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The Centerof What's Possible

Outreach & Input

* September 2013: Council Goal-Enhance Community Sports and Recreational
Assets

¢ March 2014: Parks & Recreation completed Youth Sports Needs Assessment

* March - May 2015: LPA hired, completed program and reviewed multiple sites

* October 2015: Council authorized additional stakeholder input, design,
engineering, surveying, environmental work

* January 2016: Council Ad Hoc Committee Meetings-Conceptual Design Update/
Parks & Recreation Commission Meeting

* February 2016: Parks & Recreation Commission Schematic Design Update,
Recommendation of Preferred Schematic Design to Council

City of

Santa Clara

Tha Dandarof Whal's Poasibie

- LEGEND
ite Plan -
\ @ 11274 X 75714 Synthetc Turt Seccar Field

(20} ISpd X 47y

Fleid w2 . U1
. 6yrd X £7y1d Hatural Qrasy Soceer Field
(21} 47y16 X 30yed

Fieid #3 - U31
) 75yrd X 4751 S ysihetic Turf Soccer Fleid
(20} 47prd X 30yr

Flotd #4 - U1t
75714 X 47y1d Syathehic Tuel Soccet Field
(21} 4T X 30y

Fleid #3 - U3

4714 X 30718 Synthete Turl Soccer Fisid
«(21) 3071d X 20714

Parting Lel A
« 128 Staits; 7 Eiectyica) Venits Charging Staths, 5 ADA
Stalis & 11 Clean Alr & Vaa Pool Stalls

Paikies Lot B
<74 5tath; 4 Electrical Venicle Charging Stalls, 3 ADA
Stalts & B Clexn Atz & Yaa Pocd Stalls

Hatuparpose Bubcing w! Male & Female Resvpoms,
Commurity Rosm, Office and $121339

Maintenance BuliGing w’ Mata & Female Resbrooma
t43ia Eatry Ditre

Bicyclo Parblen

€3 Intdtratisa Batin

€3 Blo-Fttratien

Playgiound & Yot Lot Area

Promenace

Entry Pluza

660000600000 © 0 O

Team Qalderisg acd Vitring Area

Baidtensnce Yard

Aru rpbaban

©  Trash Encissue asd Heclicad Enclesere




5/22/2018

4. City of
=¥,/ Santa Clara

The Canter of What's Possible

City Council Meetings

* April 2016: Council Meeting — Final Schematic Design Approval

October 2016: Council Meeting — 1750 Grant Street Purchase &
Design Update

March 2017: Council Meeting — Mitigated Negative Declaration,

Mitigation Monitoring or Reporting Program, Notice of Determination
Resolution Approval
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The Center of What's Possible

Bidding
* February 14, 2018: Bid Advertisement
* February 21, 2018: Pre-Bid Conference

* Contractor Outreach: Extensive Outreach to contractors
* March 28, 2018: Bid Opening
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The Center of What's Possible

Bid Results
* Three (3) Bids Received:

» McGuire & Hester:

 O.C. Jones & Sons, Inc.:

* Robert A Bothman Const.:

5/22/2018

$20.195M
$20.907M
$21.000M
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The Center of What's Possible

Budget
Funding Need:

Funding Sources:

* Construction Contract: $20.195M + CIP 532-3177, Youth Soccer Field
* Const. Contingency: $ 2.020M & Athletic Facilities:
» Total: $22.215M « $12.000M
* Loan from Capital Project Reserve :
« $10.215M

« Total: $22.215M
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The Center of What's Possible

Staff Recommendations

* Transfer Loan from Capital Project Reserve: $10.215M
* Award Contract to O. C. Jones & Sons, Inc.: $20.195M
* Authorize City Manager:

— Execute all associated Documents for award, completion, and
acceptance of this Project

— Execute Change Orders (up to):  $2.020M

City Council

Item 7. 18-124 Award of Contract for
the Reed Street-Grant Street Sports
Park
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Lynn Garcia

From: Mayor and Council
Subject: FW: Agenda Item 7 (18-124)
Attachments: AGENDA ITEM 7 (18-124) Ltr to City Council - City of Santa Clara - 22MAY2018.pdf

From: Prochko, Tim [mailto:Tim.Prochko@tarkettsports.com]

Sent: Tuesday, May 22, 2018 2:14 PM

To: laillmoor@santaclaraca.org

Cc: Kathy Watanabe; Debi Davis; Dominic Caserta; Patricia Mahan; Patrick Kolstad; Teresa O'Neill; Mayor and Council
Subject: Agenda Item 7 (18-124)

