
State of California California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Memorandum S erious drought. 

Help Save Water! 

To: 	 RIHUI ZHANG Date: June 30, 2016 

Division Chief 

Local Assistance 
 File: P2535-0032 

P2535-0033 
P2535-0034 

From: 	 ALICE LEE 

Chief 

External Audit - Contracts 

Audits and Investigations 


Subject: 	 AUDIT OF CITY OF HANFORD 

Attached is the audit report pertaining to the audit performed on the City of Hanford relative to 
funding received from Caltrans using Proposition lB (Prop lB) State-Local Partnership Program 
funds. The name of the projects audited are: 

• Greenfield Avenue Extension (1) 7399, Project No. SLPPCL06-4C2834 
• 12th Ave Widening (1) 7400, Project No. SLPPCL 06-4C2874L 
• 11th Ave Widening (2) 7411, Project No. SLPPCL06-4C2944L 

The Prop lB programmed amounts were $250,000, $600,000, and $500,000 respectively. The 
audit was for the period of July 1, 2009 through June 30, 2012. 

As required by the Governor 's Executive Order S-02-07 and SB88, the expenditures of bond 
proceeds and outcomes are subject to audit. The audit was performed by the State Controller's 
Office on behalf of Caltrans. Deputy Directive 100-Rl, "Departmental Responses to Audit 
Reports" cites responsibilities of Division Chiefs relative to audits performed. 

The Attached report includes the following findings: 

• Finding 1: Inadequate Segregation of Controls 
• Finding 2: Unsupported Project Costs 
• Finding 3: Ineligible Project Costs 

Please provide A&I a corrective action plan on the audit findings within 90 days of this memo. 

If you have any questions please contact Luisa Ruvalcaba, Audit Manager, at (916) 323-7888. 

Attachment(s) 

"Provide a safe. sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance Califomia :S economy and livability" 



Rihiu Zhang 
June 30, 2016 
Page 2of2 

c: 	 Stephen Maller, Deputy Director, California Transportation Commission 
Dawn Cheser, Assistant Deputy Director, California Transportation Commission 
Bruce De Terra, Chief, Transportation Programming 
Sharon Bertozzi, Prop lB Coordinator, Sr. Transportation Engineer, Division of Local 

Assistance 
Doris Alkebulan, Prop lB Specialist, Transportation Programming 
Sean Yeung, District Local Assistance Engineer, District 8 
Mark Samuelson, Chief, Policy Development & Quality Assurance, Division of Local 

Assistant 
Lai Huynh, Audits & Performance Analyst, Office of Policy Development & Quality 

Assurance, Division of Local Assistance 
Luisa Ruvalcaba, Audit Manager, Audits and Investigations 
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Laurine Bohamera, Chief 
Audits and Investigations 
California Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 

Dear Ms. Bohamera: 

The State Controller's Office (SCO) audited the City of Hanford, Department of Public Works' 
(implementing agency) financial management system relative to projects funded and reimbursed 
by Proposition 1B bond funds during the audit period of July 1, 2009, through June 30, 2012. 

The SCO performed the audit in accordance with generally accepted government auditing 
standards and based on audit procedures performed, we determined that the implementing 
agency's accounting system and internal controls appear adequate to accumulate and segregate 
reasonable, allocable, and allowable project costs as required by Title 2, Code ofFederal 
Regulations, Part 225, and California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and 
Transportation Commission (Commission) program guidelines and agreements. 

We audited the Proposition 1B bond-funded projects EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield Avenue 
Extension, from Della Street to 12th Avenue; EA No. 06 -4C2874L, 12th Avenue Widening, 
from Home Depot to Grangeville; and EA No. 06 - 4C2944L, 11th Avenue Widening, from 
Hume Avenue to Houston Avenue and for each project determined that: 

• 	 The city complied with applicable federal and state procurement requirements as required by 
Title 49, Code ofFederal Regulations, Part 18, and/or California Public Contract Code 
sections 10140--10141. 

• 	 The project costs incurred and reimbursed were in compliance with required Caltrans and 
Commission program guidelines, procedures, agreements, or approved amendments; contract 
provisions; and/or applicable state and federal laws and regulations. 

• 	 The project deliverables (outputs) and outcomes were consistent with the project scope, 

schedule, and benefits described in the executed project baseline agreements or approved 

amendments. 




Laurine Bohamera, Chief -2-	 June 30, 2016 

However, as we noted in our draft report issued on March 10, 2016, our audit found that for 
projects under review the city did not properly segregate costs in its accoun ting system and 
claimed $84,738 unallowable/unsupported costs. Specifically: 

o 	 The city' s accounting system did not properly segregate costs associated with projects 
EA No. 06 -4C2834, Greenfield Avenue Extension, from Della Street to 12th Avenue; 
and EA No. 06 - 4C2874L, 12th Avenue Widening, from Home Depot to Grangeville, the 
city claimed $13,138.42 in unsupported costs under a contract change order, as noted in 
Findings 1 and. 2 of this report. 

o 	 For projects EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield Avenue Extension, from Della Street to 
12th Avenue; EA No. 06-4C2874L, 12th Avenue Widening, from Home Depot to 
Grangeville; and EA No. 06 - 4C2944L, 111h Avenue Widening, from Hume Avenue to 
Houston Avenue, the city claimed $71,599.31 in unallowable costs (extra-work/contract 
change orders) that it incurred outside of the original projects' scope, as noted in Finding 
3 of this report. 

We reviewed the city's response to draft audit report (Attachment) and have determined that: 

• 	 For Findings 1 and 2, the unallowable/unsupported costs were reduced from $13,138.42 
to $4,990; and 

• 	 For Finding 3, the unallowable/unsupported costs of $71,599.31 remain unchanged. 

Based on additional supporting documentation and records provided by the city, we reduced total 
unallowable I unsupported costs to $76,589.31. 

Schedules 1 through 3 of this report summarize project costs programmed, approved, expended, 
and audited during the audit period. 

If you have any questions, please contact Andrew Finlayson, Chief, State Agency Audits Bureau, 
at (916) 324-6310. 

Sincerely, 

Original signed by 

JEFFREY V. BROWNFIELD, CPA 
Chief, Division of Audits 

JVB/rg 

Attachment 

cc: Marty Namjou, Audit Manager 

Division of Audits - Bond Unit 

State Controller' s Office 


Vladimir Goncharenko, Auditor-in-Charge 

Division of Audits - Bond Unit 

State Controller's Office 


http:76,589.31
http:71,599.31
http:13,138.42
http:71,599.31
http:13,138.42


Audit Request No. P2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

Contents 


Audit Report 


Summary.. ... .......... ....... ....... ... ................. .. ....... ..... ................ .. ..................... .. .................... 1 


Background . . . . 

Attachment-Auditee's Response to Draft Audit Report 


... . . . . .. ... . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . .. . . .. .. ............. ... .. . . . ... . .. ... ......... ... .. . . . . . . . . . . ..... ...... .. ... . . . . . .. . . . 2 


Objectives, Scope, and Methodology .. .. ................ ......... .. . ................... ..... .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ... .... 3 


Conclusion ......................................... .... ........ .................................................................... . 4 


Views of Responsible Officials......................................... ........ ......................................... 5 


Restricted Use . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 


Schedule 1-Summary of Project Costs Approved, Expended, and Audited.................. 6 


Schedule 2-Summary of Project Costs Approved, Expended, and Audited.................. 7 


Schedule 3-Summary of Project Costs Approved, Expended, and Audited ... ...... .. ....... 8 


Findings and Recommendations......................... ......... ..... ...... ................. ... .............. .... .. .. ... . 9 




A11dit Req11est No. P2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

Audit Report 
Summary 	 The State Controller's Office (SCO) audited the City of Hanford, 

Department of Public Works' (implementing agency) fi nancial 
management system relative to projects funded and reimbursed by 
Proposition 1B bond funds during the audit period of July 1, 2009, through 
June 30, 2012. 

The SCO performed the audit in accordance with generally accepted 
government auditing standards and based on audit procedures performed, 
we determined that the implementing agency's accounting system and 
internal controls appear adequate to accumulate and segregate reasonable, 
allocable, and allowable project costs as required by Title 2, Code of 
Federal Regulations, Part 225 (2 CFR 225), and California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) and Transportation Commission (Commission) 
program guidelines, procedures, agreements, or approved amendments. 

We audited the Proposition lB bond-funded projects EA No. 06-4C2834, 
Greenfield Avenue Extension, from Della Street to l21h Avenue; EA No. 
06 - 4C2874L, l21h Avenue Widening, from Home Depot to Grangeville; 
and EA No. 06 - 4C2944L, l11h Avenue Widening, from Hume Avenue 
to Houston Avenue and for each project determined that: 

• 	 The implementing agency complied with applicable federal and state 
procurement requirements as required by Title 49, Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 18 (49 CFR 18), and/or California Public Contract 
Code sections 10140-10141. 

• 	 The project costs incurred and reimbursed were in compliance with 
required Caltrans and Commission program guidelines, procedures, 
agreements, or approved amendments; contract provisions; and/or 
applicable state and federal laws and regulations. 

• 	 The project deliverables (outputs) and outcomes were consistent with 
the proj ect scope, schedule, and benefits described in the executed 
project baseline agreements or approved amendments . 

However, as we noted in our draft report issued on March 10, 2016, our 
audit found that for projects under review the city did not properly 
segregate costs in its accounting system and claimed $84,738 
unallowable/unsupported costs. Specifically: 

• 	 The city's accounting system did not properly segregate costs 
associated with projects EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield Avenue 
Extension; and EA No. 06-4C2874L, l21h Avenue Widening, the city 
claimed $13,138.42 in unsupported costs under a contract change 
order, as noted in Findings 1 and 2 of this report. 

• 	 For projects EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield Avenue Extension; EA 
No. 06 - 4C2874L, 121h Avenue Widening; and EA No. 06 
4C2944L, l11

h Avenue Widening, the city claimed $71 ,599.31 in 
unallowable costs (extra-work/contract change orders) that it incurred 
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Audit Request No. P2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-local Partnership Program 

Background 

outside of the original projects ' scope, as noted in Fi nding 3 of this 
report. 

We reviewed the city ' s response to draft audit report (Attachment) and 
have determined that: 

• 	 For Findings 1 and 2, the unallowable/unsupported costs were reduced 
from $13,138.42 to $4,990; and 

• 	 For F inding 3, the unallowable/unsupported costs of $71,599.31 
remain unchanged. 

Based on additional supporting documentation and records provided by 
the city, we reduced total unallowable I unsupported costs to $76,589 .31. 

In accordance with Caltrans and Commission-executed project 
agreement(s) or approved amendments, the projects listed below were 
programmed and approved to receive Proposition lB bond funds, for one 
or more phases of work, under the State-Local Partnership Program 
(SLPP). 

• 	 EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield Avenue Extension 

The total approved Proposition lB amount is $250,000. The project 
completion date was May 20, 2011. 

• 	 EA No. 06 - 4C2874L, 121
h Avenue W idening 

The total approved Proposition lB amount is $600,000. T he proj ect 
completion date was May 20, 2011. 

• 	 EA No. 06 - 4C2944L, ll1
h Avenue Widening 

The total approved Proposition 1B bond fund amount is $500,000. The 
project completion date was January 14, 2011. 

T his audit was performed by the SCO on behalf of Caltrans (Audit Request 
No . P2535-0032, 0033, 0034). The authority to conduct this audit is given 
by: 

• 	 Interagency Agreement No. 77A0027, dated December 1, 2007, 
between the SCO and Caltrans, which provides that the SCO will 
perform audits of project expenditures that were funded and 
reimbursed by the Proposition lB Bond Fund to ensure compliance 
with Caltrans and Commission Proposition l B program guidelines. 

• 	 Government Code section 1241 0, which states, "The Controller sha ll 
superintend the fiscal concerns of the state. The Controller shall audit 
all claims against the s tate, and may audit the disbursement of any 
s tate money, for correctness, legality, and for sufficient provisions of 
law for payment." 
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Audit Request No. P2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

Objectives, Scope, 	 The SCO audited the implementing agency's financial management 
system relative to projects funded and reimbursed by Proposition 1 B and Methodology 
bond fu nds during the audit period of Ju ly 1, 2009, through June 30, 2012. 

The objectives of our audit were to determine whether: 

• 	 The implementing agency's accounting system and internal controls 
were adequate to accumulate and segregate reasonable, allocable, and 
allowable project costs as required by 2 CFR 225, and Caltrans and 
Commission program guidelines, procedures, project agreements, or 
approved amendments. 

• 	 The implementing agency complied with applicable federal and state 
procurement requi rements as required by 49 CFR 18, California 
Public Contract Code sections 10140-10141, and/or provisions stated 
in the contract. 

• 	 The project costs incurred and reimbursed were in compliance with 
required Caltrans and Commission program guidelines, procedures, 
agreements, or approved amendments; contract provis ions; and/or 
applicable state and federal laws and regulations. 

• 	 The project deliverables (outputs) and outcomes were consistent with 
the project scope, schedule, and benefi ts described in the executed 
project baseline agreements or approved amendments thereof. 

To achieve our audit objectives, we performed the following audit 
procedures : 

• 	 Reviewed the implementing agency's prior audits and single audit 
reports; 

• 	 Reviewed the implementing agency's written policies and procedures 
relating to accounting systems, construction project management, and 
contract management; and 

• 	 Interviewed employees, completed the internal control questionnaire, 
and performed a limited system walk-through in order to gain an 
understanding of the implementing agency's internal controls, 
accounting systems, timekeeping and payroll systems, and billing 
processes related to transportation projects; specifically, projects 
funded by Proposition lB. 

For the project(s) under review, we performed the following audit 
procedures: 

• 	 Obtained project files and reviewed preliminary information to ensure 
that the implementing agency complied with applicable state and 
federal procurement requirements; 

• 	 Obtained project expenditure reports, judgmentally selected a sample 
of activities that were funded by Proposition lB, and obtained and 
reviewed supporting documentation to ensure that project 
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Audit Request No. ?2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

Conclusion 

expenditures were reasonable, allocable, and allowable in accordance 
with Caltrans and Commission program guidelines, procedures, 
agreements, and applicable state and federa l requirements; 

• 	 Reviewed significant contract change orders to ensure that they were 
properly approved and supported; 

• 	 Reviewed project final reports, close-ou t documents, finance letters, 
and baseline agreements to ensure that variances or changes to the 
project's scope, schedule, costs, and benefits were properly approved 
and supported; and 

• 	 Reviewed the project payment history fi le and/or invoices sent to the 
Caltrans accounting office to ensure that the implementing agency 
properly prepared and/or billed Caltrans fo r reimbursement of project 
expenditures as required by Caltrans' local assistance procedures. 

We conducted this performance audit in accordance with generally 
accepted government auditing standards. Those standards require that we 
plan and perform the audit to obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to 
provide a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on our 
audit objectives. We believe that the evidence obtained provides a 
reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on our audit 
objectives. 

We did not audit the implementing agency's financial statements. We 
limited our audit scope to planning and performing audit procedures 
necessary to achieve our audit objectives. 

We determined that the implementing agency's accounting system and 
internal controls appear adequate to accumulate and segregate reasonable, 
allocable, and allowable project costs as required by 2 CFR 225, and 
Caltrans and Commission program guidelines and agreements. 

We audited the Proposition lB bond-funded projects EA No. 06-4C2834, 
Greenfield Avenue Extension; EA No. 06 - 4C2874L, 121h Avenue 
Widening; and EA No. 06 - 4C2944L, l11

h Avenue Widening, and for 
each project determined that: 

• 	 The implementing agency complied with applicable federal and state 
procurement requirements required by 49 CFR 18, California Public 
Contract Code sections 10140-10141, and/or provisions stated in the 
contract. 

• 	 The project costs incurred and reimbursed were in compliance with 
required Caltrans and Commission program guidelines, procedures, 
agreements, or approved amendments; contract provisions; and/or 
applicable state and federal laws and regulations. 

• 	 The project deliverables (outputs) and outcomes were consistent with 
the project scope, schedule, and benefits described in the executed 
project baseline agreements or approved amendments. 
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Audit Request No. P2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

Views of 
Responsible 
Officials 

Restricted Use 

However, as we noted in our draft report issued on March 10, 2016, our 
audit found that for proj ects under ·review the city did not properly 
segregate costs in its accounting system and claimed $84,738 
unallowable/unsupported costs. Specifically: 

• 	 The city ' s accounting system did not properly segregate costs 
associated with projects EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield Avenue 
Extension; and EA No. 06-4C2874L, l21

h Avenue Widening, the city 
claimed $13,138.42 in unsupported costs under a contract change 
order, as noted in Findings 1 and 2 of this report. 

• 	 For projects EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield Avenue Extension; EA 
No. 06 - 4C2874L, 121

h Avenue W idening; and EA No. 06 
4C2944L, l11h Avenue Widening, the city claimed $71,599.31 in 
unallowable costs (extra-work/contract change orders) that it incurred 
outside of the original projects' scope, as noted in Finding 3 of this 
report. 

We reviewed the city's response to draft audit report (Attachment) and 
have determined that: 

• 	 For Findings 1 and 2, the unallowable/unsupported costs were reduced 
from $13,138.42 to $4,990; and 

• 	 For Finding 3, the unallowable/unsupported costs of $71,599.31 
remain unchanged. 

