STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF ENGINEERING SERVICES

OFFICE ENGINEER

1727 30" STREET, MS 43

SACRAMENTOC, CA 95816-8041 Flex your power!
PHONE (916) 227-6299 Be energy efficient!

FAX (916) 227-6282
www.dot.ca.gov/hg/esc/oe

March 5, 2014 Facsimile: (925) 978-2063
Shannon Creson, President 04-3G7404

Drill Tech Drilling & Shoring, Inc. 04-SON-1-29.9/29.9

200 Wymore Way B.O. 01/28/14

Antioch, CA 94509
Dear Mr. Creson:

The Department of Transportation (Caltrans) received the attached letters dated

February 3 and February 13, 2014, from Dreambuilder protesting the Disadvantaged Business
Enterprise (DBE) Commitment form submitted by Drill Tech Drilling & Shoring, Inc. (Drill
Tech). Dreambuilder alleges that Drill Tech listed SID, a subcontractor to perform work
described as structural concrete and does not have the work codes to perform this work. As
such, Drill Tech does not meet the 8 percent DBE goal on this contract. Furthermore,
Dreambuilder request that Caltrans find the bid submitted by Drill Tech nonresponsive.

Please provide your response to Dreambuilders protest no later than March 7, 2014.

If you have any questions, please contact Mulissa Smith, Contract Branch Chief, at
(916) 227-6228.

Sincerely,

JOHN (
Deputy Division Chief

Office Engineer

Division of Engineering Services

Attachments

Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Dreambuilder

1341 E. Garten Dr, Placentia, Ca 92870
Ph (714) 6463697, fax (714) é44-3698

Civil Engineering Construction

Bid Protest Letter # 1

Department of Transportation Date: 213/2014
Office Engineer MS 43

1727 30™ Street, Sacramento, Ca 95816

Ph: 916-227-6280 Fax: 916-227-6282

Attn: Office Engineer

Sub: Bid protest for Caltrans Contract # 04-3G7404

Bid open on 1/28/2013 @ 2:00PM in Sacramento, Ca

Reference: Caltrans bid proposal for Contract # 04-3G7404

Dear Sir / Madam,

We bid this project and we were 2™ bidder on this project,

After reviewing bid document submitted by Drill Tech Drilling and Shoring Inc. for this project
and posted on line, we have following bid protest regarding DBE Commitments and not meeting
A. DBE goal for this contract by Drill Tech Drilling and Shoring Inc:

1. This project bas DBE goal 8% & Drill Tech Drilling and Shoring Inc listed their
subcontractor STD Construction Inc for $100,300 for performing structural concrete for
contract item # 30 to meet DBE goal for this project.

2. But as per DBE certification for STD Construction Inc { Certification # 7799) only
following ACDBE NAICS Work codes are allocated to perform and to get credit for
DBE goal:

a. C1200, C1201,C1601,C1901,C1920,C1930,C1940,C5501 AND C5570
None of these allocated work codes matches with performing structural concrete work
therefore claimed amount 3100,000 by Drill Tech Drilling & Shoring Inc to meet DBE
goal for STD Construction, Inc should be considered as $0.00.
3. After consideration of $0.00 participation by SID Construction Inc., Drill Tech Drilling
& Shoring Inc gosl amount will be only $20,987.80, which is 1. 78% and Drll Tech is
not meeting DBE goal for this contract and their bid should be considered as Non
responsive bid. :
For Caltrans Contract # 04-.0G 1304 bid on 9/11/2012,
On Same ground, DBE Contract Evaluation Unit reduced Dreambuilder’'s DBE
pariicipation claimed by Dreambuilder.
Originally at the time of bid, Dreambuilder claimed 66.6% for DBE goal ( for listed and
non listed work codes on our DBE certification # 38712) but due to not meeting work codes
for concrete and others ltems, Contrans DBE evaluation unit disallowed all non-listed work
codes and they reduced our DBE partipation to only 30.40%. Please see Caltrans award
Jetter as exhibit — C & D attached, e T
.,m-"""m o
Therfore, Dreambullder is requesting to follow same. cnterlhifﬁhls conlract also nnd is

requesting to award this contiract toDream
cﬁ’-?ﬂ%ﬂ%—ngg
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Dreambuilder

1341 E. Garten Dr. Plocentia, Ca 92870
Ph (714} 646-3697, fax (714) 646-3698

Civil Engineering Construction

B. Dreambuilder is also requesting to consider our protest for Bid item # 32, Drill Tech & Drilling
Inc. bid this item as 88LF @ $5194.00/ LF- = $457,072.00 , which is approximately more than 60%
lower than other bidders on this project. Which is unbalance bid.

