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City of Seattle

Request For Proposal (RFP)# SPU-2793
Addendum
Updated 11/23/10

The following is additional information regarding RFP #SPU-2793, titled Material Lab Laboratory Information Management System (ML LIMS) released on November 5, 2010.  The Proposal due date of December 1, 2010 @ 4:00 pm remains unchanged.
The pre-proposal conference provided a forum for a relatively informal dialog between prospective proposers and the City of Seattle spokespeople in an attempt to clarify the City’s requirements.  The following set of questions and answers is NOT a verbatim account of that discussion.  What is presented here is an attempt to capture the essence of each question asked at the conference along with an answer that is more considered and researched than that given in the discussion.  In some cases the answer is simply changed for grammatical correctness, whereas, in other cases, the answer may appear totally different.  

Regardless of the differences between the dialog that took place on 11/10/10 and this document, this document is the official response to the questions offered in the Pre-Proposal Conference and any additional questions thereafter.  

This addendum is hereby made part of the RFP and therefore, the information contained herein shall be taken into consideration when preparing and submitting a proposal.   Vendors should review the Q&A carefully as some of the responses have been reworded/clarified.  These written Q&A's take precedence over any verbal Q&A.

From:  Carmalinda Vargas-Thompson, Buyer

City of Seattle Purchasing

Phone:  206-615-1123; Fax 206-233-5155

Email Address:  Carmalinda.vargas@seattle.gov
	Item #
	Date Received
	Date Answered
	Vendor’s Question
	City’s Response
	ITB Additions/Revisions

	1
	11/9/10
	11/9/10
	Are the references required to be US based?


	They do not have to be US based but we do have to be able to contact them. If the time difference is great they need to have a person from the organization willing to work out a reasonable time of day for a call and reference check.

	

	2
	11/15/10
	11/11/10
	This question relates to multiple locations – My firm has a number of locations within the US that might do work with the City of Seattle.  However, this particular RFP is strictly for a LIMS and that is only worked through Shelton.  That being the case, no multiple sites would apply
	City of Seattle’s Public Utilities has only one Materials Lab located at Charles Street, Seattle.


	

	3
	11/15/10
	11/15/10
	Has Seattle designated a budget for this project and if so, can you share it with the bid participants?


	No.  
	

	4
	11/15/10
	11/18/10
	Section 8.21 – Proprietary Proposal Material –Regularly-used proposal information, specifically customer lists, employee bios and references are protected under the Federal Freedom of Information Act.   Based on the RCW excerpt below, we believe this same information would be protected by the City of Seattle.  Please advise.

RCW 42.56.070

Documents and indexes to be made public.

(1) Each agency, in accordance with published rules, shall make available for public inspection and copying all public records, unless the record falls within the specific exemptions of *subsection (6) of this section, this chapter, or other statute which exempts or prohibits disclosure of specific information or records. To the extent required to prevent an unreasonable invasion of personal privacy interests protected by this chapter, an agency shall delete identifying details in a manner consistent with this chapter when it makes available or publishes any public record; however, in each case, the justification for the deletion shall be explained fully in writing.  

	The City cannot advise you as to whether your specific records are exempt from disclosure.  We recommend that you seek advice from your own legal counsel regarding your records.

As stated in Section 8.21 of the RFP, If you believe any of the records you are submitting to the City as part of your bid/proposal are exempt from disclosure, you can request that they not be released before you receive notification by completing the City Non-Disclosure Request Form (“the Form”) in the Vendor Questionnaire embedded in Section 9 of the RFP.  You should very clearly and specifically identify each record and the exemption(s) that may apply.  

The City will not assert an exemption from disclosure on your behalf.  If you believe a record(s) is exempt from disclosure you are obligated to clearly identify it as such on the Form and submit it with your solicitation.  Should a public record request be submitted to City Purchasing for that (those) record(s) you can then seek an injunction under RCW 42.56 to prevent release.


