DESIGN — BUILD CONTRACTS

22,

Approve the ranking, authorize negotiations and award DB-0577-
06/DRR — U.S. 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass Design Build Project to the
team of Southland Construction Company, Inc of Apopka and Dyer,
Riddle, Mills and Precourt, Inc., of Orlando ($4,830,000.00).

DB-0577-06/DRR will provide professional design and construction by the
Design/Builder of a pedestrian overpass over U.S. Highway 17/92 at
General Hutchison Parkway within the Spring Hammock Preserve just north
of Longwood and Winter Springs. The overpass will accommodate multi-
users such as, pedestrians, bicyclist and in-line skaters. The overpass
structure will cross U.S. 17/92 at the south side of the General Hutchison
Parkway intersection. The overpass will provide Cross Seminole Trail users
an uninterrupted trail crossing over U.S. 17/92. The Cross Seminole Trail,
constructed under a separate contract will connect to the eastern and
western terminus of this overpass project.

The overpass structure will clear span U.S. 17/92 with piers located outside
of the U.S. 17/92 right-of-way with the appropriate clear zone from the travel
lanes. The design must accommodate the proposed widening of U.S.
17/92 by FDOT. The overpass is expected to reflect the surrounding area
and be attractive, practical and functional. There will not be any lighting on
the overpass.

This project was publicly advertised and the County received three
submittals for Stage 1 (listed alphabetically):

+ American Bridge Company, Orlando;
¢ Johnson Brothers Corporation, Orlando;
» Southland Construction Company, inc., Apopka.

Stage | required qualifications and financial information of the interested
teams to perform Design/Build services.

The Evaluation Committee, which consisted of Lenor Bromberg, P.E.,
Special Projects; Don Fisher, Deputy County Manager; Mark Flomerfelt,
P.E., Principal Engineer; Gary Johnson, P.E., Public Works Director; and
Jerry McCollum, P.E., County Engineer evaluated the submittals and
agreed to short-list all three firms and request submittals for Stage |.

Stage Il required technical and design information. Back-up was to include
renderings and price proposals for each concept submitted.

The Evaluation Committee (with David Martin, P.E., Principal Engineer
replacing Lenor Bromberg, P.E., Special Projects, who left the County)



evaluated the Stage Il submittals with consideration given to the following
criteria:

* Technical Proposal;

e Price Proposal;

e Compiletion Time.

The Evaluation Committee recommends that the Board approve the ranking
below and authorize staff to negotiate with the top ranked firm in
accordance with F.S. 287.055, the Consuitants Competitive Negotiation Act

(CCNA):

» Southland Construction Company, Inc., Apopka / Dyer, Riddle, Mills and
Precourt, Inc., Orlando;

* American Bridge Company, Orlando / Ayres Associates, Inc., Tampa;

e Johnson Brothers Corporation, Orlando / The LPA Group Incorporated,

Oriando.

Subsequent to the posting of the evaluation results on the County’s website,
Mr. John Horan of Foley & Lardner LLP filed a protest of the recommended
award on behalf of his client, American Bridge Company, Orlando. The
protest claimed that Southiand Construction Company’s proposal was non-
responsive because it was not unique, that the Evaluation Committee did
not follow the evaluation process as outlined in the solicitation, and that the
Florida CCNA Statute governing the solicitation was not followed. The
Purchasing and Contracts Manager dismissed the protest based upon lack
of merit. Copies of the protest and response are included in the backup.

Funding for the estimated budget amount of $4,000,000 is in account
077541.560650 sub-ledger 2292-02. Funding for the additional amount as
well as a contingency amount is being brought before the Board tonight as
an adjustment to next years budget.

Public Works / Engineering Division and Fiscal Services / Purchasing and
Contracts Division recommend that the Board approve the ranking,
authorize staff to negotiate with the top ranked firm, and authorize the
Chairman to execute the final agreement as prepared by the County
Attorney’s office.



B.C.C. - SEMINOLE COUNTY, FL ALL SUBMITTALS ACCEPTED BY SEMINOLE COUNTY ARE SUBJECT

TABULATION SHEET TO THE COUNTY'S TERMS AND CONDITIONS AND ANY AND ALL
ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS SUBMITTED BY THE
NUMBER: DB-0577-06/DRR PROPOSERS ARE REJECTED AND SHALL HAVE NO FORCE AND
EFFECT, PS DOCUMENTS FROM THE PROPOSERS LISTED HEREIN ARE
TITLE: U3 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass Design/Build Project THE ONLY SUBMITTALS RECEIVED TIMELY AS OF THE ABOVE
OPENING DATE AND TIME. ALL OTHER PS DOCUMENTS SURMITTED
CLOSING DATE: March 29, 2006 TIME: 2:00 P.M. IN RESPONSE TO THIS SOLICITATION, IF ANY, ARE HEREBY
REJECTED AS LATE.
PAGE: 10of1
RESPONSE —1- RESPONSE -2- RESPONSE -3-
American Bridge Company Johnson Brothers Corporation Southland Construction Company, Inc,
David Price, Operations Manager William McDonald, VP Joseph L. Raucci, VP
8529 South Park Circle, Ste 250 7803 Greenbriar Parkway 172 West 4% Street
Orlando, FL 32819 Orlando, FL 32819 Apopka, FL 32703
407 226-7085 Ph. 407-248-9208 Ph. (407) 889-9844 Phone
407 226-7086 Fx. 407-248-2540 Fx. (407) 886-4348 Fax
The LPA Group Incorporated
Ayres Associates, Inc. Nasser Zituni, P.E,
Nizar Jetha, P.E., Principal Two Resource Square at Central Florida Dyer Riddle Mills and Precourt, Inc,
8875 Hidden River Pky., Ste 200 Research Park 1505 E Colonial Dr
Tampa, FL 33637 12000 Research Parkway, Ste 152 Orlando, FL 32803-4705
813-978-8688 PH Orlando, FL, 32826-2044 {407) 896-0594 Phone
813-978-9369 FX 407-306-0200 Ph. (407) 896-4836 Fax
Conceptual Drawings/Price Proposed Conceptual Drawings/Price Proposed Conceptual Drawings/Price Proposed
$4,885,000.00 $5,840,000.00 $4,830,000.00
Tabulation by: D. Reed — Sr. Contacts Analyst Posted: March 30, 2006, 4:00 pm

Evaluation Meeting: April 18, 2006, 8:30 am Reflections, Lake Jesup Conference Room,520 B. Lake Mary Blvd,Sanford, F1. 32773

Short Listed Firms: All firms have been short-listed and a letter with the specifics for Phase 11 will be following.

Phase II Due Date: July 19, 2006, 2:00 PM EST, 1101 E. First St., Sanford, FL 32771, Purchasing and Contracts Rm 3223

Phase IT Evaluation Meeting: August 23, 2006, 3:30 pm Reflections, Lake Jesup Conference Room, 520 E. Lake Mary Blvd,Sanford, FL 32773
Recommendation of Award: Southland Construction Company, Inc.

BCC Date:-September+2;-2006-Project is being suspended due to a protest filed by American Bridge Company (Posted August 31, 2006, 2:00 pm by D. Reed)
September 26, 2006 (Posted September 6, 2006, 2:10 pm by D. Reed)
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STAGE Il EVALUATION RANKINGS
DB-0577-06/DRR - US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass Design/Build Project

M. Flomerfelt D. Martin D. Fisher  G. Johnson J. McCollum  TOTAL POINTS RANKING
AMERICAN BRIDGE COMPANY 1 1 2 2 2 8 2
JOHNSON BROTHERS CORPORATION 3 3 3 3 3 15 3
SOUTHLAND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC 2 2 1 1 1 7 1
The Evaluation Corﬁmittee recommends; Southland Construction Co. ing.
\ ;i:. “'—-—..___\
JV\ Z —.,/ %ﬁ‘:’ d g/_\
Mark FlomerfeX. & David Martin Don Fisher X/

T b g

Gary Johnson O[/ derry McCollum




DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: American Bridge Company/Ayres Associates

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: /}:J A:;'fﬁﬁﬂ-«

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

S0 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80--89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

7079 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

80 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)
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Score KQ 6.7}
(0-100) |

Criteria: Completion Time (10%)
15 months

Score 80 - &
(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%)
$4.885,000.00

Score 99 — T4 Y~
(0-100)