As per special provision this item need to be perform by Pipe Ramming method, Dreambuilder
submitted their bid according to special provision and will perform accordingly and looks like others
bidder than Drill Tech did follow same.

Due to big price difference for this item, looks Hke Drill Tech has adopted different method of pipe
instaflation than required special provision provision Pipe Ramming method and later they will
submit cost reduction provision after awarding contract.

Also there was no addendum issued for changing Pipe Ramming method to any other method of
installing 108" steel casing.

If this is the case, it will be unfair to others bidder for this project, since we have submitted our bid as
perspecial provision requirements,

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

¢x Singh

Project Coordinator.

e e BT
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Search Returned 1 Records T Bat Feb 61 20:10:52 PET 2614
Query Criteria
Firm/DBA Name: STD CONSTRUCTION
Fim Type: DBE
Arm D 7700
Firm/DBA Name §JD CONSTRUCTION INC.
Address Line1 775 WAKEFIELD CT, STE D
Address Lina2
City OAKDALE
State CA
Zip Code1 $5361
Zip Code2 1842
Malling Address Line? P.0.BOX 12320
Mailing Address Line2
Mailing Gity OAKDALE
Maliing State CA
Mailing Zip Code1 95361
Maiiing Zip Code2 1042
Certification Type DBE
EMail gdinc@att.nat
Contact Name SANDRA CUNNINGHAM
Area Cods (200)
Phone Number B47-6939
Fax Area Code {209}
Fax Phone Number 8470189
Agency Name DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Counties 03; 04; 05; 06; 07, 09: 10; 20; 22; 24; 27, 28: 31, 34; 38; 39: 41; 48, 49; 50; 54, 55; 57, 50,
Districts 03; D4; 05; 08, 10;
DBE NAICS 237316: 238110: 238990;
AGDBE NAICS
€1200 CONSTRUCTION ARE A SIGNS: C1201 TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEM; C1801 CLEARING &
Work Codes GRUBBING:; G1961 ROADWAY EXCAVATION: C1920 STRUCTURE EXCAVATION; C1930 STRUCTURE
BACKFILL; C1040 DITCHES EXCAVATION: £5501 STEEL STRUCTURES,; €5570 STEEL CRIB WALL,;
Licenses A General Engineeting Contraclor;
Trucks
Gender F
Ethnicity CAUCASIAN
FArm Type DBE

Back To Query Form
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND ROUSING AGENCY JERRY BROWN, Governor-
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION g it — C
DIVISION OF ENGINEERING SERVICES v g hris
OFFICE ENGINEER, MS 43
1727 30th STREET

- SACRAMENTO, CA 95816
7.0. BOX 168041 ‘ _.
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-8041

PHONE (916) 227-6300 04-0G1304
PAX (916) 227-615] © 04-SCI-82-20.9
' ACHSSTP-P082(022)E
DREAMBUILDER
1324 B. LAWSON LANE B.0. ¥1V12
PLACENTIA CA 92870

Dear Contractor:

Your bid proposal for the above noted contract in the amount of $590,061.00 was
found to be acceptable and the contract has been awarded to you as indicated below by the Director

of Transportation,
The description of the work and location are as follows:

Instell signal and lighting, upgrade curb ramps. IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY IN MOUNTAIN
VIEW AT CLARK AVENUE

A(n) 15 percent DBE goal was set for this project. Your firm wes certified to achievd 30.4 percent DBE
Participation. '
If you have received this document by facsimile transmittal, the criginal document will be

atriving in the mail along with forms and instructions to execute this contract. Please follow the
instructions carefully. If you have questions relative to the execution of the contract, you may call .J L ( z 7
- p{ ) va = D

our Contract Awards Section at (916) 227-6288. ‘l o
. . " i _ Oo A uk
A copy of the Bngineer's Estimate (bid item) page(s), and Listing of Subcontractor page(s) D LE- / e, .
from your proposal ere attached, for your records. W T A assf
’ i (b'l. F"\ K
Attachment(s) Q0 < yli’ ‘
[T aohtns
Sincerely, A Lt fi’ h‘rtL ' ]
oK Co €.
JOHN C. MCMILLAN b
Deputy Division Chief
Office Engineer .

