTING (LOCATION % . 7/
170 | (5) | ss02s1_ |1 LS LUMP SuM_| /¢ @< Ceoe p,
SIGNAL AND LIGHTING {LOCATION >eonl ipoee )
171 | (5) | 860252 |2 LS wMpsum | /7PN 0002 op
1 SIGNAL AND LIGHTING (STAGE . oo
172 | (5) | 860208 |CONSTRUCTION) LS Lump suM_ |60 - #1| ceree (ép
OVERHEIGHT VEHICLE DETECTION 5/ /
173 | (8) | 860200 |SYSTEM LS LUMP SUM_| [eern | TPpr s LT
WIRELESS VEHICLE DETECTION ’7{. o0 '4, & 4‘,
174 880318 |SYSTEM LS LUMP SUM '
LIGHTING AND SIGN ILLUMINATION s 0 )4,,, o J?&-
175 | (S) | 860415 |(STAGE CONSTRUCTION) Ls | tumPsum
176 | (S) | 860480 |LIGHTING AND SIGN ILLUMINATION LS LUMP SUM imm } © ervieD
LIGHTING (CITY STREET)
177 | (S) | 860461 [(LOCATION 1) LS LMP suM LZccrp o | Serere ol 00
LIGHTING (CITY STREET) 1
178 | (5) | 860462 |(LOCATION 2) LS LUMPSUM | Js cos.of o ool 0p
TRENCH AND EXCAVATION
179 SAFETY LS LupguM_[£er. co| L o
180 999990 _|MOBILIZATION LS LuMpSuM |44 roy Lty &/
TOTAL BID 24 /25DIS"¢ <
Final Pay Quantity !
S) Specialty Iiem |
P) Item Eligible for Partial Payment ;
LS) Lump Sum ;
SWD) Sign working day

(NOTICE: Bidder's failure to execute the
applicable laws and regulations, or the de

terminations by El Dorado County

statements, may prohibit award of the subject Contract to the Bidder.)

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase !

Contract No. 53110
ADDENDUM NO. 1

County of El Dorado DOT

Proposal
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questionnaires and statements contained in this Proposal as required by
based upon those questionnaires and
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(THE BIDDER'S EXECUTION ON THE SIGNATURE PORTION OF THIS PROPOSAL
SHALL ALSO CONSTITUTE AN ENDORSEMENT AND EXECUTION OF THOSE
CERTIFICATIONS WHICH ARE A PART OF THIS PROPOSAL)

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY CERTIFICATION

The bidder /1/ £ [l emiq /l L :{ug striu C'/_ZZM Zac , proposed subcontractor

, hereby certifics that he has __[_/__, has not .

participated in a previous contract or subcontract subject to the equal opportunity clauses, as required by Executive
Orders 10925, 11114, or 11246, and that, where required, he has filed with the Joint Reporting Committee, the Director of
the Office of Federal Contract Compliance, a Federal Government contracting or administering agency, or the former

President's Committee on Equal Employment Opportunity, all reports due under the applicable filling requirements.

Note: The above certification is required by the Equal Employment Opportunity Regulations of the Secretary of Labor
(41 CFR 60-1.7(b) (1)), and must be submitted by bidders and proposed subcontractors only in connection with
contracts and subcontracts, which are subject to the equal opportunity clause. Contracts and subcontracts which
are exempt from the equal opportunity clause are set forth in 41 CFR 60-1.5. (Generally only contracts or
subcontracts of $10,000 or under are exempt.)

Currently, Standard Form 100 (EEO-1) is the only report required by the Executive Orders or their implementing

regulations.
v

Proposed prime contractors and subcontractors who have participated in a previous contract or subcontract subject to the
Executive Orders and have not filed the required reports should note that 41 CFR 60-1.7(b) (1) prevents the award of
contracts and subcontracts unless such contractor submits a report covering the delinquent period or such other period
specified by the Federal Highway Administration or by the Director, Office of Federal Contract Compliance, U.S.
Department of Labor.
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Public Contract Code Section 10285.1 Statement

In conformance with Public Contract Code Section 10285.1 (Chapter 376, Stats. 1985), the Bidder hereby declares under
penaity of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the Bidder has ____ . has not been convicted within
the preceding three years of any offenses referred 10 in that section, including any charge of fraud, bribery, collusion,
conspiracy, or any other act in violation of any state or Federal antitrust law in connection with the bidding upon, award
of, or performance of, any public works contract, as defined in Public Contract Code Section 1101, with any public entity,
as defined in Public Contract Code Section 1100, including the Regents of the University of California or the Trustees of
the California State University. The term "Bidder” is understood to include any partner, member, officer, director,
responsible managing officer, or responsible managing employee thereof, as referred to in Section 10285.1.

Note: The Bidder must place a check mark after "has” or "has not" in one of the blank spaces provided. The above
Statement is part of the Proposal. Signing this Proposal on the signature portion thereof shall also constitute
signature of this Statement. Bidders are cautioned that making a false certification may subject the certifier t0
criminal prosecution.
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Public Contract Code Section 10162 Questionnaire

In conformance with Public Contract Code Section 10162, the Bidder shall complete, under penalty of perjury, the
following questionnaire:

Has the Bidder, any officer of the Bidder, or any employee of the Bidder who has a proprietary interest in the Bidder, ever
been disqualified, removed, or otherwise prevented from bidding on, or completing a federal, state, or local government
project because of a violation of law or a safety regulation?

Yes_____ No [2

If the answer is yes, explain the circumstances in the following space.

Public Contract Code Section 10232 Statement

In conformance with Public Contract Code Section 10232, the Bidder, hereby states under penalty of perjury under the
laws of the State of California, that no more than one final unappealable finding of contempt of court by a Federal Coun
has been issued against the Bidder within the immediately preceding two year period because of the Bidder's failure to
comply with an order of a Federal Court which orders the Bidder to comply with an order of the National Labor Relations

Board.

Note: The above Statement and Questionnaire are part of the Proposal. Signing this Proposal on the signature
portion thereof shall also constitute signature of this Statement and Questionnaire.
Bidders are cautioned that making a false certification may subject the certifier to criminal prosecution.
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NONCOLLUSION AFFIDAVIT

(Title 23 United States Code Section 112 and
Public Contract Code Section 7106)

In conformance with Title 23 United States Code Section 112 and Public Contract Code 7106 the Bidder declares that the
bid is not made in the interest of, or on behalf of, any undisclosed person, partnership, company, association,
organization, or corporation; that the bid is genuine and not collusive or sham; that the Bidder has not directly or
indirectly induced or solicited any other bidder to put in a false or sham bid, and has not directly or indirectly colluded,
conspired, connived, or agreed with any bidder or anyone else to put in a sham bid, or that anyone shall refrain from
bidding: that the Bidder has not in any manner, directly or indirectly, sought by agreement, communication, or conference
with anyone to fix the bid price of the bidder or any other bidder, or to fix any overhead, profit, or cost element of the bid
price, or of that of any other bidder, or to secure any advantage against the public body awarding the Contract of anyone
interested in the proposed Contract; that all statements contained in the bid are true; and, further, that the Bidder has not,
directly or indirectly, submitted his or her bid price or any breakdown thereof, or the contents thereof, or divulged
information or data relative thereto, or paid, and will not pay, any fee to any corporation, partnership, company
association, organization, bid depository, or to any member or agent thereof to effectuate a collusive or sham bid.

NOTE:

The above Noncollusion Affidavit is part of the Proposal. Signing this Proposal on the sighature portion thereof shall also
constitute signature of this Noncollusion Affidavit.
Bidders are cautioned that making a false certification may subject the certifier to criminal prosecution.
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DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION CERTIFICATION

TITLE 49, CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS, PART 29

The Bidder, under penalty of perjury, certifies that, except as noted below, he/she or any other person associated
therewith in the capacity of owner, partner, director, officer, or manager:

« is not currently under suspension, debarment, voluntary exclusion, o determination of ineligibility by any
Federal agency:

o has not been suspended, debarred, voluntarily excluded or determined ineligible by any Federal agency
within the past 3 years;

+ does not have a proposed debarment pending; and

+  has not been indicted, convicted, or had a civil judgment rendered against it by a court of competent

jurisdiction in any matter involving fraud or official misconduct within the past 3 years.

If there are any exceptions to this certification, insert the exceptions in the following space.

Exceptions will not necessarily result in denial of award, but will be considered in determining Bidder responsibility. For
any exception noted above, indicate below to whom it applies, initiating agency, and dates of action.

Notes: Providing false information may result in criminal prosecution or administrative sanctions.
The above certification is part of the Proposal. Signing this Proposal on the signature portion thereof shall also
constitute signature of this Certification.
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NON-LOBBYING CERTIFICATION
FOR FEDERAL-AID CONTRACTS

The prospective participant certifies, by signing and submitting this bid or proposal, to the best of his or her knowledge
and belief, that:

)

No federal or state appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any
person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any federal or state agency, a member
of the State Legislature or United States Congress, an officer or employee of the Legislature or Congress, or an
employee of a Member of the Legislature or Congress in connection with the awarding of any state or federal
contract, including this Contract, the making of any federal grant, the making of any state or federal loan, the
entering into of any cooperative contract, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification
of any state or federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative contract.

If any funds other than federal appropriated funds have been paid, or will be paid, to any person for influencing
or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any federal agency, a member of Congress, an officer or
employee of Congress or an employee of a member of Congress in connection with this Contract, grant, local, or
cooperative contract, the Bidder shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, " Disclosure of Lobbying
Activities," in accordance with the form instructions.

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was made or
entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by
Section 1352, Title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil
penalty of not less than $ 10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

The Bidder also agrees by submitting its bid or Proposal that it shall require that the language of this certificatign be
inctuded in al! of its subcontracts which exceed $100,000 and that all such subcontractors shall certify and disclose
accordingly. If the Bidder is awarded this Contract, it shall ensure that all subcontractors submit certifications regarding
federal lobbying activities as required by Section 1352, Title 31, United States Code and that all such certifications are
made a part of any subcontracts entered into as a result of this Contract.
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DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES
Complete this form lo disciose lobbying activities pursuantto 31 U S C 1352

1. Type of Federal Action: 2. Statue of Federal Action: 3. Report Type:
8 contract D 3 budiotleriapphication D a inhal
o grant b initial awar b. matenal change
¢ ¢ooperative agreement ¢. post-award

d loan
€. ioan guarsntee
f loaninsursnce

For Materisi Change Only:
year ___ ___. quarter
date of iast report

4. Name and Adress of Reporting Entity:

Prme Subawardee
a

Tier i known

Congreeelonal District, if known:

Nanys and Addrees of Prime:

!

5 i Rtyfﬂlng Entity in No. 4 is Subawardee. Enter

YO 7%/

/ Congressional District, if known:

8. Federal Department/iAgency:

- /

" 7. Foedersi Program Name/Description:

CFDA Numbsr, if applicable

8. Federal Action Number, if known: J_/ 9. Award Amount, «f known:
/
/ $
10. a. Name and Addrees of Lobbying Entity /! b. individuais Performing Services (inc/uding address if
(if individual, last name, first name, M) / different from No. 10a)

/

(tast name, first name, Mi):

(Aach Continualion Sheel(s) if necessary)

11. Amount of Payment (check sii that lpply)/
] O actua}: [J planned

12. Form of Payment (check ail that lpply}?
8. cash /

b. in-kind; specify: nature /

value __/

13. Type of Paymaent (check ali that spply)

. retainer
one-time fee

. commission

. conlingent fee

. deferred
other, specify-

bl -0 - &)

14. Briet Description of Services Pe

rmed or to be performed and Date(e) of Service, including officer(s),

employee(s), or member(s) contacted, for Payment indicated in item 11:

{attach Conlinuation Sheet(s) if necessary)

15.  Continustion Sheet(s) attached: Yes ] wNo [

16. intormaton requested through this form 13 authonized by Title 31U S C Saction
1352 This d e of lobbving ities 18 2 materia! representation of fact
4gon which reliance was p.aced dy the tier above when this transaction was
made or enierad into  This d.sctosure |3 raquired pursuantto 31 U S C 13852,
This information will e reporied to the Congress sami-annusliv and will bs
available for pubiic Inspection Any oerson who fais 10 fle the requred disctosure
shell be sudiect 1o a civil panaity of notlase than $10 000 and not more than
$100.000 for each such faiture.

Signature: ____,:q_-_-- -

Feders! Use Oniy:

l Authorized for Local Reproduction
s

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |
Contract No. 53110
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETION OF SF-LLL,
DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES

This disclosure form shall be completed by the reporting entity, whether subawardee or prime Federal recipient, at the initiation or
receipt of covered Federa! action or a material change to previous filing pursuant to title 31 U.S.C. Section 1352. The filing of a form
is required for such puyment or agreeument to make payment to lobbying entity for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or
employee of any agency, a Member of Congress an officer or employee of Congress or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with a covered Federal action. Attach a continuation sheet for additional information if the space on the form is inadequate.
Complete all items that apply for both the initial filing and material change report. Refer to the implementing guidance published by
the Office of Management and Budget for additional information,

1. Identify the type of covered Federal action for which lobbying activity is and/or has been secured to influence, the
outcome of a covered Federal action.

2. Identify the status of the covered Federal action.

3. Identify the appropriate classification of this report. If this is a follow-up report caused by a material change to the
information previously reported, enter the year and quarter in which the change occurred. Enter the date of the last,
previously submitted report by this reporting entity for this covered Federal action.

4. Enter the full name, address, city, State and zip code of the reporting entity. Include Congressional District if known.
Check the appropriate classification of the reporting entity that designates if it is or expects to be a prime or subaward
recipient. Identify the tier of the subawardee, e.g., the first subawardee of the prime is the first tier. Subawards
include but are not limited to subcontracts, subgrants and contract awards under grants.

5. If the organization filing the report in Item 4 checks "Subawardee” then enter the full name, address, city, State and
zip code of the prime Federal recipient. Include Congressional District, if known,

6. Enter the name of the Federal agency making the award or loan commitment. Include at least one organization level
below agency name, if known. For example, Department of Transportation, United States Coast Guard.

7. Enter the Federal program name or description for the covered Federal action (item 1). If known, enter the full
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) number for grants, cooperative agreements, loans and loan
commitments.

8. Enter the most appropriate Federal identifying number available for the Federal action identification in item 1 (e.g.,
Request for Proposal (RFP) number, Invitation for Bid (IFB) number, grant announcement number, the contract
grant. or loan award number, the application/proposal control number assigned by the Federal agency). Include
prefixes, e.g., "RFP-DE-90-001."

9. For a covered Federal action where there has been an award or loan commitment by the Federal agency, enter the
Federal amount of the award/loan commitments for the prime entity identified initem 4 or 5.

10. (a) Enter the full name, address, city, State and zip code of the lobbying entity engaged by the reporting entity
identified in item 4 to influenced the covered Federal action.

(b) Enter the full names of the individual(s) performing services and include full address if different from 10 (a). Enter
Last Name, First Name and Middle Initial (M1).

11. Enter the amount of compensation paid or reasonably expected to be paid by the reporting entity (item 4) to the
lobbying entity (item 10). Indicate whether the payment has been made (actual) or will be made (planned). Check
all boxes that apply. If this is a material change report, enter the cumulative amount of payment made or planned to
be made.

12. Check the appropriate box(es). Check all boxes that apply. If payment is made through an in-kind contribution,
specify the nature and value of the in-kind payment.

13. Check the appropriate box(es). Check all boxes that apply. If other. specify nature.

14. Provide a specific and detailed description of the services that the lobbyist has performed or will be expected to
perform and the date(s) of any services rendered. Include all preparatory and related activity not just time spent in
actual contact with Federal officials. ldentify the Federal officer(s) or employee(s) contacted or the officer(s)
employee(s) or Member(s) of Congress that were contacted.

15. Check whether or not a continuation sheet(s) is attached.

16. The certifying official shall sign and date the form, print his/her name title and telephone number.

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including time
for reviewing instruction, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and
reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this
collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget,

Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0046), Washington, D.C. 20503. SF-LLL Invructons  Rev. (6-14-90
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
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/' 1"
Accompanying this proposal is '@ / é/ 0/ /A S /?) o U/

(NOTICE: INSERT THE WORDS "CASH(S__ )."CASHIER'S CHECK.” "CERTIFIED CHECK." OR "BIDDERS BOND." AS THE
CASE MAY BE)

in amount equal to at least ten percent of the total of the bid.
The names of all persons interested In the forgoing Proposal principals are as follows:
IMPORTANT NOTICE: If the Bidder or other interested person is 0 co?omion. state legal name of corporation and place of
incorporation, also names of the president, secretary, treasurer. and executive officer thereof; if 3 parinership. state name of partnership,
also names of all mdivw panz:rs; if Bidder of other in erested person is an individual, state first and last names}m full. |

(¢ b e A SIXULIT e oty l ChAlifes Aiq
)},ﬂf__ﬁ'( F2r. 4 //"(‘)/l-/ﬂ,
etere LL S Treq J}"g;'f W
[ 4

pa
J(t’(

1 4 7

Licensed in accordance with an act providing for the registration of Contractors,
License No. 56' 712_‘L Classification{s) ﬁ
*

(A Copy of the afore-referenced license must be attached hereto.)

ADDENDA: This Proposal iy submitted ith respegt to the changes to the Contract included in addends number
(s) '#'Iil.‘g,iJ}p%

(Fill in addenda numbers if addenda have been received and insert, in this Proposal, any Proposal Pay Items and Bid
Price Schedules that were received as part of the addenda)

By my signature on this Proposal 1 certify, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califomia, that the foregoing
questionnaire and statements of Public Contract Code Sections 10162, 10232, and 10285.1 are true and correct and that the Bidder has
complied with the requirements of Sections 4104 of the Subletting and Subcontracting Fair Practices Act and of Section 8103 of the Fair
Employment and Housing Commission Regulations (Chapter 5 of Division 4 of Title 2 of the California Code of Regulations). By my
signature on this Proposal | further certify, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califonia and the United States of
America, that the Noncollusion Affidavit required by Title 23 United States Code, Section 112 and Public Contract Code Section 7106
and the Equal Employment Opportunity Certification; and the Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 29 Debarment and Suspension
Certification; and the Non-lobbying Centification for Federal-Aid Contracts and the Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (Standard Form

LLL); are true and correct. ’

The person of persons executing this Proposal on behalf of a corporation or partnership shall be prepared to demonstrate by resolution,
article, or otherwise, that such person is o that such persons are appropriately authorized to act in these regards for such corporation or
partnership. Such authority shall be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the County of El Dorado.

If the signature is bLan a'gem other than an officer of a ¢ tion or a member of a partnership, a power of attorney authorizing said
act 3{ h:> ¢ agent on half of his principal shall be submitted with the bid forms; otherwise, the bid may be disregarded as irregular and
unauthorized.

The Bidder's execution on the signature portion of this Proposal shall constitute an endorsement and execution of those affidavits,

declarations and certifications which are part of this Proposal.

Executed this_3 O dayof _ O C 7o/ %E /. 2008 ‘
at R 0Qﬂ(l County, State of Cﬂ L‘I é‘/ /)/‘5!

Date: ol bo[ 200 &

Sign o / D i
/ [ 7

Here

Name and Title of Bidder JAVI ) —Zv'([énn/ /ﬂ/ﬁ@/ﬂi')

Name of Firm 'I/L/‘e l)/p v A L) (’f D) #L/C ﬁ"’L.jﬂc

END OF PROPOSAL
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¢ COUNTY OF EL DORADO
BIDDER'S BOND

this form MUST be used

KNOW ALL PEQPLE BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT WE
NEHEMIAR CONSTRUCTION, INC. , as PRINCIPAL, and

SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA

as Surety are held and firmly bound unto the County of El Dorado, a political subdivision of the State of California
(hercinafter referred to as “Obligee™), in the penal sum of TEN PERCENT (10%) OF THE AMOUNT OF THE
TOTAL BID PRICE of the Principal above named, submitted by said Principal w the Obligee for the work
described below, for the payment of which sum in tawful money of the United States, well and truly to bs made to
the Obliges, we the Principal and Surety bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, administrators and successors, jointly
and severally, firmly by these presents. In no case shalf the liability of the Surety hereunder exceed the sum of

TEN PERCENT (10%) OF THE AMOUNT OF THE TOTAL BID PRICE

THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH, THAT:

WHEREAS, the Principal has submilted the above-mentioned Bid to the Obligee, us aforesaid, for certain
construction specifically described as follows, for which bids are to be opencd at Placerville, El Dorado County,

California, on Qctoher 30, 2008 for the construction of the '

US. 50 HOV LANES PHASE 1
KL DORADO HILLS TO BASS LAKE GRADFE
CONTRACT NO. 53110

NOW, TREREFORE, if the aforesaid Prinipal is awarded the Contract and, within the time and manner required
under the Contract Documents, after the prescribed forms are presented to it for signature, cnters into a written
contracy, in the prescribed form, in accordance with the Bid, and files two bonds with the Obligee, one to guarantes
faithful performance and the other to guarantee payment for labor and materials, as required by law, then this
obligation shall be aull and void; otherwise, it shall remain In full force and virtue.

In the event suit is brought upon this bond by the Obligee und judgment is recovered, the Surety shall pay all costs
incurred by the Obligee in such suit, including a reasonable atomey's foe to be flxed by the Court.

IN WITNESS WHERROF, we have set our hands and seals on this 24th dayof OCTOBER 2008

NEHEMIAH CONSTRUCTION, INC.

(seal)

(seal)

Address:

BETTY L. TOLENTINO, ATTORNEY-IN-FACT

1390 wWillow Pass Road, Concord, CA 94520
(NOTE: Signature of those executing for the Surety shall be properly acknowledged. and
accompanicd by a Certificate of Acknowledgment.)

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
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State of California

County of __San Francisco

CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT

ordctober 24, 2008 befora me, Janet C. Rojo, Notary Public

Date

Hers ingert Name anc Tiie of the Officar

Betty L. Tolentino.

personally appeared

Name(s) of Signer(s)

who

proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to

be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the
within instrument and acknowledged to me that
he/she/they executed the same in his/herftheir authorized

W‘ capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the
T ) JANET C. ROJO instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of

4 NOTARY PUBLIC-CALIFORNIA Q
SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY 2

true

WITNESS my hand a)nd official seal.

Signature-=

Place Notary Seal Above

OPTION.

COMM. #1596035 8 which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

My Comm. Expires Aug. 18, 2009 I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws
of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is

and correct.

di A (4

Signature of Notary Pubiic /

Though the information below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying on the document .
and could prevent fraudulent removal and reattachment of this form to another document. T

Description of Attached Document

Title or Type of Document:

Document Dats:

Number of Pages:

Signer(s) Other Than Named Above:
Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer(s)

Signer's Name:

= Individual

5 Corporate Officer — Title(s):

= Partner — J Limited J General ST
. Attorney in Fact OF SIGNER

T Trustes Too of thumb here
C Guardian or Conservator

[Z Other:

Signer is Representing:

i J

Signers Name:
O Individual

2 Corporate Officer — Titls(s):
O Partner — (O Limitad [J Gereral
{7 Attorney in Fact

 Trustee

 Guardian or Conservator

T Other:

Joc of thuink tere

Signer Is Representing:

(R RS M Gors o6 o S var o s 3‘-"&&“&—\:{5&'&‘J‘w\,M‘Vﬂk&%’%&»‘&'«(’&%‘&”ﬁ%‘a&%ﬁ*ﬁ% o ARSI ECTE RTE R

P2XC7 Natora Naiary Assomiaton » Q3

50 e Saic Ave., PO Box 2402 e Charswaith, CA 317313 2402+ waw NationaiNotary.org  ttam #5307 Rec:dar: Cal Tol-Fiea *-332-676.5327



Safeco tnsurance Campany 5t Amenca
General insurance Company of Amenca

POWER Safeco Plaza
QOF ATTORNEY Seatle, WA 98185

No. 9532

KNCW ALL BY THESE PRESENTS:

That SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA and GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA, 2ach 3
Washington corporation, does each hereby appoint

TeTeTesseet). M. ALBADA; BRIAN F. COOPER; SUSAN HECKER; SWAN LEE; M. MOODY; MAUREEN O'CONNELL; JANET C. ROJO;
BETTY L TOLENTING; ROBERT P. WRIXCN; San Frandsco, California

its true and lawful attomey(s)-in-fact, with full authority to execute on its behalf fideilty and sursty bonds or undertakings and other
documents of a similar character issued In the course of its business, and to bind the respective company thereby.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA and GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF
AMERICA have sach executed and attested these presents

this 21st day of March , 2007
STEPHANIE DALEY-WATSON,SECRETARY TIM MIKOLAJEWSKI, SENIOR VICE-PRESIDENT, SURETY
CERTIFICATE

Extract from the By-Laws of SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA
and of GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA:

“Article V, Section 13. - FIDELITY AND SURETY BONDS ... the Prasident, any Vice President, the Secratary, and any Assistant Vice
President appointed for that purpose by the officer in charge of suraty operations, shall each have authority to appoint indlviduals as
attomeys-in-fact or under other approprate titles with autharity to executa on behalf of the company fidelity and surety bonds and
other documents of similar charactar issued by the company in the course of its business... On any instrument making or evidencing
such appointment, the slgnatures may be affixed by facsimile. On any instrument canferring such authority or on any bond or
undertaking of the company, the seal, or a facsimite thereof, may be impressed or affixed or in any other manner reproduced;
provided, however, that the seal shall not be necessary to the validity of any such instrument or undertaking.”