Mayor Gillmoor and Distinguished Members of City Council:

Please see attached correspondence relative to Agenda Item 7 for tonight’s meeting.
Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Regards,

Tim Prochko
Senior Legal Counsel

&3 TarkettsrorTs
fl» fingE

903 N Opdyke Rd, Suite Al
Auburn Hills Michigan 48326
United States

Tel: +1 248-977-4388 ext 102
Other:

Mobile: +1 248-302-1570
Fax: +1 248-977-4361

Email: Tim.Prochko@tarkettsports.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message is intended only for the above-mentioned recipient(s). Its content is confidential. If you have received this e-mail
by error, please notify us immediately and delete it without making a copy, nor disclosing its content, nor taking any action based thereon. Thank you.
AVERTISSEMENT DE CONFIDENTIALITE: Le présent courriel est destiné uniquement au(x) destinataire(s) susmentionné(s). Son contenu est confidentiel. Si vous
avez regu ce courriel par erreur, veuillez nous en aviser immédiatement et I'effacer sans en tirer de copie, ni en dévoiler le contenu, ni prendre quelque mesure

fondée sur celui-ci. Merci. http://www.tarkett.com/e-mail-disclaimer.htm

POST MEETING MATERIAL
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May 22,2018

By Email to Igillmor@santaclaraca.gov
Lisa M. Gillmoor

Mayor

City of Santa Clara

City Hall

1500 Warburton Avenue

Santa Clara, CA 95050

Re: MAY 22,2018 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM 7 (18-124):
ACTION ON A CONTRACT FOR THE REED STREET — GRANT
STREET SPORTS PARK PROJECT AND RELATED BUDGET
AMENDMENT

Dear Mayor Gillmoor and the Distinguished Members of City Council:

As Senior Legal Counsel for FieldTurf USA, Inc. (“FieldTurf”), I respectfully submit this
letter of concern to you in advance of this evening’s meeting of the City Council
(“Council™), especially as it concerns the referenced Agenda Item 7 (18-124). Thank you
in advance for your consideration of this matter as we appreciate your time and that of the
City of Santa Clara’s (“City”) retained consultants in furtherance of this important
project.

As you may be aware, FieldTurf has successfully installed several fields within the City
and, in fact, its Revolution 360 product is the amenity and design standard for the City’s
Park and Recreations Department. FieldTurf has also worked with and greatly respects
LPA, Inc. (“LPA”™), the landscape architect working on behalf of the City for this project.
FieldTurf is an interested party to this award and agenda item as it submitted multiple
bids to the bidding prime contractors, including the intended awardee, O.C. Jones and
Sons, Inc. (“O.C. Jones™).

With respect to the project at issue, FieldTurf’s Revolution 360 was specified as the basis

of design, including many product characteristics surrounding the type of infill, depth of
infill, composition of infill, backing and drainage capabilities. Specifically, the synthetic -
turf surface specification mandated FieldTurf’s “CoolPlay” infill mix — an infill recipe

comprised of 58% silica sand (3.65 lbs/square foot), 32% cryogenic rubber (2.0

Ibs/square foot) and 10% encapsulated extruded cork cap (0.6 lbs/square foot). The

CoolPlay infill system is specific and involves three distinct layers of high-quality infill

materials.

On March 23, 2018 (just five days before the March 28 bid date), the City issued
Addendum Number 05 which, among other things, broadly added “Astroturf SR” as an
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“accepted ‘as equal’” to FieldTurf’s Revolution 360 product. FieldTurf is unaware of the
reason behind the approval of the Astroturf product, but is concerned with the action for a
couple of reasons. First, Astroturf submitted an LPA Substitution Request Form dated
March 13, 2017 and which references “Astroturf Rhino M with coolplay” as an alternate
equal to the specified synthetic turf system. See, Exhibit . Addendum Number 05,
however, explicitly accepted Astroturf SR as an equal to FieldTurf’s Revolution 360 base
bid product. See, Exhibit 2. As such, the approved product differs from the product
submitted by Astroturf for review and approval by the City, Accordingly, the approval of
the Astroturf product is flawed and should be rejected by the City and its Council.

