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COUNCIL WORKSHOP ITEM

Leak Detection Survey

February 24, 2004

David Bird, Water Manager

David H. Barber, Public Works Director

To award a contract to perform leak detection services in accordance
with the bid specifications for FY 04-05

$11,800.00 ACCOUNT: 481.393.0000.5478
$12,000.00

On January 30, 2004, bids were opened for Proposal No. 04-007, “Leak
Detection Survey”. The Village Of Downers Grove annually performs
leak detection survey of approximately one-third of the Village water
distribution system. This annual detection greatly assistsin the Village
accountability of water consumed. This year the contract includes the
following three areas:

That areawhich is bordered by 63' Street to the north: Fairview Avenue
to the east: 75" Street to the south: and Main Street to the west (137,543
[.f.)

That areawhich is bordered by 63" Street to the north: Main Street to the
east: 751" Street to the south: and the Village limits to the west (183,862
[.f.).

That areawhich is bordered by 31% Street to the north: the Village Limits
to the east: Ogden Avenue to the south: and Highland Avenue to the west
(74,325 1))

Thetotal area of the survey is 395,730 lineal feet.
There were Five vendorsthat bid the contract this year:

Severn Trent Pipeline Services Chicago, Il.
Associated Technical Services VillaPark, Il.
Water Services Company Elgin, Il.

M.E. Simpson Company Valparaiso, In.
Heath Consultants Houston, Tx



a arded to the lowest bidder (Associated Technical Services). It is my further recommendation
at the contract for “Leak detection Survey” for FY 04-05 be awarded to the M.E.Simpson Co.
/ t the quoted unit price of $0.03 per lineal foot for atotal contract cost of $11,800.00

| Is further recommended that award of the contract be placed on the Council workshop agenda

RECOMMENDATION:

AS you cansee by the attached bid tabulation there was a wide range in price quotes. After

‘H- lewing all five bid proposals it was determined that only two of the companies met our
specifications. Those companies were M.E. Simpson and Heath Consultants.

HA ssociated Technical Services had the low bid but in addition to their quote they added an extra
charge for each leak they detected and found. Also there was no cap on the amount of charges
at could be accrued.

H\ he rext lowest bid was Severn Trent Pipeline. There proposal never met all of our specification
| egarding to the amount of hydrant & valves they were going to listen to. In addition they

‘ equested personal to assist in pumping out valve vaults as needed.

\H\ ater Services was the third lowest bid. They were awarded the leak survey in FY 03-04. They
C ompleted the survey and never met the specifications regarding submitting daily reports and the
| otification of leaks that were detected. They did issued the Village with a report upon

}Hi ompletion of the survey and the results of the survey and there final report were very poor and

‘ ot conclusive.

‘M he rext two bids were M.E.Simpson and Heath Consultants. These two bids met all the specs
S requested and were more in detail of the work being conducted.

y recommendation is that the contract for “Leak Detection Survey” for FY 04-05 not be

of March 19, 2004.



Leak Detection Survey 2;004/05

Proposal No. 04-007

Vendor Cost per lineal foot Total
Associated Technical Services $0.015 $5,935.95
Severn Trent Pipeline Services $0.0157 $6,212.96
Water Services Company $0.01745 $6,905.50
M.E. Simpson Company $0.03 $11,800.00

Heath Consultants $0.04 $15,643.04