Extract from a Resoiution of the Board of Directors of SAFECO INSURANGCE COMPANY OF AMERICA
and of GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA adopted July 28, 1970.

“On any certificate executed by the Secratary or an assistant secretary of the Company seftting out,
(i) The provisions of Article V. Section 13 of the By-Laws, and
(i) A copy of the power-of-attorney appointment, execuled pursuant thereto, and
(iii) Certifying that said power-of-attomey appointment is in full force and effect,
the signature of the certifying officer may be by facsimile, and the seal of the Campany may be a facsimile thereaf.”

I, Stephanie Daley-Watsan , Secretary of SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA and of GENERAL INSURANCE
COMPANY OF AMERICA, do hereby certify that the foregoing extracts of the By-Laws and of a Resolutian of the Board of Directors
of these corporations, and of a Power of Attomey issued pursuant thereta, are true and carrect, and that both the By aws, the Resolution
and the Power of Altornay are still in full force and effect.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed the facsimlle seal of said corporation
24th OCTOBER ., 2008

this day of
E . ) % !Q)f:

STEPHANIE DALEY-WATSON, SECRETARY

Safeco® and the Safeco logo are ragistered Fademarks of Safeco Corporatan.
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ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of California 5 |

County of ocAND )

On 0-30-08 before me, Yeten Weees A’/‘“ﬂ*/ Aedes
(insert name and title of the officer)

personally appeared Tay Zeecrner

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactofy evidence to be the person(s) whose nameém' is/aré
subscribed jo the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/shé/théy executed the same in

his/hdritheir authorized capacity(iﬂé), and that by hislbérlthd‘lr signature(s) on the instrument the
person(;’, or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

| certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing
paragraph is true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature )DU:// ﬁ pa% (Seal)




i Because some colored inks will not reproduce 1 copy machines. please use black ink to complete this Proposal)

PROPOSAL

{to be attached to and submitted with this bound Contract Document bid package)

TO: THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION,
COUNTY OF EL DORADO,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

for the construction of

U.S. 50 HOV LANES PHASE 1|
EL DORADO HILLS TO BASS LAKE GRADE
CONTRACT NO. 53110

GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPA
NAME OF BIDDER NY

P. 0. Box 50085
BUSINESS P.O. BOX

Watsonville, CA 95077
CITY, STATE. ZIP

BUSINESS STREET ADDRESS 585 W. Beach Street
{Please include even if P.O. Box used)

Wat ille, 0
CITY, STATE, ZIP atsonville, CA 95076

831-724-1011

TELEPHONE NO: AREA CODE ( )

831-761-4021
FAX NO: AREA CODE (

The work for which this Proposal is submitted is for the construction in accordance with these Contract Documents
(including the payment of not less than the State general prevailing wage rates or Federal minimum wage rates set forth
herein), the Project Plans described below, including any addenda thereto, the Contract annexed hereto, and also in
accordance with the Califomia Department of Transportation Standard Plans, dated May 2006, the Standard
Specifications. dated May 2006, Amendments to the May 2006 Standard Specifications. standard drawings from the
Design and Improvement Standards Manual of the County of El Dorado, revised March 8. 1994 including Resolutions
199-91 und 58-94 to udopt changes to the Design and Improvement Standards Manual: the Labor Surcharge and
Equipment Rental Rates in effect on the date the work is accomplished, and in accordance with the General Prevailing
Wage rates. The Project Plans and Contract Documents for the work to be done are entitled:

U.S. 50 HOV LANES PHASE 1

EL DORADO HILLS TO BASS LAKE
CONTRACT NO. 53110

Bids are to be submitted for the entire work. The amount of the bid for comparison purposes will be the total of all the
items.

The Bidder shall set forth for each unit basis item of work a unit price and a total for the item. and for each fump sum item
a total for the item, all in clearly legible figures in the respective spaces provided for this purpose. In the case of unit

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1 County of E| Dorado DOT

Contract No. 53110 Proposal
September 24, 2008 Page P-1



basis items. the umount set forth under the “Item Total™ column shall be the product of the unit price hid and the
estimated quantity for the item.

In case of discrepancy between the item price and the total set forth for a unit basis item, the unit price shall prevail,
except as provided in (a) or (b), as folows:

(a) If the amount set forth as a unit price is unreadable or utherwise unclear. or is omitted. or is the same as the
amount as the entry in the item total column, then the amount set forth in the total column for the item shall
prevail and shall be divided by the estimated qQuantity for the item and the price thus obtained shall be the unit
price;

(b} {Decimal Errors) If the product of the entered unit price and the estimated quantity is exactly off by a factor of
ten, one hundred, etc., or one-tenth, or one-hundredth, etc.. from the entered total, the discrepancy will be
resolved by using the entered unit price or item total, whichever most closely approximates percentage wise the
unit price or item total in the Department's Final Estimate of cost,

IF this Proposal is accepted and the undersigned Bidder shall fail to enter into the Contract and furnish the two bonds in
the sums required by the State Contract Act. with surety satisfaction to the County of El Dorado within eight (8) days. not
including Sundays and legal holidays, after the Bidder has received notice from the County of Ef Dorado that the Contract
has been awarded, the County of El Dorado may, at its option, determine that the Bidder has abandoned the Contract, and
thereupon this Proposal and the acceptance thereof shall be null and void and the forfeiture of such security
accompanying this Proposal shall operate and the same shali be the property of the County of E! Dorado.

The undersigned, as Bidder, declares under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the only
persons or parties interested in this Proposal, as principals, are those named herein; that this Proposal is made without
collusion with any other person, firm, or corporation; that it has carefully examined the location of the proposed work, the
annexed proposed form of Contract, and the Plans therein referred to: and that it proposes, and agrees if this Proposal is
accepted. that it will contract with the County of El Dorado, in the form of the copy of the Draft Contract annexed hereto,
to provide all necessary machinery, tools, apparatus, and other means of construction, and to do all the work and furnish
all the materials specified in the Contract, in the manner and time therein prescribed, and according to the requirements of
the Engineer as therein set forth, and that it will take in full payment therefore the following item prices, to wit;

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
September 24, 2008 Page P-2



PROPOSAL PAY ITEMS AND BID PRICE SCHEDULE
(ENGINEER’S ESTIMATE)

U.S. 50 HOV LANES PHASE 1
EL DORADO HILLS TO BASS LAKE GRADE

CONTRACT NO. 53110

UNIT | TOTAL
ITEMNO. | ITEM ITEM DESCRIPTION UNITOF | ESTIMATED | , oy 11 | PRICE (In
CODE MEASURE | QUANTITY
F!Emz res
1+500 %2 |17,500 22
PROGRESS SCHEDULE (CRITICAL i
1 070012  |PATH METHOD) LS LUMP SUM
32 35,630 X |
2 071325 |TEMPORARY FENCE (TYPE ESA) LF 5090
25,0002 | 25000 = |
PROTECTION OF MIGRATORY )
3 074013 |BIRDS LS LUMP SUM
40,005 4,000 %
4 074014 _|FURNISH FIELD OFFICE LS LUMP SUM -
5,000 5000 22
PREPARE STORM WATER
5 | (5) | 074019  |POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN Ls LUMP SUM
= 74,125 %%
6 | (s) | 074028 |TEMPORARY FIBER ROLL LE_ 43500
Iy 28,320 & |
7 | (5) | 074028 |TEMPORARY SILT FENCE LF 4720
50,0002 [50,000% |
8 | (9 | 120090 |consTRUCTION AREA SIGNS LS LUMP SUM
1045,572% f0%s ,s72%
9 | (s) | 120100 |TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEM LS LUMP SUM
52 [gro0=E
10 (S) 120120 |{TYPE |l BARRICADE EA 110
FortP 76,6002
1| (s) 120130 [TRAFFIC PLASTIC DRUM EA 380 Fo %2
| Q9 uof
TEMPORARY PAVEMENT MARKING
12 | () | 120149 |(PAINT) SQFT 210
TEMPORARY TRAFFIC STRIPE T 25 y
13 (S) 120159 [(PAINT) LF 67100 o
2 H,2zs =
14 | (5) | 120300 |TEMPORARY PAVEMENT MARKER EA 6890
15 |5,250F
CHANNELIZER (SURFACE
15 | (s) | 120165 |MOUNTED) EA 210
0= [j35,600
PORTABLE CHANGEABLE
16 (S) 128650 MESSAGE SIGN SWD 1980

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1
Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008

County of El Dorado DOT

Proposal
Page P-3



-

UNI? TOTAL
ITEM NO. ITEM UNITOF | ESTIMATED
CODE ITEMDESCRIPTION | \p \SURE | QUANTIFY m FRICE (n
9= €41, 300=
17 | 8) | 129000 |TEMPORARY RAILING (TYPE K) LF 71300
25 % [s1,350% |
TEMPORARY CRASH CUSHION -
18 | (5) | 129100 IMODULE EA
¢,90 [ 5",0001-
TEMPORARY CRASH CUSHION
19 | (s) | 129111 |(ABSORB 350) EA 9
20 | (5) | 129150 |TEMPORARY TRAFFIC SCREEN LF 67300
21 150206 |ABANDON CULVERT LF 80
Z,100 2 2,100 =
22 150221 |ABANDON INLET EA 1
YA L i,'-ilS’
23 | (5) | 150605 |REMOVE FENCE LE. 570 -
REMOVE METAL BEAM GUARD 6 70 /4 616
24 | (s) | 150662 |RAILING LF 2480 6
€0 00
REMOVE DOUBLE THRIE BEAM 6 52,860 =
25 | (s) | 150869 |BARRIER LE 8810 -
o2 |3545s
26 | (S) | 150710 |REMOVE TRAFFIC STRIPE LE 78700 B
1> 1,260
27 | () | 150713 |REMOVE PAVEMENT MARKING SQFT 630
0. [4575F ]
28 150722 |REMOVE PAVEMENT MARKER EA 6100
go= [3,280= |
29 150742__|REMOVE ROADSIDE SIGN EA 41
[- L. ]
3525 = | K106 =
30 150760 _|REMOVE SIGN STRUCTURE EA 4
31 BLANK
I35 .-
REMOVE ASPHALT CONCRETE 0. w0
32 150771__|DIKE LF 22600
0L i30T
3 150772 |REMOVE CURB LF 1270 _
50 [15500F
34 150806 _|REMOVE PIPE LF 510
900 = [F200 ¥
35 150820 |REMOVE INLET EA 8
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1 County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
ADDENDUM NO. § P4
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b UNIT TOTAL
ITEMNO: | ITEM- { . UNITOF | ESTIMATED
CODE. ITEM DESCRIPTION MEASURE | QUANTITY | PRICE (e P:}llcgln
! /300 -1 ‘,500
36 150823 ~ [REMOVE DOWNDRAIN EA - 5
56 18,900
37 | (F) | 150828 |REMOVE RETAINING WALL LF 378
S 254 =
|REMOVE ASPHALT CONCRETE
38 150857  |SURFACING SQFT 8140
gso == |jj,050 =
REMOVE ASPHALT CONCRETE
39 150859 |OVERSIDE DRAIN EA 13
4s & 63,000 &
40 150860 |REMOVE BASE AND SURFACING CcY 1400 =
0
RECONSTRUCT METAL BEAM b E 24,160
41 151572 |GUARD RAILING LF 1760
0
),ooo'g& [,000™
42 152326 _|RESET TERMINAL SYSTEM EA 1
°° —
[MODIFY SIGN STRUCTURE goos— |/6,000
43 152642 _|(SAFETY CABLE RETROFIT) EA 2
Y] 29
COLD PLANE ASPHALT CONCRETE 1= BT
44 | (s) | 153103 |PAVEMENT sQYD 176000
E2 g,1q05% |
45 | (s) | 153235 |CLEAN BRIDGE DECK SQFT 8140
KL 100202
REMOVE CONCRETE (CURB, ? !
46 153239 |GUTTER, AND SIDEWALK) LF 590
"loo & 1, 200 ®
47 155003 |CAP INLET EA 1
s - all %
48 156585 |REMOVE CRASH CUSHION EA 1 2,990 2,000
1A | (Do
°9
49 157550 |BRIDGE REMOVAL LS LUMP SUM_ | 246,000 Z‘iepoo"e
L0005 |10 00022
50 157560 |BRIDGE REMOVAL (PORTION) LS LUMP SUM }
75,0008 |25,000 = |
51 160101__|CLEARING AND GRUBBING LS LUMP SUM
L
] 7‘ = ,' oﬂ)qg?"
s2 | (F) | -190101 |ROADWAY EXCAVATION cY 63411
8% [4,909%
53 | (F) | 190102 |BIOFILTRATION SWALE LF 813
2,500 (7,500 |
54 | (s) | 190110 |LEAD COMPLIANCE PLAN LS LUMP SUM
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
ADDENDUM NO. § P-S
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\
ITEMNO. | ITEM UNITGF | ESTIMATER | (P00 | TOTAL
| ITEM DESCRIPTION i ' 2 | PRICE (Ia | PRICE (In
CODB ; MEASUBE | QUANTITE m_ Figures)
750 ¥50
55 190113 _|ASBESTOS COMPLIANCE PLAN LS LUMP SUM
(A ,500 z‘tﬁbor
ASBESTOS CONTAINING MATERIAL
56 190118 __|REMOVAL LS LUMP SUM L
2,500 = |2,500 :
57 190119 __|PREPARE FUGITIVE DUST PLAN LS LUMP SUM
¥+ @ )yoi8, F02
s | (F) | 190181 |ROCK EXCAVATION cY 13126
2 9
STRUCTURE EXCAVATION 110 982,520
s | () | 192003 |(BRIDGE) cY 8932 _
BE [150850%]
60 | (F) | 192004 |LOW EXPANSION MATERIAL cY 5078
292 |1ss, 1369
61 | (F) | 193008 |STRUCTURE BACKFILL (BRIDGE) oY 6489 L
0B [35,0=
62 | (5) | 203016 |EROSION CONTROL (TYPE D) SQYD 41300
] F 3
MOVE-INMOVE-OUT (EROSION 0= 4,000
63 | (s) | 203026 |cConTROL) EA 8
. . o
3g 2 |1p01,750
64 260201 _|CLASS 2 AGGREGATE BASE _ cY 45500
= b
| e
65 390131 |HOT MIX ASPHALT TON 67600 7/ 4, #s0, 304
" |RUBBERIZED HOT MIX ASPHALT % T |/ ue2,300P2
66 390138 |(OPEN GRADED) TON 16400
PAVING ASPHALT (BINDER- /22 gae
67 391031 __|PAVEMENT REINFORCING FABRIC)|  TON 5
i
2 = 9,276
68 | () | 393001 |PAVEMENT REINFORCING FABRIC |  savD 3080
90
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT DIKE 1 So0
69 394073 |TYPE A) LF 500
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT DIKE /22 430 %
70 394074__|(TYPE C) LF 430
90 209
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT DIKE 1~ 4680
7 394075 |(TYPED) - LF 4680
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT DIKE /™ /# 200 e
72 394076 EE) LF 17200
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT DIKE o Joo =
73 394077 PE F) LF 800
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1 County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
ADDENDUM NO. § P-6




-

5 - 2

TOTAL
ITEMNO. | ITEM ITEM DESCRIPTION UNITOF | ESTIMATED | gqpog 1y | PRICE (1n
CODE MEASURE | QUANTITY
Figures) |
92
PLACE HOT MIX ASPHALT P 200
74 394090  |(MISCELLANEOUS AREA) SQYD 8950
H,900
FURNISH STEEL PILING (HP 10 X :
75 | (s-p) | ag0s08 |57) LF 238 —
“ ,ouo"' 4,000 =
76 | () | 490509 |DRIVE STEEL PILE (HP 10 X 57) EA 12
PRESTRESSING CAST-IN-PLACE 34,000 = 1€5,000
77 | ) | 500001 |CONCRETE Ls LUMP SUM
s
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE yoo®  |491,400
78 | ¢ | si0051 |Footing cy 1229
“o” L0 78,
79 | ® | s10053 |sTRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE cY 3149
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, 325 % | 134,425
8o | () | 510088 |APPROACH SLAB (TYPE N} cy 533 o
oo [ 133,700%
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE,
81 | (F) | 510087 |APPROACH SLAB (TYPER) cy 167
P-. ] f 1
MINOR CONCRETE (MINOR h00 183,300
82 | (F) | s10502 [STRUCTURE) cy 181
q/OOO = /6,000 -
83 510800 _|PAVING NOTCH EXTENSION cyY 4
1292 116,388 %
84 | ® | s11057 |DRY STACK ROCK TEXTURE SQFT 12199
= Q0
85 511106 _|DRILL AND BOND DOWEL LE 787 s -
|DRILL AND BOND DOWEL 0= |50
86 511110__|(CHEMICAL ADHESIVE) EA 104
0’0‘ []
FURNISH PRECAST PRESTRESSED 25,000 = |1 200000 |
87 | (sP) | 51226 |CONCRETE BOX GIRDER (90-100) EA 48
58 Y
ERECT PRECAST PRESTRESSED 5,000 290,000
88 | (5) | 512502 |CONCRETE BOX GIRDER EA 48
25® |y $,000 2
89 519075 |ROCK ANCHOR LF 600 o
go=  |2¢800=
90 519087 _|JOINT SEAL (TYPE B-MR 2°) LF 360
442> 12,1192
o1 | (s-p) | 519101 |JOINT SEAL (TYPE A) LF 271
22 75, 689 &
BAR REINFORCING STEEL 0. )
92 |(s-F-P)| 520102 |(BRIDGE) (8 982112

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase }
Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008

County of El Dorado DOT
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UNIT TOTAL
ITEMNO. | ITEM ITEM DESCRIPTION UNITOF | ESTIMATED | ,0, g (14 | PRICE (In
CODE MEASURE | QUANTITY
Fllnraz Flp_nu! ‘
‘91 Z! 40
93 | (s;) | 540102 |TREAT BRIDGE DECK SQFT 8140
C\S = %;6'15
FURNISH BRIDGE DECK
94 | (9 | 540108 |TREATMENT MATERIAL GAL 91
FURNISH SIGN STRUCTURE 50
(BRIDGE MOUNTED WITH 6 13,648 &
95 | (m | 560203 |WALKWAY) . LB 2068
INSTALL SIGN STRUCTURE ) Py
(BRIDGE MOUNTED WITH A G136
96 | (/) | 560204 [WALKWAY) LB 2068
0
FURNISH SIGN STRUCTURE g 2 274,70 3
97 | ¢P) | se0218 |(TRUSS) LB 69400
S a0
INSTALL SIGN STRUCTURE o= 1¥,3%0—
98 | (s-F) | se0219 |(TRUSS LB 69400
FURNISH SINGLE SHEET )
ALUMINUM SIGN (0.063"- 128 1,800
99 560248 |UNFRAMED) SQFT 150
FURNISH SINGLE SHEET a
ALUMINUM SIGN (0.080"- IS& /3,650 .
100 560249 |UNFRAMED SQFT 910
50° CAST.IN-DRILLED-HOLE Yy 3
CONCRETE PILE (SIGN 1,300 123,500
101 | (8) | 561016 |FOUNDATION) LF 95
9= 1™
102 562002 _|METAL (BARRIER MOUNTED SIGN) LB 1970
7_00’1 6,600 o
103 | (5) | 566011 |ROADSIDE SIGN - ONE POST EA 33 -
14 -1
500 3,000
104 | (5) | 566012 |ROADSIDE SIGN - TWO POST EA 6
pr =
ROADSIDE SIGN (BRIDGE 60 400
105 | () | 566014 |MOUNTED) EA 2 ?oo’;
10— 13,000 =
106 | () | 650018 |24" REINFORCED CONCRETE PIPE LF 3420
4oo = |60,000°% |
107 | () | 650026 |36" REINFORCED CONCRETE PIPE LF 150
100 2B |Z2,00 &
18" SLOTTED CORRUGATED STEEL
108 | P | 665718 |PIPE (064" THICK) LE 210
450 = |3,400 %
36" CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE
we | @) | 665038 |(.078" THICK) LF 8 -
quo X
12" CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE g6 3,40
110 | ® | 690111 |DOWNDRAIN (064" THICK) LF 40
2 0
18" CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE a4 16
111 | ) | 690116 |DOWNDRAIN (084" THICK) LF 180

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1
Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008
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> 4 E A2 BB AaE BB A2 AeE =

ITEMNO. | ITEM UNITOF | ESTIMATED |  UNIT | TOTAL
.ﬁgrs) FlgureoE
24* CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE 1o 14,200
112 | ) | 690123 |DOWNDRAIN (079" THICK) LF 130
30" CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE Jo % 11203
113 | P | 690131 |DOWNDRAIN (079" THICK) LE 18
114 | ) | 692005 l12" ENTRANCE TAPER EA 3
950 B 7 500 B |
115 | ) | 692007 18" ENTRANGE TAPER EA s
00T 00 &
16 | p) | 692207 18" DOWNDRAIN SLIP JOINT EA 1
2P0 = 2,430 =
17 | ® | 2305 |12 ANCHOR ASSEMBLY EA 9
T T30 m ]
118 | p) | eo2307 |18" ANCHOR ASSEMBLY EA 28
2% [3390F |
119 | ) | o6e2309 |24 ANCHOR ASSEMBLY EA 13
250 & Foo =
120 692311 |30 ANCHOR ASSEMBLY EA 2
Foo X | 2,000 & |
124 | @ | 705007 |12 STEEL FLARED END SECTION EA 3
?SO” le& et
122 | @ | 70s011 |18’ STEEL FLARED END SECTION EA 3
70 = | 3,850
123 | ® | 705015 |o4* STEEL FLARED END SECTION EA 5
400 % [Jo0 =
124 | ® | 705019 l30® STEEL FLARED END SECTION EA :
o8
24" CONCRETE FLARED END hooo®t 1,000 2= |
125 | () | 705206 |SECTION EA 1
g
48" PRECAST CONCRETE PIPE 4,000 44,000 &
126 707225 |MANHOLE EA 1
Q
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION (1/4 202 124,000 & |
127 721007 |TON, METHOD B) cyY 700
g —
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION (LIGHT, 90 H,200 &2
128 721008 |METHOD B) cy 880
o
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION %0 22,50 =
129 721010 |(BACKING NO. 1, METHOD B) cY %
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION | %2 3920 &
130 | ) | 729010 |FaBRIC SQYD 3930

