
VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE
Report for the Village Council Meeting

SUBJECT: SUBMITTED BY:

Lacey Road Reconstruction – ST-052/SW-070
Nan Newlon
Director of Public Works

SYNOPSIS

A motion is requested to award a contract for the Lacey Road Reconstruction to Chicagoland Paving 
Contractors, Inc. of Lake Zurich, Illinois in the amount of $549,900.00.

STRATEGIC PLAN ALIGNMENT

The strategic goals for 2015-2017 identified Top Quality Infrastructure.

FISCAL IMPACT

The FY16 budget includes $550,000 for this project ($400,000 in the Capital Projects Fund for roadway 
improvements and $150,000 in the Stormwater Fund for storm sewer improvements). 

BACKGROUND

The scope of the project includes the replacement of asphalt pavement, sidewalk repair, installation of new 
ribbon curb to facilitate drainage, and storm sewer replacements and improvements within the right of way 
of Lacey Road, between Ogden Avenue and Virginia Street. A call for bids (CFB) was issued and published 
in accordance with the Village’s Purchasing Policy. Six bids were received on April 20, 2016. A synopsis of 
the bids is as follows:

Contractor Total Bid
Chicagoland Paving $549,900.00
A Lamp Concrete Contractors $595,869.00
Alliance Contractors $655,711.05
Geneva Construction $730,740.79
G&M Cement $754,363.20
Swallow Construction $808,033.95

UPDATE & RECOMMENDATION
This item was discussed at the May 10, 2016 Village Council meeting. Staff recommends approval on 
the May 17, 2016 Consent Agenda. 
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Staff recommends award of the contract to Chicagoland Paving Contractors, Inc. Chicagoland has 
successfully completed projects for the Village of Downers Grove, such as the 2014 Patching Program and 
the 2014 Parking Lot Reconstruction projects.  Chicagoland Paving has also satisfactorily completed various 
projects for other local municipalities, including road replacement for the communities of Buffalo Grove, 
Libertyville, Fox Lake and Barrington.  

ATTACHMENTS

Contract Document
Contractor Evaluations
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Village of Downers Grove 
Contractor Evaluation

Contractor: Chicagoland Paving

Project:  2014 Fall Pavement Patching

Primary Contact: Bill Bowes   Phone:  847-550-96814

Time Period:  October 2014

On Schedule (allowing for uncontrollable circumstances)  Yes   No

Provide details if early or late completion:  Completed Class D patches on time.

Change Orders (attach information if needed): None

Difficulties / Positives: None

Interaction with public:

  Excellent    Good    Average    Poor

(Attach information on any complaints or compliments)

General Level of Satisfaction with work: 
 
  Well Satisfied    Satisfied    Not Satisfied

Reviewers: Nate Hawk

Date: 2/3/15
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Village of Downers Grove 
Contractor Evaluation

Contractor: Chicagoland Paving

Project:  Parking Lot Improvements for Fire Stations 1 & 3 and School District 58

Primary Contact: Bill Bowes   Phone:  847-550-9681

Time Period:  June 2014 to November 2014

On Schedule (allowing for uncontrollable circumstances)  Yes   No

Provide details if early or late completion:  Completed School District 58 improvements 
on time; delays of Fire Station 3 improvements caused by pavement removal work 
during rainy weather and placing new asphalt on stone base that was not prepared 
correctly causing the need for removal

Change Orders (attach information if needed): None

Difficulties / Positives: Worked well with School District 58 to complete District 58 
improvement satisfactorily; good subcontractor control; lack of communication with 
Village staff on scheduling; delays due to performing improvements during rainy 
weather conditions that caused construction problems

Interaction with public:

  Excellent    Good    Average    Poor

(Attach information on any complaints or compliments)

General Level of Satisfaction with work: 
 
  Well Satisfied    Satisfied    Not Satisfied

Reviewers: Nate Hawk

Date: 2/3/15
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