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I. INTRODUCTION 

The Mississippi Transportation Commission is governed by three elected Commissioners, 
and it is vested with the authority and responsibility to coordinate and develop a  
comprehensive balanced transportation system for the State of Mississippi.  In order to  
carry out those responsibilities, the Mississippi Transportation Commission is authorized  
to make such contracts and execute such instruments containing reasonable and necessary  
terms, provisions, and conditions for the purpose of obtaining or securing financial  
assistance, grants or loans from any agency or department of the United States. 
 
The operational activities of the Commission are carried out by the Mississippi Department 
of Transportation which is responsible for the design, construction and maintenance of the 
state highways of the State of Mississippi.  The Office of State Aid Road Construction is a 
Division within the Mississippi Department of Transportation which deals with the 
highways which are not state highways but which consist of the main collectors and 
distributor routes feeding into local trade areas or into the state highway system.  The 
Transit Division allocates and oversees federal transit funding to local, state and tribal 
governments to provide mass transit services.  Its primary responsibilities include 
developing and administering general public transit and specialized transportation 
programs as well as training and assistance projects.  The Aeronautics Division assists 
public airports in developing an effective air transportation system in this state and 
provides technical administrative and financial assistance to airport owners for federal and 
state financial construction projects. 
 
In addition to funding from various resources of the State of Mississippi, the Mississippi 
Department of Transportation receives funding from the United States Department of 
Transportation.  As a condition of receiving such funds, the Mississippi Transportation 
Commission and the Mississippi Department of Transportation must comply with all 
federal statutes, regulations, guidelines and other requirements of the federal agencies. 
 

The United States Department of Transportation has the responsibility of insuring that 
firms competing for its financially assisted contracts are not disadvantaged by unlawful 
discrimination and issued regulations in 1990 as part of its policy concerning the program 
commonly known as the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Program. 
   

The new regulation became effective March 4, 1999 and requires the primary recipient of 
funding by the United States Department of Transportation, as a condition of receiving 
federal funding, to develop a Disadvantaged Business Enterprise program by September 1, 
1999. The Mississippi Department of Transportation (MDOT), its Office of State Aid 
Construction, Public Transit Division and Aeronautics Division are required to establish 
yearly overall goals based on the local availability of DBEs, that are ready, willing, and 
able to participate in MDOT contracts. It is required that to the maximum extent possible 
that race-neutral means be used to achieve the annual DBE participation goals by qualified 
DBE participants. MDOT goals have been established for those contracts for which it 
received federal highway and federal transit funds. MDOT does not own any airports and 
thus receives no funds as authorized by 49 U.S.C. 47101, and has established no goals for 
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the Aeronautics Division; however if such funding does become available to MDOT 
appropriate goals will be established. 
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DBE PROGRAM 
MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

JACKSON, MISSISSIPPI 
 
II. Definitions of Terms 
 

The terms used in this program have the meanings defined in 49 C.F.R. §26.5. In the 
administration of its DBE Program, MDOT will act in accordance with guidance and 
interpretations when issued by USDOT in accordance with 49 C.F.R. §26.9. 
 

III. Objectives /Policy Statement (§§26.1, 26.23) 
 

As a recipient of federal financial funding of the United States Department of 
Transportation, The Mississippi Department of Transportation has established a 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Program as set forth herein and hereby provides 
its assurance that it will comply with the provisions of this program and the regulations of 
the United States Department of Transportation as set forth in 49 C.F.R. Part 26. 
 
The Mississippi Transportation Commission and the Mississippi Department of 
Transportation (MDOT) are committed to the objectives of the DBE Program and it is their 
policy to fully support and comply with 49 C.F.R. Part 26 and all other applicable statutes, 
regulations and guidelines of the United States Department of Transportation. In order to 
achieve these goals, it is the policy of MDOT: 
 

1. To ensure nondiscrimination in the award and administration of USDOT assisted 
contracts; 

2. To create a level playing field on which DBEs can compete fairly for USDOT assisted 
contracts; 

3. To ensure that the DBE Program is narrowly tailored in accordance with applicable 
law; 

4. To ensure that only firms that fully meet 49 C.F.R. Part 26 eligibility standards are 
permitted to participate as DBEs; 

5. To help remove barriers to the participation of DBEs in USDOT assisted contracts; and  
6. To assist the development of firms that can compete successfully in the market place 

outside the DBE Program.  
 

MDOT has designated a DBE Liaison Officer (DBELO) within the Office of Civil Rights 
who is responsible for implementing all aspects of the DBE program.  Implementation of 
the DBE program is in accordance with the same priority as compliance with all other legal 
obligations incurred by the MDOT in its financial assistance agreements with the 
Department of Transportation. 
 

MDOT has established a Certification Committee to certify eligible DBEs as required by 
49 C.F.R. Part 26 to participate in federally assisted contracts. Certified, eligible DBEs will 
be included in a DBE directory. To meet the maximum feasible portion of its overall goal 
by race-neutral means, MDOT will make this policy statement available to all branches of 
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State government and post it for public viewing. It will be distributed to DBE and non-
DBE communities that perform work on USDOT-assisted contracts by newspaper legal
notices, and other appropriate means. In meeting its race-neutral participation policy, it
will make available at no costs to the general public copies of specimen proposals in order
to make DBEs aware of contract opportunities and projects. In addition, open pre-bid
meetings are scheduled prior to the acceptance of any bids in order to inform all
contractors and subcontractors of the nature of projects and to provide the opportunity for
those ready, willing and able to submit proposals as prime or subcontractors.

Executive Director-Mississippi Department of Transportation



                                                                                                       November 2012 
           

5 
 

IV. Nondiscrimination.    (§26.7) 
 

MDOT will never exclude any person from participation in, deny any person the benefits 
of, or otherwise discriminate against anyone in connection with the award and performance 
of any contract covered by 49 C.F.R. Part 26 on the basis of race, color, sex, or national 
origin. 

 
In administering its DBE program, MDOT will not, directly or through contract or other 
arrangements, use criteria or methods of administration that have the effect of defeating or 
substantially impairing accomplishment of the objectives of the DBE program with respect 
to individuals of a particular race, color, sex, or national origin. 

 
V. Records MDOT Will Keep and Report:     (§26.11) 

 
Bidders List 

 
As a means of determining the relative availability of ready, willing, and able DBEs, 
MDOT will maintain a bidders’ list which will include all firms that bid on prime contracts 
or quote subcontracts on USDOT financially assisted projects. The purpose of this 
requirement is to allow use of the bidder’s list approach in calculating overall goals.  The 
list will include both DBEs and non-DBEs. The list will be supplemented on a regular 
basis and will include the: 

 
(1) firm name; 
(2) firm address; 
(3) firm’s status as a DBE or non-DBE; 
(4) the age of the firm; and 
(5) the annual gross receipts of the firm. 

 
All bidders will provide basic information that includes name of the firm, contact person, 
address, and DBE/non-DBE status pertaining to themselves and any subcontractor that 
submits a quote to them in order to determine all firms which are ready, willing, and able 
to perform work which is financially assisted by the USDOT.  MDOT will collect this 
information as an attachment (Form OCR-485) to the bid documents. Bid proposals 
submitted without an OCR-485 will be considered an irregular bid.  MDOT will follow up 
on a yearly basis to verify the information above and obtain additional information that 
includes the age of the firm and gross receipts.  