Total Score 35,4 (0-100) Ranking 2~




DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Johnson Brothers Gorporation/The LPA Group

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: < )} g’pdﬁb

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in ali respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Neads major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)
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Criteria; Completion Time (10%)
12 months

Score _m_____f‘:‘ &
(0-100)

Criteria: Price Pronosal {25%)
$5,840,000.00

Score 83 . 23 73
(0-100)
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Total Score __ “?¥. 23 (0-100) Ranking -5




DB-0577-06/DRR —~ CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Southland Construction, Inc./ormp

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: @C)\k @ g&'\r@r’

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guicdelines:

80 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 - Good, No major weaknesses, Fuily Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)
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Criteria: Completion Time {10%)

16 months
Score 75 -~ 7 oo
(0-100)
Criteria: Price Proposal {25%)
$4,830,000.00 o
Score 100 — &2°
(0-100)

Total Score &7 ,‘75/ (0-100) Ranking ___[_




ATTACHMENT (AY

DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: American Bridge Company/Ayres Associates/PBS&J
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: . ) VL W - ff..«p i
- /

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90— 100 Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable
Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%) _
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Criteria: Price Proposal (25%)
$4.885,000.00 7475
Score _99 T
(0-100) "Z‘ffﬁ
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Total Score 1SS (0-100) Ranking 2




DB-0577-06/DRR ~ CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUA TION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Johnson Brothers Corporation/The LPA Group

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: O~ il

=,

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deﬂcnenc;es to support your
assessment.

!NSTRUCTEONS Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

- 90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80—89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable
.
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Criteria: Price Proposal (25%)
$5,840.000.00

Score 83
(0-100)

Total Score 57. 50 (0-100) Ranking %
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DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Southland Construction, Inc./ormp

¥
P § S

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: J»r £y

i
7
Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90 - 100 QOutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
8089 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable
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ATTACHMENT (A}

DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: American Bridge Company/ayres Associates/PBS&J

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: é‘jdt/g 7;}’)}1 So1

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 —-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable bui needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable
Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)
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Score 99
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DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Johnson Brothers Corporation/The LPA Group

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ,% VZI jbkasoﬂ

Pescribe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidefines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, lnnovative, Cost/Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Sclid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal {65%)

Criteria: Completion Time {10%)

J2. rondtis

Score /Co
(0-100)

Critaria: Price Proposal (25%)
$5,840.,000.00

Score 83
(0-100)

Total Score QD (0-100) Ranking 2




DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Southiand Construction, Inc./brup

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: é&mj \775%:45:9-://

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cosb’T ime Savings
80 —89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in afl respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)
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Criteria: Price Proposal (25%)
$4.830,000.00

Score 100
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ATTACHMENT (A}

DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: American Bridge Company/ayres AjsociateslPBS&J

QUALIFIGATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _\.Ttnorip s (Q_a

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the foltowing general guidelines:

90— 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80-89 Excelient, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70~ 79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

80 -~ 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)
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Criteria: Price Proposal (25%)
$4.885.000.00
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DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Johnson Brothers Corporation/The LPA Group
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: \f\)('\c Mg f\m‘[:{Q’

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment. :

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out—of_—the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70—-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)
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Criteria: Price Proposal {(25%)

$5,840,000.00

Score 83 -
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Total Score Ciji (0-100) Ranking >




DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME Southland Construction, Inc./prup

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: MY 0 euae ,\( Q.

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 QOutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria; Technical Proposa] {(65%)
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Criteria: Price Proposal {(25%)

$4,830,000.00

Score 100
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DB-0577-06/DRR —~ CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUMITTAL COMPANY NAME: American Bridge Company/Ayres Associates

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _David Martin

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to ‘I'OO based on the following general guidelines:

90 —100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost /Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Team Subconsultants — Avres, PSi

Criteria; Technical Proposal (65%)

1. Technical Approach a6
Span is a "Warren with Vertical Supports” truss that spans the entire R/W with abutments 5’

beyond RW and accommodates future widening. The vertical clearance is 18.3" with modified
signal heads, insiead of 20.7with no change to signals. The truss deck and ramps decks are
poured in place concrete. The two (2) abutments are supported by steel pipe pile foundations.
P81 to develop fest pile program, including dynamic load testing of the two test piles, one at
each abutment. The ramps decks are poured in place concrete constructed at a 5% slope
supported by piers with MSE walls and landscaped embankments near touchdown,

2. Aesthetics 100

3. Safety and Security 96

4. Maintainability 96

Cencrete used on abutments, ramps, and hridage deck with a Class V smooth finish coating.
Anti graffiti coating to exposed concrete surfaces below 10’ above natural ground. Stesl

bridge structure and supporting frames to receive a 3 coat high performance coating system
consisting of zinc primer, epoxy intermediate coat and finish coat with a 20 year warranty. The
aluminum mesh will receive a kynar finish with a 20 year minimum warranty. Chain link to be
galvanized or vinyl-coated depending on location. Railings will be mill finished aluminum.
Landscape hand watering for 1-year period after project compietion.

Continue Gravity walls to within 1’ of natural ground.

5. Innovativeness - 100

6. Maintenance of Traffic g6

FDOT Index 600. Span entire RW, abutments 5’ from R/W, vertical clearance 18.3" w/ modified
signal instead of 20.7’ Road shut down only one weekend fo erect truss. 17/92 shut down a
maximum_of 4 weekends for the entire project and limited to weekend nights (Friday thru

Sunday). Lane closures to have full time supervision and employ police
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7. Quality Control 100
Self perform concrete and steel erection. AA records management program, designed under a

Design_Quality Assurance Plan (DQAP). Allen Dronko, Project Manager, and Gary McDonald,
Project Superintendent, wili be on-site, full time while construction activities are taking place.
Professional Services, Inc. (PSI) will perform the required Geotechnical, material festing, and
inspection services during the course of the project.  PSI already perform geo testing at the

location of the fwo main bridge abutments.

8. Coordination Pian 100
Allen will be involved from NTP through design and on-site for construction phase. Arbor,

SJRWMD, NPDES permits & fees included in schedule and price. Ultilities only Progress
Energy and Seminole County have utilities in the vicinity. Allen Dronko, Project Manager, AB —

Point of Contact
Cost to relocate (bury) Florida Power and Seminoie County lines.

9. Other 100
Handle drainage ditch on SW corner?
Score 98.22
(0-100)
Criteria: Completion Time (10%)
456 calendar days (15 months)
Score 85
(0-100)
Criteria: Price Proposal (25%)
$4.885,000.00 Price does not include utility relocation from aerial to Underground for
Progress Energy or Seminole County?
Utility relocation $5,000
Signing $6.,600
Score 99
(0-100)

Total Score _ 98.09 (0-100) Ranking 1




DB-0577-06/DRR —= CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Johnson Brothers Corporation/The LPA Group

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _David Martin

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

80— 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost fTime Savings
80— 89 Excettent, Very Good, Solid in ali respects.

0-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

80 —69 Marginal, Weak Workabie but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Team Sub consultants — LPA, Nodarse & Assoc, Southeastem Survey & Mapping Corp.
(SSMC], GA! Consuitants, GMB, Quest Corp.

Criteria: Technical Proposal (656%

1. Technical Approach 100

Span Is a "Bow” fruss (Steadfast) that spans 210 feet, the entire RAV and accommodates future
i  The truss desian will meet the FOOT's newly develo | criteria for use of wide
flanges for top and bottom cords. The new criteria eliminates the use of tubular sections for fop
and bottom cords due to maintenance and ins! ection issues, Vinyl coated fencing material js
proposed along both sides of the span and are attached to steel tube frame to form a ten-foot
high screen. The verfical clearance is 17.5' with the ralocation of the SB 17/92 mast arm.
Bridge end-bents are concrete caps supported on prestressed concrete pile foundations. The
ramps shall be constructed at a 5% slope supported by stamped M SE walls constructed the
lenath of the ramps. Stendard ramp railing system as per FDOT Index 860,

Proposed Bridge will require temporary construction easements approximately 10" beyond the
current RAW and extending 250 feet from east abutment.  Also clearing an additional 500 feet
beyond the end of construction within the trail R/ on the east side for temporary storage of

materials.

