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AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT entered into this 27th day of
February , 2006 , by and between the BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA, a political
subdivision of the State of Florida, hereinafter referred
to as "“Owner”, and Douglas Asphalt Company ’
doing business as (a corporation, a partnership, or an
individual), hereinafter referred to as “Contractor”.

WITNESSETH: For and in consideration of the payments
and agreements hereinafter mentioned, the parties agree as
follows:

Ti Contractor shall perform all work and furnish all
necessary labor, equipment, material, and transportation
for the Full Depth Reconstruction of CR 121 from US 1 to
the Duval County Line, Nassau County, Florida, hereinafter
referred to as the “Work”.

2. The Work includes, but is not limited to, the full
depth reclamation of approximately 35 miles of roadway,
widening of existing roadway to a 25 foot wide base typical
section with 12’ travel lanes, reconstruction of paved
connections to match new profile as needed, and optional
installation of pavement, striping, reflective pavement
markers, guardrails, and sod.

Contractor will provide all required testing and
certifications except base proctor/density testing, which
will be performed by the owner or owner’s representative,
at the owners cost.

All Work 1is to be performed per Nassau County
Ordinance 99-17 and the Florida Department of
Transportation Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge
Construction, dated 2004, supplements thereto, when not
specifically stated in the Special Provisions, or shown on
the plans. FDOT Ride-ability standards shall not apply to

this project.

= The Contractor will commence the Work required by
the Contract Documents within fifteen (15) calendar days
after the date of the Notice to Proceed and will
SUBSTANTIALLY complete the same within 90 consecutive
calendar days, and fully complete the Project in a total of
150 consecutive calendar days after the date of the Notice




to Proceed unless the period for completion is extended
otherwise by the Contract Documents.

Time is of the essence in the construction of this
Project. The Owner will suffer financial damage if this
Project 1is not substantially completed on the date set
forth in the Contract Documents. Therefore, the Owner and
the Contractor specifically agree that the Contractor shall
pay to the Owner the sum of Three Hundred and no/100
Dollars ($300.00) per calendar day or any part thereof
elapsing between the date established as provided in
Section 16 of the General Conditions, and the actual date
upon which substantial completion is achieved. Moreover,
if after thirty (30) calendar days after the date of
substantial completion of the Project is achieved, the
Project is not fully and finally complete, then the sum of
Three Hundred and no/100 Dollars ($300.00) per calendar day
of any part thereof elapsing between the established date
of final completion and the actual date of final completion
shall be paid to the Owner by the Contractor.

These amounts to be paid to the Owner by the
Contractor shall, in no event, be considered as a penalty
or otherwise than the consequential and adjusted damages of
the Owner because of the delay. Furthermore, the sums per
calendar day or any part thereof set forth hereinabove, may
be at the sole option of the Owner and may be deducted and
retained out of the sums payable to the Contractor. If not
so deducted, the Contractor shall remain liable therefore.

4, The Owner has determined and declared the above-
named Contractor to be the lowest responsible bidder on the
above referenced Project, and has duly awarded this
Contract to said Contractor, for the sum named in the
proposal, to-wit:

Six Million Eight Hundred Ninety Seven Thousand Nine Hundred Forty-Four & 56/100
(Amount of Bid)

The Owner shall pay the Contractor for the Work

performed as feilows:+—Payment—for—unit—price—dtems—shall
: e &1 4 : bid £ & e e s e

} id— set forth in
Section 20 of the General Terms and Conditions.
Supplemental to Section 20 is the following:




d« Copies of invoices for payment shall be
simultaneously sent to the Contract Manager for review and
recommendation for payment or non-payment. The Contract
Manager shall submit the recommendation to the Engineering
Services Director, who shall review the invoice and make a
recommendation to the County Administrator, who shall
review said invoice, who shall review said invoice and make
a recommendation and forward same to the Clerk of the Court
for review and submittal to the Board of County
Commissioners. If there is a dispute as to a payment, and
if it is not addressed by the Contractor and the County’s
representative, the dispute resolution shall be utilized.

The Owner reserves the right to make additions or
deletions to bid quantities and/or portions of the bid at
the bid item prices.

5. Contractor, by signing this Agreement,
acknowledges that they have the ability to perform the work
set forth in the attached documents and have performed
their due diligence prior to execution of the contract and
can proceed based upon the attachments and bid submittal.

6. The Owner will pay the Contractor in a manner and
at such times as set forth in the General Conditions such
amounts as required by the Contract Documents.

7. The term “Contract Documents” means and includes
the following:

Bid Form

Sworn Statement

Bid Bond

Agreement

Notice of Award

Notice to Proceed
Change Order Request
Performance Bond
Payment Bond

Hold Harmless Agreement
General Conditions
Specifications prepared by the Engineer
Drawings
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8. This Agreement shall be binding upon all parties
hereto and their respective heirs, executors,
administrators, successors, and assigns.

9. All facilities, programs, and services should be
compliant with the Florida Accessibility Code and the
Federal Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

10. Appropriations necessary for the funding of this
Agreement shall be adopted annually by the Board of County
Commissioners during the regular budget process. Non-
appropriation by the Board of County Commissioners will
cause this Agreement to terminate.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed,
or caused to be executed by their duly authorized
officials, this Agreement in two (2) copies, each of which
shall be deemed an original on the date first above
written. '

OWNER:

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA

Gl Hs

THOMAS D. BRANAN, JR/Z
Its: Chairman

ATTEST:
HN CRAWFGRD /

It Ex-Officio Clerk

Approved-as-to-formby—the
Nassawr-Ceunrky-Rttorney






CONTRACTOR:

Wg(a& Asphatt Corpan
A\

\




AIA Document A312

Payment Bond

Conforms with the American Institute of Architects, AIA Document A312.
Any singular reference to Contractor, Surety, Owner or other party shall be considered plural where applicable.

BOND NO. SU1016646

CONTRACTOR (Name and Address):
DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY
10010 NORTH MAIN STREET
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32218

SURETY (Name and Principal Place of Business):
ARCH INSURANCE COMPANY

3 PARKWAY, SUITE 1500

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19102

OWNER (Name and Address):”
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF NASSAU
COUNTY, FLORIDA - P. O. BOX 1010
FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA 32035-1010
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
Date: )
Amount: SIX MILLION EIGHT HUNDRED NINETY SEVEN THOUSAND NINE HUNDRED FIFTY FOUR AND 56/100
DOLLARS ($6,897,954.56)
Description (Name and Location): Full Depth Reconstruction of CR 121 from US 1 to the Duval County Line, Nassau
County, Florida (35 miles of Roadway, Widening of existing Roadway to a 25 foot wide base typical section, etc)
BOND
Date( Not earlier than Construction Contract Date):
Amount: SIX MILLION EIGHT HUNDRED NINETY SEVEN THOUSAND NINE HUNDRED FIFTY FOUR AND 56/100
DOLLARS ($6,897,954.56)

Modifications to this Bond: None D See Page 2
CONTRACTOR AS PRINCIPAL SURETY

Company: DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY (Corporate Seal)

Signatur >
Name and Title: J
ATT@RNEY-IN-FACT

Signature:

Name and Tiglé: |4 K‘l Ve
(Any additional signatures appear g e 2.

(FOR INFORMATION ONLY #Name, Address and
Telephone) AGENT or BROKER: H & H INSURANCE
SERVICES, INC. - 3160 CAMPUS DRIVE, SUITE 100
NORCROSS, GEORGIA 30071 (770) 409-0014

1  The Contractor and the Surety, jointly and severally, bind themselves,
their heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns to the Owner to
pay for labor, materials and equipment furnished for use in the performance
of the Construction Contract, which is incorporated herein by reference.

party):

sums due.

4  The Surety shall have no obligation to Claimants under this Bond

ol til:
2  With respect to the Owner, this obligation shall be null and void if the g

Jt/

OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE (Architect, Engineer or other

3 With respect to Claimants, this obligation shall be nuli and void if
the Contractor promptly makes payment, directly or indirectly, for all

Contractor:

2.1 Promptly makes payment, directly or indirectly, for all sums due
Claimants, and

2.2 Defends, indemnifies and holds harmless the Owner from claims,
demands, ‘liens or suits by any person or entity whose claim, demand,
lien or suit is for the payment for labor, materials or equipment
furnished for use in the performance of the Construction Contract,
provided the Owner has promptly notified the Contractor and the
Surety (at the address described in Paragraph 12) of any claims,
demands, liens or suits and tendered defense of such claims, demands,
liens or suits to the Contractor and the Surety, and provided there is no
Owner Default.

SURETY 5026 (6-92)
S-1853/GEEF 3/00

4.1 Claimants who are employed by or have a direct contract with
the Contractor have given notice to the Surety (at the address
described in Paragraph 12) and sent a copy, or notice thereof, to
the Owner, stating that a claim is being made under this Bond and,
with substantial accuracy, the amount of the claim.

4.2 Claimants who do not have a direct contract with the
Contractor:

-1 Have furnished written notice to the Contractor and sent a
copy, or notice thereof, to the Owner, within 90 days after
having last performed labor or last furnished materials or
equipment included in the claim stating, with substantial
accuracy, the amount of the claim and the name of the party
to whom the materials were furnished or supplied or for
whom the labor was done or performed; and
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» " .2 Have either received a rejection in whole or in part from the -

Contractor, or not received within 30 days of furnishing the
above notice any communication from the Contractor by which
the Contractor has indicated the claim will be paid directly or
indirectly; and
.3 Not having been paid within the above 30 days, have sent a
written notice to the Surety (at the address described in
Paragraph 12) and sent a copy, or notice thereof, to the Owner
stating that a claim is being made under this Bond and
enclosing a copy of the previous written notice furnished to the
Contractor.
5 Ifanotice required by paragraph 4 is given by Owner to the Contractor
or to the Surety, that is sufficient compliance.

6  When the Claimant has satisfied the conditions of Paragraph 4, the
Surety shall promptly and at the Surety's expense take the following
actions: g

6.1 Send an answer to the Claimant, with a copy to the Owner,
within 45 days after receipt of the claim, stating the amounts
that are undisputed and the basis for challenging any amounts
that are disputed.

6.2 Pay or arrange for payment of any undisputed amounts.

7  The Surety's tota! obligation shall not exceed the amount of this Bond,
and the amount of this Bond shall be credited for any payments made in
good faith by the Surety.

8  Amounts owed by the Owner to the Contractor under the Construction
Contract shall be used for the performance of the Construction Contract and
to satisfy claims, if any, under any Construction Performance Bond. By the
Contractor furnishing and the Owner accepting this Bond, they agree that
all funds eamed by the Contractor in the performance of the Construction
Contract are dedicated to satisfy obligations of the Contractor and the
Surety under this Bond, subject to the Owner's priority to use the funds for
the completion of the work.

9  The Surety shall not be liable to the Owner, Claimants or others for
obligations of the Contractor that are unrelated to the Construction
Contract. The Owner shall not be liable for payment of any costs or
expenses of any Claimant under this Bond, and shall have under this bond
no obligations to make payments to, give notices on behalf of, or otherwise
have obligations to Claimants under this Bond.

10 The Surety hereby waives notice of any change, including changes of
time, to the Construction Contract or to related subcontracts, purchase
orders and other obligations.

11 No suit or action shall be commenced by a Claimant under this Bond
other than in a court of competent jurisdiction in the location in which

MODIFICATIONS TO THIS BOND ARE AS FOLLOWS:

the work or part of the work is located or after the expiration of one year
from the date (I) on which the Claimant gave the notice required by
Subparagraph 4. 1 or Clause 4.2.3, or (2) on which the last labor or service
was performed by anyone or the last materials or equipment were furnished
by anyone under the Construction Contract, whichever of (I) or (2) first
occurs. If the provisions of this Paragraph are void or prohibited by law, the
minimum period of limitation available to sureties as a defense in the
Jjurisdiction of the suit shall be applicable.

12 Notice to the Surety, the Owner or the Contractor shall be mailed or
delivered to the address shown on the signature page. Actual receipt of
notice by Surety, the Owner or the Contractor, however accomplished, shall
be sufficient compliance as of the date received at the address shown on the
signature page.

13 When this Bond has been furnished to comply with a statutory or other
legal requirement in the location where the construction was to be
performed, any provision in this Bond conflicting with said statutory or
legal requirement shall be deemed deleted herefrom and provisions
conforming to such statutory or other legal requirement shall be deemed
incorporated herein. The intent is that this Bond shall be construed as a
statutory bond and not as a common law bond.

14 Upon request by any person or entity appearing to be a potential
beneficiary of this Bond, the Contractor shall promptly furnish a copy of
this Bond or shall permit a copy to be made.

15 DEFINITIONS

15.1  Claimant: An individual or entity having a direct contract
with the Contractor or with a subcontractor of the Contractor to
furnish labor, materials or equipment for use in the performance of
the Contract. The intent of this Bond shall be to include without
limitation in terms "labor, materials or equipment" that part of water,
gas, power, light, heat, oil, gasoline, telephone service or rental
equipment used in the Construction Contract, architectural and
engineering services required for performance of the work of the
Contractor and the Contractor’s subcontractors, and all other items for
which a mechanic's lien may be asserted in the jurisdiction where the
labor, materials or equipment were furnished.

15.2  Construction Contract: The agreement between the Owner
and the Contractor identified on the signature page, including all
Contract Documents and changes thereto.

15.3 Owner Default: Failure of the Owner, which has neither been
remedied nor waived, to pay the Contractor as required by the
Construction Contract or to perform and complete or comply with the
other terms thereof.

(Space is provided below for additional signatures of added parties, other than those appearing on the cover page.)

CONTRACTOR AS PRINCIPAL

Company: (Corporate Seal)

Signature:

Name and Title:
Address:

S-1853/GEEF 3/00

SURETY
Company: (Corporate Seal)
Signature:

Name and Title:

Address:
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in Testimony Whereof, the Company has caused this instrument to be signed and its corporate seal to be affixed by their
authorized officers, this __Ist day of _February 2006

Arch Insurance Company
Attested and Certified

';,w*" y M, {.*i(f\}// " 5 .
[ el b
“Martin J. Nifsen, Secretary dward M. Titus, Vice President

STATE OF NEWYORK SS

COUNTY OF NEW YORK S8

| Peter J. Calleo, a Notary Public, do hereby certify that Edward M. Titus and Martin J. Nilsen personally known to me to
be the same persons whose names are respectively as Vice President and Secretary of the Arch Insurance Company, a
Corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Missouri, subscribed to the foregoing instrument,
appeared before me this day in person and severally acknowledged that they being thereunto duly authorized signed,
sealed with the corporate seal and delivered the said instrument as the free ang voluntary act of said corporation and as

their own free and voluntary acts for the uses and purposes therein set forth. \ S
PETER J. CALLEQ, ESQ. 4 A ¥ ((Q
Notary Public, State of New York Peter J. Calleb, Notary Public

No. 02CA6109336
Quzlified in New York County
CERTIFICATION Commission Expires May 3, 2008

My commission expires 5-03-2008

I, Martin J. Nilsen, Secretary of the Arch Insurance Company, do hereby certify that the attached Power of Attorney dated
on behalf of the person(s) as listed above is a true and correct copy and that the same has been in full force and effect
since the date thereof and is in full force and effect on the date of this certificate; and | do further certify that the said
Edward M. Titus, who executed the Power of Attorney as Vice President, was on the date of execution of the attached
Power of Attorney the duly elected Vice President of the Arch Insurance Company.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, | have hereunto subscribed my name and aff'xed the corpora;e seal of the Arch Insurance
Company on this day of , 20
// /(, < ,;’Z {ﬁ

Mamn J fN:lsen Secretary

This Power of Attorney limits the acts of those named therein to the bonds and undertakings specifically named therein
and they have no authority to bind the Company except in the manner and to the extent herein stated.

PLEASE SEND ALL CLAIM INQUIRIES RELATING TO THIS BOND TO THE FOLLOWING ADDRESS:

Arch Surety
3 Parkway, Suite 1500
Philadelphia, PA 19102

00ML0O013 00 03 03
Page 2 of 2 Printed in U.S.A.
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CHANGE ORDER APPROVAL FORM

PROJECT: __CRI121 Widening & Resurfacing CHANGE ORDER NUMBER: 01

Project- One month extension for date of completion DATE: June 19, 2006

(from 08/03/06 to 09/03/06) CONTRACT NUMBER:

TO CONTRACTOR: Douglas Asphalt Company

Original Contract SUM.........ccoeeviireiiieiieeiieieneeenerennn. $ 6.897.944.56
Net Change by Previous Change Order/Supplemental Agreement. $ .00
Contract Sum Prior to This Change Order...............ccccenvneennn. $ 6.897.944.56
Amount of This Change Order (Add/Deduct).............cccoeuenen... $ .00
New Contract Sum Including this Change Order...................... $ 6,.897.944.56
APPROVED BYM /. DATE: Aesust 9, 20060
i y, Lou i tor
APPROVED BY; / ' Dk SR T A

Michaelﬁ(/luy{n, Mty Attorney

August 9, 2006

APPROVED BY: DATE:

Th

om . Branan, Jr
) DATE: August 9, 2006

APPROVED BY:/Q

. Crawford, of Courts . §
/{%/L DATE: f/f%é

ACCEPTED BY:

ractor(




AIA Document A312

Performance Bond

BOND NO.
SU1016646

Conforms with the American Institute of Architects, AIA Document A312.
Any singular reference to Contractor, Surety, Owner or other party shall be considered plural where applicable.

CONTRACTOR (Name and Address):
DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY
10010 NORTH MAIN STREET
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32218

OWNER (Name and Address):

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF NASSAU
COUNTY, FLORIDA - P. 0. BOX 1010

FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA 32035-1010
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
Date:

SURETY (Name and Principal Place of Business):

ARCH INSURANCE COMPANY
3 PARKWAY, SUITE 1500

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19102

Amount: SIX MILLION EIGHT HUNDRED NINETY SEVEN THOUSAND NINE HUNDRED FIFTY FOUR AND 56/100

DOLLARS ($6,897,954.56)

Description (Name and Location): Full Depth Reconstruction of CR 121 from US 1 to the Duval County Line, Nassau
County, Florida (35 miles of Roadway, Widening of existing Roadway to a 25 foot wide base typical section, etc)

BOND
Date (Not earlier than Construction Contract Date):

Amount: SIX MILLION EIGHT HUNDRED NINETY SEVEN THOUSAND NINE HUNDRED FIFTY FOUR AND 56/100

DOLLARS ($6,897,954.56)

Modifications to this Bond:

CONTRACTOR AS PRINCIPAL

Company: DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY  (Corporate Seal)

Signature:

(FOR INFORMATION ONLY - Name, Address and
Telephone) AGENT or BROKER: H & H INSURANCE
SERVICES, INC. - 3160 CAMPUS DRIVE, SUITE 100
NORCROSS, GEORGIA 30071 (770) 409-0014

-1 The Contractor and the Surety, jointly and severally, bind themselves,
their heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns to the Owner for
the performance of the Construction Contract, which is incorporated herein

by reference.

2 If the Contractor performs the Construction Contract, the Surety and the
Contractor shall have no obligation under this Bond, except to participate in

conferences as provided in Subparagraph 3.1.

3 If there is no Owner Default, the Surety's obligation under this Bond

shall arise after:

3.1 The Owner has notified the Contractor and the Surety at its address
described in Paragraph 10 below that the Owner is considering
declaring a Contractor Default and has requested and attempted to
arrange a conference with the Contractor and the Surety to be held not
later than fifteen days after receipt of such notice to discuss methods of
performing the Construction Contract. If the Owner, the Contractor and
the Surety agree, the Contractor shall be allowed a reasonable time to

SURETY 5026 (6-92)
S-1852/GEEF10/99

None D See Page 2

SURETY
Company: ARCH INSURANCE COMPANY ' (Corporate Seal)

Name and Title: J RY BOUTWELL
ATT@RNEY-IN-FACT
OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE (Architect, Engineer or other

party):

perform the Construction Contract, but such an agreement shall
not waive the Owner's right, if any, subsequently to declare a
Contractor Default; and

3.2 The Owner has declared a Contractor Default and formally
terminated the Contractor's right to complete the contract. Such
Contractor Default shall not be declared earlier than twenty days
after the Contractor and the Surety have received notice as
provided in Subparagraph 3.1; and

3.3 The Owner has agreed to pay the Balance of the Contract
Price to the Surety in accordance with the terms of the
Construction Contract or to a contractor selected to perform the
Construction Contract in accordance with the terms of the
contract with the Owner.

4  When the Owner has satisfied the conditions of Paragraph 3, the
Surety shall promptly and at the Surety's expense take one of the
following actions:

Page 1 of 2
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4.1 Arrange for the Contractor, with consent of the Owner, to perform
and complete the Construction Contract; or

4.2 Undertake to perform and complete the Construction Contract
itself, through its agents or through independent contractors; or

4.3 Obtain bids or negotiated proposals from qualified contractors
acceptable to the Owner for a contract for performance and completion
of the Construction Contract, arrange for a contract to be prepared for
execution by the Owner and the contractor selected with the Owner's
concurrence, to be secured with performance and payment bonds
executed by a qualified surety equivalent to the bonds issued on the
Construction Contract, and pay to the Owner the amount of damages
as described in Paragraph 6 in excess of the Balance of the Contract
Price incurred by the Owner resulting from the Contractor's default; or

4.4 Waive its right to perform and complete, arrange for completion,
or obtain a new contractor and with reasonable promptness under the
circumstances:

.4 After investigation, determine the amount for which it may
be liable to the Owner and, as soon as practicable after the
amount is determined, tender payment therefor to the
Owner; or

.2 Deny liability in whole or in part and notify the Owner
citing reasons therefor. '

5 If the Surety does not proceed as provided in Paragraph 4 with
reasonable promptness, the Surety shall be deemed to be in default on this
Bond fifteen days after receipt of an additional written notice from the
Owner to the Surety demanding that the Surety perform its obligations
under this Bond, and the Owner shall be entitled to enforce any remedy
available to the Owner. If the Surety proceeds as provided in Subparagraph
4.4, and the Owner refuses the payment tendered or the Surety has denied
liability, in whole or in part, without further notice the Owner shall be
entitled to enforce any remedy available to the Owner.

6  After the Owner has terminated the Contractor’s right to complete the
Construction Contract, and if the Surety elects to act under Subparagraph
4.1, 4.2, or 4.3 above, then the responsibilities of the Surety to the Owner
shall not be greater than those of the Contractor under the Construction
Contract, and the responsibilities of the Owner to the Surety shall not be
greater than those of the Owner under the Construction Contract. To the
limit of the amount of this Bond, but subject to commitment by the Owner
of the Balance of the Contract Price to mitigation of costs and damages on
the Construction Contract, the Surety is obligated without duplication for:

6.1 The responsibilities of the Contractor for correction of defective
work and completion of the Construction Contract;

6.2 Additional legal, design professional and delay costs resulting
from the Contractor's Default, and resulting from the actions or failure
to act of the Surety under Paragraph 4; and

6.3 Liquidated damages, or if no liquidated damages are specified in
the Construction Contract, actual damages caused by delayed
performance or non-performance of the Contractor.

MODIFICATIONS TO THIS BOND ARE AS FOLLOWS:

7  The Surety shall not be liable to the Owner or others for obligations of
the Contractor that are unrelated to the Construction Contract, and the
Balance of the Contract Price shall not be reduced or set off on account of
any such unrelated obligations. No right of action shall accrue on this Bond
to any person or entity other than the Owner or its heirs, executors,
administrators or successors.

8  The Surety hereby waives notice of any change, including changes of
time, to the Construction Contract or to related subcontracts, purchase
orders and other obligations.

9  Any proceeding, legal or equitable, under this Bond may be instituted
in any court of competent jurisdiction in the location in which the work or
part of the work is located and shall be instituted within two years after
Contractor Default or within two years after the Contractor ceased working
or within two years after the Surety refuses or fails to perform its
obligations under this Bond, whichever occurs first. If the provisions of this
Paragraph are void or prohibited by law, the minimum period of limitation
available to sureties as a defense in the jurisdiction of the suit shall be
applicable.

10 Notice to the Surety, the Owner or the Contractor shall be mailed or
delivered to the address shown on the signature page.

11 When this Bond has been furnished to comply with a statutory or other
legal requirement in the location where the construction was to be
performed, any provision in this Bond conflicting with said statutory or
legal requirement shall be deemed deleted herefrom and provisions
conforming to such statutory or other legal requirement shall be deemed
incorporated herein. The intent is that this Bond shall be construed as a
statutory bond and not as a common law bond.

12 DEFINITIONS

12.1 Balance of the Contract Price: The total amount payable by the
Owner to the Contractor under the Construction Contract after all
proper adjustments have been made, including allowance to the
Contractor of any amounts received or to be received by the Owner in
settlement of insurance or other claims for damages to which the
Contractor is entitled, reduced by all valid and proper payments made
to or on behalf of the Contractor under the Construction Contract.

12.2 Construction Contract: The agreement between the Owner and
the Contractor identified on the signature page, including all Contract
Documents and changes thereto.

12.3 Contractor Default: Failure of the Contractor, which has neither
been remedied nor waived, to perform or otherwise to comply with
the terms of the Construction Contract.

12.4 Owner Default: Failure of the Owner, which has neither been
remedied nor waived, to pay the Contractor as required by the
Construction Contract or to perform and complete or comply with the
other terms thereof.

(Space is provided below for additional signatures of added parties, other than those appearing on the cover page.)

CONTRACTOR AS PRINCIPAL

Company: (Corporate Seal)

Signature:

Name and Title:
Address:

S-1852/GEEF 10/98

SURETY
Company: (Corporate Seal)
Signature:

Name and Title:

Address:

Page 2 of 2




NOTICE OF AWARD

TO: Douglas Asphalt Company
10010 N. Main Street
Jacksonville, Florida 32218

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Widening/Resurfacing of CR 121
from US 1 to the Duval County Line
Nassau County, Florida

The Owner has considered the Bid submitted by you for
the above described Work in response to its Advertisement
for Bids dated November 2, 2005 , and Information for
Bidders.

You are hereby notified that your Bid has been
accepted in the amount of $ 6,897,944.56

You are required by the Information for Bidders to
furnish the required Contractor’s Performance Bond, Payment
Bond, and certificates of insurance within ten (10)
calendar days from the date of this Notice to you.

If you fail to furnish said Bonds and certificates of
insurance within ten (10) days from the date of this
Notice, said Owner will be entitled to consider all vyour
rights arising out of the Owner’s acceptance of your Bid as
abandoned and as such you forfeit your Bid Bond. The Owner
will be entitled to such other rights as may be granted by
law.

You are required to return an acknowledged copy of
this Notice of Award to the Owner.

DATED this 27th day of February , 20 06 .

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA

\ QM\ D/})@J@

THOMAS D. BRANAN, JRf
Its: Chairman




ATTEST:

7/4/%//

A. CRAWFOR
I s: Ex-0Officio Clerk

Approved as to form by the
Nassau County Attorney

MICHAEL S. MULLIN

ACCEPTANCE OF NOTICE

Receipt of the above Notice of Award is hereby acknowledged

14

this

/15

day




NOTICE TO PROCEED

To: Douglas Asphalt Company Date: 02/27/06

10010 N. Main Street Project: Bid No. NC025-05

Jacksonville, FL. 32218

You are hereby notified to commence work in accordance

with the Agreement dated the 27th day of February ’

2006, on or before the 6th day of March , 2006,

and you are to substantially complete the Work within
90 consecutive calendar days, and fully complete the

Project in a total of 150 days after the date of

this Notice to Proceed. The Date of Completion of all Work

is therefore August 3, 2006

OWNER:

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA

/\A) )r’ ZL,/
O

THOMAS D. BRANAN JR.
Its: Chairman

ATT : /4?i<:ii§2525;jf?//7
/JO A. CRAWFORD
s: Ex-Officio’Clerk

Approved as to form by the
Nassau County Attorney

-

/MIC'HAEL g. MGLKD\?



ACCEPTANCE OF NOTICE

Receipt of the above Notice To Proceed 1is hereby
acknowledged by:

DIL[\\C(S Agﬂh&[lt C}l)ﬂf)OCL”‘/{ , this ,3 day

of W " : 20p(s - j
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ACORD, CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE voga 1 of 2 | o2/0072006

PRODUCER 877-945=T7378 TH!S CERTIFICATE 1S |$$UED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION
AS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE
Willie North America, Ino. = Regional Cert Center HOLDER THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AMEND, EXTEND OR
26 Century Blwd. ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES BELOW.
P. 0. Box 305151
Nashville, TN 372305191 INSURERS AFFORDINQ COVERAQE NAIC#
INSURED Donglas A;phnlt Company, Inc. INSURERA Zurich American Insurance Company 27855-002
g;gél:’,‘ 22203153‘ INSURERA" Interctate Fire & Casualty Co. p 22829-000
INSURERC: Zurich __Ee"z__:'.cnz'\‘jg_surmc. Company (IP) 27855—-0032
INSURERD: Safety Naticnal Cagualty Coxporation 15105-091
| INSURER E:
COVERAGES

THE POLICIES OF NSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING
ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR

MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BRY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS, EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH
POLICIES. AGGREGATE LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

PDOL%CY EEEEI} VE nglcY EIX PI&DA';(%N LMITS

T R TYPE OF INSURANGE POLICY NUMBER
A GENERAL LIABILITY GL0937710802
X | COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY
] ctams maoc OCCUR

——

. | GENLACCRECATE LIMIT APPLIES PER:
' FOLICYI X Eggf ILOC

10/31/2005|10/31 /2006 EACHOCCURFENCE 1.000,000

PRMIRE TSN )

MEL EXF (Any one person) 10, 000

300,000

GENEIALAGGRECATE 2,000,000

s
s
$
PERSONAL & ADV INJUITY $ 1,000,000
$
$

PRODUCTS - COMPKOP AGR 2.000, 000

Excess‘ Woxrkers Comp

A AUTOMORILE LIARIUTY BAP937710702 10/31/2005|10/31/2006 | comaneD SINGLE LIMIT
(En racdsnl) ¢ 1,000,000
| X | ANYAUTO Sbmacis S O]
ALLOWNEDAUTOS BODILY INJURY s
|1 seHEbULEDAVIOS {Fopecson)
| X | HIREDAUTOS RODI ¥ INJURY s
| X | NON-OWNED AUTOS P e ¥
L] PROPERTY DAMAGE s
(Per accidenl)
| GARAGE LIABILITY AUTOONLY - EAACCIDENT |
|| anvauTo OTHERTHAN EAACC |8
AUTGONLY: 26 | &
B EXCESS LUABILTY UMOL1L606797 10/31/2005|10/31/2006 | EACHOCCURRENCE ¢ 1,000,000
ZI OCCUR r l CLAIMS MADF AGGHEGATE $ 1,000,000
$
E{ DEDUCTIRLT $
RETONTION & $
C | WORKERS COMPENSATION AND WC489529502 12/31/2005|12/31/2006 | x [0avlits| | th
EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY .
ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE E.L EACHACCIDEN] $ 1,000, 000
OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED? E.L DISEASE-EAEMPLOYEE|S 1,000, 000
] desor| o
= ?éVfL P%vwousuemw C.LDISCAST-POLICYIIMIT |8 1. 000, 000
D OTNER SP1BS98GA 127/31/2005|12/321/2006 | wc—statutory

$1,000,000. Limit Each Accident
$1,000,000. Limit Each Employes

Exgess of SIR of §750,000.

Job Name: C.R. 121 - Reclaim Paving
Job Location: Nassau CO., FL
New Job No.: 06477

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS/LOCATIONS/VEHICLES/EXCLUSIONS ADDED BY ENDORSEMENT/SPECIAL PROVIZIONE

Scope of Work: Base Reclaiming, Asphalt Paving, Shouldex Gradewoxk, Striping & Guaxdrail.

CERTIFICATE HOLDER

CANCELLATION

Nasgau County B.O.C.C

Attn: Jose Deliz

P.0. Box 1010

' Fernandina Beach, FL. 32035

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABQVE DESCRIB ED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE THE EXFIRATION
DATE TMEREOF, THE ISSUING INSURER WILL ENDEAVOR TO MAlL _30__ DAYS WRITTEN
NOTICE TO THE CERYIFICATE MOLDER NAMED TO THE LEFT, BUT FAILURE TO DD SO SHALL
IMPOSE NO OBLIGATION OR LIABILITY OF ANY KIND UPON THE INSURER, ITS AGENTS OR
REPRESENTATIVES.

AUTHORIZE REPHS&ENTKVE W
N/

ACORD 25 (2001/08) Coll-M532097 Tpl:452041 Cert:6936212 © ACORD CORPORATION 1988
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IMPORTANT

If the certificate holder Is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(les) must be endorsed. A statement
on this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s)

If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may
require an endorsement. A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate

holder In lleu of such endorsement(s)

DISCLAIMER

The Certificate of Insurance on the reverse side of this form does not constitute a contract between
" the Issuing insurer(s), authorized representative or producer, and the cetificate holder, nor does it
affirmatively or negatively amend, extend or alter the coverage afforded by the policies listed thereon

ACORD 25 (2001/08) Coll:1538097 Tpl:452041 Cext:6936212 - ’



PROJECT MANUAL

CONTAINING

BIDDING REQUIREMENTS,
CONTRACT DOCUMENTS
& SPECIFICATIONS

FOR

CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing
Bid No. NC025-05

Prepared for:

Board of County Commissioners
Nassau County, Florida

August 2005



ADVERTISEMENT FOR BID

OWNER: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA
Post Office Box 1010
Fernandina Beach, FL 32035-1010

Separate sealed BIDS for the construction of:

Widening & Resurfacing of CR 121 from US 1
to the Duval County line.
Bid No.: NC025-05

SEALED BIDS shall include an original and three (3) copies of the
sealed bid and must be in writing and should be addressed to the
Board of County Commissioners, C/O John A. Crawford, Ex-Officio
Clerk, Nassau County Judicial Annex, 76347 Veterans Way, Yulee,
Florida 32097. Bids will be received until 2:00 p.m. on November 2,
2005. Bids will be opened and read aloud at 2:05 p.m. on November 2,
2005 at the Office of the Ex-Officio Clerk to the Board of County
Commissioners at the Judicial Annex, 76347 Veterans Way, Yulee,
Florida 32097. Bids shall be sealed and clearly marked “CR 121
Widening/Resurfacing, Bid No.: NC025-05".

WORK shall consist of the following items:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Base Project:

Full Depth Reclamation (FDR) per the attached specification of
approximately 35 miles of roadway, 25 ft. wide base typical section,
stabilized with 3% cement or as indicated by actual conditions based
on boring results, to an average depth of 6.5 inches below existing
surface. FDR to be performed in conjunction with Nassau County Road
& Bridge Department operations and other contractors to be
determined. Project shall include excavation of a 2 to 3 foot wide
trench along both sides of existing edge of pavement to accommodate
widening. Project shall also include profiling of reclaimed base as
indicated in typical section. Nassau County Road & Bridge Department
will provide the base material to be deposited in the widening trench
for subsequent mixing with existing roadway materials during FDR.

Optional Bid Item No. 1:

Widening and reconstruction of approximately 35 miles of roadway, 25
ft., wide base typical section, stabilized with 4 inches of limerock
deposited on top of the existing pavement for subsequent FDR to a
depth of 6.5 inches below existing surface. Widening and
reconstruction to be performed in conjunction with the Nassau County




Road & Bridge Department and other contractors to be determined.
Project shall include excavation of a 2 to 3 foot wide trench along
both sides of the existing edge of pavement to accommodate widening.
Project shall also include profiling of reclaimed base as indicated
in typical section.

Optional Bid Item No. 2:

Paving of reclaimed base with 2 inch layer of SP 12.5 Level C fine
graded asphalt per FDOT requirements as depicted by the plans.
Optional bid item 1 shall also include the repaving of existing paved
connections per plans including milling existing pavement as required
to match new profile.

Optional Bid Item No. 3:
Installation of guardrails per FDOT requirements as depicted by the
plans.

Optional Bid Item No. 4:

Installation of thermoplastic lane striping with glass beads and
reflective pavement markers per FDOT requirements as depicted by the
plans.

tional Bid Item No. 5:
Installation of latex lane striping with glass beads and reflective
pavement markers per FDOT requirements as depicted by the plans.

Optional Bid Item No. 6:
Installation of 1 foot strip of Bermuda sod along both sides of the
widened roadway section.

The work is to be coordinated through the Nassau County Engineering
Services Department, which will also provide inspection services.
Bidders must demonstrate successful experience with the FDR process
in recent projects.



ALL BIDDERS must be qualified for the type of work for which the BID
is submitted. BIDS must be enclosed in an opaque envelope and
marked:
CR 121 WIDENING/RESURFACING
BID NO.: NC 025-05

BIDS SHALL BE ADDRESSED TO:

NASSAU COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
c/o John A. Crawford

Ex-Officio Clerk

76347 Veterans Way

Yulee, FL 32097

The CONTRACT DOCUMENTS, consisting of ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS,
INFORMATION FOR BIDDERS, BID, BID BOND, AGREEMENT, GENERAL
CONDITIONS, SUPPLEMENTAL GENERAL CONDITIONS (if applicable), PAYMENT
BOND, PERFORMANCE BOND, NOTICE OF AWARD, NOTICE TO PROCEED, CHANGE
ORDER, DRAWINGS, SPECIFICATIONS, SPECIAL CONDITIONS AND ADDENDA, MAY
BE EXAMINED AT THE FOLLOWING LOCATION(S):

Nassau County Clerk of Courts
763477 Veterans Way
Yulee, Florida 32097

Nassau County Engineering Services Department
96161 Nassau Place
Yulee, Florida 32097

Copies of the CONTRACT DOCUMENTS may be obtained at the office of:

Nassau County Engineering Services Department
96161 Nassau Place
Yulee, Florida 32097

Copies of the Plans and Specifications may be obtained at the office
of Nassau County Engineering Services Department, 96161 Nassau Place,
Yulee, Florida 32097. Charges for these Plans are twenty five
dollars and twenty eight cents ($25.28) for each complete set; which
amount will not be refunded. Partial set of Plans and Specifications
will not be issued. All requests for Plans and Specifications must
be accompanied by a check or money order in the full amount of the
purchase.

BIDS must be accompanied by a Certified Check or BID BOND of a
reputable bonding company authorized to do business in the State of
Florida in the amount of five percent (5%) of the total amount of the



BID to guarantee that the Contractor will enter into a Contract in
the form prescribed and will provide the required bond.

The successful BIDDER(s) must provide an acceptable contract
PERFORMANCE BOND in the amount of one hundred percent (100%) of the
Contract Price, and a PAYMENT BOND in the amount of one hundred
percent (100%) of the Contract Price.

No BIDS may be withdrawn for a period of sixty (60) days after
closing time scheduled for receipt of BIDS.

The OWNER reserves the right to reject any and all BIDS and waive all
informalities in whole or in part, with or without cause, and/or to
accept the bid that, in its best judgment, will be for the best
interest of Nassau County, Florida.

A person or affiliate who has been placed on the convicted vendor
list following a conviction for a public entity crime may not submit
a proposal/bid on a contract to provide any goods or services to a
public entity, may not submit a proposal/bid on a contract with a
public entity for the construction or repair of a public building or
public work, may not submit a proposal/bid on leases or real property
to a public entity, may not Dbe awarded or perform work as a
contractor, supplier, subcontractor or consultant under contract with
any public entity, and may not transact business with any public
entity in excess of the threshold amount provided in Section 287.017,
Florida Statutes, for Category Two for a period of thirty six months
from the date of being placed on the convicted vendor list.

The Nassau County Board of County Commissioners reserves the right to
waive formalities in any proposal; reject any or all proposals in
whole or in part, with or without cause, and to accept the proposal
that in its best Jjudgment will be for the best interest of Nassau
County, Florida.

Persons with disabilities requiring accommodation in order to
participate in this program or activity should contact the Office of
the Ex-Officio Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners at (904)
548-4660 or Florida Relay Service at 1-800-955-8770(v) or 1-800-955-
8771(TDD) at least seventy two hours in advance to request such
accommodation.

NASSAU COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
ANSLEY N. ACREE, Chairman



ATTEST:

John A. Crawford
Its: Ex-Officio Clerk

An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer



INFORMATION FOR BIDDERS

BIDS will be received by OWNER, NASSAU COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS, until 2:00 p.m. on November 2, 2005, at the Office of
the Clerk, 76347 Veterans Way, Yulee, FL 32097. Bids will be
publicly read aloud and recorded at 2:05 p.m. on November 2, 2005 at
the Office of the Ex-Officio Clerk, 76347 Veterans Way, Yulee,
Florida 32097.

EACH BID MUST BE SUBMITTED IN A SEALED OPAQUE ENVELOPE, ADDRESSED TO:

NASSAU COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
C/o John A. Crawford

Ex-Officio Clerk

76347 Veterans Way

Yulee, FL 32097

Each sealed envelope containing A BID must be plainly marked on the
outside as:

CR 121 WIDENING/RESURFACING
Nassau County, Florida

OTHERWISE THE BID SHALL NOT BE OPENED.

If forwarded by mail, the sealed envelope containing the BID must be
enclosed in another envelope addressed to the OWNER at:

NASSAU COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
C/0 John A. Crawford

Ex-Officio Clerk

76347 Veterans Way

Yulee, FL 32097

All BIDS must be made on the required BID form. All blank spaces for
BID prices must be filled in, in ink or typewritten, and the BID form
must be fully completed and executed when submitted. An original and
three (3) copies of the BID form are required. Bidders shall also
complete pages thirty two (32) and thirty three (33) and include in
Bid with the Bid Bond.

The County reserves the right to make additions or deletions to bid
quantities, and/or portions of the Bid at the bid item prices.



The OWNER may waive any informalities or minor defects or reject any
and all BIDS with proper justification. Any BID may be withdrawn
prior to the above scheduled time for the opening of BIDS or
authorized postponement thereof.

No BIDDER may withdraw a BID within sixty (60) days after the actual
date of the opening thereof. Should there be reasons why the
contract cannot be awarded within the specified period, the time may
be extended by mutual agreement between the OWNER and the BIDDER.

BIDDERS must satisfy themselves of the accuracy of the estimated
quantities in the Bid Schedule by examination of the site(s) and
review of the Contract Documents including Addenda. After BIDS have
been submitted, the Bidder shall not assert that there was a
misunderstanding concerning the quantities of Work or of the Work to
be done.

The Contract Documents contain the provisions required for the
construction of the Project. Information obtained from an officer,
agent, or employee of the Owner or any other person shall not affect
the risks or obligations assumed by the Contractor or relieve him/her
from fulfilling any of the conditions of the contract.

Each Bid must be accompanied by a Bid Bond payable to the Owner for
five percent (5%) of the total amount of the Bid. As soon as the Bid
prices have been compared, the Owner will return the bonds of all

except the three (3) lowest responsible Bidders. When the Agreement
is executed, the bonds of the two remaining unsuccessful Bidders will
be returned. The Bid Bond of the successful Bidder will be retained

until the Payment Bond and the Performance Bond have been executed
and approved, after which the Bid Bond will be returned. A certified
check may be used in lieu of a Bid Bond.

A Performance Bond and a Payment Bond, each in the amount of one
hundred percent (100%) of the Contract Price, with a corporate surety
approved by the Owner, will be required for the faithful performance
of the Contract.

Surety companies executing bonds must appear on the Treasury
Department’s most current 1list (Circular 570, as amended) and be
authorized to transact business in the State of Florida.

Attorneys—-in-fact who sign Bid Bonds or Payment Bonds and Performance
Bonds must file with each Bond a certified and effective dated copy
of their Power of Attorney.



The Bidder to whom the Contract 1is awarded will be required to
initially execute the Agreement and the Notice of Award. Copies of
the fully executed Agreement and the Notice of Award will be provided
to the Bidder, and upon receipt, the Bidder shall have ten (10)
calendar days to provide the Performance Bond and the Payment Bond to
the Owner. In case of failure of the Bidder to execute the
Agreement, the Owner may, at its option, consider the Bidder in
default, in which case, the Bid Bond accompanying the proposal shall
become the property of the Owner.

Should the Owner not execute the Agreement or Notice of Award within
ninety (90) calendar days after opening of the Bids, the Bidder may,
with written notice, withdraw its signed Agreement. Such notice of
withdrawal shall be effective wupon receipt of the notice by the
Owner.

Should there be reasons why the Performance Bond and the Payment Bond
cannot be provided by the Bidder within the ten-day period or the
Agreement or Notice of Award cannot be executed by the Owner within
the ninety-day period, the time period may be extended by the mutual
agreement between Owner and Bidder.

The Owner, within thirty (30) calendar days of receipt of acceptance
of Performance Bond and Payment Bond, shall issue the Notice to

Proceed. Should there be reasons why the Notice to Proceed cannot be
issued within such period, the time may be extended by mutual
agreement between Owner and Bidder. If the Notice to Proceed has not

been issued within the thirty-day period or within the period
mutually agreed upon, the Bidder may terminate the Agreement without
future liability on the part of either party.

The Owner may make such investigations as it deems necessary to
determine the ability of the Bidder to perform the Work, and the
Bidder shall furnish to the Owner all such information and data for
this purpose as the Owner may request. The Owner reserves the right
to reject any Bid if the evidence submitted by, or investigation of,
such Bidder fails to satisfy the Owner that the Bidder is properly
qualified to carry out the obligations of the Agreement and to
complete the Work contemplated therein.

A conditional or qualified Bid will not be accepted.
All applicable laws, ordinances, and the rules and regulations of all

authorities having jurisdiction over construction of the Project
shall apply to the Contractor throughout.



Each Bidder is responsible for inspecting the site(s) and for reading
and being thoroughly familiar with the Contract Documents. The
failure or omission of any Bidder to do any of the foregoing shall in
no way relieve any Bidder from any obligation in respect to its Bid.

Further, the Bidder agrees +to abide by the requirements under
Executive Order No 11246, as amended, 1including specifically the
provisions of equal opportunity.

The low Bidder must supply the names and addresses of major material
suppliers and subcontractors when requested to do so by the Engineer
and/or Owner as well as a categorical cost breakdown of various
portions of the total Bid price.

The Contractor shall provide a Construction Schedule to the Project

Engineer as stated in Section 3. of the General Conditions. Updates
will be required every two (2) weeks 1if schedule changes are
anticipated.

THE ENGINEER IS:

Nassau County Engineering Services

Mr. José Deliz, P.E., Engineering Services Director
96161 Nassau Place

Yulee, Florida 32097
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BID FORM

FOR Widening/Resurfacing of

CR 121 from US 1 to the Duval County Line

FOR

NASSAU COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

SUBMITTED BY: DATE

The undersigned, as Bidder, hereby declares that the only person or
persons interested in the proposal as Principal(s) is, or are, named
herein and that no other person that herein mentioned has any
interest in this proposal or in the contract to be entered into; that
this proposal 1is made without connection with any other person,
company, or parties making a bid or proposal; and that it is in all
respects fair and in good faith, without collusion or fraud.

The Bidder further declares that he has examined the site of the Work
and informed himself fully in regard to all conditions pertaining to
the places where the Work is to be done; that he has examined the
Plans and Specifications for the Work and the Contract Documents
relative thereto, and has read all special provisions furnished prior
to the opening of Bids, that he has satisfied himself relative to the
Work to be performed.

The Bidder proposes and agrees, if this proposal is accepted, to
contract with ©Nassau County, Florida, in the form of contract
specified, to furnish all necessary materials, equipment, machinery,
tools, apparatus, means of transportation, and labor necessary to
complete the contract in full and complete 1in accordance with the
shown, noted, described, and reasonably intended requirements of the
Plans and Specifications and Contract Documents to the full
satisfaction of the Contract with Nassau County, Florida, with a
definite understanding that no money will be allowed for extra work
except as set forth in the attached General Conditions and Contract
Documents.

11



LISTING OF SUBCONTRACTORS AND EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURERS

In the space below, the Bidder shall 1list all proposed subcontractors
and their addresses for approval by the Owner.

The Bidder shall also describe that portion of the Work he proposes
to sublet to each subcontractor listed.

Equipment Manufacturers shall be 1listed for each item of major
equipment herein. No changes shall be allowed after acceptance by
the Owner. Any blanks shall be filled in by the Owner and provided
by the Contractor at no additional cost.

Use additional sheets as required.