Based on additional supporting documentation and records provided by 
the city, we reduced total unallowable/unsupported costs to $76,589.31. 

We issued a draft audit report dated March 10, 2016. Lisa Dock, P.E., 
Deputy City Engineer, responded by letter dated March 17, 2016 
(Attachment). The final audit report includes the city's response. 

This report is solely for the information and use of City of Hanford, Public 
Works Department, Caltrans, and the SCO; it is not intended to be and 
should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. This 
restriction is not intended to limit distribution of this report, which is a 
matte r of public record. 

Original signed by 

JEFFREY V. BROWNFIELD, CPA 

Chief, Division of Audits 


June 30, 2016 
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A11dit Req11est No. P2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

Schedule 1
Summary of Project Costs 


Approved, Expended, and Audited 

July 1, 2009, through June 30, 2012 


Project No./EA No.: 06 - 4C2834 

Project Information: Greenfield Avenue Extension 

Project Financial Information: 

Phases Reimbursed by Programmed 
Proposition lB Bond Fund and Approved Expended Audited Variance1 Finding{s)2 

Construction $ 250,000 $ 184,495 $ 184,495 $ 65,505 $ * 
Total $ 250,000 $ 184,495 $ 184,495 $ 65,505 * 

Project Delivery Baseline: 


Project Phase{s}: Approved Actual Audited 


Beginning construction 07/15/2009 06/15/2010 06/15/2010 
End construction 11/15/2009 05/20/2011 05/20/2011 
Beginning close-out 11/01/2010 08/02/2011 08/02/2011 
End close-out 12/01/2010 10/04/2011 10/04/2011 

1 State funds allocated, but not used. 

2 ' s ee the Findings and Recommendations section. 
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Audit Request No. P2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

Schedule 2
Summary of Project Costs 


Approved, Expended, and Audited 

July 1, 2009, through June 30, 2012 


Project No./EA No.: 06 - 4C2874L 

Project Information: 12•h Avenue Widening 

Project Financial Information: 


Phases Reimbursed by Programmed 

Proposition lB Bond Fund and Approved Expended Audited Variance 1 Finding{s}2 

Construction $ 600,000 $ 486,717 $ 486,717 $ 113,283 $ * 
Total $ 600,000 $ 486,717 $ 486,717 $ 113,283 * 

Project Delivery Baseline: 


Project Phase{s2: Approved Actual Audited 


Beginning construction 07/152009 06/15/2010 06/15/2010 
End construction 11/15/2009 05/20/2011 05/20/2011 
Beginning close-out 11/15/2009 08/02/2011 08/02/2011 
End close-out 12/15/2009 10/04/2011 10/04/2011 

1 State funds allocated, but not used. 


2 "see the Findings and Recommendations section. 
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Audit Request No. ?2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

Schedule 3
Summary of Project Costs 


Approved, Expended, and Audited 

July 1, 2009, through June 30, 2012 


Project No./EA No.: 06 - 4C2944L 

Project Information: l11h Avenue Widening 

Project Financial Information: 

Phases Reimbursed by 
Proposition lB Bond Fund 

Construction 

Total 

Programmed 
and Approved 

$ 

$ 

500,000 

500,000 

Expended 

$ 395,898 

$ 395,898 

Audited 

$ 395,898 

$ 395,898 

Variance' 

$ 104,102 

$ 104,102 

Finding(s)2 

_$___*_ 

* 

Project Delivery Baseline: 

Project Phase(s): 

Beginning construction 
End construction 
Beginning close-out 
End close-out 

Approved 

06/28/2010 
10/31/2010 
11/01/2010 
12/01/2010 

Actual 

06/28/2010 
01/14/2011 
04/06/2011 

Audited 

06/28/2010 
01/14/2011 
04/06/2011 

1 State funds allocated, but not used. 


2 · s ee the Findings and Recommendations section. 
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Audit Request No. ? 2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Parmership Program 

Findings and Recommendations 

FINDING 1
Inadequate 
segregation 
controls 

The City of Hanford, Department of Public Works' accounting system did 
not properly segregate program cos ts (i.e. Congestion Mitigation and Air 
Quality (CMAQ) and SLPP) for EA No. 06 - 4C2874L, 12'" Avenue 
Widening project. As a result, the city was overpaid on the firs t invoice, 
which included CMAQ costs, and the discrepancy was not caught until the 
second final invoice had been submitted for reimbursement. 

In addition, the city grouped projects EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield 
Avenue Extension; and EA No. 06 - 4C2874L, l21

h Avenue Widening, 
into a single project at the initial stages until Caltrans instructed the city to 
separate them into two dis tinct projects. 

Master Agreement No. 00216S, Article V, Section 2 states: 

ADMINISTERING AGENCY, its contractors and subcontractors shall 
establish and maintain an accounting system and records that properly 
accumulate and segregate incurred PROJECT costs and matching fund s 
by line item for the PROJECT. 

The city did not comply with the Master Agreement No. 00216S discussed 
above. 

Recommendation 

The city should follow Master Agreement No. 00216S along with Chapter 
5 of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual to establish adequate 
segregation controls within its accounting system to properly segregate 
project and program costs. 

City's Response 

• 	 The city did not agree that its accounting system did not properly 
segregate project costs into different and/or appropriate programs 
(CMAQ and SLPP). The city reasoned that once Caltrans instructed 
the city to segregate the project bid items into the two separate 
projects, it complied with the request by creating the line items 
spreadsheets and segregated the bid items into the separate projects. 
Furthermore, the city claims that " invoicing for reimbursements" was 
done as entirely separate submittal requests to Caltrans accounting 
office . 

• 	 The city agreed that the initial reimbursement Invoice No. 1 for the 
12th Avenue Widening, SLPPCL09-5091(038) project, submitted to 
Caltrans, inadvertently included the non-SLPP program-related costs. 
The city claims that it discussed the e rror with Caltrans Local 
Assistance once it caught the discrepancy. 
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Audit Request No. P2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

FINDING2
Unsupported 
project costs 

SCO's Comment 

The SCO reviewed the city's response and has determined that the find ing 
remains unchanged and that the city 's accounting system did not properly 
segregate project costs into separate projects and/or appropriate programs 
(CMAQ and SLPP). The city's expenditure audit trail, vendor payment 
history, and revenue audi t trai l reports all showed that the city's 
accounting system treated projects EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield 
Av'enue Extension; and EA No. 06 - 4C2874L, l21h Avenue Widening, as 
one; therefore, the city failed to properly segregate the costs within its 
accounting system. 

Furthermore, when the initial reimbursement Invoice No. 1 that included 
non-SLPP related costs for EA No. 06- 4C2874L, l21h Avenue Widening 
project was submitted for reimbursement, the discrepancy was not caught 
until the second, final, invoice was submitted fo r re imbursement. The 
discrepancy was caught by Caltrans, which made appropriate corrections 
to the second invoice. 

Neither the city nor the contractor was able to support the Proposition lB 
bond-funded project costs associated with the following Extra Work (EW) 
reports for Contract Change Order (CCO) No. 1: EW No. 1 ($750), EW 
No. 3 ($350), EW No. 4 ($4,640), and EW No. 13 ($7,398 .42). The city 
did not comply with Master Agreement No. 00216S, Article V, Section 3, 
which urges the Administering Agency and its contractor(s) to: "maintain 
and make avai lable for inspection and audit all books, documents, papers, 
accounting records, and other evidence." Therefore, the total claimed costs 
of $13,138.42 associated with CCO No. 1, which included costs fo r 
projects EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield Avenue Extension; and EA No. 
06 - 4C2874L, l21

h Avenue Widening, are not allowed due to the lack of 
supporting documentation and/or evidence. 

Caltrans Construction Manual, Chapter 16.8 states: 

...whenever the local agency is unable to produce requested data or 
information, it shall be assumed by reviewing personnel the required 
actions were either never performed or not properly recorded. 

Recommendation 

The city should maintain a complete evidence file (e.g., invoices, extra 
work detail reports, timesheets, etc.) to support incurred project costs. 

In addition, the city should refund the total overpayment, in the amount of 
$13,138.42, to Caltrans' accounting office as required by Master 
Agreement No. 00216S, Article IV, Section 19. 

City's Response 

The city disagreed with the finding and provided additional records and 
copies of the emails (Attachment) in lieu of support documentation. The 
city claims that it was not made aware of the particular items in question 
during the audit. 
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Audit Request No. P2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

FINDING3
Ineligible project 
costs 

SCO's Comment 

We reviewed the city' s response and determined that the finding remains 
unchanged with one exception. Based on additional records (certified 
payroll) provided by the city for EA No. 06 - 4C2874L, l21

h Avenue 
Widening project, we reduced unallowable/unsupported costs from 
$13,138.42 to $4,990. Of that amount, $1,198 is funded by the Proposition 
lB Bond Fund and should be refunded to Caltrans' accounting office. 

In addition, the city was made aware of the items in question throughout 
the audit, during the fieldwork visits, and at the exit conference when the 
audit team went over Finding 2 and its unsupported costs. 

The city claimed unallowable costs for EA No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield 
Avenue Extension project, in the amount of $52,329.81 under CCO No. 2. 
California Transportation Commission (CTC) Financial Vote List for EA 
No. 06 - 4C2834, Greenfield Avenue Extension project states: 

The proposed project will extend Greenfield Avenue from Delta Street 
to 121h Avenue and provide additional access to various developments in 
the surrounding area including Hanford West High School and Hanford 
Community Hospital. 

The work was performed at 1064 Fitzgerald Lane in Hanford, which was 
outside the original project scope. Therefore, the costs associated wi th 
CCO No. 2 in the amount of $52,329.81 are not allowed. 

The city claimed unallowable costs for EA No. 06 - 4C2874L, 121h 

Avenue Widening project, in the amount of $4,691 under EW Report 
No. 21. CTC Financial Vote List for EA No. 06 - 4C2874L, l21

h Avenue 
Widening project states: 

The proposed project will add additional travel lane capacity /2 lanes 
each direction/, thereby reducing travel delays and associated 
greenhouse gasses. Project will also improve safety by installing a raised 
median to separate northbound and southbound traffic and to prohibit 
left turn movements onto 12'h Avenue from residences fronting the street. 

The work claimed was performed for the First Lutheran Church located at 
9075 12111 Avenue in Hanford. Additionally, the work was an improvement 
to church property and had no relation to the project and its scope. The 
city invoiced the church fo r $3,500, was reimbursed, and then claimed 
another reimbursement in the amount of $4,691 from the State. Therefore, 
in addition to working outside the project scope, the city did not comply 
with Master Agreement No. 00216S, Article IV, Section 19, which states: 

Any PROJECT costs for which ADMINISTERING AGENCY has 
received payment or c redit that are determined by subsequent audit to be 
unallowable under OMB Circular A-87, 48 CFR, Chapte r 1, Part 31, 23 
CFR Parts 140, 645 and 646 or 49 CFR, Part 18, are subject to repayment 
by ADMINISTERING AGENCY to STATE. 
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Audit Request No. ?2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-local Part11erslzip Program 

Therefore, the costs associated with EW Report No. 21, in the amount of 
$4,691, are not allowed. 

The city claimed unallowable costs for EA No. 06 - 4C2944L, l11h 

Avenue Widening project in the amount of $14,578.50 under EW Reports 
No. 4, No. 7 and No. 8. CTC Financial Vote List for the EA No. 
06 - 4C2944L, l11h Avenue Widening project states: 

The proposed project will add additional travel lane capacity (2 lanes 
each direction), as well as bike route capacity, thereby reducing travel 
delays and associated green house gases. The project will also improve 
safety by installing a raised median to separate NB and SB traffic and 
limit left turn movements onto 11'h Avenue to street intersection 
locations only. 

The work claimed under EW No. 4 was for the water and sewer services 
provided for the private property at 11723 l11

h Avenue in Hanford. The 
city invoiced the owner for $6,164, was reimbursed, and then claimed 
another reimbursement in the amount of $6,164 from the State. In addition, 
the work claimed under EW No. 7 was for the AT&T underground conduit 
conflict accommodation. The city invoiced the local business for 
$3,752.50, was reimbursed, and then claimed another reimbursement in 
the amount of $3,752.50 from the State. EW No. 8 was a continuation of 
EW No. 7, and the claimed amount for EW No. 8 was $4,662. The work 
performed outside the original project scope and all associated costs, in 
the amount of $14,578.50 are not allowed. 

Recommendation 

The city should perform the work within the project scope and ensure that 
it does not claim costs for which it has already received payment of credit. 

In addition, the city should refund the total overpayment in the amount of 
$71,599.31 back to Caltrans accounting office as required by Master 
Agreement No. 00216S, Article IV, Section 19. 

City's Response 

The ci ty acknowledged that the costs in question were for construction 
work that was performed outside of the original project scope, and agrees 
to reimburse $62,332.51, 88.53% of the total unallowable amount. 

The city did not agree that all of the extra work, totaling $4,692.01, is 
unallowable. The city argued that the extra work can be attributed to the 
curb, gutter, and sidewalk construction necessary due to flooding. The city 
believes that the unallowable amount should be only $3,500, of which 
$3,095.58 (88.53% of $3,500, the state-funded share) should be 
reimbursed. 
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Audit Request No. ?2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

SCO's Comment 

We reviewed the city's response and has determined that the finding 
remains unchanged. 

As a result, $71,599.31 remains unallowable because costs claimed were 
for work performed outside of the original project scope. Of this total, 
$22,504 is funded by the Proposition 1B Bond Fund and should be 
refunded to Caltrans' accounting office. 
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Audit Request No. P2535-0032, 0033, 0034 
City ofHanford State-Local Partnership Program 

Attachment

Auditee' s Response to 


Draft Audit Report 




CITY OF HANFORD 
Department of Public Work 

Focused On Our Community 24/7 
9.u~:Sf>,ut&Jo~ A\retii!.e ..~~:~qtw.,·a~:-'9Stio~$2'34 ,~; (559), 58$;.~~a 

March 17, 2016 

State Controller's Office - Division of Audits 

State Agency Audits Bureau - Chief Andrew Flnlayson 

P.O. Box 942850 

Sacramento, CA 94250-5874 

Mr. Finlayson, 

This letter p~ovides comments, and.ls in response to the State Controller's Office audit of the City of Hanford, 

Department of Public Works financial management system relative to projects funded and reimbursed by 

Proposition lB bond funds during the audit period of July 1, 2009 t hrough June 30, 2012, regarding the finding 

tllis agency's .accounting 5)1Stem .and lnternal controls being inadequate ro accumulate and segr.!lgate 

reasonable, allocable, and allowable project costs. 

The city receivedStatefunding for threeprojects which were audited: 

• 	 Widening of12th Ave. between Home Depot and Grangeville Blvd.- SLPPCL09-5091(038) 

(ContractorAgee Construct/on) 

• 	 Extension ofGreenfield Ave. from 12'h Ave. to Della St. - SLPPCL09-5091(039) 

(Contractor Agee Construction) 

• 	 Installat ion ofa Traffic Signal at Greenfield Ave. and 12!/J Ave. - CMAQ CML-5091(033) 

(Contractor A-C Electric) 

The audit states the following findings: 

Finding No. 1: "The audit found that the City of Hanford accounting system did not properly segregate project 

costs Into different and/or appropriate programs (CMAQ and SLPP}.H 

1) 	 During project design, and prior to advertising, the city requested and got approvalfrom Ca/trans Local 

Assistance to combine the two SLPP projects (12th Avenue Widening and Greenfield Extension) into one bid 

packagefor construction. It was noted on the award letter to the State and there is reference to the 

projects being combined. Ca/transfurther instructed that the City segregate the bid items into the two 

separate projectsfor the reimbursement invoicing. The city complied and the line items spreadsheetfor the 

project segregated the costs for each projectfor invoicing and reimbursements. Additionally, the progress 

payments to the contractorsegregated the bid items into the separate projects, and the state invoicingfor 

reimbursements were made as entirely separate submittal requests to Ca/trans. 



2) 	 The Initial reimbursement invoice #1 for the 12t11 Avenue Widening, SLPPCL09-5091(038),that was submitted 

to Ca/trans Inadvertently Included costs for the Traffic Signal lnstallatlon, CML-5091(033), CMAQfunded 

project on the invoice. Upon the city making the discovery, we immediately discussed the error with 

Ca/trans Local Assistance and were directed to make the correction on Invoice 112. The correction was made 

with the next Invoice #2, which was also the FINAL invoice, and the items were removed and the 

reimbursement invoicing was balanced. 

Finding No. 2: "The city did not provide support documentation for the project costs associated with the 

following Extra Work Change Orders (CCO#l): No. 1 ($750.00); No. 3 ($350.00); No.4 ($4,640.00); and No. 13 

($7,398.42). The total claimed costs of $13,138.42 are deemed "not allowed" due to the lack of supporting 

documentation and or ·evidence." 