2 Aesthetics 98
3. Safety and Security o8
4. Maintainability 98

Truss 50 ksi painted steel dé%igned and fabricated by Steadfast and come with a 10 year
warranty against defects in materials and workmanship. The use of wide flariges for top and

potfom cords of the truss structure reduces maintenance and inspection costs. _Fencing

naterial will be installed to minimize repsir and removal to frail users ang yehicular traffic below.
The bridges riding surface will utilize 5500 psi reinforced concrete. Class V coating applied to
all concrete elements. Anti graffiti coating to all accessible concretg sutaces. Low maiffenance
pansion joints {Dow Coming 802) are proposed for the overpass. Hot
used at all joints alleviating the need to replace seals.

poured rubber iiwili‘gg

DRB-0577-06/DRR — EVALUATION — Johnson Brothers
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5. Innovativeness g8

6. Maintenance of Traffic 100
Struciure constructed in two Phases with multiple sub-phases to minimize delays to motorists,

maximizing safety, and to insure constructabmtv Access from US 17/82. Deliveries in non
peai hours.,

7. Quality Control 86

Quality Management Plan, Nodarse will perform the required geotechnical. material testing,

and inspection services during the course of the project.

8. Coordination Plan a8
FDOT. Traffic Signals, Utilities. and SIRWMD pemnits included in schedule.

William McDonald, Proiect Director, Johnson Brothers - Point of contact
Contractor to pay permit fees

g, Other a8

Based on borings performed. potentiometric levels {artes:an conditions} are qreater than
elevation +24 ft NGVD. .

Cost of Utility relocation?

Continue Gravity walls to within 1’ of natural ground. __

Handle drainage ditch on SW comer?

Score 98.00

(0-100)
Criteria: Completion Time (10%;}
12 months — Appears to be short time frame?
Score 100
(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposat (25%)

$5,840,000.00 Price does not specify including utility relocation from aerial fo
Underaround for Progress Energy or Seminole County?
Uility Relocation $ 75.000

Signing $195.000

Score 83 _
(0-100}

Total Score _ 94.45 (0-100) Ranking




DB-0577-06/DRR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass

SUMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Southland Construction, inc./orup

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _David Martin

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Quitstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost /Time Savings
80 - 8% Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

7079 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak Workable but needs clarifications

Beilow 60 Unacceptable, Needs major heip to be acceptable

Criteria; Technical Proposat (85%)
Team Subconsultants — DRMP, Ardaman, Horizon

1. Technical Approach 88 _

Span is a Warren truss that spans the entire RW and accommodates future widening. Verlical
clearance of 17.5" with the relocation of the SB 17/92 mast arm and additional sianals mounted
to truss for NB US 17/92. Biack vinyl coated weided wire fabric safety fence attached inside of
truss to avoid additional fence supports. Spread footers fo provide for quicker construction and
avoids the installation of deep pile foundations that could be problematic due to arfesian
conditions encountered during field investigations. The ramps have poured in place concrete

decks constructed st 2 5% slope supporied by piers.  The ramp railings are concrete parapet
(32™ topped with bullet railing (22" fo a total height of 54",

2. Aesthetics g5
3. Safety and Security 95
4. Maintainability 100

Steel components fruss will be painted with a 3 part inorganic zinc coating system in
accordance with FDOT specs to provide superior corrosion resistance and avoid unsightly rust

stains. Paint color wili be forest green. Main span piers desianed for easy access fo bearing
pads. Class V finish coating on all concrete elements. Color similar to _rendering. Low

maintenance expansion joints proposed at abutment-ramp and ramp-main span interface. Low

modulug silicone sealant will be used at all joints, alleviating the need fo replace seals.
Anti graffiti coating to exposed concrete surfaces?
Planter maintenance?

5. Innovativeness 85

6. Maintenance of Traffic a8
FDOT Index 600. Span entire RAN. abutments oulside of clear zone,  Site access

considerations.
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7. Quality Contro! 98
Quality Control Procedures for DRMP inciude three levels. Southland to provide Quality

assurance of materials and construction practices. Ardaman_will perform the required
geotechnical, material testing, and inspection services during the course of the project.

8. Coordination Plan g6
Daniel Catr. Principal & Proiect Manaager, point of coniact. Bob Dragon, general Superintendent.

FDOT, Traffic Signals, Ufilities, and SJRWMD and NPDES permiis included in schedule.
Contractor {o pay permit fegs

9. Other Stuff g8

Included - Cost of Utility relocations, Florida Power & Semincle Co.
Drainage ditch on SW comer culvert needs io be extended.

Span hand rail? _

Continue Gravity walls to within 1’ of natural ground

Score 87.78
(0-100)
Criteria: Completion Time (10%)
18 months
Score 20
(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%)

$4.830,000.00 __Price includes utility relocation from aerial to Underground for Progress
Energy or Seminole County?
Utitity relocation $110,000

Signing $214,000

Score 100
(0-100)

Total Score _ 87.58 (0-100) Ranking 2




EVALUATION RANKINGS
DB-0577-06/DRR ~ US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass Design/Build Project

_ M. Flomerfelt L. Bromberg D. Fisher -G. Johnson
AMERICAN BRIDGE COMPANY 3 2 2

3
JOHNSON BROTHERS CORPORATION 1 3 3 2
SOUTHLAND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC . 2 1 1 1
The Evaluation Committee agrees to short-list the top three ranked firms: Southland Canstruction

Johnson Brothers Corp

' American Bridge Company
‘R pﬁw&v ?{Jaméz/r —

Mark Fiorﬁerfelt\_ Lenor Bromberg

J. McCollum  TOTAL POINTS RANKING

3 13 3
2 11 2
1 6 1

N~

Don Fisher
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ATTORNEYS AT LAY

e F O i_ EY 111 MORTH ORANGE AVENUE, SUITE 1800
, ORLANDO, FL 32801.2386

P_ 0. BOX 2193

ORLANDO, Fi 32802-2193

407.423,7656 TEL
August 31, 2006 A07.648.1743 FAX

www.foley com

. . WRITER'S DIRECT LINE
Via HAND DELIVERY 4072443265
jhoran@lcley.com EMAIL

Via FACSIMILE (407-665-7956)

CLIENT/MATTER NUMEBER
086205.0101

Ray Hooper
Puxchasing and Contracts Manager

Seaminole County
AR 1101 Easi First Street
VT Samford, FL 32771-1468

Re:  Design Bulld Proposai US.17/92 Pedestnan Overpass DES] gn
Build Project DB-0577-06/DRR. .
Protest of Award Recommendatmn

Dcar Mr P'copcr

R Our firm represems Amencan Bndge Compazy (“AB") AB was ranked the second most
qualified firm behind Southland Construction Company (“SCC”) conceming the Technical and

- Price Proposals submitted with regards to the above-refererced Request for Technical and Price
Proposals (the ‘Request”) issued by Seminole County (“County”). On Angust 24, 2006, the
Department of Fiscal Services, Purchasmg and Countracts Division posted a recommendation of
award to SCC. Accordingly, AB has’ legal standmg to make thJs protcst and the protest 1s timely.

The grounds for the protest are as follows

The proposal submitted by AB was responswe to th_c Request because it proposed
Id’ il 'be properiy Compared to the -

: '_-'_'a umque and mnovahve bmdge

;"'Proposal The effect of thzs was ed by operning and-scorlng the- pnce proposals first
instead of firstly con51denng and scormg the technical proposals; as th‘e County stated would be

domet prtor 1o the subn115510n of the pro A
3. The Committcc S ¢ nsxd atjo Cin evaIudfmg the proposals is not

consistent with the stated GV&IUEUOH criterid i the: chuest and is not consistent with the
requirements and intent of the C‘onsultants’ Compctltne ’\Ieoot{anon Act §287. 033 et seq.,

¥ lond,a btatutes (2 UUC))

TALLAHASSEE

BOSTON LOS ANGELES % T BACRAMENTD: - -
SRUSSELS MADISON - SANRIESG » - - TAMPA
.- CHICAGC MILWAUKEE ©- -EAN DIEGC/OEL MAR © . TOKYO - -
DETROIT : NEW YCRK SAN.FRANCISTO WASH:NGTON, D.C,
JACKSONVILLE -ORLANDO ’ SILICON VALLEY IR N 7
) ) e ORLA_421176.1

AlG-31-2e06 . 11:38. .
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AB respectfully asks the Purchasing and Conltracts Manager to consider and review with
thes Commitiee members the following facts with regards to the above enumerated grounds for

thi s protest.