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |
Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008
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UNIT | TOTAL
ITEM NO. g)EDhé ITEM DESCRIPTION Wuuumr ESQU‘ mmrm PRICE (In Pg‘lcn mn |-
20, 600
MINOR CONCRETE (CURB AND f00 ¢
131 731504 |GUTTER) cY 34
6o = 2y, zo0 A
“ 132 731521 IMINOR CONCRETE (SIDEWALK) cY 570 = -
MINOR CONCRETE (TEXTURED boo /26,00
II 133 731530 |PAVING) cY 210 =
132 | 34,902
134 |(s-£-P)] 750001 |MISCELLANEOUS IRON AND STEEL L8 22035
' T3 16,330 X
135 | (» | 800320 [CHAIN LINK FENCE (TYPE CL4) LE 570
q0E | Io=E
CONCRETE BARRIER DELINEATOR
136 820106 (16 INCH) 4
%f I,ﬁOOE
| 137 820107 _|DELINEATOR (CLASS 1) 50
: 203 5108
138 820118 |GUARD RAILING DELINEATOR EA 17
I 4o |tge®
139 820151 |OBJECT MARKER (TYPE L-1) __EA 12 -
0 [+
|METAL BEAM GUARD RAILING 242|891
] 140 | (sp) | 832003 |woOD POST) : LF 3680
pe e
VEGETATION CONTROL (MINOR 5= |blsw
141 832070 |CONCRETE) sQYD 2480 - ]
I 55— 43,000~
142 833080 -_|CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE K) LF 600
1] [ ]
l DOUBLE THRIE BEAM BARRIER 170 L |50 %
143 | 9 | 839311 |wooD PoST) LE 30
60 3,240~
I 144 | () | 839521 |CABLE RAILING LF 54
Y450 |36,000%
145 | (s-P) | 839541 |TRANSITION RAILING (TYPE WB) EA 8
[- X
I |END ANCHOR ASSEMBLY (TYPE Fo0*t | 3,500
146 | (s-P) | 839581 [SFT) EA 5
]
[-1-3
l ALTERNATIVE IN-LINE TERMINAL 3,000 8,000
147 | (s-P) | 839584 [SYSTEM EA 2
o, Y]
ALTERNATIVE FLARED TERMINAL 500 | 20,008
I 148 | (sP) | 839585 |SYSTEM EA 8 2,500 %
6,600 = (4600 2 |
I 1a9 | (8-P) | 839591 |CRASH CUSHION, SAND FILLED _EA 1

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1
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UNIT TOTAL
ITEM NO. (':'OED"E’ ITEM DESCRIPTION MEU"'AS' ?x:!: Eggm,’r‘m’ PRICE (In | PRICE (In
Flgu_r%_ Figures) |
00
700 | 7,500
150 | (P) | 839601 |CRASH CUSHION (TYPE CAT) EA 1
92 %
CRASH CUSHION (TYPE CAT) %0 350
151 | ) | 83g602 |BACKUP EA 1
[+ 1-1 e;
24,500~ | 26,500
152 | (5-P) | 839606 |CRASH CUSHION (WIDETRACC) EA 1
Q0 00
20500 | 20,500
153 | (sP) | 839607 |CRASH CUSHION (SHORTRACC) EA 1
402 [206,400%
154 830701 |CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60) LF 5160
a®
CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60A L= 23360
155 | () | s3ag7o2  |moD) LF 430
o0
43— 13/,8%
156 839703 |CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60C) LF 4230
5322 22 ' 280 —
157 830704 |CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60D) LF 420
o8
216 % |39,000=
158 839705 _|CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60E) LF 250
© =)
CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 736 120 135,480
159 839727 |MODIFIED) : LF 1129
' ]CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60 252 13,2 %
160 839741 |MOD) LF 130
) oe
!CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60D 09— iq,1%0
161 839742 |MOD) LF 130
[e"s] a
2% = 7_7_,000""
162 839743 |CONCRETE BARRIER (TYPE 60R) LF 80
0% |98
163 | (S) | 840501 |THERMOPLASTIC TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 156000
O 29
THERMOPLASTIC PAVEMENT 3% LS
168 | (s) | 840515 |MARKING SQFT 1490
45 00
0— 70,650 =~
165 | (s) | 840653 |PAINT TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 157000
2% 3,57.0”'
166 | (S) | 840860  |PAINT PAVEMENT MARKING SQFT 1760
)
PAVEMENT MARKER (NON- 2 39,700
167 | (sP) | 850101 |REFLECTIVE) EA 10400
P =4
PAVEMENT MARKER 4 & 72 412
168 | (5P) | 850111 [(RETROREFLECTIVE) EA 7270
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N dEil OE 45 &S a2 aBE aE @

189 850114 |CONCRETE BARRIER MARKER EA 220
00 g
SIGNAL AND LIGHTING (LOCATION 80,000% | 80,000
170 | (s) | 860251 |1) LS LUMP SUM _
o oy
SIGNAL AND LIGHTING (LOCATION 6,000 Sé,000
171 | (8) | 860252 |2) LS LUMP SUM
[ 1] Q0
SIGNAL AND LIGHTING (STAGE 19,000 = | 19,000 =
172 | (S) | 860298 |CONSTRUCTION) 18 LUMP SUM
Q.
OVERHEIGHT VEHICLE DETECTION 195006 | (95,000
173 | (S) | 860200 |SYSTEM LS LUMP SUM
[o1-]
WIRELESS VEHICLE DETECTION 30,000 “1 36000
174 860316 |SYSTEM LS _LUMP SUM o
7]
LIGHTING AND SIGN ILLUMINATION 55,000 58, 000
175 | (5) | 860415 |(STAGE CONSTRUCTION) LS LUMP SUM
LX)
G6,000 % | 9¢,000
176 | () | 860480 |LIGHTING AND SIGN ILLUMINATION LS LUMP SUM ﬂé
LIGHTING (CITY STREET) F3,000 | 73,000
177 LS LUMP SUM
20,000 i 20, Joo W
178 LS LUMP SUM
- 2 |2 o
TRENCH AND EXCAVATION . 24000 o
179 SAFETY LS LUMP SUM
&,#6’3,0001 2/?6.3/60 (] 2
180 999990 |MOBILIZATION LS LUMP SUM -
0
TOTAL BID 2756#]‘__3_9_‘4__
Final Pay Quanti
S Specialt;' Item of
P) Item Eligible for Partial Payment
LS) Lunp Sum
SWD) Sign working day

(NOTICE: Bidder's failure to execute the questionnaires and statements contained in this Proposal as required by
applicable laws and regulations, or the determinations by E1 Dorado County based upon those questionnaires and
statemnents, may prohibit award of the subject Contract to the Bidder.)

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1 County of El Dorado DOT

Contract No. 53110 Proposal

ADDENDUM NO. 1 P-12
‘N N“



LG ¥ e
el 198 059 40 s
voypm ¢1$ > [ my
voym g1$ > [ otz rea1ppy
wongmn 3 >R 26 00 j& wﬁ@ﬁ* W5 “ert?G
o 1§ > e noyg DRBY 1N FTSO ¥ RN
L AR St%8 W) Wom
oY g8 < L9 494 ,Ea..fuwn
woumm ¢1$ > [ s
Soym 018 > [ ke { 4.4
——] MMMM.NOW WO %ﬁc..\
o s> wogg | FIDDT  aquaysmon g1 v mevy
8?.._“._?0 %QWN- wr 7T N_n_.mmac

0983 o sppy
= wims>0) - 989 M, WELG o apirean)

T S G | wgm s> noyy | % oty N T 1S © Ny
wp g1$ <[] 244 o%y JZ2 AN Ln)
voypm o1$ > [ <t rv serppy

. v ¢ > [ PRt EU&I!‘;
B e - S i alﬁ woyd .ﬂelz.!ﬂsaqli
SHIRIIY d1Z "NeiIs "Ay)
pamojisg 03
9 | siaqumy ey ASUppY
130 |
3q 01 110\ Jo 288 Eassir unny puoyg /4 35U FIS) R WBN WHY

~3ed st 0) sPIYS EUOYPPE 3ty PENT PUT SILIY [SUOMPPS 1) 0) wLi0) 51y dosoroqq
-(patosd snp w0 wdionsed 01 pa1osios 10U 353 q Piq 10 Fonb € PINEIQRS oy SI0}RNREOGNS 0] W) JT 1AV -{39Q-NON Pre 38a) SYOLIVHINODENS

4O IST1S.¥3aa1d. ) 1JAM0Ud STHL NO YOM THA LYHL SHOLOVHINODENS A'INO ISI'T OL WHO4 STHL AS/ "Sonem3ay [expag
J03p0) 3R JO [1°97 BONOS ‘6 3t od pue smoneomeds PREPIEIS A JO HG0'] L TONOAS R 20UEPINITE B (EI(I-U0U PUB FE( o) SI0TeIWOqES |[E 11 [[EYS PP L

1 14Vd - (380-NON P¥e 380) SHOLIVELNOIENS 40 181 S.¥3COIN

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |

Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008

County of El Dorado DOT

Proposal

Page P-13




3’3

I Rova Spos) € IV

e Sne—
——

Qal oS |

PRI

2 0) o aBeyrony % o sopdiosaq

Y

| peNrTEIS) ¥ swsh g

“oed S) 0) S0 RUDIIPPS ) EOSI PUS SILL] [SROTEPPS 1Y 0) W) syt Sdeoreny
“(1afaxd sup no sedionzed o) pa1o97as 108 32 10 Pig 20 700D  PIVERS U SI0}RNBOIGNS 10 U0 LT 1MV {HEG-NON Pue 54a] SHOLIVEINOOENS

40 IST1S.¥30aIE, 20 1DAM0Ud STHL NO FIOA TTM LYHLSI0LIVEINOOHNS A INO 1SI'T 0L WHOA STHLAS!) ssonspulay [spo

JO9P0D) 9 JO 1°97 BORNS ‘6¥ ot 25d pue smoneagioads PRPURYS LR JO 60'] T BOMDIS (LA 20URI08 B (FG(-I0R P8 HE( oq) LUTRINOOGNS [fe 1Y [ DPPA L

1 LUV d - (380-NON Pwe 360) SEOLOVELNOIENS 20 1877 SHI0AIB

County of El Dorado DOT

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |

Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008

ﬁ
—



- b9%y X WG
w13 <JR)| bhb Wl dz 3msop
voama 518> [ =)
wmmos>[ | Gl = mapy

e e |_somm 3> ) PIR WHG )
To5h ot D AR | mmmu>g ] rswgmﬁ 192vig .»w i.!a;ﬂ%«l!
e ois<[}] h.&.wwvm o7 : m w .ﬁa&.ﬂ.
w513 ) g
omon>[]| <-@£5Cy mappy
Pomarn] _ ool ermaun
omuis>] !_m“.rrmu!.@ : i..a&:g.wli
wrpucig<f] | _ o Lw«.gﬂnac
. wogea 518> [) bis bo?
.| wumos g | G304 ﬁ..}. ST seappy
o 3> ) 4 L02 42 e d
J(.h“. PP | wamu>n} m.am. r oyg AN T TS B ey
wgEe ¢18> [ =
oo Hl Gges N sappy
] 249 1 L{21276 e 450
i R w i sl ] wl!__lm_mu“vmﬂ . e&.mﬂ . ii:ﬂac:ﬂm
— 3&20 . diz ﬂm“ﬂ_v
. e ot _ . shoan N mppy
3q 0) YoM Jo BBERRg ﬂuegf).___.wsn -~ joutmy. - onoyg eSS B wwsi g

“3ud 57 0) S8 WUDLIPPS ) IPSTIE PUS SULIY PUOnIpPS WY o) awso) svyy Kdodwreny
“(wafoxd smp wo aedioned oy poas you 3z 1 prq 20 9nb ® poTIEAnS DM 2301780 OGNS 0§ TI0] 1T 18V -[HEA-NON P 580) SEOIIVEINGOENS:

40 1ST15.950018. %) LYAM0Wd STHL NO YI0M THM LYHL STOLIVEINOIUS-A'INO ISTT OL WO STHI S/ "ssonemBay jexpag

J09p00) 9 Jo 11°97 WOnS Gy a1 3od pure suoneatgoads paspuers A Jo $50°]-7 10ROIS (LA 2UEI0E B (FG(-808 PUS FAQ OQ) SIVRRUOIGES [[8 19 [1eY8 PP |

1 LNV d - (380-NON Pue 38d) SHOLOVELNOIENS 40 181 SNIOAIN

Proposal

Page P-13

County of El Dorado DOT

W
8
R
v
=

Contract No. 53110

September 24, 2008




XL ewm

.(/,J ™My - ?m&&ﬁ :

X7 b aak haa St )
wgpE s1s <[] drz sy

ooupm c18 > F
wonpmois>(] | rippy
. mms>0] bl M RBP4\ yarw
YN S | ommnog] noyj | ¥ apugmorrers vy
) e
g <] s

£99 N
. oy

e Wy v,

Py
TR paenrn) ) non
22t 1YL 13 wemyonon g1 v mnw |

uﬂ ud
ad i diz #his O

w018 > []

SOFIRX ¢ >

AR PO | wgmise

. b (mwﬂ | A R R S

mappy

192929 a5 sy onsiorr 1) 3oty

noypm o1 <P |

N

a1z ning b
g c18 > [] Wik Wﬂ&
.| wm=ons>] | e Al
L1 24w RN V2 TRE T TR R
S YO wommt 3 > gy | \NLYRG g sy snnory g1 3 many
: 9 . diZ 291§ 'R =
sqopypop patnung ppwpdiong | - n.ﬂ“ s a.z%.ﬁwﬁwiziu

“a2ed 51) 01 5199TE PUDHPPS ) EPETI PUS SULIY [SUOTEPPE WY o) muse] syipy SdoJoyong

“(0aload smp vo 3dionmed 0} paropas i3z 1q piq 30 Jonb ® PoRKEANS YA SIIRIMOIGNS 0] LY . TF 14V {FHA-NON P Agal SHOIDVEINOOENS:

dO IST1S.¥50AIE, 20) 130U STHL NO YIOM THMA LVHL SU0LIVEINODANS A'INO 11T 0L WI0A STHL ASN) “Swnepday {expoyg

JO 0D 3 30 [1°97 BN ‘6 I, 22d pue stoneonraads prpEEIS A JO 150'|-T BOOIS 1M S3UEPICIOe B (HE(-U0U PUS A 1) SIIIROIGNS [fE 18 [1EYS BHPK] ALY,

1 LUVd * (38a-NON pus 38a) SHOLIVEINODIENS 40 L8N S ¥I00IE

Proposal

Page P-13

County of El Dorado DOT

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1
Contract No. 53110

September 24, 2008




0 yea W g
ogm CTS 1
ware o] €26 2V

voypu 018 > [ Q64 ) b s52.1ppY
moyes 3> [ ,_3%4&,@ 8 N8 ~vouran
vopmm 13 > §3% 3«&5 SHtANL  oquay anaory 7s) 9 Ay
voypm 18 <[] a1z noisp
po—p— ET&

o 18 > [ .H.E nm sRappy
soums ¢ > [ T TpIET>T
o s > I T R i T
ot g1 <ff) | M.anmw w2 ¥ a1z v
v <1 > [] 3 =y

wmmon>0| ShHE? HMM
womm 3> [ “97 \WPa
. Nk &Nﬂ 198U gy smaorr i v e
_ 139 o diz s
vogpa 18> [ e
_Jomoso0l  ores —
S s o 5610
wmes 18> 5] b8 Vo, | 13 u..nz:“,:ﬁa q\w“
Y e dIZ %S D |
pRuOIRg $3011) S1quUmp] X8 § RRIppY
3q 0) J20M Jo IBByUNRRG ¥ J0 s&g enuny - [paoyy 1§ 9N IS B W W §

"aZed 1) 0) SRS BWOHIPE AP PENE PO SULIY [SIOMPPS 11 0 o) spip £doderong
“(waloxd snp o adioned o) parootas 10a a5 1q i 20 Spnb e ponsEgns VM SR GNS 10} W] T LAV -[AGA-NON P¥e a0 SYOLIVEINODENS

40 IST1S.93a 8. %) LOAM08d STHL NO YHOM THM IVHL ST0LIVEINOIENS AINO ISI'TOL WOJ STHL ASN SwonepBay (eopog
Jo9po0) o 30 {1'97 800 ‘6 3, 3od pue suoneaeds PREPIBIS AP JO 01T UOTIOAS M 30TEN0N0E Ut (FE(-B0U PIS FH( YOQ) SIOTRIMOINS [fe 1Y {{EYS IpPI L

1 LYV d - (380-NON PuUs 300) SNOLIVELNOIENS 40 191 S¥3AAIE

T ol R R R (L ALY SRy SOy e
ST iy i b e sl :

[

]
812
§E2
=3
@

s
2
5
S
:
so
558
>S3
oz
Tgl
SEE
% E &
D0w

-E T .




kgl

g 13 <fY
Tomas>n| %22
Mmoot o g4
.Hxn.-.uvnu
TETE TRTE —RPCA [emng| %27 e,
pauaoprag e
Aoyou pdwswagppopliong |G | . T A AP
J

“23ed a1y 0) 535008 PUGPS X TPETE Pus sELI [P0oRIPPS WY of uuo) suyy Edoderny

“(wafoxd sup so edionsed 0y paroses a2z 3 piq 20 ynb's popKBRS D 430)98100NS 10} WY 1T 1NV -[A80-NON Pos 26a) SYOLOVEINOJENS

4O ISTTS. ¥A0AIG. %0) L)AM0U4 STHL NO YEOM THM LVHLSU0LIVEINDDENS AINO 11T 0L WHOA STRL S ‘swonepBay jexpay
JO9p00 3 J0 J1°9T BORRIS 6 I L, 12d pue ssoneoniads pRPESIS A JO 450 1-7 OTDIS YA IOWI0I0B U (FG(I-U0R PUS FG( 1POQ) LOTRIBOINES 18 1N [[EYS 10PN AL

1 LUVd - (380-NON Pus 380) SNOLIVELNGIENS 40 1811 SNICAIE

Proposal
Page P-13

County of El Dorado DOT

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1
Contract No. 53110

September 24, 2008




ittt s 830

4] AT oyt ..‘r.__ru.. _..\....

wop c13 <[]

oy g13> []

o s>

. JOTRRE I$>

o is>[] |

il 2N ]

oy cis <[]

w13 > ]

oxma <13 > []

o> |
| wgmig>]

wacs<]

.| smmon>]
s______wa.vﬂ .

woaEe s13> [

wnms>] |

wymm cis<] |

. moyy
9¢i0

z¢h L,

| onmors H|

oy c$ >

Yo I !

pouroag
90 30 o B8R, 30 wpdinsg

T D

. 596l
%h %S
noyd

| yoin

| srqumy yeg

K {1180 B sk

Y

aled 51y 0} £RITE PUSHDPS ) TPEIRE P SULE] [SUOHIPPE 1) o) wLao) sy Kdoderony
“(wafoxd s no dyonsed o) paraots 10w s 1 piq 1 sy v poxmQns o s101083m00ans 20) LY , TF 1AV -[THA-NON Pee 3G) SYOIDOVEINODENS:

40 1ST1S. ¥HqAIa. %0) LYAM0Wd STHL NO YHOM THM LVHL SHOLIVEINOOHAS A'INO 1SI'T O WNEOJ STHL SN ‘sonem3ay jsnpay
J0 9po0) 3R Jo 1197 BONS3S ‘64 I, 2 pae sonea10ds PREPESIS o Jo $90']-T VOMDAS LA S0TRPINI0R B (FE(T-U0N PUS FE( Hoq) SIRNE0GES [[8 1N [FEU8 PP AL

1 LHVd - (380-NON Pye 380) SHOLIVELNOIENSG 40 181 Su3GAIE

Bgo
mMn
i=2
@

g

3

>

F
RE
38

September 24, 2008




(vix) uny pody vy g1$ <[] dEZ g éno
voyp 613 > [ 1y

yqaro Ll voma g1$ > £ sr2ppy

oN[] wym cg > [

SdAl wogpm 13 > moyq RGN VI IS0 P HaON

(uip) uzg p by oo 618 < Iz 2mgdn)
< . oy 618> [} of

ey vy 01$ > {] ssppy

oN[] worgm 63> [

! mmmml O 13 > oy Dgump 1] TIS) P nuoN

{21) vng poady v g1s < , iz g ks
oy > | . x4

Faraw SiA | vongm gig > [ sappy

ON[] o g>] |

o mED vorgm 13> oy Qg 2T GTS B AN

(vix) wayg pody woym 13 < dIZ 3mis &t
oy ¢13 > [ w4

ALl oy 013 > [ ss24ppy

OZD vopiRE $ >
s R mm»D s.ﬁlale woyq DN IVDIT TS ¥ MDY
RN | oy oty | D | s |
pruny ruoyq 1§ 3SUNT A1SD B W tun g

“a3ud ST 0) SIS PEWHPPE AP PSS PUS KILI [FUOMIPPS 1T) 0} MLI0) sTip LdoJojoyy
“(vafoxd snp no adronzed 0 pa1aops 10U 3 1nq piq 10 b @ poNRQAS o £30)R1WOGNS 20j W] JI LYV -[IGA-NON Pre 280} SYOLOVIINODENS

40 1SI75.4300a1g. %) LYIT0¥d STHL NO Y40M TIM 1VHL ST0LIVEINGDENS A'INO ISIT 0L WO STHL SN "somem3zy (ernpag

Jo 3poD 3t Jo [1°9 ToN0S ‘6t 3pi L, 1od pue sworea1oads PEPUEIS S JO S0'|-Z UOTOOS LM 2008008 U1 (G000 PuB FE(] POQ) SI0IRITOGES [[2 18K [[BYS ZPPI AL

1 18Vd - (380-NON pus 38a) SHOLIVELNOIENS 40 181 SN3AAIE

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |
Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008

County of El Dorado DOT

Proposal

Page P-13



R
(xa3) mang ity o s1$ < [] JIZ nehnn
o ¢1$ > ] 1y
Irasn Sxf worm 18 > [ sra1ppy
oN[] v 3> [
SHX( || oqm [$ > oy DI rvT] TS P Ravy
BSEAY REETY
{a1y) mag pody oy s1$ <[ dIz mmg ik
$ | vou <18 > [} wd
asgarysa i oy 013 > srppy
oN[] vonms 63> [
mme o 3> nioyy AN 0] 15D © ey
1m i .
(D uagpy vogmm 13 <[] 4Tz Pl
: woypm ¢13 > [ 4
Gsﬁa.ah vorE 018 > [ srvappy
oN{] v ¢ > [
amﬁ worgm 13 > woyy Dy e FIS0 P MOy
(usy) my poly 8____._. 1! AD dfZ #mg ity
votRe 618 > 104
pomaes I o 018 > swoappy
OZD wolEN g >
e mmﬁ - v 13 > [] oyd DU ST FTSD P RION
MOATEEIIETT| o 3sop o sbosong # 0 s | e ey
mp P penuay jauoyq /4 90207 1S 3 JWBN g

a3ed 57 0) 5RIUE FUONPPE 1) PSR PUS SULNY [FuonTPPS 11 03 mLio] s Sdod0ror
“(wafosd snp o srdionzed o3 paroares 08 31w 1q piq 10 3nb € penmqns oya OYRNNOGRS 0} WM} T 1AV -[HIA-NON P 3901 SYOLOVIINODENS

40 1ST15.990014. ) L2304 d STHL NO YIOM TTIA 1VHL SHOLIVEINOIENS A'INO IS1T OL WO STHL ASN “Swonemdsy [expay

JO 9p0D) 31 JO 1{°97 UONRS ‘6 3PLL 3od pue SuoNBJIXdS PREPUEIS A JO HSO' |- VONAS YA 30TERI00E Y (-0 P FE( (OQ) SIOWENNONS {2 18 [[EYS PP AL

1 18Vvd * (380-NON Pus 380) SNOLIVILNODENS 40 181 SUIAAIE

30
81z
[~ [ 3]
gES
<]