 
 

Monitoring Payments to DBEs 
 

MDOT will require prime contractors to maintain records and documents of payments to 
DBEs for three years following the performance of the contract.  These records will be 
made available for inspection upon request by any authorized representative of the MDOT 
or USDOT.  This reporting requirement also extends to any certified DBE subcontractor.   
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VI. Federal Financial Assistance Agreement Assurance (§26.13) 
 

Each financial assistance agreement which MDOT signs with a USDOT operating 
administration will include the following assurance: 
 

“MDOT shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in 
the award and performance of any USDOT-assisted contract or in the 
administration of its DBE Program or the requirements of 49 C.F.R. Part 26. 
MDOT shall take all necessary and reasonable steps under 49 C.F.R. Part 26 to 
ensure nondiscrimination in the award and administration of USDOT assisted 
contracts. MDOT’s DBE Program, as required by 49 C.F.R. Part 26 and as 
approved by USDOT, is incorporated by reference in this agreement. 
Implementation of this program is a legal obligation and failure to carry out its 
terms shall be treated as a violation of this agreement. Upon notification to MDOT 
of its failure to carry out its approved program, the USDOT may impose sanctions 
as provided for under 49 C.F.R. 26 and may, in appropriate cases, refer the matter 
for enforcement under 18 U.S.C. 1001 and/or the Program Fraud Civil Remedies 
Act of 1986 (31 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.).” 

 
In addition, to assure the compliance indicated above, MDOT will require that each 
contract which MDOT signs with a sub recipient or a contractor (and each subcontract the 
prime contractor signs with a subcontractor) includes the following assurance: 

 
“The contractor, sub recipient or subcontractor shall not discriminate on the basis 
of race, color, national origin, or sex in the performance of this contract. The 
contractor shall carry out applicable requirements of 49 C.F.R. 26 in the award and 
administration of USDOT assisted contracts. Failure by the contractor to carry out 
these requirements is a material breach of this contract, which may result in the 
termination of this contract or such other remedy as MDOT deems appropriate.” 

 
VII. DBE Program Updates (§26.21) 

 
MDOT will continue to carry out this program until all funds from the USDOT financial  
assistance has been expended and will provide to the USDOT updates representing 
significant changes in the program. 

 
 

VIII. MDOT’S Policy Concerning This DBE Program   (§26.23) 
 

The Mississippi Transportation Commission and the Mississippi Department of 
Transportation are committed to the objectives of the DBE Program and it is their policy to 
fully support and comply with 49 C.F.R. Part 26 and all other applicable statutes, 
regulations, and guidelines of the United States Department of Transportation. It is the 
policy of MDOT to provide a level playing field, to foster equal opportunity in all USD0T 
assisted contracts, to improve the flexibility of the DBE Program, to reduce the burdens on 
small businesses, and to achieve that amount of participation that would be obtained in a 
non-discriminatory market place. It is the policy of MDOT that there will be no 
discrimination in the award and performance of federally assisted contracts on the basis of 
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race, color, sex, or national origin. 
 

IX. DBE Liaison Officer (DBELO)   (§26.25) 
 

MDOT has designated an employee within the Office of Civil Rights as the DBE Liaison 
Officer: 
   DBELO 
   Mississippi Department of Transportation 
   Office of Civil Rights 

   P.0. Box 1850 
   Jackson, MS 39215-1850 

 Telephone: (601) 359-7466 
 

In that capacity, the DBELO is responsible for implementing all aspects of the DBE 
program and ensuring that MDOT complies with all provisions of 49 C.F.R. Part 26.  The 
DBE Liaison Officer has direct, independent access to the Executive Director of MDOT 
concerning all DBE matters and will have adequate staff to implement, administer, and 
monitor the DBE Program. The Manager of the Public Transit Division shall serve as 
adjunct staff to the MDOT Liaison Officer on matters pertaining to the public transit 
industry. 
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The DBELO is responsible for developing, implementing and monitoring the DBE 
program, in coordination with other appropriate officials.  The name of the DBE Liaison 
Officer and contact information can be found at www.gomdot.com.  Duties and 
responsibilities include the following:  

 
1. Gathers and reports statistical data and other information as required by the 

USDOT. 
2. Ensures that bid notices and requests for proposals are available to DBEs in a 

timely manner. 
3. Identifies contracts and procurements so that DBE goals are included in 

solicitations and monitors results. 
4. Analyzes program progress toward goal attainment and identifies ways to improve 

progress. 
5. Participates in pre-bid meetings. 
6. Advises the Director on DBE matters and achievement. 
7. Participates with the legal counsel and project director to determine contractor 

compliance with good faith efforts. 
8. Provides DBEs with information and assistance in preparing bids, obtaining 

bonding and insurance.  
9. Plans and participates in DBE training seminars. 
10. Acts as liaison to the Uniform Certification Process in the State of Mississippi.   

http://www.gomdot.com/
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11. Provides outreach to DBEs and community organizations to advise them of 
opportunities. 

12. Maintains the updated MDOT directory on certified DBEs. 
13. And such other duties as imposed by the Executive Director of MDOT. 

 
As part of MDOT’s policy to support and encourage the DBE Program, the Liaison Officer 
and the Manager of the Public Transit Division will make available a copy of the DBE 
Policy and the DBE Directory to all MDOT Districts and Divisions, to all highway 
construction contractors of the State of Mississippi, to manufacturers of products used in 
the highway construction industry and public transit contractors within the State of 
Mississippi, to all contractors listed on MDOT’s “Notice to Bidders,” to all certified DBEs 
in Mississippi, to all Planning Districts within the State of Mississippi, to all municipalities 
and counties of this state, to various associations that represents contractors in the highway 
construction and public transit industry, and upon request, to any other agency, business, or 
individual. These documents may also be obtained via our website at www.gomdot.com. 
 
X. DBE Financial Institutions (§26.27) 
 

It is the policy of MDOT to investigate the full extent of services offered by financial 
institutions owned and controlled by socially and economically disadvantaged individuals 
in the community, to make reasonable efforts to use these institutions and to encourage 
prime contractors on USDOT assisted contracts to make use of these institutions. MDOT 
has thoroughly investigated the full extent of services offered by banks owned and 
controlled by DBEs in the community.  Based on this search there are no DBE owned 
banks in the State of Mississippi. MDOT will investigate any new banks established in the 
area in the future that are owned by DBEs and use their services when feasible. 
 
MDOT will provide the following notification to each prime contractor who will perform 
on a USDOT-assisted project: 
 

“The MDOT encourages you to make the greatest feasible use of the services 
offered by banks owned and controlled by DBEs.  Information on these services 
may be obtained from the DBELO of MDOT or by contacting the Mississippi 
Bankers Association in Jackson, Mississippi, (601) 948-6366.” 

 
XI. Prompt Payment Requirements: (§26.29)  

 
MDOT recognizes that prompt payment requirements are an important race-neutral 
mechanism that can benefit both DBEs and non-DBEs. 
 
