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AeyS'ifteim SepteMber l0-....0diging, the date the CoMMiSSion must 
be,underwayto-bebeCeMber: 15,,' 

SteVen 4, WidMdt, $;.#a 441'04:44 4,V4S,ed-that the 'unsuccessful 
bidders had,rai400,a tiuMber 	W0,0.04 'PdollerniingjheaPplioa4ltty,  
of,yaribuS GovernMentdOde SeCtiOnS„,andA$6 5#W0641#490,' 
Acs concerning 	requiteMenof theHbid pacageand,  the, bid 
opening.. Mt: 4indfel,dt sOt,fPrth the legal 
',0104*d#h4'00-TI*41- P4,:e44 144 54:gtlad W1444 54 
P,50.40t t4 c0i#1,4AJ;00 that this ti:;ject 	tpt .90)e# to 
014 't04,:00'05t0.4s ce, 4114,00q00) *),A5r,qq,P4114i00-0P.W4* 
'necesSary. lie also'eplained that the ataff'df therCoMMisSidh' 
had required that a license,  be in the pas session,  of the bidder 
at ,the time of bid opening .becau's'e of the ctt4cat 
thiP VtOjeCtto meet the 90 day EDA grant tequiteMent,, 

tl;r. Sander§ advised that the Amettoan ideadbUthing bid Was rejeCted 
*be•ause ,O they did not pOseess the appropriate ligehse at the 
time Of bid opening;', and :21 their bid. was not acCoMpanied by 

bond' of 10 pertent of the contract amount, as required, in the 
bid. Mr,. Sanders' further advised the ComMiSsion that the American 
leadUrning bid, .Would not have been the low:'bid had it been accepted. 
Mr. John A. notes, Procurement Manager, California Office of 
khdrity BuSiness, appeared. 	tiot'esi math objection Was the 
rejection  -Of the' American Leadburning bid 'because'- of its failure 
to provide the required liCense at the time of bid opening. He 
pointed out that EDA, the California Government Code, and the 
State Contract Act do not have a preqyalification to have a license 
before the bid Opening. He fuTpher pOinted.out the staff of th' 
State :Lands 6nilisiotts pracciCe of requiring a license as a 
prequalificatOn ;is unreasonable., He stated the staff of the 
COmMissiop included additional speCifications which were contradictory 
to EDA guideline's by extending itself beyond' the language of 
the laws that apply to .EDA guidelines,„ the State COntract Act, 
and the povernmeht Zode. Mr Flores contended' that an adjustment 
should be made in; Lenns, of the licensing corisIderation. He also 
questioned the verification procedure used by the staff of the 
CoMmisSlon concerning the 10 percent minority requirement o• 
EbA grants. 
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Mr. Robert (";0141es, Sr, owner of Amertcan Jeadbctitl.nfp 14r, 
U,ch4rd Zartee, :Projeat ,Manager, tor Arhertoan Leadburn#1g; and 
Altn cerey„Ownerof 	MenegeOent, 	appeared These gen4eMen, 
Ofttended, that i) 	th, re rd to r the lIcense, the 'did padkAge 
e0ed.ifit4ly 'stated—ho kequgl,ftOtions Wete neteesaryi and 
2) with, regard:ta the bonding, requirement,, they vabilitt;.ed a Okopiiit 
of ,10,  .percent 'based 	hotirly rate, However, as' they have 	' ' 
been 1300400. tO 0.75,0,Pp pteviouely;  they, wo4d, have no' problem 
Withobt*OngH4he necessary bdnOingL 
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extensn'of tiime from EPA epdthen *Sedt the bid's, and i. 03ta 
the project. 

 

Zuring the, dIetypsion beoeusehof the ,OOmpAexIties, I# the 'State 
;4Ontr4,4, A4EIng Okrmen Sjid; 'Mtteioland 04g 

dtiridt vhiL,T 
mere 4e4f14, and leetei(ibi0-04; 

A lengthy' diiatle,400OilOwed,conterninA the cNOODTI$ which 
were r4eed:,' At, ttle'06143vidn ,0 :11,p'Otttthdtiy;, dnd aftdx'—th4 
(4omMise'pOn:hd'otinferred ,WI:th,Oplansel,, the 6#inseiOn approved  
the ree0124ti# 	hiltdOntct in,  dalenOr Item 36 133va Vote 
24-0 	' 
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:i1ENIOVAL WS 

The:State Iands,CoMMiSsibkreceived'a ant ,erbM'the,Federal 
EconomiC DeVelopMent Administrqtion in SepteM4ar for the 
purposes Of reM9vi4na-Oral and-ma-made obttrpotion# frct,1 
the :Sacramento-San j46411.n Ri*/er 'Delta; SacraMentc4:  San 
Jibeq0i4 ,captre Ctc4t0w,p9Aenp 	014;i40. Subsecp4ent-4,  
347°A110 40044nds,  Piv44#Xi xs:-.11 se4 144 for the  proiOt 
f#ot, tipatr44d,t#'1#01*41y' lAdOeed 	't-he 0:04'011 9tc5r.7' Liens'ingEOard 711,110 14dar pre, reqtlestedon 00tObet:' 24, 
1977 and:fteon November 22 1971, 

Three,,bi6s-yere receied *Or the-kojeot, 	stiOhadb y of  
'theselAds is as'f011(51' 

1. Jensen and-Reynolds 'ConStr#tion Company a,$rage Cost, 
$61.94iet :hOun 

2, tutra Constimdtion, COMpany., Inc. - ayerage cost 076 
' 	p4 1*;. 

3: AmetiCa4140adb4rhing Company - no average cost' given%in 
144 PaoXalel 

Staff eam4nation ,pf the bid packages' and 	with the 
State dontraCtors ticendintr board revealed that one of the 
three joidderst  American Leadburnin9,, Inc.,, pOsSeSSed only 

'Class' C+04., LinittectSpecielity (.Fiberglage and P149t1J Rabiication, 
and 0-40; weathekOr9Oing) .dohtractpr's 14cerrsp4 

Since the pt'Oect involves, the pt04.xfg: of,piliqgs,end xeth6vaX 
of submerged, vessels and other natural, and maw-Made ha7ards, 
ClaSs C461 Lidense is, not appropriate fOr perforMing this 

type Of , WarX. 

1. ItapeT THE BI, ) OF AMERTtAN LzAptwRorpG, INC., AS NON-
' 	,CONFORMING TO THE BID-SPECIFICIATIONS. 

2. ACCEPT THE BID9F JENSEN AND REYNOLDS ON4fOlucTIoN,  
camPANy AS BEING THE LOWEST QUALIFIED' bp. 

IlUTHORTE THE 'EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO ENTER INTO A CpINMAcT 
WITH JENSEN',AND REYNOLDS comitt&ickz COMPANY, IN ACCORDANCE 

' WITH+ 11mAdcEnt0040.' 