NAME ADDRESS DESCRIPTION OF
WORK TO BE
PERFORMED

12




TRENCH SAFETY ACT

(90-96, Laws of Florida)

Bidder acknowledges that included in the appropriate bid items of the
proposal in the Total Bid Price are costs for complying with the
Florida Trench Safety Act (90-96, Laws of Florida) effective October
1, 1990. The Bidder further identifies the costs of such compliance
to be summarized below:

Trench Safety Units of Unit Unit Extended
Measure Measure (Quantity) Cost Cost
(Description) (LF, SF)

TOTAL: $

If applicable, the Contractor certifies that all trench excavation
done within his control in excess of five feet (5’) in depth shall be
in accordance with the Florida Department of Transportation’s Special
Provisions Article 125-1 and Subarticle 125-4.1 (Trench Excavation
Safety System and Shoring, Special - Trench Excavation).

FAILURE TO COMPLETE THE ABOVE MAY RESULT IN THE BID BEING DECLARED
NON-RESPONSIVE.

13



BID SCHEDULE

Proposal of
(hereinafter called "“Bidder”), organized and existing under the laws
of the State of Florida, and doing business as:

w

(Insert a corporation”, “a partnership”, or “an individual”) as
applicable.

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA,
(hereinafter referred to as “Owner”).

In compliance with your Advertisement for Bids, Bidder hereby
proposes to:

Perform all work and furnish all necessary 1labor, equipment,
material, and transportation for the Widening/Resurfacing of CR 121
from US 1 to the Duval County Line.

All Work is to be performed per Nassau County Ordinance 99-17 and the
Florida Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for Road
and Bridge Construction, dated 2004, supplements thereto, when not
specifically stated in the Special Provisions, or shown on the plans.

In strict accordance with the Contract Documents, within the time set
forth therein, and at the prices stated in the Bid Schedule.

By submission of this Bid, each Bidder certifies, and in the case of
a joint Bid, each party thereto certifies as to his own organization,
that this Bid has Dbeen arrived at independently, without
consultation, communication or agreement as to any matter relating to
this Bid with any other Bidder or with any competitor.

Bidder hereby agrees to commence the work under this Contract on or
before a date to be specified in the Notice to Proceed and to
SUBSTANTIALLY complete the Project within 90 consecutive calendar
days thereafter, and fully complete the Project in a total of 150
consecutive calendar days thereafter.

Time is of the essence in the construction of this Project. The Owner
will suffer financial damage if this Project is not substantially
completed on the date set forth in the Contract Documents. Therefore,
the Owner and the Contractor specifically agree that the Contractor
shall pay to the Owner the sum of Three Hundred and no/100 Dollars
($300.00) per calendar day or any part thereof elapsing between the

14



date established as provided in Section 16 of the General Conditions,
and the actual date upon which substantial completion is achieved.
Moreover, if after thirty (30) calendar days after the date of
substantial completion of the Project is achieved, the Project is not
fully and finally complete, then the sum of Three Hundred and no/100
Dollars ($300.00) per calendar day of any part thereof elapsing
between the established date of final completion and the actual date
of final completion shall be paid to the Owner by the Contractor.

These amounts to be paid to the Owner by the Contractor, shall, in no
event, be considered as a penalty or otherwise than the consequential
and adjusted damages of the Owner because of the delay. Furthermore,
the sums per calendar day or any part thereof set forth hereinabove,
may be at the sole option of the Owner and may be deducted and
retained out of the sums payable to the Contractor. If not so
deducted, the Contractor shall remain liable therefore.

Bidder agrees to perform all the work described in the Contract

Documents for the listed unit prices or lump sums shown in the Bid
Schedule as follows:

15



Bid Schedule

Bid Item No. Description Bid Item Price

1 Base Project $
2 Optional Bid Item No. 1 $
3 Optional Bid Item No. 2 $
4 Optional Bid Item No. 3 $
5 Optional Bid Item No. 4 $
6 Optional Bid Item No. 5 $
7 Optional Bid Item No. 6 $

Total Bid Amount [

We, the Undersigned, hereby declare that no person, persons, firm, or
corporation, other than the undersigned, are interested in this
proposal as principals and that this Proposal is made without
collusion with any person, firm, or corporation.

CORPORATE/COMPANY :
Company Name: (Seal)
By:
(Name typed or printed)
By:
(Name typed or printed)
Address:
Telephone No.: ( ) Fax No.: ( )

Florida State Registration Number:

16



Federal I.D. Tax Number:

INDIVIDUAL:

Name:

(Signature) (Name typed or printed) (Title)

Address:

Telephone No.: ( )

Nassau County Registration Number:

Federal I.D. Tax Number:

17



FLORIDA STATUTES 287.133(2) (A)

A person or affiliate who has been placed on the convicted vendor
list following a conviction for a public entity crime may not submit
a bid on a contract to provide any goods or services to a public
entity, may not submit a bid on a contract with a public entity for
the construction or repair of a public building or public work, may
not submit bids on leases of real property to a public entity, may
not be awarded or perform work as a contractor, supplier,
subcontractor, or consultant under a contract with any public entity
and may not transact business with any public entity, and may not
transact business with any public entity in excess or the threshold
amount provided in Section 287.017, for Category Two for a period of
36 months from the date of being placed on the convicted vendor list.
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BID BOND

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that we, the undersigned
’ as Principal,
, as Surety, are hereby
held and firmly bound unto the BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF
NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA, a political subdivision of the State of
Florida, as Owner, in the penal sum of
, five percent
(5%) of the Bid, for the payment of which, well and truly to be made,
we hereby Jjointly and severally bind ourselves, successors, and
assigns.

Signed, this day of , 20

The condition of the above obligation i1s such that whereas the
Principal has submitted to Owner a certain Bid, attached hereto and
hereby made a part hereof to enter into a contract in writing for:

CR 121 Widening/Resurfacing
from US 1 to the Duval County Line
Nassau County, Florida

NOW, THEREFORE,
1. If said Bid shall be rejected, or in the alternate,

2. If said Bid shall be accepted and the Principal shall
execute and deliver a contract in the Form of Contract attached
thereto (properly completed in accordance with said Bid) and shall
furnish a bond for his faithful performance of said contract, and for
the payment of all persons performing labor or furnishing materials
in connection therewith, and shall in all other respects perform the
agreement created by the acceptance of said Bid;

Then this obligation shall be void, otherwise the same shall
remain in force and effect, it being expressly understood and agreed
that the 1liability of the Surety for any and all claims hereunder
shall, in no event, exceed the penal amount of this obligation as
herein stated.

The Surety, for value received, hereby stipulates and agrees
that the obligations of said Surety and its bond shall be in no way
impaired or affected by an extension of the time within which the
Owner may accept such Bid; and said Surety does hereby waive notice
of any such extension.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOQOF, the Principal and the Surety have hereunto set
their hands and seals, and such of them as are corporations have
caused their corporate seals to be hereto affixed and these presents
to be signed by their proper officers, and day and year first set
forth above.

PRINCIPAL:

By:
Its:

SURETY:

By:
Its:

IMPORTANT - Surety companies executing bonds must appear on the
Treasury Department’s most current list (Circular 570, as amended)
and be authorized to transact business in the State of Florida.
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INSERT POWER OF ATTORNEY - IF APPLICABLE
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AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT entered into this day of
P 20 by and between the BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA, a political subdivision of
the State of Florida, hereinafter referred to as “Owner”, and
. doing business as (a
corporation, a partnership, or an individual), hereinafter referred
to as “Contractor”.

WITNESSETH: For and in consideration of the payments and
agreements hereinafter mentioned, the parties agree as follows:

1 Contractor shall perform all work and furnish all necessary
labor, equipment, material, and transportation for the Full Depth
Reconstruction of CR 121 from US 1 to the Duval County Line, Nassau
County, Florida, hereinafter referred to as the “Work”.

2. The Work includes, but is not limited to, the full depth
reclamation of approximately 35 miles of roadway, widening of
existing roadway to a 25 foot wide base typical section with 12°
travel lanes, reconstruction of paved connections to match new
profile as needed, and optional installation of pavement, striping,
reflective pavement markers, guardrails, and sod.

All Work is to be performed per Nassau County Ordinance 99-17 and
the Florida Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for
Road and Bridge Construction, dated 2004, supplements thereto, when
not specifically stated in the Special Provisions, or shown on the
plans.

3. The Contractor will commence the Work required by the
Contract Documents within fifteen (15) calendar days after the date
of the Notice to Proceed and will SUBSTANTIALLY complete the same
within 90 consecutive calendar days, and fully complete the Project
in a total of 150 consecutive calendar days after the date of the
Notice to Proceed unless the period for completion 1is extended
otherwise by the Contract Documents.

Time is of the essence in the construction of this Project. The
Owner will suffer financial damage if this Project is not
substantially completed on the date set forth in the Contract
Documents. Therefore, the Owner and the Contractor specifically
agree that the Contractor shall pay to the Owner the sum of Three
Hundred and no/100 Dollars ($300.00) per calendar day or any part
thereof elapsing between the date established as provided in
Section 16 of the General Conditions, and the actual date upon
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which substantial completion is achieved. Moreover, if after
thirty (30) calendar days after the date of substantial completion
of the Project is achieved, the Project is not fully and finally
complete, then the sum of Three Hundred and no/100 Dollars
($300.00) per calendar day of any part thereof elapsing between the
established date of final completion and the actual date of final
completion shall be paid to the Owner by the Contractor.

These amounts to be paid to the Owner by the Contractor shall,
in no event, be considered as a penalty or otherwise than the
consequential and adjusted damages of the Owner because of the delay.
Furthermore, the sums per calendar day or any part thereof set forth
hereinabove, may be at the sole option of the Owner and may be
deducted and retained out of the sums payable to the Contractor. If
not so deducted, the Contractor shall remain liable therefore.

4. The Owner has determined and declared the above-named
Contractor to be the lowest responsible bidder on the above
referenced Project, and has duly awarded this Contract to said
Contractor, for the sum named in the proposal, to-wit:

{Amount of Bid)

The Owner shall pay the Contractor for the Work performed as

follows: Payment for unit price items shall be at the unit price bid
for actual construction gquantities measured in place and approved by
the Owner or its Resident Project Representative(s). Payment for

lump-sum priced items shall be at the lump-sum price bid.

The Owner reserves the right to make additions or deletions to
bid quantities and/or portions of the bid at the bid item prices.

8 The Owner will pay the Contractor in a manner and at such
times as set forth in the General Conditions such amounts as required
by the Contract Documents.

6. The term “Contract Documents” means and includes the
following:

Bid Form

Sworn Statement

Bid Bond

Agreement

Notice of Award
Notice to Proceed
Change Order Request

Q +H O Q00D
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h. Performance Bond
i 8 Payment Bond
s Hold Harmless Agreement
K. General Conditions
1. Specifications prepared by the Engineer
m. Drawings
F This Agreement shall be binding upon all parties hereto and

their respective heirs, executors, administrators, successors, and
assigns.

8. All facilities, programs, and services should be compliant
with the Florida Accessibility Code and the Federal Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA).

9% Appropriations necessary for the funding of this Agreement
shall be adopted annually by the Board of County Commissioners during
the regular budget process. Non-appropriation by the Board of County
Commissioners will cause this Agreement to terminate.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed, or caused
to be executed by their duly authorized officials, this Agreement in
two (2) copies, each of which shall be deemed an original on the date
first above written.

OWNER:

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA

ANSLEY N. ACREE
Its: Chairman

ATTEST:

JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Its: Ex-Officio Clerk

Approved as to form by the
Nassau County Attorney

MICHAEL S. MULLIN

CONTRACTOR:

By:
Itsh
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NOTICE OF AWARD

TO:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Widening/Resurfacing of CR 121
from US 1 to the Duval County Line
Nassau County, Florida

The Owner has considered the Bid submitted by you for the above
described Work 1in response to 1its Advertisement for Bids dated
, and Information for Bidders.

You are hereby notified that your Bid has been accepted in the
amount of $

You are required by the Information for Bidders to furnish the
required Contractor’s Performance Bond, Payment Bond, and
certificates of insurance within ten (10) calendar days from the date
of this Notice to you.

If you fail to furnish said Bonds and certificates of insurance
within ten (10) days from the date of this Notice, said Owner will be
entitled to consider all your rights arising out of the Owner’s
acceptance of your Bid as abandoned and as such you forfeit your Bid
Bond. The Owner will be entitled to such other rights as may be
granted by law.

You are required to return an acknowledged copy of this Notice
of Award to the Owner.

DATED this day of , 20

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA

ANSLEY N. ACREE
Its: Chairman
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ATTEST:

JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Its: Ex-Officio Clerk

Approved as to form by the
Nassau County Attorney

MICHAEL S. MULLIN

ACCEPTANCE OF NOTICE

Receipt of the above Notice of Award is hereby acknowledged by:

By:

Its:

2.7

4

this

day

of



NOTICE TO PROCEED

Tod Date:

Project: Bid No.

You are hereby notified to commence work in accordance with the

Agreement dated the day of , 2005, on or before
the day of , 2005, and you are to substantially
complete the Work within consecutive calendar days, and
fully complete the Project in a total of days after the

date of this Notice to Proceed. The Date of Completion of all Work

is therefore

OWNER:

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA

ANSLEY N. ACREE
Its: Chairman

ATTEST:

JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Its: Ex-Officio Clerk

Approved as to form by the
Nassau County Attorney

MICHAEL S. MULLIN
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ACCEPTANCE OF NOTICE

Receipt of the above Notice To Proceed is hereby acknowledged by:

7 this day of

By:
Its:
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Nassau County County O
Department of Public Works Contractor 0O
Field O
Other O

CHANGE ORDER REQUEST

PROJECT: CHANGE ORDER NUMBER:

DATE:

CONTRACT NUMBER:

TO CONTRACTOR:

The Contract is changed as follows:

Original Contract Sum S

Net change by Previous Change Order $

Contract Sum Prior to This Change Order $

Bmount of This Change Order (Add/Deduct) §

New Contract Sum, Including this Change
Order $

The Contract Time for substantial completion will be (increased) (decreased)
(unchanged) by days.

This document, when signed by all parties, shall become an amendment to the
Contract and all provisions of the Contract shall apply hereto.

RECOMMENDED BY: DATE:
Resident Project Representative
ACCEPTED BY: DATE:
Contractor
Approved by: DATE:

Board of County Commissioners
Or their Designee
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INSERT CERTIFICATE (S)

OF INSURANCE
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COMMON-LAW COMBINED PERFORMANCE AND PAYMENT BOND:

The Common-Law Combined Performance and Payment Bond shall be in
the following form:

BY THIS BOND, We , as Principal
whose principal business address and telephone number are
, and , a corporation, as Surety, whose
principal address and telephone number are bound to the Board of
County Commissioners of Nassau County, Florida, herein called Owner,
whose principal business address and phone number are Post Office Box
1010, Fernandina Beach, FL 32035-1010, 904-491-7377, in the sum of $
, for payment of which we bind ourselves, our heirs,
personal representatives, successors, and assigns, jointly and
severally.

A description of the project sufficient to identify it is:
The improvements are generally described as follows:

NOTE: The Bond shall be recorded in the public records of Nassau
County.

THE CONDITION OF THIS BOND is that if Principal:

1. Performs the Contract dated ; and whose
contract number designated by Owner is p between Principal
and Owner for construction of P the Contract being

made a part of this Bond by reference and call the “Contract” herein,
at the times and in the manner prescribed in the Contract; and

2. Pays Owner all for losses, damages, including delay or
liquidated damages, and losses and damages due to latent or patent
defects that Owner sustains because of a default by Principal under
the Contract; and

Ja Pays Owner all for expenses, costs, and attorneys’ fees,
including such fees 1in appellate proceedings, that Owner sustains
because of a default by Principal under the Contract; and

4. Performs the guarantee of all work and materials furnished
under the Contract for the time specified in the Contract; and

5 Protects, indemnifies, keeps and saves harmless the Owner
against all claims, liabilities, Jjudgments, costs, damages, expenses,
and attorneys’ fees that may in any way accrue or come against the
Owner as a result of the breach of Contract or other actions of the
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Principal arising out of the work of the Principal, or that may in
any way result form the acts, carelessness, or neglect of the
Principal, its agents, employees, workers, or subcontractors, in any
respect whatsoever, or that may result on account of any infringement
of any patent, trademark, or copyright by reason of the materials,
machinery, processes, devices, or apparatus used or furnished in the
performance of the Contract; and

6. Promptly makes payments to all claimants, as defined in
Florida Statutes, 2ZB5%05.(1) ; who furnish 1labor, services, (6% i
materials for the prosecution of the work provided for in the
Contract; then this Bond is void; otherwise it remains in full force.

Any changes in or under the Contract Documents and compliance or
noncompliance with any formalities connected with the Contract or
the changes does not affect Surety’s obligation under this Bond.

The forty-five (45) day notice, the ninety (90) day notice, and
the time within which to file an action, provided by Florida
Statutes, 255.05, and the manner of giving notices provided by
Florida Statutes, 713.18, shall apply to claimants on the payment
bond undertaking of this Bond.
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HOLD HARMLESS AGREEMENT

(Coritractor) ; its

officers and members shall, through the signing of this document by
an authorized party or agent, covenant and agree that it will
indemnify, hold harmless, and defend the Board of County
Commissioners of Nassau County, Florida, and the damage, cost,
charge, expense, suit and/or action, including attorney’s fees and
all costs of litigations and judgment of every name and description
brought against the Owner as a result of any act, action, neglect,
loss, damage or injury to person or property by reason of any act or
failure to act by the Contractor, its agents, servants, or employees
during and as a result of the performance under this Contract whether
direct or indirect, and whether to any person or property to which
the Owner or said parties may be subject.

Name of Firm:

Name of Agent:

Title of Agent:

Signature of Agent:

Date:
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GENERAL CONDITIONS

SECTION:

1 Definitions

2. Additional Instructions and Detail Drawings
3. Schedules, Reports and Records

4. Drawings and Specifications

5. Shop Drawings

6. Materials, Services, and Facilities

7. Inspection and Testing

8. Substitutions

9. Patents

10. Surveys, Permits, Regulations

11. Protection of Work, Property, Persons

12. Supervision by Contractor

13. Changes in the Work

14. Unit Price Work

15. Changes in Contract Price

16. Time for Completion and Ligquidated Damages
17. Correction of Work

18. Subsurface Conditions

19. Suspension of Work, Termination, and Delay
20 Payment to Contractor

21. Acceptance of Final Payment as Release

22. Insurance

23 Contract Security

24. Assignments

25. Indemnification

26. Separate Contracts

27. Subcontracting

28. Engineer’s Authority

29. Land and Right-of-Way

30. Guaranty

31. Disputes

32. Taxes

33. Determination of Lowest Qualified Bidder
34. Acceptance and Rejections of Proposals

35. Pre-Construction Conference

36. Experience-Process Equipment Manufacturers
37. Record Drawings

38. Operating, Maintenance, and Service Manuals
39. Operating Instructions

40. Examination of Plans, Sites, Etc.

41. Florida Deceptive and Unfair Trade Practices Act
42. Waiver of Trial By Jury and Venue
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1. Definitions:

Wherever used in the Contract Documents, the following terms
shall have the meanings indicated which shall be applicable to both
the singular and plural thereof.

(a) Addenda - written or graphic instruments issued prior to
the execution of the Agreement which modify or interpret the Contract
Documents, Drawings, and Specifications, by additions, deletions,
clarifications, or corrections; a change made prior to bid opening.

(b) Application for Payment - the form accepted by the Owner
which is to be used by Contractor in requesting progress or final
payments and which is to include such supporting documentation as is
required by the Contract Documents.

(c) Bid - the offer or proposal of the Bidder submitted on the
prescribed form setting forth the prices for the Work to be
performed.

(d) Bidder - any person, firm, or corporation submitting a Bid
for the Work.

(e) Bonds - Bid, Performance, and Payment Bonds and other
instruments of security, furnished by the Contractor and his Surety
in accordance with the Contract Documents.

(f) Change Order - a written order to the Contractor, which is
signed by the Contractor and the Owner, authorizing an addition,
deletion, or revision to the Work within the general scope of the
Contract Documents, or authorizing an adjustment in the Contract
Price or Contract Time.

(g) Contract Documents - the Contract Documents are defined as
those 1listed in the Agreement and together, comprise the entire
Agreement between Owner and Contractor.

(h) Contract Price — the total monies payable to the Contractor
under the terms and conditions of the Contract Documents subject to
the provisions of General Condition, Section 15.

(i) Contract Time - the number of consecutive calendar days
stated in the Contract Documents for substantial or full completion
of the Work.
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(j) Contractor - the person, firm, or corporation with whom the
Owner has executed the Agreement.

(k) Drawings - the part of the Contract Documents which show
the characteristics and scope of the Work to be performed and which
have been prepared or approved by the Engineer.

(1) Field Order - a written order effecting a change in the
Work not involving an adjustment in the Contract Price or an
extension of the Contract Time, issued by thé Owner or its Resident
Project Representative(s) to the Contractor during construction.

(m) Engineer - for this project, the Engineer is the Director
of Engineering Services.

(n) Notice of Award - written notice of acceptance of the Bid
from the Owner to the successful Bidder.

(o) Notice to Proceed - Written communication issued by the
Owner to the Contractor authorizing him to proceed with the Work and
establishing the date of commencement of the Work.

(p) Owner - Board of County Commissioners of Nassau County,
Florida.

(gq) Project - the undertaking to be performed as provided in the
Contract Documents.

(r) Resident Project Representative(s) = the authorized
representative(s) of the Owner who is/are assigned to the Project
site or any part thereof.

(s) Shop Drawings - all drawings, diagrams, illustrations,
brochures, schedules, and other data which are prepared by the
Contractor, a subcontractor, manufacturer, supplier, or distributor,
which illustrate how specific portions of the Work shall be
fabricated or installed.

(t) Specifications - a part of the Contract Documents consisting
of written descriptions of a technical nature of materials,
equipment, construction systems, standards, and workmanship.

(u) Subcontractors - an individual, firm, or corporation having

a direct contract with the Contractor or with any other subcontractor
for the performance of a part of the Work at the site.
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(v) Substantial Completion - that date as certified by the Owner
or its Resident Project Representative(s) when the construction of
the Project or a specified part thereof is sufficiently completed, in
accordance with the Contract Documents, so that the Project or
specified part thereof can be utilized for the purposes for which it
is intended.

(w) Suppliers - any person, supplier, or organization who
supplies materials or equipment for the Work, including that
fabricated to a special design, but who does not perform labor at the
site.

(x) Underground Facilities - all pipelines, conduits, ducts,
cables, wires, manholes, vaults, tanks, tunnels, or other such
facilities or attachments, and any encasements containing such
facilities, which have been installed underground to furnish any of
the following services or materials; electricity, gases, steam,
liquid petroleum products, telephone or other communications, cable
television, sewage and drainage removal, traffic, or other control
systems, or water.

(y) Work - all 1labor necessary to produce the construction
required by the Contract Documents, and all materials and equipment
incorporated or to be incorporated in the project.

(z) Written Notice - any notice to any party of the Agreement
relative to any part of this Agreement in writing and considered
delivered and the service thereof completed, when posted by certified
or registered mail to the said party at his last given address, or
delivered in person to said party or his authorized representative on
the Work.

2 < Additional Instruction and Detail Drawings:

The Contractor may be furnished additional instruction and
detail drawings by the Owner, Engineer or Resident Project
Representative(s), as necessary to carry out the Work required by the
Contract Documents.

The additional drawings and instruction thus supplied will
become a part of the Contract Documents. The Contractor shall carry
out the Work in accordance with the additional detail drawings and
instructions.
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3. Schedules, Reports, and Records:

The Contractor shall submit to the Owner or Engineer such
schedule of quantities and <costs, progress schedules, payrolls,
reports, estimates, records, and other data as the Owner or Engineer
may request concerning Work performed or to be performed.

Prior to the first partial payment estimate the Contractor shall
submit schedules showing the order in which he proposes to carry on
the Work, including dates of which he will start the various parts of
the Work, estimated date of completion of each part, and, as
applicable, the dates at which special detail drawings will be
required; and respective dates for submission of Shop Drawings, the
beginning of manufacture; the testing and the installation of
materials, supplies, and equipment.

The Contractor shall also submit a schedule of payments that he
anticipates he will earn during the course of the Work. The
schedule shall consist of a detailed breakdown of the contract price,
giving the quantities of various kinds of work and the unit prices
for materials and labor and total prices thereof.

4. Drawings and Specifications:

Unless otherwise specifically stated herein, or shown on the
plans, Nassau County Ordinance 99-17 and the 2004 edition of Standard
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction and supplements
thereto, as prepared by the Florida Department of Transportation, in
its entirety, shall govern this project.

The intent of the Drawings and Specifications is that the
Contractor shall furnish all labor, materials (not furnished by the
Owner), tools, equipment, and transportation necessary for the proper
execution of the Work in accordance with the Contract Documents and
all incidental work necessary to complete the Project in an
acceptable manner, ready for use, occupancy or operation by the
Owner.

In case of discrepancy, the governing order of documents shall
be as follows:

Plans

Special Provisions

Specifications Prepared by Engineer

Road Design, Structures, and Traffic Operations Standards
Supplemental Specifications

Standard Specifications

oY U b W N
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Any discrepancies found between the Drawings and Specifications
and site conditions or any inconsistencies or ambiguities in the
Drawings and Specifications shall be immediately reported to the
Owner, Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s), in writing
within three days of discovery, who shall promptly correct such
inconsistencies or ambiguities in writing after consultaticn with the

Engineer. The Contractor will not be allowed to take advantage of
any discrepancies, inconsistencies or ambiguities as full
instructions will be furnished by the Owner. The Contractor shall

not be liable for damages resulting from such discrepancies,
inconsistencies or ambiguities in the Contract Documents unless the
Contractor recognized such discrepancies, inconsistencies or
ambiguities and knowingly failed to report it to the Owner. Work
done by the Contractor after his discovery of such discrepancies,
inconsistencies or ambiguities shall be done at the Contractor’s
risk.

5. Shop Drawings:

The Contractor shall provide the Engineer with Shop Drawings as
may be necessary for the prosecution of the Work as required by the
Contract Documents. The Engineer will then promptly review all Shop
Drawings. The Engineer’s approval of any Shop Drawings shall not
release the Contractor from responsibility for deviations from the
Contract Documents. The approval of +the Shop Drawings which
substantially deviates from the requirement of the Contract Documents
shall be evidenced by a Change Order.

When submitted for the Engineer’s review, Shop Drawings shall
bear the Contractor’s certification that he has reviewed, checked,
and approved the Shop Drawings and that they are in conformance with
the requirements of the Contract Documents. Five (5) copies of each
shop drawing will be required for submission.

Portions of the Work requiring a Shop Drawing or sample
submission shall not begin until the Shop Drawing or submission has
been approved by the Engineer and the Owner or specifically
authorized by the Owner. A copy of each approved Shop Drawing and
each approved sample shall be kept in good order by the Contractor at
the site and shall be available to the Engineer and the Owner.

6. Materials, Services, and Facilities:

It is understood that, except as otherwise specifically stated
in the Contract Documents, the Contractor shall provide and pay for
all materials, labor, tools, equipment, water, light, power,
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transportation, supervision, temporary construction of any nature,
and all other services and facilities of any nature whatsoever
necessary to execute, complete, and deliver the Work within the
specified time.

Materials and equipment shall be so stored as to insure the
preservation of their quality and fitness for the Work. Stored
materials and equipment to be incorporated in the Work shall be
located so as to facilitate prompt inspection.

Manufactured articles, materials, and equipment shall be
applied, installed, connected, erected, used, cleaned and conditioned
as inspected by the manufacturer.

Materials, supplies, or equipment shall be in accordance with
samples submitted by the Contractor and approved by the Engineer and
the Owner.

Materials, supplies, or equipment to be incorporated into the
Work shall not be purchased by the Contractor or the Subcontractor
subject to a chattel mortgage or under a conditional sale contract or
other agreement by which an interest is retained by the seller.

7 Inspection and Testing:

All materials and equipment used in the construction of the
Project shall be subject to adequate inspection and testing in
accordance with FDOT requirements.

The Contractor shall provide, at his expense, the necessary
testing and inspection services required by the Contract Documents,
unless otherwise provided.

The Owner shall provide all other inspection and testing
services not required by the Contract Documents.

If the Contract Documents, laws, ordinances, rules, regulations,
or orders of any public authority having Jjurisdiction require any
work to specifically be inspected, tested, or approved by someone
other than the Contractor, the Contractor will give the Owner or its
Resident Project Representative(s) timely notice of readiness. The
Contractor will then furnish the Owner or 1its Resident Project
Representative(s) the required certificates of inspection, testing,
or approval.

Neither observations by the Engineer nor inspections, tests, or
approval by persons other than the Contractor shall relieve the
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Contractor from his obligations to perform the Work in accordance
with the requirements of the Contract Documents.

The Owner, Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s) will
at all times have access to the Work. In addition, authorized
representatives and agents of any participating Federal and State
agency shall be permitted to inspect all work, materials, payrolls,
records of personnel, invoices of materials, and other relevant data
and records. The Contractor will provide proper facilities for such
access and observation of the Work and also for any inspection, or
testing thereof.

If any Work is covered prior to acceptance by the Owner or its
Resident Project Representative(s) or contrary to the written request
of the Owner or its Resident Project Representative(s), it must, if
required by the Engineer or the Owner, be uncovered for his
observation and replaced at the Contractor’s expense.

If sufficient notice has been provided in writing to the Owner
or the Resident Project Representative(s), then any Work that has
been covered which the Owner or its Resident Project
Representative(s) has not specifically requested to observe prior to
its being covered, or 1f the Owner or its Resident Project
Representative(s) considers it necessary or advisable that covered
Work be inspected or tested by others, the Contractor, at the Owner
or 1its Resident Project Representative(s)’ request, will uncover,
expose, or otherwise make available for observation, inspection, or
testing as the Owner or its Resident Project Representative(s) may
require, that portion of the Work in question, furnishing all
necessary labor, materials, tools, and equipment. If it is found
that such Work is defective, the Contractor will bear all the expense
of such uncovering, exposure, observation, inspection, and testing of
satisfactory reconstruction. If, however, such Work is not found to
be defective, the Contractor will be allowed an increase in the
Contract Price or an extension of the Contract Time, or both,
directly attributable to such uncovering, exposure, observation,
inspection, testing, and reconstruction and an appropriate Change
Order will be issued.

The Owners Resident Project Representative, shall have no
authority to permit deviations from, nor to relay any of the
provisions of, the Contract Documents no to delay the Contract by
failure to inspect the materials and work without reasonable
promptness without the written permission or instruction of the
Engineer.
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8. Substitutions:

Whenever shown or specified in the Contract Documents, the
brands, make of materials, devices or equipment shall be regarded as
the design standard. If the Contractor wishes to submit alternate
brands, makes of materials, devices or equipment he shall submit to
the Owner or its Resident Project Representative(s) supportive data
from the manufacturer with his Bid. The alternate items are to be of
equal quality, workmanship, durability, performance and economy of
operation.

The Contractor shall be, in the event that the alternates are
approved by the Engineer, responsible for any and all changes in
construction at no additional cost to the Owner.

Alternate items which require major design or construction
alterations shall not be approved by the Engineer or its Resident
Project Representative(s).

In all cases, new materials shall be used unless this provision
is waived by written notice from the Owner and Engineer.

9. Patents:

The Contractor shall pay all applicable royalties and license
fees. He shall defend all suits or claims for infringement of any
patent rights and save the Owner harmless from loss on account
thereof, except that the Owner shall be responsible for any such loss
when a particular process, design, or the product of a particular
manufacturer is specified, but 1if the Contractor has reason to
believe that the design, process or product specified 1is an
infringement of a patent, he shall be responsible for such loss
unless he promptly gives such information to the Owner or its
Resident Project Representative(s).

10. Surveys, Permits, Regulations:

From the information provided by the Owner, unless otherwise
specified in the Contract Documents, the Contractor shall make all
detail surveys needed for construction, such as slope stakes, batter
boards, stakes for pipe locations and other working points, lines,
elevations, and cut sheets. Contractor shall maintain an accurate
and precise record of the location and elevation of all pipe lines,
conduits, structures, maintenance access structures, handholds,
fittings and the like and shall prepare record or “as-built” drawings
of the same which are sealed by a Professional Surveyor. The
Contractor shall deliver these records in good order to the County as

43



the work 1is completed. The cost of all such field layout and
recording work 1is included in the prices bid for the appropriate
items. All record drawings or As-Built surveys shall be made on
reproducible paper and shall be delivered to the County prior to, and
as a condition of, final payment.

The Contractor shall carefully preserve bench marks, reference
points, and stakes and, in case of willful or careless destruction,
he shall be charged with the resulting expense and shall be
responsible for any mistakes that may be caused by their unnecessary
loss or disturbance.

Permits and licenses of a temporary nature necessary for the
prosecution of the Work shall be secured and paid for by the
Contractor. Permits, licenses and easements for permanent structures
or permanent changes in existing facilities shall be secured and paid
for by the Owner, unless otherwise specified.

The Contractor shall give all notices and comply with all laws,
ordinances, rules, and regulations bearing on the conduct of the Work
as drawn and specified.

If the Contractor observes that the Contract Documents are at
variance therewith, he shall promptly notify the Owner or its
Resident Project Representative(s) in writing and any necessary
changes shall be adjusted as provided in Section 13, Changes in Work.

11. Protection of Work, Property, and Persons:

The Contractor will be responsible for initiating, maintaining,
and supervising all safety precautions and programs in connection
with the Work. The Contractor will be exclusively responsible for
safety. He will take all necessary precautions for the safety of,
and will provide the necessary protection to prevent damage, injury
or loss to all employees on the Work and other persons who may be
affected thereby, all the Work and all materials or equipment to be
incorporated therein, whether in storage on or off the site, and
other property at the site or adjacent thereto, including trees,
shrubs, lawn, walks, pavements, roadways, structures and utilities
not designated for removal, relocation or replacement in the course
of construction.

The Contractor will comply with all applicable laws, ordinances,
rules, regulations and orders of any public body having jurisdiction.
He will erect and maintain, as required by the conditions and
progress of the Work, all necessary safeguards for safety and
protection. He will notify owners of adjacent wutilities when
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prosecution of the Work may affect them. Neither the County nor its
Engineer shall be responsible for nonperformance by the utility
owners.

The Contractor will remedy all damage, injury or loss to any
property caused, directly or indirectly, in whole or in part, by the
Contractor, any subcontractor or anyone directly or indirectly
employed by any of them or anyone for whose acts any of them is
liable, except damage or 1loss attributable to the fault of the
Contract Documents or to the acts or omissions of the Owner or the
Engineer or anyone employed by either of them or anyone for whose
acts either of them may be liable, and not attributable directly or
indirectly, in whole or in part, to the fault or negligence of the
Contractor.

In emergencies affecting the safety of persons or the Work or
property at the site or adjacent thereto, the Contractor, without
special instruction or authorization from the Owner or its Resident
Project Representative(s), shall act to prevent threatened damage,
injury, or loss. He will give the Owner or its Resident Project
Representative(s) prompt Written Notice of any significant changes in
the Work or deviations from the Contract Documents caused thereby,
and a Change Order may thereupon be issued covering the changes and
deviations involved.

Location and Damage to Existing Facilities, Equipment or
Utilities: As far as possible, all existing utility lines in the
Project area have been shown on the plans. However, the County does
not guarantee that all lines are shown, or that the ones indicated
are 1in their true 1location. It shall be the Contractor’s
responsibility to identify and locate all underground and overhead
utility lines or equipment affecting or affected by the Project. No
additional payment will be made to the Contractor because of
discrepancies 1in actual and plan location of utilities, and
additional costs suffered as a result thereof.

The Contractor shall notify each utility company involved at
least thirty (30) days prior to the start of construction to arrange
for positive underground 1location, relocation or support of its
utility where that utility may be in conflict with or endangered by

the proposed construction. Relocation of water mains or other
utilities for the convenience of the Contractor shall be paid by the
Contractor. All charges by utility companies for temporary support

of its wutilities shall be paid for the Contractor. All costs of
permanent utility relocation to avoid <conflict shall be the
responsibility of the utility company involved. No additional
payment will be made to the Contractor for utility relocations,
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whether or not said relocation is necessary to avoid conflict with
other lines.

The Contract shall schedule the work in such a manner that the
work is not delayed by the utility providers relocating or supporting
their utilities. The Contractor shall coordinate its activities with
any and all public and private utility providers occupying the right-
of-way. No compensation will be paid to the Contractor for any loss
of time or delay.

All overhead, surface or underground structures and utilities
encountered are to be carefully ©protected from injury or
displacement. All damage to such structures is to be completely
repaired within a reasonable time; needless delay will not be
tolerated. The County reserves the right to remedy such damage by
ordering outside parties to make such repairs at the expense of the
Contractor. All such repairs made by the Contractor are to be made
to the satisfaction of the utility owner. All damaged utilities must
be replaced or fully repaired. All repairs are to the inspected by
the utility owner prior to backfilling.

12. Supervision by Contractor:

The Contractor will supervise and direct the Work. He will be
solely responsible for the means, methods, techniques, sequences, and
safety of construction otherwise not specified in the construction
documents. The Contractor will employ and maintain on the Work a
qualified supervisor or superintendent who shall have been designated
in writing by the Contractor as the Contractor’s representative at
the site.

The Supervisor shall have full authority to act on behalf of the
Contractor and all communications given to the Supervisor shall be as
binding as if given to the Contractor. The Supervisor shall be
present on the site at all times as required to perform adequate
supervision and coordination of the Work. The supervisor shall always
be reachable via telephone during work hours if not present at the
project site.

13. Changes in the Work:

The Owner or its Resident Project Representative(s) may at any
time, as the need arises, order changes within the scope of the Work
without invalidating the Agreement. If such changes increase or
decrease the amount due under the Contract Documents, or in the time
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required for performance of the Work, an equitable adjustment shall
be authorized by Change Order.

The Owner, Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s), also,
may at any time, by issuing a Field Order, make changes in the
details of the Work. The Contractor shall proceed with the
performance of any changes in the Work so ordered by the Owner,
Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s) unless the Contractor
believes that such Field Order entitles him to a change in Contract
Price or Time, or both, in which event he shall give the Owner,
Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s) Written Notice thereof
within fifteen (15) days after the receipt of the ordered change, and
the Contractor shall not execute such changes pending the receipt of
an executed Change Order or further instruction from the Owner,
Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s).

14. Unit Price Work:

Where the Contract Documents provide that all or part of the
Work is to be Unit Price Work, initially the Contract Price will be
deemed to include for all Unit Price Work an amount equal to the sum
of the established unit prices for each separately identified item of
Unit Price Work times the estimated quantity of each item as
indicated in the Agreement. The estimated quantities of items of
Unit Price Work are not guaranteed and are solely for the purposes of
comparison of Bids and determining an initial Contract Price. Actual
quantities will be determined by the Owner or its Resident Project
Representative(s) and verified by the Contractor as required to
complete the Work.

Each unit price will be deemed to include an amount considered

by Contractor to be adequate to cover Contractor’s overhead and
profit for each separately identified item.

15. Changes in Contract Price:

The Contract Price may be changed only by a Change Order. The
value of any work covered by a Change Order or of any claim for
increase or decrease in the Contract Price shall be determined by one
or more of the following methods in the order of precedence listed
below:

(a) Unit Prices previously approved.

(b) An agreed lump sum.
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(c) The actual cost for labor, materials, supplies,
equipment, and other services necessary to complete the
work. In addition, there shall be added an amount to be
agreed upon but not to exceed ten percent (10%) of the
actual cost of the Work to cover the cost of general
overhead and profit.

16. Time for Completion and Liquidated Damages:

The date of beginning and the time of completion of the Work are
essential conditions of the Contract Documents and the Work embraced
shall be commenced on a date specified in the Notice to Proceed.

The Contractor will proceed with the Work at such rate of
progress to insure full completion within the Contract Time.

It 1is expressly understood and agreed, by and between the
Contractor and the Owner, that the Contract Time for the completion
of the Work described herein is a reasonable time, taking into
consideration the average climatic and economic conditions and other
factors prevailing in the locality of the Work.

If the Contractor shall fail to substantially or fully complete
the Work within the Contract Time, or extension of time granted by
the Owner, then the Contractor will pay to the Owner the amount for
consequential damages as specified in the Bid for each calendar day
that the Contractor shall be in default after the time stipulated in
the Contract Documents.

The Contractor shall not be charged with damages or any excess
cost when the delay in the completion of the Work is due to the
following, and the Contractor has promptly given Written Notice of
such delay to the Owner or Engineer:

(a) To any preference, priority, or allocation order duly
issued by the Owner. :

(b) To unforeseeable causes beyond the control and without the
fault or negligence of the Contractor, including, but not restricted
to, acts of God, or of the public enemy, acts of the Owner, acts of
another Contractor in the performance of a contract with the Owner,
fires, floods, epidemics, quarantine restrictions, strikes, freight
embargoes, and abnormal and unforeseeable weather; and

(c) To any delays of Subcontractor occasioned by any of the
causes specified in Paragraphs 16 (a) and 16 (b) of this Article.
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17. Correction of Work:

The Contractor shall promptly remove from the premises all Work
rejected by the Owner, Engineer, or its Resident Project
Representative(s) for failure to comply with the Contract Documents,
whether incorporated in the construction or not, and the Contractor
shall promptly replace and re-execute the Work in accordance with the
Contract Documents and without expense to the Owner and shall bear
the expense of making good all Work of other Contractors destroyed or
damaged by such removal or replacement. All removal and replacement
Work shall be done at the Contractor’s expense. If the Contractor
does not take action to remove such rejected Work within ten (10)
days after receipt of Written Notice, the Owner may remove such Work
and store the materials at the expense of the Contractor.

18. Subsurface Conditions:

The Contractor shall familiarize himself thoroughly of existing
conditions at the site prior and incorporate all features/conditions
not otherwise shown on the contract documents into the bid cost. The
Contractor shall promptly, and before such conditions are disturbed,
except in the event of any emergency, notify the Owner, Engineer or
Resident Project Representative(s) by Written Notice of:

(a) Subsurface or latent physical conditions at the site
differing materially from those indicated in the Contract Documents;
or

(b) Unknown physical conditions at the site, of an wunusual
nature, differing materially from those ordinarily encountered and
generally recognized as inherent in Work of the character provided
for 'in the Contract Documents.

The Owner, Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s) shall
promptly investigate the conditions, and if it finds that such
conditions could not have been foreseen at the time of the bid and do
so materially differ and cause an increase or decrease in the cost
of, or in the time required for, performance of the Work, an
equitable adjustment shall be made, and the Contract Documents shall
be modified by a Change Order.

Any claim of the Contractor for adjustment hereunder shall not
be allowed unless he has given the required Written Notice; provided
that the Owner, Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s) may,
if it determines the facts so justify, consider and adjust such
claims asserted before the date of final payment.
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19. Suspension of Work, Termination, and Delay:

The Owner may, at any time and without cause, suspend the Work
on any portion thereof for a period of not more than ninety (90) days
or until such time as agreed upon by the Contractor, by Written
Notice to the Contractor and the Engineer, which Notice shall fix the
date on which Work shall be resumed. The Contractor will resume the
Work on the date so fixed. The Contractor will be allowed an
extension of the contract Time directly attributable to any
suspension.

If the Contractor is adjudged as bankrupt or insolvent, or if he
makes a general assignment for the benefit of his creditors, or if a
trustee or receiver is appointed for the Contractor or for any of his
property, or if he files a petition to take advantage of any debtor’s
act, or to reorganize under the bankruptcy or applicable laws, or if
he repeatedly fails to supply sufficient skilled workmen or suitable
materials or egquipment, or if he repeatedly fails to make prompt
payments to Subcontractors for labor, regulations or orders of any
public body having jurisdiction of the Work, or if he disregards the
authority of the Owner, Engineer or Resident Project
Representative(s), or if he otherwise violates any provision of the
Contract Documents, then the Owner may, without prejudice to any
other right or remedy and after giving the Contractor and his Surety
a minimum of ten (10) days from delivery of a Written Notice,
terminate the services of the Contractor and take possession of the
Project and of all materials, equipment, tools, construction
equipment, and machinery therein owned by the Contractor, and finish
the Work by whatever method the Owner may deem expedient. In such
case, the Contractor shall not be entitled to receive any further
payment until the Work is finished. If the unpaid balance of the
Contract Price exceeds the direct and indirect costs of completing
the Project, including compensation for additional professional
services, such excess shall be paid to the Contractor. If such costs
exceed such unpaid balance, the Contractor will pay the difference to
the Owner. Such costs incurred by the Owner will be determined and
incorporated in a Change Order.

Where the Contractor’s services have been so terminated by the
Owner, said termination shall not affect any right of the Owner
against the Contractor whether existing or which may thereafter
accrue. Any retention or payment of monies by the Owner due the
Contractor will not release the Contractor from compliance with the
Contract Documents.

After ten (10) days from delivery of a Written Notice to the
Contractor, the Owner may, without cause and without prejudice to any
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other right or remedy, elect to abandon the Project and terminate the
Contract. In such case, the Contractor shall be paid for all Work
executed and any expense sustained plus reasonable profit.

If, through no act or fault of the Contractor, the Work is
suspended for a period of more than ninety (90) days by the Owner or
under an order of Court or other public authority, or the Owner,
Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s) fails to act on any
request for payment within forty-five (45) days after it 1is
submitted, or the Owner fails to pay the Contractor substantially the
sum awarded by a mediator within thirty (30) days of its approval and
presentation, the Contractor may after ten (10) days from delivery of
a Written Notice to the Owner, terminate the Contract and recover
from the Owner payment for all Work executed and all expenses
sustained. In addition to and in lieu of terminating the Contract,
if the Owner has failed to act on a request for payment, or if the
Owner has failed to make any payment as aforesaid, the Contractor
may, upon ten (10) days Written Notice to the Owner, stop the Work
until he has been paid all amounts then due, in which event and upon
resumption of the Work, a Change Order shall be issued for adjusting
the Contract Price or extending the Contract Time, or both, to
compensate for the costs and delays attributable to the stoppage of
the Work.

Extension to the contract time for delays caused by the effects of
inclement weather shall be submitted as a request for a change in the
contract time. These time extensions are justified only when rains
or other inclement weather conditions or related adverse soil
conditions prevent the Contractor from productively performing
controlling items of work identified on the accepted schedule or
updates resulting in:

1. Contractor being unable to work at least fifty (50%)
percent of the normal workday on controlling items of work
identified on the accepted schedule or wupdates due to
adverse weather conditions; or

2. Contractor must make major repairs to the Work damaged by
weather. Providing the damage was not attributable to a
failure to perform or neglect by the Contractor, and
providing that the Contractor was unable to work at least
fifty (50%) percent of the normal workday on controlling
items of work identified on the accepted schedule or
updates.

No Damages For Delay: If the Contractor is delayed at any time

in the progress of the work by any act or neglect of the Owner, or by
changes ordered in the scope of the Work, or by fire, adverse weather
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conditions or any other causes beyond the control of the Contractor,
then the required completion date or duration set forth in the
progress schedule shall be extended by the amount of time that the
Contractor shall have been delayed thereby. However, to the fullest
extent permitted by law, the County and its agents and employees,
shall not be held responsible for any loss or damage sustained by the
Contractor, or additional costs incurred by the Contractor, through
delay caused by the County, its agents or employees, or any other
Contractor, through delay caused by Authority, its agents or
employees, or any other Contractor or Subcontractor, or by any other
cause, and Contractor agrees that the sole remedy therefore shall be
an extension of time.

20. Payment to Contractor:

At least ten (10) days before each progress payment falls due
(but no more often than once a month), the Contractor will submit to
the Nassau County Clerk of Courts, Post Office Box 4000, Fernandina
Beach, Florida 32035 a partial payment estimate filled out and signed
by the Contractor covering the Work performed during the period
covered by the partial payment estimate and supported by such data as
the Owner, Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s) may
reasonably require. If payment 1is requested on the basis of
materials and equipment not incorporated in the Work but delivered
and suitably stored at or near the site, the partial estimate shall
also be accompanied by such supporting data, satisfactory to the
Owner, Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s), as will
establish the Owner’s title to the material and equipment and protect
its interest therein, including applicable insurance. The
application for payment shall include a 1list of Subcontractors
employed by the Contractor that provided or performed work included
in the application, the Subcontractors’ partial release of lien from
the previous payment and an updated progress schedule.