MDOT will require that the following clause be included in each USDOT-assisted prime 
contract:  
 

“The prime contractor agrees to pay each subcontractor under this prime contract 
for satisfactory performance of its contract no later than 15 days from the receipt of 
each payment the prime contractor receives from MDOT.   As of January 1, 2004, 
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MDOT no longer holds retainage on the Prime Contractor and therefore the Prime 
Contractor may not withhold retainage on the subcontractors. Any delay or 
postponement of payment from the above referenced time frame may occur only 
for good cause following written approval of MDOT.  This request for delay or 
postponement should be made to the MDOT, Office of Civil Rights prior to the 15-
day deadline for making prompt payments to the subcontractor(s). This clause 
applies to both DBE and non-DBE subcontractors.  Failure to comply with the 
prompt payment requirement will result in the prime contractor’s monthly 
estimates being withheld until the requirements of prompt payment have been 
fulfilled.  
 
As a recipient of Federal Aid Funds through MDOT, each municipality, as a part of 
their Disadvantaged Enterprise Program, has elected to no longer hold retainage on 
the Prime Contractor and therefore the Prime Contractor may not withhold 
retainage on the subcontractors in accordance with 49 CFR, Part 
26.29(b)(3)(Attachment A). 

 
MDOT recognizes that Section 65-9-11, Mississippi Code of 1972, as amended, 
requires that no progress or final estimate, either on a contract or a force account 
project, shall be paid by the State Aid Engineer and the Office of State Aid Road 
Construction unless approved by the State Aid Engineer as required by law and on 
all such contracts or force account projects a percentage of not less than two and 
one-half percent (2 1/2 %) nor more than ten percent (10%) of each estimate 
thereon paid shall be retained until final acceptance of such project.  The amount 
retained by the prime contractor from each payment due the subcontractor shall not 
exceed the percentage withheld from the prime contractor.   The Office of State Aid 
has elected to return retainage in accordance with option three as outlined in 49 
CFR, Part 26.29(b)(3) (Attachment A). 

 
 

XII. Joint Checks 
 
The FHWA has always maintained the use of joint checks could be allowed but needs to 
closely monitored to ensure that such a practice did not erode the independence of the 
DBE firm. Allowing joint checks can make it difficult to determine whether the DBE is 
performing a commercially useful function. It also makes it much more difficult to gauge 
the extent to which the DBE is controlling its operations (independent of the other party 
involved in the joint check arrangement). The cost of material and supplies purchased by 
the DBE is part of the value of work performed by the DBE to be counted toward the goal. 
To receive credit, the DBE must be responsible for negotiating price, determining quality 
and quantity, ordering the materials, and installing (where applicable) and "paying for the 
material itself." See 49 CFR 26.55(c) (1).  
 
In light of these concerns, MDOT requires the following criteria be met with regard to 
joint checks: (1) the second party (typically the prime contractor) acts solely as a 
guarantor, (2) the DBE must release the check to the supplier, (3) the use of joint checks 
is a commonly recognized business practice in the industry (note:  Standard industry 
practice cannot be shown unless the practice is commonly employed outside of the DBE 
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program for non-DBE subcontractors on both federal and state funded contracts.), (4) 
MDOT approves the practice before it is used, and (5) MDOT monitors its use closely to 
avoid abuse.   
 
The use of joint checks can be extended to all subcontractors, DBE and non-DBE. The 
goal of allowing joint checks is to allow the subcontractor to foster a relationship where 
within one to two years the firm can establish and/or increase a credit line with the 
material supplier. 
 
General circumstances to be present to approve joint checks:  

• No exclusive arrangement between one prime and one DBE in the use of joint 
checks that might bring independence into question 

• No requirement by prime contractor that DBE is to use a specific supplier nor 
the prime contractors negotiated unit price. 

• No non-proportionate ratio of DBE's normal capacity to size of contract and 
quantity of material to be provided under the contract. 

• DBE must be more than an extra participant in releasing the check to the 
material supplier.  DBE must be able to demonstrate that they perform 
estimating function, negotiate price, order, arrange delivery, inspect 
(where applicable), and maintain control of materials. 

• DBE must still perform a commercially useful function by actually performing, 
managing, and supervising the work involved as outlined in 49 CFR Part 
26.55(1) 

 
XIII. DBE Directory (§26.31) 

 
To assist interested firms in identifying certified DBEs, MDOT presently maintains and 
widely distributes the Mississippi Unified Certification Program (UCP) DBE Directory 
which identifies all firms certified as being eligible to participate as DBEs in MDOT’s 
DBE Program. The listing for each firm includes its address, phone number, and the types 
of work the firm has been certified by UCP Certification Committee to perform as a DBE. 

 
MDOT will revise its Directories at least monthly, and will make updated information 
available to contractors and the public upon request. MDOT has adopted and does 
participate in a Unified Certification Program as described in 49 C.F.R. §26.81. A copy of 
Mississippi UCP can be found via our website at www.gomdot.com (See also Attachment 
I).  
 
A Mississippi UCP Application form can be found in Attachment C or via our website at 
www.gomdot.com. 
 

XIV. Overconcentration of DBES in Certain Types of Work (§26.33) 
 

If MDOT determines that its certified DBE firms are so over concentrated in a certain type 

http://www.gomdot.com/
http://www.gomdot.com/
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of work as to unduly burden the opportunity of non-DBE firms to participate in that type of 
work, it will devise appropriate measures to address the over concentration and submit 
them to its operating administration for approval. 

 
If MDOT determines that there is over concentration, corrective action will not be used 
until such are approved by the USDOT. If such approval is obtained, the measures will 
become part of MDOT’s DBE Program. It is not the intention of MDOT to establish or use 
a mentor-protégé program at this time. 
 

XV. Monitoring and Enforcement Mechanisms (§26.37) 
 

MDOT will bring to the attention of the USDOT any false, fraudulent, or dishonest 
conduct in connection with the program, so that the USDOT can take the steps (e.g., 
referral to the Department of Justice for criminal prosecution, referral to the USDOT 
Inspector General, action under suspension and debarment or Program Fraud and Civil 
Penalties rules) provided in §26.109.  MDOT may also use Mississippi Code Section 97-7-
10, prosecution for fraud in a government contract, and refer such matters to the proper 
audit authority, the District Attorney, or the Attorney General of the State of Mississippi 
for enforcement of any and all applicable laws, both civil and criminal, of the State of 
Mississippi. 
 

One of the main purposes of 49 C.F.R. Part 26 is to insure that DBEs are actually 
performing the work committed to them in the process of awarding the contract to the 
prime contractor.  To achieve that objective, MDOT will measure payments actually made 
to DBEs rather than promises made at the stage when a federally assisted contract is 
awarded.  Credit toward DBE goals will be given to contractors only when payments are 
made to MS UCP certified DBEs.  MDOT will also keep a running tally on each federally 
assisted contract and the extent to which performance matches the commitment made by 
the prime contractor.  Prime contractors whose performances fall short of original 
commitments will be subject to MDOT’s compliance mechanism as outlined in MDOT’s 
Notice to Bidders No. 5955 (Attachment F). 
 