The noted change order (CC01} items described below are; 

• 	 No. 1 ($750.00) - Temporary Striping due to SCE delays for poles not being relocated. The project folder cost 

proposal that was submitted and accepted by the city is attached. This work was required because SCE had 

not completed their relocatlon work per the utility agreement and an additional phase ofwork was required . 

with temporary striping placed. (Attachment A) 

• 	 No. 3 ($350.00} -Station30+75, lnstaf/ monume1ttwe!J /city .to provide monument well). Attached is ,an 

email with the quoted price of$350.00 along with the construction procedure and specifications reference 

that was provided to the contractor. The contract bid price for the 7 street monument wells per plan were 

$500.00 each. It was discovered that one monument well did not get noted on the plans, however there 

was less work required to Install this monument well, so a price was requested from the contractor with the 

proposal of$350.00. The amount was agreed to by the Cityfor the price of$350.00. (Attachment B} 

• 	 No. 4 and No. 5 ($3,740+$900.00 =$4,640.00) - Station 22+00 and 25+o0, lnsta/14-2" meter boxes for 

existing r water services (4 @$935 each = $3740); Station 51+50, insta/12-1" water meter boxes for 

existing 1" water services (2 @$450 each = $900}; combined total = $4,640.00. (PC0#5). The change o;der 

(PC0/15) is attached. Also, the work was requested with Addendum to sheets memorandum issued 

8/30/2010 which is attachedfor reference. (Attachment C) 

• 	 No. 13 ($7,398.42)-Saturday and Sunday work on project at the request of the city. (See attached lump 

sum cost estimate, with support documents and wage determinations). Based on the wage determination 

rates and the requested time for workers for 8 hours both on Saturday and Sunday, and the lump sum cost 

proposalfor $7,398.42 was accepted by the City. (Attachment.DJ 

The city was not made aware that these particular items were in question and has the attached support 

documentation which was available at the time of the audit. These findings total $13,138.42, ofwhich the 

city believes are all allowable costsfor State participation . 

Finding No. 3: The city claimed $13,138.42 In unsupported costs {as noted In Finding No. 2), and $71,599.31 for 

the cost Incurred outside the original project scope. The total claimed unallowable cost is $84,737.73 per the 

audit. 
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• 	 There was $13,138.42 ofclaimed costs which the City has documentation supporting these costs 
incurred, and has attached the documentation from the projectfiles. - (see explanation above.) 

• 	 The findings state that there was $71,599.31 outside of project scope. 
($52,329.81 +$4,691.00 + =$71,599.31) 

o 	 ($52,329.81) 12th Avenue Widening: There was $52,329.81 ofcosts incurred that were outside 
of the original project scope. - The additional cost Is associated with the construction ofa 
storm drain pipeline and outlet structure from Greenfield Avenue to the storm drain basin which 
Is located to the south of Greenfield and outside of the project area. The City fa/led to update 
the environmental document to support the construction outside of the original project scope 
area. The original contract documents required that 30"storm drain pipeline be installed on 
Greenfield Avenue connecting Into an existing 18" pipeline at Della Street where the storm 
water would drain Into an existing city retention basin. During construction, unknown utilities 
conflicts were encountered and It was determined that a storm drain //ft station would be 
required (designed and constructed) at an additional cost of$40,500.00 above the contract 
amount. The connection to the existing storm drain pipeline at Della was a temporary solution 
}or the storm drain water, and the ultimate master plan was to constr~ct a 36" gravity pipeline 
at GreeT)fie/.d cmd Fitz.gerald tD run .the.st:orm water soutb t-0 .the :existing basin loc-0tion. Tbe 
city was unable to obtain right of way or easements during the design stage, so the master 
plaanedpipeline option was not possible at start of construction. During construction, the 
property owner on Greenfield approached the city regarding developing his property into 
multiple single family residential lots and agreed to provide an easement to the city for the 
Installation of the storm drain pipe. It was determined that the cast for a storm lift station 
Including plans and specifications, pump, electrical panel, floats, etc., Including the additional 
piping that would not be necessary with alternate design Incurred the project costs $64,26150. 

The city received a proposal from the contractor to install the master planned pipe line from 
Greenfield to the existing basin, Including construction an outfall structure, for the amount 
$76,091.31 . . The city proceeded with the pipeline alternate, but did not update the 
environmental document to include this scope ofwork. The State reimbursed the city for 
88.53% of the costs, and the city received $46,327.58 for the change order. The City agrees 
with the audit that this Item was outside of the original project scope, and agrees that a 
reimbursement for the 88.53% State funded share be reimbursed to the State In the amount 
of$46,327.58. (Attachment£) 

o 	 ($4,691.00) There was a change order prepared In the amount of$4,692.01 for the 
construction oftwo drain rock wells located at 9075 12th Avenue In the First Lutheran Church 
parking lot are, which Findings No. 3 ofthe audit claims are unallowed. The construction of 
curbs, gutters, and sidewalks across the propertyfrontage affected the storf!I water runoff 
patterns and caused additionalflooding to occur in their parking lot area. There was f'JO city 
storm drainage system to collect drainage in this area, and It was dete;mined that rock wells 
would be required alleviate the flooding caused by the construction. Two rock filled drainage 
well Inlets were installed approximately 3' behind the existing city right of way at the parking 
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lot entrances ot the First Lutheran Church. It was estimated that the church provided 
approximately 75% ofthe drainage to these Inlets, and the project contributed the remaining 
25%. A shared cost arrangement was agreed on that First Lutheran Church would contribute 
$3500.00 to the cost of the inlets, and the city would contribute the remaining $1,192.01. On 
1/6/2011, First Lutheran Church was.Invoiced, and pail/ the city the amount of$3,500.00for 
their share In the drain inlets construction. With the State invoicing request, the City 
Inadvertently submitted the full amount of$4,692.01 for reimbursement and the State paid 
their contribution share of$4,153.84 {88.53%). As the flooding is5ue was attributed to the 
project curb, gutter, and sidewalk construction, the city believes that the costs Incurred by the 
rock wells construction are allowable costs. The amount that the city was responsible for and 
should have claimed to the State for reimbursement was $1,192.01 ($4,692.01 - $3,500.00 = 

$1,192.01). 1he State contribution to. this share should have been $1,055.26. The City 
therefore believes and agrees that the difference of the State contribution should be 
reimbursed to the State In the amount of$41 153.84 - $1.055.26 =$3.098.58. (Attachment F) 

o 	 ($14,578.50) The audit Finding determines that there were three unal/owable, outside the 
project scope, costs incurred on the 11'h Avenue Widening Project from Hume Street to Houston 
Street inckiding: 

1. 	 $6,164.00 for water and sewer servlf:es located at 11723 11111 Avenue; 
2. · $3, 752.50 for AT&T conduit conflicts,· 
3. 	 $4, 662.00 additional work required for the AT&T conduit conflicts. 

These items combined amount to the total cost of$14,578.50 which the State Audit Findings 
determine to be unallowable. 

1. 	 The city agrees with the findings ofthe audit that the state contribution should be 
reimbursed. ($6,164.00 x 88.53% =$5,456.99) The city agrees with the findings of the 
audit. This item was paid by AT&T. The state contribution paid towards the item was 
$3, 752.50 x 88.5396"=$3,322.09, which the city agrees to reimburse to the State. 

2. 	 The city agrees with the findings of the audit. This item was paid byAT&T. The state 
contribution paid towards the item was $4,662.00x 88.53% =$4,127.27. 

Based on the information provided above, we believe that the reimbursement amount to the State for the three 
projects being audited amounts to: 

$46,327.58. 


$ 3,098.58. 


$5,456.99 


$ 3,322.09 


$4,127.27 


$62,332.51 - Total Reimbursement to the State for Findings 1, 2, and 3. 
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As noted Jn the audit findings, the primary issues that the city violated were 1} requesting reimbursement for 
work outside the project scope; 2) not providing sufficient supporting documentation for change orders; and 3) 
requesting reimbursement for Items that were paid by others. Project engineer that was assigned to these 
projects was relatively new with the State processes, and has since become much better with the construction 
administration ofall projects. Additionally, at the preliminary stages of the audits, MJ~e <}i_llfiano, the Ca/trans !\ 
Local Assistance Construct/on Oversight Engineer, met with city staff and provide training on change orders 

· and the required documentation to support them. We discussed force accounts, lump sum agreements, and 
balance ofquantities cost changes, and the requirements for state funded projects. Addltlonally, Lisa Dock, PE, 
Project Manager, was recommended for the Resident Engineering Academy training, and attended in early 
March 2016. With this In depth training provided, the responsible Construction Manager/Resident Engineer is 
much more Informed for project compliance. The City of Hanford standards ofpractice have always been in line 
with the Ca/trans Master Agreement requirements, and appreciate the support that Ca/trans Local Assistance 
has provided throughout the project course. 

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to respond to the findings-of the auditfor projects P2535--0032, 0033, 

and0034. 


Sincerely, 

OR~GCNAL S~GNED BY: 

Lisa Dock, PE 

Deputy City Engineer 
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I II 

August 25, 2010 

City of Hanford 

Lisa Dock, P. E. 

900 South 10111 Ave 

Hanford, CA 93230 


RE: 	 12th Ave Widening and Reconstruction 

PCO # 01 - Temp striping Costs 


Ms. Dock, 

Herein you will find our PCO I 01 as well as a brief explanation of the costs associated Wlth this PCO. 

PCO # 01 ls for the costs Agee Construction wltf make to perform ternp01<1ry traffic slriplng. The temporary 

striping Is due to the delayed Power Pole Relocation by the Power Company. 


PCO # ;01 ~U!:Qp ·sum ;price ,ls ---- --$750 

e If you have any questions, please contact me at (559) 299-3290, Ext 112. 

Sincerely, 

ORfGCNAL S~GNED BY: 
'v1nu:m1•1t11l111c:L 

Agee Construction Corp. 

P.O. Box 629 •Clovl!, CA 93613 • (559) 299·3290 •FAX (559) 29'-3503 

1.1 



I ol-' I I rrVt'.J'LlA \f!_ · 

'fx+rL. Use Dock 

To: Vincent Martinez 
Cc: Tai Eslick; Alan Dirlam; John Doyel

9lubJect: Detour striping on 12th Avenue - additional cost approval 

Vincent, 
Per my conversation with Tai today, Agee Construction will need to place approximately 5000+ If of temporary striping 
on 12'" Avenue to move the traffic to the east side of the street while constructing the west side. The original 
construction plan was to use the existing striping and direct traffic thru the middle of the construction, but this 
alternative is not feasible due to the existing power poles not being moved as anticipated. 

The additional cost for the striping was quoted to me as $1500, and per Tai, Agee will pay for half of the cost 
themselves. The City agrees to pay half of the cost for the additional striping due to SCE poles not being relocated in 
time, for an additional increase of $750. 

Please call If you have any questions. Thanks. 

Lisa A. Dock, PE 
Deputy City Engineer 

City of Hanford 

QOO S. 10th Avenue 

Hanford, CA 9:32:30 

(569)585-2555 fax (559)583-1529 




October 5, 2010 

ctty of Hanford 

Lisa Dock, P. E. 

900 South 10111 Ave 

Hanford, CA 93230 


RE: 	 12th AVe Widening and ReconstTuctJon 

PCO ·# 04 - Set Monument Well 


Ms.Dock, 

Herein you wlll find our PCO # 04, PCO # 04 Is for the Installation of Monument Well per ctty Standard GE
14. The lnstallatkin of the Survey Bronze and the supply of the Monument Wen will be provided by the ctty
of Hanford.. · · 

:PCO # -04 k1mpsum plice Js --------- $330,00 

• If you have any questions, please contact me at (559) 2.99-3290, Ext 112.. 

Sincerely, 

OEd~~ ti\:AL StiGi\ED 3Y: 

Vmc:enc l"iaitlnez 

Agee ConstructJon Corp. . 


P.O. Box 6l9 •Clovis, CA 93613 • {559) 299-3290 •FAX (559) 299-3503 



. L)sa Dock 

From: Vincent Martinez [VlncentM@ageeconstructlon.com] 
dl!lsent: Tuesday, October 05, 2010 12:48 PM 
~o: I.Isa Dock 

Subject: RE: Monument Well for 12th St 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 

Flag Status: Completed 


Categories: Change Orders 

Lisa, 

The price will be 350. 

I will send you a formal PCO later 


Vincent Martinez 

Ph 559 299 3290 xt 122 

Cel l 559 994 0775 


Agee Construction 
PO Box 629 

~!~~%-~-~-3-~.P........... 
sl,..~om: Lisa Dock rmailto:LDock@cl.hanford.ca.usl 
~nt: Tuesday, October 05, 2010 11:56 AM 

To: Vincent Martinez 

Subject: RE: Monument Well for 12th St 


Vincent, 

The city will supply the monument well. Agee would set the monument in concrete per the city standard. Zumwalt 

Hansen will come back after the monument is set and they will set the 2" marker tag. 


Lisa A. Dock, PE 

[Jop11ty City Engineer 

City (Jf Hanford 

~JQO S. 10th Avenue 

Hanford. CA \lJ:'<lO 

(Sfi9lSl35-255!i fax i559)583· 1529 

From: Vincent Martinez [mailto:VlncentM@ageeconstructlon.coml 

Sent: Tuesday, October 05, 2010 10:53 AM 

To: Lisa Dock 

Subject: Monument Well for 12th St 


Lisa, 
We had spoken about some pricing for additional work on 12'h St and in those prices you were looking for a price to 
Install a monument well per GE-14 
~understand you will supply the 2" Bronze Marker 
~"tvilf you also be supplying the cast Iron Box and lid? 

mailto:VlncentM@ageeconstructlon.coml
mailto:rmailto:LDock@cl.hanford.ca.usl
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Lisa Dock 

From: Lisa Dock 

Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2010 5:24 PM 

To: 'Vincent Martinez' 

Cc: 'Tai Eslick'; 'Alan Dirlam' 

Subject: RE: Monument Well for 12th St 


Vincent, 

To clarify the below stated: 


Agee will set the monument well per standard GE-14. The well ls provided by the City. 

The pipe and brass disk inside the monument well will also be set by Agee. The city will provide the 2• brass disk. Once 

the monument well, pipe, and brass disk are set by Agee, the surveyor will come out and put a pu,nch tag on the disk. 


Please make sure this Is Included In your price stated. 


ALSO-

We need to have Agee Install the pipe and disk In the 2 monuments on 111

h Avenue. You have already installed the 

monument wells, but I need you to also set the pipe and brass disk. Once this Is completed, the surveyor will come out 

and do a punch tag on the disk. Again, the ci ty will provide the brass disk for Agee to set. 


Lisa A. Dock, PE 
Deputy City Engineer 

City of Hanford 

900 S. 1Oth Avenue 

Hanford, CA 93230 

(559)585-2555 fax (559)583-1529 


From:Vincent Martinez fmailto:VlncentM@ageeconstructlon.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, October OS, 2010 12:48 PM 

To: Lisa Dock 

Subject: RE: Monument Well for 12th St 


Lisa, 

The price will be 350. 

I will send you a formal PCO later 


Vincent Martinez 
Ph 559 299 3290 xt 122 
Cell 559 994 8775 

Agee Construction 
POBox629 
.Q~.~~J-~_?}.!!~---·--·-··--_..____________..,,_..___,, ·- ,, ___ - ·-·-··-· ...._..__ ....,.,_,_______ -··-·---·-"'"....... ______ _, 

From: Lisa Dock [mallto:LPock@d.hanford.ca.ysJ 
Sent: Tuesday, October OS, 2010 11:56 AM 

Attachment B 
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To: Vlnc.ent Martinez 

Subject: RE: Monument Well for 12th St 


Vincent, 

The city will supply the monument well. Agee would set the monument In concrete per the city standard. Zumwalt 

Hansen will come back after the monument is set and they wlll set the 2" marker tag. 


Lisa A. Dock, PE 
Deputy City Engineer 
City of Hanford 
900 S. 10th Avenue 
Hanford, CA 93230 
(559)585-2555 fax (559)583-1 529 

From: Vincent Martinez [mallto:YlncentM@aaeeconstructlon.coml 
Sent: Tuesday, October 05, 2010 10:53 AM 
To: Lisa Dock · 
Subject: Monument Well for 12th St 

Lisa, 
We had spoken about some pricing for additional work on 12•hSt and In those prices you were looking for a price to 
Install a monument well per GE-14 
I under.stand you wUI su.p_ply the 2" Bronze Mar-ker 
Will you also be supplying the Cast Iron Box and Lid? 

Vincent Martinez 
Ph 559 299 3290 xt 122 
Cell 559 994 ans 

Agee Construction 
PO Box 629 
Clovis, CA 93613 

2 

Attachment B 



October 5, 2010 

City of Hanford 
Lisa Dock, P, E. 
900 South 1ou• Ave 
Hanford, CA 93230 

.0 

RE: 	 ·12U1 Ave Widening and Reconstruction 
PCO # 05 - Add to lines Indicated as caps on plans 

Ms. Dode, 

1. 	 PCO # 05 Is for the installatlon and supply of adding an Angle Meter stop, Polyplpe (lOtt max), 
Meterbox wReading Ud to (2) each 1" fines that are Indicated to end with a cap. Work to be done I • +
per City's standard Plan WA-11. Work does oot Include the supply of meter or radio read. 
2 Each @ $ 450 ---------$900 V 

2. · PCO # 05 Is for the Installation and supply or adding an Angle Met:er Stop, Polyplpe (10tt max), 
Metetbox wReading Lrd to (2) each 2" lines that ate Indicated to end with a cap. Work to be done l t: 
per Qty's Standard Plan WA-14. Work does n9~ Include the supply of meter; strainer or radio read. • J 
4 Each@$ 935 . - $3,740 v 

If you have any questions, please contact me at (559) 29S-3290, Ext 112. 