1. The taw req_u:res bids and proposals for the design and construction of pubhc
projects to be “responsive” for a valid pubhc policy reason. If proposals are not responsive to

the> Request, there can be no proper companson of the proposals. A “responsive” proposal is dne
in Wwhich the bldder dESCBbEb the *ﬁork n the same lashmn as the pubhc body seekmg the

proposal.

_ Under the law it is apparent that AB’s proposal was responsive and SCC s was
not responsive. The Request spemﬁcally prowdes on Page 25, Part 9-Stage 2 Evaluahon _
Process, Section B.2.A. 2 as follows: : :

This prm ect Wlﬂ be a uniqizé type of sr.méﬁire . Close attention to
the “look”, architectural i _image and character of the bridge will be

weighted hefn J}_f The use’ of texture ‘and/or color shoufd be .
considered. The overpass it expected to reﬂect the surroundlng '

area. (Emphasis supphed)

The dlcuonary dcﬁmtzon of ‘umquc is as follows “The s:mgle one of its kind; a

singular example” and “radically distinctive and without equal”, Since this aspect of the
" proposal was fo be ¢ wmghted heavily”, AB emphastzed ﬂhS cnterxo'i in preparmg its t\,chmcai -

However 1 would appear that the evaluat 1 d Al _'

. proposaI

__'—?adj acent to the mtersectzon of Iw Road and S R 113 for FDOT Dlstnct 2 71 Hcm th L'
- bridge structure be descnbed as “umque as reqmrerl by the RFP docﬁ -

_ AB 8 proposed bndge stmcfure is 111d13putably umque and” has never. be ]
constn.ctcd It will.be custom engineered and will not belan off-the- shclf dc51gn Tt will bé

- custom manufactured and ewcted by ‘AB’s own expenenced Crews. In’ fact, ssvcral of the: ..
" evaluators noted that AB’s design was umque” anid none of the evaluators d:,scnbcd SCC’s -
) proposal as umqua, . Nenetheless, cerfain-of the evaluators compareu SCC’s common design - -

T with AB’s unigue deSLgn and madvertently penahzed AB for bcmw responsn e 10 the Request as_
- 1s ouﬂmed below. o : S ST

ORLA_#21176.1

U AUG-34-2006 11138
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2. Certain Commiltee members did not properly apply the selection criteria in
evaluating AB’s unique technical proposal. In fact, by emphasizing considerations of cost,
cextain ‘of the evaluators actually penalized AB for the uniqueness of its design. Certain
members improperly considered cost considerations when evaluating AB’s technical proposal
mstead of considering those cosl issues in scoring AB’s price proposal. AB believes the effect of
this was exacerbated by opemng and “considerinig the price proposa]s first mstead of ﬁrstly
conmdenng thc teohmcal proposa s W1thcut consxdcra’non of the pru:e proposals. :

Ina commumcanon on May 3, 2006 the Semor Contract Analyst Who was the County s
contact for this Request, confirmed that the price proposal would not be opened until after the
technical proposals were scored. - See attachéd e-mail of May 5, 2006. Technical and Price
Proposals were separately scaled and submitted, as xequued by the Request, on July 19, 2006, In

e-ynail communications dated uly 21, 2006, the Senior. Contxa.ct Analyst indicated that the price
proposals had been separately scored and ‘submitted to the’ Commlt’tee members pnor to the
. -scoring of the {echnical proposals. This eornpronuaed the svaluators” ability to compare the .
- . technical proposals in an unbiased envirofitnent, as requlred by the Requcst and the CCNA! 1t
- wfused into the con31derat10n of the technical proposals improper considerations as to pricé, and
this was evidenced by comments from certain of the Ccummttee memb ers.

: For exa.mple one member stated that AB only 1ncludcd $s, 000 in its ‘price .
~ proposal for the relocation of utilities. This same evaluator noted that SCC included $110,000 in
© its bid proposal for this work. The design build criteris, Sectzon E-6 — Utilities, states that *

.. the cost of relocation for utilities will be' the respon51b111ty of the utility company | unless the )
: ut1]1ty is. Iocated on an exmtmg propnetary easement K The; Request further prowdes that “th'

'adjusted not the teclmlcal preposal scere B

: It is cIear ﬁ’om AB s e}dlaustzve 1ewew and e*(plana or - concemsng unhty...

cooxdmahon that it has identified all of the uhhty relocatlons rcqulred on this project, contacted”. -

and coordinated with all of the. affected ut1hty compames ~and mcluded sufﬁaent durataons SR

within ihe dstailed project schedule for this utility relocation work.: However, ‘1t appezus that two L

75 of the ‘svaluators (who voted SCC first ‘and AB second) have deducted points. from AB’s

+ " “techmical proposal score (carrying 2 65% ‘weighting) because -of the reduced dollars included
_:_:-'-fj‘mthm AB’s price proposal for ufility relocations. It is apparent that the e“vdluator should adjust ST
o 'the pnce proposal score and not the teclmlca.l score in con31denng thJs 1ssue B \ o

o Tt is mierestmg io note that the most comp[ete and exhausnve evaluahon that of :
- : Mr David Martm correctly comments on. thzs issue under the’ pnc:. proposal sechon I the,

ORLA_421176.1 =~

10095 11:38 ot ogsy
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County were to correctly apply its selection criterion with regards to this issue, then the evaluator
would add $105,000 to AB’s price propesal (the difference between AB and SCC’s bid item
arxounts for utility relocations). Therefore AB’s adjusted price proposal amount wouid then be
$4,990,000. Based upon Seminole County’s pnce proposal scoring formula this would mean
that SCC would still score 25 points for the price proposal and AB’s pnce proposal score would
only reduce from 24.75 to 24.20. By incorrectly considering this pricing issue to reduce the
tecchnical proposal score, certain of the Cemmmee members have dlspropemondtely penahzed -

- AB’s nnique techmeal prOposal
It is in'teresting to note thiat only Mr.. Martln separa'teiy scored _' each of the 9
Technical Proposal criferion as reqmred by the Request Mr.-Martin ranked AB as the most
- qualified firm. L N _ . o S

S 3. The Reguest clearly provides on Page 4, Section 7: Selection Procedure that “the
* Evraluation Committee will evaluate submiftals based Qn the evaluation criteria indicated in this
package and in accordance with CONA. requirements.” It is apparent that the Connmttee s
- comnsideration of pnce and cost in evaluating the proposals is not consistent w1th the stated. .
evaluation critefia In the Request and, moreover, is not consistent with the procedures and intent

of the Consultants’ Compehn\;e Necelutlon Act {“CCNA™),

Under the CCNA dnd under the Request the Board of County Commlssmners is
supposed to approve the Commﬂtee s selection and authorize staff to negotiate a contract with

‘the most qualified fi irm, See § 287 035 (S), Flonda. Statutes (2006}. Under the provlsm*ls of the
. ‘1_ces are to bc seIected under a; competltwe

_qtiahﬁed ﬁrm at
_jeasonable See§287 05 5

'sure In compedtlve negot[anons unclcr the

. CCNA, the staff may prefer to ehmmate 1 miesh skin enclosure for reasons of economics
of personal taste. However, thig doe _Jot-detract from the chstmcme nature of AB’s custorn
designed, serpentine shaped, stéel truss structure.which is more “unique” than the structure
. proposed by SCC,- Most respectively, th.lS ‘member’s genume concern .about the green. mesh,
~ should 11a\fe been scored separatelv 1mdér ‘zesthetics as one of ihe nine (9) criterion; but, more
‘ nnportanﬂy, conld be addressed Ore properly dumg competitive negotiations. It is zmpertant

to note that all of the price proposals excecded the stated budcret and that AB’s and SCC’s pnce

‘proposals were substantlally equal

ORLA_421176.1
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We respectfully suggest that the morchna.te application of compensation and other

coxsiderations by the Evaluation Commitiee in scoring AB’s Technical Proposal are not
comsistent with the lefter and the spirit of the CCNA and the stated evaluatwn cniteria of the

- Rezquest.