The Owner, Engineer or Resident Project Representative(s) will,
within twenty (20) days after receipt of each partial payment
estimate, either indicate in writing his approval of payment or
return the partial payment estimate to the Contractor indicating in
writing his reasons for refusing to approve payment. In the latter
case, the Contractor may make the necessary corrections and resubmit
the partial payment estimate.

The Owner will, within forty-five (45) days and pursuant to
Section 218.70, Florida Statues, the Florida Prompt Payment Act, of
presentation to it of an approved partial payment estimate, pay the
Contractor a progress payment on the basis of the approved partial
payment estimate.
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The Owner shall retain ten percent (10%) of the amount of each
payment until final completion and acceptance of all Work covered by
the Contract documents. The Owner at any time, however, after fifty
percent (50%) of the Work has been completed may reduce the retainage
to five percent (5%) on the current and remaining estimates. The
Owner may reinstate up to ten percent (10%) retainage if the Owner
determines, at its sole discretion, that the Contractor is not making
satisfactory progress or there is other specific cause for such
retainage. The Owner may accept securities negotiable without
recourse, condition, or restriction, a release of retainage bond, or
an irrevocable letter of credit provided by the Contractor in lieu of
all or part of the cash retainage.

On completion and acceptance of a part of the Work on which the
price is stated separately in the Contract Documents, payment may be
made in full, including retained percentages, less authorized
deductions.

The request for payment may also include an allowance for the
cost of such major materials and equipment which are suitably stored
either at or near the site.

Upon completion and acceptance of the Work, the Owner shall
issue a certificate attached to the final payment request that the
Work has been accepted by him under the conditions of the Contract
Documents.

The entire balance found to be due the Contractor, including the
retained percentages, but except such sums as may be lawfully
retained by the Owner, shall be paid to the Contractor within forty-
five (45) days of completion and acceptance of the Work.

The Contractor will indemnify and save the Owner or the Owner’s
agents harmless from all claims growing out of the lawful demands of
subcontractors, laborers, workmen, mechanics, materialmen, and
furnishers of machinery and parts thereof, equipment, tools, and all
supplies, incurred in the furtherance of the performance of the Work.
The Contractor shall, at the Owner’s request, furnish satisfactory
evidence that all obligations of the nature designated above have
been paid, discharged, or waived. If the Contractor fails to do so,
the Owner may, after having notified the Contractor, either pay the
unpaid bills or withhold from the Contractor’s unpaid compensation a
sum of money deemed reasonably sufficient to pay any and all such
lawful claims wuntil satisfactory evidence is furnished that all
liabilities have been fully discharged, whereupon payment to the
Contractor shall be resumed in accordance with the terms of the
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Contract Documents, but in no event shall the provisions of this
sentence be construed to impose any obligations upon the Owner to
either the Contractor, his Surety, or any third party.

In paying any unpaid bills of the Contractor, any payment so
made by the Owner shall be considered as a payment made under the
Contract Documents by the Owner to the Contractor, and the Owner
shall not be liable to the Contractor for any such payments made in
good faith.

Contractor shall follow the following procedure: Contractor
shall provide to Owner, with the application for payment, an updated
accounts payable aging report for the Project. In addition,

Contractor shall provide Owner the payment checks for all materials,
equipment, subcontractors, and other expenses related to the Project
for review. Each payment shall include a request for written release
of lien. The above conditions being met and approval of the pay
request by the Engineer being received, Owner will pay the Contractor
at the next scheduled pay date.

In order for Owner to approve subsequent pay requests,
Contractor shall provide Owner with release of lien statements for

payments made on the previous pay request.

21. Acceptance of Final Payment as Release:

Whenever the Contractor has completely performed the Work
provided for under the Contractor and the Owner has performed a final
inspection and made final acceptance, the Contractor will prepare a
final estimate showing the value of the Work as soon as the
Contractor makes the necessary measurements and computations. The
Contractor will correct all prior estimates and payments in the final
estimate and payment. The Owner will pay the amount in the estimate,
less any sums that the Owner retained under the provisions of the
Contract, as soon as practicable after final acceptance of the Work.

Before issuance of final payment, the Contractor shall deliver
to the County a complete release of all liens arising out of this
contract, receipts in full in 1lieu of thereof; an affidavit
certifying that all suppliers and subcontractors have been paid in
full and that all other indebtedness connected with the Work has been
paid, or a consent of the surety to final payment; and the final
corrected as-built drawings.

The acceptance by the Contractor of final payment shall be and

shall operate as release to the Owner of all claims and all liability
to the Contractor other than claims in stated amounts as may be
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specifically excepted by the Contractor for all things done or
furnished in connection with this Work and for every act and neglect
of the Owner and other relating to or arising out of this Work.

Any payment, however, final or otherwise, shall not release the
Contractor or his sureties from any obligations under the Contract
Documents or the Performance Bond and Payment Bonds.

22. Insurance:

The Contractor shall purchase and maintain such insurance as
will protect him from claims set forth below which may arise out of
or result from the Contractor’s execution of the Work, whether such
execution be by himself or by a Subcontractor or by anyone directly
or indirectly employed by any of them, or by anyone for whose acts
any of them may be liable:

(a) Claims under workers’ compensation, disability benefit, and
other similar employee benefit acts;

(b) Claims for damages because of bodily injury, occupational
sickness or disease, or death of his employees;

(c) Claims for damages because of bodily injury, occupational
sickness or disease, or death of any person other than his employees;

(dy Claims for damages 1insured by usual personal injury
liability coverage which are sustained (1) by any person as a result
of an offense directly or indirectly related to the employment of
such person by the Contractor, or (2) by any other person; and

(e) Claims for damages Dbecause of injury to or destruction of
tangible property, including loss of use resulting therefrom.

Certificate(s) of Insurance acceptable to the Owner shall be
filed with the Owner prior to commencement of the Work. These
Certificate(s) shall contain a provision that coverages afforded
under the policies will not be cancelled unless at least fifteen (15)
days prior Written Notice be given to the Owner.

The Contractor shall procure and maintain, at his expense,
during the Contract Time, liability insurance as hereinafter
specified:

(1) Contractor’s General Public Liability and Property Damage

Insurance including vehicle coverage 1issued to the Contractor and
protecting him from all claims for destruction of or damage to
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property, arising out of or in connection with any operations under
the Contract Documents, whether such operations be by any
subcontractor under him, or anyone directly or indirectly employed by
the Contractor or by a Subcontractor under him. Insurance shall be
written with a limit of liability of not less than $1,000,000.00 for
all damages arising out of bodily injury, including death, at any
time resulting therefrom, sustained by any one person in any one
accident; and a limit of 1liability of not less than $3,000,000.00 for
any such damages sustained by two or more persons 1in any one
accident.

Insurance shall be written with a limit of liability of not
less than $1,000,000.00 for all property damage sustained by any one
person in any one accident; and a limit of not less than
$1,000,000.00 for any such damage sustained by two or more persons in
any one accident.

The Contractor must procure a contractual 1liability
endorsement to the comprehensive general liability insurance policy
to indemnify (hold harmless) the Owner and Engineer for claims
arising out of the Contractor’s negligence.

(2) The contractor shall acquire and maintain, if applicable,
Fire and Extended Coverage insurance upon the Project to the full
insurable value thereof for the benefit of the Owner, the Contractor,
and Subcontractors as their interest(s) may appear. This provision
shall in no way release the Contractor or Contractor’s Surety from
obligations under the Contract Documents to fully complete the
Project.

The Contractor shall procure and maintain, at his own expense,
during the Contract Time, in accordance with the provisions of the
laws of the State of Florida, Workers’ Compensation Insurance,
including occupational disease provisions, for all his employees at
the site of the Project and, in case any work 1is sublet, the
Contractor shall require such Subcontractor similarly to provide
Workers’ Compensation Insurance, including occupational disease
provisions for all of the latter’s employees unless such employees
are covered by the protection afforded by the Contractor. In case
any class of employees engaged in hazardous work under this Contract
at the site of the Project 1is not protected under the Workers’
Compensation Statute, the Contractor shall provide,  and shall cause
each Subcontractor to provide, adequate and suitable insurance for
the protection of his employees not otherwise protected.

The Contractor shall secure, 1if applicable, “All Risk” type
Builder’s Risk Insurance for Work to Dbe performed. Unless
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specifically authorized by the Owner, the amount of such insurance
shall not be less than the Contract Price totaled in the Bid. The
policy shall cover not less than the losses due to fire, explosion,
hail, lightening, vandalism, malicious mischief, wind, collapse,
riot, aircraft, and smoke during the Contract Time, and until the
Work is accepted by the Owner.

23. Contract Security:

The Contractor shall, within ten (10) days after the receipt of
the Notice of Award, furnish the Owner with a Performance Bond and a
Payment Bond in penal sums equal to the amount of the Contract Price,
conditioned upon the performance by the Contractor of all
undertakings, covenants, terms, conditions, and agreements of the
Contract to all persons supplying labor and materials in the
prosecution of the Work provided by the Contract Documents.

Such Bonds shall be executed by the Contractor and a corporate
bonding company licensed in the State of Florida and named on the
current list of “Surety Companies Acceptable on Federal Bonds, as
published in the Treasury Department Circular number 570. The
expense of these Bonds shall be borne by the Contractor.

If at any time a surety on such Bond is declared a bankrupt or
loses its right to do business in the State of Florida or is removed
from the 1list of Surety Companies accepted on Federal Bonds, the
Contractor shall within ten (10) days after Notice from Owner to do
so, substitute an acceptable Bond (or Bonds) in such form and sum and
signed by such other surety or sureties as may be satisfactory to the
Owner. The premiums on such Bond(s) shall be paid by the Contractor.
No further payments shall be deemed due nor shall be made until the
new surety or sureties shall have furnished an acceptable Bond to the
Owner.

24. Assignments:

Neither the Contractor nor the Owner shall sell, transfer,
assign, or otherwise dispose of the Contract or any portion thereof,
or of his right, title, or interest therein, or his obligations
thereunder, without written consent of the other party.

25. Indemnification:

The Contractor will indemnify and hold harmless the Owner and
its agents and employees from and against all claims, damages, losses
and expenses, including attorney’s fees, arising out of or resulting
from the performance of the Work, provided that any such claims,
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damage, loss or expense 1is attributable to bodily injury, sickness,
disease or death, or to loss to or destruction of tangible property,
including loss of use resulting therefrom; and is caused in whole or
in part by any negligent or willful act or omission of the Contractor
and/or Subcontractor, anyone directly or indirectly employed by any
of them or anyone for whose acts any of them may be liable.

In any and all claims against the Owner or any of its agents or
employees, by any employee of the Contractor, any Subcontractor,
anyone directly or indirectly employed by any of them, or anyone for
whose acts any of them may be liable, the indemnification obligation
shall not be limited in any way by any limitation on the amount or
type of damages, compensation, or benefits payable by or for the
Contractor or any Subcontractor wunder Workers’ Compensation acts,
disability benefit acts, or other employee benefits act.

The obligation of the Contractor under this Paragraph shall not
extend to the 1liability of the Engineer, his agents or employees
arising out of the preparation or approval of maps, drawings,
options, reports, surveys, Change Orders, designs, or Specifications.

26. Separate Contracts:

The Owner reserves the right to let other contracts in
connection with the Project. The Contractor shall afford other
Contractors reasonable opportunity for the introduction and storage
of their materials and the execution of their Work with the
Contractor’s. I1f the proper execution or results of any part of the
Contractor’s work depends upon the Work of any other Contractor, the
Contractor shall inspect and promptly report to the Owner or its
Resident Project Representative(s) any defects 1in such Work that
render it unsuitable for such proper execution and results.

The Owner may perform additional Work related to the Project by
itself, or it may let other contracts containing provisions similar
to these. The Contractor will afford the other contractors who are
parties to such Contracts (or the Owner, if it is performing the
additional Work itself), reasonable opportunity for the introduction
and storage of materials and equipment and the execution of Work, and
shall properly connect and coordinate his work with the Owner’s.

If the performance of additional Work by other contractors or
the Owner is not noted in the Contract Documents prior to the
execution of the Contract, Written Notice thereof shall be given to
the Contractor prior to starting any such additional Work. If the
Contractor believes that the performance of such additional work by
the Owner or others involves him in additional expense or entitles
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him to an extension of the Contract Time, he may make a claim
therefore as provided in Sections 15 and 16.

27. Subcontractingi

The Contractor may utilize the services of specialty
subcontractors on those parts of the Work which, wunder normal
contracting practices, are performed by specialty Subcontractors.

The Contractor shall not award Work to Subcontractors, in excess
of fifty percent (50%) of the Contract Price, without prior written
approval of the Owner. :

The Contractor shall be fully responsible to the Owner for the
acts and omissions of his Subcontractors, and of persons either
directly or indirectly employed by them, as he is for the acts and
omissions of persons directly employed by him.

The Contractor shall cause appropriate provisions to be inserted
in all subcontracts relative to the Work to bind Subcontractors to
the Contractor by the terms of the Contract Documents insofar as
applicable to the Work of Subcontractors and to give the Contractor
the same power as regards terminating any subcontract that the Owner
may exercise over the Contractor under any provision of the Contract
Documents.

28. Engineer’s Authority:

The Engineer will make visits to the site at the Owner’s request
and determine if the Work 1is proceeding in accordance with the
Contract Documents. :

The Contractor will be held strictly to the intent of the
Contract Documents in regard to the quality of materials,
workmanship, and execution of the Work. Inspections may be made at
the factory or fabrication plant of the source of material supply.

The Engineer and the Owner will not be responsible for the
construction’s means, controls, techniques, sequences, procedures, or
construction safety.

29. Land and Right-of-Way:

The Contractor shall provide at his own expense and without
liability to the Owner any additional land and access thereto that
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the Contractor may desire for temporary construction facilities, or
for storage of materials.

The Owner shall provide to the Contractor information which
delineates and describes the lands owned and rights-of-way acquired.

30. Guaranty:

The Contractor shall guarantee all materials and equipment
furnished and the Work performed for a period of one (1) year from
the date of final acceptance. The Contractor warrants and guarantees
for a period of one (1) year from the date of Final Acceptance of the
system that the completed system is free from all defects due to
faulty materials or workmanship, and the Contractor shall promptly
make such corrections as may be necessary by reason of such defects,
including the repairs of any damage to other parts of the system
resulting from such defects. The Owner will give notice of observed
defects with reasonable promptness. In the event that the Contractor
should fail to make such repairs, adjustments, or other Work that may
be made necessary by such defects, the Owner may do so and charge the
Contractor the cost thereby incurred. The Performance Bond shall
remain in full force and effect throughout the guaranty period.

31. DisEutes:

Any dispute arising under this contract, shall be addressed by
the representatives of the County and the Contractor as set for
herein. Disputes shall be set forth in writing to the County
Administrator, with a copy to the Contracts Manager and provided by
overnight mail, UPS, FedEx, or certified mail, with a response
provided in the same manner prior to any meetings of representatives.
The initial meeting shall be with the County Administrator and the
Contract Manager or their designee and a representative of the
Contractor. If the dispute is not settled at that level, the County
Attorney shall be notified in writing by the Contract Manager or
his/her designee, and the County Attorney, County Administrator and
the Contract Manager or their designee(s) shall meet with the
Contractor’s representative(s). Said meeting shall occur within
sixty (60) days of the notification by the Contract Manager. If
there is no satisfactory resolution, the claims, disputes, or other
matters in question between the parties of this Contract arising out
of or relating to this Contract or breach thereof, if not disposed of
by agreement as set forth herein, shall be submitted to mediation in
accordance with mediation rules as established by the Florida Supreme
Court. Mediators shall be chose by the County and the cost of
mediation shall be borne by the Contractor. If either party
initiates a Court proceeding, and the Court orders, or the parties
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agree to, mediation, the cost of mediation shall be borne by the
Contractor. Contractor shall not stop work during the pendency of
mediation or dispute resolution. No 1litigation shall be initiated
unless and until the procedures set forth herein are followed.

32. Taxes:

The Contractor will pay all sales, consumer, use, and other similar
taxes required by the State of Florida.

33. Determination of Lowest gualified Bidder:

The Owner may make such investigations as it deems necessary to
determine the ability of the Bidder to perform the Work, and the
Bidder shall furnish to the Owner all such information and data for
this purpose as the Owner may request. The Owner reserves the
right to reject any bid if the evidence submitted by or
investigation of such Bidder fails to satisfy the Owner that such
Bidder is properly outfitted to carry out the obligations of the
Contract and to complete the Work contemplated therein.
Responsibility of the Bidder will be based on whether a permanent
place of business is maintained, has adequate plant equipment to do
the Work properly and within the established time limit, and has
the financial status to meet his obligations contingent to the
Work.

Only qualified Bidders who have adequate experience, finances,
equipment, and personnel will be considered in making awards. The
Owner also reserves the right to make award for an amount of work
less than the total indicated, in order to come within proposed funds
for the Project. Except where the Owner exercises the right reserved
herein to reject any or all proposals, the Contract will be awarded
by the Owner to both a qualified and responsible Bidder who has
submitted the lowest bid.

34. Acceptance or Rejection of Proposals:

The Owner reserves the right to waive informalities in or to reject
any or all Bids. Bid envelopes must, however, bear on the outside
the name of the Bidder and his address. Otherwise the Bid shall
not be opened.

Any proposal which is incomplete, obscure, or irregular may be
rejected; any proposal having erasures or corrections in the Bid
Proposal may be rejected; any proposal which omits a bid price may be
rejected; any Proposal in which manufacturers of equipment or

61




subcontractors are not 1listed may be rejected; any Proposal
accompanied by an insufficient or irregular certified check of Bid
Bond may be rejected. Conditional bids will be not accepted. Any
proposals may be withdrawn prior to the scheduled time for opening of
such or authorized postponement thereof.

Any Proposal received after the time and date specified shall
not be considered. No Bidder may withdraw a Proposal within thirty
(30) days after the actual date of the opening thereof. Should there
be any reason why the Contract cannot be awarded within thirty (30)
days after the opening of the Proposals, the time may be extended by
mutual agreement between the Owner and the Bidder.

35. Pre-Construction Conference:

Shortly after the Notice of Award and the signing of the
Contract forms, the Owner shall notify the Contractor(s) of the date
for a Pre-Construction conference.

The Contractor(s) shall attend this conference and be prepared

to discuss organization, start dates, construction schedules,
supervision, communication, safety, and various other pertinent
items. Minutes of the meeting will be recorded by the Owner, and a

written summary will be available upon request.

36. Experience-Process Equipment Manufacturers:

Process equipment manufacturers shall have a minimum of five (5)
years experience in the design and manufacturing of their product.
The manufacturer of each item of equipment shall, in writing, provide
to the Owner a 1list of installations of their equipment and
operational data from a similar type installation. Test data or
pilot plan data is NOT acceptable.

In lieu of the above, the Owner shall require a Performance Bond
or Cash Bond of not less than one hundred fifty percent (150%) of the
cost of the equipment, including installation, and also a five (5)
year warranty guarantee on the piece of equipment, unless otherwise
stipulated under other specific items in these specifications.

37. Record Drawings and/or As-Built Surveys:

Record Drawings shall be kept by each Contractor showing any
items of construction and equipment for which he 1is responsible.
These records shall also show any additional work, existing features,
or utilities revealed by construction work which are not shown on the
Contract Drawings. These records shall be kept up-to-date daily.
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They may be kept on a marked set of Contract Documents to be
furnished prior to the beginning of the Work. They shall be
available at all times during construction for reference by the
Engineer and the Owner, and shall be delivered to the Owner upon
completion of the Work and reviewed by the Engineer prior to final
payment. As-Built Surveys may be required to verify proper
construction at the Engineer’s discretion.

38. Operating, Maintenance, and Service Manuals:

If applicable, each Contractor is required to provide three (3)
complete Operating, Maintenance, and Service Manuals for all
equipment for the entire system as furnished under his contract. The
manual shall be indexed and bound in hard cover binders containing
full information for each system, piece of equipment, and all
controls.

Material submitted shall include, but not be 1limited to, the
following:

(a) Manufacturer’s descriptive literature

(b) Normal equipment operating characteristics

(c) Performance data, curves, ratings, etc.

(d) Wiring diagrams '

(e) Control diagrams with written descriptions of operations

(f) Manufacturer’s maintenance and service manuals

(g) Spare parts and replacement parts lists

(h) Name, address, and telephone number of local or nearest
manufacturer’s service organization.

All items shall be identified with the same identification,
name, mark, number, etc., as indicated on drawings. All material
must be submitted to the Owner or its representative(s) within six
(6) months after award of the Contract.

39. Operating Instructions:

Unless otherwise specified in the Project Specifications, the
following requirements shall be met:

(a) Contractors shall make available to the Owner, after all
equipment is in operation and at a time agreed upon by Owner and
Contractor, competent instructors well versed in the operation of the
process, mechanical and electrical systems for the purpose of
training Owner’s personnel in all phases of operation of the
equipment and systems.
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(b) Instructions shall be conducted during consecutive normal
working days, for a period satisfactory to the Owner.

(c) When deemed necessary by the Owner, these instructions
shall include the services of factory-approved representatives for

all major equipment, including controls.

40. Examination of Plans, Site, Etc.:

The Bidder(s) must examine for themselves the Specifications,
Plans, profiles, etc., the location of the proposed Work, and
exercise their own judgment as to the extent of the Work to be done,
and difficulties attending the erection of the Work; and the
Contractor must assume all risks of variance in any computations, by
whosoever made, of statements of amounts or quantities necessary to
complete the Work required by the Contract, and agree to fully
complete said Work in accordance with all plans and Specifications
for the price bid. Any item or quantities contained either in the
Specifications, or on profiles or Drawings, but omitted from the
others respectively, will be considered part of the Work. Insofar as
possible, the Contractor, in carrying out his work, must employ such
methods or means as will not cause any interruption of or
interference with the Work of any other contractor of services.

41. Florida Deceptive and Unfair Trade Practices Act:

CS/SB 1066 by the Committee on Judiciary, relating to the

Florida Deceptive and Unfair Practices Act: Deletes the definitions
of "“consumer transaction” and “supplier”, substituting instead a
definition for “trade or commerce” and “thing of value”. BAmends the

definition of “violation” to include a violation of any rules
promulgated pursuant to the Federal Trade Commission of the Federal
Courts, any 1law statute, rule, regulation, or ordinance, which
proscribes unfair methods of competition, wunfair, deceptive, or
unconscionable acts or practices. Reduces the time period during
which a petition for an order modifying or setting aside a subpoena
may be made. Provides for penalties, fees, and costs for intentional
noncompliance with a subpoena. Exempts an act or practice involving
the sale, lease, rental, or appraisal of real estate by a person
licensed under Chapter 475, Florida Statutes, if the act or practices

violates the provisions of that Chapter. Provides a misdemeanor
penalty to persons who see used goods as new. Effective Date: June
30, 1983.
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42. Waiver of Trial By Jury

Both parties agree by the execution of this Agreement to waive
any entitlement to a Jjury trial. Any trial shall be a bench or
“Judge” trial and venue for any trial shall be Nassau County,
Florida.

TECHNICAIL SPECIFICATIONS
Portland Cement Stabilization
Description

The work consists of the construction of a two to three (2-3)
foot widening on each side of the existing roadway and portland
cement stabilized subbase by use of mix-in-place equipment capable of
pulverizing, blending, and mixing existing materials with portland
cement and aggregate as needed to achieve a homogenous base material
to a depth of eight (8) inches, graded and compacted.

TS 1 — Widening

Construction. Widening will be done on each side of the roadway
for a width of two to three (2-3) feet from the edge of the existing
bituminous surface and as stationed by the County to a depth of six
(6) inches. The County will compact the subgrade prior to the
placement of any backfill material. The County will provide suitable
material for the backfill of the widening (limerock or millings).

The fill material must be treated and placed in the widening at the
same time as the existing mainline to ensure a homogenously mixed and
stabilized base.

TS 2 - Material

a. Reclaimed Material - Ninety five (95) percent of the material
is required to pass through a two (2) inch sieve. Not less than
fifty five (55) percent of the material must pass through the 4.75 mm
(#4) sieve.

b. Portland Cement - Type I or II ASTM C150-86 AASHTO M85-89.

c. Aggregate - No. 8, 10, 57 and 67. Add the gradation and
quantity to the mix as required.
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d. Mix Design - Design must be completed by a certified
geotechnical lab familiar with cement stabilization. Final design
must be submitted to the County’s Engineering Services Department for
approval prior to commencement of construction.

e. Mixture - Combine the reclaimed material, aggregates (if
necessary), and portland cement. Add sufficient water to produce a
mix for optimum moisture content. The mixture of reclaimed material
shall substantially conform to ASTM D-2940.

TS 3 - Construction

a. Equipment - Use equipment that will produce the completed
cement stabilized subbase as follows:

1. Use equipment capable of automatically metering the liquids
with a variation of not more than plus or minus two (2) percent
by weight of liquids. Apply the cement by use of spreader units
capable of spreading up to eighty (80) pounds per square yard in
a single pass in a uniform and consistent manner by means of
cyclone, screw-type or pressure-manifold type.

2. Spreaders must be calibrated and witnessed by County
representative, prior to the project beginning.

3. Sufficient on site storage capacity for cement must be
provided so that operations can continue uninterrupted for a
minimum of three (3) days should material not be available for
delivery.

4. Maintain all equipment in a satisfactory operating
condition. -

b. Mixing - Break down, pulverize and mix the existing pavement
to a minimum depth of six (6) inches in a single pass. Rough grade
to desired cross slope and profile. BApply the designed quantity of
portland cement and water to assure proper compaction. Measure the
milling depth at the time of pulverization. Make at least one (1)
measurement for each three thousand (3000) square yards of work done
and record the measurement to ensure that the specified milling depth
is met.

c. Compaction - Shape, grade, and compact to the lines, grades
and depth as shown on the typical cross sections after the material
has been processed.

Commence rolling at the lower side of the course: except leave
three (3) to six (6) inches from any unsupported edge or edges
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unrolled initially to prevent distortion. Determine the in-place
density requirements by the construction of at least one (1) control
strip under the guidance of a nuclear gauge operator. After each
pass of the compaction equipment, take a nuclear density reading in
accordance with PTM No. 402. Continue compaction with each piece of
equipment until additional passes obtain no appreciable increase in
density. Upon completion of compaction, make a minimum of ten (10)
tests at random locations to determine the average in-place density
of the control strip. Compact the recycled mixture to a target
density of at least ninety six (96) percent of the average control
strip. Determine the in-place density in accordance with PTM No.
402.

d. Finishing - Complete any portion of the base course during
daylight hours, unless other permitted by the County.

e. Protection - Protect any finished portion of the base course
upon which construction equipment is required to travel to prevent
marring, distortion or damage of any kind. Immediately and
satisfactorily correct any such damage.

f. Surface Tolerance - When directed by the engineer, test the
completed base course for smoothness and accuracy of grade, both
transversely and longitudinally using suitable templates and
straightedges. Final grade and slope will be achieved in a single
full lane past with a quarter (%) inch tolerance both transversely
and longitudinally using suitable templates and straightedges. This
work must be accomplished using a machine specifically designed for
grade and slope control.

g. Maintenance of Traffic - Maintain the completed base course
and control traffic as specified in Section 401.3(n).

END OF TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

67



o s N . AR

INDEX OF DRAWINGS

Shset Title

C1.1 (Cover Sheet)

C2.1 (Notes)

C2.2 (Typical Sections)

C3.1 (Plan View)

C3.2 (Plan View)

C3.3 (Plan View)

C3.4 (Plan View)

C3.5 (Plan View)

C3.8 (Pian View|

C3.7 (Plan View]

C3.8 (Plan View!

WIDENING & IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR

COUNTY ROAD 121
NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA

C3.9 (Plan View)

C3.10 (Plan View)

C3.11 (Pian View)

C3.12 (Plan View)

C3.13 (Pian View)

C2.14 (Plan View)

C3.15 (Plan View)

C3.16 (Plan View)

C3.17 (Plan View,

C3.18 (Plan View]

C3.18 (Pian View)

C3.20 (Plan View)

C3.21 (Plan View)

C3.22 (Plan View)

C3.23 (Plan View)

C3.24 (Plan View]

C3.25 (Plan View

C3.26 (Plan View)

C3.27 (Plan View

C3.28 (Plan View

C3.29 (Plan View!

C3.30 (Ptan View)

C3.31 (Pian View)

C3.32 (Plan View)

C3.33 (Plan View)

C3.34 (Plan View)

C3.35 (Plan View)

C3.36 (Plan View|

C3.37 (Plan View|

C3.38 (Plan View]

€3.38 (Plan View)

C3.40 (Plan View)

C3.41 (Plan View)

C3.42 (Plan View)

C3.43 (Plan View,

C3.44 (Plan View)

C3.45 (Plan View,

BEGIN PROJECT STA. 0+10.00

ST
FERNANDINA 5

£3

END PROJECT STA. 1843+29.87

C3.46 (Plan View)

C3.47 (Plan View)

C3.48 (Plan View)

C3.48 (Plan View)

C3.50 (Plan View)

C3.51 (Plan View)

C3.52 (Plan View

C3.53 (Plan View|

C3.54 (Plan View|

C4.1 (Maintenance of Traffic)

PLANS PREPARED FOR:
NASSAU COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Ansley Acree
District 2
Chairperson
Jim B, Higginbotham Floyd Vanzant
District 1 District 4

Tom Branan Marianne Marshall
District 3 District 5

John A. Crawford
Clerk of the Court

Mika Mahaney
County Administrator

PLANS PREPARED BY:
NASSAU COUNTY ENGINEERING SERVICES DEPARTMENT

José R. Dellz, P.E.
Engineering Services Director

UTILITY CONTACTS
‘CABLE- ADELPHIA (804) 731-7960
ELECTRIC- FPL (800) 375-2434
TELEPHONE- BELLSOUTH (800) 630-3734

REVIEW AND PERMIT ONLY
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION
JUNE 03, 2005

~\

BY | REVISION

DATE

s
3
5
O g
gs
2 ¢
SE
< z
Z ¢

WIDENING & IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR
CR 121
NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA

PROJECT:

DRAWNBY:
RTC

CHECKED BY:
JRD
ATE:

02/1 8’2005.

SHEET#1 OF: 58

C1.1



B W

- R - e

17

GENERAL NOTES:

ALL EXIBTING DRAINAGE STRUCTURES WITHIN CONSTRUCTION
LIMITS SHALL REMAIN UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

ONLY THAT EXCAVATION FOR BASE WIDENSNG THAT CAN BE BACK
FILLED BY THE END OF THE WORK DAY WILL BE EXCAVATED. NO
OPEN TRENCH WILL BE ALLOWED TD REMAN AFTER WORK ENDS
FOR THE DAY,

ANY PUBLIC LAND CORNER MONUMENT WITHIN THE LIMITS OF
CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE PROTECTED AT ALL TIMES, ANY
MONUMENT DAMAGED OR DESTROYED SHALL BE REESTABLISHED
BY A PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR AT THE CONTRACTORS
EXPENSE.

FINAL ELEVATIONS SHALL BE WITHIN 0.01' (FOOT) OF THE REQUIRED
ELEVATION AND SURFACES SHALL BE SLOPED TD DRAIN AS SHOWN
IN THIS PLAN SET.

ALL EXCESS EXCAVATED MATERIAL SHALL BE CONSIDERED
PROPERTY OF THE CONTRACTOR AND SHALL BE PLACED OR
DISPOSED OF BY SAID DEPARTMENT AS DIRECTED BY THE COUNTY
WITHIN A 20 MILE RADIUS OF THE SITE.

IN LC BEING MODIFIED DUE TO THE
CONSTRUCTION PROPOSED IN THIS PLAN SET SHALL BE LEFT TO
THE DISCRETION OF THE COUNTY ENGINEER.

REMOVAL OF EXISTING CULVERTS S8HALL INCLUDE DISPOSAL BY
THE CONTRACTOR AT Hi8 EXPENSE. AT THE COUNTY'S
SALVAGEABLE CULVERTS SHALL BE REUSED.

ALL PRIVATE SIGNS AND FENCES WITHIN PROJECT LIMITS SHALL BE

SATISFACTION OF THE OWNER AT THE CONTRACTCRS EXPENSE.

ALL PRIVATE WALLS AND OR DECORATIVE MATERIALS WITHIN

RIGHT-OF-WAY AND CONSTRUCTION AREA SHALL BE REMOVED AT

THE CONTRACTOR'S EXPENSE AND OFFERED TO THE ADJACENT

LAND OWNER. MATERIALS NOT CLAIMED BY ADJACENT LAND

OWNER SHALL BECOME PROPERTY OF THE CONTRACTOR AND
ED OF AT THE C RS

ALL AREAS TO SOD SHALL BE ND SHALL BE
FREE OF NOXIOUS WEEDS AND GRASSES INCLUDING TROPICAL
SODA APPLE.

. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SUBMIT ALL NECESSARY SHOP DRAWINGS
COUNTY IEERING

REMOVAL BASED UPON APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL OF SHOP
DRAWINGS.

ALL ASPHALT MILLING ITEMS REMOVED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF
CONSTRUCTION, SHALL BE STOCKPILED ON SITE FOR PICK-UP BY
COUNTY OR DELIVERED WITHIN A 20 MILE RADIUS OF THE SITE AS
DIRECTED BY THE COUNTY.

TURNOUTS AT EXISTING PUBLIC STREETS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED
WITH THE MATERIAL SHOWN ON THE TYPICAL SECTION.

ALLSWN.ES SHOll.DERl AND AREAS DISTURBED DR CREATED BY

ROADWAY SWALES AND OTHER EXCAVATIONS SHALL CONFORM TO
THE LIMITS INDICATED ON THE PLANS OR SPECIFIED HEREIN. THIS
WORK SHALL INCLUDE SHAPING ANO SLOPING AND OTHER
NECESSARY WORK, TO DRAIN, AND TO BRING THE EARTHWORK TO
THE REQUIRED GRADES, ALIGNMENT AND CROSS SECTIONS, THIS
SHALL INCLUDE BUT NOT BE LIMITED TO ANY RE-CONSTRUCTION OF
AREAS DISTURBED OUTSIOE OF THE PLANNED CONSTRUCTION
LIMITS.

CONTRACTOR SHALL PERFORM REMOVAL AND DISPOSAL OF ALL
ORNAMENTAL DRIVEWAY WALLS, FENCES, AND RAILINGS AFTER 30
DAYS FROM THE DATE THE CONTRACTOR CONTACTS THE
AFFECTED PROPERTY OWNERS. AFFECTED PROPERTY OWNERS
SHALL BE GIVEN THE OPTION (IN WRITING) OF HAVING ANY
REMOVED MATERIALS STOCK-PILED ON PROPERTY OWNERS
AFFECTED PROPERTY OR DISPOSED OF BY THE CONTRACTOR.
MATERIALS REJECTED BY THE OWNER SHALL BECOME THE
PROPERTY OF THE CONTRACTOR WHO SHALL THEN BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR LEGALLY APPROPRIATE OFF-SITE DISPOSAL
ANY MATERIALS RETAINED BY THE AFFECTEO PROPERTY OWNER
SHALL BECOME PROPERTY OWNERS PROPERTY AND SHALL BE
LEGALLY STORED OR DISPOSED OF IN A LEGALLY ACCEPTABLE
MANNER.

EXISTING PAVED DRIVEWAYS WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THIS PROJECT
SHALL BE REPLACED AT THE SAME LOCATION, UNLESS OTHERWISE

18. A 2° THICK TOPSOIL LAYER SHALL BE PROVIDED SN AREA OF

ROOTS, BRUSH, STUMPS, OR OTHER EXTRANEOUS MATTER, AND
SHALL NOT BE DELIVERED WHILE IN A MUDDY CONDITION.

19. TOPSOIL DELIVERED TO THE BITE SHALL HAVE AN ACIDITY RANGE
OF PH 6.0 TO 7.0 AND SHALL CONTAIN NO LESS THAN 5 PERCENT
QRGANIC MATTER. TOPSOIL SAMPLE TESTS SHALL BE TAKEN AT
1000° INTERVALS AS DIRECTED 8Y THE COUNTY ENGINEER.

20. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE ADEQUATE GROWTH AND
COVERAGE OF SODDED AREAS IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE
SPECIFICATIONS AND SAID AREAS, SHOULD REACH A
SATISFACTORY LEVEL OF V1 SABLE GROWTH WITH NO BARE SPOTS

ESTABLISH PERMANENT VEGETATION ON ALL AREAS SODDED PRIOR
TOANVAOCEPTN‘CENTHEPROJECT SHALL CONSIST OF

MOWING, RE-SEEDING OR
RE-SODDING, OR REPLANTING AS NECESSARY TO KEEP THE
PLANTED AREAS IN A SATISFACTORY

21. THESE PLANS WERE PREPARED WITHOUT THE BENEFIT OF A
SURVEY. THE LOCATION OF EXISTING UTILITIES AND TOPOGRAPHY
HAVE BEEN PREPARED FOM THE MOST RELIABLE INFORMATION
AVAILABLE TO THE ENGINEER. THIS INFORMATION IS NOT
GUARANTEED AND [T I8 THE CONTRACTORS RESPONSIBILITY TO
DETERMINE THE EXACT LOCATION OF ALL EXISTING UTILITIES AND
TO VERIFY TOPOGRAPHY PRIOR TO

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE AND INSTALL SK.T BARRIERS
ANDIDR OTHER EROSION CONTROLS TO RPEVENT EROSION AND
POLLUTION OF WATER IN ACCORDANCE WITH FDOT SPECIFICATION
NO. 104 AS DIRECTED BY THE COUNTY ENGINEER. SEE EROSION
CONTROL SHEETS AND NPDES SHEETS FOR APPROXIMATE
LOCATIONS.

a
ALL CAST IN F'LACEDRAMAGE STRUCTURES SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM
WALL THICKNESS OF 8", PRE-CAST STRUCTURES SHALL HAVE A
MINIMUM WALL THICKNESS OF 8",
24,
MALL BOXES NOTES:

A THE LOCATION AND CONSTRUCTION OF MAILBOXES SHALL
COMFORM TQ THE RULES AND REGLILATIONS OF THE
UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE AS MOOIFIED BY THE
DEBIGN STANDARD.

B. MAILBOXES WILL NOT BE PREMITTED ON INTERSTATE
IAYS WHERE

3 OR
PROHIBITED BY LAW OR REGULATION.

c. THEOON‘!‘RACTDRWLLBNETPEPOSTWERWTPE
DELIVERY ROUTE WRITTEN NOTICE
CONSTRUCTION 7 DAYS PRICRTDTMEBEGDNINBCF
WORK, WITH SATURDAYS, SUNDAYS, AND HOUDAYS
EXCLUDED,

D. FOR ALL GENERAL NOTES AND DETAILS OF FURNISHING
INSTALLATION AND MAINTAINING MAILBOXES DURING
CONSTRUCTION REFER TO FDOT STANDARDS (2002) INDEX
NO. 532,

as. FAVEMENTMWGNGSFORN.LMADWMIDNG
AND INSTALLED PURSUANT
onmmc:n-w»omms\'wms
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RALROAD CROSEMNG SIGN ("Sign W10-1" Par FDOT index No. 178832)

RAILROAD'PAVEMENT MARKINGS DETAIL (Per FDOT Index No. 17882)

SIGNS SHALL BE RELOCATED PER MUTCD.
2.

CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR COORDINATION WITH AND

*RELOCATION OF UTILITIES. ALL UTILITY LOCATES AND RELOCATES
SHALL BE CONSIDERED INCIDENTAL AND THE COST MADE PART OF
THIS CONTRACT.

27. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE ENGINEER WITHIN ONE BUSINESS
DAY OF ANY CONDITIONS CONFLICTING WITH THE REQUIREMENTS
OF THESE PLANS.

28. ALL CONCRETE MI\EWAVS SHALL BE 6" m 3000 P8I AND
REINFORCED FIBER M|

28. ALL WORK MATERIALS & TESTING SHALL BE COMPLETED N
ACCORDANCE WITH THE FDOT ROADWAY & TRAFFIC DESIGN
STANDARDS ANO THE LATEST NASSAU COUNTY ROADWAY AND
DRAINAGE STANDARDS.

8T/ AND SPECWIC. : FLORIDA
DEPW m OF TRM'I‘A‘I’ION. bmu STANDARDS DATED
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1.

»
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»

REFLECTIVE PAVEMENT MARKERS SHALL BE SPACED AT 40 ON ALL
SKIP LANE LINES AND SKIP CENTER LINES.

THE SPACING ON BOLID LINES AND SOLID/SKIP COMBINATION LINES
SHALL BE &0,

ALL R.P.M.s SHALL BE OFFSET 1" FROM SOLID LUINES.
THESE SPACINGS MAY BE REDUCED FOR BHARP CURVES F
REQUIRED.

ALL R.P.M.3 SHALL BE CLASS B"

ALL STRIPING BHALL BE THERMOPLASTIC LANE STRIPING PER FDOT
INDEX NO. 17346,

*\ CALL SUNSHINE
BEFORE YOU DIG
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01/92/2205 16:08 9084-751-2502 DOUGLAS ASPHALT

DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY

10010 N. MAIN STREET
JACKSONVILLE, FL 32218

PAGE 01

_: FLORIDA PLANT
. TELEFAX CORRESPONDENCE - -
DATE: 1/3/06
TO: CHARLOTTE YOUNG
COMPANY: NASSAU COUNTY ENGINEERING SERVICES
PHONE NUMBER: (904) 548-4590
FAX NUMBER: (904) 321-2658
FROM: RAY GRODE
COMPANY: DOUGLAS ASPHALT CO.
PHONE # (904) 751-2240
FAX # (904) 751-26502
NUMEER OF PAGES: 3 (INCLUDING COVER PAGE)
REMARKS: PLEASE USE THIS ADJENDA FOR THE ISSUES TO BE
PRESENTED FRIDAY FOR THE CR 121 MEETING.
THANKS,
T 1|
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D .
A Doqglas Asphalt Company o i

& Operations Manager

C

NASSAU COUNTY ROAD 121

C.R. 121 TECHNICAL ISSUES:

1 Defermination of Cement Percentage for Reclaimed Base:
a) Low Percent for "Waterproofing” (3%) will not support inmediate traffic.
b) To allow Reclaimed Base to cure - must consider Detours around construction.
c) Handling of Local Traffic - resident's access.
d) Percentage use - ability to procure cement and schedule start of job.

e) Assumption base content value = 116.9 Ibs/sy. (See Testing note).

2 Weather Considerations:
a) Effect of rainy weather on water table (see Time note).

b) Interaction of high level water table acidity with the curing ability of the
reclaimed base cement.

3 Mainfenance of Traffic Requirements:

a) Access for Emergency Services Vehicles.
b) Handling of Traffic on Reclaimed Base during non-work hours,

c) Handling of Traffic on incomplete Reclaimed Base areas.

4 Rideability Specification:
Non-ability to perform adjustments to single lift asphalt on reclaimed base.

a)
b) No set FDOT Rideability standards for single lift paving on reclaimed base.

5 Waterproofing Failure Alternatives:
Construction Scheme Alternative available if Reclaimed Base Scheme does

a)

not perform adequatsly as inltially specified for construction.
Impact of adjustments to the allotted project contract days (See Time note).
Adjustment for reconfigured cement base to amend reclaimed base spec to

a position to perform adequately (See Testing note).

b)
c)

6 Testing During Construction:
Variance in roadway’s specific gravity (surface & base) requiring additional

a)
testing to adjust proctor and the assoclated cement percentages.

b) Time adjustment to identify and adjust for variances of roadway’s specific

gravity.

LG01’N. Main Street # Jacksonville, Florida 32218 # Phone: (904) 751-2240 # Fax: (904) 751-2502
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DA Douglas Asphalt Company Joel Spivey, President

Kyle Spivey, Vice President
C & Operations Manager

C.R. 121 CONTRACT ISSUES:

1 Time - Allotted Contract Days:
a) Issuance of Liquidated Damages Charge based on CR 121 "Assumed Base
Values" (116.9 Ibs/sy) as Identified in the cement work up.
b) Required Maintenance of Traffic Procedures - amending ability to perform
work within specified time frame. y

2 Project Warranty:
a) Project failures resulting from specified products and, or procedures that fail
and are due to circumstances beyond the control of the contractor.

10010 N. Main Street & Jacksonville, Florida 3221& * Phone: (904) 751-2240 # Fax: (904) 751-2502



NASSAU COUNTY Jim B. Higginbotham Dist. No. 1 Fernandina Beach

Ansley Acree Dist. No. 2 Fernandina Beach
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS Tom Branan Dist. No. 3 Yulee
P.O. Box 1010 Floyd L. Vanzant Dist. No. 4 Hilliard

Marianne Marshall Dist. No. 5 Callahan

Fernandina Beach, Florida 32035-1010

JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Ex-Officio Clerk

MICHAEL S. MULLIN
County Attorney

MIKE MAHANEY
County Administrator

CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing, Nassau County, Florida
Bid No.: NC025-05

Addendum No. 1

October 11, 2005

To All Interested Bidders:

On October 6, 2005 our office received a written letter from a potential bidder making a request and
addressing concerns regarding the above referenced bid.

Q. Request for Nassau County to schedule a “Pre-Bid Conference” so that a proper channel of
questions from the contractors, and feed-back from the project representatives can be achieved
prior to the bid date of November 2, 2005.

A. Nassau County has opted not to conduct a pre-bid conference. Any concerns requiring
clarification shall be submitted in writing to Nassau County Engineering Services Department.
Responses to said concerns will be published through addenda to the contract documents so
that all bidders have the same information.

Q. The information provided by the CR 121 Plans of 6/3/05, Page C4, 1 and the referenced FDOT
specifications (Index 600) for Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) do not address the job specific
conditions for:

1. Lane Closure Limitations — Pertinent to “Clear Zone” work area restrictions; phasing
and coordination of the various roadway construction items (widening, reclaiming,
resurfaging, etc);-length of the work zone and the corresponding phasing of the
temporary striping (and RPMs); and the subsequent ability to have vehicular traffic
occupy non-paved work zones; contractor’s ability to perform work during “daytime”
and, or “nighttime” work shifts. '

2. Contract Time — The variability of the lane closure limitations, corresponding phasing
of the roadway construction items and work shift limitations will have a direct bearing
on our ability to complete the project with the contract time of 6 months.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 783-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer



Further identification of the lane closure limitations, construction phasing and
identification of work shift ability will alter our calculation of the amount of time required
to complete the CR 121 Project and will give us direction as to our construction strategies.

The contractor shall determine Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) requirements as appropriate
to suit their proposed construction methodology and schedule and the cost shall be
incorporated into the bid. Although considerable latitude is given to contractors in
determining MOT requirements, DFOT standards shall be followed.

Nassau County does not wish to stipulate lane closure, phasing, or work shift criteria. It is
up to the bidder to propose alternatives that will satisfy the contract scope and completion
date and submit bids accordingly.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer



Nassau County Engineering Services Jos¢ Deliz,
96161 Nassau Place Director
Yulee, Florida 32097

P&M/T‘.UA :

?L&GAJL RM\ a_ Com 1
c{o(,uuwﬁs ‘v ?J\'Q,\rj@ﬂ&
Wl jn ?UNM G

Copy of The bid |
RE: CR121 Addendum No. 1 to Bidding Requirement 2 s '\'S (B Dis b mE pu)
M . *

W@ £

I am in receipt of your letter of October 6, 2005 (copy : CLuhs wgfpres— - o -
Addendum No. 1 to the contract documents and is intended to address your concerns.

October 10, 2005

Mr. Raymond Grode
Douglas Asphalt Company
10010 N. Main Street
Jacksonville, FL. 32218

Dear Mr. Grode,

Nassau County has opted not to conduct a pre-bid en=®
be submitted in writing to Nassau Court-"

E Any concerns requiring clarification shall
‘es Department. Responses to said concerns-

will be published through ~* S0 that all bidders have the same
information. \
\ 5

The contractor sha  _ it - u,,g \gquirements as appropriate to suit their
proposed construct %Q_/Q) 1\all be incorporated into the bid.
Although considera ~ : o 1ing MOT requirements, FDOT standards
shall be followed. M x\
Nassau County does1 - vk, \ E\\Nork shift criteria. It is up to the
bidder to propose alter - 1 completion date and submit bids
accordingly. \

\
Sincerely, \

XML :
osé R. Deliz, P.E.

