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IMPROVEMENTS UNDER 
"TOKAY STREET 
IMPROVErr.::NTS, SPRR 
TO S"OOCK ;ON STREET", 
CONTRACT ACCEPTED Council accepted the improvements under the "Tokay Street 

Improvements, SPRR to :tockton Street" contract and 
CC-90 directed the Public Works Director to file a Notice of 

Completion with the County Recorder' Office. 

Council was apprised that the contract was awarded to 
Teichert Construction of Stockton on Mav 6, 1987 in the 
amount of $62,323.00. The contract ha~ oeen comi)leted in 
substantial conformance with the plans and specifications 
approved by the City Council. 

The contract cowoletion date was July 3, 1987 and the 
actual completion date was July 3, 1987. The final 
contract price was $61 ,446.15. The difference between the 
contract amount and the final contract price is mainly due 
to a slight underrun in the asphaltic concrete quantities . 
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Manager 

MEETING DATE: July 15, 1987 

Project Data 
Originally Budgeted: 1987 

Trans. Dev. Act 
Phase I $74,000 
Phase I $75,700 
Trans. Dev. Act 

Budgeted Fund: 
Amount Budgeted: 
Final Project Cost: 
Overrun Fund: 

AGENDA TITLE: Accept Improvements Under Tokay Street Improvements, SPRR to 
Stockton Street, Contract 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the City Council accept the improvements under 
the 11 Tokay Street Improvements, SPRR to Stockton Street 11 contract and direct 
the Public Works Director to file a Notice of Completion with the County 
Recorder's office. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The contract was awarded to Teichert Construction 
of Stockton on May 6, 1987 in the amount of $62,323.00. The contract has 
been completed in substantial conformance with the plans and specifications 
approved by the City Council. 

The contract completion date was July 3. 1987 and the actual completion date 
was July 3, 1987. The final contract price was $61,446.15. The difference 
between the contract amount and the final contract price is mainly due to a 
slight underrun in the asphaltic concrete quantities. 

,, __ u4 
, Jack L. Ronsko 
i Pub v c Works Director 

JIJVGER,'ma 

cc: Street Superintendent 

APPROVED: FILE NO. 

CTOKAY4/TXTW.02M July 7, 1987 