The cumulative effect of the evaluation process inadvertently penalized AB for
. submitting a responsive proposal resulting arccommendatlon of a commeon bridge design over
a uinique bridge design for substantially the same proposed price. Accordmgiy, American Bridge
respectfully requests that the Purchasing and Contracts M:mager review these matters with the
Ev-aluation Committee and render a written decision (1) concurring with the protest; (2) ranking
AR as the most qualified firm; and (3) recommending that the County Commission authonze the
staff to commence competmva negotiations W1th AB as the most qualified ﬁrm '

Very ey s,

Ce: Diane Reed, Senior Contract Anaiys_t_ i

ORLA 4211761

. P.BE -

CAUG-31-2086 11338
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KE: US 17/92 Overpass Question

Dave Price .
From: Diane Read [DReed @séminoleccuntyﬂ.gov} -,

sent:  Friday, May 05, 2006 1.57 PM

To: dprice@americanbridge.net

Subject: RE: US 17/82 Overpass Question

Dave

The technical proposal will be opened and 'scbrsd prior to the opening of the price proposal. Any more
questions, send them my way. _ o SR e o _

Diana Reed_

Senior Contréc_ts Anah}s{, Fiscal SeNices
Semincle Cciunty"!?u'rchésing & Contracts
101 E. FirstStreet |

Sanford, FL 32771-1468

| 4078657120 Ph

leco tyﬂ'éc\k/pui'dh'_‘asi_r}g R

stiiiorida has & vey broad Public Records Law. Virtually al witen communications t0 or from State and Ldcal
Mficials and employees are public recards available to the public and media upon request.” Serninole County .
. policy dges not differentiate between nersanal and business emails. E-rnall sent on the County system will be "

onsidered pub g e

nly be withheid from disclosure if geemed confidential pursuant t State Law

<TB25/2006
‘AlG-31-20@6 11:33 . . 0 o o osn b




SEMINOLE COUNTY

Department of Fiscal Services
FPurchasing and Contracts Division
1101 East First Street, Room 3208

Sarnford, FL. 32771
Phone: 407-665-7116; Fax: 407-865-7956

SEMINOLE COUNTY

FLORIDAS NATURAL CHONE

FAX: 407-648-1743

September 6, 2006

Mr. John Horan

Foley & Lardner LLP

111 North Orange Avenue, Suite 1800
P O Box 2193

Orlando, FL 32802-2193

Subject: Your protest letter dated August 31, 20086, concerning DB-0577-06/DRR;
US 17/92 Pedestrian Overpass Design/Build Project.

Dear Mr. Horan:

This is in response to your protest letter on behalf of your client, American Bridge
Company (AB}), concerning the subject procurement. In accordance to Section 22.238
of the Seminole County Administrative Code, the following is the ‘Purchasing and
Contracts Manager's comments and dec:s;on concemmg your protest:

}Hind that all three f;rms were responswe to the solicitation. A responsive
determination means that everything was filled out in the proper order and
format as directed by the solicitation and received in a timely manner. Your |
reasoning explaining that the recommended firm Southland Construction
Company (8CC) was not responsive because of the alleged failure to submit a
unique type of structure refers to the evaluation process ratherthana
responsive issue. |find that the evaiuatlon of the unique requirement in the
evaluation criteria to be subjective in nature and it is based upon each
evaluators past experiences. Further, | find that aesthetics was one of nine sub
evaluation factors that contribute to the technical approach criteria in the
evaluation process. Based upon the evaluation resulis of the evaluation
commitiee, AB did receive top evaluation scores from two of the five evaluators
that scored AB technical proposal higher than SCC’s proposal. Those two did
rank AB as the number one ranked firm. The other three members did not rank
AB technical proposal as hagh as SCC; therefore SCC became their number

one ranked firm.



Concerning prices as an evaluation factor, 1 find that the County followed the
State Statutes, Chapter 287 (CCNA). Subsection (9) applies to Design-Build
Contracts rather than subsection (5) that is cited in your letter. Under
subsection (9¢.), there are six steps that must be used in the competitive
proposal selection process for Design-Build process. Step 3 states that the
evaluation of the Design-Build contract proposals are to be based on price,
technical and design aspects of the project. As you know the County did use
price as a stand alone evaluation factor with a weight of 25%. | agree that the
email from Ms. Reed might have been misleading, but | find that staff did
evaluate the proposals in accordance with the solicitation and the State
Statutes requirements. AB received 24.75 points out of 25 possible points for
the Price proposal. This 0.25 of a point would not have caused any change in
the ranking order since the technical evaiuation factor of 65% weight was the

primary evaluation factor rather than price.

Based upon the above, | find that the decision and justification to recommend award to
SCC is proper. Therefore, it is my decision to reject your protest due to the lack of
merit. You may appeal this decision in accordance with Section 22.238 of the

Seminole County Code.

If you have any questions or need further assistance, please contact my office at 407-

665-7117. '

cc.  Cindy Coto, County Manager
Ann Colby, Assistant County Attorney
Peter Maley, Contracts Supervisor
Lisa Spriggs, Fiscal Services Director
David Martin, Principal Engineer, Public Works

Attachment {1}): Seminole County Code, Section 22.238, Protests




22.237. FINALITY OF DECISION. The suspension or debarment shall be final and
conclusive unless the suspended or debarred vendor initiates protest proceedings
pursuant to Section 330.41, Florida Statutes, within thirty (30} business days after the

date of notification.

VIl PROTESTS, APPEALS AND REMEDIES

22.238 PROTESTS.

(1) Rightto Protest: Only bidders that submit proposals are eligible to submit a
protest.

(2)  Posting: The Purchasing and Contracts Division shall post a
.recommendation of award at the location where bids or proposals were or on the

County’s website.

(3) Protest Submission: A formal written protest must be filed no later than
5:00 p.m., local time, five (5) business days after the posting date of the award
recommendation, unless the aggrieved person did not know or could not, with the
exercise of diligence, have known of the facts giving rise to the protest prior to any of the
aforementioned events. The aggrieved person has the burden to show he or she did not
know and could not, with the exercise of diligence, have known of the facts giving rise to
the protest. The bidder, offeror or contractor has the responsibility to contact the County
and request the award recommendation resuits. Failure to contact the County for the
award recommendation results to determine if a bid protest is warranted is considered
lack of due diligence and a protest received after the five (5) business days specified will

not be considered.

(4) The formal written protest shall: identify the protesting party and the
solicitation involved; include a clear statement of the grounds on which the protest is
based; refer to the statutes, laws, ordinances, or other legal authorities which the
protesting party deems applicable to such grounds; and, specifically request the relief to
which the protesting party deems itself entitled by application of such authorities to such
~grounds. The protesting party shall mait a copy of the formal written protest to the

recommended awardee and shall provide the Purchasing and Contracts Division with the

original letter.

(6)  Receipt of Protest: A formal written protest is considered filed with the
County when it is received by the Purchasing and Contracts Division. Accordingly, a
protest is not timely filed unless it is received by the Purchasing and Contracts Division
within the times specified in item (c). Failure to file a formal written protest within the time
period specified shall result in relinquishment of all rights of protest by the vendor and

abrogation of any further bid protest proceedings.

(6)  General: These protest procedures shall be the sole remedy for challeng-
ing an award of bid or proposal. Bidders and proposers are prohibited from attempts to
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influence, persuade or promote through any other channels or means. Such attempts
shall be cause for suspension in accordance with the Seminole County Purchasing Code
and the Seminole County Administrative Code applicable to Purchasing. The time limits
in which protests must be filed as specified herein may be altered by specific provisions in

the bid or RFP,

(7} Stay of Procurements During Protests: In the event of a timely protest
under this Section, the Purchasing and Coniracts Manager shall not proceed further with
the solicitation or award of the contract until a written determination is made by the
Purchasing and Contracts Manager and approved by the County Manager or until the
County Manager makes a determination for the record that the award of a contract,
without delay, is necessary to protect substantial interests of the County.

(8)  Authority to Resolve: The Purchasing and Contracts Manager shall attempt
to resolve the protest in a fair and equitable manner, and shall render a writien decision to
the protesting party within thirty (30) business days from the date of receipt of the protest.

{(9)  Appeal Process: The Purchasing and Contracts Manager's decision shall
be final and conclusive unless within five (5) business days of receipt of the written
decision, the protesting party delivers a written notice of appeal to the Purchasing and
Contracts Manager with an Appeal Bond. An advisory appeal committee, comprised of
two members of the Fiscal Service Department, other than the Purchasing and Contracts
Manager, appointed by the Fiscal Services Director and the user Department Director or
Division Manager, shall have ithe authority to review the appeal and make
recommendations to the County Manager. The Appeal Committee shall conduct a
hearing where the aggrieved person shall be given the opportunity to show why the
decision of the Purchasing and Contracts Manager should be modified. The Appeal
Committee shall render a written recommendation within thirty (30) business days from
the date of the written notice of appeal. The formal rules of civil procedure and evidence
will not be applied. The Appeal Committee shall render a final written recommendation to
the County Manager. The County Manager shall render his or her final written decision
within five (5) business days from the date of the recommendation. If no decision is

- rendered within this time frame then it will be presumed that the County Manager concurs
in the Appeal Committee’s decision and the decision of the Appeal Committee shall be

the final and condlusive administrative action.