In order to measure compliance in its highway construction contracts, MDOT has 
developed and will provide Form OCR-484 to all prime contractors awarded a contract in 
which there is any federal financial assistance.  The prime contractor must show the actual 
payments made to any and all subcontractors and submit this form to the Project Engineer. 
The Project Engineer will attach a copy of the OCR-484 form to the monthly estimate 
forwarded to the Contract Administration Division for processing and payment.  The 
original OCR-484 is then forwarded to the Office of Civil Rights.  If the Prime Contractor 
fails to submit the required OCR-484, the Project Engineer will hold the monthly estimate 
until the required paperwork is submitted.  As the form will reflect the payments actually 
made to subcontractors, the Office of Civil Rights will monitor payments which will 
indicate whether DBEs are actually performing and being paid for the work committed by 
the prime contractor. At the end of a project, the Prime Contractor is required to submit an 
OCR-482 certifying all payments made to DBE subcontractors over the life of the project.  
Final estimates are not paid until this form has been verified and signed off on by the 
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Office of Civil Rights.  MDOT will perform interim audits of contract payments to DBEs.  
The audit will review payments to DBE subcontractors to ensure that the actual amount 
paid to DBE subcontractors equals or exceeds the dollar amounts stated in the schedule of 
DBE Participation.   
 

In order to assure compliance with this Program by the prime contractor, MDOT, as a 
compliance mechanism, has language in its Notice to Bidders concerning the disallowance 
of credit toward the DBE goal, withholding progress estimate payments, deducting from 
payment an amount equal to the unmet portion of the contract goal, debarring the 
contractor from bidding on any Mississippi Department of Transportation projects, etc. 
 
In order for the Prime Contractor to receive credit toward the contract goal, the DBE must 
perform a Commercially Useful Function (CUF) as outlined in 49 C.F.R., Part 26.55.  The 
Project Engineer/Inspector will complete an OCR-483 form, the CUF Performance Report, 
in accordance with MDOT’s standard operating procedures.  Evaluations reported on this 
form are used to determine whether or not the DBE firm is performing a CUF.  The Prime 
Contractor should take corrective action when the report contains any negative evaluations.  
DBE credit may be disallowed and/or other sanctions imposed if it is determined the DBE 
firm is not performing a CUF.  This form should be completed by the appropriate MDOT 
personnel and returned to the DBE Coordinator (Office of Civil Rights). 
 

XVI. Quotas (§26.43) 
 

MDOT does not use quotas in any way in the administration of this DBE program. 
 

XVII. Establishment of MDOT’s Goals for DBE Participation: (§26.45) 
 

MDOT establishes its overall goal of DBE participation every three years by hiring a 
qualified consultant that follows the methodology as set forth in 49 C.F.R., Part 26.51 to 
determine the relative availability of disadvantaged business enterprises using MDOT’s 
DBE Directory, census data, NAICS codes, bidder’s list and other related facts.  The 
methodology used in establishing the overall goal is contained in the report entitled, 
“Suggested Goal for MDOT Based on Relative Availability of Disadvantaged Business 
Enterprises.”  A copy of the report is attached hereto as Attachment B. 
 

MDOT will analyze the data it has collected as a result of this Program, will review past 
performance data including both race-neutral and race-conscious means and their 
effectiveness, and will participate in outreach meetings with both DBEs and non-DBEs 
who are participating in the transportation construction industry, (either as consultants, 
prime contractors, or subcontractors) in order to determine the availability of those DBE 
firms which are ready, willing, and able to participate in the transportation construction 
industry in Mississippi.  Based upon the collected data MDOT will make the appropriate 
adjustments for its future DBE goals through methods consistent with 49 C.F.R., Part 26. 
 

The Public Transit Division establishes its goals based on a methodology that takes into 
account several of the factors contained in 49 C.F.R. Part 26.45.  These factors include:  
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using MDOT’s goal for FHWA assisted projects; adjusting for demonstrated evidence of 
local market conditions and past participation by DBEs.  Data to support this methodology 
is obtained from historical DBE data maintained by the Public Transit Division. 
 
MDOT will require that each transit vehicle manufacturer that bids on FTA transit vehicle 
procurement to certify that it has complied with the requirements of 49 C.F.R., Part 26.49.  
MDOT, with the approval of FTA, may establish project-specific goals for DBE 
participation in the procurement of transit vehicles in lieu of complying through the 
procedures of 49 C.F.R., Part 26.49. 
 

XVIII. Means MDOT Will Use to Meet its Overall Goals (§26.51) 
 

MDOT will meet the maximum feasible portion of its overall goal by using race-neutral 
means of facilitating DBE participation. For the purposes of this program, race-neutral 
means include gender neutrality. Race and gender-neutral DBE participation includes any 
situation in which a DBE is awarded a prime contract through customary competitive 
procurement procedures, is awarded a subcontract on a prime contract that does not carry a 
DBE goal, and/or did not consider its DBE status in making the award (e.g., a prime 
contractor that uses a strict low bid system to award subcontracts). 
 
Race-neutral means include, but are not limited to, the following: 
 
1. Arranging solicitations, times for the presentation of bids, quantities, specifications, 

and delivery schedules in ways that facilitate DBEs, and other small businesses 
participation. 

2. Providing information as to financial institutions in the State of Mississippi that are 
owned and controlled by socially and economically disadvantaged individuals. 

3. Providing technical assistance and other services; 
4. Carrying out information and communications programs on contracting procedures and 

specific contract opportunities; 
5. Implementing a supportive services program to develop and improve immediate and 

long-term business management, record keeping, and financial and accounting 
capability for DBEs and other small businesses; 

6. Providing services to help DBEs, and other small businesses, improve long-term 
development.  

7. Ensuring distribution of the MDOT DBE Directory to the widest feasible universe of 
potential prime contractors; and 

8. Assisting DBEs, and other small businesses, to develop their capability to utilize 
emerging technology. 

9. Letting contracts under MDOT’s Small Business Concern Program. Appropriates 
contracts valued at $1 million and under would be set aside and available for bid only 
by certified small business contractors. See Attachment J methodology and details of 
program. 

 
MDOT will submit its overall goal for review and approval by the concerned operating 
administration and its projection of the portion of the goal that it expects to meet through 
race-neutral means by August 1 of every third year.    
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MDOT will establish contract goals to meet any portion of its overall goal it does not 
project being able to meet using race-neutral means. 
 
The following provisions apply to the use of contract goals: 
 

1. MDOT will establish contract goals only for those USDOT-assisted contracts that 
have subcontracting possibilities. 

2. MDOT may not set a contract goal on every USDOT-assisted contract. However, 
  over the period covered by its overall goal, MDOT will set contract goals so that  
  they will cumulatively result in meeting any portion of its overall goal it does not  
  project being able to meet through the use of race-neutral means.  

3. MDOT’s contract goals will provide for participation by all certified DBEs and will 
not be subdivided into group-specific goals.  

 
To ensure that its DBE Program continues to be narrowly tailored to overcome the effects 
of discrimination, MDOT will adjust the use of contract goals in accordance with the 
procedures and examples as set forth in 49 C.F.R. 25.51. 
 