@

o

Q

b

e

=

3
j:
o
¢=g
3@

S
wnn
Igl
REE
vi§ &
2D Lw



e

voqm oI <[

dIZ mginy
oo 618 > [ vy
Feras s h vonme g1$ >} er.1ppy
oN[] v 8> [
. Sd o {$ > voyd Dy avir] F1S) ¥ Kooy
. [ vbe ] S
() oy p ol o ¢18 < aIz amg ik
: wonp ¢1s>[) x4
dmampsil o 013 > [] mapy
- ON[J voipmI 3> [
o WBD - o 1§ > oy g . BGUAN ITNRIT] TTS P vy
A AN
(T mag pody vofEm g7 < JIZ gl
: : v 18> () o
e SR v o1$ > [ ss2.ppy
ONC] voms ¢ > [
mﬂﬁ w1 > oyg Dy NI FIS P Ao
(ws) may Joody vogm ¢1$ <[] dz nuslny
vogme 18 > [ 104
paucim Ay it worg 013 > ] re2appy
ON[] vorprn ¢8> []
B ED JOMIRE 1§ > noyd LqEBN ITVTT FTSO ¥ MDY
—— - 4Ry FTACRR)
umﬁﬁ%} Bs__as...&ﬂsﬁn“m % Jo wpdiosaq 1) | AN [PV
fenuny uoyyd /R 3SUIN'T IS R duMN W) |

a3ed 1) 0) 5RIYS EUOHPPE A7 PSS PN SULIY [OrPPS 1) 03 wLio) ST Kdodoroy

“(wafoxd snp o edronsed 01 pa1apas ou axm 0q prq 0 3pnb e pemmqrs o 21013e00NS 0] W0 1T 1AV -[TAA-NON P¥e 94a) SHOLIOVEINODENS
4O ISITS. 430018, 30 LYAf0¥d STHL NO YIOM TIM 1VHL SE0LIVEINOIENS A'INO ISI'TOL WHOL STHL 35N "SIONEM3ay [eRpag
§03po0) 2t Jo [1°9¢ 20N ‘6 9t L 12d pue suoneryioads UEPTEIS AU Jo SO'] T BOTRAS i 0UBPI0ITE 1] (JAJ-N0T PUS Fe( LHOq) SITRIWOITS {2 15K [N BPPR) AL L

1 14Vd - (380-NON Ps 380) SHOLIVELINOIENS 40 181 S¥30AI8

T.. ™
mwa
[} L
3E8
73]
Q.
(=]
>
=
=1
(=}
[&5)

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |
Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008



e

¥

oy ¢1$ <1

vy <13 > [}

x4

dIZ e hnn

woymm o3 > []

wm 3> [

GOTR™ 1§ >

ss.ppy

SQBN 2vTT FI5D P RAON

N Ry

i 518 <

wims ¢i$ > []

wd

dIZ #mgdn)

wo 73 > [] |

woinn ¢$ > [

woig 3 >

mppy

AoqUIN 5wd3T] F1SO P RaDN

sonpu ¢15 <[]

o 518 > [

diz g kio

voymE 018 >

w8 > []

ssppy

PGUMN INVIT] F1SD P RaoN

votfr [ >

PO §T$ <

- vonpa ¢13 > []

diZ wmg )

vy 018 > [

oy ¢3 > [

vofjau 1§ >

pam3opag

3q 0) Y20 Jo 230UR ¥ Jo topdiosaq

i dad

DGuBN WIr] FIO P Ry

sidRITY
$5027)

penuny

sIqumy X8
fuoyq

PV AC TN R]
FSappy
[# 3SU3NT IS ¥ SWEN Wi

*a3ud SHp 01 SIS PUONIPPS N [P PUS SULIY [FUONIPPS 1| 0) TLI0) ST £dodoroyq
(paloxd snp vo sedonzed 01 pa12a1es U 2 1q Piq 20 Tnb & penTnqns oy IEIOGNS 20J AL T LAV -[AET-NON Pre 980) SYOLOVIINODENS

40 IS 5. 430018, %n) IDA0¥d STHL NO YI0M T LVHL STOLIVIINOIENS A'NO ISI'T 01 WO STHL 350 "svorem3sy [expo]

J0 9po) 9 J 11°9Z BORKRS ‘6 oL 3od pue suoneagiods pRpIEIS IR JO $S0']-Z BORDAS (M 2XRIO0E Y (FG(]-U0R PUB FEQ Woq) SIORENTOGTS {8 15K [[BS PR 1,

1 L4Vd - (390-NON P¥e 380) SNOLIVELINGIENS 40 1817 SHIACIS

County of El Dorado DOT

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |
Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008

Proposal

Page P-13



Sl

(311) dang poaly vogpw T8 <[] drz #msdin
_ voqpw ¢1§ > [ wy

yaaawssisg vonpu 018 > [ s124ppY

B oN[] womm 3>

e &Y Y
r . ..ﬂ mﬁhﬁ” woffIRa 18 > DR 3IT] TIS) P RN
i Bl 7&!&%5« T dz msno
U Sewowmein [ —
_ mED-IIII . " gy war] g1 P Aoy
{eg) ki oo /,.f/..,./ diz norshmy
Ineq I,IED& o o 10.ppy
ON ral _
2 wm:D.. .\\ ™~ LQUBN 0T TTCD P RIDN
hr———— > /
{(zp)mng paly \H\\ dIZ 2mg sty
S — P // -

P 29q Wy S \\ ssappy

ON[] wipm g > [
E i3> [ woyg DRI INOTT TTD P AU

n & . %
(z98a PURS) poopag i . il
THQ 3] DEIY 8]
3q 07 seM 18 310\ Jo 2Bejua0NI 7 JO WopdiIOsA( — jong RO A——

%ed sy 07 57900s [SUOIPPS A PR PU SULIY RUOYIPPE 51| 0) o] sKp Adodoplq SuONEMEY fe19P O 3P0 3 J0 97 BONRS ‘6 1L i souendmod
30§ poxnbos st Y] 0] ST Uo 122f0sd SBY1 O 20IDLNOINS D SV Ayodiots0d 03 payIaFas 0w asam smq Piq 10 Tonb € Popraoxd ol SIOIENNOIGNS [IB B IEYS PG AL

Il LUVd - (380-NON Pus 580) SUOLIVELNOIENS JO 1911 Su3aIE
d1vVd dI9 40 S¥H %7 NIHLIM NI CINJAL 39 TIIM €°ON WAANIQdV ¥3d

U S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |
Contract No. 53110

Sepromber 24, 2008

County of El Dorado DOT

Proposal

Page P-14

R e
. . Ay
£ e



(THE BIDDER'S EXECUTION ON THE SIGNATURE PORTION OF THIS PROPOSAL
SHALL ALSO CONSTITUTE AN ENDORSEMENT AND EXECUTION OF THOSE
CERTIFICATIONS WHICH ARE A PART OF THIS PROPOSAL)

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY CERTIFICATION

The bidder______GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY , proposed subcontractor
X , has not R

, hereby certifies that he has

participated in a previous contract or subcontract subject to the equal opportunity clauses, as required by Executive
Orders 10925, 11114, or 11246, and that, where required, he has filed with the Joint Reporting Committee, the Director of
the Office of Federal Contract Compliance, a Federal Government contracting or administering agency, or the former

President’s Committee on Equal Employment Opportunity, all reports due under the applicable filling requircments.

Note: The above certification is required by the Equal Employment Opportunity Regulations of the Secretary of Labor
(41 CFR 60-1.7(b) (1)), and must be submitted by bidders and proposed subcontractors only in connection with
contracts and subcontracts, which are subject to the equal opportunity clause. Contracts and subcontracts which
are exempt from the equal opportunity clause are set forth in 41 CFR 60-1.5. (Generally only contracts or
subcontracts of $10,000 or under are exempt.)

Currently, Standard Form 100 (EEO-1) is the only report required by the Executive Orders or their implementing
regulations.

Proposed prime contractors and subcontractors who have participated in a previous contract or subcontract subject to the
Executive Orders and have not filed the required reports should note that 41 CFR 60-1.7(b) (1) prevents the award of
contracts and subcontracts unless such contractor submits a report covering the delinquent period or such other period
specified by the Federal Highway Administration or by the Director, Office of Federal Contract Compliance, U.S.
Department of Labor.

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
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Public Contract Code Section 10285.1 Statement

In conformance with Public Contract Code Section 10285.1 (Chapter 376, Stats. 1985), the Bidder hereby declares under
penaity of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the Bidder has ____, has not & __been convicted within
the preceding three years of any offenses referred to in that section, including any charge of fraud, bribery, collusion,
vonspiracy, or any other act in violation of any state or Federal antitrust law in connection with the bidding upon, award
of, or performance of, any public works contract, as defined in Public Contract Code Section 1101, with any public entity,
u defined in Public Contract Code Section 1100, including the Regents of the University of California or the Trustees of
the California State University. The term “Bidder” is understood to include any partner, member, officer, director,
1esponsible managing officer, or responsible managing employee thereof, as referred to in Section 10285.1.

Note: The Bidder must place a check mark ufter "has” or “has not” in one of the blank spaces provided. The above
l Statement is part of the Proposal. Signing this Proposal on the signature portion thereof shall also constitute
signature of this Statement. Bidders are cautioned that making a false certification may subject the certifier to

criminal prosecution.

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
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Public Contract Code Section 10162 Questionnaire

In conformance with Public Contract Code Section 10162, the Bidder shall complete, under penalty of perjury, the
tollowing questionnaire:

Has the Bidder, any officer of the Bidder, or any employee of the Bidder who has a proprietary interest in the Bidder, ever
been disqualified, removed, or otherwise prevented from bidding on, or completing a federal, state, or local government
project because of a violation of law or a safety regulation?

Yes No X

If the answer is yes, explain the circumstances in the following space.

N/A

Public Contract Code Section 10232 Statement

In conformance with Public Contract Code Section 10232, the Bidder, hereby states under penalty of perjury under the
laws of the State of California, that no more than one final unappealable finding of contempt of court by a Federal Court
has been issued against the Bidder within the immediately preceding two year period because of the Bidder's failure to
comply with an order of a Federal Court which orders the Bidder to comply with an order of the National Labor Relations

Board.

Note: The above Statement and Questionnaire are part of the Proposal. Signing this Proposal on the signature
portion thereof shall also constitute signature of this Statement and Questionnaire.
Bidders are cautioned that making a false certification may subject the certifier to criminal prosecution.

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1 County of El Dorado DOT
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NONCOLLUSION AFFIDAVIT

(Title 23 United States Code Section 112 and
Public Contract Code Section 7106)

In conformance with Title 23 United States Code Section |12 and Public Contract Code 7106 the Bidder declares that the
bid is not made in the interest of, or on behalf of, any undisclosed person, partnership, company, association,
organization, or corporation; that the bid is genuine and not collusive or sham; that the Bidder has not directly or
indirectly induced or solicited any other bidder to put in a false or sham bid, and has not directly or indirectly colluded,
conspired, connived, or agreed with any bidder or anyone else to put in a sham bid, or that anyone shall refrain from
bidding; that the Bidder has not in any manner, directly or indirectly, sought by agreement, communication, or conference
with anyone to fix the bid price of the bidder or any other bidder, or to fix any overhead, profit, or cost element of the bid
price, or of that of any other bidder, or to secure any advantage against the public body awarding the Contract of anyone
interested in the proposed Contract; that all statements contained in the bid are true; and, further, that the Bidder has not,
directly or indirectly, submitted his or her bid price or any breakdown thereof, or the contents thereof, or divulged
information or data relative thereto, or paid, and will not pay, any fee to any corporation, partnership, company
association, organization, bid depository, or to any member or agent thereof to effectuate a collusive or sham bid.

NOTE:

The above Noncollusion Affidavit is part of the Proposal. Signing this Proposal on the signature portion thereof shall also
constitute signature of this Noncollusion Affidavit.
Bidders are cautioned that making a false certification may subject the certifier to criminal prosecution.

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of Et Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
September 24, 2008 Page P-18



DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION CERTIFICATION

TITLE 49, CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS, PART 29

The Bidder, under penalty of perjury, certifies that, except as noted below, he/she or any other person associated
therewith in the capacity of owner, partner, director, officer, or manager:

« is not currently under suspension, debarment, voluntary exclusion, or determination of ineligibility by any
Federal agency;

o has not been suspended, debarred, voluntarily excluded or determined ineligible by any Federal agency
within the past 3 years;

o does not have a proposed debarment pending; and

e has not been indicted, convicted, or had a civil judgment rendered against it by a court of competent

jurisdiction in any matter involving fraud or official misconduct within the past 3 years.

If there are any exceptions to this certification, insert the exceptions in the following space.

None

Exceptions will not necessarily result in denial of award, but will be considered in determining Bidder responsibility. For
any exception noted above, indicate below to whom it applies, initiating agency, and dates of action.

N/A

Notes: Providing false information may result in criminal prosecution or administrative sanctions.
The above certification is part of the Proposal. Signing this Proposal on the signature portion thereof shall aiso
constitute signature of this Certification.

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
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NON-LOBBYING CERTIFICATION
FOR FEDERAL-AID CONTRACTS

The prospective participant certifies, by signing and submitting this bid or proposal, to the best of his or her knowledge
and belief, that: gt

] No federal or state appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, 1o any
person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any federal or state agency, a member
of the State Legistature or United States Congress, an officer or employee of the Legislature or Congress, of an
employee of a Member of the Legislature or Congress in connection with the awarding of any state or federal
contract, including this Contract, the making of any federal grant, the making of any state or federal loan, the
entering into of any cooperative contract, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification
of any state or federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative contract.

(2) If any funds other than federal appropriated funds have been paid, or will be paid, to any person for influencing
or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any federal agency, a member of Congress, an officer or
employee of Congress or an employee of a member of Congress in connection with this Contract, grant, local, or
cooperative contract, the Bidder shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, " Disclosure of Lobbying
Activities,” in accordance with the form instructions.

This centification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was made or
entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by
Section 1352, Title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil
penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

The Bidder also agrees by submitting its bid or Proposal that it shall require that the language of this certification be
included in all of its subcontracts which exceed $100,000 and that all such subcontractors shall certify and disclose
uccordingly. If the Bidder is awarded this Contract, it shall ensure that all subcontractors submit certifications regarding
federal lobbying activities as required by Section 1352, Title 31, United States Code and that all such certifications are
made a part of any subcontracts entered into as a result of this Contract.

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1 County of El Dorado DOT
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N/A

DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES
Compiete this form to disciose lobbying activities pursuantto 31 U.S.C. 1352

1. Type of Federai Action: 2. Status of Federai Action: 3. Report Type:
¢ vid/oMariapplicatio 8. inttist
g [ 3 baormraspicasn [ o e
: f:::"“m e iy For lolorlal Chnngo Oniy:
e losn quaranise uarter
{ losn insurance dlll of last 'GDOR I
4. Name and Adress of Reporting Entity: 8. if Reporting Entity in No. 4 is Subawardes. Enter
[ Prime [J Subawardee Name and Address of Prime:
Tier , ifknown

Congressionai District, if known:

Congressional District, if known:

6. Federal Department/Agency:

1. Federal Program Name/Description:

CFDA Number, if applicable

8. Federal Action Number, if known:

9. Award Amount, if known:
$

10. a. Name and Address of Lobbying Entity
(if individual, last name, first name, M1):

b. individuals Performing Sarvices (inciuding address if
different from No. 10a)
(last name, first name, Mt):

{attach Continuation Sheet(s} if necessary)

11. Amouni of Payment (check all that apply):

] acwal [ planned

12. Form of Payment (check ali that apply):
a. cash

b. in-kind; specify: nature

value

13. Type of Payment (check all that apply)

. retainer

one-time fee

. commisslon

. contingent fee

deferred

other. specify: _________________

eanooe

14. Brief Description of Services Performed or to be performed and Dm'(-;) of Service, including officer(s),
empioyes(s), or membsr(s) contacted, for Payment indicated In item 11:

(attach Continuation Sheel(s) if necessary)

15. Continuation Sheet(s) attached: Yee g ”°_D

16. information reouested through thia form Is authonized by Title 31 U.5.C. Saction
1352. Tis disclosure of iobbying sctivities '8 @ meterial reprasentation of fact
upon whch reliance wes nllcad by m ter abon when this transection was
mgoe or ints. This d to31V.5.C. 1352,
Tms information will be reported to the Conguu semr-ennuslly snd will be
avalable for public mspection. Any person who fails (0 file the requirsd disclosure
shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 end not more then

$100.000 for each such feilure.

Signature: Nk

Print Name:
Title:
Telephone No.: Date:

Federai Use Only:

l :ulrmiud for Local Reproduction
jandad Eon LUl

U S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |
Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETION OF SF-LLL,
DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES

-

This disclosure form shall be completed by the reporting entity, whether subawardee or prime Federal recipient, at the initiation or
receipt of covered Federal action or a material change 1o previous filing pursuant to title 31 U.S.C. Section 1352. The filing of a form
is required for such payment or agreement to make payment lo lobbying entity for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or
employee of any agency. a Member of Congress an officer or employee of Congress or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with a covered Federal action. Attach a continuaion sheet for additional information if the space on the form is inadequate.
Complete afl items that apply for both the initial filing and material change repost. Refer to the implementing guidance published by
the Office of Management and Budget for additional information.

1. Identify the type of covered Federal action for which lobbying activity is and/or has been secured to influence, the
outcome of a covered Federal action.

2. Identify the status of the covered Federal action.

3. Identify the appropriate classification of this report. If this is a follow-up report caused by a material change to the
information previously reported, enter the year and quarter in which the change occurred. Enter the date of the last,
previously submitted report by this reporting entity for this covered Federal action.

4. Enter the full name, address, city, State and zip code of the reporting entity. Include Congressional District if known.
Check the appropriate classification of the reporting entity that designates if it is or expects to be a prime or subaward
recipient. Identify the tier of the subawardee, e.g., the first subawardee of the prime is the first tier. Subawards
include but are not limited to subcontracts, subgrants and contract awards under grants.

5. If the organization filing the report in Item 4 checks "Subawardee” then enter the full name, address, city, State and
zip code of the prime Federal recipient. Include Congressional District, if knowa.

6. Enter the name of the Federal agency making the award or loan commitment. Include at least one organization level
below agency name, if known. For example, Department of Transportation, United States Coast Guard.

7. Enter the Federal program name or description for the covered Federal action (item 1). If known, enter the full
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) number for grants, cooperative agrecments, loans and loan
commitments.

8. Enter the most appropriate Federal identifying number available for the Federal action identification in item 1 (e.g.,
Request for Proposal (RFP) number, Invitation for Bid (IFB) number, grant announcement number, the contract
grant. or loan award number, the application/proposal control number assigned by the Federal agency). Include
prefixes, e.g., "RFP-DE-90-001."

9. For a covered Federal action where there has been an award or loan commitment by the Federal agency, enter the
Federal amount of the award/loan commitments for the prime entity identified in item 4 or 5.

10. (a) Enter the full name, address, city, State and zip code of the lobbying entity engaged by the reporting entity
identified in item 4 to influenced the covered Federal action.

(b) Enter the full names of the individual(s) performing services and include full address if different from 10 (a). Enter
Last Name, First Name and Middle Initial (Ml).

11. Enter the amount of compensation paid or reasonably expected to be paid by the reporting entity (item 4) to the
lobbying entity (item 10). Indicate whether the payment has been made (actual) or will be made (planned), Check
all boxes that apply. If this is a material change report, enter the cumulative amount of payment made or planned to
be made.

12. Check the appropriate box(es). Check all boxes that apply. If payment is made through an in-kind contribution,
specify the nature and value of the in-kind payment.

13. Check the appropriate box(es). Check all boxes that apply. If other, specify nature.

14. Provide a specific and detailed description of the services that the lobbyist has performed or will be expected to
perform and the date(s) of any services rendered. Include all preparatory and related activity not just time spent in
actual contact with Federal officials. 1dentify the Federal officer(s) or employee(s) contacted or the officer(s)
employee(s) or Member(s) of Congress that were contacted.

1S. Check whether or not a continuation sheet(s) is attached.

16. The certifying official shall sign and date the form, print his/her name title and telephone number.

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including time
for reviewing instruction, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and
reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this
collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget,

Puperwork Reduction Project (0348-0046), Washington, D.C. 20503. SF-LLL-lavruciwns  Rev 060490
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | County of El Dorado DOT
Contract No. 53110 Proposal
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— , Bidder's Bond
Accompanying this proposal is

(NOTICE: INSERT THE WORDS "CASH(S___ )."CASHIER'S CHECK," “CERTIFIED CHECK," OR "BIDDERS %?RP;EMI;SY Tg'iEE)

in amount equal to at least ten percent of the total of the bid.
The names of all persons Interested In the forgoing Proposal as principals are as follows:

IMPORTANT NOTICE: If the Bidder or other interested person is a corporation, state legal name of corporation and place of
incorporation, also names of the president, secre:;s%reasum. and executive officer thereof: if a partnership, state name of partnership,

L U
. f all indjvidual : if Bidd i ed is an ipdividual, in {ujl.
aleg mame oAl ] e B O R e Forated Tathe: State o Pl ¥ornta
William G, Dorey, President & CEQ Jigisha Desai, Treasurer
_Michael Futch, Secretary

Licensed in accordance with an act providing for the registration of Contractors,

License No. 89 Classification(s) A See attached copy of License
County of El Dorado Business License No. 1985-004625 - See attached copy of
(A Copy of the afore-referenced license must be attached hereto.) Business License

ADDENDA: This Proposal is submitted with respect to the chan 10 on incl in addenda number
(s)_One (1), Two (2), Three (3), Four T"f. "ﬁve 'fﬁ

(Fill in addenda numbers if addenda have been received and insert, in this Proposal, any Proposal Pay ltems and Bid
Price Schedules that were received as part of the addenda)

By my signature on this Proposal | certify, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California, that the foregoing
questionnaire and statements of Public Contract Code Sections 10162, 10232, and 10285.1 are true and correct and that the Bidder has
complied with the requirements of Sections 4104 of the Subletting and Subcontracting Fair Practices Act and of Section 8103 of the Fair
Employment and Housing Commission Regulations (Chapter 5 of Division 4 of Title 2 of the California Code of Regulations). By my
signature on this Proposal I further cenify, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California and the United States of
America, that the Noncollusion Affidavit required by Title 23 United States Code, Section 112 and Public Contract Code Section 7106;
and the Equal Employment Opportunity Certification: and the Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 29 Debarment and Suspension
Certification; and the Non-lobbying Centification for Federal-Aid Contracts and the Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (Standard Form
LLL); are true and correct.

The person or persons executing this Proposal on behalf of a corporation or partnership shall be prepared to demonstrate by resolution,
article, or otherwise, that such person is or that such persons are appropriately authorized o act in these regards for such corporation or
partnership. Such authority shall be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the County of El Dorado.

If the signature is by an agent other than an officer of a corporation or 3 member of a parinership, a power of attomey authorizing said
act byhlhg agent on behalf of his principal shall be submitted with the bid forms; otherwise, the bid may be disregarded as irregular and
unauthonzed.

The Bidder's execution on the signature portion of this Proposal shall constitute an endorsement and execution of those affidavits,
declarations and certifications which are part of this Proposal.