Cc: Rick Miller, Construction Engineering Inspector
Charlotte Young, Contracts Manager
Bid Distribution

YULEE
(904) 491-3609 TOLL FREE
1 800-948-3364

FAX (904) 491-3611
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-

DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY
10010 N, MAIN STREET
JACKSONVILLE, FL 32218

. 'FLORIDA PLANT -
~TELEFAX CGRRESPONDENLE
DATE: 10/6/05
TO:  MR. JOSE DELIZ, ENGINEER
COMPANY: NASSAU CO. ENGINEERING SERVICES
PHONE NUMBER:
FAX NUMBER:  (904) 491-3611
FROM: RAY GRODE
COMPANY: DOUGLAS ASPHALT CO.
PHONE # (904) 751-2240
FAX # (904) 751-2502
NUMBER OF PAGES: 3 (INCLUDING COVER PAGE)
REMARKS: PLEASE CONTACT US BACK REGARDING YOUR

RESPONSES TO THE ATTACHED INQUIRY.
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DA Douglas Asphalt Company Jocl Spivey, Presidens

Kyle Spivey, Vice President
C & Operations Manager

Nassau County Engineering Services
Mr. Jose' Deliz, P.E., Engineering Services Dir.
96161 Nassau Place
Yulee, FL 32097
10/6/2005

Re: C.R. 121 = Technical Information

These following items (and possibly others) lend us to suggest the need to schedule a "Pre-Bid
Conference” as Is standard for a project of this magnitude. An open forum of Contractors and Project
Representatives will go a long way to eliminate potential "bumps in the road" that could curtail the
progress of this project.

Several of our immediate concerns that require direction are as follows:

MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC: The information provided by the C.R. 121 Plans of 6/3/06, Page C4.1
and the referenced FDOT specifications (Index 600) for Maintenance of Traffic (M.O.T.) do not address
the job specific conditions identified below.

1 Lane Closure Limitations

Pertinent to "Clear Zone" work area resfrictions.

Pertinent to the phasing and coordination of the various roadway construction items
(widening, reclaiming, resurfacing etc.).

Pertinent to the length of the work zone and the corresponding phasing of the temporary
striping (and RPMs); and the subsequent ability to have vehicular traffic occupy non-paved
work zones.

Pertinent to the contractor's ability to perform work during "daytime" and, or “nighttime”
work shifts. :

2 Contract Time

The variability of the lane closure limitations, corresponding phasing of the roadway
construction items and work shift limitations will have a direct bearing on our ability
ta complets the project with the contract time of 6 months.

Further identification of the lane closure limitations, construction phasing and identification

of work shift ability will alter our calculation of the amount of time required to complete the
CR 121 Project and will give us direction as to our construction strategies.

10010 N. Main Strect & Jacksonville, Florida 32218 & Phone: (904) 751-2240 % Fax: (904) 751-2502
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DA Douglas Asphalt Company Joel Spivey, President

Kyle Spivey, Vice President
C & Operations Manager

Additional questions regarding the contractor's administration and construction of this project will be
presented once we further develop our construction strategies and contact the prospective subcontractors

required to complete this bid.

Please entertain cur request for a "Pre-Bid Conference” so that a proper channel of questions from the
contractors, and feed-back from the project representatives can be achieved prior to the bid date of

November 2, 2005.

Thank you for your time and consideration of these matters.

10010 N. Main Street % Jacksonville, Florida 32218 # Phone: (904) 751-2240 * Fax: (904) 751-2502



Page 1 of 1

Charlotte Young

From: Pam Stalvey

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2005 4:35 PM
To: Charlotte Young

Cc: Mary Wood

Subject: FW: Bid Pkg.

Please see José's message below, the addendum is attached.

Thanks,

Pam

From: Jose Deliz

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2005 3:31 PM
To: Pam Stalvey

Subject: RE: Bid Pkg.

Please do notify all involved that Addendum No. 1 (and any subsequent adend) must be
included in every bid package that goes out. Addendum No. 1 is the response letter (with
original letter attached) to Douglas Asphalt. You may need to send a scanned copy to the
clerk’s office ASAP.

10/10/2005



Nassau County

Capital Projects Administration
96135 Nassau Place, Suite 6
Yulee, Florida 32097

Phone 904-491-7377
Fax 904-321-2658

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL

Date: October 12, 2005
To: CRI121 Potential Bidders Fax:
From: Charlotte Young

Total Pages (including cover page): _ 4

MESSAGE:

Please see attached Addendums 1 & 2

If you cannot clearly read this transmission, or have any questions regarding this transmission please
contact us at (904) 491-7377.



Nassau County Engineering Services Jos¢ Deliz,
96161 Nassau Place Director
Yulee, Florida 32097

October 10, 2005

Mr. Raymond Grode
Douglas Asphalt Company
10010 N. Main Street
Jacksonville, FL. 32218

RE: CR121 Addendum No. 1 to Bidding Requirements

Dear Mr. Grode,

I am in receipt of your letter of October 6, 2005 (copy attached). This response shall be considered
Addendum No. 1 to the contract documents and is intended to address your concerns.

Nassau County has opted not to conduct a pre-bid conference. Any concerns requiring clarification shall
be submitted in writing to Nassau County Engineering Services Department. Responses to said concerns
will be published through addenda to the contract documents so that all bidders have the same
information.

The contractor shall determine Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) requirements as appropriate to suit their
proposed construction methodology and schedule and the cost shall be incorporated into the bid.

Although considerable latitude is given to contractors in determining MOT requirements, FDOT standards
shall be followed.

Nassau County does not wish to stipulate lane closure, phasing, or work shift criteria. It is up to the
bidder to propose alternatives that will satisfy the contract scope and completion date and submit bids

accordingly.
Sincerely,
e ‘/“/ ‘
osé R. Deliz, P.E.
Cc:  Rick Miller, Construction Engineering Inspectorc/

Charlotte Young, Contracts Manager
Bid Distribution

YUL
RS o TOLL FREE FAX (904) 491-3611
1 800-048-3364
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DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY
10010 N, MAIN STREET
JACKSONVILLE, FL 32218

P&GE

2 TELEFAX CORRESPONDENCE - .
DATE: 10/6/05

TO: MR. JOSE DELIZ, ENGINEER

COMPANY: NASSAU CO. ENGINEERING SERVICES

PHONE NUMBER:

FAX NUMBER: (904) 491-3611

FROM: RAY GRODE
COMPANY: DOUGLAS ASPHALT CQ.

PHONE # (904) 751-2240
FAX # (904) 751-2502

NUMEBER OF PAGES: 3 (INCLUDING COVER PAGE)

REMARKS: - PLEASE CONTACT US BACK REGARDING YOUR
RESPONSES TO THE ATTACHED INQUIRY.

Bl
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DA Douglas Asphalt Company Jocl Spivey, President

Kyle Spivey, Vice President
C & Operations Manager

Nassau County Engineering Services
Mr. Jose’ Deliz, P.E., Engineering Services Dir.
86161 Nassau Place )
Yulee, FL. 32087
- 10/6/2005

Re: C.R. 121 - Technical Information .

These following itemns (and possibly others) lend us to suggest the need to schedule a "Pre-Bid
Conference” as Is standard for a project of this magnitude. An open forum of Contractors and Project
Representatives will go a long way to eliminate potential "bumps in the road" that could curtail the
progress of this project.

Several of our immediate concerns that require direction are as follows:

MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC: The information provided by the C.R. 121 Plans of 6/3/06, Page C4.1
and the referenced FDOT specifications (Index 600) for Maintenance of Traffic (M.0.T.) do not address
the job specific conditions identified below.

1 Lane Closurse Limitations

Pertinent to "Clear Zone" work area restrictions.

Pertinent to the phasing and coordination of the various roadway construction items
(widening, reclaiming, resurfacing etc.).

Pertinent to the length of the work zone and the corresponding phasing of the temporary
siriping (and RPMs); and the subsequent ability to have vehicular traffic occupy non-paved
work zones.

Pertinent to the contractor's ability to perform work during "daytime” and, or "nighttime"
wark shifts. ' :

2 Contract Time

The variability of the lane closure limitations, comrespanding phasing of the roadway
construction items and work shift limitations will have a direct bearing on our ability -
to complete the project with the contract time of 6 months.

- Further identification of the lane closure limitations, construction phasing and identification

of work shift ability will alter our calculation of the amount of time required to complste the
CR 121 Project and will give us direction as to our construction strategies.

10010 R} Main Street & Jacksonville, Florida 32218 # Phone: (904) 751-2240 % Fax: (904) 751-2502
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DA Douglas Asphalt Company Joel Spivey, President

C Kyle Spivey, Vice Prexident

& Operations Manager

Additional questions regarding the contractor's administration and construction of this project will be
presented once we further develop our construction strategies and contact the prospective subcontractors
required-fo complete this bid.

Please entertain cur request for a "Pre-Bid Conference™ so that a proper channel of questions from the
contractors, and feed-back from the project representatives can be achieved prior to the bid date of
November 2, 2005.

Thank you for your time and consideration of these matters.

10010 N. Main Street % Jacksonville, Florida 322 1§ & Bhione: (904) 751-2240 % Fax: (904) 751-2502
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Capital Projec]s Administration
96135 NassausPlace, Suite 6

Yulee, FL. 32097

(904) 548-4590 Fax: (904) 321-2658

To: Ryan Essex ( i i Cnm\ Fax: 770-968-0002
\7
From: Charlotte J. Young Date: 11/01/05
Contract Manager
Re:  CRI21 Widening & Resurfacing ~ Pages: |\
Bid No. NC025-05
CcC:
gﬁbment [ For Review [1 Please Comment [0 Please Reply [ Please Recycle
3 SR BT @ @ . ° ° ° °
- 1% Lol

“Pursuant to your request, please find attached addendum 1 through 6 for the above referenced bid
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our request, please fiod attched sddendum 1 through 6 for the above refercaced bid



Capital Projecfs Administration

96135 NassauPlace, Suite 6

Yulee, FL 32097

(904) 548-4595) Fax: (904) 321-2658

et

SR

&

To: Butch Hartman Fax:
Floyd Vanzant

From: Charlotte J. Young Date: 11/03/05
Contract Manager

Re: CR121 Widening & Resurfacing Pages: 3

Bid No. NC025-05

. OUgent  OForReview  [lPleaseComment [l PleaseReply L1 PleaseRecycle

Please sée attached Advertisement for Bid that explains the Base Project and Optional Bid Item

NO.1$6.
“-:rg
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NASSAU COUNTY Jim B. Higginbotham Dist. No. 1 Fernandina Beach

Ansley Acree Dist. No. 2 Fernandina Beach

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS Tom Branan Dist. No. 3 Yulee
P.O. Box 1010 Floyd L. Vanzant Dist. No. 4 Hilliard
Fesngnditia Beuch. Florids 12035-1010 Marianne Marshall Dist. No. 5 Callahan

JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Ex-Officio Clerk

MICHAEL S. MULLIN
County Attorney

MIKE MAHANEY
County Administrator

CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing, Nassau County, Florida
Bid No.: NC025-05

Addendum No. 2

October 11, 2005

To All Interested Bidders:

On October 11, 2005 our office received a written letter from a potential bidder making a request and
addressing concerns regarding the above referenced bid.

Q. We are a subcontractor and our company does MILLING. Prior to ordering plans, we like to
know the square yards of milling to see if purchasing plans will be cost effective. Is there any
milling in this project? If so, would you please provide us with the “square yard quantity” for
this project?

A. The advertised bid is for full depth reclamation/widening of CR121, which is not the same as
milling since the full-depth reclamation process achieves pulverization of not just the asphalt
course but also a certain amount of base material. Milling is only indicated to reconstruct
paved intersections with other roads. It is the bidder’s responsibility to familiarize themselves
with existing conditions and determine appropriate quantities, e.g. count the number of paved
connections and estimate the area of milling required.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal @pportunity Employer
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Charlotte Young

From: Jose Deliz

Sent:  Tuesday, October 11, 2005 5:02 PM
To: Mary Wood; Charlotte Young
Subject: CR121 addendum No. 2

Please publish the attached addendum to appropriate distribution.
The request letter will be sent to you via interoffice mail

g
Qs

W

10/11/2005



Mary Wood

From: Mary Wood

Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2005 1:40 PM
To: ‘edg@gsequipment.net’

Cc: Charlotte Young

Subject: CR121 Addendums

Please see attached.

CR121 Bid
Addend.pdf
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NASSAU COUNTY Jim B. Higginbotham Dist. No. 1 Femandina Beach

Ansley Acree Dist. No. 2 Fernandina Beach
BOARD OF CO[JNTY COMMISSIONERS Tom Branan Dist. No. 3 Yulee
P.O. Box 1010 Floyd L. Vanzant Dist. No. 4 Hilliard

Marianne Marshall Dist. No. 5 Callahan

Fernandina Beach, Florida 32035-1010

JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Ex-Officio Clerk

MICHAEL S. MULLIN
County Attorney

MIKE MAHANEY
County Administrator

CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing, Nassau County, Florida
Bid No.: NC025-05

Addendum No. 3

October 17, 2005

To All Interested Bidders:

On October 14 and 17, 2005 our office received a written letter from two potential bidders requesting
additional information about the above referenced bid.

Q. Is a current plan holder list available?

A. The list is available upon request. Please contact Ms. Charlotte Young, Contract Manager, at
(904) 491-7377.

Q. Who will act as coordinator among the various operations taking place?

A. The Engineering Services Director or his designee

Q. Does the County have dump sites for the excavated material generated by the widening? How
far from the project are they located?

A. Nassau County operates a landfill just north of Callahan adjacent to US1 on Landfill Road.
There are tipping fees involved and no hazardous waste is allowed. Disposal of asphalt
millings only can be made at the Hilliard Road & Bridge yard on Eastwood Road at no charge.
Clean soil or muck can be disposed of at the Judicial Complex site in Yulee off William
Burgess Boulevard, at no charge. Nassau County cannot guarantee accommodation of any
other debris disposal except as mentioned above. In all cases the Contractor will be
responsible for hauling costs.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
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What responsibility will the contractor have at the dump site (push off, environmental, erosion
controls, etc.)?

Except as described above, the Contractor assumes all responsibility for proper disposal of
project related debris.

What testing has to be done on the excavated material?

It remains the responsibility of the Contractor to determine any requirements necessary for
proper disposal of excavated materials, except for disposal of millings at R&B yard in Hilliard
or soil/muck at the Judicial Complex which requires no testing.

Do we bid on all items — which would mean we have to secure subcontractors, or do we just
bid the items we are interested in doing ourselves?

Nassau County prefers to have as few contractors involved in this project as possible. To that
effect we encourage bidders to submit bids for the optional bid items, but at the very least shall
include a bid for the FDR portion. The contract documents specify language pertaining to
acceptance of bids in whole or in part.

We anticipate approximately 95 days for the full depth reclamation portion of the project and
are concerned there is not enough time in the project. Realizing that time is of the essence to
the County, can a provision be made that as long as there is continuous work on project for
each phase, the 90 days are waived unless approved by Nassau County?

. Although the bid documents stipulate 90 days for the completion of full depth reclamation and

150 for completion of the overall project, Nassau County will accept proposed schedules in
which the different activities (FDR, paving, striping, etc.) are run concurrently and thus
achieve an overall completion within 150 days. Please note that Nassau County has made a
commitment to completing this project by November 2006 and failure to achieve the deadline
may compromise future State funding for other roadway projects.

The specified depth of the reclamation is somewhat inconsistent. On page 2, the depth is listed
at 6.5” and on page 65 reference is to an 8” depth and on page 66 it calls for 6. In addition,
the widening needs to be the same depth as the reclaimed base is. What is the correct depth?

The correct depth is 8” for both existing roadway section and widening. We apologize for the

confusion.

Is the County going to deliver the rap or lime rock to the road? If so, how is the material going
to be spread and if not, where will the material be stockpiled at?

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Emiployer



. At the time the Bid documents were prepared it was envisioned that Nassau County would
participate extensively in order to reduce cost. At this time, however, and in consideration for
recent events, Nassau County can no longer support this project with direct labor and
therefore the Contractor will be required to provide the necessary base material. Base material
must comply with FDOT Standard Specifications for Road & Bridge Construction. All costs
related to base material, included but not limited to transportation, shall be included in the bid.

Q. How much material will be supplied per day?

. Please refer to previous response. Nassau County can no longer support this project with
direct labor.

Q. When will the type of material be determined as we will have to know for design purposes?

. Please refer to previous response. The Contractor will be required to provide the necessary
base material. Bidders are encouraged to find the most cost effective solution within FDOT
specified material requirements.

. Do we reclaim straight across intersecting roads or do we reclaim back into the returns. The
plans seem to indicate straight reclaiming through the intersection and pave into the returns.

. Please refer to page C2.2 of the plans. Reclaiming will be employed to achieve a widened
section of CR121 only. At intersections with existing paved roads, the existing return will be
milled and repaved as necessary to match the widened CR121 section.

Q. How are we treating line painting on the reclaimed base until the overlay is complete?

. The contractor shall determine Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) requirements as appropriate to
suit their proposed construction methodology and schedule and the cost shall be incorporated
into the bid. Although considerable latitude is given to contractors in determining MOT
requirements, DFOT standards shall be followed.

Nassau County does not wish to stipulate lane closure, phasing, or work shift criteria. It is up
to the bidder to propose alternatives that will satisfy the contract scope and completion date
and submit bids accordingly

. The bid description for Base Project indicates that Nassau County will provide the base
material for the widening. What kind of material will be provided? How will it be provided?
By County vehicles or will the Contractor be responsible for loading and hauling to jobsite? If
by County vehicles, what will be the delivery rate of material? If by the Contractor, where is
the stockpile located?

. At the time the Bid documents were prepared it was envisioned that Nassau County would
participate extensively in order to reduce cost. At this time, however, and in consideration for

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer



recent events, Nassau County can no longer support this project with direct labor and
therefore the Contractor will be required to provide the necessary base material. Base material
must comply with FDOT Standard Specifications for Road & Bridge Construction. All costs
related to base material, included but not limited to transportation, shall be included in the bid.

. Optional Bid Item No. 1 indicates that 4” of limerock is to be used as a stabilizer in the Full
Depth Reclamation process. Will this material be provided by the County or the Contractor?

. Please refer to previous response. Nassau County can no longer support this project with
direct labor. :

. The bid item description for the Base Project says the “Full Depth Reclamation is to be
performed in conjunction with Nassau County Road & Bridge Department operations and
other contractors to be determined.” What other forces or contractors? What scope of work
will they be performing?

. As mentioned previously, Nassau County can no longer support this project with direct labor.
There is a possibility that the awarded contract for FDR will not include any or some of the
optional bid items (paving, striping, etc.) The FDR Contractor will need to coordinate
construction activities with other contractors performing these tasks as necessary.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Aclion / Equal Opportunity Employer
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FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET
October 14, 2005
- TO :Nassau County Engineering
ATTENTION: José Deliz, P.E.
P. 904-491-3609 F.904-491-3611
FROM: John M. DeMartino
SUBJECT : CR‘121
ORIGINAL TO FOLLOW IN MAIL X NO ORIGINAL TO FOLLOW

We are sending 2 pages including this cover sheet. If you do not
receive all pages, please call (610) 678-1913.

Mr. Deliz,
| will wait for the addendum to answer the attached questions.

John M. DeMartino
Partner

610-678-1913 * FAX 610-678-9691
jdemarti@ejbreneman.com
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E.J. BRENEMAN

ber 14, 2005

Mr. José Deliz, P.E.

Nassau County Engineering Department.
96161 Nassau Place

Yulee, FL 32097

Re: County Road 121
Mr. Deliz,

Upon reviewing the specxﬁcauons for the full depth reclamation of County Road
121, I have several questions I would like to raise.

e Is a current plan holder list available
Who will act as a coordinator among the various operations taking pIace‘?
Does the County have dump sites for the excavated material generated by the
widening? How far from the project are they located?

¢ What responsibility will the contractor have at the dump site ( push off,
environmental, erogion controls, etc)

What testing has to be done on the excavated material
Do we bid on all items — which would mean we have to secure subcontractors,
or do we just bid the items we are interested in doing ourselves

« We anticipate approximately 95 days for the full depth reclamation portion of
the project and are concerned there is not enough time in the praject.
Realizing that time is of the essence to the County, can a provision be made .
that as Jong as there is continuous work on project for each phase, the 90 days
are watved unless approved by the County.

e The specified depth of the reclamation is somewhat inconsistent. On page 2,
the depth is listed at 6,5 “ and on page 65 reference is to an 8” depth and on
page 66 it calls for 6”. In addition, the widening needs to be the same depth as
the reclaimed base is. What is the correct depth?

e Is the County going to deliver the rap or lime rock to the road? Ifso, how is
the material going to be spread and if not, where will the material be
stockpiled at?

e How much material will be supplied per day

» When will the type of material be determined as we will have to lmow for
design purposes.

e Do we reclaim straight across intersecting roads or do we reclaim back into
the returns. The plans seem to indicate straight reclaiming through the
intersection and pave into the returns

¢+ How are we treating line painting con the reclaimed base until the overlay is
complete?

Thank you for your time.

ohn M Del\/Iartmo
(610) B7B-1913 » FAX (810) B7B-3691

1117 SNYDER ROAD, WEST LAWN, PA 19609-1100
MILLER MUNICIPAL SUPPLY (81 0) 678-8207
salas @ ejbreneman.com
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Jose Deliz

From: Christopher Wright [cwright@southernpavements.com]
Sent: Monday, October 17, 2005 3:15 PM

To: Jose Deliz

Ce: Mike McEuen; Kevin Wishnacht

Subject: CR 121 Bid

Mr. Deliz,

The bid item description for Base Project indicates that Nassau County will provide the base material for the
widening. What kind of material will be provided? How will it be provided? By County vehicles or will the
Contractor be responsible for loading and hauling to jobsite? If by County vehicles, what will be the delivery rate
of material? If by the Contractor, where is the stockpile located?

Optional Bid Item No. 1 indicates that 4” of limerock is to be used as a stabilizer in the Full Depth Reclamation
process. Will this material be provided by the County or the Contractor?

Chris Wright

Estimator

John Carlo, Inc.

Ph. (904) 696-8865

Fax (904) 696-8951

Cell (904) 759-0647

E-mail cwright@carlocompanies.com
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Jose Deliz

From: Christopher Wright [cwright@southernpavements.com]
Sent: Monday, October 17, 2005 4:09 PM

To: Jose Deliz

Cc: Mike McEuen; Kevin Wishnacht

Subject: CR 121 Bid

Mr. Deliz,

The bid item description for the Base Project says the “Full Depth Reclamation is to be performed in conjunction
with Nassau County Road & Bridge Department operations and other contractors to be determined.” What other
forces or contractors? What scope of work will they be performing?

Chris Wright
Estimator .
Southern Pavements, LLC

Ph. (904) 741-8200

Fax (904) 741-8463

Cell (904) 759-0647

E-mail cwright@carlocompanies.com




NASSAU COUNTY
CAPITAL PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION

96135 Nassau Place, Suite 6
Yulee, Florida 32097
Phone No. (904) 491-7377
Fax No. (904) 321-2658

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL
DATE: 10-19-05

TO: All Potential Bidders for CR121 Reconstruction

Fax No.

FROM: Charlotte Young

Total pages (including cover page): 5
sk ok ok 3k ok 3k ok ok sk ok %K ok 3k ok ok 3k ok %k ok 3k 5k 3k 3k ok sk k ok ok ok sk ok ok ok ok k sk ok ok 3k ok sk ok ok sk ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok sk ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok k ok ok sk ok sk sk ok k

MESSAGE: Please see attached Addendum No. 3 to Bid Specifications for the
reconstruction of CR121.

Thank you

If you cannot clearly read this transmission, or have any questions regarding this
transmission please contact us at (904) 548—4590.
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To:  Carl (APAC) Fax: 904-288-6301

From: Charlotte Young, Contract Manager Date: 10/25/2005

Re: CR121 - Bid No. NC025-05 Pages: 5

CC:

{1 Urgent O For Review [ Please Comment 1 Please Reply O Please Recycle

s
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Pam Stalvey

From: Pam Stalvey

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2005 6:14 PM
To: Mary Wood

Cc: Charlotte Young; Jose Deliz
Subject: Addendum #3

Attachments: _1018175804_001.pdf

Hi Mary,

Attached is Addendum #3 from José, please see that it is mailed to
everyone on the Plan Holders List, | have included a copy in all the
packages you sent to us today to be sold.

Thanks,

Pam

Pamels . hatrey

Nedsaw County Cngincering Dlevvices
Dhione (904)49 1-3607

Lo (904) 491-361 1

G-HWatt potatioy @nasiancourtgfl.com

/’ Z"?; /c)z'ﬂ'{ .:

Fhoid Acdden clot it G0 1o
ﬁ’(,l( @3&‘1:‘2,\/3 ’(fuo:k (/\M/Q
(3{,&‘{'@0\('1’ P(}r C—lxadﬁ:(! T,tvL
Plans/specks AU fuckdod
N Ar\)j F«){‘urq P@C—(CIT?ZA
Sewt MV’T
!
DAY

al(\s@ %(eo& Seud a Copy g
Civen Otfe Fér e 'r/f(g
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NASSAU COUNTY Jim B. Higginbotham Dist. No. 1 Femandina Beach

Ansley Acree Dist. No. 2 Femandina Beach
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS Tom Branan Dist. No. 3 Yulee
P.O.Box 1010 Floyd L. Vanzant Dist. No. 4 Hilliard
Ferfanding Beach. Florida 32035-1010 Marianne Marshall Dist. No. 5 Callahan
JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Ex-Officio Clerk

MICHAEL S. MULLIN
County Attorney

MIKE MAHANEY
County Administrator

CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing, Nassau County, Florida
Bid No.: NC025-05

Addendum No. 3

October 17, 2005

To All Interested Bidders:

On October 14 and 17, 2005 our office received a written letter from two potential bidders requesting
additional information about the above referenced bid.

Q.

A

Is a current plan holder list available?

The list is available upon request. Please contact Ms. Charlotte Young, Contract Manager, at
(904) 491-7377.

Q. Who will act as coordinator among the various operations taking place?

The Engineering Services Director or his designee

Does the County have dump sites for the excavated material generated by the widening? How
far from the project are they located?

Nassau County operates a landfill just north of Callahan adjacent to US1 on Landfill Road.
There are tipping fees involved and no hazardous waste is allowed. Disposal of asphalt
millings only can be made at the Hilliard Road & Bridge yard on Eastwood Road at no charge.
Clean soil or muck can be disposed of at the Judicial Complex site in Yulee off William
Burgess Boulevard, at no charge. Nassau County cannot guarantee accommodation of any
other debris disposal except as mentioned above. In all cases the Contractor will be
responsible for hauling costs.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer



. What responsibility will the contractor have at the dump site (push off, environmental, erosion
controls, etc.)?

. Except as described above, the Contractor assumes all responsibility for proper disposal of
project related debris.

Q. What testing has to be done on the excavated material?

. It remains the responsibility of the Contractor to determine any requirements necessary for
proper disposal of excavated materials, except for disposal of millings at R&B yard in Hilliard
or soil/muck at the Judicial Complex which requires no testing.

. Do we bid on all items — which would mean we have to secure subcontractors, or do we just
bid the items we are interested in doing ourselves?

. Nassau County prefers to have as few contractors involved in this project as possible. To that
effect we encourage bidders to submit bids for the optional bid items, but at the very least shall
include a bid for the FDR portion. The contract documents specify language pertaining to
acceptance of bids in whole or in part.

. We anticipate approximately 95 days for the full depth reclamation portion of the project and
are concerned there is not enough time in the project. Realizing that time is of the essence to
the County, can a provision be made that as long as there is continuous work on project for
each phase, the 90 days are waived unless approved by Nassau County?

. Although the bid documents stipulate 90 days for the completion of full depth reclamation and
150 for completion of the overall project, Nassau County will accept proposed schedules in
which the different activities (FDR, paving, striping, etc.) are run concurrently and thus
achieve an overall completion within 150 days. Please note that Nassau County has made a
commitment to completing this project by November 2006 and failure to achieve the deadline
may compromise future State funding for other roadway projects.

. The specified depth of the reclamation is somewhat inconsistent. On page 2, the depth is listed
at 6.5” and on page 65 reference is to an 8” depth and on page 66 it calls for 6”. In addition,
the widening needs to be the same depth as the reclaimed base is. What is the correct depth?

. The correct depth is 8” for both existing roadway section and widening. We apologize for the

confusion.

. Is the County going to deliver the rap or lime rock to the road? Ifso, how is the material going
to be spread and if not, where will the material be stockpiled at?

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer



. At the time the Bid documents were prepared it was envisioned that Nassau County would
participate extensively in order to reduce cost. At this time, however, and in consideration for
recent events, Nassau County can no longer support this project with direct labor and
therefore the Contractor will be required to provide the necessary base material. Base material
must comply with FDOT Standard Specifications for Road & Bridge Construction. All costs
related to base material, included but not limited to transportation, shall be included in the bid.

. How much material will be supplied per day?

. Please refer to previous response. Nassau County can no longer support this project with
direct labor.

. When will the type of material be determined as we will have to know for design purposes?

. Please refer to previous response. The Contractor will be required to provide the necessary
base material. Bidders are encouraged to find the most cost effective solution within FDOT
specified material requirements.

. Do we reclaim straight across intersecting roads or do we reclaim back into the returns. The
plans seem to indicate straight reclaiming through the intersection and pave into the returns.

. Please refer to page C2.2 of the plans. Reclaiming will be employed to achieve a widened
section of CR121 only. At intersections with existing paved roads, the existing return will be
milled and repaved as necessary to match the widened CR121 section.

. How are we treating line painting on the reclaimed base until the overlay is complete?

. The contractor shall determine Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) requirements as appropriate to
suit their proposed construction methodology and schedule and the cost shall be incorporated
into the bid. Although considerable latitude is given to contractors in determining MOT
requirements, DFOT standards shall be followed.

Nassau County does not wish to stipulate lane closure, phasing, or work shift criteria. It is up
to the bidder to propose alternatives that will satisfy the contract scope and completion date
and submit bids accordingly

. The bid description for Base Project indicates that Nassau County will provide the base
material for the widening. What kind of material will be provided? How will it be provided?
By County vehicles or will the Contractor be responsible for loading and hauling to jobsite? If
by County vehicles, what will be the delivery rate of material? If by the Contractor, where is
the stockpile located?

. At the time the Bid documents were prepared it was envisioned that Nassau County would
participate extensively in order to reduce cost. At this time, however, and in consideration for

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmatives Action / Equal Opportunity Employer



recent events, Nassau County can no longer support this project with direct labor and
therefore the Contractor will be required to provide the necessary base material. Base material
must comply with FDOT Standard Specifications for Road & Bridge Construction. All costs
related to base material, included but not limited to transportation, shall be included in the bid.

. Optional Bid Item No. 1 indicates that 4” of limerock is to be used as a stabilizer in the Full
Depth Reclamation process. Will this material be provided by the County or the Contractor?

. Please refer to previous response. Nassau County can no longer support this project with
direct labor.

. The bid item description for the Base Project says the “Full Depth Reclamation is to be
performed in conjunction with Nassau County Road & Bridge Department operations and
other contractors to be determined.” What other forces or contractors? What scope of work
will they be performing?

. As mentioned previously, Nassau County can no longer support this project with direct labor.
There is a possibility that the awarded contract for FDR will not include any or some of the
optional bid items (paving, striping, etc.) The FDR Contractor will need to coordinate
construction activities with other contractors performing these tasks as necessary.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
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E.J. BRENEMAN

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET
October 14, 2005
TO :Nassau County Engineering
ATTENTION: José Deliz, P.E.
P. 904-491-3609 F.904-491-3611
FROM: John M. DeMartino
SUBJECT : CR 121
ORIGINAL TO FOLLOW IN MAIL X NO ORIGINAL TO FOLLOW

We are sending 2 pages including this cover sheet, If you do not
receive all pages, please call (610) 678-1913.

Mr. Deliz,
| will wait for the addendum to answer the attached questions.

John M. DeMartino
Partner

610-678-1913 * FAX 610-678-9691
jdemarti@ejbreneman.com
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E.J. BRENEMAN

ber 14, 2005

Mr. Jogé Deliz, P.E.

Nassan County Engineering Department
96161 Nassau Place

Yulee, FL 32097

Re: County Road 121
Mr. Deliz,

Upon reviewing, the specifications for the full depth reclamation of County Road
121, Thave several questions I would like to raise.

e Is a current plan holder list available

e Who will act as a coordinator among the various operations taking place?
Docs the County have dump sites for the excavated material generated by the
widemng? How far from the project are they located?

¢ What responsibility will the contractor have at the dump site ( push off,
environmental, erosion confrols, etc)

What testing has to be done on the excavated material
Do we bid on all items — which would mean we have to secure subconiractors,
or do we just bid the items we are interested in doing ourselves

« We anticipate approximately 95 days for the full depth reclamation portion of
the project and are cancemned there is not enough time in the praject.
Realizing that time is of the essence to the County, can a provision be made .
that as long as there is continuous work on project for each phase, the 90 days
are waived unless approved by the County., '

e The specified depth of the reclamation is somewhat inconsistent. On page 2,
the depth is listed at 6.5 “ and on page 65 reference is to an 8” depth and on
page 66 i calls for 6”. In addition, the widening needs to be the same depth as
the reclaimed base is. What is the correct depth?

e Is the County going to deliver the rap or lime rock to the road? If so, how is
the material going to be spread and if not, where will the material be
stockpiled at?

= How much material will be supplied per day

o When will the type of material be determined as we will have to know for
design purposes.

e Do we reclaim straight across intersecting roads or do we reclaim back into
the returns. The plans seem to indicate straight reclaiming through the
intersection and pave into the returns

e How are we treating line painting on the reclaimed base until the overlay is
complete?

Thank you for your time.

ely,
Parin

(610) B78-1913 « FAX (810) 67B-9691

et 1117 SNYDER RDAD, WEST LAWN, PA 19609-1100
MILLER MUNICIPAL. SUPPLY (810) 6768-8207

gales @ ejbreneman.com
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Jose Deliz

From: Christopher Wright [cwright@southernpavements.com]
Sent:  Monday, October 17, 2005 4:09 PM

To: Jose Deliz

Cc: Mike McEuen; Kevin Wishnacht

Subject: CR 121 Bid

Mr. Deliz,

The bid item description for the Base Project says the “Full Depth Reclamation is to be performed in conjunction
with Nassau County Road & Bridge Department operations and other contractors to be determined.” What other
forces or contractors? What scope of work will they be performing?

Chris Wright )
Estimator »
Southern Pavements, LLC

Ph. (904) 741-8200

Fax (904) 741-8463

Cell (904) 759-0647

E-mail cwnght@carlocompanies.com

1N /1rinnnc
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Jose Deliz

From: Christopher Wright [cwright@southernpavements.com]
Sent:  Monday, October 17, 2005 3:15 PM

To: Jose Deliz

Cc: Mike McEuen; Kevin Wishnacht

Subject: CR 121 Bid

Mr. Deliz,

The bid item description for Base Project indicates that Nassau County will provide the base material for the
widening. What kind of material will be provided? How will it be provided? By County vehicles or will the
Contractor be responsible for loading and hauling to jobsite? If by County vehicles, what will be the delivery rate
of material? If by the Contractor, where is the stockpile located?

Optional Bid Item No. 1 indicates that 4” of limerock is to be used as a stabilizer in the Full Depth Reclamation
process. Will this material be provided by the County or the Contractor?

Chris Wright

Estimator

John Carlo, Inc.

Ph. (904) 696-8865

Fax (904) 696-8951

Cell (904) 759-0647

E-mail cwright@carlocompanies.com

10/17/72008



NASSAU COUNTY Jim B. Higginbotham Dist. No. 1 Fernandina Beach

Ansley Acree Dist. No. 2 Fernandina Beach
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS Tom Branan Dist. No. 3 Yulee
P.O.Box 1010 Floy'd L. Vanzant Dist. No. 4 Hilliard
Fermanding Beach, Florida 32035-1010 Marianne Marshall Dist. No. 5 Callahan
JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Ex-Officio Clerk

MICHAEL S. MULLIN
County Attorney

MIKE MAHANEY
County Administrator

CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing, Nassau County, Florida
Bid No.: NC025-05

Addendum No. 4

October 24, 2005

To All Interested Bidders:

On October 20, 2005 our office received a written letter from a potential bidder requesting additional
information about the above referenced bid.

Q. Your answer on Addendum #3 to the question “Do we bid on all items...or do we just bid the
items we are interested in doing ourselves?”, which in essence states that all or part of this
project may be awarded to a single contractor may cause our bid, and possibly others, to be
inconsistent or uncompetitive. When we bid on a project there are management costs that are
included in the bid to complete the project. If some of these bid items may be completed by
other contractors, the management costs included for all items are lost. If we put all our
management costs into just 1 or 2 bid items, we could become uncompetitive. Also, we lose
control of scheduling the project and this could cause liquidated damages to be assessed to us
even though we had no control.

We believe the County needs to award the entire project to one contractor. At a minimum we
would accept the Base Project, Asphalt paving and Striping combined. The guardrail and
sodding could be subcontracted separately. Without at least these items combined, scheduling
is out of our control.

A. Nassau County has independent continuing services contracts for installation of most optional
bid items. Although Nassau County would prefer to award the entire project to the successful
bidder, we can only do so if the bid amounts compare favorably with the established contract
rates. For example, if the proposed unit cost of asphalt 1s much higher than the established
contract amount, Nassau County may elect to use the existing contractor for that optional bid
item.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Cpportunity Employer



. The response if the project goes beyond the 90 day substantial completion date indicates that
Nassau County may or may not impose the liquidated damages as set forth in the contract
documents. Please clearly specify when liquidated damages will start. after 90 days? after 100
days? after 150 days?

. Liquidated damages will commence after 150 days after Notice to Proceed.

. What amount has been funded for this project? Will Nassau County still award the project if
the bids exceed funded amount? Is this project funded by both State funds and County funds?

. At this time this information cannot be disclosed. A firm budget for the project has not been
established pending the results of the bids. Nassau County may still award the contract if the
bids exceed the State funded amount, but such a decision has not been made. The bid
documents contain enough information to provide a competitive bid.

. Have borings been completed to determine the cement required? Who will be doing these?
Please supply the boring results. Who determines what percentage of cement will be required?
If the amount of cement required varies from the 3% stated, what avenue will be used for price
adjustments since this is a lump sum project?

. Borings were obtained prior to the request for bids by our geotechnical consultant. The same
consultant established the optimal percentage of cement at 3%. Attached is a table
summarizing the boring results. Adjustments to the percent cement required may be made
through change orders.

. Can the FDR be accomplished by either the Base Project description or the Optional Bid Item
#1? We need to know what the existing typical cross section is. If Optional Bid Item #1 is
used will it still require FDR to 8” below the existing surface or just 8” below new asphalt
surface since the profile will be increased? If the Base Project is used and the existing cross
section of asphalt and base is less than 8” will we need to add limerock to the subbase to make
a full 8” of subbase?

. FDR shall be accomplished as described in the Base Project description OR Optional Bid item
#1. Nassau County will select one of these alternatives once bids are received. If Optional
Bid Item 1 is ultimately selected, the 8" will be measured below the new asphalt surface. If
the Base Project is used no additional limerock (or equivalent base material for that matter) is
needed since the existing base is approximately 18" deep.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer



NASSAU COUNTY

CAPITAL PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION

96135 Nassau Place, Suite 6
Yulee, Florida 32097
Phone No. (904) 491-7377
Fax No. (904) 321-2658

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL

DATE: October 24, 2005

TO:  All Plan Holders

SUBJECT: CRI121 Widening & Resurfacing Project - Bid No. NC025-05

FROM: Charlotte J. Young, Contract Manager

Total pages (including cover page): 3
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MESSAGE:

Please find attached Addendum No. 4 for the above reference bid

If you cannot clearly read this transmission, or have any questions regarding this
transmission please contact us at (904) 548—4590.
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NASSAU COUNTY
CAPITAL PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION
96135 Nassan Place, Sultc 6

Yalee, Florida 32097
Phooe No. (994) 0917377
FaxNe.  (984) 321-2658

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL
DATE: Oclober 24, 2005
TO:  All Plan Holders
SUBJECT:  CR121 Widening & Resurfacing Project - Bid No. NC025-05

FROM: Charlotic J. Young, Contract Managex

Total pages (including cover page): 3
MESSAGE:

Pleasc find attached Addendum No. 4 for the above reference bid

H you cannot clearly read this transmission, or have any questions regarding this
transmission please contact us at (904) 548—4590.
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Charlotte Young

From: Charlotte Young

Sent: Monday, October 24, 2005 1:41 PM

To: 'edg@gsequipment.net’

Subject: CR121 Widening & Resurfacing (Bid NC025-05) - Addendum No. 4

Please find attached addendum no. 4 for the above referenced bid

10/24/2005
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Date/Time: Oct. 24. 2005 2:24PM

File Page
No. Mode Destination Pg (s) Result Not Sent
1990 Memory TX 17705417340 P. 3 0K

12292737579 0K

13863281887 0K

Reason for error
E. 1) Hang up or line fail E. 2) Busy
E. 3) No answer E.4) No facsimile connection
E. 5) Exceeded max. E-mail size
NASSAU COUNTY
CAPITAL PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION
96135 Nazsaa Place, Suite 6

Yulee, Florida 32097
Phene No. (304) 491-7377
FaxNo.  (304) 321-2658

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL
DATE: Octuber 24, 2005
TO:  All Plan Holders
SUBJECT: CRI21 Widening & Resurfacing Project - Bid No. NC025-05

FROM: Charlotte J. Young, Contract Manager

Total pages (including cover page): 3
MESSAGE:

Please find attached Addendum No. 4 for the above reference bid

1f you cannot clearly read 1his transmission, or have any questions regarding this
transmission please contact vs at (904) 548—4590.



NASSAU COUNTY
CAPITAL PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION

96135 Nassau Place, Suite 6
Yulee, Florida 32097
Phone No. (904) 491-7377
Fax No. (904) 321-2658

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL
DATE: October 24, 2005

TO:  All Plan Holders
Subject: CR121 Widening & Resurfacing Project
Bid No. NC025-05

FROM: Charlotte Young, Contract Manager

Total pages (including cover page): 3
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MESSAGE:

Attachment to Addendum No. 4:

Table summarizing the boring results

If you cannot clearly read this transmission, or have any questions regarding this
transmission please contact us at (904) 548—4590.



Date cores taken: 4/27/05

Road Name: CR 121

Nassau County CR 121 Coring Sheet

Core Location Direction Lane HMA Base
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Notes

Subgrade Mix From Duval County to US 1

Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
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Subgrade Mix Average 3.08" core 1 to 39
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Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
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Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix
Subgrade Mix

Average 1" core 40 to 58

121 Split off of 108 & 121 Toward US 1

121 from split to Beaver St

Average 3.2" core 59 to 99
Total average of HMA in thicker areas is 3.14"

Cores were taken in 3 different locations on CR 121. R is several feet from edge of pavement on the SB lane, the C core
was taken in wheel path near centerfine in NB lane and L was taken several feet from edge of pavement in the NB lane.

Length of proposed project is approx. 176,352 If from the Duval Line to US 1 (not including bridge areas of 1.3mi for both)

Cored by: Wayne Jackson, Universal Engineering Sciences
Recorded by: Chris Evers, E.J. Breneman, L.P.
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NASSAU COUNTY

CAPITAL PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION
96135 Nassau Place, Suite 6
Yalee, Florida 32097
Phone No. (904) 4917377
FaxNo.  (904)321-2658

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL
DATE: October 24, 2005

TO:  All Plan Holders
Subject  CRI21 Widening & Resurfacing Project
Bid No. NC025-05

FROM: Charlotte Young, Contract Manager

Total pages (including cover pege): 3

MESSAGE:

Attachment to Addendum No. 4:

Table summarizing the boring results

If you cannot clearly read this transmission, or have any questions regarding this
transmissiom please contact us at (904) 548—4590.
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NASSAU COUNTY Jim B. Higginbotham Dist. No. 1 Fernandina Beach

Ansley Acree Dist. No. 2 Fernandina Beach
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS Tom Branan Dist. No. 3 Yulee

P.O. Box 1010 Fioyd L. Vanzant Dist. No. 4 Hilliard

Femindina Beach, Florida 32035-1010 Marianne Marshall Dist. No. 5 Callahan

JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Ex-Officio Clerk

MICHAEL S. MULLIN
County Attorney

MIKE MAHANEY
County Administrator

CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing, Nassau County, Florida
Bid No.: NC025-05

Addendum No. 5

October 27, 2005

To All Interested Bidders:

On October 24 and 25, 2005, our office received written letters from potential bidders requesting
additional information about the above referenced bid.

L A

We would like to know if we could use the excavated material from the widening to rebuild
the shoulders in lieu of hauling off the material and then potentially having to import material
later to rebuild the shoulders.

This approach is acceptable.

If the option two is used and four inches of limerock is placed on the road and then
incorporated into existing base with no additive, what will hold the road together for traffic
and who will be liable for the deformation of the base caused by traffic?

The contractor must either devise a Maintenance of Traffic plan that will preclude damage to
the base by traffic or repair such damage prior to paving. The cost of either alternative shall be
considered incidental to the work and not subject to additional compensation.

Likewise, without any binding agent, how are we supposed to open a pulverized road to
traffic, especially truck traffic?

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer



. Please refer to previous response.

. If the pulverized material is rained on, it will turn into a soft mess. How will those repairs be
handled and how is the base to be protected?

. The usual practice is to prime the finished base course to protect it from rain. The usual repair
method otherwise is to scarify the base to air dry it and then reshape/recompact. In any case it
is up to the contractor to determine a method that will produce an acceptable product.

Q. Will any soft and yielding areas be paid for by change order?

. The existing road has been in place for over 40 years and does not exhibit evidence of yielding
caused by underlying unsuitable soils. Soft and yielding areas, if any, will most probably be
caused by faulty materials or workmanship of the reclaimed base course. The contractor
would be responsible to rework the base to an acceptable condition. In the highly unlikely
event that subgrade over excavation is needed it will be paid for through a change order
provided strong justification.

. Is the contract time based on calendar days or work days? Will there be any accommodation
for inclement weather?

. Calendar days. Extensions to the deadline will be allowed for inclement weather at the
discretion of the Director of Engineering Services. Our policy is to approve reasonable
requests for time extensions due to inclement weather.

Q. Who will establish the centerline?

. The contractor.

. The typical in the plans show reclaimed base at 13 feet per side with a 12 foot cart way and a 1
foot reclaimed base with sod on top. Just want to verify that the reclaimed base is wider than
the overlay.

. The reclaimed base is wider than the overlay. The typical section contains an error in that it
depicts a 26’ wide base (13 from centerline extending 1° beyond end of pavement). The
typical section should depict a 25 wide base (12.5° from centerline extending 6” beyond end
of pavement). We appreciate your letting us know, the plans will be corrected prior to
construction.

. The overlay is indicated at 2 inches in the proposal and 1 Yz inches in the plans. Want to verify
the overlay depth.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer



A. A 2” thick layer of SP-12.5 asphalt will be placed over the reclaimed base. We appreciate
your letting us know, the plans will be corrected prior to construction.
Q. In the proposal the sodding is listed at 1 foot and the plans show 2 foot. Again, need to verify.

A. A 1’ wide strip of sod will be placed adjacent to the edge of pavement. We appreciate your
letting us know, the plans will be corrected prior to bid.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action f Equal Opportunity Employer
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Company Inc.

Blount Construction Company, Inc. e 1730 Sands Place » Marletta, Georgla 30325 o (770) 541-7333  Fax: (770) 541.7340

Fax Cover Sheet

To: Charlotte J. Young From: Cory Henneberg
Company: Nassau County Pages: 2

Fax: 804-321-2658 Date:  10/24/2005

Phone: 904-491-7377 cc: (Click here and type name]
Re: CR 121

OUrgent [OForReview [JPlease Comment [1Please Reply O Please Recycle

e Commenta: If you have any questions please contact me at 678-873-8998

Notice of Confidentialty
This facsimile may contain information that ls privieged and confidential and/or exampt from disclesure under gppilcable law, This transmission 8
intended solely for the individual or entity designated above. If you are not the intended reciplent. you should understand that any distribution,

copying, or usa of the information contained In this facsimile by anyone other than the designated reciplent Is unauthorized and strictly prohibited, i

you have received this facsimile in errot, please immediately notify tha sendes by telephone,
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j LOUNT 1730 Sands Place
’ Marlstta, GA 30067
f ',I | Construction Phone: 770-541-7333
V@ Company Inc. Fax: 770-541-7340

Monday, October 24, 2005

Charlotte J. Young

Contract Manager

Nassau County Capital Projects Administrator
96135 Nassau Place, Suite 6

Yulee, Florida 32097

FAX 904-321-2658

Dear Charlotte:

1 have a question regarding the widening on CR 121 we would like to know if we could
use the excavated material from the widening to rebuild the shoulders in lieu of hauling
off the material and then potentially having to import material later to rebuild the
shoulders.