| Byzgﬂm b WAM%J

Date: bvum'(/""ll‘f/( l(o l ZOf’L

*Caltrems improvas mobitity acroys California”

j Feon wh " I-({
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Search Raturned 1 Records Mon Sep 18 83:24:21 POT 2012
Query Criteria
FinYDBA Name: Dreambuilder
Firm Type: DBE
Firm 1D 72
Frm/DBA Name DREAMBUILDER
Address Line1 1324 E LAWSON LN,
Address Linez
Clty PLACENTIA
State GA
Zip Code! 82870
Zip Code?
Malling Address Line1
Maliing Addrese Line2
Malling Clty
Malling Btate
Mailing Zip Code1
Malfing 2lp Code2
Gertification Type DBE
Paaill dremmbulldar.construciion@gmati.com
Contact Nams ANURAG SINGH
Area Code (714)
Phone Numbaer 046-3097
Fax-Area Code (714)
Fax Phone Numbar 646-3096
Agancy Nams DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
01; 02: 03; 04; 06; 00; O7; 08: 09; 40; 11; 12, 13 14; 15; t6; 17, 10, 19; 20;21; 22; 23; 24; 26, 28; 27 28;

Counties 20; 30; 31: 32, 33; 34; 35; 36; 37; 38; 99; 40; 41; 42; 43; 44 45;40; 47; 48: 46; 60; 51; 52; 53; 54; 55; 56

57, 58
Districts 01; 02; 03; 04; 05; 06; 07, 08; 09; 10; 11; 12
DBE NAICS 237310;
ACDBE NAIGS u A,ad( nvle

TN . Iy ﬁ.( LO-2
. .}.H— Jhame 4 i
Work Codes C3901 ASPHALT CONCRETE; Xy [M,.LJ'\M Uit
Licenses A Gensral Enginssring Contraclor, A 6\/\»4‘ c,'_rﬁo / , f VR, ‘
Frucks (.0 < / . # sk € /ﬂl.! M—Ltf
Gender M ‘ ” ‘1 Pl 7l 2
Ethnlclty ABIAN SUBCONTINENT b{' 14l e
Arm Type DBE
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Dreambuilder

138} E. Garten Dr, Placentia, Ca 92870
Ph {714) 646-3697, fax (714) £46-3698

i

Civil Engineering Consiruction
February 13, 2014

Department of Transportation

Office Engineer, MS 43

1727 30 Street, Sacramento, CA 95816
At Office Engineer

Phone: 916-227-6280
Fax: 916-227-6282

Via: Fax and U.S. Mail [registered]

Re: Replace Culvert with Raraming 108" Steel Casing. — Contract No. 04-
3G7404
Bid Protest Letter # 2

Subject: Dreambuilder’s Bid Protest Regarding the Department’s Notice of Intent to
Award the Project to Drll Tech Drilling & Shonng, Inc. (DTDSI)

Dear Sir / Madam;

As part of its previously submitted Bid Protest #-1 to the Drill Tech Drilling and
Shoring, Inc. bid on this Project, Dreambuilder is submitiing additional basis for the
rejection of the Drill Tech bid. We have determined that Drill Tech’s intended methods
violate the US Corps of Bngineers permits and are mon-responsive to ‘the explicit
tequirements of the contract. It is our belief that the State will end up with 2 pipe thickness
that is 40% less than specificd, resulting in less pipe strength and a dramatically reduced
lifespan due to the inevitable and constant corrosion in this saline, marine environment.

These are matenial variances from the bid specification. These provisions cannot be
waived without rendering the award invalid as they are the basis for the other bidder’s pnices
and allowing Drill Tech to violate the specifications renders the competitive bidding process
completely in-effective to achieve the lowest, responsible price. For each of these reasons,
Drill Tech’s bid must be rejected and the project awarded to the second bidder.