XIX. Good Faith Efforts (§26.53) 
 

Demonstration of Good Faith Efforts 
 

When MDOT has established a DBE contract goal, it will award the contract only to a 
bidder/offeror who makes good faith efforts to meet it.  MDOT will determine that a 
bidder/offeror has made good faith efforts if the bidder/offeror does either of the following 
things: 
 

1. Documents that it has obtained enough DBE participation to meet the goal; or 
2. Documents that it made adequate good faith efforts to meet the goal, even though it 

did not succeed in obtaining enough DBE participation to do so. If the 
bidder/offeror does document adequate good faith efforts, MDOT will not deny 
award of the contract on the basis that the bidder/offeror failed to meet the goal.  

  MDOT will follow guidance set forth in Attachment F of this Program for 
   determining the adequacy of a bidder/offeror's good faith efforts.  

3. If the contract goal is not met by the bidder/offeror and as stated in its bid, the 
bidder/offeror must include as a part of its bid the facts of its good faith efforts as a 

  matter of responsiveness of the bid.  Any decision as to the good faith effort will be 
  considered in view of the guidance included as Appendix A to 49 C.F.R. Part 26. 
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Information to be Submitted 
 
 Construction Contracts 

All apparent low responsive bidder(s)/offeror(s) will be required to submit the following 
information to MDOT within ten (10) days of the opening of the bid and prior to MDOT’s 
committing to the award of the contract: 
 
1. The names and addresses of DBE firms that will participate in the contract;  
2. A description of the work that each DBE will perform;  
3. The dollar amount of the participation of each DBE firm participating;  
 
The OCR-481 form with original signatures of the Prime Contractor and the DBE firm 
serves as written documentation of the bidder/offeror’s commitment to use a DBE 
subcontractor to meet a contract goal.  It also serves as further verification that the DBE 
subcontractor is aware of the Prime Contractor’s commitment to use the DBE firm toward 
a contract goal.  If the contract goal is not met, the Prime Contractor must provide evidence 
of good faith efforts. 
 
In order for a firm to be deemed eligible to be listed on the OCR-481, that firm must have 
been certified prior to the construction project being let for contract. 
 
When the Prime Contractor is also a certified DBE firm, the contractor is required to 
submit an OCR-487 form.  This form is also required of any subcontractor who is also a 
certified DBE firm who subcontracts out a portion of their work to a non-DBE firm.  The 
form is used to determine the exact percentage of DBE credit for the specified project.  It 
should be returned to MDOT with the OCR-481 form, or can also be returned with the 
Permission to Subcontract forms (CAD-720 or CAD-725). 
 
MDOT will make sure all information is complete and accurate and adequately documents 
the bidder/offeror's good faith efforts before awarding any contract to the bidder/offeror.  
Only the good faith efforts of the apparent low bidder/offeror will be reviewed for 
adequacy.  If that bidder is determined to have not met a good faith effort, then the next 
apparent low bidder/offeror good faith efforts will be reviewed and so on until a successful 
bidder is identified  or the Mississippi Transportation Commission elects to reject and 
rebid the project.  In cases where firms are to be paid a stipend for proposal/bid submittal, 
if all firms either commit to required DBE goal or provide good faith effort documentation, 
they have meet the requirements of the contract with regard to DBE participation and if all 
other requirements are satisfied, should be awarded the stipend.  The adequacy of such 
good faith efforts will only be reviewed if the proposal/bid was selected. The decision on 
such matters will be made by the Contract Administration Engineer, the Director of the 
Office of Civil Rights and the State Construction Engineer. 
 
In a "design-build" or "turnkey" contracting situation, in which the MDOT lets a master 
contract to a contractor, who in turn lets subsequent subcontracts for the work of the 
project, MDOT may establish a goal for the project.   
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Consultant Contracts 
Consultant selection procedures must be in conformance with MDOT Consultant Selection 
Standard Operating Procedures.  The selected firm will be required to submit the following 
information to MDOT along with the scope and costing documents: 
 

1. The names and addresses of DBE firms that will participate in the contract; 
2. A description of the work that each DBE will perform; 
3. The dollar amount of the participation of each DBE firm participating; 

 
The OCR-481C form with original signatures of the Prime Contractor and the DBE firm 
serves as written documentation of the bidder/offeror’s commitment to use a DBE 
subcontractor to meet a contract goal.  It also serves as further verification that the DBE 
subcontractor is aware of the Prime Contractor’s commitment to use the DBE firm toward 
a contract goal.  If the contract goal is not met, the Prime Contractor must provide evidence 
of good faith efforts. 
 

In order for a firm to be deemed eligible to be listed on the OCR-481C, that firm must have 
been certified before the scope and costing documents are submitted to MDOT. 
 

When the Prime Contractor is also a certified DBE firm, the contractor is required to 
submit an OCR-487C form.  This form is also required of any subcontractor who is also a 
certified DBE firm who subcontracts out a portion of their work to a non-DBE firm.  The 
form is used to determine the exact percentage of DBE credit for the specified project.  It 
should be returned to MDOT with the OCR-481 form.   
 

Administrative Reconsideration 
 
The Reconsideration Official shall be MDOT’s Staff Attorney and will not have played 
any role in the original determination that the bidder/offeror did not document sufficient 
good faith efforts. As part of this reconsideration, the bidder/offeror will have the 
opportunity to provide written documentation or argument concerning the issue of whether 
it met the goal or made adequate good faith efforts to do so.  The bidder/offeror will have 
the opportunity to meet in person with the Reconsideration Official to discuss the issue of 
whether it met the goal or made adequate good faith efforts to do. The bidder/offeror will 
be provided a written decision on reconsideration, explaining the basis for finding that the 
bidder did or did not meet the goal or make adequate good faith efforts to do so.  The 
Reconsideration Official’s decision is not administratively appealable to the USDOT. 

 
Good Faith Efforts when a DBE is replaced on a contract 

 
MDOT will require a contractor to make good faith efforts to replace a DBE that is 
terminated or has otherwise failed to complete its work on a contract with another certified 
DBE, to the extent needed to meet the contract goal.  MDOT will require the prime 
contractor to notify the DBE Liaison Officer immediately of the DBE’s inability or 
unwillingness to perform and provide reasonable documentation.   
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In this situation, MDOT will require the prime contractor to obtain prior approval of the 
substitute DBE and to provide copies of new or amended subcontracts, or documentation 
of good faith efforts. If the contractor fails or refuses to comply in the time specified, our 
contracting office will issue an order stopping all or part of payment/work until satisfactory 
action has been taken.  If the contractor still fails to comply, the contracting officer may 
issue a termination for default proceeding.   
 

XX. Counting DBE Participation (§26.55) 
 

MDOT will count DBE participation toward overall and contract goals as provided in 49 
C.F.R. §26.55.    
 