Smcem;%é

Cory Henneberg
Project Manager

Cell: 678-873-8998
E-mail: chenneberg@blountconstruction.com

g /¢ 39Ud OVEL THS 0LA:X0S NOTLONYLSNOD INNOTd:dI  82:GT S0. v270T 822 °N I114
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Page 1 of 1

Charlotte Young

From: Charlotte Young

Sent: Tuesday, October 25, 2005 11:39 AM
To: Jose Deliz

Subject: CR121 Bid - Blount Construction

Yesterday | faxed to your office a letter from Cory Henneberg, Blount Construction dated 10/24/05. The letter was

regarding a question he had for the CR121 bid. Have you had a chance to respond? Will this require another
Addendum?

10/27/2005



Page 1 of 1

Charlotte Young

From: Jose Deliz

Sent:  Tuesday, October 25, 2005 12:27 PM
To: Charlotte Young

Subject: RE: CR121 Bid - Blount Construction

I saw the letter and will have to respond, but | don't have time today

From: Charlotte Young

Sent: Tuesday, October 25, 2005 11:39 AM
To: Jose Deliz

Subject: CR121 Bid - Blount Construction

Yesterday | faxed to your office a letter from Cory Henneberg, Blount Construction dated 10/24/05. The
letter was regarding a question he had for the CR121 bid. Have you had a chance to respond? Will this
require another Addendum?

10/27/2005



Page 1 of 1

Charlotte Young

From: Mary Wood

Sent:  Friday, October 28, 2005 1:58 PM
To: Charlotte Young

Subject: FW: addendum

From: Pam Stalvey

Sent: Friday, October 28, 2005 1:43 PM
To: Mary Wood

Subject: FW: addendum

Hi Mary,

This needs to be copied to all on the Plan Holders List. :)

10/28/2005



Capital Projec]s Administration

96135 NassauPlace, Suite 6

Yulee, FL 32097

(904) 5484590 Fax: (904)321-2658

To: Potential Bidders — Plan Holders Fax:

From: Charlotte J. Young Date: 10/28/05
Contract Manager

Re:  CRI21 Widening & Resurfacing Pages: 4

Bid No. NC025-05

CccC:

& i L'j‘Urgent [ For Review 0 Please Comment [ Please Reply

e i

[ Please Recycle

Please find Addendum No. 5 for the above referenced bid
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(B04) 43459 Fax (904) 3212658

To:  Potentiz] Bidders ~ Plan Holdery Faoc
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Coutract Manager

Re: CR121 Wideming & Resurfocing Pages: 4
Bid No. NOD25-05
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NASSAU COUNTY Jim B. Higginbotham Dist. No. 1 Fernandina Beach

Ansley Acree Dist. No. 2 Fernandina Beach
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS Tom Branan Dist. No. 3 Yulee
.0.Box 101 Floyd L. Vanzant Dist. No. 4 Hilliard
P 0 Marianne Marshall Dist. No. 5 Callahan

Fernandina Beach, Florida 32035-1010

JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Ex-Officio Clerk

MICHAEL S. MULLIN
County Attorney

MIKE MAHANEY
County Administrator

CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing, Nassau County, Florida
Bid No.: NC025-05

Addendum No. 6

November 1, 2005

To All Interested Bidders:
On November 1, 2005 our office received written request for clarification of the specifications for the
above referenced bid.

On page seven (7), of the bid specifications, it states “Bidders shall also complete pages thirty two (32)
and thirty three (33) and include in Bid with the bid Bond”.

The only bond required to be included in the bid is the “Bid Bond”. You will find the form to submit on
page 19.

The “Common-Law Combined Performance and Payment Bond” is only required of the awarded bidder.

(904) 225-2610 Board Room; 491-7380, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Gpportunity Employer



Nov. 1. 2005 11:06AM

H&H INSURANCE SERVICES INC

H & H Insurance Services, Inc.
3160 Campus Drive, Suite 100
Norcross, Georgia 30071
(770) 409-0014 Telephone
(770) 368-0404 Facsimile

No.2668 P.

FAX COVER PAGE
DATE: 11/1/05
TO: Charlotte S
FROM: Leslie A. Paulsen

(904) 321-2658

CR 121 Widening/Resurfacing

e S

e o ————

This fax transmission will consist of 1 pages. Should you not receive this fax in its entirety
or if this fax is illegible, pleasc contact the Sender immediately. Thank You.

E————

Good Morning Charlotte. The captioned job bids tomorrow. We have
issued the required bid bond on behalf of our client; however they have
indicated the bid specifications require that pages 32 and 33 are completed
as well and included in their bid proposal package. As you may know it is
not customary in the bond industry to complete the performance and
payment bond prior to the bid proposal and apparent low bidder and
corresponding award of the contract.

Could you please call and/or email clarification of this requirement at your
carliest convenience? You are also welcome to email me at
lesliepaulsen@h-hinsurance.com.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

1



Nov. 1. 2005 12:13PM  H&H INSURANCE SERVICES INC

H & H Insurance Services, Inc.
3160 Campus Drive, Suite 100
Norcross, Georgia 30071
(770) 409-0014 Telephone
(770) 368-0404 Facsimile

FAX COVER PAGE
DATE: 11/1/05
TO: Charlotte
FROM: Leslie A. Paulsen
FAX: (904) 321-2658
RE: CR 121 Widening/Resurfacing

This fax transmission will consist of 1 pages. Should you not receive this fax in its entirety |
or if this fax is illegible, please contact the Sendcr immediately. Thank You.

|

No.2670 P. 1

Good Morning Charlotte. The captioned job bids tomorrow. We have
issued the required bid bond on behalf of our client; however they have
indicated the bid specifications require that pages 32 and 33 are completed
as well and included in their bid proposal package. As you may know it is
not customary in the bond industry to complete the performance and
payment bond prior to the bid proposal and apparent low bidder and

corresponding award of the contract.

Could you please call and/or email clarification of this requirement at your

earliest convenience? You are also welcome to email me at
lesliepaulsen@h-hinsurance.com.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Crarate - P eSe Gee aHached
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INFORMATION FOR BIDDERS

BIDS will be received by OWNER, NASSAU COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS, until 2:00 p.m. on November 2, 2005, at the Office of
the Clerk, 76347 Veterans Way, Yulee, FL 32097. Bids will be
publicly xead aloud and racorded at 2:05 p.m. on November 2, 2005 at
the Office of the Ex-0fficio Clerk, 76347 Veterans Way, Yules,
Florida 32087.

FACH BID MUST BE SUBMITTED IN A SEALED OPARQUE ENVELOPE, ADDRESSED TO:

NASSAU COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
C/o John A. Crawford

Ex-0fficio Clerk

76347 Veterans Way

Yulee, FL 32097

Each sealed envelope containing A BID must be plainly marked on the
outside as: -

CR 121 WIDENING/RESURFACING
Nassau County, Florida

OTHERWISE THE BID SHALL NOT BE OPENED.

If forwarded by mail, the sealed envelope containing the BID must be
enclosed in another envelope addressed to the OWNER at:

NASSAU COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

C/0 John A. Crawford

Ex-0Officio Clerk

76347 Veterans Way

Yulee, FL 32097 g

All BIDS must be made on the required BID form. All blank spaces for
BID -prices must be filled in, in ink or typewritten, and the BID form
must be fully completed and executed when submitted. _An original and
three (3) copies of the BID form are required. Bidders shall also
complete pages thirty two (32) and thirty three (33) ;ﬁE_EEETGHE_Eﬁf'
Bid with the Bid Bond.

The County reserves the right to make additions or deletions to bid
quantities, and/or portions of the Bid at the bid item prices.
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COMMON-LAW COMBTINED PERFORMANCE AND PAYMENT BOND:

The Common-Law Combined Performance and Payment Bond shall be in
the following form:

BY THIS BOND, We , as Principal
whose principal business address and telephone number are
, and , a corporation, a8 Surety, whose

principal address and telephone number are bound to the Board of
County Commissioners of Nassau County, Florida, herein called Owner,
whose principal business address and phone number are Post Office Box
1010, Fernandina Beach, FL 32035-1010, 904-491-7377, in the sum of §_

, for payment of which we bind ourselves, our heirs,
personal representatives, successors, and assigns, Jointly and
severally.

A description of the project sufficient to identify it is:
The improvements are generally described as follows: "

NOTE: The Bond shall be recorded in the public records of Nassau
County.

THE CONDITION OF THIS BOND is that if Principal:

% Performs the Contract dated ; and whose
contract number designated by Owner 1s , between Principal
and Owner for construction of e the Contract being

made a part of this Bond by reference and call the “Contract” herein,
at the times and in the manner prescribed in the Contzact: and

2. Pays Owner all for losses, damages, including delay or
ligquidated damages, and losses and damages due to latent or patent
defects that Owner sustains because of a default by Pr1nc1pal under
the Contract; and

3. Pays Owner all for expenses, costs, and attorneys’ fees,
including such fees in appellate proceedings, that Owner sustains
because of a default by Principal under the Contract; and

4. Performs the guarantee of all work and materials furnished
under the Contract for the time specified in the Contract; and

B. Protects, indemnifies, keeps. and saves harmless the Owner
against all claims, liabilities, judgments, costs, damages, expenses,
and attorneys’ fees that may in any way accrue or come against the
Owner as a result of the breach of Contract or other actions of the

32
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Principal arising out of the work of the Principal, or that may in,

any way result form the acts, carelessness, or neglect of the
Principal, its agents, employees, workers, or subcontractors, in any
respect whatsoever, or that may result on account of any infringement
of any patent, trademark, or copyright by reason of the materials,
machinery, processes, devices, or apparatus used or furnished in the
performance of the Contract; and

6. Promptly makes payments to all claimants, as defined in
Florida Statutes, 255.05(1), who furnish labor, services, or
materials for the prosecution of the work provided for in the
Contract; then this Bond is void; otherwise it remains in full foxce.

Any changes in or under the Contract Documents and compliance or
noncompliance with any formalities connected with the Contract or
the changes does not affect Surety’s obligation under this Bond.

The forty-five (45) day notice, the ninety (90) day notice, and
the +time within which to file an action, provided by Florida
Statutes, 255.05, and the manner of giving notices provided by
Florida Statutes, 713.18, shall apply to claimants on the payment
bond undertaking of this Bond.

33
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Page 1 of 1

Charlotte Young

From: Charlotte Young

Sent:  Tuesday, November 01, 2005 12:35 PM

To: lesliepaulsen@h-hinsurance.com'

Subject: CR121 Widening/Resurfacing (Bid No. NC025-05)

There is an error on page 7 of the bid specifications which require page 32 & 33 to be included. Only the bid
bond is required to be submitted with the bid. The bid bond form is on page 19.

| will be sending out an addendum to all plan holders and potential bidders.

Thanks for bringing this to my attention.

11/1/2005



LY

Capital Projecls Administration

96135 Nassau<Place, Suite 6

Yulee, FL 32497

(904) 548-459? Fax: (904) 321-2658

-

%

A —

To: All Plan Holders Fax:
From: Charlotte J. Young Date: 11/01/05
Contract Manager

Re: CR121 Widening & Resurfacing Pages: 2

Bid No. NC025-05

cC:

%&ﬁ O For Review O Please Comment O PleaseReply [ Please Recycle
iy 3 . @ ° ° ° ®

Piease find attached addendum no. 6 for the above referenced bid
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Rec  CRI21 Widening & Reswrfacing Pages: 2
Bid No. NC025-05
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Exhibit C to the Contract for Corrective Action Required for the
Contractor on Nassau County Road 121

I Reference Documents

A. The reference documents, unless otherwise noted shall be included in their
entirety and shall be considered a part of this contract as it is written herein. In the
event of a conflict between reference documents, the Engineer, as designated by
Nassau County, shall decide and provide a written statement resolving such
conflict or apparent conflict. The following are the reference documents for this
project:

1. The Florida Department of Transportation, “Standard Specifications for Road and
Bridge Construction”, 2004 Edition (further known as “The Red Book™).

2. The Florida Department of Transportation, “Manual of Uniform Minimum
Standards for Design, Construction and Maintenance for Street and Highways”,
May 2005 Edition (further known as :The Green Book™).

3. The Florida Department of Transportation, “Roadway and Traffic Standards for
Design, Construction, Maintenance and Utility Operations™ (Design Standards).
July 2004 Edition, Index 600.

4. “Widening and Improvement Plans for County Road 121, Nassau County,
Florida” dated February 18, 2005.

5. Typical Section provided by the Engineer prior to or Subsequent to the start of
work on this project.

IL Quality Process (QC,, VT, 1A)

A. The Contractor shall submit for review by the Engineer and approval by Nassau
County, a comprehensive Quality Control (QC) Plan in accordance with FDOT
Requirements that specifically addresses the construction activities for County Road 121.
The QC plan shall include the resumes of all personnel to be used on this project.

B. The Contractor shall provide Quality Control (QC) for the project through the use of
internal personnel or the hiring of an independent testing laboratory for the purposes of
providing full-time quality assurance of the construction activities at no additional cost to
Nassau County. Sufficient numbers of personnel shall be provided to assure coverage of
all construction activities. The duties of the QC personnel shall be clearly outlined in the
QC plan and shall include the following minimum activities:

Duties of the Contractor QC

1. Documentation of Plant Asphalt production and delivery to the jobsite of all
asphaltic concrete materials and mixes.

2. Measuring and documentation of asphaltic concrete temperatures at the time of
delivery and at laydown. Temperature shall be measured with a calibrated
thermometer while in the delivery truck and in the hopper of the paving machine.
Surface thermometers shall not be used.

3. Measuring and documentation of pavement machine settings to achieve the
required layer thicknesses after compaction.

4. Measuring and documentation of pavement layer thicknesses by coring on a daily
basis for the area covered that day.




5. Measuring and documentation of a control strip compaction process in accordance
with FDOT requirements. The control strip compaction process shall be
normalized to temperature and verified by laboratory density measurement of
cores prior to continuing production.

6. Measurement and documentation of rolling straightedge to comply with surface
flatness requirements.

7. Measurement and documentation of day’s production using station numbers and
GPS.

8. Daily submittal of all documentation to Nassau County and its designated
Engineer for review.

C. Nassau County will hire an independent testing laboratory for the purpose of
Verification Testing (VT). The VT firm will “Spot check” the QC activities of the
contractor and will make independent measurements of quality parameters on a random
basis.

D. The Contractor shall provide sufficient personnel, equipment and materials to assure a
continuous operation for the work periods.

III. Maintenance of Traffic

A. The Contractor shall be responsible to provide all maintenance of traffic and shall
submit a Maintenance of Traffic Plan (MOTP) prior to beginning work. Maintenance of
Traffic shall apply 24 hours per day, 7 days per week throughout the term of construction
and until the project is accepted by Nassau County as complete. FDOT Design Standards
Index 600 shall be followed for MOT.

B. The appropriate subindex of Index 600 shall be used for the conditions on the
roadway at the time. For example, if equipment is stored off the roadway, and the
roadway lanes are clear during non-work hours, the appropriate warnings and signage
such as found in subindex 602 shall be used. During daylight work activities when lanes
are not clear and traffic must be interrupted or detoured per lane, subindex 603 shall be
used. Other subindexes may be applicable depending on work activities or workflow.

IV. Milling

A. All existing asphaltic concrete above the base material shall be milled to remove the
asphaltic concrete in its entirety, so as to expose and scarify the top surface of the base
material.

B. Milling shall be done so as to achieve a two percent (2%) cross slope defined from the
centerline to the pavement edge and to minimize the amount of base material removed.

C. In areas where coring has shown the base course thickness to be at or less than

6 inches, and to achieve the proper cross slope additional base course must be milled.
The Contractor shall provide a thickened asphalt section top compensate for the removed
or deficient base at no additional cost to Nassau County. The thickened asphaltic section
shall be transitioned into and out of deficient base area for a minimum of 50 linear feet
beyond the limits of the deficiency or the length to achieve a transition of not more than
Ya inch in 10 feet, whichever is greater. This additional asphalt shall not include in the
required thickness of the asphalt of the asphaltic concrete layer to be applied over the
base.




V. Prime Coat Application

A. After proper milling and cleaning of the milled surface to remove dust, debris or
laitance, apply a prime coat of RS-1 or approved equivalent material at the rate of not less
than 0.15 gallons per square yard (gal/SY). Prime coat shall be applied uniformly by
spraybar application to a surface that has a moisture content ranging from a minimum of
8 percent by weight to 11 percent by weight. The surface might require light dampening
with a uniform water spray, followed by rolling with a traffic roller. Roller application is
not acceptable. VT will be responsible for the verification testing of the Prime Coat.
Immediately after application of the prime coat, embed 3 strips of canvas fabric, each 12
inches long, randomly into the first 10 feet of wet prime coat, leaving a 2-inch dry “tail”
of canvas to allow gripping the test strip. After 15 minutes of dwell time, pull the canvas
“tails”. If the prime coat pulls cleanly from the surface of the base material in this “peel
test”, the prime coat application shall be rejected

B. the prime coat shall be covered with a cover material coated with 2 to 4 percent
asphalt cement and applied at a rate of 10 Ib/SY. After application of the cover material,
roll the surface with a traffic roller to produce a dense mat of priming material over the
base material.

C. Provide temporary centerline striping using acrylic striping paint.
VI. Tack Coat Application

A. Prior to the application of the tack coat, clean surface of any loose material, debris,
dust or loose cover material. Tack coat to be applied to the primed surface and on the
surface of asphalt course prior to placement of the next asphalt course.

B. Apply a uniform spray bar coating of RA-500 tack coat heated to 250F-300F. .
(Douglas Asphalt has indicated that 0.05 gal/SY is at the high end of the requirement.
Douglas Asphalt has indicated there should be two rates, (1) a fogging application at a
target rate of 0.02 — 0.05 gal/SY on the prime surface and; (2) tack coat at a target rate of
0.05 gal/SY on asphalt surface.)

C. Allow the tack coat to dry but remain tacky prior to application of the asphalt
pavement layer. Do not allow traffic onto the tack coated surface prior to paving. Paving
may be done when the tack coat is sufficiently dry that when a full hand pressure is
applied to the surface and pulled away, there is noticeable adhesion but no material is
pulled away on the hand or from the primed surface.

VII. Pavement Application

A. To the milled, primed and tacked base surface, apply the first lift consisting of one
layer, 1-1/2 inches thick, of SP12.5 asphalt designed in accordance with FDOT
requirements. The SP12.5 mix shall be a recent design mix, not more than 90 days old,
and shall not contain more than 25 percent recycled asphalt from millings. Roll and
compact to a consistent surface texture and density of at least 96 percent of the theoretical
maximum density of the mix. All asphalt placements shall be at the temperatures
recommended by FDOT.




B. After proper rolling and compaction of the lift, a rolling straightedge and prior to the
second lift of asphalt course the Contractor shall be used to check the surface flatness and
tolerance. Corrections to the surface flatness shall be made at no additional cost to
Nassau County, prior to continuing with the second lift of asphalt.

C. After a correction of surface irregularities in the first lift of asphalt, place the second
lift in a continuous layer of 1-1/2 inches, properly rolled and compacted to achieve a
density of at least 96 percent of the theoretical maximum density of the mix.

D. Vertical joints in the lifts shall be offset by a t least 6 six inches.

E. If more than 48 hours elapses between the placements of asphalt lifts, the surface shall
be tack coated with 0.02 gal/SY of RA-500 or approved equivalent tack coat prior to
placement of the second lift. All lane joint edges shall be tack coated and cross rolled.

F. The final surface of the pavement shall achieve density, surface texture and ride
quality acceptable to Nassau County.

VIII. Pavement Striping

A. Final striping and placement of the RPM on the pavement shall be acrylic as
contained in the original contract.

IX. Inclusion

A. The inclusion of certain provisions of the pavement specifications herein is intended
to reiterate those items of specific contention between the Contractor and Nassau County
in the original contract and to make clear such provisions. This inclusion does not reduce
the effect of any provisions of pavement comstruction or control contained in the
reference documents.




Ann Myers

From: John C. Taylor [jtaylor@ TDCLAW.COM]
Sent: - Friday, July 14, 2006 5:22 PM

To: Ann Myers

Subject: FW: Ltr to michael mullin

G
_0714171856_001.

pdf
Sorry this is late. My secretary said the fax would not go thru.

John C. Taylor, Jr., Esquire
Taylor, Day, Currie, Boyd & Johnson
50 North Laura Street

Suite 3500

Jacksonville, Florida 32202

The information contained in this electronic mail transmission is
intended by John C. Taylor, Jr. and Taylor, Day, Currie, Boyd & Johnson
for receipt by the named individual or entity to which it is directed.
This electronic mail transmission may contain information that is
privileged or otherwise confidential. It is not intended for
transmission to or receipt by anyone other than the named addressee (or
person authorized to deliver it to the named addressee). It should not
be copied or forwarded to any unauthorized persons. If You have
received this electronic transmission in error, please delete it from
your system without copying or forwarding it, and notify the sender of
the error by reply e-mail or by calling the law offices of Taylor, Day,
Currie, Boyd & Johnson at 904-356-0700, so that our address record can
be corrected. Thank you.

----- Original Message-----

From: Louanne H. Smith

Sent: Friday, July 14, 2006 5:20 PM
To: John C. Taylor

Subject: Ltr to michael mullin

<<_0714171856_001.pdf>>
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Michael Mullin, Esquire
Nassau County Attorney

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

BANK OF AMERICA TOWER
50 NORTH LAURA STREET SUITE 3500

JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32202

TELEPHONE (904) 358.0700
FACSIMILE {904) 356-3224 AMELIA ISLAND OFFICE

www TOCLAW COM 26 SOUTH FIFTH STREET
FERNANDINA BEACH FLORIDA 32034

TELEPHONE (9504) 261-8585
FACSIMILE (S04) 261-4898

July 14, 2006

96135 Nassau Place, Room 6

Yulee, Florida 32097

Re: Douglas Asphalt Company - County Road 121

Dear Mr. Mullin:

As you know, my firm represents Douglas Asphalt Company (“Douglas”) in
connection with its contract with Nassau County dated February 27, 20086, for the full depth
base reclamation and resurfacing of County Road 121 in Nassau County. The purpose
of this letter is to set out the history of Douglas’ dealings with the county and address

issues between the parties.

Before doing that, there are several issues that | believe need to be dealt with.

These include:

(@)  The payment of invoice numbers 5 and 6 for the subject job, in the amount
of approximately $1 million;

(b)  The completion of the remaining work on Douglas’ contract with the county
and how it is to be performed;

(c)  Potential defects in the required manner of performance for the subject job
and their impact on (a) and (b) above.

History

Douglas has been in the asphalt business for many years. For the past three years
it has had a contract with Nassau County to perform continuous asphait work in the county
and the work has been performed to the satisfaction of the county so far as | know.
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Douglas learned of the county’s intention to do repaving work on County Road 121
sometime in April 2005. It learned at that time that the county intended to strengthen the
base, in addition to adding new asphalt to the road. It learned early on that the county
intended to use the “Turner system” to do the work on the base.

Douglas immediately began preparation of a budget for the job. It was aware that
the Turner system had not been used in the northeast Florida area under conditions similar
to those which would have been present on the CR121 job. It sought advice from
prospective subcontractors who were, in the opinion of Douglas, experts in doing base
work and found that there was concern on the part of these prospective subs about the use
of the Turner system. In particular, there was concern about whether the base would
withstand the level of traffic that would be present on these roads in the short period of
time that was to be allotted for the setting of the base. With that concern in mind, and
others, Douglas requested a pre-bid conference with the county.

The request was denied. Douglas, and other bidders, were told that they could seek
financial information, but nothing technical. They were told that the Turner system was
going to be used on this particular job. In Addendum No. 1 dated October 11, 2005, the
county stated that the contractor was to determine "Maintenance of Traffic" requirements
to suit their proposed methodology and the cost should be incorporated into the bid. In
Addendum No. 3, the county reiterated that it did not wish to stipulate lane closure,
phasing, or work shift criteria and that it was up to the bidder to propose alternatives that
would satisfy the contract. Douglas submitted a bid which was determined to be the low
bid and was accepted by the county.

However, Douglas had concerns about the use of the Turner treatment that it
continued to voice. As aresult, there was a pre-contract meeting held on January 6, 20086,
that was attended by Dave Turner, the creator of the Turner system, and others. Douglas
was told at that time that it must either use the Turner system or withdraw from the
process. It was asked to confirm that it couid carry out the requirements of the Turmer
system and did so in its letter of January 9, 2006, indicating that based upon the
representations that were made by Mr. Turner and others at that meeting, the Turner
treatment was a workable process. Mr. Deliz, on January 10, 2008, acknowledged receipt
of Douglas’ confirmation that the Turner treatment was a workable process and stated that
Nassau County “cannot be held liable for errors contained in this document;” the reference
to a document was a copy of the Process Guidelines received from Mr. Turner which were
given to Douglas. Douglas remained of the belief that the Turner treatment was a workable
process but was concerned about allowing traffic an the road after only eight hours of
curing time.
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At that same January 6th meeting, a principal concern of the Douglas
representatives present was the question of the handling of local fraffic. Douglas’ reps
expressed the concern that if traffic was going to be allowed back on the road after only
eight hours, there could be a problem with the base.

Although the pre-bid information had indicated that the contractor would be in
charge of maintenance and traffic requirements, Douglas was told that the local residents
would not stand for the inconvenience of the road being closed for any longer period of
time. Mr. Turner of the Turner system was present at that meeting. Mr. Turner explained
to Douglas in great detail that the base would harden during that eight-hour period and that
it would not be damaged by logging trucks using the road after then. At the same time,
Douglas was told that it must allow access to the roads after an eight-hour period or
withdraw from the job. Relying upon the county’s consuitant, Douglas agreed to proceed
with the job, firmly believing that Mr. Turner was giving accurate advice.

Subsequently, Douglas entered into the formal contract agreement with the county
and began the prescribed work. The base work was all performed in accordance with the
plans and specifications. The county's representatives were constantly on the job
analyzing the quality of the base work and allowing it to go forward. It was performed as
specified. Atan unrecorded pre construction meeting the county waived the requirement
of a prime on the base and Douglas proceeded accordingly.

Waivers

At the meeting on January 6th, Douglas pointed out that this was a single lift asphalt
job, based upon the plans. There are no FDOT rideability standards for single lift paving
jobs on a reclaimed base. The county recognized this and, in the contract terms, waived
the rideability requirement. This was appropriate under all of the circumstances. The
county also waived the requirement that a primer be applied to the road, recognizing that
it would not have time to cure.

The Problems

Douglas commenced work as scheduled in March and the job proceeded in
accordance with the plans and directions from the county. The Turner system was used
and logging traffic was allowed back on the roads after eight hours. As citizens began later
using the road, they complained that the finished surface was “too wavy.” Mr. Deliz
acknowledged that the county had waived rideability standards and admitted that the
waviness would probably pass rideability in any event, but conciluded that “something has
to be done” (5/15/06 email - Deliz to Grode). Subsequently, the asphalt surface added to
the base began to slide off the base, after being exposed to traffic.
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Douglas has agreed with the county to do a test strip which is presently in the
process of being analyzed. In the meantime, Douglas has performed no further work on
the job since approximately May 24th. This is because it believes that performing the work
as directed by the county, as a resuit of the advice from the county’s consultant, is the
cause of these problems. Neither Douglas nor the county will be served by continued
performance of a contract which, as prescribed, is not producing the result that everyone
desired.

The Law

This case is governed by the Spearin doctrine, as enunciated originally by the
United States Supreme Court in the case of United States v. Spearin, 248 U.S. 132 (1918).
In the Spearin case, the government had contracted Spearin to perform work at the
Brooklyn Navy Yard. Unfortunately, in preparing the plans and specifications, the
government was unaware of the existence of a dam, which diverted water, causing internal
pressure and eventually breakage of a sewer. in prior years, the sewers had from time to
time overflowed and the government was aware of that fact, but had not communicated it
to Spearin, the contractor. Spearin had made an examination of the premises and
obtained information from the civil engineer’s office at the Navy Yard regarding conditions.
Spearin notified the government that he considered the sewers a menace to the work and
that the government needed to remove the danger or assume responsibility for any
damage or extra cost. The government insisted that the responsibility for remedying the
condition rested with the contractor and Spearin denied that.

The Supreme Court acknowledged the general rule that, on contract principles, if
one agrees to do something for a fixed sum, he is not excused because unforeseen
difficulties are encountered (at 136). The Court then held for Spearin finding that:

... If the contractor is bound to build according to plans and specifications
prepared by the owner, the contractor will not be responsible for the
consequences of defects in the plans and specifications. (Citations omitted.)

This responsibility of the owner is not overcome by the usual clauses
requiring builders to visit the site, to check the plans, and to inform
themselves of the requirements of the work . . . (at 136).

The obligation to examine the site did not impose upon him the duty of
making a diligent inquiry into the history of the locality with a view to
determining, at his peril, whether the sewer specifically prescribed by the
government would prove adequate. The duty to check plans did not impose
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view. And the provision concerning contractor's responsibility cannot be
construed as abridging rights or rising under specific provisions of the
contract.

The clear ruling by Justice Brandeis is that a contractor has not breached his
contract if he does what the owner tells him to and the result is a defective condition. This
principle has been adopted in Florida.

It has taken different forms. In Wood Hopkins Contracting Co. v. Masonry
Contractors, Inc., 235 So.2d 548 (1st D.C.A. 1970), the court held that if the owner
required that a certain kind of brick be used on the job, and the contractor purchased the
exact type of brick called for in the specifications, then the contractor would not be liable
for breach of contract; the manner of performance of the job was approved by the owner's
agent, and supervising architect, a contractor would not be liable for water damage
resulting from failed windows; see City National Bank of Miami v. Chitwood Construction
Co.,210 S0.2d 234 (3rd D.C A. 1968); see also Fred Howland, Inc. v. Gore, 13 So.2d 303
{Fla. 1942), and Enid Corporation v. Mills, 101 So.2d 906 (3rd D.C.A. 1958).

The holding of these cases is simply common sense: if a contractor does what he
has agreed to do, and what he is told, he ought not to be liable. The contractor, of course,
did not do the design work on this job; the county consultant confirmed that the work as
directed by the county would produce a good result. Just because it has not does not
mean that Douglas has breached its contract in any fashion whatsoever.

The Future

Todate, Douglas has performed in accordance with the plans and specifications, and
pursuant to the directions of the county. Under those circumstances, it is entitled to be paid
for the work it has invoiced to the county. Douglas stands ready and willing to complete the
CR121 job. It is clear now, however, that proceeding as directed by Mr. Turner, and
allowing the roads to be opened to traffic after only eight hours, is going to produce more
faulty results. While Mr. Turner felt his system was acceptable for this County road, he
clearly did not appreciate the extent of the use of that road. Douglas is willing to discuss any
alternatives the county would propose in order {o finish this job satisfactorily. These could
include relief from the county’s traffic restrictions, abandonment or adjustment of reclaimed
base work, abandonment of Turner system, or any other concept that the county finds
acceptable. The one thing Douglas cannot do is proceed to do the work in a manner which,
though directed by the county (and approved by its consultant), is producing an
unacceptable result.
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in the meantime, the county needs to go ahead and pay the outstanding invoices
since the work has been properly performed.

We welcome any discussions you or county representatives would like to have with
us regarding any of the above.

Sincerely,

ohn C. Taylor, Jr.

JCTJrllou
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UNITED STATES
V.
SPEARIN.
SPEARIN
y.
UNITED STATES.

Nos. 44, 45.
Supreme Court of the United States
Argued Nov. 14 and 15, 1918
Decided Dec 9, 1918
Appeals from the Court of Claims.

Suit by George B. Spearin against the United States.
From judgment for plaintiff (51 Ct. Cl. 135), both
parties appeal. Affirmed.

EVIDENCE €~=441(7)

157k441(7)

The parol evidence rule did not preclude a dry dock
contractor from relying on the government's
warranty, implied by law from provisiens of contract,
that if he made necessary relocation of sewer as
prescribed it would be adequate to permit erection of
dry dock.

UNITED STATES &=70(8)

393k70(8)

Rev.St. § 3744, 41 US.C.A. § 16, providing that
contracts of the Navy Department shall be reduced to
writing, did not preclude contractor to build dry dock
from relying on government's warranty, implied by
law from provisions of contract, that if he made
necessary relocation of sewer as prescribed, it would
be adequate to permit erection of dry dock.

UNITED STATES €=173(24)

393k73(24)

Where dry dock was to be built in accordance with
plans furnished by the United States, and contract
provided for necessary relocation of sewer, articles
prescribing its character, dimensions, and location
imported warranty that if complied with sewer would
be adequate, and, despite general clauses requiring
contractor to examine site, etc., he could refuse to
resume work where he relocated sewer as provided,
and it was not sufficient, and, when government
annulled contract without justification, it became
liable in damages.
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CONTRACTS €=232(1)

95k232(1)

Where one agrees to do for a fixed sum a thing
possible to be performed, he will not be excused or
become entitled to additional compensation on account
of unforeseen difficulties.

CONTRACTS €&=280(3)

95k280(3)

If contractor is bound to build according to owner's
plans and specifications, owner will be responsible for
consequences of defects in plans and specifications,
despite clauses requiring checking of plans, etc.

CONTRACTS €=319(1)

95k319(1)

One who, after partially performing a contract, is
wrongfully prevented by the other contracting party
from completing it, may recover actual expenditures
made by him on account of such contract, and also
damages for loss of profits.

**60 *133 Messrs. Frank W. Hackett, of
Washington, D. C., and Charles E. Hughes, of New
York City, for Spearin

Mr. Assistant Attorney General Thompson, for the
United States.

Mr. Justice BRANDEIS delivered the opinion of the
Court.

Spearin brought this suit in the Court of Claims
demanding a balance alleged to be due for work done
under a contract to construct a dry dock and also
damages for its annulment. Judgment was entered for
him in the sum of $141,180.86 (51 Ct. ClL. 155), and
both parties appealed to this court. The government
contends that Spearin is entitled to recover only
$7,907.98. Spearin claims the additiona! sum of
$63,658.70.

First. The decision to be made on the government's
appeal depends upon whether or not it was entitled to
annmul the contract. The facts essential to a
determination of the question are these:

Spearin contracted to build for $757,800 a dry dock
at the Brooklyn Navy Yard in accordance with plans
and specifications which had been prepared by the
government. The site selected by it was intersected by
a G-foot brick sewer; and it was necessary to divert
and relocate a section thereof before the work of

Copr. © West 1998 No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works
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constructing the dry dock could begin. The plans and
specifications provided that the contractor should do
the work and prescribed the dimensions, material and
location of the section to be *134 substituted. All the
prescribed requirements were fully complied with by
Spearin; and the substituted section was accepted by
the government as satisfactory. It was located about
37 to 50 feet from the proposed excavation for the dry
dock; but a large part of the new section was within
the area set aside as space within which the
contractor's operations were to be carried on. Both
before and after the diversion of the 6-foot sewer, it
connected, within the Navy Yard but outside the space
reserved for work on the dry dock, with a 7-foot
sewer which emptied into Wallabout Basin

About a year after this relocation of the 6-foot sewer
there occurred a sudden and heavy downpour of rain
coincident with 2 high tide. This forced the water up
the sewer for a considerable distance to a depth of 2
feet or more. Internal pressure broke the 6-foot sewer
as so relocated, at several places; and the excavation
of the dry dock was flooded. Upon investigation, it
was discovered that there was a dam from 5 to 5 1/2
feet high in the 7-foot sewer; and that dam, by
diverting to the 6-foot sewer the greater part of the
water, had caused the internal pressure which broke
it. Both sewers were a part of the city sewerage
system; but the dam was not shown either on the
city's plan, nor on the government's plans and
blueprints, which were submitted to Spearin. On them
the 7-foot sewer appeared as unobstructed. The
government officials concerned with the letting of the
contract and construction of the dry dock did not
know of the existence of the dam. The site selected
for the dry dock was low ground; and during some
years prior to making the contract sued on, the sewers
had, from time to time, overflowed to the knowledge
of these government officials and others. But the fact
had not been communicated to Spearin by any one. He
had, before entering into the contract, made a
superficial examination of the premises and sought
from the civil engineer's office at the Navy *135 Yard
information concerning the conditions and probable
cost of the work; but he had made no special
examination of the sewers nor special inquiry into the
possibility to the work being flooded thereby, and had
no information on the subject.

Promptly after the breaking of the sewer Spearin
notified the government that he considered the sewers
under existing plans a menace to the work and that he
would not resume operations unless the government
either made good or assumed responsibility for the
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damage that had already occurred and either made
such changes in the sewer system as would remove
the danger or assumed **G1 responsibility for the
damage which might thereafter be occasioned by the
insufficient capacity and the Jocation and design of the
existing sewers. The estimated cost of restoring the
sewer was $3,875. But it was unsafe to both Spearin
and the government's property to proceed with the
work with the 6-foot sewer in its then condition. The
government insisted that the responmsibility for
remedying existing conditions rested with the
contractor. After 15 months spent in investigation and
fruitless correspondence, the Secretary of the Navy
annulled the contract and took possession of the plant
and materials on the site. Later the dry dock, under
radically changed and enlarged plans, was completed
by other contractors, the government having first
discontinued the use of the 6-foot intersecting sewer
and then reconstructed it by modifying size, shape and
material so as tc remove all danger of its breaking
from internal pressure. Up to that time $210,935.18
had been expended by Spearin on the work; and he
had received from the government on account thereof
$129,758 32. The court found that if he had been
allowed to complete the contract he would have
earned a profit of $60,000 and its judgment included
that surm.

[1}{2] The general rules of law applicable to these
facts are well *136 settled. Where one agrees to do,
for a fixed sum, a thing possible to be performed, he
will not be excused or become entitled to additional
compensation, because unforeseen difficulties are
encountered. Day v. United States, 245 U, S. 159, 38
Sup. Ct. 57, 62 L. Ed. 219; Phoenix Bridge Co. v.
United States, 211 U. S. 188, 29 Sup. Ct. 81, 53 L.
Ed. 141. Thus one who undertakes to erect a structure
upon a particular site, assumes ordinarily the risk of
subsidence of the soil. Simpson v. United States, 172
U. S 372, 19 Sup. Ct. 222, 43 L. Ed. 482; Dermott
v. Jomes, 2 Wall. 1, 17 L. Ed. 762. But if the
contractor is bound to build according to plans and
specifications prepared by the owner, the contractor
will not be responsible for the consequences of defects
in the plans and specifications. MacKnight Flintic
Stone Co. v. The Mayor, 160 N. Y. 72, 54 N. E.
661; Filbert v. Philadelphia, 181 Pa. 530;, [FN*]
Bentley v. State, 73 Wis. 416, 41 N. W 338 See
Sundstrom v. State of New York, 213 N. Y. 68, 106
N. E. 924 This responsibility of the owner is not
overcome by the usual clauses requiring builders to
visit the site, to check the plans, and to inform
themselves of the requirements of the work, as is
shown by Christie v. United States, 237 U. S. 234, 35
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Sup. Ct. 565, 59 L. Ed. 933; Hollerbach v. United
States, 233 U. S 165, 34 Sup. Ct. 553, 58 L. Ed.
898, and United States v. Stage Co., 199 U. S. 414,
424, 26 Sup. Ct. 69, 50 L. Ed. 251, where it was held
that the contractor should be relieved, if he was
misled by erroneous statements in the specifications.

{3] In the case at bar, the sewer, as well as the other
structures, was 10 be built in accordance with the
plans and specifications furnished by the government.
The construction of the sewer constituted as much an
integral part of any part of the dry dock proper. Tt
was as necessary as any other work in the preparation
for the foundation. It involved no separate contract
and no separate consideration. The contention of the
government that the present case is to be distinguished
from the Bentley Case, supra, and other similar cases
on the ground that the contract with reference to the
sewer is purely collateral is clearly without *137
merit. The r1isk of the existing system proving
adeguate might have rested upon Spearin, if the
contract for the dry dock had not contained the
provision for relocation of the 6-foot sewer. But the
insertion of the articles prescribing the character,
dimensions and location of the sewer imported a
warranty that if the specifications were complied with,
the sewer would be adequate. This implied warranty
is not overcome by the general clauses requiring the
contractor to examine the site, [FNI1] to check up the
plans, [FN2] and to assume responsibility for the
work until completion and acceptance. [FN3) The
obligation to examine the site did not impose upon him
the duty of making a diligent inquiry into the history
of the locality with a view to determining, at his peril,
whether the sewer specifically prescribed by the
government would prove adequate. The duty to check
plans did not impose the obligation to pass upon their
adequacy to accomplish the purpose in view. And the
provision concerning contractor's responsibility
cannot be construed as abridging rights arising under
specific provisions of the contract.

[4][5] Neither section 3744 of the Revised Statutes
{Comp. St. 1916, § 6895) which provides *138 that
contracts of the Navy Department shall be reduced to
writing, nor the parol evidence rule, preciudes
reliance upon a warranty implied by law See Kellogg
Bridge Co. v. Hamilton, 110 U. S. 108, 3 Sup. **62
Ct. 537, 28 L. Ed. 86. The breach of warranty,
followed by the government's repudiation of all
responsibility for the past and for making working
conditions safe in the future, justified Spearin in
refusing to resume the work. He was not obliged to
restore the sewer and to proceed, at his peril, with the
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construction of the dry dock. When the government
refused to assume the responsibility, he might have
terminated the contract himself, Anvil Mining Co. v.
Humble, 153 U. S 540, 551, 552, 14 Sup. Ct. 876,
38 L. Ed. 814, but he did not. When the government
annulled the contract without justification, it became
liable for all damages resulting from its breach.

[6] Second. Both the main and the cross appeal raise
questions as to the amount recoverable.

The government contends that Spearin should, as
requested, have repaired the sewer and proceeded
with the work; and that having declined to do so, he
should be denied all recovery except $7,907.98,
which represents the proceeds of that part of the plant
which the government sold plus the value of that
retained by it. But Spearin was under no obligation to
repair the sewer and proceed with the work, while the
government denied responsibility for providing and
refused to provide sewer conditions safe for the work.
When it wrongfully annulled the contract, Spearin
became entitled to compensation for all losses
resulting from its breach.

Spearin insists that he should be allowed the
additional sum of $63,658.70, because, as he alleges,
the lower court awarded him (in addition to $60,000
for profits) not the difference between his proper
expenditures and his receipts from the government,
but the difference between such receipts and the value
of the work, materials, and plant (as reported by a
naval board appointed by the defendant). *139
Language in the findings of fact concerning damages
lends possibly some warrant for that contention; but
the discussion of the subject in the opinion makes it
clear that the rule enunciated in United States v.
Behan, 110 U. S, 338, 4 Sup. Ct. 81, 28 L. Ed. 168,
which claimant invokes, was adopted and correctly
applied by the court.

The judgment of the Court of Claims is, therefore,
affirmed.

Mr. Justice McREYNOLDS took no part in the
consideration and decision of these cases.

FN* 37 Al 545.

FN1 '271. Examination of Site --Intending bidders
are expected to examine the site of the proposed dry
dock and inform themselves thoroughly of the actual
conditions and requirements before submitting
proposals.’
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FN2 '25. Checking Plans and Dimensions; Lines
and Levels.--The contractor shall check ali plans
furnished him immediately upon their receipt and
promptly notify the civil engineer in charge of any
discrepancies discovered therein * * * The
contractor will be held responsible for the lines and
levels of his work, and he must combine all
materials properly, so that the completed structure
shall conform to the true intent and meaning of the

plans and specifications .’

Page 4

FN3 21, Contractor's  Responsibility ~The
contractor shall be responsible for the entire work
and every part thereof, until completion and final
acceptance by the Chief of Bureau of Yards and
Docks, and for all tools, appliances, and property of

every description used in conmection therewith. ™ *
Wt

END OF DOCUMENT
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Douglas Asphalt Company
Nassau County
C.R. 121

Asphalt:
HMA-3.2 Personnel
HMA-3.2.1 Qualifications
Paving Level 1 Personnel — Jimmie Nelms-N45243269
James Roach-R20045878
Neal Meeks-M20062176
Chris Meeks-M20010575
Donny Johnson-452517666
Greg Kendall-K53428571
Paving Level 2 Personnel — Jimmie Nelms-N45243269
Richard Robertson- R16374161
Neal Meeks-M20062176
Greg Kendall-K53428571
Chris Meeks-M20010575
In the event the above listed personnel are not available, CTQP qualified
personnel will be utilized and the Engineer will be notified within 24 hours with
the name and TIN.
Mix Designer — Quality Assurance Testing Labs, L.L.C.
360 North Seagrave St.
Daytona Beach, FL 32114
William Loyed TIN: L30093066
HMA-3.2.2 Level of Responsibility - The primary contact for the
Department will be Tommy Peake. Per 330-2.3.1 Personnel Qualifications,
personnel will be provided for the respective areas. Paving Level 1 Technician
will be responsible for the pavement infrared temperature, verifying density with a
density measuring device, and monitoring the pavement smoothness with a 15
foot rolling straightedge. Paving Level 2 Technician will be in responsible charge
of the paving operations. This individual will ailso be responsible for monitoring
the mix spread rate, monitoring the pavement cross slope, all required reports
and documentation, cutting of cores, transporting cores to asphalt lab, and mix
temperature of the first five loads and every fifth load thereafter.

HMA-3.3 Raw Materials

HMA-3.3.1 Source - The following plant will be used to provide Hot Mix Asphalt
for the project:
Douglas Asphalt Company, Inc.
10010 North Main Street
Jacksonville, FL 32218
Plant Number A0-734



Douglas Asphalt Company
Nassau County
C.R. 121

Asphalt
HMA-3.3.2 Certification - Mixtures and products incorporated into project will be
in conformance to specifications, load tickets will bear approved mix design
number and/or producer certification.
HMA-3.4 Storage Facilities for Raw Materials - Hot Mix Storage
addressed in Producer's Quality Control Plan and 330-6.4. Other
materials, such as ARMI cover stone will be stockpiled and loaded to
prevent segregation and contamination. Asphalt Rubber Binder will per
336-5. Prime and tack per section 300.
HMA-3.5 Production Equipment - Refer to Producer’s QC Plan.
HMA-3.6 Plant Requirements
HMA-3.6.1 Plant Identification - Refer to Producer's QC Plan.
HMA-3.6.2 Process Control System - Refer to Producer’s QC
Plan.
HMA-3.6.3 Loading and Shipping Control - Refer to Producer’s QC Plan.
HMA-3.6.4 Types of Products Generated - Refer to Producer's
QC Plan.
HMA-3.7 Other Requirements
HMA-3.7.1 Copy of Certification - Attached are examples of
certifications issued by the plant/Contractor for the products
approved by the Department. (Example of: Tack delivery ticket,
ARMI Binder, Asphalt mix delivery tickets, ARMI Cover Stone).
HMA-3.7.2 Statement of Compliance - The materials and processes used in
the construction of this project will comply with all quality requirements set forth
by the Department including Contract Documents and other Department
manuals.
HMA-3.7.3 Information on Producer’s Quality Control Plan -
See section 3.3.1 for list of approved producers.
HMA-3.7.4 Documentation Procedure: All testing reports, cross-slope
measurement forms, etc. will be stored at the production facility, and will be
made available to Department personnel for review, upon request. These
documents will be available for review during normal business hours.



Douglas Asphalt Company
Nassau County
C.R. 121
Asphalt

HMA-3.8 Final Manufactured Product - Plant Operations
HMA-3.8.1 Storage - Not Applicable. See Producer's QC Plan.
HMA-3.8.2 Disposition of Failing Materials - Not Applicable. See
Producer's QC Plan.
HMA-3.9 Final Manufactured Product - Field Operations
HMA-3.9.1 Transportation - Trucks hauling Hot Mix will be of tight
construction which prevents the loss of material, and will be
equipped with a tarpaulin or waterproof cover mounted in such a
manner it can cover the entire load. The trucks will be cleaned of
all foreign material, and coated with a soapy solution or release
agent. The bed of the truck will be equipped with a hole for
measuring the temperature of the mix.
HMA-3.9.2 Storage - Not Applicable.