Sincerely, 

or.:r~!NA L s~crmo 3~fLQA.. wWl\OLWY\ U.JIJA..O.CL ~1~0/10 

~t*G 
P.O. Box 629 •Clovis, CA 93613 • (559) 299-3290 •FAX (S59) 299..3563 \ ,4- ~ l • ~) 
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Addendum 

To: Agee Construction 

From: Lisa Dock 

cc, Gus Compton, Inspector 

Date: 81301201 0 

Re< Addendums to Improve.men! Plans for 12lh Avenue Widening, from Home Depot to Grangeville 

Addendums to sheet no. at approximate stations: 

Sheets 4-10: 
• 	 The existing 3" gas main shown on plans to be behind the west side curb was found to be 

approxlmately 6' off the face of curb, and In the street. 

Sheet4: 
• Statton 9+26, Rt.: Plug 36' SD at manhole 

Sheets 
• 	 Stalion 14+30, Lt.: Change "R&R Water Service, F&I Metei" to "Install 1" water service and box, 

no meter" (The existing selVlce was not found.) Cf'/A·1 1) 
• Station 14+90+/-, lt.: Install water selVlce (1' ) with box, no meter Cf'/A-11) 
• Statlon 14+00, Rt.: tnstal 8" blow off assembly at end of a· water pipe (no cap) f.Y'/A-26) 

• Station 14+00, Rt.: Install 2-2" water services and boxes, (no meter) (WA-14) 
• 	 Station 17+00, Lt.: lnstaft 4' SS lateral to Parcel 1 (PM 1<>-82) on liberty Street. Locate lateral 

90' west of end of curb return.(SS-23) 
• Station 19+00, Rt.: Install 8" blow olf assembly at end of s• water pipe (no cap) (WA-26) 

Sheet 6: 
• Station 22+00, Rt.: lns1aU 6" blow off assembly at end ol 6" water pipe (no cap) 0NA-26) 
• S1ation 22+00, Rt~ Install 2·2" meter boxes (no meters), (no cap) f.Y'/A-14) 
• Station 25+00, Rt.: Install 6' blow off assembly at end Of a·water pipe (no cap) Cf'/A'26) 
• Station 25+00, Al: Install 2·2" meter boxes (no meters}, (no cap) f.Y'/A-14) 
• 	 Station 25+05, Rt.: move the 6" SS lateral to connect to the manhole, Inv. 230.47 at S=0.0050. 

Invert at pipe end== 230.55, plug pipe 

Sheel 7: . 
~ Station 30+75: Install monument well at Intersection of 12v' @ Greenfield. (ZUmwalt to survey 

location, Zumwalt to set tag in weU) The city Will provide the monument well. (GE-14) 
• 	 Statlon 30+75, Rt.: Replace segment piece of 10" SS along with the other pipe. Change A&R 

87 tt of10"SS to be R&R 102 If of 10" SS. 
• 	 Station 30t00, Rt.: move the proposed 4" S.S lateral from 12., Avenue to be on Greenfield 

Avenue (to allow connection to septic at back of house} Approximately 1 O' behind house. 
• 	 Station 30+10, Lt.;and Station 31-f40, Lt.: Change catch basins to be Caltrans T)Pe GO drop 

Inlets. This wiU resolve the conflict with the 4-4" AT&T cohduits, and they will not need to be 



relocated. The 3'' gas main was found to be 6' ofl Ince ol curb, and in the street (no conflict} 
(see allached detail) 

Sheets: 
• Statiof) 34+00, U.: Coordinat€J wftl1 Lennar Homes to install 4" water service 

Sheet9: 
• Glenn Avenue transition should be reduced to 3"AC/6"CTB soction 

Sheet 10: 
• Station 51+50, Rt.: lnstaN 2-1" water meter boxes (no meters) at pipe ends. (no caps) rNA-11) 
• Station 46+35, LI.: Install 1ip rap around outlet In swale (6" deep, 2.5' around ouUet} 
• 	 Station 46-1$, Lt.: Change catch basin to a Caltrans Type GO drop inlet This wlll resolve the 

conmct with the 4-4" AT&T conduits, and they witt not need to be relocated. The 3' gas main 
was found to be 6' off face of curb, and in the street (no conflict) (see allached ctetaiQ 

Sheet 11: 
• . Intersection transitions requires additional grinding and overlay to provide a smooth transition. 

Grind and overlay a minimum ol 2!" of existing AC and change the curb grades and slope 
direction at median and curb and gutter. There will be no median curb cuts. (see attached 
exhibit) 

Sheet 13: 
• Pleasant Way section should be 3' AC/B"CTB 
• 	Stalloo 14+rn, lL: Use :8" ·Cross for water ,coo1eotlon ·h1Stead of 'fae, salvage existing tee. 

Install a• water va!Ve on east leg. Verify nnd install 2-8" water valves on west and south legs 
f.YVA-23) 

Sheet 14: 
• Station 16+80, LI.: lnstaU City Std. fire hydrant per City Std. WA-20. 
• Fitzgerald Street section should be 3"AC/6"CTB 

• Page2 
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END CURB RETURN..........,_ 
COLD JOINT ----------

STANDARD TYPE GO 
DRAINAGE INLET 

'COLD JOINT 

TYPE GO DRAIN AGE INLET 

INSTALLED AT CURB RETURN 


1: ,.--v-cEN1£R D.I. 
2' ..., I I 2' 

COLD JOINT 
~ 

t~ CURB ANO GUTTER 

' "-.. 

'-COLD JOINT 

~ 	STANDARD TYPE GO 
DRAINAGE INlET 

TYPE GO DRAINAGE INLET 
INSTALLED MID-BLOCK 

:~~~~~Yd2.~R.c.~r."""l5CI0=
. CITY OF VISALIA 

3~%08 DESIGN &: IMPROVEMENT STANDARDS22 
REVISIONSMISCEL ANEOUS DRAINAGE INLET 

a121107 D-8
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November 16, 2010 

aty of Hanford 
Usa Dock, P. E. 
900 South 10th Ave 
Hanford, CA 93230 

RE: 	 12t11 Ave Widening and ~econstruct1on 
PCO # 16 - Haydon Weekend Work 

Ms. Dock, 

Included In this PCD :ff: 16 Is the email correspondence between Agee Construct/on and the Qty of 

Hanford in which the City agrees to.paY for the addltlonal cost for Haydon Construction to work on 

Saturday Nov 5th and Sunday Nov 7"'. 


Agee Construdlon agrees to waive any markup on this Change Omer request and In rebJm theQty of 

Hanford would pay rnSµector's overtime and double time as well as Testing Lab's overtime work. 


Price-----·-·--·- -- $7,398.42 

If you have any questions, please contact me at (559) 299·3290, Ext 122. 

Sincerely, 

ORfG t;\IAL SliGNEO BY: 

Vincent Martinez 

Agee Construction Corp. 


Attachment D 
P.O. Box 629 •Clovis, CA 93613 • (559) 299-3290 •FAX (SS!>) 299-3503 

http:Price-----�-�--�---$7,398.42


Vincent Martinez 

From: John Doyel Odoyel@cl.hanford.ca.us] 
Sent: Thursday, November04, 201012:40 PM 
To; Vincent Martinez 
Subject: RE: Saturday and Sunday time for Haydon Const 

Categories: 10-05 12th St 

It is authorized. I think this will help a lot. 

tlokntkvr Oorl 
City ofHanford 
Deputy Public Works Director 
900 S. 10th Avenue 
Hanford, CA 93230 
559-585-2571 

From1 Vincent Martinez [mallto:VJncentM@ageeconstructlon.com) 

Sent: Thursday, November 04, 2010 12:40 PM 

To: John Doyel; Alan Dirlam; Lisa Dock; talealWork@aol.com 

subject: RE: saturday and Sunday time for Haydon Const 


John, 

We will not charge markup Ifthe City pays for the Inspector OT. 


Vincent Martinez 
Ph 559 299 3290 xt 122 
Cell 559 994 8775 

Agee Construction 
PO Box629 
Clovis CA 93613 

From: John Doyel [maUto:jdoyel@d.hanford.ca.us] 
Sent: Thursday, November 04, :Z010 12:22 PM 
To: Vincent Martinez; talealWork@aol.com; Lisa Dock; Alan Dirlam 
Subject: RE: Saturday and Sunday time for Haydon Const 

What will be your markup on this? We will provide an inspector, but we will have to check on the compaction 
testing. We may not be able to test until Monday. 

tlokatfu Oorl' 
City of Hanford 
Deputy Public Works Director 
900 S. 10th Avenue 
Hnnford, CA 93230 
559-585-2571 

Attachment D 
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From: Vincent Martinez [mallto:VlncentM@ageeconstructlon.com] 

Sent: Thursday, November 041 2010 12:20 PM 

To: John Doyel; taleatwork@aol.com; Lfsa Dock; Alan Dirlam 

Subject: Saturday and Sunday time for Haydon Const 


John, 

Attached Is the Information requested: 


Haydon Const currently has a crew of 16 

Additional cost for Saturday Crew for B hours would be 1358.09+1108.05 =2466.14 


Addltlonal .cost for SundayCrew for 8 hours would be 2716.18 +2216.10 =4932.28 

Vincent Martinez 
Ph 559 299 3290 xt 122 
een 559 994 sns 

Agee Constructlon 
PO Box629 
Qovls, CA 93613 

Attachment D2 
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GENERAL PREVAILING WAGE DETERMINATION MADE BY THE DIRECTOR OF INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS 

PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA LABOR COOE PART 7, CHAPTER 1, ARTIClE 2, SECTIONS 1no, 1173 AND 1773.1 


FOR COMMERCIAL BUILDING, HIGHWAY, HEAVY CONSTRUCTION AND DREDGINO PROJECTS 

CRAFT: f OP!RATIHO i!NOINEER (BUil.DiNO CONSTRUCTlONf 

DETl!RMINATION: NC-2J.<l3.1·2000.IA 

18BlJe DAT!!: August 22, 2009 

EXPIRATIOH DAl E OF DETeRMINATTDN1Jl.lle 30, 2010" Efrect!vo unUt auporseded by" now deltfmlmsl!on IHI.ltd by lhe Olrootorol lrldu1(rlal Ret1tl0ot , 

Contact ttM CX'lfe!on of labor sts.161Ucs and Resoarohel (415) 703-4774 for lhe new !'Illes after 10 davs from lhe ~hWlon da!.o, llnoiaubsequontdetermlnallon ill lut»d. 


t..OCAUTY: Al loc...,wlu.n~""· Amldor, EklUe, Clllavcru, Colu11, Del N:>rte, El OOlndo, Fmano, Gf1n11 ttJmboldl, IQ'\gs, Loke, Laaaen. Madera. Mwtpoia. Mendocino, 

Merced, Modoc. Monlerey, Napa, Nevada, Plaoer, PUnat1 SaCfllt'lanto. San BtAto. $anJonq~, Senta~. ShNt&, Sierra, Si~. Sonoma, Slanllllei.aa, Suiter. Tehama, Trinity, 

Tu1W,Tuolumne, Voto, Lid Yubll tcuntl.eL 


EWm.te&:tmacdl 6.4.LlllliJl:D.DI s:MIDDI tWllf Ball 

Claulllco11on Baalo J.lautth Vaoallon Tm~ Olllor Houns11 Tolal 0..,/ Sund~1ndPoo""' p(-) Howtt ond ond Hou!!r sainlly' t-loid-r 
R•te w.- Hol'day' RMe 11/2X 2X 

ClaNlllcollon Group' _,. ,.,...,......... ...... .,. ""'9 1' 1"8ot' /"81'/' 
~1 $38.35 $38.35 $10.07 $1.00 $MO $0.62 $0.73 ~.370 Wl.370 $76.5'16 $7i.5'15 $94.720 $98.721) """'" ~2 $34.90 $36.GO $10.07 $7.00 S3.60 $0.62 $0.73 $56.920 $58.m $74.370 $n.370 $91.820 $95.821) 
Group3 $33.60 $35.50 . $10.07 S7.00 ss.eo 10.02 J0.73 $65.520 157.620 $n.270 $75.2TO $U.021l $03.020 
Gn>up• $32.17 $34.17 $10.07 $7.00 $3.60 $0.62 $0.73 $5'1.190 $58.190 $70.275 ST.l.275 $68.360 190.360 
Gtoup5 $30.98 $32 .96 $10.07 $7.00 $3.80 $0.82 $0.73 $52.960 Ul.980 $63.480 $11.460 $63.940 $87.940 
Group8 $29.59 $31.89 $10.07 $1.00 $3.60 $0.62 $0.73 $61.710 $63.710 $66.655 $611.555 $81.400 $815.400 
'G-7 $28.60 "$30.80 110.07 17.00 $3.6<> $0.62 $0.73 $50:620 $52.~ 5"4.920 "187;920 ' $79:220 $81:220 
Group 8 $27.52 $29.52 S10.D7 $7.00 $3.80 $0.62 $0.73 $49.640 $51.MO $83.300 $86.300 $77.DllO $81.UllO 
Group&-A S26AO $27.40 $10 .07 $7.00 $3.00 I 0.62 $0.73 $47.420 $49.420 $63.120 $43. 120 $72.820 $78.820 
Group1•A $37.20 $39.20 $10.07 $7.00 $3.80 I0.62 $0.73 $59.220 $81.220 $77.420 $80.820 $98.A20 $10U21l 
TM:k C..no"""'8nl to Engineer $30.54 $32.64 $10.07 $7,00 $3.80 $0.62 $0.73 $62.580 $5'1.oe<l $67.830 $71).830 $83.100 $87.100 
~Hftlant lo En$tneer $28.37 $30.37 $10.07 $7.00 $3.60 $0.!2 $0.73 $60.300 $52.390 $84.576 $87.675 $78.780 $82.760•

OfO&Jp2·A $55.51 $37.51 $10.07 $1.00 $3.60 I0.62 S0.73 8 JST.530 $S9.530 $711.285 $78.285 183.040 $97.040 

Trucic Cntno A111nnt ao £nglneer $30.30 $32.30 $10.07 $7.00 $3.60 I0.62 $0.73 8 $52.320 $5'1.320 $87.470 $71).ATO $82.820 $88.620 

MsWlnt to Engineer $26.15 $30.15 $10.07 $7.00 f:j.60 I0.62 $0.73 8 $50.ITO $52.170 $64.246 $61.2~ $76.320 $82.320 

GroupJ..A 133.87 $35.87 $10.07 17.00 $3.60 $0.62 $0.73 8 $66.890 $57.llOO $72.825 $76.826 $89.760 $93.760 

Truck CfWJl8 Auktlnt to EtUnew $30.C>6 $32.1>6 $10.D7 $1.00 ss.eo $0.62 $0.73 $62.000 $5'1.ClOO $87.110 $70.110 $82.140 $88.140
·a 
tiydf1ule $29.09 $31 .611 $10.0T $7.00 $3.60 $0.82 10;73 8 $51.710 $53.71 0 $86.655 $69,1165 $81.400 $85.400 
Aa81111m1 to EflO'no&r $27.llO $29.90 $10.07 $1.00 $ J.60 $0.82 $0.73 8 $49.920 $51.920 $83.870 $6&.6TO $77.820 $81.820 

Gro<lp ..... $30.96 $32.96 s10.or $7.00 $3.80 S0.62 $0.73 8 $52.960 $5'1.960 $88.480 $71.460 $8:1.940 $87.940 

I lrdoltn en apprcriUoeablo cran. Effedfve aa of Juty t, 2006, 110 dahMmlnollon. blsuance Md publlca~on of Ito provallfng wage11ppronlc. ache<kltotllpprontlce wage ratehave boon 
r~ by tho Depwtnentol lndldlri.tRtlalonl from lhe DYbSon of Lllbor Slalslca and R06&lrCh to the ~of~lip St.ndatds. To obt:lt'I Wtf •PPfendce 
adtoci.l!es/appttnlk:a *9Q9 '*'· '*8se canted lhe DMeloo otAppniintlonhfp Stcld.-ds Of *or to the Division of Appreotk:esl\'p Sl.00.ds' wehBttt M 
• FordaAilkdonawtlhlneachgroop,aoa page.a3Q0..40. 

' AREA 1 - 84.!Ue, Mtn:od. Napa, Secnmen~.San Bolito, Sen Joeq\An, Santa Cruz, S(s)ls\au•, Suttw, Vote Md Yuba~; and poiftom of Alpfte, Amador, Callv.,..t. Coluu, 


a Dota:lo, Ftano, Ol.m. HOO'bolda. Klnga, l.alca, USMn, Medora, ~sa,Mondodlo. Monloray, Novada, Ptecel', Pfurnu, Shutt, s-.,., 61~. Sonoma, Tehwn•, Tulare, 

Tuokl'Me e.'ldlrtnltycountloa. · 


• AREA 2- Del Norte and Modoc, and poriJoM olAlp\no, Amador, C.lavtru, Collde, 8 D«ldo, Fmoo. Glelvl, H~t. l<Jogs, Lake. 1..uMn, Mlldotl, ~·· Mendodno. 
Mon'lefey, Nevada.P~. Plwnos.Sha-.Skm1, S~. Sonoma, Tehtma. TLfare. Tuckunn• Md Trtnltycounllea. (P<dont ofoourt*t•~lnach _...detaQodonpaaa 41) . 