XXI. Certification (§§26.61 – 26.91) 
 

All MDOT Certifications will follow the procedures outlined in the Mississippi Unified 
Certification Program (Attachment I) which incorporates the guidelines outlined in 49 CFR 
Part 26 Subpart D – Certification Standards and Subpart E – Certification Procedures.  
MDOT has established a Certification Committee consisting of five (5) members who are 
familiar with the certification requirements of 49 C.F.R. Part 26 to review and determine 
whether to certify a firm as eligible to participate as a DBE in the highway construction 
industry. A separate Certification Committee consisting of persons knowledgeable in the 
requirements of 49 C.F.R. Part 26 and in public transit matters will follow the same 
guidelines in determining eligibility for DBE certification in matters relating to federal 
financial assistance for the public transit industry.  
 
All in-state applicants shall have the right to appear before MDOT certification committee 
and the committee, in its discretion, shall have the right to require the applicant to be 
present. Out-of-state applicants shall also have the right to appear before the committee if 
they desire and should make themselves available to answer any questions the committee 
may have regarding their application via phone or any other mutually agreed upon manner. 
To comply new interstate certification rules effective January 1, 2012, MDOT will process 
out of state firms within 60 days of receipt of a complete application packet. If the out of 
state firm is denied, MDOT will provide a detailed letter outlining the exact reasons for 
denial along with supporting federal regulations and allow the firm the opportunity to 
provide rebuttal information, either in writing or in person. The applicant would still bear 
the burden of proof. If the firm is still found to be ineligible, the firm may appeal to 
USDOT. All other applicable certification rules still apply. 
 
Only those firms certified prior to the MDOT Construction Letting or Request for Proposal 
can be used to meet a goal on projects let in that perspective month. 
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Process 
Certification Steps 
• MDOT receives application with supporting documentation from prospective DBE 

firm. 
• MDOT reviews application for completeness and all supporting documentation. 
• If application is not complete, DBE firm is notified in writing to provide missing 

documents. 
• If application is complete, Personal Net Worth (PNW) Statement and supporting 

documentation is reviewed for compliance. 
• If owner is above PNW cap, owner receives written notification of his/her 

ineligibility to participate in the program. 
• If the owner is below the PNW cap, MDOT performs an onsite review of in-state 

firms or requests a copy of an onsite review from the home state of out-of-state 
firms. 

• Following the onsite review, in-state firms are scheduled for a DBE Certification 
Hearing. 

• Firm receives written notification of the committee decision to certify or not to 
certify the firm within 15 days following the hearing. If more time is needed, the 
potential DBE is notified and that time is extended. 

• Upon receiving onsite review for our of state firm, the committee reviews the 
information and if they have additional questions, a phone call with the firm is 
requested to follow up on any additional information needed.  After that phone call, 
the firm receives written notification of the committee decision to certify or not to 
certify the firm within 15 days. If more time is needed, the potential DBE is 
notified and that time is extended. 

 
Certification application forms and documentation requirements are found in Attachment 
“C” “D”, “E”, and “F” to this program. 
 
For information about the certification process or to apply for certification, firms should 
contact the DBELO or visit the website at www.gomdot.com. 
 
In the event MDOT proposes to remove a DBE’s certification, the procedures will be 
consistent with §26.87.  These procedures are set forth in Attachment A. 
 

Denial of Certification 
 
When a firm is denied certification or the firm’s eligibility is removed, that firm must wait 
twelve months before it is eligible to reapply for certification.  This twelve month period 
commences on the date of the denial letter or the removal of eligibility letter. 
 
Certification Appeals 
 
Any firm or complainant may appeal the decision in a certification matter directly to 
USDOT.  Such appeals may be sent to: 

Department of Transportation 
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External Policy & Program Development Div. 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E., Room W35304 
Washington, DC  20590 

 
MDOT will promptly implement any USDOT certification appeal decisions, affecting the 
eligibility of DBEs for our USDOT-assisted contracting (e.g., certify a firm when the 
USDOT has determined that a denial of its application was erroneous).   
 
Certification Reviews 
 
Firms that have been certified and found eligible under Part 26 will be required to 
participate in a certification review process no less than every three (3) years in accordance 
with the provisions of the Mississippi Unified Certification Program. The certification 
review process may include, but not limited to, an on-site review, completing a new 
application, submitting annual no-change affidavit, and Personal Net worth Form with 
supporting documentation. 
 
“No Change” Affidavits and Notices of Change 
 
All DBEs will be required to provide a written affidavit of any change in its circumstances, 
affecting its ability to meet size, disadvantaged status, ownership or control criteria of 49 
C.F.R. Part 26 or of any material changes in the information provided with the firms 
application for certification. 
 
All owners of all certified DBEs are required to submit on the anniversary date of their 
certification, a “no change” affidavit meeting the requirements of §26.83(j).  The text of 
this affidavit is the following: 
 

“I swear (or affirm) that there have been no changes in the circumstances of [name 
of DBE firm] affecting its ability to meet the size, disadvantaged status, ownership, 
or control requirements of 49 C.F.R. Part 26.   There have been no material changes 
in the information provided with [name of DBE]’s application for certification, 
except for any changes about which you have provided written notice to the 
Sponsor under §26.83(i).  [Name of firm] meets Small Business Administration 
(SBA) criteria for being a small business concern and its average annual gross 
receipts (as defined by SBA rules) over the firm’s previous three fiscal years do not 
exceed $22,410,000.”   

 
The DBE is required to submit documentation of the firm’s size and gross receipts with 
this affidavit.  All currently certified DBE firms will be notified of these obligations.  This 
notification will inform DBEs to submit the “no change” affidavit and owners must swear 
or affirm that they meet all regulatory requirements of Part 26, including personal net 
worth.  Likewise, if a firm’s owner knows or should know that he or she, or the firm, fails 
to meet a Part 26 eligibility requirement (e.g., personal net worth), the obligation to submit 
a notice of change applies and should be submitted within 30 days of the change to 
MDOT’s DBE Liaison Officer.   
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Personal Net Worth 
 

All disadvantaged owners or applicants and currently certified DBEs, who are eligible 
under Part 26, as reviewed, are required to submit a statement of personal net worth.  
 
The personal net worth form and the documentation that respondents must submit with it 
are included in Attachment E.  
 
The application should be completed in its entirety to include information on the value of 
the primary residence and on the value of his or her investment in the firm.  This 
information should not be used in the personal net worth determination. 
 
 

XXII. Information Collection and Reporting 
 

Reporting to USDOT 
 

MDOT will report DBE participation to the Federal Highway Administration, the Federal 
Transit Authority, and where appropriate, to the Federal Aviation Administration semi-
annually by submitting The Uniform Report of DBE Awards or Commitments and 
Payments for use by USDOT recipients. 
 

Confidentiality 
 

MDOT will safeguard from disclosure to third parties information that may reasonably be 
regarded as confidential business information, consistent with Federal, state, and local law.  
 
State laws that address the disclosure of public information to third parties are Mississippi 
Code Section 25-61-5. Public Access to Records; Denials, governs the disclosure of public 
information by governmental entities in the State of Mississippi and Mississippi Code 
Section 25-61-9.  Records furnished by Third Parties, which addresses the disclosure of 
public records that contain trade secrets or confidential commercial or financial 
information. 
 