(10) Appeal Bond: Any person who files an action appealing a decision shall
post with the Purchasing and Contracts Manager at the time of filing the formal written
appeal a bond payable to the County in an amount equal to five percent (5%) of the
County’s estimate of the total contract value or FIVE THOUSAND AND NO/100
DOLLARS ($5,000.00), whichever is less. The bond shall be conditioned upon the
payment of all costs which may be adjudged against appellee in the administrative
hearing in which the action is brought and in any subsequent appellate court or court
proceeding. In lieu of a bond, the County may accept a cashiers or certified check, or
money order in the above referenced amount. If, after completion of the administrative
hearing process and any court or appellate court proceedings, the County prevails, it shall
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recover all costs and charges which shall be included in the final order or judgment,
excluding attorney’s fees. Upon payment of such costs and charges by the person
appealing the decision, the bond, cashiers check, or money order shall be returned to
him. If the person appealing the decision prevails, he shall recover from the County alf
costs and charges which shall be included in the final order of judgment, excluding

atforney’s fees.

(11) Reservation of Powers to Seftle Actions Pending before the Courts:
Nothing in this Section is intended to affect the existing powers of the Board to settle

actions pending before the Courts.

22.239 CONTRACT CLAIMS.

(H Decision of the Purchasing and Contracts Manager: All claims by a
contractor against the County relating to a contract shall be submitted in writing to the
Purchasing and Coniracts Manager for a decision. Claims include, without limitation,
controversies arising under a contract, and those based upon breach of contract, mistake,
misrepresentation, or other cause for contract modification or rescission.

(2) Notice to the Contractor of the Purchasing and Contract Manager's
Decision: The decision of the Purchasing and Contracts Manager shall be issued in
writing, and shall be mailed or otherwise furnished to the contractor. The decision shall
state the reasons for the decision reached, and shall inform the contractor of its appeal

rights.

(3)  Finality of Purchasing and Contracts Manager's Decision; Contractor's
Right to Appeal: The Purchasing and Contracts Manager's decision shall be final and
conciusive unless, within five (5) business days from the date of receipt of the decision,
the contractor delivers a written appeal to the Purchasing and Coniracts Division with an

appeal bond.

(4) Render Timely Decision: The Purchasing and Contracis Manager with
-concurrence of the County Attorney shall issue a written decision regarding any contract
- controversy within sixty (60) business days after written request for a final decision, or
within such fonger period as may be agreed upon between the parties.

: (6)  Appeal Process: Any person aggrieved by the decision of the Purchasing

and Contracts Manager must deliver a written appeal within five (5) business days of
receipt of the written decision to the Purchasing and Contracts Manager with an appeal
bond. An advisory appeal committee, comprised of the Purchasing and Contracts
Manager or designee and the user Department Director or Division Manager, shall have
the authority to review the protest and render a written recommendation to the County
Manager. The Appeal Committee shall conduct a hearing where the aggrieved person
shall be given the opportunity to show why the decision of the Purchasing and Contracts
Manager should be modified. The Appeal Committee shall render a wiitten
recommendation within sixty (60) business days from the date of the written notice of
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DRAFT
DESIGN/BUILD CONTRACT (DB-0577-06/DRR)

US 17-92 PEDESTRIAN OVERPASS

THIS CONTRACT, is made and entered into this day of

, 20 . by and between SEMINOLE COUNTY, a political

subdivigion of the State of Florida, whose address is Seminole County
Services Building, 1101 East Firsk Street, Sanford, Florida 32771,

‘hereinafter referred toc as "OWNER, " and ;

whose address 1isg : .

hereinafter referred to as "DESIGN/BUILDER".

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the OWNER desires to retain the services of a competent
and qualified DESIGN/BUILDER to provide professional _engineering‘ and
perform construction services for the US 17-92 Pedestrian Overpasé
Design/Build Project; and

WHEREAS, DESIGN/BUILDER has certified that it is competent and
qualified and desires to undertake the work accordiﬁg to the terms and
conditions stated herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual understandings and
agreements set forth herein, the OWNER and DESIGN/BUILDER agree as
follows:

SECTION 1. SCOPE OF WORK. DESIGN/BUILDER shall complete all Work
as specified or indicated in the Contract Documents attached hereto and
incorporated herein as Attachment “1~.

SECTION 2. COMMENCEMENT AND COMPLETTION OF WORK.

{a) Time is of the eszeence with respect to all time limits stated
in the Schedule attached hereto and incorporated herein as Attachment
"2". The DESIGN/BUILDER shall expedite the Work and achieve completion

within the time permitted by the Contract.



(k) The DESIGN/BUILDER shall commence work upon the date
specified in the Notice to Proceed. The time frame for completion of
the Work commences counting down on the date specified in the Notice to
Proceed.

{c) The DESIGN/BUILDER shall prosecute the Work with faithfulness
and diligence and ghall complete the Work in accordance with the
Schedule, attached hereto and incorporated herein as Attachment *»27.

SECTION 3. THE CONTRACT SUM. _
(a) The OWNER agrees to pay the DESIGN/BUILDER a fee not to
DOLLARS (3 )

exceed the sum of
for all Work provided hereunder by the DESIGN/BUILDER. The above
Comntract Sum may only be inéreased or decreased by properly authorized
Change Orders as provided in the Contract Documents.

(b} DESIGN/BUILDER agrees to accept the Contract Price as full
compensation for doing all professicnal Work and construction Work,
furnishing &ll1 Materials, and performing all Work embraced in the
Contract Documents; for all loss or damage arising out of performance of
the Work and from the action of thé elements or f£rom any unforeseeﬁ or
unknown difficulties or obstructicons which may arise or be encountered
in the prosecution of the Work until the Final Acceptance; and for all
risks of every description comnected with the Work.

(c) The DESIGN/BUILDER acknowledges that DESIGN/BUILDER studied,
considered, and included in DESIGN/BUILDER's Total Bid (original
Cbntract Price) all costs of any nature relating to: (1) performance of
the Weork under Central Florida weather conditions; (2) applicable law,
licensing, and permitting requirements; (3) the Project site conditions,
including but not limited to, subsurface site conditions; and (4} the

terms and conditions of the Contract Documents, inciuding, but not

limited to, the indemnification and no damage for delay provisions of



the Contract Documents.

(d} The DESIGN/BUILDER acknowledges that DESIGN/BUILDER’'S Total
Bid (original Contract Price) considered and included all of
DESIGN/BUILDER'S costs relating to DESIGN/BUILDER’S responsibilities to
coordinate and sequence the Work of the DESIGN/BUILDER with the work of
the COUNTY with its own forces, the work of other utility DESIGN/BUILDER
and the work of others at the Project site.

SECTION 4. FIXED FEE COMPENSATION AND PAYMENT. Payments shall be
made ﬁo the DESIGN/BUILDER when requested as work bprogresses for
services furnished, but not more than once monthly. DESIGN/BUILDER may
invoice amount due based on percehtagé of total required services
actually performed and completed. Upon review and approval of
DESIGN/BUILDER's invoice, the OWNER shall, within thirty (30) days of
receipt of the invoice, pay DESIGN/BUILDER ninety percent (90%) of the
approved amount and retain the remaining ten percent (10%) until
completion of all remaining work required by the Scope of Services. If
OWNER determines that all work is substantially complete or that work by
subcontractors is substantially complete and the amount retained is
considered to be in excess, the OWNER may, at its discretion, release
the retainage or portions of the retainage for all wqu or the specific
retainage of individual subcontractors.

SECTION 5. BILLING AND PAYMENT.