.. 68'1n:laylnh 1*1"18WOl'kweek maybe wodtad el alraighl-lfme tf a job ••oot doWn dli'tng the oomllll wonc week due to lncklmentW98lhor. 

• lna'udos an amOUhl tor aoppMM!n&al dueit. 
I For klil9I beM bkt projlld wlll6 of$200,000 or be&owO!Nf. 1htHeavy and HigtrNIY ~lien i. epplc.tlM rat al woftt $200,00\ encl abo'tO. Whore there la • published Of edYOttl11td 

eshalt of the corwlnK:tlon costa for a pnifK:I, auch .,tlmale1hll delonnllo "the tolaJ baso bid proftct ya!\Ja,' for pU1posos of lho lwohuOOr~ lhoulAnd ($200,000) lhrNhold. 
• Whert thfee lhllls BfD IHnployod fotftve (6) OI' rnoro oons&c:UltYe days,'°"'°" andooe-half (7112} cooHwl't'D how1ii (excll&tveof mGBI perkxl).aha.I condlllte •day ofwortl, 


b'Ml!chelgflt (8) Imo• ha stta"'11 time howtyniM eN.I be pll9d •I W.non•hilw.ga rale lortho soa::m lhl!t. Tho lh.'n:l lhlft ..,_. besOYOn (71 hcUtt ot'NOftc forllfttil (8) hooJ111 

of pay et lh9 non-4hln waoo rato. 


NOTE: For Spedal s:ng.. ltn::I Second ShUl ratt-. ploue eee p1go 40C. 

RECOONlZED fl0UDAY8: Holdeyt\lpOn Whk::h Rlegcnarel prevalWng hourtywage rate ~orHcldaywork shall bo pekl, WI be alt holldsys ~ lhecollootlY9barg9inlog1g1eemont, 
· epplcoble lo tho ptvttcularOlBlt, <*ulllcatJon. or IYJ>9 ot WOf1(ar omJ*>y8d on tht Pftltlot. wt\'.ch Is on II• with 1M Olrec::f« ot lndustl'tel RellUonl. Whipreyaa,g rate l5 nol based 
on a colectNety bafuan.d rate. lhO hd.idap upon wtich Iha pm'&llng .-.!.• lhEll be pal:t llhlll MM pro'l'lded In Becfton 8700cl1'9 Goffrl"f'l'otnl. Codo. You m9'I obtain tae holldlly 
proYlsb\•fottht c:orrent dolt'"*'&lonaoo UlG kllamel at http:llwww.clr.c::a.QCWIDLSRIPWD. 1-loUday provision• for currenl or suporaedod dot111m:natlona ~be obl.alncd by 
eonilctng !he Pr•VBlil~ W•ge UnJt al (416) 70~774 . 

TRAV!L ANOJOR SUBStSTENCI! PAYMENT: In &CCOrdanot will l abatCodo SecGona 1773.1 and 1773.9, oontreet0ts lhlll make travel Mdk>r .sWslttance Pft)TllOflt.s to each woiker 

le>on oulo Che 'M>lt<.. You may obtain '1• lnri°' MdJortvbsfslence prO'dll'ons for the a:rrenl d1tcnNnab°ona on UMt lnlemtt at h(VJ!www.dlr.ca.gov/OLSRIP\"IO. TraveC Mdfor

-lence•oqiM...- lo<o<nent Ot"'4""M<lod det""'11MUooo moybocO!olnod by~ ... Pmaan.,iWagaUn!tat(416) 70:>477.. 
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http:Slanllllei.aa
http:NC-2J.<l3.1�2000.IA


GENERAL PREVAl.JNG WAGE DETERMINATION MADE BY THE DIRECTOR OF INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS 

PURSUANT TO CAllFOFWA LABOR CODE PART 7, CHAPTER 1, ARTICLE 2, SECTIONS 1770 , 1773AND 1173.1 


FOR COMMERCIAL BUILDING, HIGHWAY, HEAVY CONSTRUCTION ANO DREDGINGPROJECTS 


CRAFT: I OPERATING ENOlNEER (BUILDING CONSTRUCTION)' 

(SPECIAL BINGLE AND BECOHD SHIFT) 


DETERloWNATIOll: NC-23-113-1·200Cl-1A 
tSSUE DATE: Aupt 22., 2009 
EXPfRATION DATEOf' OETl!RMINATIOtt.JWMt 30, 2010* Eftlldtv•uoll IUfMN18dedby•nowdelenT'lntdon S.a11d bylht Otrac:torof l.idu&trtll RW!Uona. 
Contact Cho O.'Aslon of Laboe StDll!ilc:I Sid R.......:h al (416) 703-4n4 foe tit rrtfN rales aftw 10days lrom lhoOJq>!naon data, lf no lubleq.MHttdolonri,.llon e. lelued. 


LOCALITY: AJ localltltt v.41h!n AlpfnO, Amador, Butto, cataveras, ~Del None, a Dorado. Fresno, Glenn, tk1111boldl, IOl'lg!, LaJco, Lau.en, Mldort, Marlpou, .Y.endoc~. 
Mt reed. Modoc. Monltn1)', Napa. Novede, F'facot, PllJITIU. Sacirlmento, SM Botilto, San Jo"'1/n. Sanle Cna. Shula, Sletrtii. Siskiyou, Sonoma, Sten.mus,, Su.I«, Tllhame, Trlnlty, 
Tulr.e, Tuol.lrme. Yolo, llOd Yuba coun&ta. 

~m11'm[ eomiao~ §bkzbl·llnet '2¥.adirJGtio:lltlXBllllA 

C!Klllk:ollcn Bulo Hnill PeMIM v..-. Training Ohr Houn Tola! Dal'J/ &ndoylnd 
(.Jo.snoyporso.1) l<owly Ind .... Poymont. lioul1y s. .. "'"1" Hol!<loy 

Rete Weltwt Hol~oy' Raio 1112)( 2X 
ClaMllloallon Gro\Jp' 

Al•• 1" /vea'r' AltJ81' No•t' Nea1' "'"t' Atoe1 ' ""'t' 
Otoup 1 140.60 $42.llO $10.07 $7.00 $3.SO SO.a:! $0.13 $62.520 $&4.620 1112.770 $&5.710 $103.020 $107.020 
Go...,2 $311.M $40.M $10.07 $7.00 . $3.80 $0.62 $0.73 $60.880 $62.88D $80.310 $8!.310 $99.740 $103.740 
Group 3 $37.30 $39.30 $10.07 17.00 $3.80 $0.62 $0.73 $59.320 S61.l20 $77.970 $&0.970 196.620 $100.620 
G!oup. $35.78 $37.78 $10.07 $7.00 $3.80 $Q.&2 S0.73 8 $57.800 16UOO $75.&90 $78.800 $93.680 $97.680 
Group& $34.43 $30.43 $10.07 $7.00 $3.80 lo.&2 $0.73 8 $68.460 $68.460 $73.666 $76.MS $90.&80 $94.&80 
Oroqpe $112'99 .mfi '$10D7 :$7.00 .$0.60 l0.&2 .$0.18 -8 .$55Jl'IO '$57.01 0 m.605 l74.till5 .$&Hl00 .$92.QOD 
'Otvup7 1:11.18 $33.78 $ 10.07 $7:00 $3.60 $0:82 '$0.73 '8 $53.l!OO $55;&00 $611.600 '$7U90 $&5.580 $59.600 
Group a $30.57 $32.57 $10.07 $7.00 13.60 $0.82 $0.73 8 . $52.590 $6"1.690 $67.a76 $70.&71 $59.160 $87.160 
Group !·A $28.18 $30.18 110.07 $7.00 13.60 $0.62 $0.73 8 $50.200 $62.200 $&4.290 $67.290 $78.380 $82.381) 
Group 1·A $41.•6 $43.4& 110.01 $7.00 $3.60 $0.152 $0.73 $63.480 $5&.480 - 184.210 $&7.210 $104.940 $108.940 
Trudt Cntne Aa1•t1nt to Engl._ $33.97 $3U7 110.07 $7.00 $3.80 $0.62 $0.73 $56.990 $67.990 sn.915 $15.976 $&>.... 193-960 
Anliltant to Engineer $31.11 $33.61 $10.07 $7:.00 $3,60 $0.62 $0.73 $53.630 I SS.530 $51.285 ST2.2S6 Sa5.<MO 109.<MO 
Group 2-A $39.56 $41.SS $10.07 $7.00 $3.80 S0.62 $0.73 $51.670 $&3.670 $51.346 $&4.345 $101.120 $105.120 
Truo'.< en.. Aulst.11 IO Engineer $33.70 $35.70 $10.07 $7.00 $3.60 $0.62 $0.73 $56.720 $67.720 $72.670 $71.&70 $89.420 193.420 
Aaa&lenl to Ef9ne.er $31.27 $33.27 $10.07 $7.00 $3.80 $0,62 $0.73 $53.290 $65.290 $&1.82ti $71.928 $84.000 
Gtoup3-A $37.80 $39.&9 $10.07 $7.00 $3.60 $0.62 $0.73 $59.710 $61.710 $7&555 $81.555 $97.400 $101.400 -Tnick Cnine Asslsbw1t lo EcVooor $33.<13 $35.43 $1 0.07 $7.00 $3.60 S0.62 $0.73 $55.460 $57,450 $72.165 $76. 185 $8 8.880 $112.860 
ff)'drol4c $32.99 $34.99 $10.07 $7.00 $3.60 $0.62 S0.73 $65.010 $57.010 $ 71.505 $74.liOO $8.8.000 $02.000 
Alslsbln!IO- $30.99 $32.99 110.07 $7.00 $3.60 $0 .62 $0.73 $53.010 $65.010 IM.50.5 $71.606 $34.000 188.000 
Gtoup4-A $34.A3 13&.43 $10.07 17.00 $3.60 $0.82 S0.73 $5&.450 $68.-460 $73.MS $7&.M6 $90.880 $94.1100 

# lndlcale.\ M appren1ic.able creft. EHedlve as of July 1, 2008, lhe delonnlnalkln, lsauanco nnd publ!callon ol the p1eve!Mhg wag• appronVco ~ppcenUoe 'Mago rates have b&e1 
ra.,.lgnedbyllteOepor1mMl ofll1duoltblRdallO<Wlnlm1heDtvlotonollsborStollllcundRUBatchlOthoOMslonot~-'ds.To-lll)'......,.ilce 

ocho<lllo"11ppmtlloowogo ratso, p1o.,.cxWac11hoOMllonolAf>91tnltte>hlpSlond""'e<111er..1he OMllonolAf>Plenllces~Sbrdordo'-ol
hlty/lwww.clr..._/da_html. ' 
• Farciim11k:lllona ~'fn Mch group, 100 pag&130B... 0. 
" 	AR.EA t • 8ullB. M6'0ld, Napa. Secrarnontct, San Benito, San Jouqlin, Sunta Cruz.. Stant1:1t11, SuUer, Yoto and Yube c:omlles; .rid pcxtons ol Alp:na. Arrwdor, Cllavera1, CoUsa, 

B Dotldo, Fresno. G*-\ Hlmlboktt. Klngt. lak&, l.asun, Mocltr., Mariposa, Moodoc:bt. Monktroy. Neveda1Piecer, P ...ma1, Sh18" Slerra., Slslctfou, Sonomlt, Tehwna. Tuillro, 
Tlmkmwlnd Trlnly

• AREA 2 • 011 Notte ind Modoc. and portions M~ne, Arredof, C3i:wo11u, Colusa. El Dorado, Fre500, ()Jenn, Hll'T'lbotdt, tong,, LBko, l K&eO, Madera, Marlpou. Mondoclno, 
Monboy, Hevadtt_ Plec4r, f>tt.mat. Sh11la, Slan'I, Sl1ldyou, Sonoma, Tehema, Tulero, Tuolumno and TrWty COLtnles. (Porllonl of counlea t.lllng Wl oach ina dotel*i on page 41~ 

' Sahs'day In lite tame wor1c week nwy be WOlttod el t!tll~ If • job ls •ht.A down during Ill nonnal WCKX week duo'° tnclemonl weathe!. 
• ~anamountfor~duot. 
1f« lotel buebid protectvallo of $200,000or belowonfy. Tho Haavy end Highway det~notlon la applce.~e forellwOOt $200,001 ond abaw. Vv1'l8l'O !hero la• puble:hod or MYel1l56d 

ostmtl• of ltM!i oon.CrucUoncc1ll fol" a project, 1u<:h oa~ma!o 11~~ doterrnlno i ha tote1bltle bid projed viWo1• 1orpl#poROa o!lhG two hunci"ed thoolMd ($200,000) llnshold. 

RECOGHIZl!l>HOUDAYS:Hcldoys'90<'wt*'1tho9""""' - Uhoul1y-'"'8lor Hol!dr/'"""'-bopeld,""°lbeoltdl1ysln"°_bmVolMl!I__ 
app.1ca!M lo tM partlclllar ad, <MssHloatbt, °' l)'Pe of worMr e~d on t it profed. ~Iton fie Ylilh no Olredor or Jnch.trlll JWltton.. if lh• ~ t1lt I• not bued 
on a coiMto.llvcty berg.iAod rtle, the holidlya uponwhld'I th& provalng reto •hll be paid ltd be ei; prov!clod kl Secllon IHOO oflhe Ga.-11rwnent Codo. You may ol>le.lntu1i hoddey 
proY.slOo' for l'lfJ ClUTent dlttennlnlUon1 on Cho lntemoi al hUp:/Mw#.o1r.ca.govlot.SRIPWO. Holda)' plOYlslons lot' curTGnt Of &UplQOded defem'ltn.ollons may be dlla.'nad by
<:Oda<fucl tho Prav-Wago U"' •I (416)703-<m. 

TRAYl!l. ANDIOR 8\JBSUSTENCE PAYMENT:In ecco:dance with labor Code Sections 1773.1 Ind 1n3.9, oontrao\on shall makv btM.IWl~ aubclllclnce paymont1 ~ oach~er 
to~ !ho wOOc:. You may oblttfn U\t lt•veC end/ot l\lbtllloooo prorisfoo1 f0f the Ci.JTOnt dekwmnalon1 on lho lntomol et http:JMww.clr.ca .oov/OLSRfP'WO. Tmvol and/of 
•ubslstanco r•qulrvmtnla for ct1neintor 1Upanadod dotermlrtallone mny beobllll/\od by oontacWtn tho ProvW!lng Wsqe UNI ot (416) '703-4174. 
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OB~'llRAI..PRBVAlUNO WA06 DHTBR.\fiNA'nON MAOO DY nmDIRECTOR OP INDUSTRIAL RBL.ATIONS 

PURSUM'TTOCALlFOJU-1A LAOORCODBPAJtT7, CHAPTDR l,ARTICU12. SECTIONS 1710, l mAND 177).1 


FOR COMMB.RCIAL BUll.DING. HIOflWA Y • HE.AVY CONSTRUCTJON AND DRBOOlNO PROIBCTS 

Cl'All'f1 #LABORER AND RELATED CLASSIP!CATIONS 
DRnlllMlNATION1 'NC-2J..10l·l-2.0IC..I 
l88UI DAT'.e.: t!BAVMY 22. 1010 
KXPJRATIOM DATE OPDBTBRltCiA1l0N: NNBlO, lOJQ• Btrtdiv• 111111.il aipenoc!ed "1 a Mwc!cknniaadoo Wu.d by ~Ol:r'K:oco!lncbstrial llal11lor.... Con!t«tht DMMM ofLllbotStalistic.s 1od RNomh 
1t(4U)10l·4774 dler 10dl)'I Q'Onl Che •~piraUGa dno, lhoailu~d611m1lr.1tion b iu.iod. 
LOC.U.ITY: ALL l.OCAUTIES WITHIN ALAMDDA. AUINB. AMADOR. BUTTS. CALAYB RAS, COL.USA, CONTRA COSTA, DBL NO&TB. BL DORADO, lRB.SNO, OLBNN, Hill.CBOLDT, KINOS, LAX&, 
I.ASS&."f, MADERA. MARIPOSA,. MARIN, MB...'IDOCtNO, MeACBD, MODOC, "40NTERBY, NAPA. NEVADA, PLACU., PWMAS. SACRAM!NTO. SAM BENrro, 3AN ftlANCl.!CO, SAN JOAQUIN, SAN 
MAT!O. SANTA CL.\RA, SANTA CIWl.. SHASTA, STIRJ.A. SISKIYOU,SOUJfO,SOHOMA. STANISLAUS, SUTTEil. T!H.U.tA., TIUNrrY, TUU.itl, ruC>U.Rdl.UI, YOLO.AND YUBA COUNT1f!S. 