Introduction

On January 28, 2014, the ‘Department opened bids :
that Drill Tech was the apparent low bidder, SGAETilMnEs

_ of Dreambuilder, called DTDSI it achieved the fow b1d and was fold thiat _ :
... DTDSI intended to use altenigtive mcthods and naterials that were not speclfied in the 7 5

cgest for Bids )

P Y
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The Department Tequires that bidders agree “to perform the work provided in the
Contract under the terms of the Contract” DTDSI affixed its signature to that condition in 1ts
bid. This contract is to “Replace Culvert with Ramming 108" Steel Casing,” and the
specifications set forth cotresponding methods and materials. But DTDS! did not follow them, it
prepered its bid assuming it could jack the pipe instead of ramming. DTDSI's bid is therefore
non-responsive and in these circumstances cannot be accepted.

The Department cannot wWaive this variance because other bidders reasonably believed
such 2 bid would not be accepted, and because DTDSI's nonconforming installation method will
violate the permits the Department obtained by the project.

Despite the low face value of this bid that appears to benefit the Department, the money
in DTDS]s bid and fifty-percent performance bond will be insufficient to complete the work in
conformance with the Department Tequirements. Finally, the nonconforming method proposed
by DTDSI is more likely to result in complications, which the Department presumebly intended
to avoid by electing to pay 2 premium for the ramming method '

2. Drill Tech's nonconforming method violates the US Corps of Engineers Permit.

The Department cannot aliow DTDSI to proceed vsing the jacking method because it is
not allowed by the permits the Department obtained for the project. The permit from the U.S.
Army Corps of Engincers was based upon the methods described 1 the Department's

apphication.

The Army Corps’ summary of the project that it approved included a description that
“[t]he pipe will be installed via trenchless method of pipe ramming. The method uses pneumatic
percussive biows to drive the pipe into the ground simiar to pile driving.” U.S. Army Corps of
Pngineers, Non-Reporting Nationwide 404, p.1.  The -permit requires that “[]f there are any
chenges in'theproject . . . construction methods prior to construction, those modifications must
be approved by the Corps in writing.” 1d. atp.3. '

For DTDSI to proceed with its nonconforming methods, cach of the permits would need
1o be re-submitted. Approval of all of the affected permits s unlikely to occur within the

timeframe planned for this project.

Presurnably each of the permits obtained by the Department were obtained by regulatory
agency Teview of the same materials teviewed by the Army Corps, and the approvals are
conditioned on those methods.

For exampie, the Sonoma County permit, on which the Coastal Commission permit
requirement was spproved, stated that any alteration to the use described by the Department's
application “shall require [} prior revicw and -approval . . . .” The change in approach may
change the mitigation required for the project. DTDSI planned jacking method requires a large
reaction frame positioned on the receiving slope to jack against, which is a difference in the
method that was likely not accounted for in obtaining permits. The Regional Water Quality
Control Board permit relied upon the Department's estimate that “temporary impacts to waters of
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the U.S. would total 312 ft2”. A change in the comstruction method will Tequire a detailed
evaluation, and perhaps pew permits.

The permitting for this project was clearly based upon an installaton method that had
been carefully evaluated and approved by multiple agencies. Ramming has significant
advantages over jacking in this application, as described below. The judgment of the
Department’s engineer should be respected.,

3, DTDSY's method does not conform to the specifications.

The contract requires “furnishing and installing ¢ 108-inch steel casing pipe by pipe
ramming as shown.” SP §70-9.01A. The provided pipe must have “a mimmum wall thickness
of 1.25 inches”. SP §70-901C.

DTDSI's Vice-President told SCCI that it intends to supply a thinner walled pipe installed
with jacking. DTDSI believed the Department’s answer to their bidder’s inquiries dated January
13, 2014 waived the specified ramming specification. Bidder inquiries, of course, do not weive
the contract requirements ueless an addendum is issued.

4. Pipe jacking is inferior to the specified ramming method for this 2pplication

Pipe jacking is 2 casing instellation method that has been used in trenchiess installations
for many years. Predominantly .used in soft to medium soils, it has its limitations in denser
heavier soils. In heavier, denser soils the pipe jacking system is typically used in combination
with & horizontal auger drilling machine, alsc referred to jeck-and-boring, It is understood that
jack-and-boring was considered as 2 possible installation method for the project but was
discarded due to the fact that on previous installation performed under Highway 1 large boulders
were encountered, making augenng impossible.