Notwithstanding any contrary provisions of state or local law, we will not release personal 
financial information submitted in response to the personal net worth requirement to a third 
party (other than USDOT) without the written consent of the submitter, as required by the 
June 28, 1999, Technical Amendment to 49 C.F.R. Part 26



(APPENDIX J) 

MDOT’S SMALL BUSINESS CONCERN 
PROGRAM 
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Overview 

As a recipient of federal funds the Mississippi Department of Transportation (MDOT) is 

required to have a Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) program.  The DBE program is 

designed to ensure non-discrimination, create a level playing field, and remove barriers in US 

Department of Transportation (USDOT) – assisted contracts for socially and economically 

disadvantaged minority and female owned businesses.  A Final Rule was issued by the USDOT 

that requires all state department of transportation’s including MDOT to add an additional 

component to its DBE program to foster small business by February 28, 2012.   

 MDOT’s Office of Civil Rights will be responsible for the development, implementation, 

and tracking of the Small Business Concern (SBC) program to comply with this Final Rule.  This 

program will greatly impact both existing DBE firms and prime contractors.  In essence a DBE is 

a small business; however, the program has created additional opportunities for larger non-

disadvantaged firms to participate.   

 

Proposal 

 In collaboration with the Executive Director of the Department of Transportation, 

Director of the Office of Civil Rights, and both internal and external customers it was decided 

the best approach to meet the mandated requirement of the Small Business Concern program 

would be to have set-aside projects.  Projects meeting certain criteria would be set-aside and only 

small businesses would have the opportunity to bid. 
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We analyzed historical data to aid in the determination of what size projects would be 

used for the program as shown in Appendix A-B.  We determined that Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 

2010 the average construction project awarded was $4,715,141.00.  Twenty-nine percent (29%) 

of the awarded projects were below one million dollars and forty-nine percent (49%) were below 

two million dollars.  We also looked at the same data for FFY 2011.  In FFY 2011 the average 

awarded project was $5,875,941.00 with twenty- one percent (21%) of the projects below one 

million dollars and forty-three percent (43%) below two million dollars.  We also looked at the 

annual gross receipt for the contractors that bid on projects in FFY 2010 and 2011(Appendix C-

D).   Using the data it was determined that any construction project estimated to be one million 

dollars or below will be considered to be set-aside for the Small Business Concern program.  It 

was also determined any Consultant/Design project below one hundred –thousand dollars 

($100,000) would be considered for the Small Business set-aside program.  The reason for this 

amount is because Design/Consultant projects are normally around ten percent (10%) of the 

construction cost.   There are additional factors that will be considered before a project is set-

aside for the SBC program.  These factors include but are not limited to the location of the 

project and number of firms available that perform the scope of work involved in the project.  

MDOT has set a goal to have five set aside project the first full FFY after FHWA approval of the 

SBC program. 

 In order for a firm to bid on a Small Business Concern set-aside project the firm must 

submit an application and the firm’s tax returns for the past three years.  We have created a 

Small Business Concern Program Application to be used by the firms seeking certification 

shown in Appendix E.  All certified DBE firms will automatically receive SBC status.  The 

certified DBE firms are required to submit annually the firm’s tax return therefore the Office of 
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Civil Rights has already verified their gross receipts to insure the firm is incompliance with the 

small business standards as set by SBA.     

 In order to comply with the federal mandate we also created a database for the Small 

Business Concern firms and will use our current DBE software to track Small Business Concern 

projects.  MDOT’s Consultant Services Division will also receive Small Business Concern 

applications but MDOT’s Office of Civil Rights is responsible for processing the applications 

and the maintenance of the database.  

  The Office of Civil Rights has worked with the internal and external customers that are 

affected by this new component to the DBE program to ensure a smooth transition in the 

implementation of a Small Business Concern program (SBC). 
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SMALL BUSINESS CONCERN PROGRAM APPLICATION 

 
 

A. Contact Information 
(1) Contact person and Title: 
 

(2) Legal name of firm:  

(3) Phone #: (4) Other Phone #: (5) Fax #: 
(6) E-mail: (7) Website (if have one):  
(8) Street address of firm (No P.O. Box): City: County/Parish: State: Zip: 

 
 

(9) Mailing address of firm (if different): City: County/Parish: State: Zip: 
 
 

B. Owner Information 
(1) Name:  (2) Title:  (3) Home Phone #: 
(4) Home Address (street and number): 
 

City:  State:  Zip: 
 
 

(5) Gender:   Male   Female (6) Ethnic group membership (Check all that apply):  
 Black                      Hispanic                      Native American 
 Asian Pacific          Subcontinent Asian 
 Caucasian  
 Other (specify) _________________________________ 

(7) U.S. Citizen:   Yes    No 
(8) Lawfully Admitted Permanent 
Resident:  Yes      No 

 
C. Business Profile 
(1) Describe the primary activities of your firm: (2) Federal Tax ID (if any): 

 
(3) This firm was established on ____/____/____         

 
(4) I/We have owned this firm since: ____/____/____ 

 

(5) Is your firm “for profit”?   Yes     No    ⊗ STOP!  If your firm is NOT for-profit, then you do NOT qualify 
for this program and do NOT need to fill out this application. 

(6) Type of firm (check all that apply):   
 Sole Proprietorship 
 Partnership 
 Corporation 
 Limited Liability Partnership 
 Limited Liability Corporation 
 Joint Venture 
 Other, Describe:  ________________________________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(7) Number of employees: Full-time __________     Part-time __________      Total __________ 
(8) Specify the gross receipts of the firm for the last 3 years:  Year  _______ Total receipts $ ______________ 
                                                                                                             Year _______ Total receipts $ ______________ 
                                                                                                   Year _______ Total receipts $ ______________ 
* In order to complete your Small Business Concern Certification you must attach your firm’s tax        
returns (gross receipts) and all related schedules for the past three years. 
 
 



D. List current licenses/permits held by any owner and /or employee of your firm (e.g. contractor, engineer, 
architect, etc.)(attach additional sheets if needed): 

Name of License/Permit Holder 
Type of License/Permit Expiration 

Date 
License Number 

and State 
1. 
 

   

2. 
 

   

3. 
 

   

 
 

 
E. Prior/Other Certifications 
 
 

Is your firm currently 
DBE Certified? 

Yes No If yes, name certifying agency below: 

 
 
 
 

MAIL TO: 
Mississippi Department of Transportation 

Office of Civil Rights – DBE Liaison 
P.O. Box 1850 

Jackson, MS 39215-1850 
Phone: (601) 359-7466   Fax: (601) 576-4504 

www.goMDOT.com 
 

DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE PROGRAM 49 C.F.R. PART 26 
 
 

Under Sec. 26.107 of 49 CFR Part 26, dated February 2, 1999, if at any time, the Department or a 
recipient has reason to believe that any person or firm has willfully and knowingly provided incorrect 
information or made false statements, the Department may initiate suspension or debarment proceedings 
against the person or firm under 49 CFR Part 29, take enforcement action under 49 CFR Part 31, Program 
Fraud and Civil Remedies, and/or refer the matter to the Department of Justice for criminal prosecution 
under 18 U.S.C. 1001, which prohibits false statements in Federal programs. 
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SUGGESTED GOAL FOR MDOT 

BASED ON RELATIVE AVAILABILITY 
 OF DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISES 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

The recommended percentage goal for Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE) 
participation in Mississippi Department of Transportation (MDOT) federally assisted contracts in 
Fiscal Years 2011 though 2013 is 10%.  
 