Maintenance of Traffic: The traffic control will include provision of signage at
both ends of the 19.2 mile project. In association with the moving lane closure,
appropriate construction activity signage wili be provided as outlined in FDOT
Standard Design Index, Section 600. Each lane closure operation will be setup to
maintain a single lane of traffic, and it will include flagmen (at each end) with
paddies, radios, and other devices as required by Section 600 of the FDOT
Standard Design Index.

HMA-3.9.3 Placement: See HMA-3.9.3.5(In addition the following will be the
parameters for paving in non-density areas: Immediately cease transportation of
asphalt mixtures from the plant when the rain begins at the roadway. Do not
place asphalt mixtures while the rain is falling, or when there is water on the
surface to be covered. Once the rain has stopped and water has been removed
from the tack surface to the satisfaction of the Engineer and the temperature of
the mixture caught in transit still meets the requirements as specified in 330-
9.1.2, the Contractor may then place the mixture caught in transit.)

HMA-3.9.3.1 Milling - Will be accomplished with equipment
per 327-2 and monitored per sections 327-3 & 327-4. The
milled cross slope will be verified at a frequency of at least

every 250 feet unless modified in writing by the Department.

Emphasis will be made for proper texture and ride wherever

necessary. The milling of the newly placed 2" asphalt lift

(including the scoring of the reclaimed roadway base) will be
controlled by the roadway centerline, utilizing a 2% slope

from the crown of the road.
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HMA-3.9.3.2 ARMI - Monitor per 341-4,5 and 6 and adjust as necessary to
maintain application rates.

HMA-3.9.3.3 Preparation - Prior to application of tack material, the existing
surface will be cleaned of all foreign material, which might prevent proper bond
over the full width of the application. Attempts will be made to minimize tack
drop-off coming from truck tires, or mix droppings on the pavement surface prior
to paving.

HMA-3.9.3.4 Prime and Tack —Once the milled roadway
segment is properly cleaned, the roadway will be primed (per
FDOT Specifications, Section 300) using RS-1 or equal.
Subsequent to the prime application, a sand cover will be
provided, and a temporary centerline stripe will be applied in
order to allow vehicular traffic use of the milled roadway
segment. Tack material will be verified by verifying the
spread rate for each application. Adjustments to the
application will be made to maintain the spread rate within
the specified range. Monitor per Specification 330-4.

HMA-3.9.3.5 Paving - Use properly maintained equipment
per 320-5 and monitor paving operations per 330-2.2
(temperature, slope, mix spread rate), and placement
requirements per section 330-3, 9, 11, 12, 13 with emphasis
on uniformity and smoothness. Reasonable attempts will be
made to make smooth transitions at bridge approaches,
manholes, and joints. In the event of rain (standing water or
otherwise agreed to), paving will cease and trucks in route
will be fully tarped as soon as possible. Once rain ceases
and the pavement is mechanically swept of standing water,
paving will continue on the tacked surface using mixtures
meeting temperature requirements.
HMA-3.9.3.6 Compaction: After the prime coat is allowed sufficient curing
time (1 - 2 days), the milled roadway will be cleaned, tacked, and the first
lift of 1 2", SP 12.5 TL-C asphalt will be applied to the milled roadway
surface, followed by a temporary centerline stripe. The asphalt application
will follow in sequence with the milling operation throughout the entire
(northbound & southbound) 19.2 mile project. As the initial asphalt lift is
being placed, mix testing will be performed. After the lift placement,
rideability straight edge testing will be performed and the first asphait lift
corrections will be made. After corrections are accomplished, the tack coat
and surface lift (1 ¥2" SP 12.5 TL-C) will be placed. In sequence with
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the surface lift placement, the final surface striping will be applied. The
operation will be performed in a continuous effort throughout the 19.2 mile
northbound and southbound lanes. Compaction will be achieved using an
adequate number of properly maintained rollers meeting applicable
sections of 320-5.3. The compactive effort will be adjusted to control and
achieve density as referenced in 330-10. Specification 330-10.1.2 is not
applicable in SuperPave asphalt paving. Care will be taken not to over
compact the pavement layer or use no more force than necessary to
achieve density.
In areas where density testing is not required, the following rolling pattern
is proposed to be done using the following equipment and coverages:

Roller 1: Ingersol Rand DD-90 Coverages: 5 passes
Roller 2: Ingersol Rand DD-90 Coverages: 5 passes
Roller 3: Ingersol Rand DD-110 Coverages: 5 passes

This proposed rolling pattern will then be documented immediately after
completion and reviewed with the Engineer for approval. Informational cores will
be taken as directed by the Engineer to determine the initial optimal density in
these areas. If density of the process control cores varies by more than three
PCF from the initial cores that were taken when the rolling pattern was
established, then a new pattern will be established. When Process Control Cores
are required the Paving level 2 technician will ensure that these cores are taken
in the appropriate locations. Changes in rolling procedure shall require
modifications to the QCP as approved by the Engineer. In the event that the
rolling procedure deviates from the approved procedure, placement of the mix
shall be stopped.

HMA-3.9.3.7 Friction Courses - Meet requirements for various Friction Courses
listed in 337, including process control per 337-5 and roadway acceptance per
337-7, with emphasis on uniformity, smoothness, and density as required. Care
to be taken not to over compact mixes and crush aggregate particles in final
surface.
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HMA-3.9.4 Disposition of Failing Materials - Per 334-9 Low Pay
Factor Material, 330-6.3 Mix Temperature, 330-6.5 Contractors
Responsibility of Mixture Requirements, and 330-12 Surface
Requirements. If mix, determined by the Paving Level 2 Technician,
appears to be out of specification, the following steps will be taken.
HMA-3.9.4.1 - Rechecking and/or retesting sample to
validate test result and/or caiculations. (As deemed
necessary, an additional sample may be taken and tested to
compare results). At the roadway, should nuclear density
tests indicate we are not getting optimum density, we will
stop paving operations and determine what the problem may
be. We will then change the rolling pattern to achieve the
required optimum density. The Project Administrator will be
notified so that he can document the change in the rolling
pattern.)
HMA-3.9.4.2 - Investigation to determine cause and potential solutions,
including discussions with roadway and plant personnel. Depending on
results of materials the Contractor may initiate and submit to the Project
Engineer for approval an Engineering Analysis Report (EAR) along with
a request for the material to be left in place. If the Composite Pay Factor
is between 0.75 and 0.80 and upon approval of the Engineer, an
Engineering Analysis Report (EAR) may be initiated. This evaluation will
be in accordance with 334-9.4. The lab selected to perform the EAR will
not be working on this project for the FDOT performing verification or
working for (Douglas Asphalt Company, Inc.) performing CQC testing.
The name of the lab chosen to perform the analysis will be submitted to
the Engineer for approval prior to engaging their services. The lab will be
accredited and approved to do the testing procedure required for the EAR.

HMA-3.9.4.3 - Implementing remedial action (if necessary)
to correct the problem - include notation on daily reports of
any changes in process.
HMA-3.9.4.4 - Notification of the QC Manager if necessary.
HMA-3.9.4.5 - Notification of the Engineer if results exceed
limits described in section 334-7 or 334-9.
HMA-3.10 Testing Laboratories - Douglas Asphalt Company, Inc., Lab will
perform all quality control related testing. Contacts for this lab will be:
Tommy Peake-P20055877
Ryan Smith-S53079678
James Roach-R20045878
Floyd " Bucky” McDaniel- M23524571
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Woods Engineering, Inc.

February 12,2007

Ms. Charlotte Young
County Attorney’s Office
Nassau County Government
96160 Nassau Place

Yulee, Florida 32097

Subject: Exhibit/Appendix C to Douglas Asphalt Contract
WEI Project 06-938

Dear Ms. Young:
Attached is a document intended to be attached as Exhibit/Appendix “C” to the Nassau County-Douglas
Asphalt Contract for remediation of the defects for County Road 121. This document represents our

recommendations for specific items of remediation.

We appreciate this opportunity to be of assistance. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please
contact us.

Licensed, Florida 23122

This is an electronic transmission to expedite the delivery of the information contained herein. A signed and sealed copy of this
report is maintained on file and will be submitted separately.

Woods Engineering, Inc. ¢ P.O. Box 24723, Jacksonville, Florida 32241 ¢ 904-219-7994 904-448-6589 (fax)



Exhibit C to the Contract for Corrective Action Required for the
Contractor on Nassau County Road 121

I. Reference Documents

A. The reference documents, unless otherwise noted shall be included in their
entirety and shall be considered a part of this contract as it is written herein. In the
event of a conflict between reference documents, the Engineer, as designated by
Nassau County, shall decide and provide a written statement resolving such
conflict or apparent conflict. The following are the reference documents for this
project:

1. The Florida Department of Transportation, “Standard Specifications for Road and
Bridge Construction”, 2004 Edition (further known as “The Red Book™).

2. The Florida Department of Transportation, “Manual of Uniform Minimum
Standards for Design, Construction and Maintenance for Street and Highways”,
May 2005 Edition (further known as :The Green Book™).

3. The Florida Department of Transportation, “Roadway and Traffic Standards for
Design, Construction, Maintenance and Utility Operations” (Design Standards).
July 2004 Edition, Index 600.

4. “Widening and Improvement Plans for County Road 121, Nassau County,
Florida” dated February 18, 2005.

5. Typical Section provided by the Engineer prior to or Subsequent to the start of
work on this project.

IL Quality Process (QC, VT, IA)

A. The Contractor shall submit for review by the Engineer and approval by Nassau
County, a comprehensive Quality Control (QC) Plan in accordance with FDOT
Requirements that specifically addresses the construction activities for County Road 121.
The QC plan shall include the resumes of all personnel to be used on this project.

B. The Contractor shall provide Quality Control (QC) for the project through the use of
internal personnel or the hiring of an independent testing laboratory for the purposes of
providing full-time quality assurance of the construction activities at no additional cost to
Nassau County. Sufficient numbers of personnel shall be provided to assure coverage of
all construction activities. The duties of the QC personnel shall be clearly outlined in the
QC plan and shall include the following minimum activities:

Duties of the Contractor QC

1. Documentation of Plant Asphalt production and delivery to the jobsite of all
asphaltic concrete materials and mixes.

2. Measuring and documentation of asphaltic concrete temperatures at the time of
delivery and at laydown. Temperature shall be measured with a calibrated
thermometer while in the delivery truck and in the hopper of the paving machine.
Surface thermometers shall not be used.

3. Measuring and documentation of pavement machine settings to achieve the
required layer thicknesses after compaction.

4. Measuring and documentation of pavement layer thicknesses by coring on a daily
basis for the area covered that day.



5. Measuring and documentation of a control strip compaction process in accordance
with FDOT requirements. The control strip compaction process shall be
normalized to temperature and verified by laboratory density measurement of
cores prior to continuing production.

6. Measurement and documentation of rolling straightedge to comply with surface
flatness requirements.

7. Measurement and documentation of day’s production using station numbers and
GPS.

8. Daily submittal of all documentation to Nassau County and its designated
Engineer for review.

C. Nassau County will hire an independent testing laboratory for the purpose of
Verification Testing (VT). The VT firm will “Spot check” the QC activities of the
contractor and will make independent measurements of quality parameters on a random
basis.

D. The Contractor shall provide sufficient personnel, equipment and materials to assure a
continuous operation for the work periods.

III. Maintenance of Traffic

A. The Contractor shall be responsible to provide all maintenance of traffic and shall
submit a Maintenance of Traffic Plan (MOTP) prior to beginning work. Maintenance of
Traffic shall apply 24 hours per day, 7 days per week throughout the term of construction
and until the project is accepted by Nassau County as complete. FDOT Design Standards
Index 600 shall be followed for MOT.

B. The appropriate subindex of Index 600 shall be used for the conditions on the
roadway at the time. For example, if equipment is stored off the roadway, and the
roadway lanes are clear during non-work hours, the appropriate warnings and signage
such as found in subindex 602 shall be used. During daylight work activities when lanes
are not clear and traffic must be interrupted or detoured per lane, subindex 603 shall be
used. Other subindexes may be applicable depending on work activities or workflow.

IV. Milling

A. All existing asphaltic concrete above the base material shall be milled to remove the
asphaltic concrete in its entirety, so as to expose and scarify the top surface of the base
material.

B. Milling shall be done so as to achieve a two percent (2%) cross slope defined from the
centerline to the pavement edge and to minimize the amount of base material removed.

C. In areas where coring has shown the base course thickness to be at or less than

6 inches, and to achieve the proper cross slope additional base course must be milled.
The Contractor shall provide a thickened asphalt section top compensate for the removed
or deficient base at no additional cost to Nassau County. The thickened asphaltic section
shall be transitioned into and out of deficient base area for a minimum of 50 linear feet
beyond the limits of the deficiency or the length to achieve a transition of not more than
% inch in 10 feet, whichever is greater. This additional asphalt shall not include in the
required thickness of the asphalt of the asphaltic concrete layer to be applied over the
base.



L 4 Prime Coat Application

A. After proper milling and cleaning of the milled surface to remove dust, debris or
laitance, apply a prime coat of RS-1 or approved equivalent material at the rate of not less
than 0.15 gallons per square yard (gal/SY). Prime coat shall be applied uniformly by
spraybar application to a surface that has a moisture content ranging from a minimum of
8 percent by weight to 11 percent by weight. The surface might require light dampening
with a uniform water spray, followed by rolling with a traffic roller. Roller application is
not acceptable. VT will be responsible for the verification testing of the Prime Coat.
Immediately after application of the prime coat, embed 3 strips of canvas fabric, each 12
inches long, randomly into the first 10 feet of wet prime coat, leaving a 2-inch dry “tail”
of canvas to allow gripping the test strip. After 15 minutes of dwell time, pull the canvas
“tails”. If the prime coat pulls cleanly from the surface of the base material in this “peel
test”, the prime coat application shall be rejected

B. The prime coat shall be covered with a cover material coated with 2 to 4 percent
asphalt cement and applied at a rate of 10 Ib/SY. After application of the cover material,
roll the surface with a traffic roller to produce a dense mat of priming material over the
base material.

C. Provide temporary centerline striping using acrylic striping paint.
VI. Tack Coat Application

A. Prior to the application of the tack coat, clean surface of any loose material, debris,
dust or loose cover material. Tack coat to be applied to the primed surface and on the
surface of asphalt course prior to placement of the next asphalt course.

B. Apply a uniform spray bar coating of RA-500 tack coat heated to 250F-300F. .
(Douglas Asphalt has indicated that 0.05 gal/SY is at the high end of the requirement.
Douglas Asphalt has indicated there should be two rates, (1) a fogging application at a
target rate of 0.02 — 0.05 gal/SY on the prime surface and; (2) tack coat at a target rate of
0.05 gal/SY on asphalt surface.)

C. Allow the tack coat to dry but remain tacky prior to application of the asphalt
pavement layer. Do not allow traffic onto the tack coated surface prior to paving. Paving
may be done when the tack coat is sufficiently dry that when a full hand pressure is
applied to the surface and pulled away, there is noticeable adhesion but no material is
pulled away on the hand or from the primed surface.

VII. Pavement Application

A. To the milled, primed and tacked base surface, apply the first lift consisting of one
layer, 1-1/2 inches thick, of SP12.5 asphalt designed in accordance with FDOT
requirements. The SP12.5 mix shall be a recent design mix, not more than 90 days old,
and shall not contain more than 25 percent recycled asphalt from millings. Roll and
compact to a consistent surface texture and density of at least 96 percent of the theoretical
maximum density of the mix. All asphalt placements shall be at the temperatures
recommended by FDOT.




B. After proper rolling and compaction of the lift, a rolling straightedge and prior to the
second lift of asphalt course the Contractor shall be used to check the surface flatness and
tolerance. Corrections to the surface flatness shall be made at no additional cost to
Nassau County, prior to continuing with the second lift of asphalt.

C. After a correction of surface irregularities in the first lift of asphalt, place the second
lift in a continuous layer of 1-1/2 inches, properly rolled and compacted to achieve a
density of at least 96 percent of the theoretical maximum density of the mix.

D. Vertical joints in the lifts shall be offset by a t least 6 six inches.

E. If more than 48 hours elapses between the placements of asphalt lifts, the surface shall
be tack coated with 0.02 gal/SY of RA-500 or approved equivalent tack coat prior to
placement of the second lift. All lane joint edges shall be tack coated and cross rolled.

F. The final surface of the pavement shall achieve density, surface texture and ride
quality acceptable to Nassau County.

VIII. Pavement Striping

A. Final striping and placement of the RPM on the pavement shall be acrylic as
contained in the original contract.

IX. Inclusion

A. The inclusion of certain provisions of the pavement specifications herein is intended
to reiterate those items of specific contention between the Contractor and Nassau County
in the original contract and to make clear such provisions. This inclusion does not reduce
the effect of any provisions of pavement construction or control contained in the
reference documents.



Exhibit C to the Contract for Corrective Action Required for the
Contractor on Nassau County Road 121

I. Reference Documents

A. The reference documents, unless otherwise noted shall be included in their
entirety and shall be considered a part of this contract as it is written herein. In the
event of a conflict between reference documents, the Engineer, as designated by
Nassau County, shall decide and provide a written statement resolving such
conflict or apparent conflict. The following are the reference documents for this
project:

1. The Florida Department of Transportation, “Standard Specifications for Road and
Bridge Construction”, 2004 Edition (further known as “The Red Book™).

2. The Florida Department of Transportation, “Manual of Uniform Minimum
Standards for Design, Construction and Maintenance for Street and nghways
May 2005 Edition (further known as :The Green Book™).

3. The Florida Department of Transportation, “Roadway and Traffic Standards for
Design, Construction, Maintenance and Utility Operations” (Design Standards).
July 2004 Edition, Index 600.

4. “Widening and Improvement Plans for County Road 121, Nassau County,
Florida” dated February 18, 2005.

5. Typical Section provided by the Engineer prior to or Subsequent to the start of
work on this project.

IL. Quality Process (QC,, VT, I1A)

A. The Contractor shall submit for review by the Engineer and approval by Nassau
County, a comprehensive Quality Control (QC) Plan in accordance with FDOT
Requirements that specifically addresses the construction activities for County Road 121.
The QC plan shall include the resumes of all personnel to be used on this project.

B. The Contractor shall provide Quality Control (QC) for the project through the use of
internal personnel or the hiring of an independent testing laboratory for the purposes of
providing full-time quality assurance of the construction activities at no additional cost to
Nassau County. Sufficient numbers of personnel shall be provided to assure coverage of
all construction activities. The duties of the QC personnel shall be clearly outlined in the
QC plan and shall include the following minimum activities:

Duties of the Contractor QC

1. Documentation of Plant Asphalt production and delivery to the jobsite of all
asphaltic concrete materials and mixes.

2. Measuring and documentation of asphaltic concrete temperatures at the time of
delivery and at laydown. Temperature shall be measured with a calibrated
thermometer while in the delivery truck and in the hopper of the paving machine.
Surface thermometers shall not be used.

3. Measuring and documentation of pavement machine settings to achieve the
required layer thicknesses after compaction.

4. Measuring and documentation of pavement layer thicknesses by coring on a daily
basis for the area covered that day.




5. Measuring and documentation of a control strip compaction process in accordance
with FDOT requirements. The control strip compaction process shall be
normalized to temperature and verified by laboratory density measurement of
cores prior to continuing production.

6. Measurement and documentation of rolling straightedge to comply with surface
flatness requirements.

7. Measurement and documentation of day’s production using station numbers and
GPS.

8. Daily submittal of all documentation to Nassau County and its designated
Engineer for review.

C. Nassau County will hire an independent testing laboratory for the purpose of
Verification Testing (VT). The VT firm will “Spot check” the QC activities of the
contractor and will make independent measurements of quality parameters on a random
basis.

D. The Contractor shall provide sufficient personnel, equipment and materials to assure a
continuous operation for the work periods.

111. Maintenance of Traffic

A. The Contractor shall be responsible to provide all maintenance of traffic and shall
submit a Maintenance of Traffic Plan (MOTP) prior to beginning work. Maintenance of
Traffic shall apply 24 hours per day, 7 days per week throughout the term of construction
and until the project is accepted by Nassau County as complete. FDOT Design Standards
Index 600 shall be followed for MOT.

B. The appropriate subindex of Index 600 shall be used for the conditions on the
roadway at the time. For example, if equipment is stored off the roadway, and the
roadway lanes are clear during non-work hours, the appropriate warnings and signage
such as found in subindex 602 shall be used. During daylight work activities when lanes
are not clear and traffic must be interrupted or detoured per lane, subindex 603 shall be
used. Other subindexes may be applicable depending on work activities or workflow.

IV. Milling

A. All existing asphaltic concrete above the base material shall be milled to remove the
asphaltic concrete in its entirety, so as to expose and scarify the top surface of the base
material.

B. Milling shall be done so as to achieve a two percent (2%) cross slope defined from the
centerline to the pavement edge and to minimize the amount of base material removed.

C. In areas where coring has shown the base course thickness to be at or less than

6 inches, and to achieve the proper cross slope additional base course must be milled.
The Contractor shall provide a thickened asphalt section top compensate for the removed
or deficient base at no additional cost to Nassau County. The thickened asphaltic section
shall be transitioned into and out of deficient base area for a minimum of 50 linear feet
beyond the limits of the deficiency or the length to achieve a transition of not more than
Y. inch in 10 feet, whichever is greater. This additional asphalt shall not include in the
required thickness of the asphalt of the asphaltic concrete layer to be applied over the
base.



V. Prime Coat Application

A. After proper milling and cleaning of the milled surface to remove dust, debris or
laitance, apply a prime coat of RS-1 or approved equivalent material at the rate of not less
than 0.15 gallons per square yard (gal/SY). Prime coat shall be applied uniformly by
spraybar application to a surface that has a moisture content ranging from a minimum of
8 percent by weight to 11 percent by weight. The surface might require light dampening
with a uniform water spray, followed by rolling with a traffic roller. Roller application is
not acceptable. VT will be responsible for the verification testing of the Prime Coat.
Immediately after application of the prime coat, embed 3 strips of canvas fabric, each 12
inches long, randomly into the first 10 feet of wet prime coat, leaving a 2-inch dry “tail”
of canvas to allow gripping the test strip. After 15 minutes of dwell time, pull the canvas
“tails”. If the prime coat pulls cleanly from the surface of the base material in this “peel
test”, the prime coat application shall be rejected

B. the prime coat shall be covered with a cover material coated with 2 to 4 percent
asphalt cement and applied at a rate of 10 Ib/SY. After application of the cover material,
roll the surface with a traffic roller to produce a dense mat of priming material over the
base material.

C. Provide temporary centerline striping using acrylic striping paint.
VI. Tack Coat Application

A. Prior to the application of the tack coat, clean surface of any loose material, debris,
dust or loose cover material. Tack coat to be applied to the primed surface and on the
surface of asphalt course prior to placement of the next asphalt course.

B. Apply a uniform spray bar coating of RA-500 tack coat heated to 250F-300F. .
(Douglas Asphalt has indicated that 0.05 gal/SY is at the high end of the requirement.
Douglas Asphalt has indicated there should be two rates, (1) a fogging application at a
target rate of 0.02 — 0.05 gal/SY on the prime surface and; (2) tack coat at a target rate of
0.05 gal/SY on asphalt surface.)

C. Allow the tack coat to dry but remain tacky prior to application of the asphalt
pavement layer. Do not allow traffic onto the tack coated surface prior to paving. Paving
may be done when the tack coat is sufficiently dry that when a full hand pressure is
applied to the surface and pulled away, there is noticeable adhesion but no material is
pulled away on the hand or from the primed surface.

VII. Pavement Application

A. To the milled, primed and tacked base surface, apply the first lift consisting of one
layer, 1-1/2 inches thick, of SP12.5 asphalt designed in accordance with FDOT
requirements. The SP12.5 mix shall be a recent design mix, not more than 90 days old,
and shall not contain more than 25 percent recycled asphalt from millings. Roll and
compact to a consistent surface texture and density of at least 96 percent of the theoretical
maximum density of the mix. All asphalt placements shall be at the temperatures
recommended by FDOT.



B. After proper rolling and compaction of the lift, a rolling straightedge and prior to the
second lift of asphalt course the Contractor shall be used to check the surface flatness and
tolerance. Corrections to the surface flatness shall be made at no additional cost to
Nassau County, prior to continuing with the second lift of asphalt.

C. After a correction of surface irregularities in the first lift of asphalt, place the second
lift in a continuous layer of 1-1/2 inches, properly rolled and compacted to achieve a
density of at least 96 percent of the theoretical maximum density of the mix.

D. Vertical joints in the lifts shall be offset by a t least 6 six inches.

E. If more than 48 hours elapses between the placements of asphalt lifts, the surface shall
be tack coated with 0.02 gal/SY of RA-500 or approved equivalent tack coat prior to
placement of the second lift. All lane joint edges shall be tack coated and cross rolled.

F. The final surface of the pavement shall achieve density, surface texture and ride
quality acceptable to Nassau County.

VIII. Pavement Striping

A. Final striping and placement of the RPM on the pavement shall be acrylic as
contained in the original contract.

IX. Inclusion

A. The inclusion of certain provisions of the pavement specifications herein is intended
to reiterate those items of specific contention between the Contractor and Nassau County
in the original contract and to make clear such provisions. This inclusion does not reduce
the effect of any provisions of pavement construction or control contained in the
reference documents.
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COUNTY ROAD 121
WIDENING AND RESURFACING PROJECT

ORIGINAL CONTRACT DATED FEBRUARY 27, 2006

CHANGE ORDER #1 TO THE FEBRUARY 27, 2006 CONTRACT TO
PROVIDE FOR A ONE MONTH EXTENSION FOR DATE OF COMPLETION

STATUS REPORT DATED MAY 30, 2006 FROM FORMER ENGINEERING
SERVICES DIRECTOR. PROGRESS REPORT DATED MAY 19, 2006

ATTACHED.

STATUS REPORT DATED JUNE 26, 2006 FROM FORMER ENGINEERING
SERVICES DIRECTOR. DAC WILL REPLACE TEST SECTION IN THE
VICINITY OF SR 2. FDOT HAS INDICATED THE PROPOSED SINGLE
SURFACE TREATMENT IS UNNECESSARY. THE TEST SECTION WILL
BE MILLED, PRIMED AND REPAVED. TEST SECTION WILL BE RE-
EVALUATED TO DETERMINE IF PROPER ADHESION HAS BEEN
ACHIEVED.

LETTER FROM JOSE DELIZ, FORMER ENGINEERING SERVICES
DIRECTOR, DATED JULY 3, 2006 TO RAY GRODE OF DOUGLAS
ASPHALT COMPANY DIRECTING THAT HE PERFORM CORE TESTING TO
DELINEATE AREAS OF DEFICIENT THICKNESS

STATUS REPORT FROM JOSE DELIZ, FORMER ENGINEERING
SERVICES DIRECTOR, DATED JULY 24, 2006 TO THE BOARD OF

" COUNTY COMMISSIONERS REGARDING THE PROJECT

STATUS REPORT DATED AUGUST 30, 2006 FROM FORMER
ENGINEERING SERVICES DIRECTOR TO THE BOARD. NEGOTIATIONS
HAVE COMMENCED REGARDING REMEDIATION WORK. WOODS
ENGINEERING HIRED TO PROVIDE CONSULTING SERVICES. NO
CONSTRUCTION WORK HAS OCCURRED.

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FAILURE
INVESTIGATION REPORT DATED SEPTEMBER 2006

AMENDMENT #1 TO THE FEBRUARY 27, 2006 CONTRACT FOR

‘COMPLETION OF APPROXIMATELY 19.2 MILES OF ROADWAY

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS ON NOVEMBER
8, 2006

AGREEMENTS WITH THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
REGARDING SMALL COUNTY OUTREACH PROGRAM (SCOP) FUNDS

PROPOSED FUNDING PLAN

MINUTES FROM THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETINGS
REGARDING DISCUSSIONS AND ACTIONS AS TO THE PROJECT



6-15-05 - BOARD APPROVES TO SOLICIT BIDS FOR THE
CR 121 WIDENING AND RESURFACING PROJECT FOR THE
FULL DEPTH RECLAMATION, AND PROVIDE ASPHALT
PAVING, GUARDRAIL, AND STRIPING AS OPTIONS

12-21-05 - BOARD APPROVES FUNDING PLAN FOR THE
PROJECT AND APPROVES TO AWARD BID TO THE LOW
BIDDER, DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY.

2-27-06 - BOARD APPROVES THE CONTRACT WITH
DOUGLAS ASPHALT AND APPROVES FUNDING SOURCE FOR
THE PROJECT AS FOLLOWS: SCOP $6,027,150.00; .25
MIL - $567,324.00; ONE CENT SURTAX RESERVES
$1,088,369.00 FOR TOTAL FUNDING IN THE AMOUNT OF
$7,682,843.00

3-27-06 - BOARD AWARDS GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES IN
SUPPORT OF CR 121 WIDENING AND RESURFACING
PROJECT TO UNIVERSAL ENGINEERING SCIENCES (TASK
ORDER #2 TO THEIR CONTINUING CONTRACT)

4-12-06 - FORMER ENGINEERING SERVICES DIRECTOR TO
BRING PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE PROJECT CONSTRUCTION TO
THE NEXT BOARD MEETING

6-7-06 - FORMER ENGINEERING SERVICES DIRECTOR
PRESENTS A LETTER DATED JUNE 7, 2006 FROM JOEL
SPIVEY, PRESIDENT OF DOUGLAS ASPHALT, REGARDING
PROBLEM AREAS IN THE PAVEMENT. COUNTY ATTORNEY
SUGGESTED BOARD SET A SPECIAL MEETING FOR JUNE
14, 2006 IN ORDER TO ALLOW TIME FOR THE ISSUE TO
BE REVIEWED.

6-14-06 - CORRESPONDENCE PRESENTED FROM DOUGLAS
ASPHALT COMPANY. MEETING TO BE HELD WITH
DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY AND COUNTY
REPRESENTATIVES TO DISCUSS CONTRACTUAL ISSUES AND
CONCERNS. BOARD SCHEDULED A SPECIAL MEETING FOR
JUNE 19, 2006.

6-19-06 - SPECIAL BOARD MEETING TO DISCUSS
TENTATIVE AGREEMENT WITH DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY.
FORMER ENGINEERING SERVICES DIRECTOR PRESENTS
UPDATE ON THE STATUS OF CONTRACT NEGOTIATIONS AND
STATED THAT THE CONTRACTOR HAS AGREED TO PERFORM
ALL THE REPAIRS TO DEFECTS AT NO ADDITIONAL COST
TO NASSAU COUNTY, AND TO EMPLOY A REVISED
CONSTRUCTION METHOD ON THE BALANCE OF THE
PROJECT. CONTRACTOR HAS REQUESTED AN EXTENSION
OF THE CONTRACT DEADLINE IN ORDER TO ADDRESS:
THE AVAILABILITY OF LIMEROCK; TIME TO ANALYZE THE



CONDITIONS IN THE FIELD; AND TO ALLOW TIME FOR
CONTRACTOR AND COUNTY TO NEGOTIATE AN AGREEMENT.
BOARD AUTHORIZES CHANGE ORDER TO CONTRACT TO
PROVIDE FOR A ONE MONTH EXTENSION OF THE CONTRACT
FROM AUGUST 3, 2006 TO SEPTEMER 3, 2006.

7-3-06 - COUNTY ATTORNEY ADVISED CONTRACTOR IS
AWAITING THE EVALUATION OF THE TEST STRIP AND
DIRECTION FROM THE BOARD BEFORE MOVING FORWARD.
MEETING TO TAKE PLACE BETWEEN COUNTY AND DOUGLAS
ASPHALT REPRESENTATIVES. RECOMMENDATION TO BE
BROUGHT BACK TO THE BOARD.

7-31-06 - LETTER FROM DOUGLAS ASPHALT SEEKING AN
EXTENSION OF TIME TO ALLOW FOR THE THIRD PARTY
INDEPENDENT EVALUATION. COUNTY ATTORNEY
SUGGESTED THAT MEETING BE CONDUCTED BETWEEN
COUNTY REPRESENTATIVES AND DOUGLAS ASPHALT
REPRESENTATIVES.

8-01-06 - BOARD DISCUSSED REQUEST FROM DAC TO
EXTEND CONTRACT TIME TO ALLOW FOR INDEPENDENT
EVALUATION. BOARD SET A SPECIAL MEETING FOR
AUGUST 10, 2006 TO CONTINUE DISCUSSION OF THE
PROJECT AND IN THE INTERIM, COUNTY ATTORNEY TO
REVIEW THE BID PACKAGE AND CONTRACT WITH THE
APPROPRIATE PARTIES AND BRING BACK A LIST OF
ACTIONS TAKEN AND ANY DISAGREEMENTS BETWEEN THE
PARTIES.

8-09-06 -~ BOARD APPROVES CHANGE ORDER NO. 1 TO
THE DAC CONTRACT FOR THE EXTENSION OF THE
CONTRACT FROM AUGUST 3, TO SEPTEMBER 3, 2006.

8-14-06 — COUNTY ATTORNEY REPORTS HE HAS MET WITH
DAC LEGAL COUNSEL AND HE WILL CONTINUE TO ADDRESS
THE ISSUES IN ORDER TO COMPLETE THE PROJECT AS IT
WAS ORIGINALLY INTENDED. COUNTY ATTORNEY WILL
RETAIN WOODS ENGINEERING FOR THIRD PARTY
CONSULTING ENGINEERING SERVICES TO LOOK AT THE
ISSUES INCLUDING LITIGATION, IF NEEDED.
CONSENSUS OF THE BOARD TO MOVE FORWARD WITH
DISCUSSIONS WITH DAC LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE.

8-28-06 — COUNTY ATTORNEY PROVIDED AN UPDATE ON
THE 121 WIDENING AND RESURFACING PROJECT.
APPROVAL TO EXTEND THE CONTRACT WITH DAC FOR 30
DAYS AND APPROVE TO SEND A LETTER TO FDOT SEEKING
EXTENSION OF THE NOVEMBER 2006 DEADLINE FOR THE
SCOP AGREEMENT.



9-8-06 - COUNTY ATTORNEY ADVISED THAT DAC LEGAL
COUNSEL HAS EXPRESSED WILLINGNESS TO ADDRESS THE
PROJECT ON 50/50 BASIS.

10-02-06 - COUNTY ATTORNEY REPORTS THAT FDOT
REPORT HAS BEEN RECEIVED. COUNTY ATTORNEY TO
MEET WITH DAC COUNSEL TO WORK OUT ISSUES AND
BRING BACK TO THE BOARD.

10-18-06 - COUNTY ATTORNEY PRESENTED REVISIONS TO
THE PROPOSED CONTRACT WITH DAC. BOARD CONSIDERS
EXHIBIT A TO THE CONTRACT, WHICH INDICATES A
BREAKDOWN OF 19.2 MILES TO REPAIR IN THE AMOUNT
OF $2,685,016.73 SPLIT EQUALLY BETWEEN THE
PARTIES; AND EXHIBIT B WHICH INDICATES THE
BREAKDOWN FOR THE ADDITIONAL ONE AND A HALF INCH
SURFACE COURSE, AS RECOMMENDED BY FDOT AND STAFF,
IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,892,211.17, TO BE PAID BY THE
COUNTY. BOARD DISCUSSES RIDEABILITY AND OTHER
ASPECTS AND COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE PROJECT.
BOARD SETS SPECIAL MEETING FOR OCTOBER 25, 2006
TO CONTINUE DISCUSSIONS OF CONTRACTUAL
NEGOTIATIONS REGARDING REMEDIATION AND COMPLETION
OF THE PROJECT. COMMISSIONER REQUESTED BREAKDOWN
OF THE ORIGINAL FIGURES PAID FOR LABOR AND
MATERIALS.

10-25-06 - BOARD APPROVAL OF THE CONCEPT OF THE
AGREEMENT WITH DOUGLAS ASPHALT FOLLOWING FDOT
SPECIFICATIONS; AND TO SCHEDULE A SPECIAL MEETING
FOR OCTOBER 30, 2006 TO CONTINUE DISCUSSION OF
THE CONTRACT NEGOTIATIONS REGARDING REMEDIATION
AND COMPLETION. ROAD DEPARTMENT SUPERINTENDENT
TO  MEET WITH FDOT OFFICIALS TO GET AN
UNDERSTANDING AS TO THE TECHNICAL ASPECTS AND
BRING BACK IN WRITING FOR THE BOARD TO CONSIDER.

10-30-06 - ROAD AND BRIDGE SUPERINTENDENT
DISTRIBUTED COPIES OF LETTER SENT TO THE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION REGARDING THE
OVERVIEW, SCOPE OF WORK AND SUMMARY FOR THE
PROJECT. NO OBJECTION BY DAC TO INCLUSION OF
THE RED BOOK REFERENCES. DOUGLAS ASPHALT
REQUESTS PAYMENT IN ORDER THAT THEY CAN PAY THEIR
SUBCONTRACTOR (THE MILLER GROUP). COUNTY
ATTORNEY SUGGESTED THE ROAD AND BRIDGE
SUPERINTENDENT DISCUSS WITH FDOT THE MANNER 1IN
WHICH FDOT RECOMMENDS THAT THE JOB BE DONE. MR.
TAYLOR CLARIFIED SPECIFIC QUESTIONS DIRECTED FROM
COUNTY ATTORNEY: (1) DAC HAS THE MANPOWER TO
ACCOMPLISH THE JOB; (2) DAC CAN ACCOMPLISH THE
JOB WITHIN THE TIMEFRAME SET FORTH; (3) DAC HAS
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THE FINANCIAL ABILITY TO UNDERTAKE AND COMPLETE
THE PROJECT; AND (4) DAC HAS DONE THEIR DUE
DILIGENCE AND IS PREPARED TO PROCEED. COUNTY
ATTORNEY REVIEWED THE REVISIONS TO THE CONTRACT
AS FOLLOWS: PAGE 1, ADDITIONAL WORK, FIFTH
SENTENCE: THE PARTIES WOULD HOLD A PRE-
CONSTRUCTION MEETING AFTER EXECUTION OF THE
AGREEMENT AND BOARD SHALL DETERMINE THE SCOPE OF
WORK AND PORTIONS OF FDOT GREEN OR RED BOOK WHICH
SHALL GOVERN THE CONDUCT OF THE JOB, AND ANY
OTHER TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS. EXACT
SPECIFICATIONS SHALL BE SET FORTH AS AN EXHIBIT
TO BE ATTACHED TO THE CONTRACT. THERE SHALL BE
NO INCREASE IN COST OR EXPENSE TO THE COUNTY
BASED UPON THE SCOPE SET FORTH. BOARD APPROVES
CONTRACT WITH CHANGES STATED BY THE COUNTY
ATTORNEY .

T 11-08-06 - COUNTY ATTORNEY DISTRIBUTES CURRENT
AND AMENDED CONTRACT WITH DOUGLAS ASPHALT.
BONDING COMPANY HAS INDICATED DESIRES THAT THE
AGREEMENT BE ENTITLED “AMENDMENT”. BOARD
APPROVES “AMENDMENT #1 TO THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT
BETWEEN NASSAU COUNTY AND DOUGLAS ASPHALT
COMPANY”. ALL OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS REMAIN
THE SAME.

DOUGLAS ASPHALT COMPANY - QUALITY CONTROL PLAN SUBMITTED
BY THE CONTRACTOR

PROPOSED EXHIBIT C TO THE AMENDED CONTRACT FOR APPROVAL,
WHICH IS THE SCOPE OF WORK FOR THE PROJECT

PROPOSED CONTRACT FOR APPROVAL WITH PBS&J FOR
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING INSPECTION (CEI) SERVICES

SUBMITTAL BY RON WOODS OF WOODS ENGINEERING, INC. -
ENGINEERING EVALUATION OF COUNTY ROAD 121 FOR THE NASSAU
COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA
DATED JANUARY 31, 2007 (ATTACHED UNDER SEPARATE COVER)



AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT entered into this 27th day of
February , 2006 , by and between the BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA, a political
subdivision of the State of Florida, hereinafter referred
to as “Owner”, and Douglas Asphalt Company | ’
doing business as (a corporation, a “partnership, or an
individual), hereinafter referred to as “Contractor”.

WITNESSETH: For and in consideration of the payments
and agreements hereinafter mentioned, the parties agree as
follows:

1. Contractor shall perform all work and furnish all
necessary labor, equipment, material, and transportation
for the Full Depth Reconstruction of CR 121 from US 1 to
the Duval County Line, Nassau County, Florida, hereinafter
referred to as the “Work”.

2. The Work includes, but is not limited to, the full
depth reclamation of approximately 35 miles of roadway,
widening of existing roadway to a 25 foot wide base typical
section with 12’ travel 1lanes, reconstruction of paved
connections to match new profile as needed, and optional
installation of pavement, striping, reflective pavement
markers, guardrails, and sod.

Contractor will provide all required testing and
certifications except base proctor/density testing, which
will be performed by the owner or owner’s representative,
at the owners cost.

All Work 1is to be performed per Nassau County
Ordinance 99-17 and the Florida Department of
Transportation Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge
Construction, dated 2004, supplements thereto, when not
specifically stated in the Special Provisions, or shown on
the plans. FDOT Ride-ability standards shall not apply to
this project.

3 The Contractor will commence the Work required by
the Contract Documents within fifteen (15) calendar days
after the date of the Notice to Proceed and will
SUBSTANTIALLY complete the same within 90 consecutive
calendar days, and fully complete the Project in a total of
150 consecutive calendar days after the date of the Notice




to Proceed unless the period for completion 1s extended
otherwise by the Contract Documents.

Time 1is of the essence in the construction of this
Project. The Owner will suffer financial damage if this
Project 1is not substantially completed on the date set
forth in the Contract Documents. Therefore, the Owner and
the Contractor specifically agree that the Contractor shall
pay to the Owner the sum of Three Hundred and no/100
Dollars ($300.00) per calendar day or any part thereof
elapsing between the date established as provided in
Section 16 of the General Conditions, and the actual date
upon which substantial completion is achieved. Moreover,
if after thirty (30) calendar days after the date of
substantial completion of the Project 1is achieved, the
Project is not fully and finally complete, then the sum of
Three Hundred and no/100 Dollars ($300.00) per calendar day
of any part thereof elapsing between the established date
of final completion and the actual date of final completion
shall be paid to the Owner by the Contractor.

These amounts to be paid to the Owner by the
Contractor shall, in no event, be considered as a penalty
or otherwise than the consequential and adjusted damages of
the Owner because of the delay. Furthermore, the sums per
calendar day or any part thereof set forth hereinabove, may
be at the sole option of the Owner and may be deducted and
retained out of the sums payable to the Contractor. If not
so deducted, the Contractor shall remain liable therefore.

4. The Owner has determined and declared the above-
named Contractor to be the lowest responsible bidder on the
above referenced Project, and has duly awarded this

Contract to said Contractor, for the sum named in the
proposal, to-wit:

Six Million Eight Hundred Ninety Seven ThousandNine Hundred Forty-Four & 56/100
(Amount of Bid)

The Owner shall pay the Contractor for the Work
performed as feollews:—Payment—Ffor unit—price—dtems—shalt

: . ; : . : cod

i ict~ set forth 1in
Section 20 of the General Terms and Conditions.
Supplemental to Section 20 is the following:




a. Copies of invoices for payment shall Dbe
simultaneously sent to the Contract Manager for review and
recommendation for .payment or non-payment. The Contract
Manager shall submit the recommendation to the Engineering
Services Director, who shall review the invoice and make a
recommendation to the County Administrator, who shall
review said invoice, who shall review said invoice and make
a recommendation and forward same to the Clerk of the Court
for review and submittal to the Board of County
Commissioners. If there is a dispute as to a payment, and
if it is not addressed by the Contractor and the County’s
representative, the dispute resolution shall be utilized.

The Owner reserves the right to make additions or
deletions to bid quantities -and/or portions of the bid at
the bid item prices.

S, Contractor, by signing this Agreement,
acknowledges that they have the ability to perform the work
set forth in the attached documents and have performed
their due diligence prior to execution of the contract and
can proceed based upon the attachments and bid submittal.

6. The Owner will pay the Contractor in a manner and
at such times as set forth in the General Conditions such
amounts as required by the Contract Documents.

7z The term “Contract Documents” means and includes
the following:

Bid Form

Sworn Statement

Bid Bond

Agreement

Notice of Award

Notice to Proceed

Change Order Request

Performance Bond

Payment Bond

Hold Harmless Agreement

General Conditions A
Specifications prepared by the Engineer
Drawings
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8. This Agreement shall be binding upon all parties
hereto and their respective heirs, executors,
administrators, successors, and assigns.

<IN All facilities, programs, and services should be
compliant with the Florida Accessibility Code and the
Federal Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

10. Appropriations necessary for the funding of this
Agreement shall be adopted annually by the Board of County
Commissioners during the regular budget process. Non-
appropriation by the Board of County Commissioners will
cause this Agreement to terminate.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed,
or caused to Dbe executed by their duly authorized
officials, this Agreement in two (2) copies, each of which
shall be deemed an original on the date first above
written. '

OWNER:

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA

—L. vV

THOMAS D. BRANAN JRZ
Its: Chairman

ATTEST:

Il 7

//JOHNfA CRAWF D
ts/,Ex Officio Clerk

-Appfeved—aswte~50fm"by-the
Nassatr-Cotnrty-Attormey



Approved as to form by the

Nassau Count)t. Att 7/ y

o
MICHAFL/S. MULLIN &7 %
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CHANGE ORDER APPROVAL FORM

PROJECT: __CR121 Widening & Resurfacing CHANGE ORDER NUMBER:

01

Project- One month extension for date of completion DATE: June 19, 2006

- (from 08/03/06 to 09/03/06)

CONTRACT NUMBER:

TO CONTRACTOR: Douglas Asphalt Company

Origingl oMM BN 0 li s ortnamssnnsrs snnes seswsnmans syvonssnsproshs $ 6.897.944.56
Net Change by Previous Change Order/Supplemental Agreement. $ .00
Contract Sum Prior to This Change Order.............cccecenenenenn $ 6.897.944.56
Amount of This Change Order (Add/Deduct)..........c.cccceveenenenn. $ .00
New Contract Sum Including this Change Order...................... $ 6.897.944.56

APPROVED BYM /, DATE: August 9, 2006
i y, L0 1 tor
/f . DATE: August 9, 2006

Michael«/lu}ﬁn, %ty Attorney

APPROVED BY:

APPROVED BY: /ﬂ

rawf /}?Courts
ACCEPTED BY:

ractor(

A t 9, 2006
BAREE -

DATE: August 9, 2006

DATE: %/%
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NASSAU COUNTY Jim B. Higginbatham Dist. No. 1 Fernandina Beach
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS Tom e DRt No 2y oina Beach
P.O. Box 1010 FloydL. Vanzant  Dist. No. 4 Hilliard
Fernandina Beach, Florida 32035-1010 b o e i
JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Ex-Officio Clerk
MICHAEL S. MULLIN
MEMORANDUM s i
MICHAEL MAHANEY
County Administrator
TO: Board of County Commissioners
FROM: José Deliz, Director of Engineering Services ’ﬂ)
DATE: May 30, 2006
SUBJECT: CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing Status Update
EngineeringﬁDes;gg

Section closed 01/09/06.

Permitting
Section closed 01/09/06.

Utilities

Section closed 01/09/06.

Bidding

Section closed 04/25/06

Construction

Please refer to attached memo summarizing the status of

construction. Engineering Services continues to work towards
a satisfactory resolution to the rippling effect. Since
controls have been implemented the ripples have not re-

occurred.

Corrective measures are currently being evaluated

for the first portion of the project where ripples occurred.
Some areas of paving have been displaced by heavy trucks,
therefore they will be removed and re-installed.

U)I i el
A

(904) — 225-2610 Board Room; 321-5782, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer




Nassau County Engineering Services José Deliz,
96161 Nassau Place Director
Yulee, Florida 32097

MEMORANDUM
To: Michael Mahaney, County Administrator
From: José R. Deliz, Director of Engineering Services

Date: May 19, 2006

Subject:  CR 121 Progress Report

—

As requested, the following is subject report on the progress achieved and problems encountered.
The project can be divided in six phases:

Phase 1 — Widening Trench

A motor grader was modified by welding a 2 to 3 foot spade the blade. The grader ran alongside the
edge of the road and dug a trench 6 inches deep along the edge. The trench was immediately
backfilled with asphalt millings (rap) from a modified spreader, which was then compacted and re-
graded to match the existing contours. After sweeping the road the excess soil was removed offsite.

