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1
Phil 

Fordyce
11/14/06 &

 
11/21/06

G
eneral 

Earthw
ork 

Q
uantities

Tw
o prospective bidders w

ere interested in an approxim
ate quantity 

take-off for cut and fill quantities. 
11/14/06 &

 
11/21/06

A
pproxim

ate quantities are: cut 7,000 C
Y

; fill 
95,000 C

Y
N

o

2
Phil 

Fordyce
11/10/06

Section 6.4 
of R

FQ
In review

ing the R
FQ

, Section 6.4 did not put a tim
e lim

it on how
 old 

projects could be that are to be included in the project experience to be
a valid representation of current w

ork. 

11/27/06
Section 6.4 of the R

FQ
 w

ill be revised to 
indicate that projects that are to be used should 
have been com

pleted w
ithin the last 7 to 10 

years.

Y
es

3
Phil 

Fordyce
11/21/2006

P
roject 

Inform
ation

A
 request w

as received for additional inform
ation about the 

project that w
ill help the proposer prepare their S

O
Q

 and help 
w

ith S
O

Q
 team

 building.

11/21/06
The w

eb site w
ill be update w

ith PD
F files that 

include  prelim
inary plans and sum

m
ary of 

quantities. This inform
ation should be posted by

N
ovem

ber 27th or 28th.

N
o

4
Phil 

Fordyce
11/12/2006

Section 6.4 
of R

FQ
W

SD
O

T team
 m

em
bers noted that the suggested Table for listing 

project experience should be rem
oved from

 this Section and placed in 
the next available A

ppendix. 

11/27/06
Section 6.4 w

ill be m
odified to m

ake this 
correction and an A

ppendix w
ill be added to 

include the project Experience Table. A
 tw

o 
page lim

it w
ill be placed on the presentation of 

this tabular inform
ation. Section 6.4 w

ill 
provide a reference to w

here this Table can be 
found.

Y
es

5
Phil 

Fordyce
11/30/2006

Section 7.2.5 
of R

FQ
D

oes the 75%
 requirem

ent pertain to com
pletion of design or 

com
pletion of the  project as a w

hole
11/30/06

A
nsw

er w
as provided at the voluntary 

subm
itters m

eeting - the 75%
 pertains to the 

contract as a w
hole. 

N
o

6
Project 
Team

11/30/2006
M

aster Plan D
oes the I-405 M

aster plan replace the I-405 bridge over the B
N

SF 
and U

P R
R

 in R
enton and Tukw

illa?
12/1/06

Y
es.

N
o

7
Phil 

Fordyce
11/28/2006

C
ontract 

Procurem
ent Please describe in general term

s the evaluation of price as opposed to 
the technical proposal in the final evaluation in the procurem

ent. 
11/30/06

B
est value determ

ination w
ill be sim

ilar to w
hat 

is described in the S. B
ellevue R

FP. The 
form

ula derives a score using the total bid price 
and the technical evaluation score. The form

ula 
is as follow

s: adjusted Proposal R
ating 

(score)=technical evaluation score (0 to 
1000)X

$10,000,000/total proposal price. 

N
o

8
Phil 

Fordyce
11/28/2006

SO
Q

 
Evaluation

In the evaluation of the Statem
ent of Q

uantifications, please describe 
how

 a joint venture of tw
o construction firm

s is scored. Is it a sim
ple 

average of the tw
o scores? H

ow
 is it done com

pared to a single firm
 

seeking selection?

11/30/06
If a JV

 is proposed, W
SD

O
T's intent w

ould be 
to score the SO

Q
 as a single team

 m
aking a 

proposal. Separate scoring and averaging w
ill 

not be done.

N
o
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9
Phil 

Fordyce
11/28/2006

Section 2 
and 7 or the 

R
FQ

Please provide m
ore details on how

 alternative project team
s and a 

com
bined project m

anagem
ent team

 w
ill be scored? W

hat is the 
im

pact on page count? Is a com
bined project m

anagem
ent team

 
subm

ittal lim
ited to three key people?

11/30/06
The page lim

its are described in Section 5.2 of 
the R

FQ
. This question only pertains to 

subm
itters w

ho have been short listed on the S. 
B

ellevue project. B
oth project m

anagem
ent 

team
 proposals w

ill be scored at the sam
e tim

e. 
The alternate score (and team

) w
ill only be used

if this R
FQ

 subm
itter is the successful proposer 

on the S. B
ellevue project. A

 com
bined project 

m
anagem

ent team
 proposal could propose using

an overall project m
anger; how

ever; in either 
case, the three key personnel should be 
provided. 

N
o

10
Phil 

Fordyce
11/28/2006

R
FQ

 
R

eferences
W

SD
O

T has asked that references indicate a preferred tim
e for being 

contacted betw
een D

ecem
ber 14 and January 12. If the references are 

not available as planned for som
e reason, w

hat provisions are in place 
to avoid having a firm

 or team
 penalized because of non-availability of

references for circum
stances beyond its control?

11/30/06
The choice and availability of a provided 
reference is up to the Subm

itter to provide. 
W

SD
O

T w
ill m

ake every effort to contact each 
reference during the periods identified. If for 
som

e reason, a reference is not available at the 
tim

e provided, W
SD

O
T w

ill try and reschedule 
the reference check. H

ow
ever, it is the 

Subm
itter's responsibility to w

ork w
ith their 

references to m
ake sure they are available at the 

provided tim
es. 

N
o

11
Project 
Team

11/30/2006
M

aster Plan W
ould there be added "value" in providing additional additional 

w
idening for the B

N
SF R

R
 bridge?

12/1/06
Y

es - the added value w
ould be for im

proved 
safety and operations after the this project is 
com

plete. A
dditional w

idth w
ould exceed the 

R
FP requirem

ents. H
ow

ever, W
SD

O
T's 

prelim
inary analysis indicates that foundation 

w
ork w

ould be required due to liquefaction 
issues if a proposal w

as m
ade for w

idening 
m

uch beyond w
hat is noted in the R

FP. 

N
o

P
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