	

	5
	11/15/10
	11/17/10
	Are you able to provide us with a sample of each report the City of Seattle requires as listed below:

· The System shall generate a standard report for each of the Tests described in the test table, Appendix A

· The System shall generate as a standard report Concrete Mix Design

· The System shall generate as a standard report Asphalt Binder Content of Hot Mix Asphalt

· The System shall generate as a standard report Specific Gravity and Density of Asphalt Concrete

· The System shall generate as a standard report Soil Compaction

· The System shall generate as a standard report Specific Gravity and Absorption for Coarse Aggregate

· The System shall generate as a standard report Bulk Specific Gravity and Density of Compacted Asphalt Concrete

· The System shall generate as a standard report Sieve Analysis of Fine and Coarse Aggregates

· The System shall generate as a standard report the Standard Test Method for Resistance to Degradation of Small-size Coarse Aggregate

· The System shall generate as a standard report Unit Weight and Voids in Aggregate

· The System shall generate as a standard report Total Moisture Content of Aggregate by Drying

· The System shall be able to produce the SPU Materials Lab OMCR (Deficiencies report) form and allow customized text and results entry as required by a Project

· The System shall be able to produce the SPU Materials Lab OMCR (Deficiencies report) form and allow customized text and results entry as required by a Project

· The System shall provide reports by both ASSHTO and ASTM methodologies as described  on the "Conformance ASSHTO_ASTM tab of this work book
	The City has a few samples that are available at this time. 

1. LA Abrasion Report
2. Maximum Theoretical Specific Gravity of HMA 
3. Mechanical Analysis of Extracted Aggregate & Asphalt Binder Content by Ignition Method 

These reports should be considered as sample only and does not represent information that the City seeks to have in the future, as described in the RFP – for example, “headers” listed in the Technical and Functional Requirements under “Reports”. 


	
[image: image1.emf]1 LA Abrasion  Report.pdf



[image: image2.emf]2 Maximum  Theoretical Specific Gravity of HMA Report.pdf



[image: image3.emf]3 Mechanical  Analysis of Extracted Aggregate  and Asphalt Binder Content by Ignition Method Report.pdf



	6
	11/17/10
	11/17/10
	In Vendor Questionnaire, (Business History, page 3) does the City require a copy of the contract with the customer, or a description of the services/system(s) supplied and contact information about the contract?
	A description of the services/system(s) supplied and contact information for the organization the contract was with.


	

	7
	11/17/10
	11/17/10
	In Management Response, (Company Organization, page 1) do you mean “Laboratory systems” instead of “Licensing and Taxation systems”?
	Yes, Materials Laboratory Systems
	

	8
	11/17/10
	11/17/10
	In Management Response, (Current Commitments, page 2) please clarify: We always aim to build perpetual relationships with our customers, and we are extremely successful with that. A contract with our customers does not end because we delivered a solution. Our customers always opt for maintenance agreements and keep very close to us, regularly investing in new products we release and/or in commissioning us to include customisations in our products that enhance their user experience. With that in mind, are you looking for our top-10 customers in value to date, in value over the past 5 years, or in current value (anticipated income in current year), or is the City interested in the resourcing requirements of our top-10 customers (i.e. our most labour intensive current projects)?
	Top ten customers in value to date.
	

	9
	11/17/10
	11/17/10
	Management Response, (Project Organization, page 4) you seek “… a diagram that illustrates the Vendor’s project organisation.” Can you please supply a sample such diagram, so we can establish what you need?
	An organization chart for SPU may not work for the vendor organization. We are interested in how the vendor will organize the project work and interface with the client. Is there a vendor Project Manager, is there a Business lead internal to the organization, who do the vendor developers report to, who will be the vendor contact with the client for planning purposes and issue resolution. SPU uses Visio organization and flow charts to diagram our internal relationships.
	

	10
	11/17/10
	11/17/10
	Management Response, (general). We plan to address this document as follows: Where there are fill-in areas (like in page 1), we plan to fill them in as if the document was a form. Where there are questions that require brief descriptions or attachments, we plan to answer these by including appendices at the end of the document, or immediately after the question. In the case of the “detailed project plan” (requested in page 4) we plan to submit a separate document. Please confirm that this is acceptable to the City. If not, please advise suitable format.
	Yes it is acceptable.
	