Even assuming approval of the Astroturf product was procedurally proper, which
FieldTurf submits it was not, the City generally approved Astroturf SR, but this product,
in all cases, is required to meet all material elements of the synthetic turf specifications.
FieldTurf respectfully submits, upon information and belief, that Astrotwrf and/or the
Astroturf product cannot meet the following specified areas:

1. Fiber Denier (specified at 14,500) — upon information and belief, the Astroturf
product has a fiber denier of 12,000.

2. Fiber Thickness (specified at 380 microns) - upon information and belief, the
Astroturf product has a fiber thickness of 365 microns.

3. Stitch Gauge (specified at % inch) — upon information and belief, the Astroturf
product has a stitch gauge of % inch.

4. Carpet Permeability (specified at 40 inches per hour) — upon information and
belief, the Astroturf product has a carpet permeability of 30 inches per hour.

5. Infill Materials - as previously noted, the synthetic turf surface specification
mandated FieldTurf’s “CoolPlay” infill mix - an infill recipe comprised of 58%
silica sand (3.65 lbs/square foot), 32% cryogenic rubber (2.0 lbs/square foot) and
10% encapsulated extruded cork cap (0.6 Ibs/square foot). The CoolPlay infill
system is specific and involves three distinct layers of high-quality infill
materials. Upon information and belief, the Astroturf product utilizes different
infill material and a lower volume/weight of infill materials.

As can be seen above, several aspects of the Astroturf product fall short of the specified
characteristics, Ultimately, any approved “equal” product must conform to all material
elements of the project specifications, This is important to ensure fairness and the
integrity of the procurement process. If the City and its Council accept a product that
does not meet all of the synthetic turf specifications, including the above-referenced
characteristics, the City has afforded a bidder a competitive advantage through product
leniency and/or pricing favorability. This compromises the bid process. To the extent
the City was inclined to approve the Astroturf product just days before the bid, it should
have afforded FieldTurf (and other vendors/manufacturers) the opportunity to seek
approval of another more competitive product from its portfolio.
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As such, the City and its Council should not permit the installation of the Astroturf
product as part of this project. Rather, the City and its Council should require the

installation of the FieldTurf Revolution 360 product through its contract with O.C. Jones
or the ultimate awarded prime contractor.

We appreciate your review and attention to this matter as you prepare for the upcoming
City Council meeting.

Regards,

Tim Prochko

Senior Legal Counsel

Tarkett Sports
tim.prochko@tarkettsports.com

Encl.

ce; Vice Mayor Kathy Watanabe (by email to kwatanabe@santaclaraca.gov)
Council Member Debi Davis (by email to ddavis@santaclaraca.gov)
Council Member Dominic J. Caserta (by email to dcaserta@santaclaraca.gov)
Council Member Patricia Mahan (by email to pmahan(@santaclaraca.gov)
Council Member Patrick Kolstad (by email to pkolstad@santaclaraca.gov)
Council Member Teresa O"Neill (by email to toneill@santaclaraca.gov)
Andrew Rowley (by email)



REED STREET — GRANT STREET SPORTS PARK CONTRACT NO. GE 16-17-13

DOCUMENT 00490 EXHIBIT

ADDENDA % l

City of Santa Clara
Public Works Department

Addendum Number: 05

Project: REED STREET — GRANT STREET SPORTS PARK PROJECT
Invitation Number:  CE 16-17-13

Date: March 23, 2018
Bid Date: March 28, 2018
Bid Opening: 3:00 P.M.

TO ALL BIDDERS:

The following changes, deletions, additions, and/or clarifications shall be made to the drawings and
specifications for the work of the above Project:

SPECIFICATIONS:

1. Specifications Document 00400, Bid:
Replace this Document in its entirety with the attached. Please note the following changes:
Synthetic Turf System Clarifications and Options are added to Bid Item No. 20.

2. Specifications Section 02071, Water Mains and Services:
Replace this Section in its entirety with the attached.

3. Specifications Section 26 31 00, Photovoltaic Collectors:
Replace Part 2.01 B. in this Section in its entirety with the following Part:

“B. Photovoltaic Modules, Crystalline Silicon:
1. SunPower X21-345."

4, Specifications Section 32 15 00, Decomposed Granite:
Replace this Document in ils entirety with the attached.

5. Specifications Section 32 93 00, Landscape Work:
Replace this Document in its entirety with the attached.

6. Specifications Section 33 42 11, Stormwater Gravity Piping:
Replace this Document in its entirety with the attached. Please note the following changes:
HDPE clarifications are made.

