Form C-104

> Rev.2/01
CONSTRUCTION VALUE ENGINEERING CONCEPT PROPOSAL
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. ; v Date 07/07/2008

Contract ID 080523-501 (V.E. Proposal #1) Job No. J5P0934/J5P0952
County Pettis Route 65 Original Bid Cost $4,335,778.54
Contractor APAC-Missouri, Inc By Jason Backues '
Designed By MoDOT Phone (573) 449-0886

VECP ©0%-5b

1. Description of existing requirements and proposed change(s). Advantages/Disadvantages

We would like to propose using PG64-22 AC in lieu of PG70-22 in all superpave mixes on this project.
This would provide a large savings to MoDOT. PG64-22 AC has been used in overlay mixes on current and
previous projects on similar highways. Divided highways such as Route 36 in Linn and Livingston counties
(J2P0733) and Route 63 in Randolph, Macon, and Adair counties(J2P0771/J2P0773) both used PG64-22
AC. Please see attached spreadsheet. )

2. Estimate of reduction in construction costs. $263,812.74

3. Prediction of any effects the proposed change(s) will have on other department costs, such as
maintenance and operations.

None anticipated.

4. Anticipated date for submittal of detailed change(s) of items required by Section 104.6 of the
Specifications.

(date)

5. Deadline for issuing a change order to obtain maximum cost reduction, noting the effect of contract
completion time or delivery schedule.

07/21/2008 Contractor can obtain purchase orders and receive correct A.C. for use.

(date) (effect)

6. Dates of any previous or concurrent submission of the same proposal.

~ (date and/or dates)
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* Additional Comments:

Please see attached spreadsheet.
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V.E. Proposal #1

(Cost Savings by using PG64-22 AC instead of PG70-22 AC)
Savings due to new proposal

Savings
. Asphalt Tons of | by using
Job No. item Description Tons (A.C.%| A.C. PG64-22 |Total Savings
J5P0934 |SP125C 13015.6 | 4.3% | 559.67 | $120.00 | $67,160.50
(SBL) |SP190C 20999.5 | 4.3% | 902.98 | $120.00 | $108,357.42
$0.00
J5P0592 |SP125C 7949.9 | 4.3% | 341.85 | $120.00 [ $41,021.48
(NBL) {190C 91615 [4.3% | 393.94 | $120.00 | $47,273.34
Total=  $263,812.74
L I I
Total= $0.00

Net Savings for new Proposal

\
3

Savings due to new propbsal: $263,812.74

Total Value Engineering Savings for the Contractor(50%): $131,906.37

Total Value Engineering Savings for MoDOT(50%):

$131,906.37




VALUE ENGINEERING CHECK SHEET

TYPE OF WORK

(Check one that applies)

Bridge/Structure/Footings

Drainage Structures (RCP, RCB, CMP’s ect)
TCP/MOT

Paving (PCCP, ect.)

Grading/MSE Walls

Signal/Lighting/ITS

Misc.

cooXooo

SUMMARY OF PROPOSAL

(If needed, condense summary to a couple of lines)

Use PGEY4-22 in [lew of PG 70-22 /i, /4 30?\.&;% im/’,vef,

SCANNING OF DOCUMENT

If the proposal is large, please mark or make note, which pages need to be scanned into the database.. If
there are special instructions, make note of them here.
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