Bmmm:Dt~~mta ~ imllim HIMI~ Bahl 
ClusiflcaUon' B11!c Hcallh Pcr.&ion VtCltion TfliniDg Othu Houn' TOll l Dally Saud•!" &md1y/ 
(JC&rr.O)'POl"IOO) !loooly ... ... .,_.... Hocrly 	 Holiday 

WoK'uc llotid'l' Raio ll/2X 1112){ 2X 

ARFAI' 
 -· Cooaltuct!on Spcdtl111 27.84 S.S4 6.n 2.28 0.34 0.13 42.9() S6.8l SUl 70.74 

Group I; Or°'p !(Bf 27.1 4 S.S4 6.n 2.21 0.34 o.u 41.20 ss.n SS.77 69.34 

01oupl (A) 2736 S.S4 6.11 2.28 0.34 0.13 42.42 !6.10 !6.10 69.71 

Oroo1pl (C') 17.19 5.54 6.11 2.2B 0.34 0. 13 42.lS SUS SUS 69.44 

OIOOp I (B) 27.69 s.s4 6.77 2.28 0.3 4 0.13 42.7S !6.60 56.60 70.44 

Oroup J(It·l ) 17.72 S.S4 6.11 2.28 0.34 D.l3 42.78 56.64 56.64 70.SO 

Gn11opl (Jl.2) 26.74 S.S4 6.11 2.28 o.34 0.13 -41.10 SS.17 SS.1'7 68.S4 

Group I (0) 27.34 S.S4 6.n 2.28 o.34 0.ll 42.40 S6.'11 S6.'11 69.74 

Oroupl 26.99 S.S4 6.n 2.21 0.34 0.13 42.0S SS.SS SS.SS 69.04 

Groop3;0""'Pl(A) 16.89 S.54 6.71 2.28 0.34 O.ll 41.9S SS.40 SS.40 68.84 

Oroup4; Oroup@) 20~8 S.S4 6.11 2.28 0.34 0. 13 JS.64 0,93• 1S.931 s6.22' 

Oroup S' 12.9() S.S4 6.11 2.28 0.14 0.13 27.96 14.41 34.41 40.86 

Gniop6 li.10 S.S4 6.77 2.28 o.34 0.13 0.16 S7.21 Sl.21 71.26 

OnMlp6 (A) 27.60 S.S4 6.n 2.28 o.34 0.13 4:1.66 S6.46 56.46 70.26 

Oroup6(C) 27.0I S.S4 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.11 42.00 SS.SB SS.Si 69.08 


18.il S.S4 6.11 2.21 034 O.l l 33.81 0.29 43.29 Sl.70
Or~;~d!f:!~)mor.U11} 
21.SI S.S4 6.11 2.ll 0.34 O.Jl 36.S7 47.33 47.)) Sl.OI 


....go3 (l"6RI0""1o) 24.20 S.54 6.77 2.28 0.34 O.IJ 39.26 Sl.16 Sl.36 6).46 


AH&A. 2' 
Cct1.1ttuc:ilon Spoclal llt 26.84 S.S4 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 41.90 SS.32 SS.32 68.74 

O...opl;On>Up l(O)' 2414 S.S4 6.77 2.28 o.3< 0.13 •U .20 S4.l7 S<.27 67.34 
•
°'°'U>l (A) 24'6 S.54 6.>"1 2.U -ll.34 .a.n ~ 41.42 S4.6!1 ~.60 '61.!IV 

Oroop l (C') 26.19 S.S4 6.n 2.2B 034 O.ll 41.25 S4.1S S4.JS 67.44
•Oroop t (t!) 26.69 S.54 6.71 2.2B 034 O.ll I <l.7S SS.JO Sl.10 68.44 

0 1c11p I (P-1) 26.72 S.S4 6.11 2.28 0.14' 0.13 8 41.78 SS.14 SS.14 68.SO 

Oroop l (P·2) lS.74 S.S4 6.11 2.2B 0.34 0.13 I 40.80 Sl.67 Sl.67 66.54 

Oroapl lS.99 S.54 6.n 2.28 0.34 0.13 I 41 .0l S4.0S S4,0S 61.04 • 

Grovp3;0roupl(A) lS.19 S.S4 6.T/ 2.23 034 0.13 I 40.95 S3.9<l S).90 66.84 

Oto1tp 4; Group6(B) 19.S8 S.S4 6.n 2.28 o.3~ O.l l 34.64 44.-43• 44..n• S4.Zl'
• 	 ,....12.90 l .5'1 6.11 2.l! D.34 O.ll I 27.96 34.41 40.86 

Otwp6 27.10 S.S4 6.n 2.28 0.34 0.13 42.16 SS.?! SS.7l 69.26 

°"'"" s• •
Oroup 6(A) 2460 S.54 6.27 2.28 O.l4 0.13 • l .6S S4.96 54.96 68.26 

0 1oup 6(C) 16.0l S.5'1 6.77 2.28 0.34 OJ) 41.01 S4.0I S4.0I 67.08 

Group 1-Sllgc l (1"'6montm) 18.1 2 S.S4 6.71 2.21 0.34 0.13 33.11 42.24 42.24 Sl.30 


SMael(2"'6monU.l 20.71 S.S4 6.77 2.2' 0.34 0.13 35.77 46.13 46.IJ 56.41 

,~..3(3" 6 ....U.) 23.30 S.5'1 6.11 2.2' OJ• 0.13 31.16 SO.OI S0.01 61.66 


PLE.UB 00 TO PA.OB '°rok CLUSIP1CA110}1S wrn~~ UCH OROUP 

I INDICATES AN APPll.Eh'TICBABU!CRMT. l!FF'BC11VBAS OP IULY I, 200*, THI! 1$SUANC8AND POBUCATION OPnt! PIU!VAUJNO WAOBAPfl.!.'CTICBsctmooU!.s/APPH>.-"T1CI! WAOB 

RATBS HA VE BUM R.11.ASSKJ>i!D 8 Y THa OOPAR.TME!:NTOP OO>USTJUAt. MU.TlOHS FROM ntB DMSIO~OF l.J\BOR STAT'-\TICS AND RBS~RCHTO ntB OMS.rON Oft APPUHTICBSll?P 

STANDA~DS. TOOB'tAl:K ANY APPREN'i1C6 ICllEDULBS/Af'PlBNncH WAOB RATBS, PLBASB CO!fl'ACT THE l>JVJSfOHorAPPJU!NnC6SHlP 8TA..~DARl>S OR REFER TO TUR DIVISION OP 

A'PPl®ITlCBSHJPSTANOAJU>S!WBBSl11lAT IITTtlJWWW Q!B CA ooy roAW AS tuMI 


a ON.OUP l(D) · 	M.ATNTR.1'{~CBOilRBPAJRTR.ACKMIJN AHO ROAD Dl1Dt AND ALLP.MPLOYEES PBRFORMINO WORKCOVBllBDBY nus CU.SSlFECATfON SHAU. RBCSfVB SD.U PBR. 

PER HOUR. ADOYB111!1R REOULAR RATE POR AlL WORK PBRPORM!D ON UNOBROROUND rnt\/cTt.JR£S HOT SPECUJCAU.Y COVBR!O Hl!JlBIN, TtnS SRAU. liOT 

APPLY'rOWORX DELOW ORQCJND ~Bl r.t OPBN Clll'. 711LSSllALLAPPLYtoCtn'ANDCOVU. WO~OFSU8WAVCOSS111.UCTION AYTI!RTBMPORARY OOV8R HAS 

BJIJll<PLACEll. 


OJlOUP l(H). AU. L.ADOJU!R.S WOIUONO OFP OR w m 1 OR ,ROM BOS'N CllAIR.S. SWIHOINO SCAFFOLDS. DBLTS RECPJVB 5'0.U PrutHOURABOVS ru.!lR.APPLICABUI WAOB RATe. 

THIS SHALL'NOT APPLY TO LA.BORI?RS BN'lTIUIDTO R.ECEIV!TiiBWAO'SRATE SJ!T FORTII JN OR.OUP l(A). 


b SAruRDAYS lN TtlSSAM15 WOU. wmrKMAY BE WORKBDATSTRAIOHT·TlMElf'JOB IS SHUT DOWN OORINOTilB NORMAL WORK WUK DUBTOINCL!MIDIT W8AlHER, 

MAJORMECUANICALBRllAJC.DOWNOJlU.CKOFMATBlt1A.l.SBBYOND'nlBCON'TROLOPTfl68MPLOYER. 


c 	AR.EA 1 • ALAMBDA,CONTRA COSTA. MAJJN, SAN FRANOSOO, SAM MATE~ AND SA.."ITACl..ARA COUNTIU. 

ARllA 2 - ALPfN'l?. AMADOR, DOT'TB, CAJ..AVSkAS, COWSA, DBL NORTB, l!L DON.AOO, I'RBSHO, OLBNH, llUMOOl..DT, KINGS, L.AKE, L.ASSBN, MADl!M, MARJPOSA, MBNDOClNO, 

M8RC6D, MODOC, MON'I'HRBY, MAPA. NEVADA. PL>.CMR. f LOMAS, SACM MllNTO, SAN BENJTO, SAN JOAQU11'1, SANTA CRUZ. SHASTA, SIDRA, S1$XlYOU, SOl..ANO, SO.'\'C».1A, 

STAN'ISLAU5, S\ITTBR, TEHAMA, 11UN1TY, TULAU. TUOLUMM!. YOLOAND YUBA C<X.n\'TIES. 


d SERVlcet..UmSCAPE~D.O~N!WCOWSTRlJCTIOtf MAY WORX ANYJIVB(S} DAYS WITH!N A WE!K. 
c AW INOMDUAL l!MPLOVBR. M:AY EMPLOY TWO ENTl.Y LEVEL 1.ADOR.l!ll FOR BYBRY FOUR (4) J.!OIJL,o\R LABORERS ON M.CH JOO OR PllOJBCT. RNTRY lZYEL LABORERS RECEIVE 

NO Ptt!DenRM'INBD ll<lCRBASBS. nos RA110 or EN11\Y LBY!L LABOMRS TO Rl!OUU.R. LAOOR.BRS APfUF.S ONLyTO WORK ON 'J'HI!: SAMB JOB Sl'J"e, 
( GROUP l(B)REC!J.VES AN AOOITIONAL.AMOUNT EACJ:I DAY. S!BPA0650FOllDBTAILS. 
B WRBN TkRR8 SH!PTS ARB EMPLOYED fOR FIVE (S) OR MO!Ul CONSBC\JllV6 DA VS, .S!V!H AND ONE-HALF (7 ~l COHSECUnV!: HOUJl.S (BXCWSIVB ot MB.AL P6RJCX>). SHAU. 

CONttnurE A DAy ot:' WOR.X., fOR WHICH BIOHT (l)TIM~nn~STRAIOH'TnMe UOCJlly RATB SHAU. .86 PAID AT TH8 'NOH..slflJ'T WAOB ltATE fOR TH8 SBCOHO SfnPT. rnE THIRD 
SHlPT SHAU. BB SS\ftN (7) ROUlS OF WORK PoR.EJOHT (8) HOURS PAY AT t1Ui NON.ShlFT WAOB R.ATe. 

. h Z0NU PAY AT TIIR.eB OOIJ..AU ($1.00}PBRHOUR, fACTORP.O ATTHB APPLlCAOLBOVl!RTrMI! MULTIPLE, WlLL Ill! ADOBD TOTHB BA3D RATE POil WORK PERJIORMBDOlM"SIDB t HB 
FUB ZON:B DBICIUBBD DY THBBOUNDARlW: ALO!iO TOWNSHrP Al/D .RANOE LlHJ!.$, Pl...EASE S88 TllAVJ!L ANO SUDSISTBNC!! PROVlSION FOR. MAP Ofi.SCR1m0N Al:D iXCBPTIONS. 

RKCOCNIZED IlOLIDAYS1 HOUOAYS UPO~ WHtctf THB Ol!KBRAL PllVAll.INO HOCJRJ.Y WA06 R.AT! l'OR HOUDAY WORX SHALL BB PAlD, SHALL 88 ALl..liOUDAYS rN ntECOLLP.CTIVB 
BAtOArMINO AORJ!!MBNT, APPUCA8L2 TOTIIB PARTICt.JLAltCR.AFT, CLASSIACATJOH, OR TYPB OF WOR.Kl?R BMPt.oY!D a; "r'HE Pl\OJECT, WHICH r& ON FILE WITH nm DIRECTOR OP 
INDUSnlAL RELATIONS. nrrne PRBYAILINO RATB l.S J\OT BASBDO~ A CC>U..ECnVILYBAROAIN.!D RATP.. meHOLIDAYS UPON wmar nt!. PRF.VAILINO RATB SHALL BE PAI0.1HALL 
BB AS PRO\IIDBDIN .SECTION 67000PTHP.OOVBRNMHNTCODB. YOU t.fAYODTAIN TttB HOlIDAY PR.OVJ.SlO'NS JlORTHB CllRRlit.'TD.IITERMl>lA'MONS ON THli INTERNET AT 
HTIP".hWWW.DULCA.OOVJDUllt/PWO. HOLIOAY PltOWIO~S FOR CUU.S:NT OR SUPIRS!OED DBTl!R.MINATlOHS MAY BS 06TAINW BY CONTACTING TH.& PR!VA11JNO WAOB tn.'IT AT 
(4lS)70).f774. 

TRAYKL ANDIOR8UU1STEKCR PAYMLllrfl'I !N ACCORDANCB wrm LABORCCOB SECTION'S tm.1AND 1773.~. CONTR.ACT'ORJ SHAU. MAXB. TRAVB.L l\NDJORSUllSISttNCS PAYMCHTS 
T08ACHWORKJ!R TO EXEC1111!T116 WORX. YOU MAYOBTAIN 11tE TRAV!L ANDr'OR.SlJB.SJSTBHC! REQUIRBMBNTSPOR TIIBCURREM'DE'J'ERMIKA110 N'ON nm Jm!RNBT AT 
HTIP;J!WWW DIR CA GO\'IJ)L1MWp. 
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l>ln'ERMINATlON: NC-23 -102-1-2010-1 &r.d NC·23-101· 1·2010· IA 

WNSJJUCTION IPJ;QAUST 

ASPHALT IROWBR.5 AND RAKERS 

CHAIWSAW 
LA.SBR DE!AM: lN COWNl!CTION WITH LABORER'S WORK 
MMO~it.Y Ah'D PLASTBR"re.'108R 
CAST IN Pl.ACS MANHOLE FORM SHTTBkJ 
PR.l!SSUR.B PJPELAY!RS 
DAW TRB'MCHBR - 3000R SIMILAR1Y1'£(ANDAU.SMAU.TUNCllERS) 
STAT8 UC!l'fSED 81.ASTER.S AS DESJONAmD 
DIAMOND DRILL.HU 
MULTIPLO UNIT D!UU.S 
llYDRAULIC DRJU.3 
CBRTIPl!D WElDBR. 