This phase progressed with no incident and was completed within approximately 3 weeks.

Phase 2 - Full Depth Reclamation

The first section to be reclaimed was roughly 4 miles from the Duval County line. A third party
technician performs testing every day prior to the reclaiming to establish the optimum density of the
mix. The initial strategy was to wet the existing road surface thoroughly, deposit approximately 3%
portland cement onto it with a spreader, then mill the old pavement into the existing base (along
with the cement) to a target depth of 6 inches. The pulverized mix was then rolled with a rubber-tire
roller, graded to the proper profile (2% cross slope), compacted further with a vibratory drum roller,
re-graded, then rolled with a finish roller. The same technician then performs testing to ensure the
compaction achieves at least 95% of optimum density.

Although the initial strategy produced good results (98% on the first compaction), the poor
condition of the existing asphalt resulted in greater than desired size chunks in the reclaimed mix.
To remedy the situation, the current approach was devised in which a reclaimer will do a first pass

YULEE TOLL FREE HILLIARD
(904) 491-3609 1-800-264-2065 (904) 845-3610
FAX (904) 491-3611 1 800-948-3364 (904) 491-3626

FAX (904) 845-1230
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to a depth of roughly 3 inches, water and cement are added, then a second reclaimer follows to
further pulverize the asphalt and mix everything together to a depth of 6 inches.

The resulting base is stronger than the existing, more resistant to water damage, will not be subject
to longitudinal cracks along the widening seam, and corrects the cross slope where needed. It is
sturdy enough to support traffic and weather without paving for a limited time (1 week more or
less). The reclaiming operation as of this date is just north of Carroll’s Corner, which represents
roughly 2/3 of the total length.

Phase 3 — Paving

Although this is a separate phase, it runs concurrently with Phase two, but lags approximately 2-3
miles behind. This is done to allow the paving crew to continue working even if the reclaiming
crew is stopped for any reason.

The typical section was designed using the FDOT flexible pavement design guideline, which
incorporates the AASHTO design principles. After analyzing the traffic volumes, an estimated
number of trucks was calculated per year (cars don’t count for pavement design). This amount was
adjusted for growth increase by a factor of 4% a year, extrapolated for the next 20 years, then
doubled (to be on the safe side). The required structural value was calculated, which in turns
determines the pavement thickness.

The new FDOT standard for flexible pavement is Superpave, which is similar to the previous
Marshall mixes but with better quality control. Based on the calculations described, a thickness of 2
inches of SP12.5 was required for the asphalt layer. A top friction course was not recommended by
the FDOT guidelines because of the limited amount of traffic. The vast majority of paving jobs are
done in a single layer without rideability problems.

The paving strategy for this project is pretty standard. A dump truck is backed into a paving
machine composed of a receiving hopper, a feeder conveyor belt to move the asphalt from the
hopper to the rear of the machine and deposited on the ground, auger screws to spread the asphalt
uniformly on the ground, and an adjustable screed that forms the asphalt into a specific thickness
mat. Sonar sensors measure the distance from the screed to the base and adjusts the screed to
maintain the desired thickness. The mat is then compacted with two big vibratory drum rollers and
a smaller finish roller. After the surface cools enough to cure the asphalt, traffic is allowed onto the
newly laid mat. Shortly thereafter the centerline is painted for safety.

The finished surface passes all standards of quality control but exhibits one particular defect. Every
100-150 feet there is a noticeable ripple in the surface which causes vehicles to heave slightly. This
particular annoyance is causing many complaints from citizens in the area.

In an attempt to gauge the magnitude of the problem, the contractor was directed to perform a
rideability test on the surface. A 15’ rolling straightedge was used as specified by FDOT standards.
A height differential greater than 3/16 inch within the 15 feet is considered a rideability failure. The
newly installed surface failed this test on one location throughout the approximately 40 lane miles.
The pavement on this location was promptly heated and cross-rolled to correct the deficiency.
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Although the surface is within the tolerance allowed by the contract, the concern is that the
imperfection should not occur at all. In an effort to determine and correct the cause of this nuisance,
several leading FDOT and industry experts were consulted. In between the experts and the team
several ideas were pursued:

»  The paving machine is defective. The machine has been replaced now three times- No
noticeable improvement.

s The paving crew is incompetent. The crew was augmented with more experienced personnel
— Small improvement.

s The contractor is rolling the asphalt too hot. The initial rollers are now lagging well behind
the paving machine, allowing the surface to cool down — No noticeable improvement.

= The contractor is rolling the asphalt too cold. See above.

= The paving machine is advancing too fast. The machine was slowed down to a crawl. No
improvement.

= The rollers need to slow down: See above.

»  The hopper needs to remain full of asphalt; keep a dump truck in front of the paver to
maintain a full load. This practice has been implemented continuously since the start — No
action taken

= The auger screws are not spreading the asphalt properly. The augers normally are
automatically controlled by the paving machine, but are now manually energized more
frequently — Significant improvement, but sporadic areas remain rippled.

»  The base is not uniformly compacted. Test results show that base compaction routinely
exceeds required density — No action taken.

»  The base is not flat. Driving over the base prior to paving does not reveal any surface
irregularities that correspond to the pattern that occur in the asphalt layer. It is reasonably
smooth and level — No action taken.

= The asphalt layer needs to be installed in two lifts. A test was run whereby an inch of
asphalt was installed first and then a second 1 inch lift was placed on top. The first lift did
not exhibit the nuisance ripples, but they became apparent after the second lift — Practice
discontinued.

= The contractor needs a shuttle buggy to keep the hopper full of asphalt. This suggestion
came from a complaining citizen who claims to have vast experience in asphalt paving.
Although no one seems to know what a shuttle buggy is, the hopper is being kept full of
asphalt by the continuous queue of dump trucks — No action taken.

»  The asphalt layer needs to be installed by placing a leveling course of %: inch, then a 1-1/2
inch layer on top. This practice was just recently implemented. Although not enough area
has been completed to judge the effectiveness, it appears to be devoid of ripples, although
the next solution may have something to do with it also — Vast improvement
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= Use a straightedge to smooth the transition between successive “pulls.” As each dump truck
empties into the paving machine, it moves ahead and out of the way to be replaced by a full
truck. The paving machine may be stopped in between each pull, or may slow down to
allow the full truck to be positioned. In either case, as the paver starts to push the new dump
truck, the screed moves slightly up then down, leaving behind a ridge. The location of these
ridges were observed to correspond exactly to the ripples in the finished pavement. The
contractor was instructed to use a hand rake or loop to smooth out the ridges prior to
compaction — Vast improvement

The combination of the above mentioned corrective actions have resulted in a great improvement of
the finished surface. We continue to try to identify “the” source of the problem, but it may not be
attributable to a single issue, but rather a combination. It may take some time to narrow down the
root cause, at which time we will have a better idea on possible corrective action. If the undulation
turns out to be caused by the above mentioned “ridges” (probable), the most likely correction will be
to heat the asphalt surface and use rollers to smooth out the imperfections.

The scope of work specified in the contract calls for driveways to be restored to previous conditions
by the contractor. In addition, wherever an unpaved driveway or road connects to CR121, the
contractor is to install an additional 2 foot tapered section to protect the edge. The contractor is now
installing the 2 foot taper concurrently with mainline paving and will install the outstanding prior to
completion of the project. Connections to paved roads will also be constructed after mainline

paving.

In one location the asphalt has unraveled. This is not unusual and will be repaired shortly. The
paving currently extends to CR108.

Phase 4 — Striping and Reflective Pavement Markers (RPMs)

Centerline (yellow) striping is applied as soon as practicable after paving to alleviate safety
concerns. Shortly after edge lines (white) are applied. RPMs have yet to be installed.

Phase 5 — Guardrails

Guardrails will be installed subsequent to paving operations.

Phase 6 — Sodding

A 1 foot strip of sod will be placed against the edge of pavement to prevent erosion derived
problems subsequent to paving operations.
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County At
MEMORANDUM “Kd
MICHAEL MAHANEY
County Administrator
TO: Board of County Commissioners
FROM: José Deliz, Director of Engineering Services
DATE: June 26, 2006

SUBJECT: CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing Status Update

Engineering Design
Section closed 01/09/06.

Permitting

Section closed 01/09/06.
Utilities

Section closed 01/09/06.
Bidding

Section closed 04/25/06

Construction

See attached correspondence. Douglas Asphalt will replace a
test section in the vicinity of the intersection of SR2. FDOT
has indicated the proposed single surface treatment (by
Douglas) is unnecessary. The test section will be milled,
primed and repaved. Two weeks after repaving the section will
be re-evaluated to determine if proper adhesion has been
achieved.

(904) — 225-2610 Board Room; 321-5782, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
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Jose Deliz

From: Jose Deliz

Sent:  Friday, June 23, 2006 1:55 PM

To: Michael Mahaney

Cc: Charlotte Young

Subject: CR121 Meeting with Douglas 23JUN06

To summarize our meeting this morning, Douglas will remove the existing pavement (by milling) on a section
1,500’ long starting at SR2 and going north.

They will immediately prime it and sand it to allow traffic back on this section. Within a short period of time (not
really specified but roughly 1-3 days) they will repave with 2" of SP12.5. Nassau County (me, Pat, and our
consultants) will observe the conditions to determine if the prime still retains the bonding properties, and if needed
a tack coat will be applied.

Douglas was also advised that numerous FDOT officials have indicated the single surface treatment is
unnecessary and that proper adhesion can be achieved using a prime coat and scarifying the base surface.

Nassau County will be present during the priming and obtain samples of the prime to verify it meets FDOT specs.
We will also be present during the paving to ensure proper placement and obtain material samples to verify the
asphalt also meets FDOT specs.

The test strip will be monitored for two weeks to observe the effects of traffic. A representative number of core
samples will be taken upon completion of the evaluation period and sent to an independent laboratory to ascertain
if proper bonding has been achieved. Once this process is complete then Douglas will make a determination to
commit or not to performing remedial work at no additional cost to whatever extend is required.

We don’t know yet when this action will take place, but | stressed the importance of performing this test as quickly
as possible. Ray mentioned an industry-wide shortage of materials, but they indicated they have enough to do
this test strip.

Rl

José R. Deliz, P. E

Director of Engineering Services
Nassau County

P. S. Pat and | will meet onsite next Wednesday to continue marking areas where the asphalt is failing with a
different color paint. We will continue this process to document degradation of the asphalt surface, using different
color paint each week.

6/26/2006



Nassau County Engineering Services José Deliz,
96161 Nassau Place Director
Yulee, Florida 32097

100 ALNNOD

July 3, 2006

-
Mr. Raymond Grode, Division Manager b(‘#
Douglas Asphalt Company
10010 N. Main Street C
Jacksonville, FL 32218

RE: CRI121 Asphalt Thickness

<)

L2:8 R¥ S-10r S0
1410

Dear Mr. Grode,

The thickness of the asphalt layer on the southbound lane of'the section of CR121 south of the intersection
with CR119 appears to be less than the specified two inches (2”). You are directed to perform core testing
as prescribed by FDOT Standard Specifications to delineate the areas of deficient thickness. Coordinate
with our Department for scheduling and specific locations.

| 94;- L .

José R. Deliz, P.E.

Cc: Board of County Commissioners
Michael Mahaney, County Administrator
Michael S. Mullin, County Attorney

Charlotte Young, Contract Manager
Pat Gilroy, Construction Engineering Inspector

YULEE
(904)491.3609 TOLL FREE FAX (904) 491-3611

1 800-948-3364



Nassau County Engineering Services José Deliz,
96161 Nassau Place Director
Yulee, Florida 32097

July 3, 2006

Mr. Raymond Grode, Division Manager

Douglas Asphalt Company Ve
10010 N. Main Street

Jacksonville, FL. 32218

RE: CR121 Asphalt

Dear Mr. Grode,

I have reviewed the asphalt test results submitted by Douglas Asphalt Company on June 27, 2006. Using
the quality control criteria stipulated in FDOT Standard Specifications (incorporated in the contract by
reference), we find LOT 7 and LOT 19 to be low-pay factor material per Section 334-9. In addition,
Sublot 3 of LOT 19 does not meet the requirements for gradation (P_g) of Table 334-5. Please refer to the

attached spreadsheets.

Per Sections 334-7 and 334-9 you are required to report the situation to the Engineer whenever a material
sublot fails to achieve the requirements of Table 334-5 or whenever an individual pay factor for any
quality characteristic of a LOT falls below 0.90. In both the above described situations you failed to send

the required notification.

I will provide this information to our Board of County Commissioners for their consideration and action.
You are directed to submit any and all outstanding asphalt test results applicable to this project and to
abide by the notification requirements stipulated in the contract. You are also directed to specify the
extents of paving, referencing station numbers, where material from LOT 7 and LOT 19 were utilized by

close of business Friday June 7, 2006.
o e — W D

9“/('{’ ' TMI/H jﬁv\

osé R. Deliz P.E.

Cc: Board of County Commissioners
Michael Mahaney, County Administrator
Michael S. Mullin, County Attorney
Charlotte Young, Contract Manager
Pat Gilroy, Construction Engineering Inspector

YULEE
(904) 4913609 TOLL FREE FAX (904) 491-3611
1 800-948-3364



Sample  LOT Anaysis I

Lot/Sub 1 Lowest PF -> 1.05 ”n 1/2 1/3 1/4

Property Target Min Max Range Count AVG STD USL LSL Qu Ql Pu Pi PWL PF

25(17) 100  100.00  100.00 0.00 4.00  100.00 0.00  100.00 0.00 #DIV/Ol  #DIV/O! 100.00  100.00  100.00 100.00  100.00  100.00  100.00

19 (34" 100 100.00 100.00 0.00 4.00 100.00 0.00 100.00 0.00 #DIV/OI  #DIv/0! 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

12.5 (1/2") 92 90.67 91.41 0.74 4.00 91.06 0.38 100.00 0.00 23.42 238.45 100.00 100.00 100.00 90.67 91.36 91.41 90.79

9.5 (3/8") 85 83.56 87.07 3.51 4.00 84.80 1.56  100.00 0.00 9.76 54.42 100.00 100.00  100.00 84.13 84.42 87.07 83.56

4.75 (No. 4) 64 60.99 67.58 6.59 4.00 63.19 2.98 100.00 0.00 12.34 21.18 100.00 100.00 100.00 61.78 62.41 67.58 60.99

2.36 (No. 8) 45 44,03 47.08 3.05 4.00 45.55 1.42 48.10 41.90 1.80 2.58 100.00 100.00 100.00 1.05 44.72 46.37 47.08 44,03

1.18 (No. 16) 34 33.14 34.23 1.09 4.00 33.75 0.46 100.00 0.00 145.10 73.92 100.00 100.00 100.00 34.23 33.90 33.73 33.14

600 (No. 30) 29 26.55 28.92 2.37 4.00 28.02 1.05  100.00 0.00 68.68 26.73  100.00 100.00  100.00 28.59 28.92 26.55 28.00

300 (No. 50) 24 21.59 24.30 M 4.00 23.42 1.24  100.00 0.00 62.00 18.96  100.00  100.00  100.00 24.30 23.86 21.59 23.93

150 (No. 100) 12 11.69 13.23 1.54 4.00 12.60 0.65  100.00 0.00 134.79 19.43  100.00  100.00  100.00 13.23 12.74 11.69 12.73

75 (No. 200) a7 3.07 4.18 111 4.00 amn 0.47 4,70 2.70 2.12 216  100.00  100.00  100.00 1.05 4.18 3.07 373 3.86

AC 54 5.45 5.74 0.29 4.00 5.61 0.13 5.80 5.00 1.53 476  100.00 100.00  100.00 1.05 5.56 5.74 5.45 5.67
1843-1732 1732-1615 1615-1498 1498-1393

Sample  Individual analysis (R

Lot/Sub 1 " 1/2 13 1/4 :

Property Target Min Max Range Count AVG STD usL LSL

25(17) 100 100.00 100.00 0.00 4.00 100.00 0.00 100.00 0.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

19 (¥47) 100 10000  100.00 0.00 4.00  100.00 0.00  100.00 0.00  100.00 100.00 100.00  100.00

12.5(1/27) 92 90.67 91.41 0.74 4.00 91.08 0.38  100.00 0.00 90.67 91.36 91.41 90.79

9.5 (3/8") 85 83.56 87.07 3.51 4.00 84.80 1.56 100.00 0.00 84.13 84.42 87.07 83.56

4.75 (No. 4) 64 60.99 67.58 6.59 4.00 63.19 2.98 100.00 0.00 61.78 62.41 67.58 60.99

2.36 (No. 8) 45 44.03 47.08 3.05 4.00 45.55 1.42 50.50 39.50 44,72 46.37 47.08 44.03

1.18 (No. 16) 34 33.14 34.23 1.09 4.00 33.75 0.46  100.00 0.00 34.23 33.90 3373 33.14

600 (No. 30) 29 26.55 28.92 2.37 4.00 28.02 1.05  100.00 0.00 28.59 28.92 26.55 28.00

300 (No. 50) 24 21.59 24.30 2N 4.00 23.42 1.24 100.00 0.00 24.30 23.86 21.59 23.93

150 (No. 100) 12 11.68 13.23 1.54 4.00 12.60 0.65 100.00 0.00 13.23 12.74 11.69 12.73

75 (No. 200) a7 3.07 4.18 1.1 4.00 an 0.47 5.20 2.20 4.18 3.07 3.73 3.86

AC 54 5.45 5.74 0.29 4.00 5.61 0.13 5.95 4.85 5.56 5.74 5.45 5.67

1843-1732 1732-1615 1615-1498 1498-1393



Sample
Lot/Sub
Property

25 (1)

19 (3/47)
12.5 (1/27)
9.5 (3/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

Sample
Lot/Sub
Property

25 (1)

19 (347)
12.5 (1/2%)
9.5 (/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (Na. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

LOT Analysis

2 Lowest PF -> 0.95

Target Min
100
100

92
85
64
45
34
29
24
12
a7
5.4

Individual analy:
2

Target Min

100

100

92

85

64

45

100.00
99.54
92.30
84,67
63.03
45.39
32.46
25.43
20.29
10.24

3.16
5.37

Sis

100.00
99.54
92.30
84.67
63.03
45.39
32.46
25.43
20.29
10.24

3.16
5.37

Max

100.00
100.00
97.72
86.89
65.82
456.50

Max

100.00
100.00
97.72
86.89
65.82
46.50
34.44
28.66
23.30
13.74
3.82
591

Range

0.00
0.46
5.42
222
2,79
1.1
1.98
3.23
3.01
3.50
0.46
0.54

Range

0.00
0.46
5.42
222
2719
1.1
1.98
3.23
3.01
3.50
0.46
0.54

Count

4.00

4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00

Count

4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00

4.00
4.00

AVG

100.00
99.89
93.92
85.67
64.43
45.85
33.34
27.06
21.81
11.98

3.35
5.60

AVG

100.00
99.89
93.92
85.67
64.43
45.85

27.06
21.81
11.98

5.60

0.23
2,56
1.09
1.27
0.47
1.01
1.51
1.36
1.96
0.19
0.23

0.00
0.23

1.09
1.27
0.47
1.01
1.51

1.96
0.19
0.23

UsL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
48.10
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
4.70
5.80

uUsL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
50.50
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
5.20
5.95

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
41.90
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
2.70
5.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
39.50
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
2.20
4.85

1097-992 992-925

Qu Ql
#DIV/O!  #DIV/O! 100.00 100.00
050 43428 100.00  100.00
2.38 36.72 100.00  100.00
13.15 78,57  100.00  100.00
27.91 50.56  100.00  100.00
4.77 8.39 100.00 100.00
65.98 33.00 100.00 100.00
48.26 17.90  100.00  100.00
57.54 16.05  100.00  100.00
44.88 6.11 100.00 100.00
6.95 3.31 100.00 100.00
0.90 2.65 80.00  100.00
. |
21 212
100.00  100.00 100.00  100.00
100.00  100.00 99.54  100.00
92.30 92.56 93.08 97.72
86.89 86.28 84.83 84.67
65.82 65.13 63.03 63.73
48.50 45.85 45,87 45.39
33.95 34.44 32.46 32.50
27.97 28.86 26.16 25.43
22.54 23.30 21,12 20.29
13.62 13.74 10.24 10.33
3.16 3.30 3.30 3.62
5.91 5.56 5.55 5.37

PWL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

80.00

21

100.00

100.00

92.30

86.89

65.82

1.05 48.50
33.95

27.97

2254

13.62

1.06 3.18
0.85 5.91

100.00
100.00
92.56
86.28
65.13
45.85
34.44
28.66
23.30
13.74
3.30
5.56

1097-992 992-925

100.00
99.54
93.08
84.83
63.03
45.67
32.46
26.16
21.12
10.24

3.30
5.55

100.00
100.00
97.72
84.67
63.73

32.50
25.43
20.29
10.33
3.62
5.37



Sample
Lot/Sub
Property
25(1")

19 (¥4")
12.5(1/27)
9.5 (¥/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

Sample
Lot/Sub
Property

25 (1)

19 (¥4")
12.5 (1/2")
9.5 (3/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

LOT Analysis

3 Lowest PF -> 1.05

Target Min
100
100

92
85
64
45
34
29
24
12
3.7
54

100.00
100.00
92.74
86.22
62.31
42.76
30.72
24.30
19.25
9.51
3.27
5.1

Individual Analisys

3
Target Min
100
100
92
85
64
45
34
29
24
12
a7
5.4

100.00
100.00
92.74
86.22
62.31
42.76
30.72
24.30
19.25
9.51
327
5.1

Max
100.00
100.00

95.82
88.19
66.46
46.03
32.30
25.30
20.36
10.97

3.94

5.45

Max
100.00
100.00

95.82
88.19
66.46
46.03
32.30
25,30
20.35
10.97

3.94

5.45

Range
0.00
0.00
3.08
1.97
4.15
3.27
1.58
1.00
1.10
1.46
0.67
0.34

Range
0.00
0.00
3.08
1.97
4.15
37
1.58
1.00
1.10
1.46
0.67
0.34

Count

Count

4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00

4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00

AVG
100.00
100.00

93.94
87.12
64.27
44.58
31.69
24,78
19.77
10.40

3.65

5.35

AVG
100.00
100.00

93.94
87.12
64.27
44.56
31.69
24.76
19.77
10.40

3.55

5.35

STD

STD

0.00
0.00
1.33
0.82
1.73
1.35
0.73
0.49
0.53
0.64
0.30
0.16

0.00
0.00
1.33
0.82
1.73

0.73
0.49
0.53
0.64
0.30
0.16

usL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
48.10
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
4.70
5.80

USsL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
50.50
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
5.20
5.956

Ql
0.00 #DIV/Ol  #DIVIO! 100.00  100.00
0.00 #DIV/iol  #Div/O! 100.00 100.00
0.00 4.55 70.51 100.00 100.00
0.00 15.68 106.07 100.00 100.00
0.00 20.83 37.1 100.00 100.00
41,90 2.63 1.97 100.00 100.00
0.00 92.97 43.14 100.00 100.00
0.00 153.14 50.39 100.00 100.00
0.00  152.30 37.54 100.00 100.00
0.00 140.53 16.32 100.00 100.00
270 3.79 2.82 100.00 100.00
5.00 2.79 217 100.00 100.00
I
32

0.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
0.00 100.00  100.00 100.00 100.00
0.00 93.82 95.82 93.36 92.74
0.00 87.20 88.19 86.87 86.22
0.00 62.31 63.75 66.46 64.57
39.50 42.76 44.72 48.03 44.71
0.00 30.72 32.22 32.30 31.53
0.00 24,30 25.30 25.05 24.39
0.00 19.25 20.35 20.08 19.41
0.00 9.51 10.41 10.87 10.72
2.20 3.27 3.36 3.94 3.64
4.85 5.11 5.44 5.45 5.40

PWL
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

PF

1.05

1.05
1.05

]
¥
10000 10000  100.00  100.00
10000 10000 100.00  100.00
9382 9582 9336 9274
§7.20 8819  86.87  B86.22
6231 6375 6646  64.57
4276 4472 46.03 4471
3072 3222 3230 3153
2430 2530 2505 2439
19.25 2035 2008 19.41
951 1041 1097 1072
327 338 394 364
511 544 545 540



Sample
LoVSub
Property
25(17)

19 (3/47)
12.5 (1/27)
9.5 (3/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

Sample
Lo/Sub
Property
25(17)

19 (¥47)
125 (1/27)
9.5 (3/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

Max

100.00
100.00
87.12
87.75
67.40
45.83
32,30
25,11
20.27
10.46
3.75
5.44

100.00
100.00
97.12
87.75
67.40

32.30
2511
20.27
10.46

3.75

LOT Analysis
4 -Lowest PF -> 1.05
Target Min
100 100.00
100  100.00
92 92.26
85 85.32
64 63.71
45 43.48
34 30.66
29 23.82
24 18.99
12 10.20
37 34
5.4 5.22
Individual Analysis
4
Target Min
100  100.00
100  100.00
92 92.26
85 85,32
64 63.71
45 43.48
34 30.66
29 23.82
24 18.99
12 10.20
3.7 3.34
54 522

5.44

Count

4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00

Count

4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00
4.00

4.00
4.00

AVG

100.00
100.00
94.06
66.44
65.61
44.75
31.53
24.38
19.63
10.30
3.55
5.36

AVG

100.00
100.00
94.08
86.44
65.61
44.75
31.53
24.38
19.63
10.30
3.55
5.36

0.00
0.00
2.30
1.01
2.05
1.18
0.89

0.70
0.12
0.19
0.10

0.00
0.00
2,30
1.01
2.05
1.16

0.65
0.70
0.19
0.10

UsL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
48.10
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
4.70
5.80

USL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
50.50
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
5.20
5.95

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
41.80
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
270
5.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
39.50
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
2,20
4.65

Qu Qt Pu ]

#Div/ol  #DIV/0! 100.00 100.00
#Div/01  #Div/o! 100.00 100.00
2,59 40.92  100.00  100.00
13.41 85.44 100.00 100.00
16.74 31.93 100.00 100.00
2.85 243 10000 100.00
77.15 35.53 100.00 100.00
115.51 37.23 100.00 100.00
115.30 28.16 100.00 100.00
740.08 84.96  100.00  100.00
5.94 437 10000  100.00
4.55 3.73 100.00 100.00
|

41 42 4/3 4/4
100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
92.32 97.12 92.26 94.53
86.54 85.32 86.14 87.75
67.40 63.71 67.37 63.95
45.83 44.03 45.67 43.48
32.30 30.87 32.29 30.668
25.11 23.83 2475 23.82
20.19 18.99 20.27 19.06
10.46 10.21 10.32 10.20
3.75 3.43 3.67 3.34
5.38 5.44 5.40 5.22

838-708

PWL
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

PF

1.05

1.06
1.06

I
an 44
10000 10000  100.00  100.00
10000  100.00  100.00  100.00
9232 9712 9226 9453
8654 8532  86.14 8175
6740 6371 6737 6395
4583 4403 4567  43.48
3230 3087 3229 3066
2511 2383 2475 2382
2019 1899 2027  19.06
1046 1021 1032 10.20
375 343 367 334
538 544 540 522
836-708



Sample
Lot/Sub
Property

25 (17)

19 (3/47)
12.5 (1/2")
9.5 (3/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

Sample
Lot/Sub
Property

9.5 (3/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

LOT Analysis

6 Lowest PF -> 0.97568

Target Min
100
100
92
85
64

100.00
98.43
87.93
82.16
61.34
41.71
30.27
23.96
19.42
10.16

3.86
5.26

Individual Analysis

6
Target Min

100.00
98.43
87.93
82.16
61.34
M1.71
30.27
23.96
19.42
10.16

3.66
5.26

Max

100.00
100.00
89.96
83.60
65.38
46.41
33.38
26.14
21.08
11.27
3.76
5.43

Max

100.00
100.00
89.96
83.60
85.38
48.41
33.38
26.14
21.08
11.27
3.76
5.43

Range

0.00
1.57
2.03
1.44
4.04
4,70
3.1
2.18
1.86
1.1
0.10
0.17

Range

0.00
1.57
2.03
1.44
4.04
4.70
3.11
2.18
1.66
1.1
0.10
0.17

Count

3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00

AVG

100.00
99.09
88,96
82.83
63.81
44.39
31.86
24.93
20.03
10.66

3N
5.32

AVG

100.00
99.09
88.96
82.93
63.81
44,38
31.86
24.93
20.03
10.66

3.7
5.32

0.00
0.82
1.02
0.73
217
242
1.56
1.1
0.92
0.56
0.05
0.10

UsL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
48.10
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
4.70
5.80

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
39.50
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
2.20
4.85

000 000 100.00
112 12145  100.00
10.88  87.62  100.00
2354 11438 100.00
1670 29.44  100.00
154 103 10000
4379 2047  100.00
67.59  22.44  100.00
87.33  21.87  100.00
15891  18.97  100.00
19.60 2013 100.00
503 335  100.00
I
10000  100.00  100.00
9883 10000  ©8.43
89.08  87.93  86.98
8303 8216  83.60
61.34 6472 6538
41717 4504 46.41
3027 3192  33.38
2396 2468  26.14
19.42 1958  21.08
1048 1056  11.27
312 378 368
527 528 543

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

85.14
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

PWL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

85.14
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

0.98

1.05
1.05

6/1 6/2 6/3

100.00 100.00 100.00
98.83 100.00 98.43
89.96 87.93 88.98
83.03 82.16 83.60
61.34 64.72 65.38
41.7 45.04 46.41
30.27 31.92 33.38
23.96 24.68 26.14
19.42 19.58 21.08
10.16 10.56 11.27

3.72 3.78 3.66
5.27 5.26 5.43



Sample
Lot/Sub
Property
25(1")

19 (3/47)
12.5 (1/2")
9.5(3/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

Sample
LoUSub
Property
25(17)

19 (3/47)
12,5 (1/27)
9.5 (3/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

LOT Analysis

7 Lowest PF -> 0.88859

Target Min
100
100

92
85
64
45
34
29
24
12
3.7
5.4

100.00
98.36
86.38
79.57
62.66
41.61
20.49
23.13
18.42

9.04
3.23
5.26

Individual Analysis

7

Target Min

100.00
98.36
86.38
79.57
62.66
41.61
29.49
23.13
18.42

9.04
3.23
5.26

Max

Max

100.00
100.00
90.56
84.15
64.18
45,71
32.64
25.23
20.00
10.46
3.49
5.36

100.00
100.00
90.56
84.15
64.18
45.71
32,64
25.23
20.00
10.48
3.49
5.36

Range

0.00
1.64
4.18
4.58
1.52
4.10
3.15
2.10
1.58
1.42
0.26
0.10

Range

0.00
1.64
4.18
4.58
1.52
410
3.15
210
1.58
1.42
0.26
0.10

3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00

3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00

Count

3.00
3.00

3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00

3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00

AVG

100.00
99.00
88.87
82.21
63.22
43.22
30.67
2418
18.956

9.76
3.34
5.32

AVG

100.00
99.00
88.87
82.21
63.22
43.22
30.67
24.18
18.95

9.76
3.34
5.32

0.88
220
237
0.84
219
1.72
1.056
0.91

0.13
0.05

0.00
0.88
2.20
2.37
0.84

1.72
1.05
0.81
0.71
0.13
0.05

USL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
48.10
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
4,70
5.80

USL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
50.50
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
5.20
5.85

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
41.90
0.00
0.00

0.00
2.70
5.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
39.50
0.00

0.00
0.00
2,20
4.85

1393-1203 1203-1097

Qu
0.00 0.00 100.00
1.14 112.85  100.00
5.05 40.36 100.00
7.51 3470  100.00
44.04 75.69 100.00
2.23 0.61 100.00
40.37 17.88 100.00
72.21 23.03 100.00
89.41 20.91 100.00
127.03 13.74 100.00
10.19 4.83 100.00
9.07 6.05 100.00
I
mn
100.00 100.00  100.00
98.64 100.00 98.36
86.38 80.56 89.67
79.57 82.91 84,15
62.82 62.66 64.18
42.35 41.61 45.71
29.88 29.49 32.64
23.13 2419 25.23
18.44 18.42 20.00
9.79 0.04 10.46
33 3.48 3.23
5.26 5.36 5.34

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

67.72
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

PWL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

67.72
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

1.05
1.05

Lk
n
10000  100.00  100.00
9864 10000  98.36
8638 9056  89.67
7957 8291 8415
6282 6266  64.18
4235 4161 4571
2088 2049 3264
2313 2419 2523
1844 1842  20.00
9.79 904 1046
331 340 323
526 536 534

1393-1203 1203-1097



Sample
Lot/Sub
Property
25(1")

19 (3/4™)
12.5(1/2")
9.5(3/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

Sample
Lot/Sub
Property
25(17)

19 (3/4")
12.5(1/2")
9.5 (3/8")
4.75 (No. 4)
2.36 (No. 8)
1.18 (No. 16)
600 (No. 30)
300 (No. 50)
150 (No. 100)
75 (No. 200)
AC

LOT Analysis

19
Target
100
100
92
85
64
45
34
29
24
12
37
54

100.00
96.29
87.03
7713
54.51
37.89
27.39
21.63
17.42

8.86
3.00
4.93

Individual Analysis

19
Target
100
100

85

Min

100.00
96.29
87.03
7713
54.51
37.89
27.39
21.63
17.42

8.86
3.00
4.93

Lowest PF -> 0.7609!
Min

Max

Max
100.00
100.00

90.53
82,75
63.72
43.68
32.64
25.25
21.88
11.12

3.39

5.29

Range
0.00
3.7
3.50
5.62
9.21
5.79
5.25
3.62
4.46
2.26
0.39
0.36

Range
0.00
3.7
3.50
5.62
9.21
5.78
5.25
3.62
4.46
2.26
0.39
0.36

Count

Count

3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00

3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00

3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00

AVG

100.00
97.86
88.50
79.61
59.11
41.08
29.99
23.40
19.27
9.83
3.14
5.15

AVG

100.00
97.86
88.50
79.61
59.11
41.08
29.99
23.40
19.27
9.83
3.14
5.15

STD

STD

0.00
1.92
1.82
2.87
4.61
2,94
2.63
1.81
2.33
1.16
0.21
0.19

usL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
48.10
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
4.70
5.80

UsL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
50.50
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
5.20
5.85

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
41.90
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
2.70
5.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
39.50
0.00
0.00
0.00

220
4.85

0.00
1.11
6.33
711
8.88
2.39
26.67
42.29
34.72
77.59
7.26
3.37

19/2

100.00
100.00
90.53
82,75
63.72
43.68
32.64
25.25
21.88
11.12
3.04
5.29

0.00
51.02
48.69
27.76
12.84

-0.28
11.42
12.92

8.29

8.48

2,07

0.78

19/2

100.00
97.30
87.03
78.95
59.11
41.67
29.95
23.31
18.51

9.52
3.39
5.23

Pu
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

19/3

100.00
96.29
87.93
7713
54.51
37.89
27.39
21.63
17.42

8.86

3.00

4.93
838-764

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

43.056
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

74.36

PWL

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

42.20
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

73.62

19/2

100.00

100.00

90.53

82.75

63.72

0.76 43.68
32.64

25.25

21.88

11.12

1.05 3.04
0.92 5.29

19/2

100.00
97.30
87.03
78.95
58.11
41.67
29.95
23.31
18.51

9.52
3.39
5.23

19/3

100.00
96.29
87.93
7713
54.51
37.89
27.39
21.63
17.42

8.86

3.00

4.93
838-764



NASSAU COUNTY Jim B. Higginbotham Dist. No. 1 Fernandina Beac
Ansley Acr Dist. No. i
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS ~ Tomtrnan Dt Neavues oo
P.O.Box 1010 Floy.d L. Vanzant D?st. No. 4 Hilliard
Fernandina Beach, Florida 32035-1010 T . s D
JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Ex-Officio Clerk

MICHAEL S. MULLIN

County At

MEMORANDUM e
MICHAEL MAHANEY
County Administrator

TO: Board of County Commissioners

FROM: José Deliz, Director of Engineering Services

DATE: July 24, 2006

SUBJECT: CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing Status Update

Engineering Design

Section closed 01/09/06.
Permitting

Section closed 01/09/06.
Utilities

Section closed 01/09/06.
Bidding

Section closed 04/25/06

Construction

Please refer to attached correspondence and minutes. Invoices
5 & 6 were returned to the Contract Manager per memo dated
June 30. Additional information related to asphalt quality
and thickness was requested from the Contractor per letters
dated July 3 prior to invoice approval.

The Contractor responded through their attorney contesting the

basis for disapproving payment per letter dated July 14. The
County Attorney responded with letter dated July 17.

(904) — 225-2610 Board Room; 321-5782, (800) 789-6673

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer




A meeting was held on July 17 (please refer to minutes). The
County Administrator indicated the Contractor needed to
provide the information requested in letters dated July 3
before payment would be approved. During this meeting the
contractor also indicated that the 1,500’ section that was
milled, primed, and repaved would not hold up, which 1is
contrary to the observations from Universal Engineering. The
meeting concluded with an agreement to consult with a third
party as to the viability of the reclamation process and to
perform core testing to determine if the repaved section had
proper bonding.

The Contractor sent letters dated July 18 indicated that the
information requested 1is being complied [sic], and they in
turn request copies of base density testing performed by
Universal. They also request a time extension to accommodate
the evaluation by an independent engineer.

On July 20 the Contractor was reminded of the requirement to
remove and properly dispose of excess dirt resulting from
excavation of the widening trench.

Universal Engineering submitted the test results of core
samples and determined that the bond between asphalt and base
material appears satisfactory.

® Page 2



Nassau County Engineering Services José Deliz,
96161 Nassau Place Director
Yulee, Florida 32097

MEMORANDUM
To: Charlotte Young, Contract Manager
From: José R. Deliz, Director of Engineering Services

Date: June 30, 2006

Subject:  CR121 Douglas Asphalt Cbmpany Invoices 5 & 6

I am in receipt of subject invoices. At this time I recommend withholding payment because of the
following conditions:

Base Project Item #1:

Although the base widening and reclaiming appear to meet the project specifications, the Contractor
has stated on numerous occasions that the deficiencies exhibited in the asphalt layer are caused by
failures in the base. Ifthe Contractor is not willing to vouch for the integrity of the base then I
should not do so either, therefore I recommend withholding payment until the Contractor provides
assurance that the base is acceptable.

Optional Bid Item #2:

Several paved areas are in need of repair and/or replacement. In some areas the asphalt is slipping
off the base, other areas exhibit ripples caused by failure to smooth out the asphalt mat before
compaction, and some areas appear to not meet the 2” thickness requirement.

In addition, analysis of the submitted asphalt testing results reveal that in two asphalt LOTs the
gradation is not within acceptable parameters. The FDOT Standard Specification stipulate in
Section 334-9 that the Engineer was to be notified in this event, but we have received no such
notice.

At this time I cannot determine how much of the asphalt, if at all, meets the contract specifications,
therefore I cannot estimate an accurate partial payment.

Optional Bid Item #5:

The contract calls for latex lane striping with glass beads for retro-reflectivity. The striping
performed does not have glass beads. This contract line item also includes the installation of
reflective pavement markers, which have not bee installed to date.

YULEE TOLL FREE HILLIARD

(904) 491-3609 1-800-264-2065 (904) 845-3610
FAX (904) 491-3611 1 800-948-3364 (904) 491-3626

FAX (904) 845-1230

\\nassps1.nassaucountyfl.com\users\ideliz\Projects\CR 12 1\Douglas Invoices memo 30JUN06.doc




CR121 Douglas Asphalt Company Invoices 5 & 6
June 30, 2006
Page 2 of 2

Pursuant to my determination, I am therefore returning these invoices to you pending satisfactory
resolution of the above listed issues.

Cc:  Michael Mahaney
Pat Gilroy

\\nassps.nassaucountyfl.com\users\jdeliz\Projects\CR 12 1\D ouglas Invoices memo 30JUN06.doc



Nassau County Engineering Services José Deliz,
96161 Nassau Place Director
Yulee, Florida 32097

July 3, 2006

Mr. Raymond Grode, Division Manager
Douglas Asphalt Company

10010 N. Main Street

Jacksonville, FL 32218

RE: CR121 Asphalt
Dear Mr. Grode,

I have reviewed the asphalt test results submitted by Douglas Asphalt Company on June 27, 2006. Using
the quality control criteria stipulated in FDOT Standard Specifications (incorporated in the contract by
reference), we find LOT 7 and LOT 19 to be low-pay factor material per Section 334-9. In addition,
Sublot 3 of LOT 19 does not meet the requirements for gradation (P.s) of Table 334-5. Please refer to the
attached spreadsheets.

Per Sections 334-7 and 334-9 you are required to report the situation to the Engineer whenever a material
sublot fails to achieve the requirements of Table 334-5 or whenever an individual pay factor for any
quality characteristic of a LOT falls below 0.90. In both the above described situations you failed to send
the required notification.

I will provide this information to our Board of County Commissioners for their consideration and action.
You are directed to submit any and all outstanding asphalt test results applicable to this project and to
abide by the notification requirements stipulated in the contract. You are also directed to specify the
extents of paving, referencing station numbers, where material from LOT 7 and LOT 19 were utilized by
close of business Friday June 7, 2006.

oty

José R. Deliz, P.E.

Cc: Board of County Commissioners
Michael Mahaney, County Administrator
Michael S. Mullin, County Attorney
Charlotte Young, Contract Manager
Pat Gilroy, Construction Engineering Inspector

(9043;%{5_1;3609 TOLL FREE FAX (904) 491-3611
1 800-948-3364



Nassau County Engineering Services José Deliz,
96161 Nassau Place Director
Yulee, Florida 32097

July 3, 2006

Mr. Raymond Grode, Division Manager
Douglas Asphalt Company

10010 N. Main Street ' B
Jacksonville, FL 32218 p

RE: CR121 Asphalt Thickness

Dear Mr. Grode,

The thickness of the asphalt layer on the southbound lane of the section of CR121 south of the intersection
with CR119 appears to be less than the specified two inches (2”). You are directed to perform core testing
as prescribed by FDOT Standard Specifications to delineate the areas of deficient thickness. Coordinate
with our Department for scheduling and specific locations.

Copy

José R. Deliz, P.E.

Cc: Board of County Commissioners
Michael Mahaney, County Administrator
Michael S. Mullin, County Attorney
Charlotte Young, Contract Manager
Pat Gilroy, Construction Engineering Inspector

YU
(904) 4;‘ 512‘3609 TOLL FREE FAX (904) 491-3611
1 800-948-3364
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TavyrLor, DAY, Currig, BoyD & JoaNsonN

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

BANK OF AMERICA TOWER
50 NORTH LAURA STREET SUITE 3500
JACESONVILLE, FLORIDA 32202

TELEPHONE (904} 356-0700
FACSIMILE (904) 356-3224 AMELIA ISLAND OFFICE

WwWW TDCLAW COM 28 SOUTH FIFTH STREET
FERNANDINA BEACH FLORIDA 32034

TELEPHONE (904) 281-858S
FACSIMILE (204) 261-4898

July 14, 2006

Michael Mullin, Esquire
Nassau County Attomey
96135 Nassau Place, Room 6
Yulee, Florida 32097

Re:

Douglas Asphalt Company - County Road 121

Dear Mr. Mullin:

As you know, my firm represents Douglas Asphalt Company (“Douglas”) in
connection with its contract with Nassau County dated February 27, 2008, for the full depth
base reclamation and resurfacing of County Road 121 in Nassau County. The purpose
of this letter is to set out the history of Douglas’ dealings with the county and address
issues between the parties.

Before doing that, there are several issues that | believe need to be dealt with.
These include:

(a)

(b)

(c)

The payment of invoice numbers 5 and 6 for the subject job, in the amount
of approximately $1 million;

The completion of the remaining work on Douglas’ contract with the county
and how it is to be performed;

Potential defects in the required manner of performance for the subject job
and their impact on (a) and (b) above.

History

Douglas has been in the asphalt business for many years. For the past three years
it has had a contract with Nassau County to perform continuous asphalt work in the county
and the work has been performed to the satisfaction of the county so far as | know.



Tavior, Day, Currig, Boyp & JoHNSON

Michael Mullin, Esquire
July 14, 2006
Page 2

Douglas learned of the county'’s intention to do repaving work on County Road 121
sometime in April 2005. It learned at that time that the county intended to strengthen the
base, in addition to adding new asphailt to the road. It learned early on that the county
intended to use the "Turner system” to do the work on the base.

Douglas immediately began preparation of a budget for the job. It was aware that
the Turner system had not been used in the northeast Florida area under conditions similar
to those which would have been present on the CR121 job. It sought advice from
prospective subcontractors who were, in the opinion of Douglas, experts in doing base
work and found that there was concern on the part of these prospective subs about the use
of the Turner system. In particular, there was concern about whether the base would
withstand the level of traffic that would be present on these roads in the short period of
time that was to be allotted for the setting of the base. With that concern in mind, and
others, Douglas requested a pre-bid conference with the county.

The request was denied. Douglas, and other bidders, were told that they could seek
financial information, but nothing technical. They were told that the Turner system was
going to be used on this particular job. In Addendum No. 1 dated October 11, 2005, the
county stated that the contractor was to determine “Maintenance of Traffic” requirements
to suit their proposed methodology and the cost should be incorporated into the bid. In
Addendum_No. 3, the county reiterated that it did not wish to stipulate lane closure,
phasing, or work shift criteria and that it was up to the bidder to propose alternatives that
would satisfy the contract. Douglas submitted a bid which was determined to be the low
bid and was accepted by the county.

However, Douglas had concerns about the use of the Turner treatment that it
continued to voice. As aresult, there was a pre-contract meeting held on January 6, 2006,
that was attended by Dave Turner, the creator of the Turner system, and others. Douglas
was told at that time that it must either use the Turner system or withdraw from the
process. [t was asked to confirm that it could carry out the requirements of the Turner
system and did so in its letter of January 9, 2006, indicating that based upon the
representations that were made by Mr. Turner and others at that meeting, the Turner
treatment was a workable process. Mr. Deliz, on January 10, 2008, acknowledged receipt
of Douglas’ confirmation that the Turner treatment was a workable process and stated that
Nassau County “cannot be held liable for errors contained in this document;” the reference
to a document was a copy of the Process Guidelines received from Mr. Turner which were
given to Douglas. Douglas remained of the belief that the Turner treatment was a workable
process but was concerned about allowing fraffic on the road after only eight hours of
curing time.
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At that same January 6th meeting, a principal concern of the Douglas
representatives present was the question of the handling of local traffic. Douglas’ reps
expressed the concern that if traffic was going to be allowed back on the road after only
eight hours, there could be a problem with the base.

Although the pre-bid information had indicated that the contractor would be in
charge of maintenance and traffic requirements, Douglas was told that the local residents
would not stand for the inconvenience of the road being closed for any longer period of
time. Mr. Turner of the Turner system was present at that meeting. Mr. Turner explained
to Douglas in great detail that the base would harden during that eight-hour period and that
it would not be damaged by logging trucks using the road after then. At the same time,
Douglas was told that it must allow access to the roads after an eight-hour period or
withdraw from the job. Relying upon the county's consultant, Douglas agreed to proceed
with the job, firmly believing that Mr. Turner was giving accurate advice.

Subsequently, Douglas entered into the formal contract agreement with the county
and began the prescribed work. The base work was all performed in accordance with the
plans and specifications. The county’s representatives were constantly on the job
analyzing the quality of the base work and allowing it to go forward. It was performed as
specified. At an unrecorded pre construction meeting the county waived the requirement
of a prime on the base and Douglas proceeded accordingly.

Waivers

At the meeting on January 6th, Douglas pointed out that this was a single lift asphalt
job, based upon the plans. There are no FDOT rideability standards for single lift paving
jobs on a reclaimed base. The county recognized this and, in the contract terms, waived
the rideability requirement. This was appropriate under all of the circumstances. The
county also waived the requirement that a primer be applied to the road, recognizing that
it would not have time to cure.