30 October

Executed this day of . 2008
al Santa Cruz County, State of California
Date: 10/30/08
GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
Sign 0
i
B 7L @7\
‘
Here Jigisha Desai

Name and Title of Bidder Vice President
Name of Firm _ GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY

END OF PROPOSAL

M) HOV Lanes Phase | County of Et Dorado DOT
reet No. 3110 Proposal
e 24, 2008 Page P-23



6002/1LE/G0 - wwrme

LED ZVH 15D 060
660 S¥O 2¥D SEO 62D 220 12D
210 8-02-0 2509V 0LD 9ED trmmrms

ANV JdWNOD NOILONYLSNOD JLINVYD =
Qm Oo mw ssquiny dsuBor

Mg et SN0 JANLLIY musetig
N1 auvog ISNION ILVLS SHOLOVHINOD ==
BILIOJIED JO o118




-

C. L. RAFFETY, CPA. @nuntg of ?l Enraﬁg Business

TREASURER AND TAX COLLECTOR -
ot BUSINESS LICENSE License No 9g5-004625
(530) 621-5800 Placervilile

(530) 573-3011 Sctth Lake Tahoe ORDINANCE 3818

INDMOQAL: 7 - |- BAFTNERSIPL I COBFORATION:
- XXX
v GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY .. ..
Mailing Address P O BOX 15287
oy SACRAMENTO CA 95851 ... rone. { 916)_855-4400
v ot usioess . CONTRACTOR = GENERAL i o
o eresttovaten, 4001 BRADSHAW ROAD | .

Business Owners (Attach list of addiional Contractor's License Number ... 000089 . .. ...
officers

owners, partners or )
DOREY, WILLIAM SIGRBIUT OF OWIRE ..........cooosoeeevceeecressorseesisssssass st sss s s

Thepew.pammhiporeorporaﬁonabonmmdhhmebygmmduﬂmubmwh.amonamdudhmunmmmd
srea of the County of Bl Dorado, wumhubumm,wnngmmmwamwmmm
period indicated. Granting of this license does not entitle the licensee t0:operate or maintain & business in vicistion of any other law
or eidineace. ‘ T RPPLICATON DATE {311, BRFABONDNIEY 1.

POST IN A CONSPICUOUS PLACE 04-24—-1986| ©

NOTE: No business icense issued for any iinerant business
shall be valid unless accomparied by an € Dorsdo County
|inerant Business Pe/mit issued by the Shedff of &) Dorado
C. L. RAFFETY

RADO COUNTY FIRST

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘

ORIGINAL
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COUNTY OF EL DORADO
BIDDER'S BOND

this form MUST be used

KNOW ALL PEOPLE BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT WE
CRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY , as PRINCIPAL, and

Federal Insurance Company

us Surety are held and firmly bound unto the County of El Dorado, a political subdivision of the State of California
(hereinafter referred to as “Obligee™), in the penal sum of TEN PERCENT (10%) OF THE AMOUNT OF THE
TOTAL BID PRICE of the Principal above named, submitted by said Principal to the Obligee for the work
described below, for the payment of which sum in lawful money of the United States, well and truly to be made to
the Obligee, we the Principal and Surety bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, administrators and successors, jointly
und severally, firmly by these presents. In no case shall the liability of the Surety hereunder exceed the sum of

TEN PERCENT (10%) OF THE AMOUNT OF THE TOTAL BID PRICE
THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH, THAT:

WHEREAS, the Principal has submitted the above-mentioned Bid to the Obligee, as aforesaid, for certain
construction specifically described as follows, for which bids are to be opened at Placerville, El Dorado County,
California, on Qctober 30, 2008 for the construction of the

U.S. 50 HOV LANES PHASE 1
EL DORADO HILLS TO BASS LAKE GRADE
CONTRACT NO. 53110

NOW, THEREFORE, if the aforesaid Principal is awarded the Contract and, within the time and manner required
under the Contract Documents, after the prescribed forms are presented to it for signature, enters into a written
contract, in the prescribed form, in accordance with the Bid, and files two bonds with the Obligee, one to guarantee
faithful performance and the other to guarantee payment for labor and materials, as required by law, then this
obligation shall be null and void; otherwise, it shall remain in full force and virtue.

In the event suit is brought upon this bond by the Obligee and judgment is recovered, the Surety shall pay all costs
incurred by the Obligee in such suit, including a reasonable attorney's fee to be fixed by the Court.

i IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, we have set our hands and seals on this __23 day of October 20_98

(seal) GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY

Principal

(seal)

Address:

(NOTE: Signature of those executing for the Surety shall be properly acknowledged, and
accompanied by a Certificate of Acknowledgment.)

SEE ATTACHED ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND POWER OF ATTORNEY

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | FOR SURETY (#502) County of El Dorado DOT

Contract No, 53110 Proposal
September 24, 2008
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CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT

NGNS COONSNE0R0E

tiiale of Callfornia
Santa Cruz

Jounly of

On 10723708 before me, __Renee P. Ursino, Notary Public ,
Daw T Here Insari Neme and Tite of he Officer
aonally appeared John D. Glllitand
i Y opp Nare{e) of Signerts)

Attorney-in-Fact

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to
be the person(p) whose name(X) is/ase subscribed to the

within instrument and acknowledged to me that
2K he/she/thay executed the same in his/hetipalr authorized
capaclty(ise), and that by his/her/iweir signature(e} on the
T “M":m instrument the person(s), or the enlity upon behalf of
ranuveiss i # 1672556 which the person(¥) acted, executed the Instrument.
ity ubhic - Calilomia
by aatea County | certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws

~ 44 Loem Lrpas Jun 5, 2010 of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is

true and corract.

WITNESS my hand an

Piasre Notary Ses) Abave

Prsaghs the inkmation balow Is not required by law, It may prove valuable lo persons relying on the document
and could prevent Iraudulent removal and reattachment of this form to another document.

ption of Attached Document
‘o Yypo of Document:
 Dale.

Number of Pages:

#(n) OV Thun Named Above:

\y(les) Claimed by Signer(s)

Neme: __ . . Signer's Name:

_ml 0 tndividuat
Graepvato Ofticor ~ Titie(s): O Corporate Officer — Thle(s):

13- P - L) Limiied 1] General prewsemmrry (1 Partner — 0O Limited O General B
3 The OF SIGNER [ Attorney in Fact OF SIGNER
-3 Top of thumb here 0 Trustee Top of thumb here

[0 Guardian or Conservator
3 Other:

Slgner Is Representing:

OPTIONAL‘#_@— el Renee P. Ursino, Notary PPublic




. Chubb  power Federal Insurance Company Attn: Surety Department
Surety OF Vigilant insurance Company 18 Mountain View Road
orHuUBnS ATTORNEY Pacitic Indemnity Company Warren, NJ 07059

Know Afl by These Presents, That FEDERAL INSURANCE COMPANY, an indiana comporation, VIGILANT INSURANCE
COMPANY, a New York cong;aatIion. and PACIFIC INDEMNITY COMPANY, a Wisconsin corporation, do each hersby
constitute and appoint Jigisha , John D. Gilliland and Ananya Mukherjee of Watsonville, Califomia

aach as thalr bue and lawiu! Attomey- In- Fact 1o execute under such designalion in Swir names and to affix their corporale ssals o and deliver for and on thelr behall
nmtymumwmmbendaudmummmmmnmmm@meﬂmummummmmu
business on beha¥ Granite Construction incorporated and all Subsidiaries alons of in joint venture

in conngction with bids, proposals or coniracts ta or with the United States of America, any State or poBiical subdivision thereot or any person, firm or corporation. And
the execution of such bond o¢ cbiigelion by such Atiomey- in- Fact In the Company’s name and on its behalf as surety therecn or atherwiss, under its corporate ssal, in
pursuancs of the suthorty hereby conferred shall, upan delivery therect, be valid and binding upon the Company.

In Witnoss Whereof, sald FEDERAL INSURANCE COMPANY, NS COMPANY, and PACIFIC INDEMNITY COMPANY have each exscuted and
altestod these presents and afftxed their cororate ssals on this 8 A@Y of

Nov. 2007,
W, : 7 =
Kennath C. Wendel, Secretaty Nonts, Jr.,
STATE OF NEW JERSEY i

County of Somerset

ontis. Bth’  dayor November, 2007 befora me, a Notary Pubic of New Jerssy, personally came Kennath C. Wandel, to me known fo be
Assistant Secsstary of FEDERAL INSURANCE COMPANY, VIGRANT INSURANCE COMPANY, and PAGIFIC INDEMNITY COMPANY, the companies which
sascutad the foregoing Power of Attomey, and the said Kenneth C. Wandsi, being by me duly swom, did depose and say that he is Assistant Secretary of FEDERAL
INSURANGE COMPANY, VIGILANT INSURANCE COMPANY, and PACIFIC INDEMNITY COMPANY and knows the corporaie seals thereol, that the seals affined to
the loregaing Power of Attomey are such corporaie seals and were therelo affixed by authority of the By- Laws of said Companiss; and that he signed sald Power of
AwnmwmdwmmwhMMMM.MWM&M*..“MMW&VMWM“
Companies; and that the signature of David B. Nonts, Jr., subscribed to said Power of Altormey is in the genulne handwitting of David B. Norris, Jr., and was therelo
subscribed by authorlly of aaid By- Laws and In depongnt's pressnce.

KATHERINE KALBACHER
NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY
No, 2316688
Commission Expires Muly 8, 2009 m

CERTIFICATION
&ract irom the By Laws of FEDERAL INSURANCE COMPANY, VIGILANT INSURANCE COMPANY, and PACIFIC INDEMNITY COMPANY:

'ANpomdam-ymmdonbohddhc«mammnymdwboomﬂdhhmmmdmuwdwcwwny.mw
e Chairman of the President or a Vice President or an Assistant Vice President, jointly with the Secrsimry or 2n Assistant Secretary, under thelr respective
o.mmTrnugmmdmmnmummmummumwdmauummm.mmwm
President, any Assistant Vice President, any Secretary, any Assistant Secretary and the seal of the Company may ba affizad by facsimile to any power of atiomsy of to
any cedtificale relating therelo appoiniing Assistant Sscretaries or Atomeys- In- Fact for purposes only of exacuting and attssting bonds and undartakings and other
witings obligatory in the MmMmedewumhmuhwdgnnmwlwmuudmuhvdumuw\gm
the Company and any such powsr 30 executed and certifiad by such facatmie signature and facsimBe sea) shall be vaiid and binding upon the Company with respact to
nay bond or undertaking to which it is atiached.”

1, Kenneth C. Wendel, Assistant Secretary of FEDERAL INSURANCE COMPANY, VIGILANT INSURANCE COMPANY, and PAGIFIC INDEMNITY COMPANY (the
*Compunies”) do hereby certily that
() the foregoing extract of the By- Laws of the Companias is true and correct,
() the Companies are culy licensed snd authorized to transact surely business in al 60 of the United Statas of America and the District
of Calumbia and are authorized by the U.8. Treasury Department; further, Faderat and Vigiiant are licensed in Puerto Rioo and the
USS. Virgin Istands, and Fedura! Is llcsnsed in American Samoa, Guam, and each of the Provinces of Canada except Prince Edwesd

Notary Public

island; and :
(i) the forugolng Power of Attomey Is true, correct and in full force and effect.
Ciiven under my hand and seals of sald Companles &t Warren, NJ this 10/23/08

Kenneth C. Wé*l. Assistant Secrelary

THE PVENT YOU WISH TO NOTIFY US OF A CLAIM, VERIFY THE AUTHENTICITY GF THIS BOND OR NOTIFY US OF ANY OTHER MATTER, PLEASE
MIAGL B AT AQDRESS LISTED ABOVE, OR BY Telephone (908) 903- 3493 Fax (908) 903 3656 e-mail: surety@ chuibb.com

P?pnmu-u (Rev 10-02) CORP CONSENT




ATTACHMENT 3
OCTOBER 30, 2008 FAX CONTAINING THE BID RESULTS FOR
U.S. 50 HOV LANES, PHASE 1 - EL DORADO HILLS TO BASS
LAKE GRADE PROJECT (JN 53110)



COUNTY OF EL DORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

E! Dorado Hills Office: RICHARD W. SHEPARD, P.E. MAIN OFFICE:
4505 Golden Foothill Pwky Director of Transportation 2850 Fairlane Court /
El Dorado Hills, CA 96762 Placerville CA 95667 Iiféé
Phone: (916) 358-3650 Internet Web Site: Phone: (530) 621-5900 < =, a
Fax: (916) 941-8910 http://ico.el-dorado.ca.us/dot Fax: (530) 626-0387 =
To: From: Pat Lester
916-358-3550
Fax: Pages: 1
Phone: Date: 10/30/08

Re: US 50 HOV Lanes, Phase 1 | CC:
El Dorado Hills to Bass lake
Grade #53110 Bid Results

[0 urgent [ for Review [ Please Comment [] Please Reply [] Please Recycle

The bid results for the US 50 HOV Lanes, Phase 1 El Dorado Hills to Bass
Lake Grade, Project 53110 opened today, Thursday October 30, 2008 are:

Nehemiah Construction, Inc. $26,125,135.60
Sub Consultants: Midstate Barrier, Inc.

Harris Salinas Rebar
Sterling P. Hoilloway

Chrisp Company

ABSL Construction

Kie-Con

Angelo Utility
Granite Construction $27,641,394.90
Teichert Construction $28,032,584.55
De Silva Gates $30,031,175.60

All proposals will be reviewed for compliance with bidding requirements by the
Department of Transportation and County Counsel. With concurrence from
County Counsel, the Department of Transportation will recommend the lowest
responsive, responsible bidder to the Board of Supervisors. The decision to
award the bid based on the recommendation is the sole responsibility of the
Board of Supervisors.



ATTACHMENT 4
BIDDER’S LIST OF SUBCONTRACTORS (DBE AND NON-DBE)
PART II FORMS
FOR U.S. 50 HOV LANES, PHASE 1 - EL DORADO HILLS TO
BASS LAKE GRADE PROJECT (JN 53110)



OX

O0000000OROO

Q?CE'.V' r[ @

TEICHERT CONSTRUCTION

DATE: October 31, 2008

TO: El Dorado County Dept. Of Transportation
330 Fair Lane
Placerville, CA

SACRAMENTO DISTRICT

8811 Kiefer Boulevard

P.O. Box 15144

Sacramento, CA 95851-0144

(916) 386-6800 . FAX (916) 386-2392

RE: Contract No. 53110; Caltrans Project No. 03-387114; Federal Aid Project No. STPCMLN-5925 (059)

Bidder's List Of Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBE) - Part Il

We enclose herewith
Forward to us immediately
1 Copies of the following
Contract Agreement (] Executed
Subcontract Agreement [ Approved
Submittals [J Unapproved
List of Materials
Change Order
Letter
EEO Letter
Payroll Affidavit
Purchase Order
Insurance Certificate
Daily Extra Work Bills

Remarks:

£13(7.98)

7] For approval
3 For your signature
X For your use
[ For correction

Ramdd

: Jop Borovich




T

ERD e Rt o S AN, Faled
LA ....7&&&3@. i s1$ <[] diz Mg diny
i s e togma g1 > [ mq
SR yagamnsand vz 91§ > [] g
u. . ME moyg DPMN 200097] T P sury
A A
313) g jo oy vonym ¢13 <[ iz msap
A ety UoRD §18 > [] ™y
L dmai g v o1 > [ o e
(e ONE i g5 > [
o o _mmle... wim 13> oy LGN 30vadr] 15 9 2urmy
afsalitgnds Lol Db
ATt may ety bonm <18 <[] dIZ #mis iy
S lin T e vona 515 5 [ 2y
ik xmmqwmm\_ub voqnw o1s > [ 12.ppy
St WMH-MD noyy \Qm WNWNN\MQ*EQ

i 7

g, B

..“...d SRt

Y2y, [€ESH I

_ e ?:EM%&,\ ...a.____snaam._ a._na%a.uc
SRS T _Tonm 18> [ \GQNQ.@‘ _\\SHWA\C; 0 |
AW L 2do 71 warmo> K| ()0 e ", _m.bﬁ
L ONO| OBV S0G B TTAT wimg>Qf - GHls m_‘ : Jii _.q
ﬂ‘ ..wm.r. ,,_ o is > [ lwnu%.}n » ra....an. .G_
(Gt Py ~ pomsopag - e )
MUQ BN BIMYTET;| oq 0f sem jemy HIOM Jo 38e1030194 79 )6 wopdosag TR 4 Gl
j b g [enuuy fauoyq [# 35001T 4180 3 awey wapg

23ed sy 07 sp2eys [SUORTPPE atp) gpeye pue suy
Joj pamnbes st sty wiof s vo 192{01d 5191 w0 s0r90 90

TEONIPPE 3571 07 usto) sup £dodepyq “swonemdsy wrapoy o P00 3 Jo 9T UONS ‘5 a1 L pem souendion

03qns © 59 arvdyapsrod o3 paysapas j0u asam mq pig 2 aonbe popacad OUm SI03R OGNS (& 390 IEYs 2oppig ay g

Il L¥Vd - (38a-NON puw 38q) SHOLOVNANODENS 40 1911 8.¥T0aig

Proposat

Page P-14

County of El Dorado DOT

U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase |
Contract No. 53110
September 24, 2008
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Contract No. 53110
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DESILVAZ4GATES

C o8 8 TR U T I O N

11555 Dublia Boulevard
PO. Bax 2909

Dublin, California 94568
925/829-9220
CONTRACTOR'S LICENSE NO, 704195A

Date: 10/31/08

To: County of El Dorado — Department of Transportation
Janel Gifford
Fax: (530) 295-2655

From: DeSilva Gates Construction
Jackie Davos

Phone: 925-829-9220 x1306
Fax:  925-803-4281
Pages: 7 (including cover page)

Subject: County of El Dorado— US 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1

Bid Date: 10/30/08 @ 2:00 Pr
Bidder's List of Subcon rs (DBE and NON-DBE)-PART II

As requested per Addendum No. 3, attached are the completed Bidder’s
List of Subcontractors (DBE and NON-DBE) — PART II form for the

above project.
Please contact our office if you have any Mm

Thank you,
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ATTACHMENT 5
NEHEMIAH CONSTRUCTION, INC. LETTER RE BIDDER’S LIST
OF SUBCONTRACTORS (DBE AND NON-DBE) FORMS
SUBMITTED WITH BID PROPOSAL
FOR U.S. 50 HOV LANES, PHASE 1 - EL DORADO HILLS TO
BASS LAKE GRADE PROJECT (JN 53110)



A NETITIET WARSLLO O IDN L

NEHEMIAH CONSTRUCTION, INC.

801 FIRST STREET, SUITE G
BENICIA, CTA 94510
(707) 746-6870
FAX (707)746-6815

_FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET
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COMI'ANY: DATE:
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PHONE NUMRBEX: SENDER'S REFERENCE NUMBER:
RE: YOUR REFERENCE NUMBER
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MEHEMIAH(

Nehemiah Construction In¢C “Rtrzagmss®

October 31, 2008

Janel Gittord
County Of El Dorado

Subject: US 50 HOV Lanes Contract # 53110

Dcar Sir or Madam:

On October 30%, 2008 Nehemiah Construction (NCI) submitted a bid proposal on
the above mentioned contract. NCI also submitted a list of Subcontractors that
would be used to perform work on this contract. NCI listed the subcontractors on
the form on Pages 13 and 14. it was NCl s intention to use the subcontractors
listed on both sheets. On October 31% NCI submitted a list of the Subcontractors
that were not used on this project. Please let me know if you have any questions

regarding this clarification.

Sincerely,

D Ve e

Jay P Zoellner
President

" Main Office; 801 First Streel Sute G Benicia, Calfornia 94510 Tel (707) 746-6870 Fax: (707) 746-6815



ATTACHMENT 6
NOVEMBER 3, 2008 BID PROTEST LETTER FROM GRANITE
CONSTRUCTION



MONERNSY & DILLON

£l Bt ritfrncme ey diffn cem
November 3, 2003
Depyriment of Transportation Via Facsimile {330) 295-2655 and U5, Mail

ki I,m ado Cowaty
2354 Fairlane Court
Placarville, Califormia 95667
e 10N S0 MOV Lones 1 Phase 17 Bl Dorado Hills to Bass Lake Grade
LR Froject No, 33110

#2id Dater Ootoher 20, 2003

LAty LrondiepRrgan!

L roprosent Granite Construction Company in the above matter. Granite
Construction protests any award of this contract @ \V’thl’ﬂ}&h Construction, Inc. because

_“*«:{:»,iwmmh nk not suboit @ responsive b1d.
2., Nehoniah's bid is uon-responsive re listed subcontractors.

A bidder iy required ta submil with its bid the name and location of (s
ISt ‘;c«_marmz‘ rs who are going to perform more than '3 of i % uf its hid amount.
whifornin Public Cootract Code § 4104,

. il

oF |

.....

A bed tme, Nehemiah submitied a Subcontractor List with its bid as.required by
HIO4, saviag it was going to use only four subcontractors, fisting. (n its
Subcontrooior List, Nehens +h Hated Mid Stare Constr, for yuardrail, signs and barder ratl,
Uhagris for cebar, Siorling Holloway for bridge demolition, and Chrisp for striping. {Exh.
This means that Nebemiah's bid represented to the Counly that Nehemtah would
form all of the afber work diself, without subcentractors. Califarnia Public Contract

e § 410G, {0 additon Nebemiah on the following page of its bid listed three bidders it

$E <3



Prematment ot Tranapaitaton

i Dorado County "
Noveniber 3, 2008

Pape 2

ropresented “were not selected w participate as a subcontractor s this project” Titalics
in wriginal}. (Exh. B} These subconitactors who Nehemiah said it was not going (o usc
were ABSL who had bid the cold plane, Kic-Con who had bid fumish and install
srestressed box girders, and Angelo who it satd hud bid slectrical.

A day atter represeoting in #s bid that it would itself perform the cold plane,
furnish and install presteessed girders, and clectrical, Neheminh wrote a fetter dated
Ociober 31, 2008 now saving it had iutended to use the three subcontractors that it had
tieted in its bid that it would not use, ABSL, Kie-Con, and Angelo. (Exh. C))

Nehemiah wants to chungeits bid after bid date. This is iinpermissible in
Califomia public work., Nehemiah's sole remedy for mistake is to-seek to withdraw its
hid under California Public Contract Code § 3100, et seq.

=
s

Nehemiash cannot perform the work in compliance with its bid. Nekemiah's bid
Nehemiah will perform (without subconiractors) the cold plane, furnish and install
grestressed girders, and elocirical wark and says now (hat ABSL, Kie-Can, and Angelo
would perform this cold plane, furnish and install prestressed givdorsand eleetrical work,
This work s more than ¥4 of 19 of Nehentiah®s bid price. 1t is not possible for Nehemiah
(o seif perfarm the cold plane, furmish and install prestressed girders, and elecirical work
and w1 the same e subcontract 100% of that work (o someone clse. Nehemiah's bid is
Aot responsive in the mast fundamental senser it s nconsistent and it fails o inform who

¥
<
.

will nerform the work.,

Nehemiuh’s bid should be rejected as son-responsive. If Nehemah self performs,
it may be sued by the subcontracton 1t belatedly attempted to change its bid to list, Sce
R Land wind Assoviotes Covsiruction Company v, Kiewit-Skea (1999).69 Cal. App.+th
410, 427-428, 1 Neheminh snbeonuucts with a subcontractor it belated attempted to list,
it 15 subject fo fines and canceilabon of the contract, Cal.Pub.ConCode § 4110, In either
event, i award 1o Nehemiah s antering into a contract to have a lawsuit, which is against
the pablic’s interest.

. Nehemian's bid failed to list all subecontractors.

Nenemiah's bid foiad o comply with Speeal Provision 2-1.03 that required

pidders oo



Depiiument ol L Hnsportiici
i I Pomdo Connty
Movebor 3. 20068

Pawe 3

“Inaccordance wiath Seetion 20001 ot Title 49 Code of Federal
Regulations Part 26, cach bidder shall submit the name,
contractar’s Heense number, address, felephone and fax
numbers, annual gross receipts and the description and
percentage of the work (o be performed by cach subcontractor
@ whon the bidder proposed to subcontract portions of the
work Each bidder shall submit this information with ity
>ropasal using the BIDDER'S LIST OF
SUBCONTRACTORS (DBE and NON-DBE) PART 1” form
focated i the Proposal section of these Contract Documcms.
Nehemiah did not list subeoatractors for perfornmng clear and grubb, erosion
control, constnistion ansa signs, roadside signs, prestressing, blasting, AC dike and
miscellunecus AC, saweut, paving fabre and tack.