~ (l'ORCONTRA COSTACOUNTYONLY, US!OROUP I (O)FORSO.YHOPnla 
POU.OWlNO CLA&SlfJCATIONS) 

ASPHALT SPkP.AtER BOXEs ~ TYP!S) 
BARKO, WACKER AND .SIMJU.R TYPB TAMP!R.S 
BUOOYMOHILB 
CAU!.DRS, BANDBRS, PIPBWRAPPERS, CONDUIT LAYeR.S, PLASTIC PlfD LAYW 
C8RTlfJCO ASBESTOS AND MOLDReatOVAL WOUBJl 
CERTIPI!D HAZARDOUS WASTBWORXER. (JNCWDl'N"O LBAD ABATaMENT} 
COMPACTOR!Of' AU. TYPES 
CO'NCRm'£ ANDMAONEStT£.MIXERAND ~YARD 
CONCUTEPAN WORX 
OONatBTISANDHU. CO>\CRBTB SAW 
CRIDBBRS ANOOR SHORING 
ctn OiANrrB CURB SETTBlt 
DR.I PAK·n MACHENS 
PAUJ!A, LOOLOADUAND DUCIC.l?R 
rOR..\iR>JSW, SUP PORMS 
OREHN ctm'l!JtS 
lteADl!RBOAkDMRN, R\.IBSBttlR.S. ALIOl<;"ERS BY ANY MmtOD 
}UOH PRBSSU'RBBLOW PIPE(l-IJl"OR OVl!R. lOOI.8$, PRBSSUJU!K1VBR) 
HYDk.O S!Et>HR. ANO SIMILAR. TVPB 
JACXHAMMllkot>!RATORS 
JACKJSOM PIPBOYSR l llNCJIBS 
JACKSON AND SIMILAR. TYPB COMPACTORS 
XBTil.BMBN, POTMBH, AND MBN APPLYING ASPlfAI..T, LAY-KOLD, CRSOSOT.6. LJME, 

CAUSTIC AND SIMILAR TYPS MATBIUAU (APPLYJ);O MB.ANS APfLYINO OIPPINO, OR 
HANOUNOOf' SUCH MA"l'ERlALS) 

UOO!HO. $HBBTINO, WHAUNQ,·BRACINO, 11ll'.,.;CU·JACK~O, LAOOJNO llAMMSR 
Ml\0).'ESITB. StOX\'·llBilN, fl:IBB'R. 01.>:SS ANl> MA8'nCWORXBR.i'(¥.'J!'fmR~ 
NOJOIH'T PIPBAND !TiUPJlfNOOP SAMB. IHCWPf>lO R.e.PAUlOP VOIDS 
PAYHMRtn' BlEAK.Elt.S A.:.."fD SPADER.$. IHCUJ'DJHO TOOL OllIH08Jl 
1t1RMACURBS 
PRBCAJNdANHOl,e SRTTBR.S 
PlPHU.YHltS (IKCWDTMO OJ.ADE CHBCKINO JN CONNBC'n.OH WITil PIPEt.AYTN(J) 
PRES$\JR6 PIP! lES'TU. 
POST lfOl.8 DKJOBKS-A1R, OAS, ANl> BLSCTIUC POWBR BROOM SWBRPl!RS 
POWAA TAMPERS OP AU. l'Yl'M, ID<CEP'r AS SHOWN rN OkOUP 2 
RAMSBTOVN ANDSTUDOUN 
JllfAAP..STONE.PAVU. A.~DROCK·SUNOl!R. INCLUO[NO PLACCNO OfSACXRD COSCUTS 
ANDl'Olt. SAND (WBTO!l D~Y)AND OABK>HS AND SL\lll..oU TYPE 

ROTARY 8CARJFU!l ORMULT1Pl.R HBAD CO?fCTlBTS CtllPPINO SCARIPIBl. 
JlOTO AND DITCH WITCH 
ROT011WR. 
SANO Bt.AST'BRS, POTMBM, OUNMP.N, ~DNOZZU:IMEN 
SIONAUNO AND RJ001NO 
SKILlJ!D WRECKERQLBMOVINOANDSALVAOr..1'0 OF SASH, WINDOWS, DOORS, PWMBINO 

AND e.L!CTRiC P[X'l'lJRBS) 
TA.MK CL8ANEU 
TR.BB CUMBl!RS 
'l'RBNCJILESS TDCHN01.00Y1.ABOlIBR· PiPB INUAlt.ATION, 8URS11NO, RBUNlNO, OR 

SIMll.AR 
TR~t.eSSLADOREl."SWOIX,CAMUACCJt,;"lJ.OU.ER. 
'TURBO BLASTER 
VIBRA.·SCRBBO.BULL f l.OAT lN CONHBCTION Wl'nt LA80RER'S WORK 
VIBRATOM 

JiBl!!llljjU 
ALL WORK DP W AOrNO, PLACINO AND BLASTmcl OF AlLPOWDF.A. A ?XPLOSIVBS 

OFWHATIVEllTYP!, REOARDLF.SS OF METHOD USBO POft. LOAOJNO AND PLACrNO 
JOVDRJU.MOO"!L TWM·2A 
OARDENl!R-OENVl!R MODBL Dir J4l AND SIMil..AR 1YPZ DR1W 
TRACK DRlu..ERS 
JACXLBGD~ 
WACX>N DRlt.lnlS 
MeatANlCAL DPJU.l!:RS·AU. TVPBS RBOARDL!!.SS Of' TYPB OR MBntOD OP POWllR. 

MECHANICAL PIP« LAYBR·ALLlYP.ES MOARDLCS8 OP TYP! OR M6'11100 OF POW8R 

BL.A&Tl!R.S AHDPOWDERMAN 

HIOR SCALnS trNa.JJDINO ORILUMQ O!' SAME) 
TUBTOP98R. 
BlTORJND81t 

IllWllfJJll - SBll OROUP I RATIS 
SBWHRCLBANaRS (ANY \\.'ORKMeN WHO HANDLB OR COMB 1N CONTACT WITH RAW 

SEWAGE (N SMALL DIAMBT6R Sl!.WRft.S)SttAl.L Rl!CEJVBM.00 PERDAY ABOVE OllO\JP I 
WAGS RATES. THOSB WHO WOU. lNSlDB RECBNTLY ACTIVP.. L.AROB DlAM6T£R 
SBWERS, AND ALl..R!CENLTY ACTIV2 SBWER. MANHOUl.S SHAU.. RSCElVE U.00 •£R 
OAVA80VBOl\0UP 1 WAOBRATES. 

lil!!!!ll.J..!l 
BUR.NINO AND W!LJ>DfO INCO'NNl!CTION wrm LABOlER.'S WORK 
SYNTitBnC TiiERMOPLA.STlCS ANO SlMILAJt. TYP8 WfLDl'OO 

ll.IW.llf..Ulll 
SH! FOOTNOTE A ON f AOB •19 

liBWllJJl!l 
WORK ON A'HD'OR IN new, HOLE FOOTJN OS AND SllAYI'! THamt',ANDWORK ON AND IN 

OBEP FOOTINOS (OW FOOT1NGS LS A HOLe JS FUT OR MOR.E IN Dl!.PTH) 
SHAFT IS AN CXCAVATlmf OVBRPl1T'llSN (IS) FEET DEEP OP Al{V TYPS 

!il!Wlllllil 
AUO!'llM. OP WlRS WINDINO MAC~B tK CO!'C(BCTION WITH 01.1HlltNO OR SHOT C!lSTll 

lllWllll!Ul 
AUOHEA Hl!LPBR OJ' WfR8 WJMDINO MACHINBIN CONllEC110!11 WITH OUNrrrHO OR SliOT 

Clt8TI 

~ J, PPldWJ ONLY TO WOBX IN CQNTRA COUA cowry 
PlflBLAYBRS (JNCWDfMO OR.ADS CHBCJCINO IN CONNBCTTOH Wmt PIHLAYIKO~ 

CAVLX!RS, DANDERS. PIPBWRAfPBU, CONOUrr LAYB.RS, ?LASTJC PIPBLAYU, 
PRBSSURE PIPB 18ST!R, NO IOih'T PIPH AND STR.IPPTNO OP SAM6, INCWDINO Rl!PAIR OP 
VOIPt PRBCAST MANHOl..1!.SE'ITBR.S, CAST JN PLACE MANHOU! FORM SEiTTBRS JN 
CONJM CO.UA OOUHrt ONLY 

lllllWtlllll 
SBB fOO'JWOTB AON PAOH49 . 

llll!ll!ll 
ASPHALT SHOYEt.BRS 
CPJJENT OUMP!RS ANDHANDLDW DRY CB.\ol'RNT OR GYPSUM 
CHOXE...SBTI'BJ\ AND RJOOl3R (Cl..P.ARINO WORJC) 
CONCRBT! BUCKBT lXJMPBR. AND CHtlTEMAN 
C.OHCUTB CHlPPINO ANO ORJNDJNO 
CONCRBTB UPORP.l.S (WBT OR DRY) 
DRll..l.ERS HELPER, CHUCX TeND!R. NllPBR (O~ BCHUCKTENDER OW SINOLB MACHINB 

OPBRATiO'.'<f WITH MINIMUMOF OHB CHOCXT!NDB.R.101. !A.CH TWO MACHD\!S ON 
MULnPl.8 MACHOOlOPBRA110N. JACKHAMMBJ.S ™NO WAY INVOLVED lN n us rTEM.) 

OUlN'SA CHAS BR (S'T'AKBMAN). OROUl' CRBW 
HIOH PRl!SSUll N07ZL!MAN, AOOUCTORS 
HYDRAULIC MON?TOR{OVBR tOO LBS. PR.BS.SOU) 
l.OAI>IMOANDUHLOAOlNO. CARJl"°"O AND HA.HOU'NO OP ALL ROOS AND MA1 BAJA.LS 

FOR. USB IM RJDNPOflCINO CONCRB'l'e CONSTRUCTION 

Pm sBUR.OH CHIPPU,AND SIMU.AR TYPE BRUS}f SHRBDDB.R.3 

SBMJ.SKlLIZOWR.BCKER (SALVAOINO Of' OTHO. ButLDCNO MATBIUAJ,..1)- SB8 AL.10 


SKlUBD WRBCKBJt (GROUP l) 
SLOPBl 
SINOLRPOOT, HANO llELD, PNlllJMATICTAMPHR 
AU.FNBU-"tATIC,Allt, OAS ANO ELBCTRJC TOOLSNOTUSTB.DlNOP.OUPS I TH.JtOUOli l (1) 
JACIJNO OP PIPE.LJNOER. 1'1 INCHES 

.!ill!2llll 
CX>!'lSTRUCTION LABOR.E.RS INCWDrNO BRl.DOI LABOURS ANDOSN UAL LABORHR..S 
OUMPMAN, LOAD SPOTTU. 
RAG,.M.SOM 
1'1RBWA1CllRR 
Ff.NCSBRBCTOICI 

OUARDA..Al.l. !llECTOU 

GAROONBR. HORTICULl\llt.AL AND IANDSCAPe UBORHRS (SeBOROUP .... ro~ 

I.ANDSCAPEfMl'NTENANCli O!f N~W CONSTRUCTIDN DUJUNO PLANT HSTABUSH.\iENT 
PB.\JOO) 

IBrnNO 

Ll'i!BBJU, BRUSH LOADwt.S, ANO PILERS 

PA.YEM6NT M.ARKHRS (DUTf'ON Sln'TBR&) 

MAINTBNANCE, R!PAIR TRACKMP..N AHO ROAD BEDS 

STRB.B'TCARANDltAILROADCONSTRUCTlONTl.ACK LABORERS 

1'1.\fPORARY Al'RANDWATERUNBS, YICTAUUC ORSJMIUR 

toOL ROOM ATT'BNDANT (JOJ\.9"15 ONLY) 


.WWUU,W - S!£0ROUP31t.All!! 

OOMPOSITI! CRBW P!RSON (OIERA TJOH oP Vl!JlJCLES, WHl!N IN CO}lJIJt\'eflON Willi 


LADOIWR0S Dt111RS} 


.!lllQl!U 
FlNAL CUWlUP ON 81.JlLDfNO CONSTiltJCnON PROJBCT5 PR?OR TO OCCUPANCY O:s'LY. 
a.BANJN'OAND WASHINOWINOOWS (N8W CONSTRUCTION OMLY).SltRYK:BLANDSC.A PB 

LAISOJJ!RS (SUCHAS OARDl!NBR. HORTJCUL'JtJR.E.. MOWIND. TlWdMINO. mu.-TINO, 
WA.TmtlNO DUJUHO PUNT l!STABUSKMB.'IT P!JUOO)ON NliW CONS"DllmON 

BRJCK Cl.UN'l!R!: (JOO SITH ONLY) 
MATBRIAl.. CUlt\NllRS (JOB Srt'!i IDll,V) 

.H2II;k~ .WPlTIONAL D8ttRMIKATtoN FOR l.Al:DSCAPB MAINFENAMCewou AFJ'U. 
TIIB rtA."'1' ESTABWHMBhi PBRIODOR WAMANTY PWOD lS PUBLJSHBDON PAOE S1 
OFTH ESH OfNeRAL DBTBRMCNATIONS. 

!iB!lllU 
l!NTRY LBVEt. Li\BOREllS (2000 HOURS). NO"re! BNt'R.Y L!Vl!.L l..4.BOR8RS RE:CB!VBWO 

PRBDBTI!RMIN!O !NCR.BASES 

lillQllli.W 

NOZZLEMAN (L"lCWODiO OUSMA.'i, POTMAN) 

RODMAN 

OR.OUMOMAN 

filla2llU..£lll - SBBOROUP4RATBS 
OUNrTB Ta.A'INe! (ONBOUMITB LABOR.n StlAU.8! .ALLOWED FOR. !A.CH THREE (3) 

JOURNEYMAN (OROUP G. 6A, 6C, OR OJJ'NBRAL l..A.8oruil\,J ON A CRBW. JN THS A&ENCB 
OPTll EJOURNBYMA~.TH!! OU>UT8 'J'RAlNZe Rl!Cl!TVSS TH!. JOURNBVMAN SCALE..).. 

NO'FI!: THIS RATIOAPP'UES O!'fl Y TOWOU- O.'fm! SAMEJOBSlt R. 

lil!WIU.LQ 
l\BBOUNDMAN 

liBl!.\lr.1 
LAND.sCAPi!! LABOfl.BR 1R..AIN'BB {RATIO~Tlt.AfNUS 13 ONB CN TH RSB. .AT LEAST ON.I! 
SECO~D PERIOD TRAlNBB ANO AT LBAST ONS 1'tl1RD PBRIOO Tl.AIN66 MUST DB 
!MPLOYED BUORI l?MPLOY'Jt>O AHO'l1il!R. flt.ST PERJOD'llWNBE).. 

NOTB: nusRATIO APPLIES ONLY TO WORK ONlHS SA.Ma IOBSITIL 
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0 
OF.NBRAL PRBVAJUNO WAGB Dl!Tl!R.\.llNATION W.ADU DY TllB DIRECTOR OP INDUSTRIAL RELATI ONS 

PURSUANTTOC/\LIFORNIALAIJORCODB P/\RT7,CllAPTI!R l ,ARTICLH2, SECTIONS 1770, 1773AND1m.1 
FOR COMMERCIAL BUlLDINO, lllGllWAY, HllAVY CONSTRUCTION AND DREDGING PllOJl!CTS 

CJ\Al'f: MLADOREn AND RELA'l'lill CLASSJlll CATIONS (Spcdal SLa1le ud S«01~ Shift) 
DBTJUtMINATION1 NC·ll-102·1·2010-IA 
ISSUI DATlt: f!BRVAR.Y22,.1010 
&XPIRATIO:f t>ATB 01' DBllmMlN'ATIOl'll': JVNB JO, 2010" Blfecti"'' until 111pK1edcdby t 11ew4io•umiu1ion 11.edby(k, DirK4Eiroflil&nlrial R.tb.110111. Coc.t.ct..DMlloa o!WbofS1.U1tiu md Rt~ 

lt('4U) 10l-4n'4 an. IOcl.r}"ftonl thtiwpinlion ch.t.. 1rM>1Ub.Nq>;tnt delerml1.,1Lioail imMl4. 

l.OCAJ.rrV: ALL LOCA UTil!S wmrrn ALAMnDA,ALP~B.,A).tADOR, oune.CALAV!AAS:, COLUSA, CONTRA COSTA, DE!LNORTB.BL.DORADO, P!ESNO, 01ZNN,HUM80LDT, KfNOS, L..\.KB, 

LAS5BN, MADURA. MARIPOS.A. MARfH, MENDOCINO, MER.CW, MODOC, MONl'ER.BY,NAPA. NBVADA,PUC!~PWMAS. SACUM!NTO, SAN BENITO. SAN FRANCISCO. SAN JOAQUIN,. SAN 
MATBO, IAHTA Cl.ARA.SANTA CIWZ,, SHASTA, 511!R.M, SlSKIYOU, SOl..AHO, SONOMA.. STA~1SLAUS. SUTl'EI\. T!llAMA. UJ>.1TY, 'ruLA.R!.1\JOU.~'I, YOIA AND YUBA CCUN1TBS. 

l.1.mahtl'.'c eaxwmna ~ Q:.:£dlmG Haudx BBi~ 
aasslflcaUon1 

Buie Hcahh Pai~on Vatlon mining Olhct HOW'S Tolal 0.Uy Satunlayb Sunday/ 
(Joumqpmoo) HG\lrty and and Paymi:cil Hou.<iy Holiday 

11m• WcllP.n: Holiday Rate I lflX 11/2X 2X 

AREAi • 
Ccnotructlon SJ>'<Wlst J0.84 5.$4 6.71 2.28 0.34 0.13 0 .90 61.32 61.32 76.l4 

Group I; Group 1(8/ 30.14 S.S4 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 4S.20 60.27 60.27 7S.l4 
Group I (A) 30.36 S.S4 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 45.42 60.60 60.60 7S.78 
Group I (C) 30.19 S.S4 6.77 2.28 0.34 O.IJ 4S.2S 60.JS 60.3S 75.44 
Groupl(ll) 30.69 S.SI 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 45.7S 61.10 . 61.10 76.44 
Oroop I (F·I) 30.72 S.SI 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 45.78 61.14 61.1 4 16.SO 
Group I (P-2) 29.74 5.S4 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 44.80 S9.67 59.67 74.SI 
Group I (G) 30.34 S.SI 6.77 2.28 0.34 QI) 45.40 60.57 '60..17 75.74 
Group 2 29.99 S.54 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 4Ml 60.0S 60.0S 75.04 
Group 3; Group 3(A) 29.39 5.54 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 44.95 59.90 59.90 74.84 

Group 4; Group 6(8) 23..18 5,SI 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 38.64 S0.43d 50.4Jd 62.22d 

Group 5 . 15.90 S.54 6.71 2.28 0.34 0. 13 8 30.96 38.91 38.91 46.86 
Oro\lp 6 31.10 5.54 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 .8 ~16 61.?I 61.71 77.26 
Group6(A) 30.60 5.54 6.77 2.28 034 0. 13 8 45.66 60.96 60.96 16.26 
Group6(C) 30.01 S.54 6.77 2.~8 0.34 0,13 8 45.01 60.08 60.08 75.08 
Group7 - S~e I (1•6rnoolhs) 21.82 5.54 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 8 36.88 47.79 47.79 58.10 

Stage 2 (2 6 monlhs) 24.SI 5.SI 6.77 2.28 o.34 0.13 8 39,57 51.83 51.83 64.08 
Stogc3 (3" 6 months) 27.20 5.54 6.71 2.28 o.34 0.13 8 42.26 55.86 55.86 69,46 