	11
	11/17/18
	11/18/10
	We cannot find exactly what licensing is required by the City. We understand that you want to license one laboratory, but are unsure as to how many concurrent users you require.
	10 concurrent users. 

See the Technical and Functional Requirements, the Conformance tab, row 135 of the spreadsheet, heading is Performance, the first requirement.
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Project Development Branch, Construction Management Division 
707 S. Plummer Street, Seattle,  WA  98134 
Tel:(206) 386-1236  Fax: (206) 386-1168 


Seattle Public Utilities 
Materials Laboratory 


 


REPORT ID #: DATE ISSUED: PW#: BID ITEM #: 
Project Name: Specification Ref:   
Sample ID #: Sample Description: 
Date Sample Received: Date Sample Tested: Test Method: AASHTO 209 
Prepared By: Date: Reviewed By:  Date: 


 
 


MAXIMUM SPECIFIC GRAVITY AND DENSITY OF ASPHALT CONCRETE 
 
 


SPECIFIC GRAVITY @ 25°C (77°F)  
  
MAXIMUM DENSITY @ 25°C (77°F)  
  
SIZE OF SAMPLE  
NUMBER OF SAMPLES  
Note: Procedure performed as “weighing in air” method with metal pycnometer 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cc: 






_1351516331.pdf


                      Seattle Public Utilities 


                        Materials Laboratory


REPORT ID #:  0 DATE ISSUED: 1/0/00 PW# test BID ITEM # test


Project Name: Specification Ref:  9-03.8(6)


Sample ID#  0 Sample Description: test test million ESALs


Date Sample Received:  1/0/00 Date Sample Tested:  1/0/00


Prepared By: 0 Date: 1/0/00 Reviewed By:  


Source test Pit No.


HMA Class 1/2 State Mix ID


Mass of HMA Sample(before burn), grams Total Percent Loss #VALUE!


Mass of HMA Sample(after burn), grams Calibration Factor


Test Temperature, 0C 538 Corrected Asphalt Content #VALUE!


Sieve Analysis


Standard Nmber Weight Retained Percent Passing Tolerance JMF


1 0.0


3/4 0.0 ±6


1/2 0.0 ±6


3/8 0.0 ±6


4 0.0


8 0.0 ±6


16 0.0


30 0.0


50 0.0


100 0.0


200 0.0 ±2.0


Asphalt Content #VALUE! ±0.5


Gmb:
Gmm (rice density):
Gsb Blend:  


% Gmm @ Ndes: #VALUE!
Va: #VALUE! 2.5-5.5
% VMA #VALUE! 14.0 min 1.0 below min.
% VFA #VALUE! 65-75


2.0-7.0


#VALUE!


#VALUE!


#VALUE!


Specification


100


90-100


90 max.


28-58#VALUE!


#VALUE!


#VALUE!


#VALUE!


#VALUE!


#VALUE!


#VALUE!


#VALUE!


test


Test Method: AASHTO T308(A) & T30


Asphalt Binder Content of Hot Mix Asphalt by Ignition Method
and Mechanical Analysis of Extracted Aggregate


Date:


Percent Retained


CC: Jack Tipton






_1351516214.pdf


 


 


 


Engineering Services Branch, Construction Management Division 
707 S. Plummer Street, Seattle,  WA  98134 
Tel:(206) 386-1236  Fax: (206) 386-1168 


Seattle Public Utilities 
Materials Laboratory 


 


REPORT ID #: DATE ISSUED: PW#: BID ITEM #: 
Project Name: Specification Ref: 
Sample ID #: Sample Description: 
Date Sample Received: Date Sample Tested: Test Method: ASTM C131 
Prepared By: Date: Reviewed By:  Date: 


 
 
STANDARD TEST METHOD FOR RESISTANCE TO DEGRADATION OF SMALL-SIZE 


COARSE AGGREGATE BY ABRASION AND IMPACT IN THE LOS ANGELES 
MACHINE 


 
 


Sample Grading Percent Loss (%) 
  


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cc: 