{a) DESTIGN/BUILDER shall render to the OWNER, at the close of
each calendar month, an itemized invoice, properly dated including, but
not limited to, the following information:

(1) The name and address of the DESIGN/BUILDER;
(2) Contract Number;
{(3) A complete and accurate recora of services performed by

the DESIGN/BUILDER for all services performed by the DESIGN/BUILDER



during that month and for which the OWNER is billed:

(4) A description o©of the services rendered in (3) above
with sufficient detail to identify the exact nature of the work
performed; and

{5) Such other information as may be reguired by this
Contract or regquested by the OWNER from time to time.

The original invoice shall be sent to:
Seminole County Engineering Division

520 W. Lake Mary Blvd, Ste 200
Sanford, FL 32773

A duplicate copy of the invoice shall be sent to:
Seminole County Finance Department

1101 E. First St
Sanford, FL 32771

(b) Payment shall be made after review and approval by OWNER
within thirty (30) days of receipt of a proper inveoice from the
DESIGN/BUILDER.

{c) It is further mutually agreed between the partiesg hereto that
if, at any time after the execution of this Contract and the Surety
Bonds hereto attached for its faithful performance and payment of labor
and materials, the OWNER shall deem the Surety or Sureties upon such
bonds to be unsatisfactory, or if, for any reason, such bonds cease to
be adequate to cover the performance and payments of the Work, the
DESIGN/BUILDER sghall, at its expense, and within seven (7) days after
the receipt of Notice from the OWNER to do so, furnish additional bonds,
in such form and amounts, and with such Sureties as shall be
satisfactory to the OWNER. In such event, no further payment to the
DESIGN/BUILDER shall be desmed due under this Contract until such new or
additional security for the faithful performance and for payment of

labor and materials of the Work shall be furnished in manner and form

satisfactory to the OWNER. The DESIGN/BUILDER must keep the Performance



Bonds active until acceptance of the Projéct by OWNER.

SECTION 6. FINAL. PAYMENT. Final payment shall be made to the
DESIGN/BUILDER after submission by the DESIGN/BUILDER of evidence
satisfactory to the OWNER that all payrolls, subcontractor’s material
bills and other costs incurred by the DESIGN/BUILDER in conmection with
the Work have been paid in full and after all warranties and guarantees
that may be required by the Contract Documents have been furnished and
are found acceptable by the OWNER. Final Paymen; on this Contract shall
be made within sixty (60) days after the above stated requirements have
been met and upon completien of all Wbrk. by DESIGN/BUILDER,
certification and approval of Final Payment by the Project Engineer, and
acceptance of such work by the OWNER.

SECTION 7. RESPONSIBILITIES OF DESIGN/BUILDER.

(a} DESIGN/BUILDER shall be responsible for the professional
quality, technical accuracy, competence, methodology, accuracy and the
coordination of alil the following which are listed for illustration
purposes and net as a limitation: documents, analysis, reports, data,
plans, plats, maps, surveys, specifications, and any and all other
services of whatever type or nature furnished by the DESIGN/BUILDER
under this Contract. DESIGN/BUILDER shall, without additional
compensation, correct or revise any errors or deficiencies in his plans,
analysis, data, reports, designs, drawings, specifications, and any and
all other services of whatever tyﬁe or nature.

(b} Neither the OWNER'S review, approval or acceptance of, nor
payment for, any of the services required shall be construed to operakte
as a walver of any rights under this Contract nor of any cause of action
arising out of the performance of this Contract and the DESIGN/BUILDER

shall be and always remain liable to the OWNER in accordance with

applicable law for any and all damages to the OWNER caused by the



DESIGN/BUILDER's negligent or wrongful performance of any of the
services furnished under this Contract.

SECTION 8. CONTRACT DOCUMENTS. The Contract Documents which
comprise the entire Contract between OWNER and DESIGN/BUILDER are
attached to this Contract, or are incorporated herein as if fully set
forth, and consist of the following:

(a) Contract, including all Attachments thereto

() Modification(s), amendment(s) or addenda (s} including change
orders duly execute& subsequent to the execution of this Contract,

{c) Exhibits,

(d}) Special Conditions,

(e} Technical Specifications, and

(£} General Conditions.

SECTION 9. ORDER OF PRECEDENCE.

{a) The Contract Documents are to be considered as one and any
one of the Contract Documents calls for shall be as binding as if called
for by all. In the event of inconsistencies or ambiguities, the
Contract Documents shall be contrelling in the following order of
precedence:

{1} Contract and Attachments,

(2) RFP Submittal with revisions,

{3) Modifications, Amendments, Addenda, Change Crders,

(4) General Conditions,

(5) Payment and Performance Bonds,

(6) DESIGN/BUILDER’S Bid Proposal to the extent that it has
been referenced and incorporated into the Contract Documents,

{7} Special Conditions, and

(8) Technical Specifications



(b) The OWNER shall resolve any inconsistency or ambiguity in the
Contract Documents after consultation with the Engineer of record based
on the above crder of precedence and the OWNER's decision shall be final
and binding upon all parties.

SECTION 10. TERMINATION.

(a} The OWNER may, by written notice to the DESIGN/BUILDER,
terminate this Contract, in whole or in part, at any time, either for
the OWNER's convenience or because of the failure of the DESIGN/BUILDER
to fulfill DESIGN/BUILDER Contract obligations. Upon receipt of such
notice, the DESIGN/BUILDER shall:

(1) immediately digcontinue all services affected unless
the notice directs otherwise, and

(2) deliver to the OWNER all plans, studies, re@orts,
estimates, summaries, and such other information and materials as may
have been accumulated by the DESIGN/BUILDER in performing this Contract,
whether completed or in process.

(o) If the termination is for the convenience of the OWNER, the
DESIGN/BUILDER shall be paid compensation for its services performed to
the date of termination based on the percentage of work completed. The
OWNER shall not bé obligated to pay for any work performed by
DESIGN/BUILDER after notice of termination has been given.

(c) If the <termination is due to the failure of the
DESIGN/BUILDER to fulfill its Contract obligations, the OWNER may take
over the work and prosecute same to completion by Contract or otherwise.
In such case, the DESIGN/BUILDER shall be liable to the OWNER for
reasonable additional costs occasioned to the OWNER thereby. The
DESIGN/BUILDER shall not be liable for such additional costs if the
failure to perform the Contract arises out of causes beyond the control

and without the fault or negligence of the DESIGN/BUILDER. Such causes



may include, but are not limited to, acts of God or of the public enemy,
acts of the OWNER in either its sovereign or contractual capacity,
fires, floods, epidemics, gquarantine restrictions, strikes, freight
embargoes, and unusually severe weather,; but, in evexry case, the
failure to perform must be beyond the control and without the fault or
negligence of the DESIGN/BUILDER.

(d) If, after notice of termination for failure to Fulfill
Contract obligations, it i1s determined that the DESIGN/BUILDER had not
so failed, the termination shall be deemed to have been effacted for the
convenience of the OWNER. In such event, adjustment in the Contract
price shall be made as provided in subsection (b) of this Section.

{e) The rights and remedies of the OWNER provided in this clause
are in addition to any other rights and remedies provided by law or
under this Contract.

SECTION 1l. NO CONTINGENT FEES. DESIGN/BUILDER warrants that it
has not employed or retained any company or persons, other than a bona
fide employee working solely for the DESIGN/BUILDER, to solicit or
secure this Contract and that DESIGN/BUILDER has not paid or agreed to
pay any persons, compahy, corporation, individual or firm, other than a
bonafide employee working solely for DESIGN/BUILDER, any  fee,
commission, percentage, gift, or other consideration contingent upon or
regulting from the award of making of this Contract. For the breach or
viclation of this provision, OWNER shall have the right to terminate the
Contract at its discretion, without 1liability and to deduct from the
'Contract price, or otherwise recover, the full amount of sguch fee,
commission, percentage, gift or consideration.

SECTION 12. INDEMNIFICATION. The DESIGN/BUILDER agrees to hold
harmless and indemnify the QWNER, its commissioners, officers,

employees, and agents against any and all claims, losses, damages, or



lawsuits for damages, arising in any way whatscever from, allegedly
arising from, or related to the provision of work hereunder by the
DESIGN/BUILDER, its officers, agents, servants or employees. To the

extent required by law, 1f specific consideration for the indemni -

fication provided herein is required to be given by the OWNER to the
DESIGN/BUILDER, then TWO HUNDRED FIFTY AND NO/100 DOLLARS (4250.00) of
the compensation set forth in this Contract shall be deemed to be such
specific consideration. The DESTGN/BUILDER acknowledges the adequacy
and sufficiency of said specific consideration.