This experience is apparent in the specifications wherein the contractor is advised to
assume that large boulders mey be encountered during the casing installation, in size up to 30%
of the diameter of the casing, Jacking under those conditions could cause o catastrophic roadway
fajlure. Jack and boring is impossible here because of the large boulders enticipated and the

existing culvert 1s 1o be engulfed.

SCCI's Geo-technical Engineer Mr. Armin Stuediein, PhD, P.E,, who analyzed the
Department’s design and performed 2 drive-ability analysis for SCCI to prepare its sub-bid,
concurs with the Department engineer's judgment and 1S concerned by the non-conforming use
of jacking here. Inthe event the jacked casing method suggested by DTDSI would encounter a
boulder, it is his belief that the boulder could be jacked fhrough the soil causing a calamity by
dragging a void in the embankment that mey create 2 collapse of the roadway, which would be

disastrous.

This dragging will occur in part because static jacking does not provide the real-time
feedback of dynamic ramming; a boulder could be dragged for several feet before detection.
Second, the jacking method will not be able to handle boulders, if at all, except by pushing them

through the ground leaving voids.
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It will have to hendle obstructions by removing them manuelly. In contrast, the operator
of SCCY’s horizontal pipe driving system can detect obstructions and the ramming equipment has
a heavy reinforced cutting shoe to break up boulders of the mean compressive strengths
anticipated by the Department due to the percussive action of the HPD driver.

SCCI's horizontal pipe driving system can also be calibrated and monitored, particularly
while exiting the recsiving slope, to maintain slope stability. SCCI's Geotechnical Engineer
calculates the size of the HPD system required to ensure a successful installation. The analysis
also predicts the maximum energy required, blow counts per foot and duration of the installation.
This information can be referenced by the equipment operator to maintain driving at just the
theoretical level needed to ensure a controlled completion of the drve and exit of the end of the

casing out of the receiving slope.

In addition to using an inferior method, DTDSI intends to provide a thinner wall pipe.
SCCI understands that as 2 result of DTDSI using & jacking method they felt they did not need
the heavy }-1/4-inch wall that was specified, and they could use a casing that would be half the
thickness and cost of the specified casing. The project is in -an environment that is very saline
aggressive. The casing specified because of it's thickness has & service life at least twice of what
DTDSI is planning to provide to CalTrans, thus providing an inferior end product compared to
the product that was specified.

Finally, the method proposed by DTDS! is inferior because jacking & 108-inch casing is
untested in these predicted soil conditions. It would not be 2 good choice for the soil conditions
indicated by the bid documents for the reasons described here.  The Department clearly
specified 2 Tobust method to handle complex soil conditions without severe disruptions if the
expected conditions are encountered. Drill Tech’s jacking proposal is inferior, nonconforming,

and should not be sccepted.

5. A non-conforming bid is non-responsive and must be rejected when the nonconiormity
is material.

A bid is responsive if it promises to do what the bidding instructions demand. Taylor Bus
Service, Inc. v. San Diego Bd of Education (1987) 195 Cal. App. 3d 1331, 1341, The
Department exercised its business, engincering, and governmental judgment in defining the
requirements for the work. Conformance to these predetermined, objective bid requirements is
neocessary for 8 bid to be responsive. Id. at 1342. When the Department inquires about DTDSI's
bid preparation, it will find that the bid does not do what the bidding instructions demand and is

thus non-responsive.

The Department should inquire into DTDST's bid because the unit pnce for ramming is
irnplausibly low.
The Department's guidence to its staff in evaluating bids Tequires that the Department

amalyze “the differences between the bid items and the Engineer's Estimate.” Department of
Transportation, RTL Guide, § 14 District Recommendation for Award, § 14.4 (January, 2014).
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The Department Engineer's BEstimate was $1,485911.40. DTDSIs total bid is
$1,180,771.00. This is 79% of the bid emount. It does not quite trigger the “Special Bid
Situation” of 25 percent or more below the Engineer's Estimate in the Ready to List Guide. RTL
Guide, p. 14-5. But the unit price on the individua! bid item in question ig severe. Bid item 32
was bid at $5,194.00 per LF. This is sixty-five percent of the second and third low bids and

* forty-three percent of the fourth low bid.

