STATE PROCUREMENT OFFICE
NOTICE OF AMENDMENT TO EXEMPTION FROM CHAPTER
103D, HRS, CONTRACT

1. TO: Chief Procurement Officer

,FROM: Department of the Attorney General, Education Division
Department/Division/Agency
3. Name of Contractor: Watanabe Ing & Komeiji 4. P.E. Reference No. 04-23-M

5. Description of goods, services, or construction: o T
See attached '

6. Scope of work for the contract is revised as follows:

The scope of work under the contract has not been revised.

Original Contract Price: $300,000 Amended Contract Price:
$1,740,750

7. Reason: This / These amendiment(s) are necessary because:

See attached

8. Direct questions to; ~ Holly T. Shikada Phone: 586-1266

Agency shall ensure adherence to applicable administrative and statutory requirements.

9. Pprsuant to § 103D-102, HRS, and § 3-120-5, HAR, I certify that the
matiop provided above is, to the best of 1 my knowledge, true and correct
SEP 2% ovn
Department Head Date
N ' . Resetved for:SPO Use Only - v s

0. Date Posted 5&; z,,f @3

11. Submit written objections to this notice of intent to amend a procurement exemption contract within seven calendar days
or as otherwise allowed from the above posted date to:  Chief Procurement Officer

State Procurement Office

P.O. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810-0119

Chiefl Procurement Officer’s Comments:

/1 approvED | | DISAPPROVED (\k@/wu S - Q/ tefq oy

Chief Procurement Officer Date -

13, P.E. No. 0a' 2D~ }é;

SPO-07B {Rev, 05/29/2007) ( Awd 1)




NOTICE CF AMENDMENT TO EXEMPTION FROM CHAPTER
103D, HRS, CONTRACT

Attachment

5. Description of goods, services, or construction:

Contractor shall serve as special deputy attorney general and lead ccunsel to
represent and defend the State of Hawalil, Department of Education (DOE) in
the following cases: Mark H., et al. v. Hamamoto, et al., Civil No. 00-
00282MLR; Stephen L., et al, v. Hamamoto, et al., Civil No. C0-00338MLR;
Patricia N., et al. v. Hamamoto, et al., Civil No. 00-00252MLR (collectively
“+he Cases™). The Contracter shall prepare, coordinate and supervise the
defense of the DOE; appear at all meetings, briefings, and hearings held in
conjunction with the Cases, and serve as lead counsel at the trial of each of
the Cases in the United States District Court (USDC); exercise best efforts
to coordinate the defenses in the Cases to avoid duplication and share
resources and work products among the three cases; to the greatest extent
pessible, utilize deputy attorneys general and legal assistants of the
Department of the Attorney General to assist; provide reports on the progress
of the litigation to the Attorney General, as requested; and provide any and
all cther legal or related services requested to complete all proceaedings in
the three cases in the USDC.

7. Reason: This / These amendment(s) are necessary because:

The State's potential sexposure in these cases i1s in the millions of dollars
per child. Due to scme unexpected costs, including the need to retain
mainland experts in each of the three cases, an increase in the contract
amount 1s needed. Plaintiffs have also retained a number of mainland
experts. The DOE was initially granted summary Jjudment in one of the three
cases. Plaintiffs appealed to the 9" Circuit Ccurt of Appeal and the case
was remanded back to the USDC. Although we have a firm trial date for only
one of the cases, the Judge has imposed the same discovery deadlines for all
three cases. The discovery process will reguire a number of depositions to
be taken on the mainland. And while some of the work on the legal issues can
be coordinated, due to the difference in the facts of each of the cases,
individual work on each of the cases 1s required.



