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REQUEST FOR QUOTATION NUMBER  760-5162
June 4, 2013

	COUNTY  OF  FRESNO

	ADDENDUM NUMBER: ONE (1)

 ref No  \* MERGEFORMAT ONE (1)

	
	RFQ NUMBER:  760-5162

 ref bid  \*mergeformat 760-5162
	

	Low Bed TrailerLow Bed Trailer

	June 4, 2013

	
	PURCHASING USE
	

	
	ssj
	G:\PUBLIC\RFQ\760-5162 ADD 1.DOC

	IMPORTANT:  SUBMIT QUOTATION IN SEALED PACKAGE WITH QUOTATION NUMBER, CLOSING DATE AND BUYER’S NAME MARKED CLEARLY ON THE OUTSIDE TO:

	COUNTY OF FRESNO, Purchasing

4525 EAST HAMILTON AVENUE, 2ND FLOOR
FRESNO, CA  93702-4599

	Closing date of bid will be at 2:00 p.m., on June 11, 2013

 ref date  \* MERGEFORMAT June 11, 2013.
QUOTES WILL BE CONSIDERED LATE WHEN THE OFFICIAL PURCHASING TIME CLOCK READS 2:00 P.M.

	Quotes will be opened and publicly read at that time.  All quotation information will be available for review after contract award.

	Clarifications of specifications is to be directed to:  Craig Nickel

 ref buyer  \*MERGEFORMATCraig Nickel, phone (559) 600-7115, e-mail CountyPurchasing@co.fresno.ca.us, fax (559) 600-7126.

	

	NOTE THE following and attached ADDITIONS, DELETIONS AND/or CHANGES TO THE REQUIREMENTS OF REQUEST FOR QUOTATION NUMBER:  760-5162 AND INCLUDE THEM IN YOUR RESPONSE. PLEASE SIGN AND RETURN THIS ADDENDUM WITH YOUR QUOTATION.

· The following pages are to address questions received to this date.


	ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF ADDENDUM NUMBER ONE (1) TO RFQ 760-5162

	COMPANY NAME: 
	

	(PRINT)

	SIGNATURE: 
	

	NAME & TITLE: 
	

	(PRINT)


Questions and Answers
Q1 Assuming two axles was a typo since the tire section says sixteen tires
A1 The RFQ should read four (4) axles.  Please delete two and put four in its place.
Q2 What is the reasoning for the minimum weight?  Typically there is a maximum weight we are trying to hit.  Is there a specific machine you are trying to haul currently that is not making weight now?  Depending on options the average weights have been running from about 12,500-13,500lbs with worst case being in the 14,000lbs range highly equipped.
A2 The reasoning behind any reference to weight is to get a trailer built to the standard we insist on, while being able to carry the most weight possible.  It was our belief that the trailers that we found acceptable ranged between the weights listed in the bid.  We will consider trailers with weights 12,500 – 14,000 lbs.
Q3 On this item the 1 pin hook up is standard on our competitors trailer.  Your current 1987 Murray Trailer has a T latch design with 2 hooks on the back of the neck.  Is this going to be an issue to do the same design as your 1987?

A3 We believe either design will be acceptable.
Q4 Where would the “D” rings need to be located on the side?

A4 The “D” rings should be evenly spaced along the side.  Additionally, there should be “D’ rings at each of the corners, either recessed or another method that provides them near the corners of the deck.
Vendor Comment:

Not in the specifications is deck length or gooseneck length.

When viewing the possible trade in today I noticed that the truck pulling the current trailer is not a heavy front axle (22,000lbs).  With that in mind you would only require a short neck.  If the intention of the county is to replace the truck at some point with a heavy front axle truck then we would need to spec a long neck on the trailer.

As far as deck length goes with a short neck the longest possible deck you can have is a 22’10” and with a long neck is 21’6” and this would still give you a 40’ king pin to last axle on either set up.
County Response:

Questions have been submitted regarding the length of the gooseneck and the deck length.
The County is seeking a replacement for the trailer that has been used for years and has worked exceptionally well.  Weigh has not been a problem, as we haven’t come close to exceeding the maximum safe weight in some time.  Please use the existing trailer as a guide when preparing your response to this RFQ (See photos).
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