AllEAt' 
CoollrucllonSpeclall!1 29.69 5..14 6.77 2.28 0.34 Q13. 44.75 59.60 59.60 74,44 

Group l; Oroop l(D) 28.99 S.54 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 4405 58.55 58,ll 73.04 
Oroupl(A) 29.21 U4 6.71 2.28 0.34 0.13 44.21 S&.88 Sl.88 73.48 
Gro14> I (C) 29.04 S.SI 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 44.10 ' 58.62 58.62 73.14 
G~ l (B) 29.54 5.54 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 44.60 59.37 S9.37 Rl4 
Group I (f· I) 29.57 5.SI 6.77 2.28 0,34 0.13 44.63 59.42 59.42 74.20 
Group I (F-2) 28.59 $.$4 6.11 2.28 034 0.13 0 .65 51.95 51.95 72.24 
Oroop2 28.84 5.54 6.77 2.23 0.34 0.13 43.90 58.32 58.32 72.74 
Group 3; Group )(A) 28.74 5.54 6.71 2.28 0.34 0.13 43.80 58.17 58.17 12.54 

Group 4; Group 6(8) 22.43 5.54 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 31.49 48.71d 48.71d 59.<ri 
Group.So IS.7S 5.54 6.17 2.28 0.34 0.13 30.81 38.69 38.69 46.56 
Oroup6 29.95 5.54 6.17 2.28 0.34 0.13 4S.OI S9.99 59.99 74,96 
Group6(A) 29.45 S.54 6.17 2.28 0.34 0.13 44.SI 59.24 59.24 13.96 
Group 6 (CJ 28.86 l.S4 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 43.92 S8.35 58.35 72.78 

5.54 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 36.03 46.52 46.52 .17.00Gr~~l~~~~;"'"""s) 'lll.'TI 
23.56 S.S-4 6.77 2.28 0.34 0.13 38.62 50.4-0 S0.4-0 62.18 


Stogc 3 (3" 6 IOOIIlbJJ 26.IS 5.54 6,77 2.28 0.34 O,l3 41,21 54,29 54.29 671315 
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C AREA 1 • ALAMHOA, CONTRA COSTA, MARIN, SAN PRANCJ.SCO, SAW MATEO, Am> SANTA CLARA COUNTIJ!S. 
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SBR.VICB LANC5CAPB LABOR.ER. O'N 'HEW CONSTRUCtfON MAY WORX At_.Y f'IYB (5) DAVS WJnllN A WHf!K. 
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HO PR!Dl?T'BR.MYN!O INCRBASBS. TlllS ltATIO OP ENTRY LEVEL UBOltBRS TO IU!OIJLAllU.80l8RS APPLIES ONLY TO WORJC ON Tit& SAM.£ .K)(li ! ml. 

( GROUP l{B)UCPlVESAN ADDnlO~AMOUNT!:ACHDAY. SEB PAOHSOPORDETAl\.S. 
8 ZONS PAY ATTifRBB DOU.ARS(S3.00)PU.l100R, fACTOABl>ATTKB APPL1CADl..BOVBlt1TMB MULTl'PL8- WIU. ORAOOSD TOTHB BASS RATB FOR WORK PeAFORMEDOUTSlDE 11IB 

'MBZONE DUSCIUBED BY THB BOUNDARJES ALONO tOWNSHIP AND RANCH Ll>lliS. PLEASE 881! TRAVBL AND SU!JSlSTBNCE PROVISJONS FOR. UAP DRSCRlPTION AHl> HXCB.PTfONS. 
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Engineer's Estimate 
Greenfield Avenue· Storm Drain from Fitzgerald to existing Basin 
Design and construction cost for llft station, and 30" piping required 

Quantity Uni t Bid Price Total 
Alternate 1: · 

Install 303 If of30" SD pipe, 5 If of 18''"SD pipe, 
and 1 - 60" SDMH (CC02) 1 LS $23,761.50 $23,761.50 
Lift Station Design, draft, and specifications 1 LS $6,500.00 $6,500.00 
Lift Station wet well Construction 1 LS $22,000.00 $22,000.00 
Lift Station pump 1 LS $8,500.00 $8,500.00 
Lift Station Electrical Panel 1 LS $3,SOO.OO $3,SOO.OO 

$64,261.SO 
Alternate 2: 
Agee Proposal to Install 30" pipeline and outlet 
structure 1 LS $76,091.31 $76,091.31 

Change Order #2 costs for Alternate 2 
Additlonal pipe and outlet $76,091.31 
reduction of pipe and manholes from contract ·$23,761.50 

$52,329.81 
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December 30, 2010 

City of Hanrard 
Usa Dock, P. E. 
900 South 10111 Ave 

Hanford, CA 93230 


RE: 	 12111 Ave Widening and Reconstruction 

PCO # 18 - Drlll 2 ea Rock Holes 


Ms. Dock, 

Inducted In this PCO # 18 Is the drllllng of 2 each 48" x 20~ deep holes for rock wells. Work was done 
per the aty of Hanford's direction. 

. /
Price 	 ---- $4,692.01 

rr you have any questions, please contact me at (559) 299-3290, Ext 122. 

Sincerely, 

Vincent Martinez 	 tr~t.JOO. oO - Ft~o-1- ~-emn 
Agee Construction Corp. CJ\.L-uL.h . 

4 l I qg..o \ - ti,~.~ -tfetnfi,,i} 
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Work Directive Summary Sheet 

Agency Clf;y of Hanford Agee Construction 

Contract No. 12th Street Roconstrucllon PO Box 629 

location 12th Streat ClovJs, CA 93613·0629 
DFlll rock walls 

.,......,,,..-1..._____________ ....____ 
PCO# Report# Date Performed 

Total 
Amount 

cxtem:1ea 
Amounts 

18 1 12MD10 s 4,092.01 $ 4,802.01 

$ -
$ -
$ -
$ -
$ -

' -

Grand Total $ 4,6112.01 

Submitted by: Data: 12./3012010 
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Request for Extra Work I Change Order 

Agency City ofHanford Agee Construction 

ContractName 12th StreetRaconstrucflon 
 PO Box629 u.. 

Location 121h Street . Clovis, CA93813-D629 ....... 
c 

DescriptionofVVork _D_n_H_lroc_k_w_ells~~~~~~~~~~~~ PCO# 18 Report# (])~_ _~
Date of Raport 12130i2010 Agaa Job ------ 

Data Perfonned ~ # 10-05 E 
- =- ~~ 
Nama and Clali8Jllcallon 

Op Engineer Gr 1 

Ope,g!neo:-Gr8 

Total Cost of r 	

~ded 

Hcwra HouriyFW!a Amounts 
Reg. ll $67.93 $ 339.55 

O.T. s 
Reg. 5 S59,24 $ 286-20 

$ 

s 
s 
s 
s 
s 
s 
s 

O.T. s 
Reg. s -
0.T. s 
Reg. s 
O.T. $ -
R • s 
O.T. s -
Reg. s -
O.T. $ 
Reg. 's 635.85 

.r:. 
(.) 
ro 
~ 
<( 

'~uul . 	 E>clanded 
Clesalotlan Daya Hotn Rate Amotmb 

PfclcupTrud< 
 1 5 $ 19.75 	 s BB.80 

ca!938 l=der 1 5 s ~	 $ 425.1~ 

$ 
$ 
s 
s 
s 
s 
s 

Total Costof Equipment s 524.Sl! 

~· 
Ooscrlptlon 

E& BTruddng 

WhlleCop 

IT"""" 

OUln(fty 

2'!.9'3 

1 

03ys 

1 
1 

E>clendad 
Raia Amcrunm 

$ 23.00 	 $ 596.39 
s 356.111 $ 3511.&1 

$ 
$ 
$ 
6 
$ 
s 

Total Costof Materfal $ !l5:l.2il 
Tol;IJ Costof Labor s 1!35.85 

33%0n labor s 2119.83 
Total Cost on Equipment ana Material s 1,478.15 

. 15% on Eauloment and Material s 221.72 
Total Cost On Subcon!rector s 2.000.00 
5% on Subcontractor $ 100.00 
;oub"""11 $ 4,645..55 

1% on Bonds and Insurance $ 48.46 

Tola! s 4,692.01 

-- Untr. ol Exlaf)ded 
Subcontrw;:lor ~ Meas""' UnllPrioo Amcun!s 

DJtlJlng Services l 11 11 $ 2..000.00 52.000 

Total Cost ofSubcontractor s 2.000-00 



PO Box 629, Clovfs, CA 93613 
(669) 209-3200, Fax (659) 299-3603 

DAILY WORK AGREEMENT 

City of Hanford Extrawork Date: 12-08·10 
Job No.: 10·05 

PCO#: Item No.: 996006 

Job DescrlpUon: 	 12th Ave. Reconstruct City of Hanford 

Work Description: 	 Drlll 2 ea 48" x 20' deep holes for.rock wells. 1 hole hit sugar sand at 19'. the 
other hit sugar at 20'. Both are good holes for drainage. Placed filter fabric 
and filled with 1 W' drain rock. Covered top of drain rock with filter fabric and 
backfilled with 2' of backfill. Placed 4" SOR 35 to - 6' depth In drain rock. Set 
box and grate. Ex and place 1 %" electrical conduit for future use. 

Location: 

Name 
Tai Eslick 
Jarrod Coonce 

LABOR 
OT/Hours 

5 
D 

Rate 
39.24 
38.24 

Equia# 
01·047 
12·226 

EQUIPMENT 
DescripUon 

%P/U 
710 JD Backhoe 

Hours 
5 

Jack Azevedo 0 
Billy Waters 
Vance Eslick 

0 
5 

25.89 
33.38 

04-208 
13-208 

2000 gal water truck 
CQt 938 Loader 5 

Vance Eslick 
Dwight Rutherford 

0 
0 34.46 15·205 Gradeall with bucket 

Manuel Aparicio 0 29.52 29-209 185 air comp 
01-255 1 ton P/U 

MATERIALS 
Vendor Descrlollon QuantllV UOM Unit Cost 

Drilling Services Drlll 2 ea 48" holes 2000.00 
E&B Truckina 11/z" Drain rock 25.93 ton 23.00 596.30 
White Cap Filter Fabric 1 roll 

APPROVALS 


Signed: '1aJ fJ~ Agee Construction CorporaUon. 
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RECEIVED DEC 14 20.i 
DRILLING SERVICES RECEIVED Invoice 
AUGER, OBO, PUMPS, SEPTIC, WATER. DEC 10 20to .----oa-te--..--,nv-ol_oe....,.#---. 

15745 S. Hughes Ave. ~GEE CONS1R~C1\0N._121R1--.,.20• 0_..____•B4____,
Caruthers, CA 93609 

Biii To 

AOBB CONSTRUarION 
H139HobllttA\IO. • .~ ( 
Clovis, Cu. 93612 \~lJ:, 

':fP ~ 

Ship l o 

SIB CORNBR.OFAVE. ll 
AND GRANGEVILLE BLVD. 
HANFORD 

P.O. Number Tenns 

NatJO 

Rep Ship 

1218/2030 

Via F.O.B.· Project 

Quanllty UemCode OasarlpUon PricaEaoh Amount 
2 I>IULLlNG DRlU. 1'WO HOLES 48".XZOFT. 1,lllllUlO 2,00lUlO . 

10-06 

99?#/~ 

'Thunk yon lilryour bwlness. 

I Total $2,000.UO 
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DEC 1 O ZOIO 

AGEE CONSTRUCTION 
SOLIJ TO: 8280000 

4Bt0 1 MB a.m ED012X IDD17 DU4SD2ll17 PB71184 00Dl:ODD1 


t •11•11 '1•l1hftil11l1l11fII11I' •llIll11ll1lfI•IIti l•'dfl11l1l!1 
m 	 .AGEE CONSTRUCTION CORP ~ YARD/AGEE! CONST
6 	 POBdX829 1089 HOBLtrT 

«;:LOVIS CA 93813--01129 OLOVIS,'OA 93613 

·Cf!\ 
~ 

DALE GABE DELA CERDA 

\o-DS 

GO PAPERLESS WITH INVOICE GATEWAY 
You oen IJlW view llOd pay your btlla ontlna with Whla Oep'a nBIV lnYoloa GaleWl)I. Saaroh ror lnvoloes 

rrnm Iha pest year, and domlC>Bd lnvo!C6dais clieotly 1111o your accounUng ayitam (ol.tll sa Q~QIBookli®). 

Gel setup today by going to www.whllacap.com. Ciiek on lha RE<GISTER link and complPlD lhe Naw UserForm. 
Onat yo1.1 hllVa camplelsd raglal rallon call H!OD-WHlTECAP lo get youraocouilt(sl Unhd to you r 

Whlleoap.oom user D end lhen log on end IOO!t fur lha ln'IOlce Gateway linlt. 
Already have a Whllacap.com user ID? log on today and look rar Iha ln\IOloa Galaway link. 

PLEASE! BE ADVISED THAT, EFFECTIVE MAY1 20~, INVOICES THAT ARE PASTDUE WILL ACCRUE 
A Se!MCE CHARGE OF 1.6% PER MONTH UNTIL PAID. 

For quaslliins rsgan:llng thl& tnvo\oe please oBll 1.ftOO-WHITECAP (1-800..fl44-8322). TOTAi.GROSS 

NO REFUNOB OR EXCHANGES ON NON STOCK MERCHANDISE 
Vlsl\ hllp:/lwhl\aoap.camlfrll'°"lallll8_Bltd_ca11d1Uons,pdf to view compiele terms and conditions. 

RIWElVl!D BY: OAl.E BIGNATIJRECOPY ON FilE 

3a7.43 

29.S 

35ll.81 

INVOICE 

llt.i.ff\ill!  QI !!\ 

26103724 
I ~.,~ 

12/07/10 
__,.ua:r.o @""""""' 

1005 

I. 

HD8Wlilra CAP CONST 81JPP~Y 
D&P.T 3!02ll 
PO SOX •1np2a 

· SAN l'RAltlCIBCO, CA 841SO 

Pege1 of 1 



Rece ived: 

E~::_§_ 

CO:tv.CIMCF~:tA:r... - R..'ISl$'a::>:U.'.J:'.TX"X..a:-L 

-.Nb Job t<:10' L<:'.,..J3'4' orS>naU" 

12447 :1.::z--=h .A."<IVenue 
~n:f"orc:l~ C..A. 93230 

AGEE CONSTRUCTION, CO, 

1039 HOBl.ITT AVE. 
 1. 
CLOVIS, CA 9361'\ I(559) 2BB-3290 

Page; 1 

Date; 12116/10 
Invoice No: 0023709 

Account No: 01104 

Job; 5019/90 AGEE CON61',>fD 
From: GRANITE (COALINGA) 

To: 1a TH AVE +GRANGVIL.L 

Commcdlty; DRAIN ROCK 1.5X 1 

TelfllS; NO TERtJS 

Dirte FrtBlll No 
12107/10 868957 

PO# Truck LOT# 
18 13399276 

DRAIN ROOK 1.5 X 1 

Net Wlilght Quantity 
25.93<l 

Units 
Tons 

Rate 
22.0100 

Amount 
570.72 

Sub Total 
KINGS COUNlY TAX 

25.830 Tons 
311.180 8.2500 

570.72 
25,67 

Plea~ePay This Amount 596,39 

THANK YOU FOR USING E & 8 BUL)( IBANSPORTATION !'OR AU.OF YOUR HMll.1NG:r.imms. 
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Rece)ued: Doc 30 2010 09:46am 
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CITY OF HANFORD 

FINANCE DEPARTMENT 

315 N DOUTY STREET 

HANFORD,CA 93230 


. PHONE: 559-585-2512x 
FAX: 559-582-1152x 

Cust No: 0000001a29 
FIRST LUTHERN CHURCH 
9075 12TH AVE 
HANFORD , CA 93230 

INVOICE: 
Date: 
Service: 

181-000062 
Jan 06, 2011 
FUND 181 

Page 
of 

l 
1 

Total Invoice: 
Paid/ Adjusted: 
Total Due: 

3,500 ·.oo 
0.00 

3,500 . 00 

Due Date: Feb 05, 2011 

Service Address: 
FIRST LU1'HERN CHURCH 
9075 12TH AVE 
HAN.FORD, CA 93230 

Cust Name: FIRST LUTHERN CHURCH Invoice Date: Jan 06, 2011 

Cust No: 0000001a29 Invoice: 1 81 - 000062 Due Date: Feb 05, 2011 


Description Qty Unit Price Total Price Tax 

TWO 20' DEEP, ROCK DRAINAGE WELLS 
AT PARKING LOT ENTRANCES FOR 1. 00 3,500.00 3, 500. 00 N 
STORM DRAINAGE 

Total Charges: 3,500. 00 Payments: 0.00 
Total Tax: 0.00 Adjustments: 0.00 
Total Invoice: 3 ,500.00 Total Due: 3,500 . 00 

FIRST LUTHERN CHURCH City of Hanford 
9075 12TH AVE 315 North Douty Street 
HANFORD, CA 93230 Hanford, CA 93230 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Audits 


Post Office Box 942850 

Sacramento, CA 94250-5874 


http://www.sco.ca.gov 


SlS-BAU-0014 

http:http://www.sco.ca.gov