Nehemtah did not comply with this provision as jo those subcontractors
performing less thar the half of one percent of Nehiemiah®s bud price, thus muking
lzhierninh’s bid non-rosponsive and giving Nehemiah an unfair bid advantage,

<. Nehemiah cannot perform the blasting,

q serniah did not st any subeentractor for Blasiing and it appears that Nehemiah
cannot jegally self nerform the blasting, making its bid non-responsive. The work
requiring bl m;m: for which-the lowest blasting subcontractor’s quote was about
3290.000, wall tn ¢xcess of half of one pereent of Nehemiah’s bid price so it cannot nze a
«m\,cm{r\cmn for the work, Because Nehemiab did not list a blasting sutcontractor, it
sepreseated it \w"‘d st perform the blasting.  Public Contraet Code Section 1106,

¢ uitdarstand that Nehemiah has not iiself performed bh»tmg work lke this and
doas not have the necessary sxpericnce, permits or license 1o do so. [t is also imy
understanding that to perfom the blasting required by this contract Umi Nebemiah would
be rospured to have, bul Joes net have:

i) California Hi ghw ay Patrol Hazardous Materials License,
7 5‘30.;3:-1: ment of Motor Vehicles Motor Carrier Perinit,
3 Lion. Department of Transportation Hazmat Co tificate of Res gistration,

1 LS. Department of Alcohol, Tebacco, Fircdrms and L\pll)w es federnd

S8

P



Dpartmnent o i'nx‘;apon:m.m
1 Dorado Coun

L
Navemher 3, 2008

Page 4

cxplosives porot,

3} County explosives pernnd, or
0} F+ years related experience.

o adidition [ understand that the indiv Ldual fasters must have the following, but
rhat Nehemiah has no such employees:

1 Cadifornia blaster license,

2) 10 vears related experience,

3) Department of Motor Vehicles lic sense with Hazardous Materials
¢ ndm%mmt far transportation,

4} LS. Department of Aleohol, Tobaceo, Firearms and Explosives clearance
as employes possessony,

5y Department of Justiee Certificate of Ehyibality,

63} Department of Transporiation physical.

'nis coniract requires blasting supervisors (blaster in charge) have a minimuim of

of exporience divectly rolated 1o the specific type of basting they are supervising
wl Provision 10-1,32). [t is my understanding that Nehomuah has oo such

HContract Spec
supervisors for blasiing,

Cranite Constorction Company submits that Nehemioh Construction, Tnc's bud s
nat responsive and should be rejected,

Sincerely, G
[
o e -
ey g
-;’ff/

- Hobert L. ...Lbh"’

RILimis
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Nehemiah Construction Ing

October 31, 2008

fanel GifYord
County Gt El Derado

Subject: LS 30 HOV Lanes Contract # 53110

Desr Sie o Madame

On Octobar 30%, 2008 Nehemiah Construction (NCI) submitied a bid propoaal on
the above meniioned contract. NCH also submited g Jat of Subcontraciors thit
weuld be used to perform work on thls contract. NCI isted the subsontractors on
he form on Pages 13 and 14, ft'was NCI's inteation 10 use the subcontriactors
fisted un both sheets. Cn Cctober 31% NCI submitted 4 fist of the Subcontractors
that weve nat used on this project Please let ia know f you have any questdons

regarding this claiification.

Sinceraly,

,’:7 / El/w

Jay P Zowlter

President
llllllllllllllllllll * v - . - - - -
stain 2iTige: EUAM it Saie 8 Aetia, Cadto S010 | Yal (107 TeE68T6  Fre (07 TaearE

Exh C



ATTACHMENT 7
NOVEMBER 7, 2008 BID PROTEST LETTER FROM A. TEICHERT
& SON dba TEICHERT CONSTRUCTION



M}M} McDonough Holland & Allen pc
Attorneys at Law

Robert W. O'Connor
Attorney at Law

Sacramento Office
916.444.3900 tel
916.444.0707 fax
roc@mhalaw.com

November 7, 2008

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL

Janel Gifford

Office Engineer Unit

El Dorado County Transportation Department
2441 Headington Road

Placerville, CA 95667

Re:  Bid Protest
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Plase I - El Dorado Hills to Bass Lake Grade Project

Contract No. 53110

Dear Ms. Gifford:

We are attorneys for A. Teichert & Son, Inc. dba Teichert Construction. As you
know, Teichert submitted the third-lowest monetary bid on the above-referenced

project.

In response to your letter to bidders dated November 4, 2008, Teichert hereby
submits its bid protest regarding the project. For the reasons stated below, Teichert
objects to award of the contract to either the lowest monetary bidder, Nehemiah
Construction, Inc., or to the second-lowest monetary bidder, Granite Construction
Company. The bids submitted by both Nehemiah and Granite are non-responsive and
must be rejected. After rejection of the bids submitted by Nehemiah and Granite,
Teichert respectfully requests that the contract be awarded to Teichert as the lowest
responsive and responsible bidder.

Sacramento

555 Capitol Mall PROTEST OF NEHEMIAH CONSTRUCTION, INC. BID
9th Floor
Sacr;g;::t:s(;: Legal counsel for Granite, Robert L. Leslie, has submitted a bid protest letter to
oo the County dated November 4, 2008. Teichert joins in Granite's protest of
fax 916.444.8334 Nehemiah's bid and Granite's request that Nehemiah's bid be rejected. For all of the
Oakland reasons stated in Granite's bid protest letter, Nehemiah's bid is non-responsive and
1901 Harrison Street must be rejected.
Sth Floor .
Oakland CA
94612-3501

tel 510.273.8780

toll free 800.339.3030

fax 510.839.9104
1144405v1 08400/0045

www.mhalaw.com




M{M) McDonough Holland & Allen pc
Attorneys at Law
Janel Gifford

November 7, 2008
Page 2

In particular, Nehemiah's bid must be rejected because, as pointed out by counsel
for Granite, Nehemiah claims that it made a mistake in filling out its bid by failing to
list three intended subcontractors at bid time. This mistake is documented in
Nehemiah's letter to the County dated October 31, 2008. California law is very clear
that a bid irregularity may be waived by a public entity only "if the variance cannot
have affected the amount of the bid or given the bidder an advantage or benefit not
allowed other bidders ..." Konica Business Machines U.S.A., Inc. v. Regents of
University of California, 206 Cal.App.3d 449, 454 (1966) (italics in original). Itis
equally clear under California law that an irregularity does give a bidder an advantage
or benefit not allowed other bidders if that bidder is in a position to withdraw its bid
based on mistake. See Valley Crest Landscape v. City of Davis, 41 Cal.App.4th 1432
at 1442 (1996). Having made a mistake in its subcontractor listing forms, Nehemiah
was in a position to claim mistake and seek relief under California Public Contract
Code section 5103. Because Nehemiah was in a position to claim mistake, the
irregularities in its bid cannot be waived.'

In addition to the mistake pointed out by counsel for Granite, Nehemiah made a
second and even more serious mistake in filling out its bid form. The second mistake
made by Nehemiah concerns the percentages listed by Nehemiah on the subcontractor
listing form entitled "Bidder's List of Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBE) — Part 1."
Although the bidding documents are perhaps less than a model of clarity, a thorough
reading of the bidding documents makes it clear that the "Percentage of Work to be
Performed" to be filled in on this form is the percentage of the bidder's total bid price
that the listed subcontractor will perform. For example, if Pretend Electric submitted
a sub-bid to Bidder A in the amount of $1,000, and Bidder A's total bid price to the
County was $10,000, then the correct percentage to be stated on the form would be
10%. The obvious purpose — indeed the only purpose — of the requirement for
bidders to state percentages for each listed subcontractor is to enable the County to
verify that that the bidders are intending to comply with the 50% self-performed work
requirement stated in section 5-1.16 of the Special Provisions.’

' Nehemiah's letter to the County dated October 31, 2008 could be interpreted as a request for
substitution of subcontractors under the Subcontractor Listing Law, California Public Contract Code
section 4100 et seq., on the grounds that Nehemiah mistakenly failed to list three subcontractors.
However, this relief is not available to Nehemiah. Public Contract Code section 4107.5 permits
substitution of an intended subcontractor in place of a subcontractor listed due to "inadvertent clerical
error,” but neither section 4107.5 nor any other part of the Listing Law permits a bidder to add
subcentractors for portions of work where no subcontractors were listed at bid time. Further, section
4106 clearly states that if the bidder fails to list a subcontractor for a portion of the work, "the prime
contractor agrees that he ... shall perform that portion himself or herself."

2 ... Contractor shall perform with the Contractor's own organization contract work amounting to not
less than 50% of the original contract price ..."

1144405v1 08400/0045




MM McDonough Holland & Allen pc
Attorneys at Law
Janel Giftford

November 7, 2008
Page 3

In filling out its "Bidder's List of Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBE) —- Part I,"
Nehemiah made a mistake. Instead of stating the percentage of the bidder's total bid
price that the listed subcontractor will perform, Nehemiah stated the percentage of the
category of work to be performed by the listed subcontractor. For example,
Nehemiah listed Mid St. [sic] Barrier, Inc. for Guardrail, Sign Structure, and Barrier
Rail and stated a percentage of 80% for that work. Similarly, Nehemiah listed Harris
Salinas Rebar for Reinforcing and stated a percentage of 90% for that work. If all of
the subcontract percentages stated in Nehemiah's bid were correct, it would mean that
Nehemiah intends to subcontract work equal to 595% of its total bid price! Clearly,
Nehemiah made a mistake in filling in the subcontract percentages on its
subcontractor listing form.

As a consequence of Nehemiah's mistake in filling out the "Bidder's List of
Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBE) ~ Part [" form, Nehemiah's bid must be rejected
as non-responsive. The Court of Appeals' decision in Valley Crest Landscape v. City
of Davis, mentioned above, is directly on point with respect to this issue:

"Misstating the correct percentage of work to be done by a
subcontractor is in the nature of a typographical error. It makes
the bid materially different and is a mistake in filling out the
bid. As such, under Public Contract Code section 5103, [the
low bidder] could have sought relief by giving the City notice
of the mistake within five days of the opening of the bid. That
[the low bidder] did not seek such relief is of no moment. The
key point is that such relief was available. Thus, [the low
bidder] had a benefit not available to the other bidders; it could
have backed out. [ts mistake, therefore, could not be corrected
by waiving an 'irregularity." 41 Cal.App.4th. at 1442,
(Emphasis added.) .

Nehemiah's bid also should be rejected because it is impermissibly unbalanced.
Except as modified by the Special Provisions, the May 2006 Caltrans Standard
Specifications apply to this project. Section 2-1.10 of the Standard Specifications
states: "Proposals in which the prices are obviously unbalanced may be rejected."”
‘The most glaring example of an unbalanced bid item in Nehemiah's bid is item
number 9, Traffic Control System. For this item, Nehemiah bid only $50,000, while
Granite bid $1,045,572, Teichert bid $650,000, and De Silva Gates bid $225,000.
Obviously, the value of two years of traffic control far exceeds the amount bid by
Nehemiah. The purpose of this unbalancing, of course, was to permit Nehemiah to
move dollars to items of work which are likely to be paid early in the job, i.e.,
impermissible frontloading.

1144405v] 08400,/0045
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PROTEST OF GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY BID

Although Teichert agrees with Granite that Nehemiah's bid is non-responsive and
must be rejected, Teichert also believes that Granite's bid is at least equally non-
responsive and must be rejected as well, for two reasons.

First, like Nehemiah, Granite made a mistake in filling out the part of its bid form
entitled "Bidder's List of Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBE) — Part L." As noted
above, on this form the "Percentage of Work to be Performed" is the percentage of
the bidder's total bid price that the listed subcontractor will perform. Instead of
calculating and stating percentages in this fashion, Granite stated percentages of the
categories of work to be performed by the listed subcontractor. By way of example,
Granite listed Central Striping for Striping and stated a percentage of 100% for that
work. Similarly, Granite listed Triangle Excavation for Clear & Grub Partial and
stated a percentage of 40%.> Added together, Granite's bid states that it is
subcontracting 1260% of its bid price, which is both impossible and in violation of
the 50% self-performed work requirement stated in section 5-1.16 of the Special

Provisions. ’

As discussed above, because Granite made a mistake in filling in the
subcontractor percentages on its bid form, Granite was in a position where it could
claim mistake and withdraw its bid. Accordingly, under the Valley Crest Landscape
case, Granite's bid must be rejected as non-responsive.

Second, Granite's bid is irregular and must be rejected because Granite failed to
provide the addresses of its listed subcontractors. Although addresses are not
required by the Subcontractor Listing Law, they are nevertheless a mandatory
requirement on this project. Section 2-1.05 of the Special Provisions states: "In
accordance with Section 26.11 of Title 49 Code of Federal Regulations Part 26, each
bidder shall submit the name, contractor's license number, address, telephone and fax
numbers, annual gross receipts and the percentage of the work to be performed by
each subcontractor to whom the bidder proposes to subcontract portions of the work."
(Emphasis added.) The bidding form entitled "Bidder's List of Subcontractors (DBE
and Non-DBE) - Part I" reiterates this requirement by referencing Section 26.11 of
the federal regulations and providing spaces for the addresses to be inserted. The
County has good reason to require this information from the bidders because Section
26.11 of the Code of Federal Regulations mandates that the County collect the

3 Although both Nehemiah and Granite made the same basic mistake in listing their subcontractor
percentages, both Teichert and De Silva Gates clearly understood the requirement and listed
percentage in a proper manner so that the County could verify their compliance with the 50% self-
performed work requirement.

1144405v1 08400/0045
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information and provide it to the Federal Government.* Granite cannot say that it did
not understand the address requirement, because it did provide proper and complete
addresses for its non-listed subcontractors on the form entitled "Bidder's List of
Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBE) — Part IL."

Granite's failure to provide the subcontractor addresses on its subcontractor listing
form is a fatal defect which cannot be waived. As noted above, a bid irregularity may
be waived by the awarding authority only "if the variance cannot have affected the
amount of the bid or given the bidder an advantage or benefit not allowed other
bidders ..." Konica Business Machines U.S.A., Inc. v. Regents of University of
California, 206 Cal.App.3d 449, 454 (1966) (italics in original). In this instance,
Granite enjoyed an advantage not afforded other bidders because in filling out its bid
form Granite did not have to take the time to locate and write in addresses for all of
its listed subcontractors. This gave Granite extra time to receive and review late
subcontractor quotes and consider other cuts which it might make in order to lower its
bid price to a more competitive number.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons discussed above, Teichert respectfully requests that the bids of
both Nehemiah Construction, Inc. and Granite Construction Company be rejected as
non-responsive and that the contract be awarded to Teichert Construction as the
lowest responsive and responsible bidder.

If you receive responses to this protest from either Nehemiah or Granite, please
forward them to me via facsimile or email. Also, please let me know when this
matter will be considered by the Board of Supervisors.

Very truly yours,

N 3
\ N.of(\ :

Robert W. O'Connor

ROC:njr
cc: Clyde Hamilton
Robert L. Leslie, Esq.

% 49 CFR section 26.11 states: “(2) You {referring in this instance to the County] must obtain the
following information about ... subcontractors who seek to work on your Federally-assisted contacts:
... (i) Firm address ..." (Emphasis added.)

1144405v1 08400/0045



ATTACHMENT 8
NOVEMBER 7, 2008 LETTER FROM NCI RESPONDING TO
GRANITE CONSTRUCTION’S BID PROTEST



DONALD K. STRUCKMANN 015 Highland Pointe Drive. Suite 230

A Professional Law Corporation Roscville. California 95078
Fel: (916) 782-7900

Fax: (916) 784-7900
Vil All Correspondence to P.O. Box 877, Roseville, C 1. 95661

November 7. 2008

Mr. Richard W. Shepard. P.E.
Dircctor ot [ransportation
County of El Dorado

2850 Fairlane Court
Placerville, California 95667

Re: Bid Protest by Granite Construction Company (November 3, 2008)
County Contract No. 53110: U.S. 50 IOV Lanes (Phase 1) Latrobe Road to Bass Lake

Bid Date:; October 30, 2008

Dear Mr. Shepard:

| am writing on behalf of Nehemiah Construction. Inc. (NCI) to respond to and to request
denial of the bid protest submitted by Granite Construction Company (GCC) on November 3. 2008.
GCC coneedes that NCI is a responsible bidder and that the bid by NCI was the low bid on the
project. Instead, GCC protests the award of the above referenced contract to NCEon grounds that
the bid was non-responsive in three respects. For reasons stated below. none of the bases oftered
by GCC are correct and none warrant the setting aside of the award to NCI for the construction of
the 11OV Lanes, Phase 1 along US Ilighway 50 at El Dorado Hills to Bass Lake (JN 33110). NCI
respectfully requests the El Dorado County Department of Transportation and the County
Supervisors of El Dorado County deny the protest of GCC and confirm the award of Contract IN

53110 to NCI.

1. Strong Public Policy Interests Govern the Review of the Protest

Fhis protest. as in all cases. is governed by law and policies established tor the protection of
the citizens and the taxpayers of El Dorado County. The purpose of competitive bidding is to guard
against favoritism, extravagance, fraud and corruption, and to sccure the best contract work at the
lowest price. Itis the public interest that is at stake. Competitive bidding regulations are designed
for the benetit of the taxpayers. and not for the benetit or enrichment of private bidders. The public
ageney sreview of the bid protest should be conducted so as to accomplish these purposes fairly and
reasonably with sole reference to the public interest. The public agencey is entitled to deal with such
issues in a sensible and practical way so as to serve the public interest.

A deviation from the prescribed bid procedures should only be cause for setting aside of the
winning bid if the “deviation is tound to be capable of fuctlitating corruption or extravagance, or
likely to affect the amount ot bids or the response of potential bidders.™ Domar Electric. ne. v Cin
ot Los Angeles (1994 9 Cal. 4™ 161, 176: MCM Const Ine. v Cirvy & County of San Francisco

(1998) 66 Cul. \pp. 4" 339, 369.
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Further, the County of Il Dorado reserves to itself the authority to wanve any irregularity in
abid. The County reasonably exercised that diseretion at the bid opening to accept the seven listed
subcontractors despite the mistaken torm used for listing three ot the declared trade subcontractors.

In this instance no public interest would be served by setting aside the bid of this contractor
and accepting a bid that would increase the public cost by $1.5 mullion dollars. Nor cun it be said
that the irregularity of the form of the bid in placing some subcontractor names on o form intended
for other non-aceepted subcontractors could have had any possible ctfect on the wmount ol bids or
the response of potential bidders. On the contrary, the public interest would be severely harmed by
the setting aside of the winning bid. It certainly would amount to a disservice to the public if a
losing bidder were to be permitted to comb through the bid proposal or license application of the low
bidder after the fact. [and] cancel the low bid on minor technicalities, with the hope of sceuring
aceeptance of his. a higher bid. Such construction would be adverse to the best interests of the public
and contrary to public policy.” Judson Pacific-Murphy Corp. v. Durkee (1936) 144 Cal. App. nd
377. 383.

The bid by Nehemiah is fully and properly responsive to the invitation to bidders for the
aforementioned project in all respects. The protest is a thinly veiled cffort to capitalize on minor
irregularity und technicality to take unfair advantage of the County of El Dorado.

Fhe protest cites to an appellate decision that deals with the right ol a listed subcontractor
to file suit to protect its rights if the successtul contractor does not hire them. This is not at issuc
here. NCl listed all of its intended subcontractors and there is no evidence or even a charge that NCI
has any plan not to hirg its listed subcontractors when it is awarded this contract.

2. Nehemiah's Bid Is Fully Responsive in that NCI Listed all Subcontractors Which
It Intends to Employ.

In its protest. GCC claims that NCI's bid is non-responsive because NCT only listed 4
subcontractors on page 13 of'its bid. GCC contends that the bid is non responsive because three of
the subcontractors were listed on the following page 14 (ABSL, Kie-Con. und Angelo). GCC
mistakenly assumes that NCI did not intend to use those trade subcontractors. The plain reading of
pages 13 and 14 which cach allow for just 4 trade names, is that NCT listed all seven trade
subcontractors it intended to employ in the performance of this contract.

GCC erroneously asserts that because page 14 of the proposal is a form designed to be used
for listing subcontractors which were not selected to perform work on the project, that NCloriginally
intended not to use them and only later changed its mind and now waunts o use these three
<ubcontractors to perform work. Fhis allegation is a misinterpretation of the facts and patently Tulse.
There is no logical basis tor this interpretation.

NCT acknowledges that it inadvertently listed three subcontractors that it fully intended to
use on page 14 of the bid proposal. Any reasonable reading of its bid proposal clearly reveals that
NCI fully intended to hav e the three subcontractors (ABSLL, Kie-Con. and Angelo) pertorm work on
this project as accepted by the County at the bid opening.
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Itis an ancient principle of contract faw that the documents must be interpreted by looking
to the tour corners of the writing.  The form of the bid contains some pre-printed Linguage at page
4 which creates an ambiguity with the handwritten listing of the trade subcontractors. The work
of this project requires seven separate crafts beyond the work being pertormed by NCIL These seven
categories of work are represented by seven trade subcontractors.

The listing of ABSL, Kic-Con. and Angelo on the second page (page [4) was obviously a
continuation of the subcontractor listing from the first page (page 13). There can be no other
reasonable interpretation. The fact that NCEused page 14 of the proposal to continue listing the
subcontractors to perform work was merely anoversight by the individual tilling out and submitting
the bid proposal. During the process of filling out the proposal and listing the subcontractors to be
used, the individual filling out the bid filled in the tform on page 13 (which only provided room for
listing four subcontractors) and then turned the page and continued to list the subcontractors to be
used on page 14. This should be recognized as a minor clerical error resulting {rom the fact that both
pages are nearly identical and contain very small print differentiating the two pages thereby creating
some ambiguity. Again, page 14 looks identical to the preceding page and was therefore casily
mistaken to be a continuation of the first page for listing subcontractors to be used.

[ he protest offers no explanation as to how anyone might have been reasonably misled to
adopt the protestor’s reading of the bid.  This is very complex work and these are all very
sophisticated contractors. No one can assert with conviction that they thought that the three
subcontractors on page 14 were anything other than a continuation of the list begun on page 13,

NCI's intent to use ABSL, Kie-Con, and Angelo was confirmed during the bid opening and
reading when the County officials verbally questioned NCI's intent regarding it subcontractor listing.
The question arose because the use of the Part I1 form was clearly inconsistent with the obvious
intent of the bid and the natural identitics of the trades who would be expected to be listed. In
response. and in the presence of all bidding parties, NCI's representative verbally informed the
County that NCI's intent was that cach subcontractor listed (including those on page 14 of the
proposal) had been selected and listed to perform work on the project. GCC did not protest at the
time., most likely because it too recognized NCI's explanation to be clear and convincing.

I'he County contirmed 1ts correct interpretation of NCI's bid proposal when it published the
bid results on October 30, 2008 showing that ABSI.. Kie-Con, and Angelo were in fact listed as
subcontractors to perform work on the project. The County made the reasonable and tair decision
to waive the irrcgularity of the torm on which NCT listed its last three subcontractors. In addition,
NC T transmitted a letter to the County Department of Transportation on October 31, 2008 contirming
its intention to use the subs listed on both pages 13 and 14 and that the rejected subcontractor
proposals had been submitted mn a subsequent transmittal. The purpose here was to make absolutely
sure that there was no lingering confusion and to make a written record of the vral proceedings the

day betore.

[his county is experienced i work of this type and its officials are highly qualitied
evaluate the bids submitted tor this project. County officials readily recognized the ambiguity of the
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form and acted reasonably to aceept the listing of subcontractors on page 14 as a continuation of the
list begun on page 13, No one (not even the protestor) suggests that the County was misled into
interpreting NCUs listing of ABSLKie-Con. and Angelo on page 14 ot'the proposal as evidence that
NCTdid not intend to use any of these subcontractors.  The County officials casily recognized that
the scope of work bid by cach of the three subcontractors is typical of specialty work that would be
performed by a subcontrictor on this project. The force o this interpretation is buttressed by the fuct
that there were no other subcontractors of these ty pes listed clsewhere in the proposal.