This is sufficient to put the Department or notice that the amount of the bid may be
inadequate to complete the work. In other words, it raises “reasonable doubt that award to the
bidder . . . will result in the lowest ultimate cost to the Government,” Celtrans RTL Guide p.14-
3 (January 2014). The Department will be at & disadvantage if it-accepts Drill Tech’s bid and the
subsurface conditions anticipated by the Department are encountered.

In addition to the inference of nonconforming methods from the line ttem price, direct
evidence is provided by DTDSI's statement o SCCI that Drill Tech prepared its plan nsing
methods and materials other then required by the bid documents.

6. The Department does not have the discretion to waive the irregularity in DTDS's bid.

A bid which “is not strictly Tesponsive [may] be accepted if the variance caomot have
affected the amount of the bid or given a bidder an advantage or benefit not allowed other
bidders or, in other words, if the variance is inconsequential,” Ghilotti Construction Co. v. City
of Richmond (1996) 45 Cal. App. 4th 897, 904. “The test for measuring whether & deviation in-a
bid is sufficiently material to destroy its competitive cheracter is whetherthe vanation affects the
amount of the bid by giving the bidder an advantage or benefit not enjoyed by the other bidders.”

Id

Permitting DTDST's to bese its bid on inferior materials and nonconforming methods
would give it an unfair advantage. The Department did not seek out competitive bids for the
jacking method of installation, so if the Department accepts DTDSI's bid it will Likely not be
receiving the most competitive price for work with that method. .

The Department specified ramming as & method. No one needs to explam to Department
engineers that there are altemative methods to install & culvert. The Departments engineers are
familiar with various technigues for installing culverts. The engineers evaluated this project and
specified ramming. They did not specify cut end cover or jacking. The remming method was
repeatedly specified and any other method will violate the permits. There was no teason for
bidders to believe that the Department would accept other proposals.

Axn implicit benefit to the specified approach is that the Department selected 2 robust
method that it determined was lkely to be successful. Despite the existence of obvious
alternatives, the Department, planning a project in en environmentally sensitive arez on 2 road
adverse to ciosures, specified a robust instaliation method thet could be compieted in 2 narrow

time window.
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The ramming method Tuns minimal risk of change orders or differing site conditions that
wotild be more likely to hinder less Tobust methods. The ramming method has 2 lower risk of
the contractor abandoning the approach and resorting to cut and cover or other alternatives less
suited for thig site and these circumstances.

7. Conclusion

DTDSI’s bid is defective because it violates the permits necessary to perform the work
and is materially non-responsive, For these reasons, the bid must be rejected, As such, the
Project should be awarded to Dreambuilder as the low, responsive, responsible bidder.

Pleese contact me if you have any questions or need anything else regarding Dreambuilder’s bid
protest. Thank you for your continued consideration.

Sincerely,

iy

Alex Singh
Project Coordinator.

Cc: Robert Verkyk, SCCI
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March 5, 2014 Facsimile: (925) 978-2063

Shannon Creson, President 04-3G7404

Drill Tech Drilling & Shoring, Inc. 04-SON-1-29.9/29.9
200 Wymore Way B.0. 01/28/14
Antioch, CA 94509

Dear Mr. Creson:

The Department of Transportation (Caltrans) received the attached letters dated

February 3 and February 13, 2014, from Dreambuilder protesting the Disadvantaged Business
Enterprise (DBE) Cornmitment form submitted by Drill Tech Drilling & Shoring, Tne. (Drill
Tech). Dreambnilder alleges that Drill Tech listed STD, a subcontractor to perform work
described as stroctural concrete and does not have the work codes to perform this work. As
such, Drili Tech does not meet the 8 percent DBE goal onthis contract. Furthermore,
Dreambuilder request that Caltrans find the bid submitted by Drill Tech nonresponsive.

Please provide your response to Dreambuilders protest no latsr than March 7,2014.

If you have any questions, please CONtact Mutissa Smith, Conttact Branch Chied, at
(916) 227-6228. ‘

Deputy Division Chief
Office Engineer
Division of Engineering Services

Attachments

Caltrans improves mobility acress Califprnia™
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