DRAWINGS:
7. Sheet C0.02:

Replace this Sheet in its entirety with the attached. Please note the following changes:
Soil Management Notes are updated.

00490 -1 Addenda-05



REED STREET = GRANT STREET SPORTS PARK

8.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Sheet C1.01:
Replace this Sheet in its entirety with the attached. Please note the following changes;
Key Note 17 is updated to provide more information about abandoned well.

Sheet A2.01:
Replace this Sheet in its entirety with the attached. Please note the following changes:
Height, depth, and length of CMU block is clarified.

Sheet A3.11:
Replace this Sheet in its entirety with the attached. Please note the following changes:
Height, depth, and length of CMU block is clarified.

Sheet A4.01:
Replace this Sheet in its entirety with the attached. Please note the following changes:
Height, depth, and length of CMU block is clarified.

Sheet E7.08:
Replace this Sheet in its entirety with the attached. Please note the following changes:
Detail 3: the PV model number is replaced with the specified model number.

Sheet P2.02:
Replace this Sheet in its entirety with the attached. Please note the following changes:
Keynote P-22 is updated to reflect reclaimed water crossing information.

CLARIFICATIONS:

Q1:
A1l:
Q2.

A2:
Q3:

A3:
Q4:

A4:
Q5:

Ab:

CONTRACT NO. CE 16-17-13

Substitution Request; Please review Astroturf Substitution Request (SR) for alternate equal
to specified FieldTurf for synthetic turf system in this Project.
Astroturf SR is accepted “as equal” to the product specified for the Project and attached.

Section 32 93 00, Landscape Work: Part 2.06 G.3.a and 4. Bark and Bio-Filtration Mulch
specifies “small” Minl Mulch Fir Bark. This product is extremely expensive and is easily
kicked or blown from planter beds. Please clarify if a more environmental conscious mulch
product such as recycled wood chips is acceptable.

This is standard product used by the City Parks and Recreation Department.

Section 33 11 00, Site Recycled Water Utility Distribution Piping: Part 2.01 B. states pipe
shall be Class 315 PVC and Sub-Part B.2 states joints with push-on gaskets. Class 316
water lines are not manufactured with push-on gaskets. The typical pipe material is C-900
either Class 200 or Class 150 with push-on gasket joints, connected with ductile iron fittings.
Please clarify pipe to be used for water the larger water lines.

See Addendum No. 3.

Section 33 31 13, Site Sanitary Sewerage Gravity Piping: Part 2.01 A. states to use pipe
that comply with City of Santa Clara Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction.
Sub-Part H. states Plastic Pipe (PVC): ASTM D3034, SDR 35, Poly Vinyl Chloride, which
conflicts with City standards. Please clarify the type of sewer pipe to be used.

See Addendum No. 3.

Section 33 42 11, Stormwater Gravity Piping: Part 2.01 A. states to use pipe that comply
with City of Santa Clara Standard Speclfications for Public Works Construction. City
standards only address RCP for storm water pipe, which would apply to the off-site storm
drain line. Plan Sheets C3.01 — C3.04 indicate HDPE for on-site storm drain pipe. Please
clarify that this pipe is intended to CHDPE, dual wall pipe such as ADS N-12 with water tight
gasket joints.

See Sheet C3.01 — C3.04 for onsite storm drain pipe.

00490 - 2 Addenda-05
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SUBSTITUTION REQUEST FORM
- For use during BIDDING parlod ~

| Project Name: LPA Inc. Job No. 14168.10
Reed Sireel - Grant Sireet Sports Park Y v p ~L
Date: Z}/j,'r_ / ‘g / ‘Z() / /

To: LPA, Inc.

Specified item: (imﬂ/')f%?f/m 7@/6 75 '
Svdhete Turf Sorkacme

Specification — Paragraph No. Drawing No, \\. Ditall No.
Sactlon

32 J§ 3 2.0C

Contractor’s Proposed Substitution: 7/ L9 YZW?, [qué’z 2 /_i 2!?/)329 775 Wy / ZIW:()—/ //)/? //

Reason For Request: /4} / /{”{f/)(f /(), //:(:;Z//Ci / /p 4’ /44 ’/'%/‘(‘;'() / ViS4 /)//) g %?/ 4{’//(

Manufacturer Contact: ‘A [l[j/ //) A / é é)/ ﬂ// /M ()
Manufacturer Telephone: /7é)0 e /9/\3 —‘Z/_B/_%