If. as GCC argues. NCI intended to use page 14 to list subcontractors that would not
participate on the project as opposed to subcontractors that would participate, then the County would
have to believe that NCI only received a total of seven subcontractor proposals in all (4 accepted and
3 rejected), und the County would also have to believe that NCI did not receive a single additional
quote from any other subcontractor that performs the same work as those listed on page 13
(guardrail, rebar, demo. and striping). Neither of these two assumptions are reasonable. It is not
credible to claim that page 14 of NCT's bid proposal contained subcontractor bids that were rejected
by NCI.

Further, the list of rejected bidders was not supposed to be included with the bid, but instead
to be submutted a day later. Thus, the County had no reason to believe that page 14 was a list of
rejected bidders, and every rcason to believe that NCI had inadvertently used the very similar, but
different. form to list the final three subcontractors.

NCI, in good faith, listed ABSL, Kie-Con, and Angclo at page 14 as subcontractors to
perform work as a continuation of the list begun on the previous page. All seven subcontractors
were orally listed at the bid opening. NCI further confirmed its intentions when it submitted its list
of rejected subcontractor proposals which included the names and information of nearly 40
subcontractors. within 24 hours following the bid opening as required by the contract documents.
That list. which is a part of the bid, does not include the three subcontractors (ABSI., Kie-Con, and
Angelo) from page 14. Thus the entire bid, including the list of non-retained subcontractors,
accurately and clearly discloses the trade subcontractors that NCI intends to employ on this project.

It should also be noted that it is extremely rare on most public contracting bids. and unhcard
of with the State. to submit a list of all subcontractors that submitted proposals but were not selected
for use. It would also not be customary to provide two ncarly identical pages back-to-back for such
purposes.  The use of the two nearly identical forms invited the error that occurred. [t would be
Jecidedly against the public interest to allow a losing bidder to scize upon this to impose a higher
cost contract upon the County.

3. Nchemiah's Bid Listed All Subcontractors Required by Invitation.

I'he protest mistakenly contends that NCI's bid is non-responsive because it failed to list all
subcontractors regardless of the pereentage of work to be performed.  The bid requirements provide
for listing only if the work will not be self-pertormed by the bidder AND that a subcontractor will
he emploved at a subcontract price in excess of Y2 of 1% of the total contract.  The protest
crroncously accuses the bid ot being non-responsive for failure to list subcontractors for such minor
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work items as clear and grub. crosion control, pre-stressing. miscellaneous AC. ete. The protestis
without merit on both bases. First, NClintends to self-perform some of these tasks. Sceeond. none
of the tasks that are not-selt performed rise to the hsting threshold of 2 of 1% ol the total contract
amount. The protest concedes that these items may be selt-performed and does not dispute that these
items ot work do not rcach the threshold for listing even if the contractor chose to hire outside

vendors for those tasks.

NC1 has chosen means and mcthods of performing these minor categories of work that
produce substantial cost savings to the County of k1 Dorado. There would be a grave public policy
loss to the County it it were to approve the protest on this ground. Tt would signal that such items
must be bid using outside subcontractors in order to avoid loss of the contract by bid protest. This
would result on higher costs on all future road work as it would require all future contractors to
employ less efficient means and methods of performance. all at County cost.

4, Nchemiah Does Not Plan to Perform Blasting,

Inits protest, GCC claimed that NCI's bid is non-responsive because it did not list a blasting
subcontractor. This point is completely baseless due to the fact that blasting is not a requirement of
the contract but instead is one of many possible methods for performing the rock excavation. The
unsuccessful bidder cstimated its work by use of means and methods that arc substantially less
efficient by using explosives rather than more efficient carth removal methods. NCl has carctully
examined the site and determined that blasting is not necessary.  NCI has elected not to subcontract
for blasting and thus did not list a blasting subcontractor. This is no violation of the statutory
bidding requirements. To grant the protest on this issue would reward a bidder who 1s less cfticient.
at the greater cost to the taxpayers of El Dorado County.

Morcover., no listing is required unless the quantum of blasting would resultin costs inexcess
of Y4 of 1% of the total contract amount. Nehemiah has carefully considered the geology of the site
and determined that the possible need for blasting is remote and so minor as to fall far below the
threshold cost for listing ot a potential subcontractor. GCC makes no showing in its protest that the
work cannot be performed by equipment without the assistance of explosives or that the volume of
such work must necessarily rise above the listing threshold.

FFinally, given the inherent dangers and disruptions caused by use of high explosives in
construction the County of El Dorado will avoid increased risk of liability by avoiding the use of’
explosives on this project. Explosives are also more disruptive to the public. The choice of means
and methods by Nehemiah Construction avoids these risks and disruptions which produces a long
term savings to the County for insurance and also benefits the workers on the project who will not

be subjected to greater risk of injury.

5. The Public Interest Can Only be Served by Denial of the Protest.

Fhe award to Nehemiah achieves the public purpose of obtaining products at the lowest
practical cost to the County. There is no indication or claim of any favoritism, extravagance. fraud
or corruption in the award of the contract to Nchemiah. There is at most, a very mimor irregularity
in the use of an incorrect form for the listung of three of the subcontractors who will be emploved
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on the job. There is no taiture to disclose any subcontractor who is expected to perform more than
the minimum of "x of 125 of the contract price. Phere is no intent to selt perform blasting work tor
which separate governmental permits are required. No valid publie policy would be served by
upholding the protest.

If the county clects to reverse its initial decision to disregard a very trivial irregularity of
torms used in the bid to approve the protest by GCC the action will set a precedent that risks
unintended consequences.  Such action might create an impression that E@ Dorado County is prone
to granting protests even when based upon minor irregularities. Such a view would encourage
bidders on all future projects to submit protests on every minor or imagined detect in the form of the
bid, however slight, in the hope that the County would award work to protesting contractors. Such
a practice would severely crode the entire bid process to the grave harm to the County and its

citizens.

It is clear that the protest put forth by Granite Construction Company is without merit as it
contains unfounded accusations and points to only minor irregularitics which in no way constitute
a non-responsive bid. Granite does not even suggest any benetit to the County should it approve the
protest. Implicit in the protest is that the County will sutfer significant additional costs and risks
with absolutely no compensating benetit. Granting of the protest will only encourage more protests
on future work thereby undermining the whole bid process and increasing the County’s costs of
administering the public contract bid system.

[:quity and common fairness requires an acknowledgment that NCT honestly listed all of its
intended subcontractors. This was obvious cven at bid opening. It is equally clear that NCT in no
way gained any advantage over the protester as alleged. All these facts demonstrate that it is in the
clear and unequivocal best interests of the County of El Dorado to deny the protest.

NCT requests that the County dismiss the above referenced protest submitted by GCC and
award the contract to Nehemiah Construction, Ine., as the lowest responsible and responsive bidder.
~
\ Very truly _\-'omsﬁ{
N }f \C /1
o
18K |

N i o
“"Donald K. Slll'ﬂ

!{Zlu/ {wm —

Imann

DKS: jas
cor Mr Robert L. eshe
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LAW OFFICES

MCINERNEY & DILLON

PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
1999 HARRISON STREET - SUITE 1700

OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94812-4700

TELEPHONE (BIO) 465-7 100

Robert L. Leslie FAX 810} 465.8556 tli@meinerney-dillon.com

November 10, 2008

Department of Transportation Via Facsimile (530) 626-0387 and U.S. Mail
El Dorado County

Attn: Janel C. Gifford

2850 Fairlane Court

Placerville, California 95667

Re: U.S. 50 HOV Lanes (Phase 1) El Dorado Hills to Bass Lake Grade
CIP Project No. 53110
Bid Date: October 30, 2008

Dear Ms. Gifford:

This is further to my letter of November 3, 2008 in which Granite Construction
Company protested award of this contract to Nehemiah Construction, Inc., and is in
response to the protest of A. Teichert & Son, Inc. dba Teichert Construction presented by
its attorneys’ letter of November 7, 2008.

1. Nehemiab’s bid.
a. Nehemiah subcontractor listing.

Nehemiah Construction, Inc. had two working days in which to assert a claim of
inadvertent clerical error in the listing of subcontractors, but appears not to have asserted
such a claim. California Public Contract Code § 4107.5 provides:

The prime contractor as a condition to assert a claim of
inadvertent clerical error in the listing of a subcontractor shall
within two working days after the time of the prime bid *
opening by the awarding authority give written notice to the
awarding authority and copies of that notice to both the
subcontractor he or she claims to have listed in error and the
intended subcontractor who had bid to the prime contractor

prior to bid opening.

B T U
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Any listed subcontractor who has been notified by the prime
contractor in accordance with this section as to an inadvertent
clerical error shall be allowed six working days from the time of
the prime bid opening within which to submit to the awarding
authority and to the prime contractor written objection to the prime
contractor's claim of inadvertent clerical error. Failure of the listed
subcontractor to file the written notice within the six working days
shall be primary evidence of his or her agrecment that an
inadvertent clerical error was made.

The awarding authority shall, after a public hearing as provided in
Section 4107 and in the absence of compelling reasons to the
contrary, consent to the substitution of the intended subcontractor:

(a) If (1) the prime contractor, (2) the subcontractor listed in error,
and (3) the intended subcontractor each submit an affidavit to the
awarding authority along with such additional evidence as the
parties may wish to submit that an inadvertent clerical error was in
fact made, provided that the affidavits from each of the three
partics are filed within eight working days from the time of the
prime bid opening, or

(b) If the affidavits are filed by both the prime conlractor and the
intended subcontractor within the specified time but the
subcontractor whorn the prime contractor claims to have listed in
error does not submit within six working days, to the awarding
authority and to the prime contractor, written objection to the
prime contractor’s claim of inadvertent clerical error as provided in
this section.

If the affidavits are filed by both the prime contractor and the
intended subcontractor but the listed subcontractor has, within six
working days from the time of the prime bid opening, submitted to
the awarding authority and to the prime contractor written
objection to the prime contractor's claim of inadvertent clerical
error, the awarding authority shall investigate the claims of the
parties and shall hold a public hearing as provided in Section 4107
to determine the validity of those claims. Any determination made
shall be based on the facts contained in the declarations submitted
under penalty of perjury by all three parties and supported by
testimony under oath and subject to cross-examination. The
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awarding authority may, on its own motion or that of any other
party, admit testimony of other contractors, any bid registries or
depositories, or any other party in possession of facts which may
have a bearing on the decision of the awarding authority.

Nehemiuh Construction wrote a letter October 31, 2008, but it does not appear to claim
inadvertent clerical error in listing its subcontractors as provided for in Scction 4107.5. It also
does not appeur the letter to have been sent to the intended subcontractors as required by Section
4107.5. The County did not consider Nehemiah’s letter as a claim of inadvertent clerical error in
listing subcontractors under Section 4107.5. Because more than two working days have passed,
it is now too late for Nehemiah Construction, Inc. to claim inadvertent clerical error in listing
subcontractors. (Public Contract Code § 4107.5). Even were the County to now consider
Nehemiah’s October 31, 2008 letter as a claim of inadvertent clerical error in listing
subcontractors under § 4107.5, the County would have to hold a hearing as provided for in
Section 4107.5. However, there is no indication that the County has proceeded on this basis and
until such a hearing is done there can be no substitution.

b. Nehemiah’s failure to list all subcontractors.

Nehemiah failed to list all of its subcontractors, including the ones performing less than
ong half of one percent, as required by the County’s bid documents. Special Provision 2-1.05 (.
.. each bidder shall submit the name. . . each subcontractor . . . ”'); “Bidder’s List of
Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBE) - Part 1", Proposal, Page P-13 (“The bidder shall list all
subcontractors ...”"). Nehemiah’s failure to list all of its subcontractors did not violate Public
Contract Code § 4100 et seq. but instead was contrary to the County’s invitation to bid. This
makes Nehemiah’s bid non-responsive because Nehemiah did not do what the County’s
invitation to bid required, that is to list all subcontractors. This gave Nehemiah a bid advantage
and thus cannot be waived as a minor irregularity,

2. Response to Teichert’s Bid Protest

Teichert protests Granite’s bid on two grounds: (1) Teichert claims that in the
“Description of & Percentage Work to be Performed” on the “‘Bidder’s List of Subcontractors
(DBE and Non-DBE) - Part 1", bidders were supposed to state the subcontractor’s work as a
percentage of the total bid price as opposed to the percentage of the item of work the
subcontractor would perform, and (2) Teichert claims that Granite did not provide addresses of
the listed subcontractors and that makes its bid non-responsive. Each will be addressed in turn.

a. Subcontractor’s Percentage of Work to be Performed.

Teichert claims that on the “Bidder’s List of Subcontractors (DBE and non-DBE) - Part
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1" in the column entitled “Description of & Percentage of Work to be Performed” that bidders
were to put the percent of subcontractor’s work as a percentage of the total bid price. This is not
what the bid provides. The bid documents require a bidder to set forth the percentage of each
item of work the subcontractor would perform. The Notice to Bidders, Page N-2 provides:

“Required Listing and Proposed Subcontractors Provides “Each
proposal shall have listed therein the name and address of each
subcontractor, including the percentage of each item the
subcontractor will work on, to whom the bidder proposes to
subcontract portions of the work in amount in excess of Y2 of 1% of
its total bid or $10,000, whichever is greater, in accordance with
the Subletting and Subcontracting Fair Practices Act, commencing
with Section 4100 of the Public Contract Code.” [Bold added.]

The Notice to Bidders is clear. The percentage to be listed is “the percentage of each item
the subcontractor will work on”. Teichert admits its bid did not provide this information.
.Granite’s bid is responsive. Teichert’s bid is not.

b. Addresses of listed subcontractors.

Teichert claims that Granite’s bid is non-responsive because it did not “provide the
addresses in its listed subcontractors.” Granite listed each subcontractor, its California
Contractor’s license number, its telephone number, its fax number and its address, i.e. the City
and State. We are unaware of any provision or law that defines “address,” so as to require a post
office box or strect number or name. The Subcontractor is unequivocally identified by the
information provided. Teichert does not point to any provisions that says “addresses” must be
more than the City, as is usually listed. In any case, Special Provision 2-1.05 “DBE

INFORMATION” provides:

“In accordance with Section 26.11 of Title 49 of the Code of
Federal Regulations Part 26, each bidder shall submit the name,
contractor’s license number, address, telephone and fax numbers,
annual gross receipts and the description and percentage or the
work to be performed by each subcontractor to whom the bidder
proposes to subcontract portions of the work.” [Bold added.]

Section 26.11 of Title 49 Code of Federal Regulations Part 26 provides that the name,
addresses, etc. may be acquired “before or after the bid due date. ..” 49 C.F.R. 26.11(c)
provides:

(1) The purposcs of this list is to provide you as accurate data as
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possible about the universe of DBE and non-DBE contractors and
subcontractors who seck to work on your Federally-assisted
contracts for use in helping you set your overall goals.

(2) You must obtain the following information about DBE and
non-DBE contractors and subcontractors who seek to work on your
Federally-assisted contracts: (i) Firm name; (ii) Firm address; (iii)
Firm’s status as a DBE or non-DBE; (iv) Age of the firm; and (v)
The annual gross rcceipts of the firm. You may obtain this
information by asking cach firm to indicate into what gross receipts
bracket they fit (e.g., less than $500,000; $500,000 $1million; $12
million; $25 million; ctc.) rather than requesting an exact figure
from the firm.

(3) You may acquire the information for your bidders listin a
variety of ways. For example, you can collect the data from all
bidders, before or after bid due date. You can conduct a survey
that will result in statistically sound estimate of the universe of
DBE and non-DBE contractors and subcontractors who seek to
work on your Federally-assisted contracts. You may combine
different data collection approaches (e.g., collect name and address
information from all bidders, while conducting a survey with
respect to age and gross receipts information). [Bold added.]

Teichert’s protest that Granite’s bid is non-responsive because Granite did not also
include a street or post office box of a subcontractor is not well taken.

Conclusion

Granite respectfully submits that the bid of Nehemiah should be rejected as non-
responsive, and the contract awarded to Granite.

Sincerely,

ert L. Leslie

cc: Robert W. O’Conner(via e-mail)
Nehemiah Construction, Inc. (via facsimile 707-746-6815)
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November 12, 2008

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL

Janel Gifford

Office Engineer Unit

El Dorado County Transportation Department
2441 Headington Road

Placerville, CA 95667

Re:  Bid Protest
U.S. 50 HOV Lanes Phase | - El Dorado Hills to Bass Lake Grade Project

Contract No. 53110

Dear Ms. Gifford:

On behalf of Teichert Construction, this letter will respond to the lenter dated
November 7, 2008, from the attorney for Nehemiah Construction, Inc., Donald
Struckman, and to the letter dated November 10, 2008, from the attorney for Granite
Construction Company, Robert Leslie.

RESPONSE TO STRUCKMAN LETTER:

Mr. Struckman's lengthy letter fails to address the core issue with respect to
Nehemiah's bid and is replete with factual inaccuracies. It is beyond reasonable
dispute that Nehemiah's bid is irregular for the reasons discussed in detail in prior
correspondence. The core issue is whether the irregularities are "minor” or
“inconsequential" and therefore subject to waiver by the County or the type of
irregularities which as a matter of law cannot be waived.

Nehemiah made at least two significant mistakes in filling out its bid form:
(1) Nehemiah listed three subcontractors. which it now says it intends to use on the
project, on the wrong form, i.., on the form entitled "Bidder's List of Subcontractors
(DBE and Non-DBE) - Part II" instead of the form entitled "Bidder's List of

1144985v1 08400,/0045
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Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBE) - Part I;"' and (2) in filling out both the
"Bidder's List of Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBE) - Part I" and the "Bidder's List
of Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBE) — Part II,” Nchemiah stated the percentage of
the category of work to be performed by each listed subcontractor instead of the
percentage of Nehemiah's total bid price that the listed subcontractor will perform,

These are fatal defects — defects which cannot be waived as minor or
inconsequential irregularities. As stated in my prior letter to you, the law is very clear
on this point: 1f a bid contains a mistake which makes that bid materially diffcrent
than the bidder intended, and if the mistake was made in filling out the bid form, then
the resulting irregularity cannot be waived because to do so would give the bidder an
advantage not available to other bidders, i.c., an opporlunity to withdraw its bid. This
is the clear and direct holding of Valley Crest Landscape v. City of Davis, 41
Cal.App.4th 1432 at 1442 (1996), discussed in greater detail in my prior letter.?

Teichert's reliance on Valley Crest is further supported by the Court of Appeals’
decision in MCM Construction. Inc. v. City & County of San Francisco,
66 Cal. App.4th 359 (1998). In that case, the low bidder, MCM, "listed nine
subcontractors, but failed to identify, as required, the price to be paid to seven of
those subcontractors. MCM also failed to describe the work to be performed by one
of the subcontractors.” /d. at 365. In light of these irregularities, the awarding
authority rejected MCM's bid as non-responsive. The Court of Appeals upheld the
awarding authority's decision, stating: "We believe that the failure to state dollar
amounts of work to be performed by seven of nine subcontractors is, like the
misstatement of the correct percentage of work to be done by subcontractors in Valley
Crest, 'in the nature of a typographical or arithmetical error.’ As such, MCM could
have sought relief under the statute and had an advantage not available to other
bidders." Id. at 377,

Mr. Struckman attempts to explain away the mistakes in Nehemiah's bid by
obfuscation. First, he argues that the bid forms were ambiguous, which certainly is
not the case. The Part | subcontractor listing form clearly states, "USE THIS FORM
TOLIST ONLY SUBCONTRACTORS THAT WILL WORK ON THIS
PROJECT." If this were not clear enough, the Part I form further states: "(Use

' Nehemigh's atomey admits this mistake on page 2 of his letter: "NCI acknowledges that it
inadvertently listed three subcontractors that it fully intended to use on page 14 of the bid proposal,”
and admits it again on page 3: "The fact that NCI used page 14 of the proposal to continue listing the
subcontractors to perform work was merely an oversight by the individual filling out and submining
the bid proposal.”

* Itis worth noting that Vatley Crest was decided by the Third District Court of Appeal, which is the
appeilate court with jurisdiction over matters arising from EJ Dorado County.

1144985v1 08400,0045
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'‘BIDDERS LIST OF SUBCONTRACTORS [DBE and NON-DBE]-Part IT' form for
subcontractors who submitted a quote or bid but were not selected to participate on
this project.)" (Emphasis in original.) It is hard to sec how this could be more clear.

Mr. Struckrnan also suggests that Nehcmiah's mistake was caused by the County
because the County only provided room on the Part I form to list four subcontractors.
Again, this argument runs afoul of the plain language of the bid form. Specifically,
the instructions at the top of the Part I form state: "Photocopy this form to list
additional firms and attach the additional sheets to this page." (Emphasis in
original.)

Mr. Struckman also incorrectly states on page 4 of his letter that "the list of
rejected bidders was not supposed to be included with the bid, but instead to be
submitted [sic] a day later." This means, according to Mr. Struckman's logic, that
"the County had no reason to believe that page 14 was a list of rejected bidders ..."
Once again, Mr. Struckman ignores the plain language of the applicable bidding
documents. [tem 3.04 of Addendum No. 3 clearly states that the Part Il form "may be
submitted with the Bidder's Proposal, or alternatively shall be faxed to ... County ...
within 24 hours of the bid opening ..."

Lastly, Mr. Struckman broadly contends that public policy supports rejection of
the protests submitted by Granite and Teichert because "there is no favoritism,
extravagance, fraud or corruption in the award of the contract to Nehemiah."
Although neither Granite nor Teichert are accusing Nehemiah or the County of
corruption or anything similar, that is beside the point. As noted above, as & matter of
law, the irregularities in Nehemiah's bid are such that they cannot be waived and that
bid must be rejected as non-responsive.

Moreover, Mr. Struckman's contention ignores the strong public policy favoring
protection of the integrity of the competitive bidding process. In Konica Business
Machines U.S.A., Inc. v. Regents of University of California, 206 Cal.App.3d 449
(1988), the Court reminds us that because of “the potential for abuse arising from
deviations from strict adherence to standards which promote these public benefits, the
letting of public contracts universally receives close judicial scrutiny and contracts
awarded without strict compliance with bidding requirements will be set aside." The
Court further states that this "preventative approach” must be applied "even when it is
certain there was in fact no corruption or adverse effect upon the bidding process, and
the deviations would save the entity moncy." This is true because “the importance of
maintaining integrity in government and the ease with which policy goals underlying
the requirement for open competitive bidding may be surreptitiously undercut,
mandate strict compliance with bidding requirements.” Konica at 456-57.

1134985v1 08400:0045
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RESPONSE TO LESLIE LETTER:

Mr. Leslie attempts 1o explain away Granite's mistake in filling out the percentage
of work to be performed by its listed subcontractors by arguing that Granite's
mistaken interpretation of the bidding documents was not a mistake at all. In doing
so, Mr. Leslie relies on one phrase in isolation, ignores other parts of the bidding
documents, and overlooks the clear underlying purpose of requiring bidders to list the
percentage of work to be performed by their subcontractors.

Read entirely in isolation, the phrase "the percentage of each item the
subcontractor will work on," can be read in the manner which Granite apparently
interpreted it. However, this phrase must not be read in isolation. In the very same
sentence, the bidding documents refer to "portions of the work in an amount in excess
of 0.5% of the total," which plainly refers to percentage in terms of the percentage
that the listed subcontractor's work represents of the bidder's total bid price. See
Section 2-1.054 of the Special Provisions. This is, of course, the normal and
customary way the term percentage is used in this context.