SECTION 13. REPRESENTATIVES OF THE OWNER AND THE DESIGN/BUILDER.

(a) It is recognized that questidns in the day-to-day conduct of
performance pursuant to this Contract will arise. The OWNER, upon
reguest by DESIGN/BUILDER, shall designate in writing and shall advise
DESIGN/BUILDER in writing of one (1) or more of its employees to whom
all communications pertaining to the day~-to-day conduct of this Contract
shall be addressed. The designated representative shall have the
authority to transmit instructions, receive information and interpret
and define the OWNER's policy and decisions pertinent to the work
covered by this Contract.

(b) DESIGN/BUILDER shall, at all times during the normal work
week, designate or appoint one or more repfesentatives of DESIGN/BULLDER
.authorized to act on behalf of and bind the DESIGN/BUILDER regarding all
matters involving the conduct of performance pursuant to this Contract

and shall keep OWNER continually and effectively advised of such

designation.

SECTION 14. ASSIGNMENTS. Neither party to this Contract shall

assign this Contract, nor any interest arising herein, without the

written consent of the other.



SECTION 15. SUBCONTRACTORS.

{a) In the event DESIGN/BUILDER, during the texrm of this
Contract, requires the services of any subcontractors in connection with
services specified in this Contract, DESIGN/BUILDER must secure the
prior written approval of the OWNER.

(b) In the event the OWNER and DESIGN/BUILDER subsequently agree
to allow subcontractors, the DESIGN/BUILDER shall recuire the
subcontractor to provide, in the same minimum amounts, General Liability
insurance, Property Damage insurance and Workers' Compensation insurance
as is required of the DESIGN/BUILDER.

(<) The DESIGN/BUILDER agrees tc insert the c«¢lauses hereof
entitled "Subcontractors" and "Egual Employment Opportunity" in all
subcontracts.

(d) Within five (5) calendar days after the award of any
subcontractor either by himself or a subcontractor, the DESTGN/BUILDER
shall deliver to the OWNER a statement setting forth the name and
address of the subcontractor and a summary description of the work
subcontracted. The DESIGN/BUILDER shall at the same time furnish a
statement signed by the subcontractor acknowledging the inclusion in his
subcontract of the clauses of this Contract entitled "Equal Fmployment
and "Subcontracteors”. Nothing contained in this Contract

Opportunity"
shall create any contractual relation between the subcontractor and the
OWNER.

SECTION 16. INDEPENDENT DESIGN/BUILDER. It is agreed that
nothing herein contained is intended or should be construed as in any
manner creating or establishing a relationship of copartners between the
parties, or as constituting the DESIGN/BUILDER including its officers,
and agents, the agent, representative, or employee of the

employees,

OWNER for any purpose, or in any manner, whatsoever. The DESTGN/BUILDER
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is to be and shall remain an independent DESIGN/BUILDER with respect to
all services performed under this Contract.

SECTION 17. EMPLOYEE STATUS. Persons employed by the
DESIGN/BUILDER in the performance of services and functions pursuant to
this Contract shall have no claim to pension, workers' compensation,
unemployment compensation, civil service or other employee rights or

privileges granted to the OWNER's officers and employees either by
operation of law or by the OWNER.

SECTIGN.lé, WORK NOT PROVIDED FOR. Nc claim for work furnished
by the DESIGN/BUILDER not specifically provided for herein shall be
honored by the OWNER.

SECTTION 19. NOTICES. Whenever elther party desires te give
notice unto the other, it must be given by written notice, sent by
certified United States mail, with return receipt requested, addressed
to the party for whom it is intended at the place last spécified and the
place for giving of notice shall remain such until it shail have been
changed by written notice in compliance with the provisions of this

Section. For the present, the parties designate the following as the

respective places for giving of notice to wit:
For OWNER:
Engineering Division
520 W. Lake Mary Blvd, Ste 200
Sanford, FL 32773

For DESIGN/BUILDER:

Either of the parties may change, by written notice as provided herein,

the addresses or persons for receipt of notices.

SECTION 20. AMENDMENTS . OWNER or DESIGN/BUILDER may request

amendments that would increase, decrease, change, or clarify any of the
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provisions of this Contract. Such changes must be authorized bv COWNER
in writing and duly signed by the parties.

SECTION 21. EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYMENT. DESIGN/BUILDER agrees
that it will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for
employment for work under this Contract because of race, color,
religion, sex, age or national origin and will take affirmative steps to
insure that applicants are employed and employees are treated during
employment without regard to race, color, religion, sex, age or national
Qrigin. This provision shall include, but not be limited to ' the
following: employment, upgrading, demction or transfer; recruitment
advertising; layoff or termination: rates of ray or other forms of
compensation; and selection for training, including apprenticeship.

SECTION 22. RECORDS AND AUDITS.

(a) DESIGN/BUILDER shall maintain in his place of business all
books, documents, papers, and other evidences pertaining to work
performed under this Contract. DESIGN/BUILDER shall maintain detailed
time records of all per hour work performed under the terms of this
Contracf. Time records shall clearly set forth in an organized and
legible manner sufficient of post-audit and pre-audit by date, and the
type of work performed with specificity.

(b) Such records shall be available at DESIGN/BUILDER's place of
business at all reasonable times during the terms of this Contract and
for five (5) years from the date of final rayvment under this Contract
for audit or inspection by the OWNER or other duly authorized
representatives.

SECTION 23. PUBLIC ENTITY CRIMES. The DESIGN/BUILDER warrants
that it has not violated any Federal or State law with respect to the
transaction of business with any public entity. The DESIGN/BUILDER

shall, prior to execution of this Contract, file a sworn statement with
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the OWNER of whether the DESIGN/BUILDER, or any affiliate of the

DESIGN/BUILDER, has been convicted of a public entity crime. If the

DESIGN/BUILDER requests approval of subcontractors, the DESIGN/BUTLDER

shall, prior to approval of the subcontractor by the OWNER, require the
subcontractor to file with the OWNER a sworn statement of whether the
subcontractor or an affiliate of the subcontractor has been convicted of
a public entity crime. For the violation or breach of this provision,
the OWNER shall have the right to terminate this Contract at its socle
discretion, without further liability to DESIGN/BUILDER..

SECTION 24. TRENCH SAFETY. In the event that excavation work is
required by these specifications, the DESIGN/BUIT.DER warrants that it
will comply with the Trench Safety Act (Chapter 90-96, Laws of Florida)
and provisions of the QOccupational Safety and Health Administrations
Excavation’Safety Standards (29 C.F.R. Part 1926.650 Subpart P). The
DESIGN/BUILDER shall bid excavation work as a separate item identifying
cost of compliance in applicable Federal and State law.

SECTION 25. GOVERNING LAW. This Contract shall be governed by
the laws of the State of Florida.

SECTION 26. CONFLICT OF INTEREST.

(a) The DESIGN/BUII.DER agrees that it will not engage in any
action that would create a conflict of interest in the performance of
its obligations pursuant to this Contract with the OWNER or which would -
violate or cause others to violate the provisions of Part III, Chapter
112, Florida Statutes, relating to ethics in government .

(b) The DESIGN/BUILDER hereby certifies that no officer, agent or
employee of the OWNER has any material interest {as defined in Section
112.312(15), Florida Statutes, as over 5%) either directly or indirect-
ly, in the business of the DESIGN/BUTLDER to be conducted here, and that

no such person shall have any such interest at any time during the term
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of this Contract.

(c) Pursuant to Section 216.347, Florida Statutes, the
DESIGN/BUILDER hereby agrees that monies received from the OWNEE
pursuant to this Contract will not be used for the purpose of lobbying
the Legislature or any other Federal or State agency.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Contract
on the day and date first above written in one (1) counterpart, each of

which shall, without proof or accounting for the other counterparts, be

deemed an original contract.

ATTEST:
By:
; Secretary . President
(Corporate Seal) Date:
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
ATTEST: SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA
By:
MARYANNE MORSE CARLTON HENLEY, Chairman
Clerk to the Board of
County Commissioners of
Seminole County, Florida. Date:

As authorized for execution
by the Board of County Commissioners

at their , 20
Approved as to form and regular meeting.
legal sufficiency.

For the use and reliance
of Seminole County only.

County Attorney
AC/1pk
2/17/06
Db-0577

Attachments:

Attachment *1” - Scope of Services
Attachment “2% - Schedule
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