The Problems

Douglas commenced work as scheduled in March and the job proceeded in
accordance with the plans and directions from the county. The Turner system was used
and logging traffic was allowed back on the roads after eight hours. As citizens began later
using the road, they complained that the finished surface was “too wavy." Mr. Deliz
acknowledged that the county had waived rideability standards and admitted that the
waviness would probably pass rideability in any event, but concluded that “something has
to be done” (5/15/06 email - Deliz to Grode). Subsequently, the asphalt surface added to
the base began to slide off the base, after being exposed to traffic.
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Douglas has agreed with the county to do a test strip which is presently in the
process of being analyzed. In the meantime, Douglas has performed no further work on
the job since approximately May 24th. This is because it believes that performing the work
as directed by the county, as a result of the advice from the county's consultant, is the
cause of these problems. Neither Douglas nor the county will be served by continued
performance of a contract which, as prescribed, is not producing the result that everyone
desired.

The Law

This case is governed by the Spearin doctrine, as enunciated originally by the
United States Supreme Court in the case of United Stales v. Spearin, 248 U.S. 132 (1918).
In the Spearin case, the government had contracted Spearin to perform work at the
Brooklyn Navy Yard. Unfortunately, in preparing the plans and specifications, the
government was unaware of the existence of a dam, which diverted water, causing internal
pressure and eventually breakage of a sewer. In prior years, the sewers had from time to
time overflowed and the government was aware of that fact, but had not communicated it
to Spearin, the contractor. Spearin had made an examination of the premises and
obtained information from the civil engineer's office at the Navy Yard regarding conditions.
Spearin notified the government that he considered the sewers a menace to the work and
that the government needed to remove the danger or assume responsibility for any
damage or extra cost. The government insisted that the responsibility for remedying the
condition rested with the contractor and Spearin denied that.

The Supreme Court acknowledged the general rule that, on contract principles, if
one agrees to do something for a fixed sum, he is not excused because unforeseen
difficulties are encountered (at 136). The Court then held for Spearin finding that:

... If the contractor is bound to build according to plans and specifications
prepared by the owner, the contractor will not be responsible for the
consequences of defects in the plans and specifications. (Citations omitted )

This responsibility of the owner is not overcome by the usual clauses
requiring builders to visit the site, to check the plans, and to inform
themselves of the requirements of the work . . . (at 136).

The obligation to examine the site did not impose upon him the duty of
making a diligent inquiry into the history of the locality with a view to
determining, at his peril, whether the sewer specifically prescribed by the
government would prove adequate. The duty to check plans did not impose
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view. And the provision concerning contractor's responsibility cannot be
construed as abridging rights or rising under specific provisions of the
contract.

The clear ruling by Justice Brandeis is that a contractor has not breached his
contract if he does what the owner tells him to and the result is a defective condition. This
principle has been adopted in Florida.

It has taken different forms. In Wood Hopkins Contracting Co. v. Masonry
Contractors, Inc., 235 So.2d 548 (1st D.C.A. 1970), the court held that if the owner
required that a certain kind of brick be used on the job, and the contractor purchased the
exact type of brick called for in the specifications, then the contractor would not be liable
for breach of contract; the manner of performance of the job was approved by the owner's
agent, and supervising architect, a contractor would not be liable for water damage
resulting from failed windows; see City National Bank of Miami v. Chitwood Construction
Co.,210 So.2d 234 (3rd D.C A. 1968); see also Fred Howland, Inc. v Gore, 13 So.2d 303
(Fla. 1942), and Enid Corporation v. Mills, 101 So.2d 906 (3rd D.C.A. 1958).

The holding of these cases is simply common sense: if a contractor does what he
has agreed to do, and what he is told, he ought not to be liable. The contractor, of course,
did not do the design work on this job, the county consultant confirmed that the work as
directed by the county would produce a good result. Just because it has not does not
mean that Douglas has breached its contract in any fashion whatsoever.

The Future

To date, Douglas has performed in accordance with the plans and specifications, and
pursuant to the directions of the county. Under those circumstances, it is entitled to be paid
for the work it has invoiced to the county. Douglas stands ready and willing to complete the
CR121 job. It is clear now, however, that proceeding as directed by Mr. Turner, and
allowing the roads to be opened to traffic after only eight hours, is going to produce more
faulty results. While Mr. Turner felt his system was acceptable for this County road, he
clearly did not appreciate the extent of the use of that road. Douglas is willing to discuss any
alternatives the county would propose in order to finish this job satisfactorily. These could
include relief from the county’s traffic restrictions, abandonment or adjustment of reclaimed
base work, abandonment of Turner system, or any other concept that the county finds
acceptable. The one thing Douglas cannot do is proceed to do the work in a manner which,
though directed by the county (and approved by its consultant), is producing an
unacceptable result.
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In the meantime, the county needs to go ahead and pay the outstanding invoices
since the work has been properly performed.

We welcome any discussions you or county representatives would like to have with
us regarding any of the above.

Sincerely,

/

e

ohn C. Taylor, Jr.

JCTJr/lou
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UNITED STATES
V.
SPEARIN.
SPEARIN
v.
UNITED STATES.

Nos. 44, 45.
Supreme Court of the United States
Argued Nov. 14 and 15, 1918.
Decided Dec 9, 1918.
Appeals from the Court of Claims.

Suit by George B. Spearin against the United States.
From judgment for plaintiff (51 Ct. Cl. 155), both
parties appeal. Affirmed.

EVIDENCE €—=441(7)

157k441(7)

The parol evidence rule did not preclude a dry dock
contractor from relying on the government's
warranty, implied by law from provisions of contract,
that if he made necessary relocation of sewer as
prescribed it would be adequate to permit erection of
dry dock.

UNITED STATES €=70(8)

393k70(8)

Rev.St. § 3744, 41 US.C.A. § 16, providing that
contracts of the Navy Department shall be reduced to
writing, did not preclude contractor to build dry dock
from relying on government's warranty, implied by
law from provisions of contract, that if he made
necessary relocation of sewer as prescribed, it would
be adequate to permit erection of dry dock.

UNITED STATES €&=73(24)

393k73(24)

Where dry dock was to be built in accordance with
plans furnished by the United States, and contract
provided for necessary relocation of sewer, articles
prescribing its character, dimensions, and location
imported warranty that if complied with sewer would
be adequate, and, despite general clauses requiring
contractor to examine site, etc., he could refuse to
resume work where he relocated sewer as provided,
and it was not sufficient, and, when government
annulled contract without justification, it became
liable in damages.
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CONTRACTS €&=232(1)

95k232(1)

Where one agrees to do for a fixed sum a thing
possible to be performed, he will not be excused or
become entitled 1o additional compensation on account
of unforeseen difficulties.

CONTRACTS €=280(3)

95k280(3)

If contractor is bound to build according to owner's
plans and specifications, owner will be responsible for
consequences of defects in plans and specifications,
despite clauses requiring checking of plans, etc.

CONTRACTS €=319(1)

95k319(1)

One who, after partially performing a contract, is
wrongfully prevented by the other contracting party
from completing it, may recover actual expenditures
made by him om account of such contract, and also
damages for loss of profits.

**60 *133 Messrs. Frank W. Hackett, of
Washington, D. C., and Charles E. Hughes, of New
York City, for Spearin.

Mr. Assistant Attorney General Thompson, for the
United States.

Mr. Justice BRANDEIS delivered the opinion of the
Court.

Spearin brought this suit in the Court of Claims
demanding a balance alleged to be due for work done
under a contract to construct a2 dry dock and also
damages for its annulment. Judgment was entered for
him in the sum of $141,180.86 (51 Ct. Cl. 155), and
both parties appealed to this court. The government
contends that Spearin is entitled to recover only
$7,907.98. Spearin claims the additional sum of
$63,658.70.

First. The decision to be made on the government's
appeal depends upon whether or not it was entitled to
annul the contract. The facts essential to a
determination of the question are these:

Spearin contracted to build for $757,800 a dry dock
at the Brooklyn Navy Yard in accordance with plans
and specifications which had been prepared by the
government The site selected by it was intersected by
a 6-foot brick sewer; and it was necessary to divert
and relocate a section thereof before the work of

Copr. © West 1958 No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt Works
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constructing the dry dock could begin. The plans and
specifications provided that the contractor should do
the work and prescribed the dimensions, material and
location of the section to be *134 substituted. All the
prescribed requirements were fully complied with by
Spearin; and the substituted section was accepted by
the government as satisfactory. It was located about
37 to 50 feet from the proposed excavation for the dry
dock; but a large part of the new section was within
the area set aside as space within which the
contractor's operations were to be carried on. Both
before and after the diversion of the 6-foot sewer, it
connected, within the Navy Yard but outside the space
reserved for work on the dry dock, with a 7-foot
sewer which emptied into Wallabout Basin

About a year after this relocation of the 6-foot sewer
there occurred a sudden and heavy downpour of rain
coincident with a high tide. This forced the water up
the sewer for a considerable distance to a depth of 2
feet or more. Internal pressure broke the 6-foot sewer
as so relocated, at several places; and the excavation
of the dry dock was flooded. Upon investigation, it
was discovered that there was a dam from 5to 5 1/2
feet high in the 7-foot sewer, and that dam, by
diverting to the 6-foot sewer the greater part of the
water, had caused the internal pressure which broke
it. Both sewers were a part of the city sewerage
system; but the dam was not shown either on the
city's plan, nor on the government’s plans and
blueprints, which were submitted to Spearin. On them
the 7-foot sewer appeared as unobstructed. The
government officials concerned with the Jetting of the
contract and construction of the dry dock did not
know of the existence of the dam. The site selected
for the dry dock was low ground; and during some
years prior to making the contract sued on, the sewers
had, from time to time, overflowed to the knowledge
of these government officials and others. But the fact
had not been communicated to Spearin by any one. He
had, before entering into the contract, made a
superficial examination of the premises and sought
from the civil engineer's office at the Navy *135 Yard
information concerning the conditions and probable
cost of the work; but he had made no special
examination of the sewers nor special inquiry into the
possibility to the work being flooded thereby, and had
no information on the subject.

Promptly after the breaking of the sewer Spearin
notified the government that he considered the sewers
under existing plans a menace to the work and that he
would not resume operations unless the government
either made good or assumed responsibility for the
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damage that had already occurred and either made
such changes in the sewer system as would remove
the danger or assumed **61 responsibility for the
damage which might thereafter be occasioned by the
insufficient capacity and the location and design of the
existing sewers. The estimated cost of restoring the
sewer was $3,875. But it was unsafe to both Spearin
and the government's property to proceed with the
work with the 6-foot sewer in its then condition. The
government insisted that the responsibility for
remedying existing conditions rested with the
contractor. After 15 months spent in investigation and
fruitless correspondence, the Secretary of the Navy
annulled the contract and took possession of the plant
and materials on the site. Later the dry dock, under
radically changed and enlarged plans, was completed
by other contractors, the government having first
discontinued the use of the 6-foot intersecting sewer
and then reconstructed it by modifying size, shape and
material so as to remove all danger of its breaking
from internal pressure. Up to that time $210,939.18
had been expended by Spearin on the work; and he
had received from the government on account thereof
$125,758 32 The court found that if he had been
allowed to complete the contract he would have
earned a profit of $60,000 and its judgment included
that sum.

[1][2] The general rules of law applicable to these
facts are well *136 settled. Where one agrees to do,
for a fixed sum, a thing possible to be performed, he
will not be excused or become entitled to additional
compensation, because unforeseen difficulties are
encountered. Day v. United States, 245 U. S. 159, 38
Sup. Ct. 57, 62 L. Ed. 219; Phoenix Bridge Co. v.
United States, 211 U. S. 188, 29 Sup. Ct 81, 53 L..
Ed. 141. Thus one who undertakes to erect a structure
upon a particular site, assumes ordinarily the risk of
subsidence of the soil. Simpson v. United States, 172
U. S 372, 19 Sup. Ct. 222, 43 L. Ed. 482; Dermott
v. Jones, 2 Wall. 1, 17 L. Ed. 762. But if the
contractor is bound to build according to plans and
specifications prepared by the owner, the contractor
will not be responsible for the consequences of defects
in the plans and specifications. MacKnight Flintic
Stone Co. v. The Mayor, 160 N. Y. 72, 54 N. E.
661; Filbert v. Philadelphia, 181 Pa. 530;, [FN*]
Bentley v. State, 73 Wis. 416, 41 N. W 338. See
Sundstrom v. State of New York, 213 N. Y. 68, 106
N. E. 924 This responsibility of the owner is not
overcome by the usual clauses requiring builders to
visit the site, to check the plans, and to inform
themselves of the requirements of the work, as is
shown by Christie v. United States, 237 U. S. 234, 35
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Sup. Ct. 565, 59 L. Ed. 933; Hollerbach v. United
States, 233 U. S 165, 34 Sup. Ct 553, 58 L. Ed.
898, and United States v. Stage Co , 199 U. S. 414,
424, 26 Sup. Ct. 69, 50 L. Ed. 251, where it was held
that the contractor should be relieved, if he was
misled by erroneous statements in the specifications.

[3] In the case at bar, the sewer, as well as the other
structures, was 10 be built in accordance with the
plans and specifications furnished by the government.
The construction of the sewer constituted as much an
integral part of any part of the dry dock proper. It
was as necessary as any other work in the preparation
for the foundation. It involved no separate contract
and no separate consideration. The contention of the
government that the present case is 1o be distinguished
from the Bentley Case, supra, and other similar cases
on the ground that the contract with reference to the
sewer is purely collateral is clearly without *137
merit. The risk of the existing System proving
adequate might have rested upon Spearin, if the
contract for the dry dock had not contained the
provision for relocation of the 6-foot sewer. But the
insertion of the articles prescribing the character,
dimensions and location of the sewer imported a
warranty that if the specifications were complied with,
the sewer would be adequate. This implied warranty
is not overcome by the general clauses requiring the
contractor to examine the site, [FN1] to check up the
plans, [FN2] and to assume respopsibility for the
work until completion and acceptance. [FN3] The
obligation to examine the site did not impose upon him
the duty of making a diligent inquiry into the history
of the locality with a view to determining, at his peril,
whether the sewer specifically prescribed by the
government would prove adequate. The duty to check
plans did not impose the obligation to pass upon their
adequacy to accomplish the purpose in view. And the
provision concerning contractor's  responsibility
cannot be construed as abridging rights arising under
specific provisions of the contract.

[41[5] Neither section 3744 of the Revised Statutes
(Comp. St. 1916, § 6895) which provides *138 that
contracts of the Navy Department shall be reduced to
writing, nor the parol evidence mle, precludes
reliance upon a warranty implied by law. See Kellogg
Bridge Co. v. Hamilton, 110 U. S. 108, 3 Sup. **62
Ct. 537, 28 L. Ed. 86. The breach of warranty,
followed by the government's repudiation of all
responsibility for the past and for making working
conditions safe in the future, justified Spearin in
refusing to resume the work. He was not obliged to
restore the sewer and to proceed, at his peril, with the
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construction of the dry dock. When the government
refused to assume the responsibility, he might have
terminated the contract himself, Anvil Mining Co. v.
Humble, 153 U S. 540, 551, 552, 14 Sup. Ct. 876,
38 1. Ed. B14; but he did not. When the government
annulled the contract without justification, it became
liable for all damages resulting from its breach.

[6] Second. Both the main and the cross appeal raise
questions as to the amount recoverable.

The government contends that Spearin should, as
requested, have repaired the sewer and proceeded
with the work; and that having declined to do so, he
should be denied all recovery except $7,907.98,
which represents the proceeds of that part of the plant
which the government sold plus the value of that
retained by it. But Spearin was under no obligation to
repair the sewer and proceed with the work, while the
government denied responsibility for providing and
refused to provide sewer conditions safe for the work.
When it wrongfully annulled the contract, Spearin
became entitled to compensation for all losses
resulting from its breach.

Spearin insists that he should be allowed the
additional sum of $63,658.70, because, as he alleges,
the lower court awarded him (in addition to $60,000
for profits) not the difference between his proper
expenditures and his receipts from the government,
but the difference between such receipts and the value
of the work, materials, and plant (as reported by a
naval board appointed by the defendant). *139
Language in the findings of fact concerning damages
lends possibly some warrant for that contention; but
the discussion of the subject in the opinion makes it
clear that the rule enunciated in United States v.
Behan, 110 U. S. 338, 4 Sup. Ct. 81, 28 L. Ed. 168,
which claimant invokes, was adopted and correctly
applied by the court.

The judgment of the Court of Claims is, therefore,
affirmed.

Mr. Justice McREYNOLDS took no part in the
consideration and decision of these cases.

FN* 37 Atl. 545

FNI '271. Examination of Site.~-Intending bidders
are expected 1o examine the site of the proposed dry
dock and inform themselves thoroughly of the actual
conditions and requirements before submitting
proposals.’
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FN2 '25. Checking Plans and Dimensions; Lines

and Levels.--The contractor shall check all plans EN3 21  Contractor's  Responsibility --The
furnished him immediately upon their receipt and contractor shall be responsible for the entire work
promptly notify the civil engineer in charge of any and every part thereof, until completion and final
discrepancies discovered therein * * * The acceplance by the Chief of Bureau of Yards and
contractor will be held responsible for the lines and Dacks, and for all tools, appliances, and property of
levels of his work, and he must combine all every description used in connection therewith. * *

*t

materials properly, so that the compleled structure
shafl conform (o the true intent and meaning of the
plans and specifications .’ END OF DOCUMENT
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County Attorney
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July 17, 2006

VIA E-MAIL & REGULAR MAIL

John C. Taylor, Jr., Esquire
50 North Laura Street

Suite 3500

Jacksonville, FL 32202

Dear John:

I am in receipt of your letter along with a copy of the Spearin
case.

At this point, I agree with your points on Page 1 as to issues
that need to be discussed. I do not agree with your total analysis as
set forth in the letter. Your client assumes that the basis for the
alleged problems are as stated in the letter, and, at this point, I do
not agree.

I look forward to meeting with you as we address solutions. I
might also add that I am advised that this process has been
successfully utilized in northeast Florida, and Douglas’
representative, at a meeting in Bryceville, indicated that the

subcontractor was at fault.

MICHAEL S{¢ MULLIN

MSM/am

cc: Michael Mahaney
Jose Deliz
Charlotte Young z/amyers/road-projects/taylor-crl21-jul-17-2006

(904) 548- 4660, 879-1029, (800) 958- 3496

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer



YULEE, FLORIDA
JULY 17, 2006

An advertised meeting was held this 17" day of July 2006 at
1:30 PM in the Conference Room of the County Attorney’s Office,
located at the Nassau County Governmental Complex, 96135 Nassau
Place, Yulee, Florida 32097, with representatives of Douglas
Asphalt Company to address issues related to the test strip and
payment issues for the CR 121 widening and resurfacing project.
Present were: Michael S. Mullin, County Attorney; Mike Mahaney,
County Administrator; Tom Branan, Board Chairman; Charlotte
Young, Contract Manager; Jose Deliz, Engineering Services
Director; Pat Gilroy, Nassau County CEI; John A. Crawford, Ex-
Officio Clerk; Dennis Gay, Clerk’s Internal Auditor; Chris
Lacambra, Deputy Comptroller; Darrell Setser, P.E. of Universal
Engineering; Jeff Register and Greg Evans of Statewide
Engineering; Joel Spivey and Ray Grode of Douglas Asphalt
Company; John Taylor, Esquire, for Douglas Asphalt Company;
Amanda Bishop with the Nassau County Record; and Joyce Bradley,
Recording Secretary.

The County Attorney has received a copy of a letter from
Mr. John Taylor, attorney retained by Douglas Asphalt Company,
and stated that the letter outlines discussion points that need
to be addressed. These items are: (a) the payment of Invoices 5
and 6 for the job in the amount of approximately $1 million; (b)
the completion of the remaining work on Douglas’ contract with

the county and how it is to be performed; and (c) potential



defects in the required manner of performance for the job and the
impact on (a) and (b) outlined herein.

The County Attorney advised that as to the payment of
Invoices 5 and 6, the Engineering Services Director has reviewed
these and has discussed these with him and Mr. Mahaney. Mr.
Mahaney stated that he feels there should be a release of a
portion of the invoices but stated that there are items that the
county has requested that must be followed through on by the
contractor; Mr. Mahaney demonstrated on the drawing board a
portion of CR 119 on which the county had requested the
contractor to perform some cores, stating that there were
indications that some of the asphalt was not two inches thick.
Mr. Mahaney stated that this 1is addressed in a letter from Mr.
Deliz to Ray Grode dated July 3, 2006 wherein he indicated that
the thickness of the asphalt layer on the southbound lane of the
section of CR 121 south of the intersection with CR 119 appears
to be less than the specified two inches and directed the
contractor to perform core testing as prescribed by FDOT Standard
Specifications to delineate the areas of deficient thickness.
Additionally in another letter from Mr. Deliz to Mr. Grode dated

July 3, 2006, Mr. Deliz wrote the following to Ray Grode:

July 3, 2006

Mr. Raymond Grode, Division Manager
Douglas Asphalt Company

10010 N. Main Street

Jacksonville, FL 32218

RE: CR 121 Asphalt



Dear Mr. Grode,

I have reviewed the asphalt test results submitted by Douglas
Asphalt Company on June 27, 2006. Using the quality control
criteria stipulated in FDOT Standard Specifications (incorporated
in the contract by reference), we find LOT 7 and LOT 9 to be low-
pay factor material per Section 334-9. In addition, Sublot 3 of
LOT 19 does not meet the requirements for gradation (P.g) of Table
334-5. Please refer to the attached spreadsheets.

Per Sections 334-7 and 334-9 you are required to report the
situation to the Engineer whenever a material sublot fails to
achieve the requirements of Table 334-5 or whenever an individual
pay factor for any quality characteristic of a LOT falls below
0.90. In both the above described situations you failed to send
the required notification.

I will provide this information to our Board of County
Commissioners for their consideration and action. You are
directed to submit any and all outstanding asphalt test results
applicable to this project and to abide by the notification
requirements stipulated in the contract. You are also directed to
specify the extents of paving, referencing station numbers, where
material from LOT 7 and LOT 19 were utilized by close of business
Friday June 7, 2006. (sic)
Jose R. Deliz, P.E.
CC: Board of County Commissioners

Michael Mahaney, County Administrator

Michael S. Mullin, County Attorney

Charlotte Young, Contract Manager

Pat Gilroy, Construction Engineering Inspector
Mr. Mahaney stated that the county had indications that the
pavement was out of specification requirements; however the
county has not received a response to this request. Mr. Mahaney
also stated that the contractor is required to submit a quality
control plan and stated that if the contractor expects payment,
there are items that need to be addressed in order to accomplish
that. Mr. Deliz concurred with Mr. Mahaney’s statements.

Mr. Deliz inquired of the representatives of Douglas

Asphalt Company when they would anticipate being able to provide



the lab results and the quality control plan. Mr. Mahaney stated
that he has reviewed the requirements in the FDOT Standard
Specifications that address quality control and stated that these
requirements, as far as he can determine, have not been met by
the contractor.

Mr. Grode stated that the individual who is the quality
control (QC) expert in the company is not available. Mr. Grode
stated that what he understands Mr. Mahaney is asking for is a
parallel for Superpave in a QC 2000 testing environment. Mr.
Grode stated that he did not believe that the county had the
basis set up to qualify that environment and stated that the
environment would need to be modified to give the county the
specific elements of the environment that they are requiring or
requesting. Mr. Grode stated that from what he understands of
the QC 2000 changes as they apply to Superpave, the FDOT has a
specific environment for that and Mr. Grode stated that this is
what needs to be determined, and a determination of how much of
the environment that needs to be implemented. Mr. Deliz inquired
of Mr. Grode if the company had a quality control plan for the
project. Mr. Grode replied that the company could generate a
quality control plan based on the county’s ability to monitor or
set up the environment and testing, stating that it would have to
be modified from FDOT.

Mr. Mahaney stated the calculations that were done were the
basis for the letter from Mr. Deliz, and stated that a

representative of the Department of Transportation checked the



calculations on the lab results that are attached to the letter,
and agrees that, based on those results, there is some Superpave
that is out of specification. Mr. Mahaney requested that a
representative from Douglas Asphalt Company respond to Mr. Deliz’
letter. Mr. Jeff Register stated that the county’s inspector is
generally responsible for checking the spread as asphalt is
placed, stating that he was uncertain of the frequency. Mr.
Gilroy stated that the QC should have the spread rates,
extractions and variations taken. Mr. Register stated that the
spread rate was calculated by the county’s representative. Mr.
Gilroy replied that it is considered by both parties, explaining
that QA looks at QC. Mr. Gilroy stated that he should receive
the reports from the QA and the QC and reviewe both to ensure
their correctness. Upon inquiry by Mr. Mahaney, Mr. Gilroy
stated that the QA is being done by Williams Earth Sciences. Mr.
Grode stated that he was not certain of the individual that did
the QC on the job site on Saturday, July 1, 2006, but would check
into that to find out.

Mr. Taylor requested clarification of his understanding of
the county’s request and inquired if the intent is for a quality
control program as to the thickness of the asphalt in general or
if there is an indication that the company had produced an
insufficient amount of asphalt on the road. Mr. Mahaney
explained that the situation as he sees it, by demonstrating on
the drawing board, the issue is cores need to be done on a

portion of CR 121 south of the intersection with CR 119 stating



that it has been determined that there is not two inches of
Superpave in a number of locations above the reclaimed base.
Mr. Mahaney again referred to the letter dated July 3, 2006 from
the Director of Engineering Services regarding that portion of CR
121 on the southbound lane south of the intersection with CR 119.
Mr. Mahaney stated that up to SR 2 generally, as long as this
portion does not begin sliding, is okay except for the bumps.
Mr. Mahaney, demonstrating on the drawing board, from SR 2 to the
bridge is generally not in good shape; from the bridge up CR 108,
including Rowe Cutoff, is generally in good shape. Mr. Mahaney
stated that Mr. Deliz had requested by letter information as to
station numbers as to the asphalt in question; however, that
information has not yet been provided.

Mr. Taylor stated that as to the principal problem, to the
extent that the asphalt may be less than two inches, the company
feels this may be contributed to the heavy traffic that was
placed on the road too quickly under the plans and specifications
after the work was done. Mr. Taylor stated that the company will
perform the testing as 1is being requested by the county, but
stated that if there are indications that the asphalt is less
than two inches in various locations it is not due to the company
not placing sufficient asphalt down.

Mr. Deliz inquired of Mr. Taylor if he had visited the
project. Mr. Taylor indicated that he had not, and Mr. Deliz
stated that he would recommend that he do so. Mr. Deliz stated

that the southbound lane hardly has any slippage areas, and



stated that by taking a pocket knife it appears the base is a
half inch, but the surface is still uniform. Mr. Deliz stated
that it appeared the base was irregularly shaped and the company
may have retried to apply the asphalt, as it is thick in some
places and extremely thin in others.

Mr. Grode stated that he has done a preliminary, based on
close proximity of station, an average yield rate and stated that
there are indications of a 2,000 ton asphalt overrun on the
project, stating that his theory for this is that the base 1is
being rutted and moved and thus causing the company to have to
fill in the ruts. At the same time, this is causing an opposite
reaction to which the asphalt is being moved causing it to be
thinner in spots. Mr. Grode stated that he would provide Mr.
Deliz with the tickets to review in conjunction with the amount
of roadway, stating that this would indicate the amount of
overrun that he is referring to, and stated that the company is
putting the asphalt out but it is moving.

Mr. Gay inquired where the asphalt was moving to. Mr.
Grode explained it is moving in depth and is also spreading in
width because it 1is being pushed, as evidenced by pictures
presented by representatives of Douglas Asphalt Company.

Mr. Mahaney stated, to clarify his understanding of what
the Douglas Asphalt Company representatives are indicating, is
that the traffic was placed on the roadway too soon and the
reclaimed base was rutting where the wheels are on the road and

thus causing it not to be a smooth surface. This was confirmed



by one of the representatives (Mr. Evans(?)). Mr. Deliz inquired
of the company if they were paving over a rutted surface. Mr.
Grode stated that he could not answer that question, as he was
not present when the roadway was paved. Mr. Evans (?) confirmed
this, stating that it could be documented in the 1500 foot test
section. Mr. Deliz inquired if it were the company’s position
that the base 1s rutted because it 1is yielding because the
traffic was placed on the pavement too soon, clarified language
was that the traffic caused the road to settle forming ruts. Mr.
Register stated that the company’s position is that there are
ruts there. Mr. Deliz stated that it is important to determine if
the base is settling and forming the ruts or if the wheel path
was eroded. Mr. Deliz explained that if the base is eroded but
not yielding then the company could pave over it and not have
resulting ruts on the surface. Mr. Register stated that the test
strip indicates that the rutting is manifesting itself in the
surface of the asphalt, stating that Mr. Deliz may be correct or
it may be a combination. Mr. Gilroy stated that the only
location he could think of that it would be rutting in the test
section would be where it was rutting in the base and the company
was requested to fill that in and compact to that one point and
it was paved over without compaction.

Mr. Mullin stated that he feels that there will need to be
engineers retained for a determination in order to make a

payment, stating that there are county employees who are required



to sign off on the payment requests certifying that the payment
is within contract and is a legal payment.

Mr. Mullin stated that he has made a determination that the
county needs to retain the firm of Keith and Schnars, an
engineering firm.

Mr. Taylor stated that he would like to have the county
provide the company with information as to what they have done
that makes them feel that the company has breached their contract
or is not 1in compliance with the plans and specifications. Mr.
Taylor stated that the company feels that they have complied with
the plans and specifications; however, if the result is less than
desired this would not affect the company’s ability to receive a
payment that would be due them and which they would be entitled
to. Mr. Taylor stated that the items requested in Mr. Deliz’
letter would be responded to by the company, but stated that he
felt the company has complied with the plans and specifications.
Mr. Taylor stated that if core tests are performed in the areas
as demonstrated by Mr. Mahaney and these are found to be less
than two inches, this would not be a violation of the plans and
specifications by the company.

Mr. Taylor requested to step out of the room with his
clients to caucus. The recording device was turned off at time.

Upon the return to the room by the group, the recording
device was resumed.

Mr. Taylor stated the group will do the following: Douglas

Asphalt will provide the calculations as has been requested. At



the same time, they will provide the spread rate calculation.
The spread rate calculation will demonstrate the 2,000 extra tons
of asphalt for the job and will also demonstrate that the company
did the job correctly. Additionally, the company would like to
see any core testing that the county has done that indicates
there are locations where there is insufficient asphalt. Mr.
Taylor stated that he feels the problem lies with the heavy
trucks (logging trucks) being allowed to be placed back on the
pavement too soon after the work was done. Mr. Mullin inquired
of Mr. Taylor how the logging trucks were allowed too soon or
what was meant by too soon. Mr. Taylor stated that the company
was told by the county, at a meeting on January 6, 2006, that
traffic could be placed back on the pavement after eight hours
after the base was put down. Mr. Taylor stated that at a meeting
in January Mr. Dan Turner indicated this could be done
successfully. Mr. Taylor assured the county representatives
that the company would provide the core testing by Friday week.
Mr. Taylor inguired the locations for the core testing. Mr.
Mahaney stated that Mr. Deliz could go to the job site and point
those locations out exactly. Mr. Deliz added that those locations
are also described within his letter. Mr. Taylor stated that he
would require a response from the county as to when the company
could expect payment once the core testing is completed and
provided. Mr. Taylor also stated that the company would address
Mr. Deliz’ letter of July 3, 2006 regarding the lots and sublots

by Friday week.

10



Mr. Mullin stated that to address Mr. Taylor’s question
regarding the timeline for payment to the company, the county
representatives would have to meet again regarding this matter
and a definitive answer could be provided by the Friday week
timeline that Mr. Taylor had referenced.

Mr. Taylor stated that he would endorse having Keith and
Schnars involved and to review the matter and felt that this
company would be knowledgeable and independent in determining
what the problem is.

Mr. Taylor stated that the company is not desirous of
moving forward with the work only to have the problems continue
and stated that the future of the contract needs to be addressed
as well as the timeframes set forth within the contract. Mr.
Taylor stated that an extension should be done on the contract
and the company needs direction on completing the job, but that
it be done in a manner that would produce the desired result.
Mr. Mullin stated that the county’s position i1s that the manner
in which the company was asked to do the job is not the core
problem, noting that he felt there were extensive discussions as
to the company’s ability to perform. Mr. Mullin stated that if
the theory is that the company performed based upon this method
and it is the method that is flawed, then the county will have a
response to that by the Friday week timeline as has been
discussed. Mr. Mullin added that the company was cautioned many
times in meetings he attended to ensure that they could perform

the work or to not do 1it.
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Mr. Taylor stated that as to the quality control, the
individual that is most knowledge as to this aspect 1is
unavailable but stated that a report will be sent back on this
issue.

The group agreed to conduct their next meeting on Friday,
July 28, 2006 at 1:00 PM in the County Attorney’s Conference
Room.

Mr. Mullin stated that, as he understands it, the 1500 test
strip is not workable. Mr. Taylor responded that the test strip
was done in accordance with what the company was asked to do by
the county’s engineer and stated that it appears there 1is a
problem with adhesion. Mr. Mullin inquired of Mr. Setser of
Universal Engineering to explain. Mr. Setser stated that there is
adhesion between the asphalt and the base, but this has not been
cored, stating that this 1is from observation. Mr. Mullin
inquired if this area would be cored before the next meeting of
Friday week. Mr. Deliz inquired, even after priming and
scarifying the base, the asphalt is not adhering properly. The
response was that the asphalt was not adhering to the prime.

Mr. Taylor inquired when the company would be able to
obtain the county’s core testing that has been reasoning for the
company’s inability to provide the county with what they needed.
Mr. Gilroy stated that Williams Earth Sciences cored the portion
of the roadway where the bumps were, but stated that these were
not done for thickness. Mr. Register stated that the company

needs asphalt density, base density, and proctor on the base. Mr.
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Taylor stated that the company is asking for the test results
that were done that resulted in Mr. Deliz’ letter of July 3,
2006. Mr. Gilroy stated that these were done by visual
observation. Mr. Deliz stated that he is asking the company to
verify the proper thickness in the areas as indicated in the
letter. Mr. Mahaney suggested that if there are specific
locations on the roadway that Mr. Deliz could point these areas
out, whether it be by observation or individuals, to indicate
these to the company and indicate where the company should do the
core. Mr. Deliz stated that he had no objection to this, stating
that he has marked the roadway where this needs to be done and
suggested that this be coordinated with Mr. Gilroy.

Mr. Taylor requested the test results for the density on
the base. The representatives from Universal Engineering will
provide this information to the Contract Manager for
dissemination.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at

2:50 PM.

13



D

A Douglas Asphalt Company
C

Joel Spivey, President
Kyle Spivey, Vice President
& Operations Manager

MR. JOSE DELIZ, P. E., Engin. Ser. Dir.

‘ 7/18/2006
Nassau County Engineering Services
96161 Nassau Place :
Yulee, Florida 32097

RE: Request for Contract Time Extension
for Nassau C.R. 121

Dear Mr. Deliz:

During our recent meeting with Nassau County of 7/17/06, Douglas Asphalt Company learned
of Nassau County's intention to utilize an independent engineer to evaluate the methods and
performance of the C.R. 121 paving operations. Douglas Asphalt Company welcomes this
evaluation as hopefully a positive step in getting resolution to the issues facing the C.R. 121
paving project. '

At this time, Douglas Asphalt Company is requesting an extension of time that allows for this
independent evaluation. Douglas Asphalt Company feels that contract time shouid resume
once direction is given by Nassau County to resume paving operations using the methods
prescribed.by Nassau County.

At your earliest convenience, please review this request, and contact us with your conclusions
regarding this time extension.

D1</ision Manager
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10010 N. Main Street # Jacksonville, Florida 32218 s Phone: (304) 751-2240 = Fax: (904) 751-2502
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Kyle Spivey, Vice President
’ C & Operations Manager

MR. JOSE DELIZ, P. E., Engin. Ser. Dir.

7/18/2006
Nassau County Engineering Services
96161 Nassau Place ~ B
Yulee, Florida 32097 F e
- = Zmo
RE: Request for Testing Documentation - "U_Zggm‘
~No :D"‘"CZQ
for Nassau C.R. 121 o Iz U
U Tomcm
¢ i
iy = —<
Dear Mr. Deliz: o LE 4
o w

During the course of our meeting with Nassau County on 7/17/06, representatives-of-Nassau

County stated that they needed several documents from Douglas Asphalt Company to complete
their records regarding the asphalt testing on C.R. 121.

These items included:

1 Identification of the lab testing of SP 12.5 Lots 7 & 13.

2 The compilation of a core sample report of the areas of C.R 121 (as designated by
Mike Mahaney, Administrator, Nassau Co.)

3 Make reference to two (2) lab test deficiencies as they relate to the FDOT approval
of the subject mix sub-lots.

4 In conjunction with Item 2 captioned above, provide Nassau County with an Average
Yield Summary (per FDOT Specifications) for the areas paved to date ( minus the
test strip). :

5 Provide a Quality Control Plan as governed by the testing regime instructions related
to Douglas Asphalt Company by Nassau County.

These items are currently being complied by Douglas Asphalt Company for documentation to

Nassau County in the prescribed time frame as agreed upon by all parties present during the
7/17/06 meeting.

In addition, Douglas Asphalt Company's lawyer, Mr. John Taylor, made a request of Nassau

County to provide the Reclaimed Base Proctor and Density Test Results complied for Nassau
County by Universal Engineering.

page 1 of 2.
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A Douglas Asphalt Company s spivey, prsicens

Kyle Spivey, Vice President
' C & Operations Manager

page 2 of 2.

Subsequent to the 7/17/06 meeting, Douglas Asphalt Company (on 7/18/06) has presented a
written request for a Contract Time Extension for C.R. 121 based on Nassau Co.'s utilization
of an Independent Engineering Evaluation of the issues facing'C.R. 121.

Douglas Asphalt Company requests that both the Universal Testing Records ahd the Time
Extension Decision be presented to our company prior to the same time frame deadline
requested by Nassau County.for the asphalt testing documentation.

Thank you in advance for your consideration of this matter.

10010 N. Main Street & Jacksonville, Florida 32218 # Phone: (904) 751-2240 #® Fax: (904) 751-2502



Nassau County Engineering Services José Deliz,
96161 Nassau Place Director
Yulee, Florida 32097

July 20, 2006

Mr. Raymond Grode, Division Manager
Douglas Asphalt Company

10010 N. Main Street

Jacksonville, FL 32218

RE: CRI121 Disposal of Excess Soil |
Dear Mr. Grode,

This is to re-iterate that the contract requires proper disposal of excess dirt resulting from the excavation
of the widening trench. Specific instructions on this regard were issued in Addendum No. 3 of the

contract, copy of which is attached for your convenience. Please ensure that the excess material is
removed from the roadside and/or swales and disposed of properly immediately.

Regards,

Copy

José R. Deliz, P.E.

Cc: Michael Mahaney, County Administrator

Charlotte Young, Contract Manager
Pat Gilroy, Construction Engineering Inspector

YULEE
TOLL FREE FAX (904) 491-3611
(904) 491-3609 1 800-948-3364




UES Project No. 91447-003-01
UES Report No. 494352

UNIVERSAL

ENGINEERING SCIENCES

Consultants In: Geotechnical Engineering « Environmental Engineering «
Construction Materials Testing - Threshold Inspection ¢ Private Provider Inspection

5561 Florida Mining Boulevard South ¢ Jacksonville, FL 32257 = (904) 296-0757 « Fax (304) 286-0748

ACTIVITY RECORD

Client: Nassau County Board of County Commissioners
76347 Veterans Way
Yulee, FL 32097

Project: Cr 121 Widening & Resurfacing Project

Dates of Activity:  July 21, 2006

Reference: Pavement and Base Coring

Inspector: Darrell M. Setser, P.E.

On this date Universal Engineering Sciences, Inc. (UES) arrived on site at the intersection of
SR 2 and CR 121. UES members on site were: Darrell M. Setser, P.E., Paul Buchler, Corey
Cawvey, Andrew Ricks, and Donald Collier. Mr. Buchler and Mr. Cawvey performed coring
operations and Mr. Ricks and Mr. Collier performed flagging operations.

After setting up MOT one traffic lane was closed for coring operations. We obtained 4 six-inch
diameter cores (full depth - asphalt pavement and reclaimed base) from the 1,500 ft “test strip”
area, 2 in the northbound lane and 2 in the southbound lane. We obtained 2 six-inch diameter
cores north of the “test strip” area, 1 in the northbound lane and 1 in the southbound lane. The
following table provides information for each core:

Core ID Located in Relative Asphalt Base Asphalt | Comments
test Strip Location Thickness, | Thickness, Bond
in in w/base
Core No.1 Yes 130 ft north of 1.90 5.50 Yes northbound
south end of lane,
test stnp between
wheel paths
Core No. 2 Yes 130 ft north of 1.80 6.00 Yes southbound
south end of lane, in
test strip wheel path
Core No. 3 Yes 1,370 ft north 2.60 770 Yes northbound
of south end lane, in
of test strip wheel path
Core No. 4 Yes 1,370 ft north 2.20 6.00 Yes southbound
of south end lane, in
of test strip wheel path




UNIVERSAL

ENGINEERING SCIENCES

Consultants In: Geotechnical Engineering « Environmental Engineering «
Construction Materials Testing « Threshold nspection « Private Provider inspection

5561 Flonda Mining Boulevard South « Jacksonville, FL 32257 = (904) 296-0757  Fax (804) 296-0748

Core No. 5 No 1,685 ft north 1.60 7.50 No northbound
of south end lane, in
of test strip wheel path
and “slip”
area
Core No. 6 No 1,685 ft north 2.50 - 6.60 No southbound
of south end lane,
of test strip between
wheel paths

Cores No. 1 and No. 2 were placed in a 6 in. diameter field shear device and a 50 Ib. force was
applied in an attempt to shear the bond between the asphalt and the base and provide an
indication of the relative bond strength between the asphailt surface and the base material. The

cores did not shear in the field.

No “slip” areas were observed in the test strip during our site visit. Based on our field services
performed on this date the bond between the asphalt surfacing and the base, in the “test strip”

area, appears satisfactory.

All holes were patched with cold patch. The samples were transported to our laboratory in
Jacksonville.

Photographs of the cores obtained on this date are attached.
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Darrell M. Setser, P.E.
FL P.E. Number 45379
Universal Engineering Sciences
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SUBJECT:

NASSAU CO| ;NTY )J\'rr:‘sIB I:\icgginbotham BIS: :o. ; l;emangir,; Beach
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  Tom B Dig Ne 2yemandina Beach
P.O.Box 1010 Floyd L. Vanzant Dist. No. 4 Hilliard
F dina Beach, Florida 32035-1010 Marianne Marshall  Dist. No. 5 Callahan
JOHN A. CRAWFORD
Ex-Officio Clerk
MICHAEL S. MULLIN
C Att
MEMORANDUM ounky Stomey
MICHAEL MAHANEY
County Administrator

Board of County Commissioners

José Deliz, Director of Engineering ServicesgﬁLb
August 30, 2006

CR 121 Widening & Resurfacing Status Update

Engineering Design

Section closed 01/09/06.

Permitting
Section closed 01/09/06.

Utilities

Section closed 01/09/06.

Bidding

Section closed 04/25/06

Construction

Negotiations Dbetween County Attorney and Douglas Asphalt

counsel ongoing. FDOT received copies of design, contract
documents, and testing reports to provide a review of the
project. Woods Engineering hired to provide consulting
services. No construction work has occurred since last
report.
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STATE OF FLORIDA

Failure Investigation of CR 121 in
Nassau County

Howard L. Moseley, P.E.

Henry H. Haggerty, P.E.

Stephén C. Sedwick, P.E.
Daniel C. Cobb, P.E.

September 2006
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BACKGROUND AND PROBLEM STATEMENT

In the spring of 2006, work began on Nassau County Road 121 (CR 121) that included bése
reclamation, widening, and resurfacing. The existing pavement varied from 18 to 21 feetin
width. The plans called for the project to be widened to a standard 24 feet. The project limits
stretched from US 1 in the northwest part of Nassau County (STA 0+10.00) to the intersection of
Balderdash Place in the southwest corner of the county (STA. 1843429.87). The total length of
the project was 34.9 miles. The standard typical section called for a full depth reclamation of the
existing pavement. The existing pavement and base were milled, mixed, and chemically
stabilized six to eight inches deep according to field determination. A new layer of asphalt
pavement, two inches of Superpave type SP li.S, was placed on top of the full depth

reclamation. The typical section is shown in Figure 1.

The Prime Contractor on the project is Douglas Asphalt Company. The mixture produced and
placed by Douglas was a FDOT SP-12.5 mm structure course, designated mix design number SP
04-3691B. A copy of the mix design can be found in Appendix A-1. This mix design has been
successfully used on five state projects between September 2005 and May 2006. The production
data has accepfable quality air voids, ranging from 2.53 to 4.84 over 79 samples, as well as

acceptable asphalt content and reasonable variation in gradation.

The District Two Materials Office was requested in September 2006 to perform field testing and
review design and production information to help ascertain any assignable causes to the

premature failure.




The Department requested daily construction reports from Nassau County that would docurnent
the daily activities of the work. CEI notes are available for review at the County offices. County
personnel indicated that a prime coat was not used on the project except for a small test section
located juét nérth of County Road 2. Some laboratory production data was provided by Nassau

County for this report and is summarized in Appendix A-2.

FIELD OBSERVATICNS AND TEST RESULTS

Three sections on CR 121 were investigated, sampled, and tested. A summary of the sections
can be found in Table A. The first two sections were in areas where shoving occurred. The third
sgction was in an area that exhibited no shoving or other pavement distress. There are also
exception areas contained within the project limits that were previously reconstructed with

accompanying bridge work several years ago. The exception areas are performing quite well.

For location A, three cores were taken between the wheel paths (a non-distressed location)
adjacent to the shoved area. A fourth core was taken in the shoved area. Each of the cores had
an asphalt thickness of at least two inches and an average thickness of 2.1 inches. The reclaimed
based looked to be well mixed, cohesive, and had an average thickness of 6.2 inches.

Four cores were also taken from location B. Similar to the first section, three cores were taken in
a non-distressed area between the wheel paths next to the shoved area. A fourth core was taken
in the shoved area. The average asphalt thickness in this section was 2.2 inches. The average
thickness of the reclaimed base was 5.4 inches (6 — 8 inches is specified). The reclaimed base

looked to be well mixed and cohesive. For location C, which exhibited no distress, two cores



were taken between the wheel paths of each lane. The average asphalt thickness was 2.2 inches.

The average thickness of the reclaimed base was 6.3 inches.

Some of the cores taken from the two distressed locations A and B sheared apart under the stress
of the coring operation at the interface between the asphalt and the reclaimed base layers. During
the coring at location C, no shearing occurred at the interface. A picture of a core from location
C is shown in Appendix A-3. A bituminous coat at the interface of the asphalt pavement and the
reclaimed base can be seen on the cores obtained from location C. The bituminous coat is

noticeably absent on the cores obtained from locations A and B.

A fourth section (location D) was also investigated. A couple of visual irregularities were
noticed in this area. The first issue was a small transverse crack between the wheel paths. A
core was taken which showed that the crack had originated in the base and reflected to the
surface. The thickness of the asphalt pavement in this area was 1.4 inches while the thickness of
the reclaimed base was 6.8 inches. A picture of this core is shown) in Appendix A-4. A thin area
was also noticed near this crack. A core was taken in the thin area in the inside wheel path. The
thickness 6f the asphalt pavement was 0.5 inches. The thickness of the reclaimed base was 6.8
inches. A picture of this core is shown in Appendix A-5. A summary of the asphalt pavement

and reclaimed base thicknesses for each section is provided in Table A.

LABORATORY TEST RESULTS
Laboratory tests were performed on the asphalt pavement layer of the cores taken from sections

A, B, and C. Only the asphalt pavement of undamaged cores was tested. The cores taken from



the actual shoved areas were not tested and were used for observations. The in place air voids,
maximum theoretical density, AC content, and gradation were determined for each area. A
summary of the test results can be found in Table B. The AC content was a little high in sections
A and B, 6.0 and 5.8 percent respectifrely with a target of 5.4 percent. The asphalt content in
section C was 5.5 percent. The average in place air voids for sections A, B, and C were 5.6, 4.6,
and 5.7 percent respectively. These values indicate that the asphalt pavement is performing

similarly with respect to densification between the three sections.

A total of 15 cores were selected for further analysis and testing of the reclaimed base. The
cores included samples of the base materials at locations A, B, and C discussed above, as well as
three additional locations also believed to be representative of the base materials supporting the
pavement wearing surface. The cores were trimmed to remove the overlying asphalt pavement
and the rough and irregularly shaped bottom of the reclaimed base layer. In all cases, t