Mr. Leslie's argument also ignores Section 5-1.16 "SUBCONTRACTING," of the
Special Provisions. This section begins by noting that various sections of the Special
Provisions must be read together: "Attention is directed to the provisions in Section 8-
1.01, 'Subcontracting,' of the Standard Specifications, and Section 2, 'Proposal
Requirements and Conditions,’ and Section 3, 'Award and Execution of Contract,' of
these special provisions.” Section 5-1.16 goes on 10 state: "The information furnished
under 'DBE Information' of these special provisions is part of the subcontractor
information required to be furnished under Section 8-1.01, 'Subcontracting' and
Section 2-1.054, 'Required Listing of Proposed Subcontractors,’ of the Standard
Specifications. See the forms entitled 'BIDDER'S LIST OF SUBCONTRACTORS
(DBE and NON-DBE) - Part I' and 'BIDDER’S LIST OF SUBCONTRACTORS
(DBE and NON-DBE) - Part II' that are located in the Proposal section of these
Contract Documents." ,

After carefully noting the interconnectedness. of these provisions and
requirements, Section 5-1.16 then states that the "provisions in the third paragraph of
Section 8-1.01, 'Subcontracting,’ of the Standard Specifications, that Contractor shall
perform with the Contractor's own organization contract work amounting 1o not less
than 50% of the original contract price, are not changed by the Federal Aid
requirements ... of these special provisions ..." (Emphasis added.) Hence, the
subcontractor percentages that each bidder must list on the form entitled “BIDDER'S
LIST OF SUBCONTRACTORS (DBE and NON-DBE) - Part I" can only be
percentages relevant to the requirement that the bidder perform 50% of the work with

1144985v1 08400,0045
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its own forces. In contrast, listing percentages in the manner done by Granite (and
Nehemiah) is nonsensical and serves no purpose whatsoever.

Mr. Leslie's atternpt to explain away Granite's failure to include addresses for its
listed subcontractors is even less persuasive. He states on page 4 of his letter that he
is "unaware of any provision or law that defines ‘address,' so as to require a post
office box or street number or name." This argument ignores both the plain and
ordinary meaning of the word address and, more importantly, the fact that the form
entitled "BIDDER'S LIST OF SUBCONTRACTORS (DBE and NON-DBE) ~
PART I," provides blank spaces for (1) "Name & CSLB License Number,"

(2) "Address," and (3) "City State Zip". If "Address" meant only City and State as
argued by Mr. Leslie, why was a separate space provided for "Address” in addition to
City and State? 1f the intent was not to obtain a mailing address, why did the form
require a Zip Code? :

j

It is disingenuous for Granite to now argue that "Address" did not mean
"Address" or that the "Address” information was unnecessary. If either statement was
true, then why did Granite provide addresses for all non-listed subcontractors when it
submitted its Part Il subcontractor listing form? |

REJECTION OF THE BIDS SUBMITTED BY &EHEMIAH AND GRANITE
CARRIES NO RISK TO THE COUNTY OR TO| THE INTEGRITY OF A
SUBSEQUENT AWARD TO TEICHERT: i

It is beyond dispute that both Nehemiah's bid ,]and Granite's bid are irregular.
Bcecause this is true, the County has an absolut# right to reject these bids, even if the
irregularities are later determined to be minor and subject to waiver, which is
extremely unlikely. As stated by the Court of Appeals in MCM Canstruction, Inc. v.
City and County of San Francisco, 66 Cal.App.4th 359 (1998): "An agency has
discretion to waive immaterial deviations from bid specifications and may accept the
bid under ccrtain conditions. The point of disii;etion is that the agency may properly
act in cither direction. It may waive or refuse'to waive such deviations." /d. at 374,
In short, rejection of Nehemiah's bid and Gradiite's bid as non-responsive carries no
risk to the County, whereas an award to either Nehemiah or Granite in the face of the
manifest and significant irregularities in their bids is likely to be problematic.

CONCLUSION

Teichert's bid protest is well founded as to-the bids of both Nehemiah
Construction, Inc. and Granite Construction Company. These two bids must be
rejected as non-responsive because they are irregular and the irregularities are such

114H4985v1 084000045
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that, as a matter of law, they cannot be waived. After rejection of these two bids,
Teichert respectfully requests that the County award the contract to Teichert as the
lowest responsive and responsible bidder.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Very truly yours,
@W$p/'f':; >&
Robert W. O'Connor

ROC:njr

cc: Clyde Hamilton (via email)
Patricia E. Beck, Esq. (via facsimile) - ;
Donald K. Struckman. Esq. (via facsimile)
Robert L. Leslie, Esq. (via email)

1144985v1 08400/0C45
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DONALD K. STRUCKMANN 915 Highland Pointe Drive, Suite 230
A Professional Law Corporation Roseville, California 95678
Tel: (916) 782-7900
Fax: (916) 784-7900

Mail All Correspondence to P.O. Box 877, Roseville, CA. 95661

November 10, 2008

RECEIVED RECEIVED

Mr. Richard W. Shepard, P.E. N
Director of Transportation NOV © 3 2008 o 0V 2008
County of El Dorado (2 TT%)

= EL g COUNTY
2850 Fairlane Court Ogggé%?lgl%EggT mwm”@oﬂuno"

Placerville, California 95667

Re: Bid Protest by Teichert Construction (November 7, 2008)
County Contract No. 53110: U.S. 50 HOV Lanes (Phase 1) Latrobe Road to Bass Lake

Bid Date: October 30. 2008

Dear Mr. Shepard:

I am writing on behalf of Nehemiah Construction, Inc. (NCI) to respond to and to request
denial of the bid protest submitted by Teichert Construction Company (Teichert) on November 7,
2008. Teichert. like Granite, concedes that Nehemiah Construction is a responsible bidder and that
the bid by NCI was the low bid on the project. Instead, Teichert protests the award of the above
referenced contract to NCI on grounds that the bid was non-responsive in three respects. Forreasons
stated below, none of the bases offered by Teichert are correct and none warrant the setting aside of
the award to NCI for the construction of the HOV Lanes, Phase 1 along US Highway 50 at El
Dorado Hills to Bass Lake (JN 53110). NClrespectfully requests the El Dorado County Department
of Transportation and the County Supervisors of El Dorado County deny the protest of Teichert and
confirm the award of Contract JN 53110 to NCL

1. Strong Public Policy Interests Govern the Review of the Protest.

This protest, as in all cases, is governed by law and policies established for the protection of
the citizens and the taxpayers of El Dorado County. The purpose of competitive bidding is to guard
against favoritism, extravagance, fraud and corruption, and to secure the best contract work at the
lowest price. Itis the public interest that is at stake. The public agency should review the bid protest
of Teichert in a sensible and practical way to achieve these purposes.

A deviation from the prescribed bid procedures should only be causce for setting aside of the
winning bid if the “deviation is found to be capable of facilitating corruption or extravagance. or
likely to affect the amount of bids or the response of potential bidders.” Domar Electric, Inc. v. City
of Los Angeles (1994) 9 Cal. 4" 161, 176: MCM Const.. Inc. v. City & County of San Francisco

(1998) 66 Cal. App. 4 359, 369.

Further. the County of El Dorado reserves to itself the authority to waive any irregularity in
a bid. The County rcasonably exercised that discretion at the bid opening to accept the seven listed
subcontractors despite the mistaken form used for listing three of the declared trade subcontractors.
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Mr. Richard W. Shepard, P.E.
November 10, 2008, page 2

In this instance no public interest would be served by setting aside the bid of this contractor
and accepting a bid by Teichert that would increase the public cost by $2 million dollars. Nor can
it be said that the irregularity of the form of'the bid in placing some subcontractor names on a form
intended for other non-accepted subcontractors could have had any possible effect on the amount of
bids or the response of potential bidders.

The bid by Nehemiah is fully and properly responsive to the invitation to bidders for the
aforementioned project in all respects. The Teichert protest attempts to capitalize on a minor
irregularity and technicality to take unfair advantage of the County of El Dorado.

2. Nehemiah's Bid Is Fully Responsive in that NCI Listed all Subcontractors Which
It Intends to Employ.

Teichert mistakenly claims that NCI made a mistake in bid that would allow it the right to
withdraw its bid and thus gain an advantage over other bidders. NCI's mistake was in form rather
than substance and does not amount to an error entitling NCI to withdraw its bid. NCI correctly
listed 7 subcontractors in its bid. It’s only error was the use of form Il instead of form 1. That error
was quickly noticed at bid opening and corrected. NCI suffered no harm. There is no bid mistake
on which to seek relief. NCI complied with the bid requirements and stands by its bid. Please see
my response to the Granite Protest for a more complete discussion of this issue.

3. Nehemiah's Bid Properly Listed All Subcontractors and the Percentage of Each Item
of Work to be Performed by that Subcontractor.

The protest mistakenly contends that NCI's bid is non-responsive because it calculated the
percentage of work differently than Teichert. The Notice to Bidders for this project specifies that
each proposal list “each subcontractor, including the percentage of each item the subcontractor will
work on to whom the bidder proposes to subcontract portions of the work in an amount in excess
of /2 of 1% of the total contract. [emphasis added] That is precisely how NCI presented its list of
subcontractors. The Notice to Bidders does not ask for the percentage of the total contract bid as

argued by the Teichert protest.

The specified method allows for determination of whether the bidder meets the requirement
to self-perform 50% or more of the total contract. The amount subcontracted is determined by
identifying each item of work to be performed by the subcontractor from the subcontractor list and
subtracting the listed percentage of the bid price of that item from the total bid. If the aggregate
amount of work subcontracted is less than 50% then the bid is responsive. In this case the aggregate
value of the items of work disclosed as being performed by subcontractors is far less than 50%.

The County's formula allows for greater accuracy in distinguishing the amount of each item
of work being sclf-performed from the work of the item being performed by outside vendors. The
Teichert interpretation incorrectly assumes that the trade contractor is performing 100% of the item
of work when in some cases the outside vendor will only perform a portion of a particular category
of work. Thus. the method used by both NCI and Granite provides the County a more accurate
report of the work planned to be self-performed and subcontracted to outside vendors.



Mr. Richard W. Shepard. P.E.
November 10, 2008. page 3

I'here 1s no benefit to the County in adopting the mistaken interpretation by Teichert. The
County is best served by denying the protest and awarding the contract to NCI so work can begin.

4. Nchemiah’s Bid is Balanced.

Teichert contends that the entire NCI bid is imbalanced because the amount of one category
(item 9. traffic control). is significantly less than two of the other bidders. Teichert suggests
hypothetically that the amount might allow for a higher amount on some other early item. But,
Teichert offers no suggestion that this actually occurred.

NCl is able to offer a more economical bid for traffic control because it self performs this
type of work at a more efficient unit cost and in a more efficient manner. It is common for
competing contractors to allocate costs differently. Such differences do not necessarily demonstrate
any unbalancing. The difference between NCI and Teichert in their bids for traffic control may be
due to Teichert substantially overbidding (unbalancing) this item so as to lock in profits on a
category of work that is not subject to reduction for quantity variations. Approval of this protest
would reward a bidder who is less efficient at the greater cost to the taxpayers of El Dorado County.

5. The Public Interest Can Only be Served by Denial of the Tcichert Protest,

The award to Nehemiah achieves the public purpose of obtaining products at the lowest
practical cost to the County. There is no indication or claim of any favoritism, extravagance, fraud
or corruption in the award of the contract to Nehemiah. There is at most, a very minor irregularity
in the use of a form which was quickly corrected. NCl satisfied the objectives of the bid process by
properly disclosing all of its subcontractors. No valid public policy would be scrved by upholding

the Teichert protest.

NClrequests that the County dismiss the above referenced protest submitted by Teichert and
award the contract to Nehemiah Construction, Inc., as the lowest responsible and responsive bidder.

Very truly yours, E\%ﬂ’"
&k;nald K. glﬁckmmm
DKS: jas
cc: Mr. Robert W. O'Connor
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"Bob O'Connor”
<boconnor@mhalaw.com> To <peb@co.el-dorado.ca.us>

11/13/2008 09:55 AM cc "Clyde Hamilton” <CHamilton@teichert.com>

Subje Hwy 50 HOV Lane Project -- Bid Protest
ct

Patricia,

At the risk of trying your patience, | wanted to take just a minute to correct the record with respect
to one argument contained in Mr. Struckman's letter dated November 10th, which | did not
receive until yesterday.

On page 2 of his letter, Mr. Struckman argues that the County can determine compliance with the
50% self-performed work requirement notwithstanding the method of listing subcontractor
percentages used by Nehemiah (and Granite), i.e., listing the percentage of each category of
work to be performed by the listed subcontractor rather than the percentage of Nehemiah's total
bid price that the listed subcontractor will perform. This is simply not true.

One example will suffice. On its Part | subcontractor listing form, Nehemiah listed Chrisp Co. for
striping and stated a percentage of 80%. According to Mr. Struckman, we should be able to go to
the bid items, find "striping” and Nehemiah's bid price for that bid item, and then back into a
percentage of Nehemiah's total bid price. The problem with this theory is that there is no single
bid item called "striping." Instead, there are a number of bid items which might or might not be
included within the general category of striping, including Item 12 Temporary Pavement Marking
(Paint), Item 13 Temporary Traffic Stripe (Paint), ltem 163 Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe, item 164
Thermoplastic Pavement Marking, Item 165 Paint Traffic Stripe, Iitem 166 Paint Pavement
Marking, item 167 Pavement Marker (Non-Reflective), and Item 168 Pavement Marker
(Retroflective). Most if not all of the other categories of subcontracted work listed by Nehemiah
(and Granite) present similar difficulties.

Thank you again for your attention to this matter.
Regards, ROC

P.S. Please send a copy of the Department's recommendation concerning award to me and to
Clyde Hamilton at Teichert (email address above) as soon as it becomes available.

Robert W. O’Connor
McDonough Holland & Allen PC

555 Capitol Mall, Ninth Floor



Sacramento, CA 95814
roc@mbhalaw.com
916.444.3900
916.444.0707-fax

Confidentiality Notice: This communications and any accompanying document(s) are
confidential. They are intended for the sole use of the addressee. If you receive this
transmission in error, you are advised that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or the taking of
any action in reliance upon the communication is strictly prohibited. Moreover, any such
inadvertent disclosure shall not compromise or waive any attorney-client privilege as to this
communication. If you have received this communication in error, please contact our MIS
Department by email at mis@mhalaw.com or by telephone at 916.444.3900. Thank you.
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DONALD K. STRUCKMANN 915 [Highlard Pomte Drive, Suite 250
A Protessicnal Law Corporiaton Roseville, Calitom a2 95678

Tel (916) 782-7900
FAX(916) T84-7900

Mailing: P.O. Box 877, Rusenville, Ca. 95661

FAX COVER SHEET

DATE: November 14, 2008

TO: Richard W. Shepard, P.E. - El Dorado County Director
FAX #: (530) 626-0387

TO: David Livingston, Esq. -El Dorado County Counsel
FAX: (530) 621-2937

FROM: DONALD K. STRUCKMANN, Esq.

FAX #: (916) 784-7900

RE: Bid Protest By Teichert Construction (November 7, 2008)
Hwy 50 HOV Lane Project - Bid Protest

See my letter dated November 14, 2008 to Richard W. Shepard and David
Livingston on behalf of Nehemiah Construction, Inc.

THIS TRANSMISSION CONSISTSOF ¢ PAGES, INCLUDING THIS COVERSHEET. PLFASF,
CALL(916) 782-7900 IF ANY PAGES ARE MISSING. FIRST CLASS MAIL TO FOLLOW.

e aferratien certaned o ths documentis priviieged and i selely interdel for sne sbove-named irdividual or ertity. if you are
~ot e iater fod recenver recapient or an emplojee, you should bz aware “nat any Jistnbution, copying or zormunicatien o1 ths
fecumentis stactly protabiled  Hvou fave recen 2 this commmunnaation wy Liror pooss: ~onfy us ummediately sttt e shose rumoer
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A Professional Law Corporation

DONALD K. STRUCKMANN 915 tlighlind Pomie Drive, Suite 230

Roseville. Calitorma 35478
lel:(9ic) 782-7900
Fax: 191 6) 784-7900

Mail 4l Correspondence to P.O. Box 877 Roveville, CA. 95661
November 14, 2108

Mi Richard W, Shepard, P.E
Director of Transporation
County of El Dorado

2850 Fairlane Court
Placerville, California 85667

Re: Bid Protest by Teichert Construction (November 7, 2008)
County Contract No. 53110: U S. 50 [HOV Luanes (Phase 1) Latrobe Road to Bass Lake

Bid Date: October 30, 2008

Dear Mr. Shepard:

[ am writing on behalf of Nehemiah Construction, Inc. (NCI) to further respond to the letter
hy counsel for Teichert dated Novercber 12, 2008. For reasons stated in my prior letter and as
explained below, Nehemiah construction requests the County deny the bid protest submitted by
Teichert Construction Company (Tcichert) submitted on November 7, 2008.

1. Issuc of Whether The Discrepancy is Minor and Inconsequential. Teichert correctly
frames the issue of whether there was a minor and inconsequential irtegularity which may be waived
by the County or a mistake in the bid that cannot be waived. But, Teichertincorrectly interprets the
holding of Falley Crest Landscape, Inc. v. City Council (1996) 41 Cal. App. 4th 1432 in arguing
that the irrcgularity in this instance is of such magnitude as to render the bid non-responsive and not
within the authonty of the County to waive such an irregularity. In Valley Crest the contractor’s bid
listed subcontract work totaling 83% of the total contract work 'n viclation of the requircment that
at least 50% be sclf performed. The tid was non-responsive on its face. The City invited the low
bidder to withdraw its bid or revise it to bring itinto compliance. The low bidder attemptced to make
the bid responsive by revising the allocation of work in its 5id to reach the 50% requirement.

The appellate court held that the requirement of 50% was a material element of the wid
requirements that could not be waived and thereby upheld the protest. That crror involved the
substantive and menetary content of the bid. In conirast here, there is no crror in the content or the
amount of the bid. Nehemiah submitted its bid and listed seven subcontractors. The bid disclosed
that Nchemiah would self-perform far in excess of 50% of the work. The Neagpiah bid IS
respensive. The list of subcentractors was contained on two pages. one ol which was an ncorrect

srm. That deviation dic notaffect the total amcurnt of the bid or percentiges of work performed by
sheontractors and thus did not rernder the bid non-responsive under the holding of Valiey Crest

lhe Nehemiah bid was fully responsive n that all he xu:mir} nformation was fullv
Rid This s the standard that s

fisclosed on che face of the bid forms o\ll,‘.l’.]l.f’.’d at che tune of the

916 7847900 p.
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Mr Richard W Nhepard, P L.
November 13 2008, page 2

Jiscassed in Padley Crese The purpose of the bid statutes is te prevent bid -hopping. tp 1539) The
deviation ol the *orm used for the secend of two pages of d listor subeortractors dues not inany way
dlow tor mid shopping. The content is comp.ctely accurate and compitaat with the 30% rale

The law requires substantial accuracy. "However. it is turther well established that a bid
which substantially confornms to a cull for bids may, though it 1s not strictly responsive, be accepted
if the variance cannot have affected the umount of the hid or given the hidder an advantage or
benetit not wllowed vther bidders or, in other words, if the vanance is inconscquential ™ (1d.. pp
1339, 1440) That s the circumstance here. There s no udvantage 10 Nehemiah There is no good

reason o reject the Nehemiah bid.

2. There was no mistake that would warrant withdrawal of the bid by Nehemiah. Its
bid amount and Jist of subcontractors and percentages of cach item of work were all accurately
stated. Nehemiah's hid is not materially ditferent from what it intended to bid. Therc was no
typographical or clerical error in the monetary contert of the bid. The form uscd for the last three
subcontractors does not make the “the bid materially difierent than intended™ as required for a
request to withdraw a bid under Civil Code Section 5103. The concept of a mistake is in the
information submitted. The ambiguity here is with the prc-printed portion of the form which calls
submission after the bid of a list of subcontractors who were not selected.

Common law rules of contract interpretation look to the four corners of the document. Inthis
case the seven subcontractors cach represented different work catcgories. 'he Part | form called for
subcontractors of each catcgory who would be employed and Part II called for a list of the same
categories of subcontractars who would not be used. 1his called for one subcontractor for each
catcgory of work not self-performed on Part [ and one ar many more subcontractors for the same
category who bid for the same work and which were rejected. The last thrce names were not
competitors of the first four named subcontractors. The last three complemented the first four and
completed the list of accepted subcontractors. That is the plain, and only reasonable reading of the

two page submittal.

Teichert argues that Nehemiih gained acompetitive advantage by submitting a bid thatcould
be withdrawn by reason of mistake. But. Tcichert is unaole to suggast how the actual wregularity
could rise to the level of a bid mistake warranting a withdrawal of the bid without forfeiture of the
bid bond. Bid mistakes resulting in withdrawal :nvoive misplaced decimals, reversals of prices, and
mistakes in designation of umits All ‘nvolve moretary crrors that result from clerical rather than
judgment error  No such ertors are present in tais case.

[:c amount of the Nehemiah bid Joes not change whoe'her the last three trades arc included
or exzluded from ats hid.  The allocation of categories of work does not change.  lhere is no
ecenomic change of any kitd. The rregularity kas absulutely no effect on price, quantity, quaiity.
or delivery. [here is ro potential cost savings to Neheuah that world give 1 any incentive. [«
alone legal basis, > seek relief from s bid. There 1s no rationzal or 12gal Fasis for Nehermah o

withdraw its bd
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Mr Richard W Shepard, P
Novermber 14, 2008, page 3

The Counts did rot deem the Nehemiah bid to be ron-responsive atbid epening. It did not
stfer Neheruah the vpportunity to withdzaw its bid as was the case in Fulley Creat. | Lts, Nehenuah
caned no compettive dvantage by the form of its Jisting of subcontractors.

This distinction is noted in the decision of Giuloi Construction Co v City of Richmond
(1996) 45 Cal App 4" 897, [N6. That case a'so ruled nn an instance where the work subcontracted
aveeeded S0%. That court held that the proper test was whether the deviation would give the lowest
bidder a competitive advantage in allowing it to subnnt a lower bid. Il there was no compelitive
advantage then the deviation was deemed inconsequent:al.  Nehemiah gained no competitive
advantage in the manner in which it listcd the seven subcontractors. The amount of'its bid could not
have changed even had Nehemiah uscd Part | for both pages of its l:st of subcontractors.

3. A bid is responsive if it promises to do what the bidding instructions require. 1(C\
Const., Inc. v. City & County of Sun Francisco (1998) 66 Cal. App. 4'" 359, 368. Nehemiah’'s bid
promises to do exactly what the instructions require. It does not matter whether the last three
subcontractors are included in the bid. The bid could be interpreted exactly as claimed by Granite
and still be responsive. Nehemiah's bid could be read to propose that it would self-perform all work
except the categories of work subcontracted to the trade contractors listed only on the first pagc.
Indeed, Nchemiah's bid would be responsive if it bid to self-perform the cntire job. [tisimmaterial
and inconsequential whether Nehemiah bid to employ the last three trade contractors or rejected their
offers of work. Nehemiah is unquestionably a responsible bidder. Itcan perform the work exactly

as called for by the instructions.

4. The County Does Not Need to Waive any Irregularity to Accept the Nechemiah Bid.

Nehemiah's bid honestly reports that Nehemiah intends to subcontract some ofits work. The
total work subcontracted is well below 30%. Granite and Teichert contend that Nehcmiah actually
intended to exclude three of its listed subcontractors. If their position werc accepted then
Nehemiah's percentage of self-performed work would only increase even mgher above the 50%
baseline Nchemiah claims no mistake of its intent. But, even if the County believes the protestors,
there would be no impact upon the ability of Nehemiah to perform the work. Nehemiah is the
responsive low bid even under the interpretations urged by the protesters.

Nehemiah again requests that the County dismiss the above referenced protest submitted by
Jeichert and award the contract to Nehemiah Corstruction, Inc., as the lowest responsible and

responsive bidder. <\
- . ¥ ‘
!fery tr;l% 4;/( /&f, (
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onald K. Struckmiann

DKS jas
o Mr Rorert WV (Y’ Connor