Tde Name and Model: AQ /‘f?)/ﬁ/g )f /{9} /ﬂﬂ /}7_ _‘38_(31_[,(}/7&7—&}97//])

FT] 1M - RO DO ~

| e e
In market

History: [CINew Product []1-4 ye;a;rs B RSN
[15-10 years In market Hover Hyearsnmarket *
|71 AT v
L] AT v R

Mandatory for Conslderatlon: '
e _SJiafuE

[ClDrawings roduet Data [:]Szr?lpl:es APEROPPR-, ir
[;Fl’égl Data [C]Reports g,]Q ek | Ol M0 B TACHARA - Tl g ihiied

Altnch a Polnthy-l'elnt comparison agamst dotolled and spacitied products with completo daln, Including produed / material desciiptions,
spediications, diwings, pholographs, poiforimnee, MSOS dala sheel a1 (esl datn adtequnte fur evaluntion of the requesi, Claatly nimutnlo
applicalle poitions of tho duty. Includo JOG Evaluatlon Servica (ICG ES) Evaluallon Repo, if applicable.

B ¥ [ P St 0 i i - L L T ——— — e e g o

. iF,
Manufacturer: A < fY\O/_[/ Y jL S (/ 5"/(’ M




The Undersigned cailifips:

- Proposed substllutlon has baon fully wvostiated and detortlned to e cijulvalent or supetior In all tespects lo spocified produdt.

- Ptoposed substliullon commplias wiiih appilcablo Cadus, ordnnces and stmilnrds,

- Snme warranly will bo fmished for proposed substitullon as fur speclfod pracucts,

- Same ralnienance se1vico and sourco of rofifacetnent parls, as applicable, aje avullably.,

- Propasad substitullon vAll have ne advoiso olfect on related Work ond viill not aftect or delay progress of tho Work,

- Proposed substiulion does not affect diinensions aixi functlonn! clonngos.,

- Payment will he made fos elinnges (o hulkiing deslgn, Including AE dosign, delulling, and eonstraclion costs onused by the substiullon.

Submilted by, (!mm )_bﬁl, Al f' é:(,’/(ﬁ'ﬂ//;%\uo: D/féC}OZ Wef//d”ﬁ/ ?ﬂ&m?
Sl(kh od: é; £ / ;6-..1._ / - Date: /)75)/(,,/7 /}/ 'Zﬂ//s/

~

s

Archilect's Recommended Aotlon:

[X] Approved. Refer to Addendum # 04

] Approved As Noted. Refer to Addendum #_
[J Proposed substitution SUBJECT to recslve a'pproval by Division of the State Architect (DSA)

for complianca with applicable provisions of Califomia Code of Regutations (CCR), Tille 24 of the
Californla Building Standards Code (CBSG).

[ Rejected - Use spacified product / materlals.

[ Request recelvad too late - Use speciled product / materials.

[] Request does not have DSA approval - Use specifled product / materials.

Name;__Corrie Lindsay Dato: 03/17/2018

Remarks:_Amorim Ice 450 exiruded Cark Svstem is equal to the specifications provided for

the cool play system.
The Rhino M monofilament synthetic lurf system Is equal to field turf Revolution 360.

END OF SECTION
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May 22, 2018

RE: Agenda Date 5/22/2018 City Council Agenda ltem 18-124: Current Year Budget
Amendment for ~$22M Youth Soccer Park at Grant and Reed Streets

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members,
| have questions about the financing of this project.

My questions are around the recommendation #3 that $10.2M be repaid to the city’s
land reserve fund with future Mitigation Fee Act revenue.

1. What are the Mitigation Fee Act revenues collected to date in the City?

2. Which current and planned projects will generate MFA fees that will apply to this
site?*

3. Can and should this Council pre-commit future neighborhood park fees?

*Because these mainly soccer facilities are on the northeastern side of the RR tracks
there are limited crossing points
for neighborhood citizen
access and much of the
adjacent land is not zoned
residential. | looked at the 43
sites in the Development
Project list online and found
projects for about 10
residences at 917 and 967
Warburton as well as the 40
unit residences in the 1525
Alviso St. project which may or
may not meet the Mitigation
Fee Act site qualifications.
What are the estimated
Mitigation Act Fees for these
existing projects? Are there
other MFA projects known to
qualify for this site? If so, what
are they?
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Thank you,
Clysta Seney, Santa Clara