The goal is determined in part by the "relative availability" of DBE's.  As defined in 49 
CFR 26.451 "relative availability" is the number of "ready, willing and able" DBEs, relative to 
all businesses ready, willing, and able to participate in United States Department of 
Transportation (USDOT) assisted contracts. 
 

A "base figure" for relative availability of DBEs in the MDOT contracting area was 
derived by calculating the percentage of DBE and non-DBE firms quoting as subcontractors on 
MDOT projects over a 33 month period, with a  similar comparison for prime contractor bids.  A 
weighted average of these percentages was then calculated. 

 
This base figure for relative availability was estimated at 8.78%, based on bidding lists. 

 
Adjustments to the base figure were made to account for past experience, and for a recent 
increase in the number of registered DBE’s.  For the fiscal years 2004 through 2009, MDOT's 
median DBE participation rate was 10.4%.  Following procedures suggested by USDOT, the 
base figure was averaged with this past experience to produce an adjusted figure of 9.6%.  This 
was further adjusted to account for a recent 14% increase in the number or registered DBE’s.  
The recommended DBE goal for MDOT for Fiscal Years 2011, 2012 and 2013 is 10% of 
federally assisted contracts. 

                                                 
1   "Participation by Disadvantaged Business Enterprises in Department of Transportation Programs: “How do 
participants set goals?" 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

This report is an update of similar studies conducted periodically since 1999.  Its purpose 
is to recommend a goal to Mississippi Department of Transportation (MDOT) for Disadvantaged 
Business Enterprise (DBE) participation in MDOT projects for the next three fiscal years. 

 
The report uses methodology similar to that employed in recent years.  The methodology 

first calculates a "base figure" of the relative availability of DBEs, as required by 49 CFR 26.45.  
The procedure is to identify the DBE firms that actually bid or quoted on MDOT projects over a 
long period, using the logic that firms that never bid or quote are not "available" for MDOT 
work.  The number of these DBEs is then compared to the number of all firms bidding as prime 
contractors or quoting as subcontractors, and an estimate of the relative availability of DBEs is 
derived from these ratios.  

 
This "base figure" is then adjusted for past experience, to reach a final recommended goal 

for future DBE participation.  As directed in a March 16, 2010 memo from Mr. Allen Masuda, 
this goal will apply to a three year period: Fiscal Years 2011, 2012, and 2013. 

 
In early 2007, the consultants conducted a study of the procedures that other states use in 

establishing DBE goals.  It is worth noting that the procedure used in this report for establishing 
a DBE participation goal is typical of that used by a large number of States and conforms to 
recommendations/suggestions made by the U.S. Department of Transportation. 

 
A listing of firms bidding as Prime Contractors and quoting as Subcontractors is attached 

to this report as an appendix.  Frequently, when a firm bid or quoted more than once, it was listed 
by the Mississippi Department of Transportation (MDOT) under two or more different (but 
similar) names.  In weeding out these duplicates, we used one of the names on the bid list, which 
may not always be the official name of the bidder.    
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I.  ESTIMATION OF BASE FIGURE FOR DBE RELATIVE AVAILABILITY 
 
MDOT Certified Disadvantaged Business Enterprises 
 

In the year since the last report, the number of active certified DBE firms increased from  
221 firms to 253 firms.  A total of 22 firms either did not renew their DBE status or became 
ineligible and 54 new firms were certified as DBE’s.  The number of firms in the important 
"Contractor" classification increased from 131 to 156.  Of the 253 active firms, 152 are located 
in Mississippi. 
 
Of the 253 certified DBEs, the classifications were as follows: 
Contractors  156 
Consultants,    66 
Suppliers    15 
Bonding      3 
Misc or combined   13. 
 
Estimate of Relative Availability Based on the Bidder List 
 

U.S. Department of Transportation's guidelines for goal setting in "Participation by 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises in Department of Transportation Programs" (49 CFR 26.45) 
includes the requirement that MDOT establish the "relative availability" of DBE contractors in 
its market area. "Relative availability" is the number of "ready, willing and able" DBEs, relative 
to all businesses that are ready, willing, and able to participate in USDOT assisted contracts. 
 
 USDOT officials have suggested that the relative availability of DBE firms can be based 
on the pattern of bids from prime contractors and quotations received from potential 
subcontractors, which are submitted to MDOT.  It is inferred that firms that do not bid or quote 
as subcontractors are not "available."  MDOT has used this methodology for several years to 
establish a base figure for its participation goal, and some variation on the procedure is used by 
most of the other states on which information is available.    
 
 "Market Area" When Basing Relative Availability on a Bidders List.   Title 49 CFR 
26.45 specifies that if relative availability is determined by using DBE Directories and Census 
Bureau data from County Business Patterns or the like, a market area must be defined.   
 
 However, when using bidders lists, the location of the bidders or quoters essentially 
establishes the market area.  Of the firms quoting as subcontractors in the past few years, about 
60% were from Mississippi and a little over 20% were from the adjacent states of Tennessee, 
Alabama, Louisiana, and Arkansas.  Altogether, quotations were received from over 27 states 
and from one Canadian province.   
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 The concept of a geographical market area is not meaningful when using this 
methodology, nor is it required by USDOT. 
 
 Disparity Study.  No disparity study relating to MDOT DBE participation exists, and 
MDOT has not considered any such disparity study. 
 
 Extended Time Period for Defining "Availability.  Prior to 2007, MDOT defined 
"available" firms as those which have bid or quoted during a  recent 12 month period.  We 
believe that it is more realistic to use a longer period.  There may be many situations where firms 
are available for certain types of work, but do not bid or quote during a shorter time period, 
either because they are unaware of the opportunity, or because  MDOT has no requirement  in 
the shorter interval.  In an analysis of other states' procedures for setting DBE goals, we observed 
that periods as long as three years were used to define "availability."   We believe that a similar 
span is appropriate for identifying the firms that are “ready, willing, and able."  
 

MDOT has been collecting information for several years on the subcontractors who make 
quotations to all bidders on DOT-assisted projects and on bidders for the prime contract.  The 
latest information which is readily available is through the month of August, 2009.  A summary 
of these data is shown in Table 1.    
 

Table 1 

BIDS/QUOTATIONS ON MDOT PROJECTS FROM  JANUARY, 2007 THROUGH 
AUGUST, 2009 

 
Percentage 

Total  DBEs    of DBEs  
Number of Contractors Bidding as Prime 115    10       8.7% 
Number of Subcontractors Quoting  642     57       8.9% 
 

Note: The number of DBE firms is based on firms that were certified as DBE’s at the time they bid or 
quoted. 

 
 
 As Table 1 shows, there were 115 different prime bidders, of which 10 were D.B.E.'s.  A 
total of 642 different establishments submitted quotations as subcontractors, of which 57 were 
DBEs.  It can be said that 8.7% of firms available as prime contractors are DBEs, and that 8.9% 
of firms available for subcontract work are DBEs   
 
 All of the DBEs bidding as prime contractors also quoted as subcontractors on other jobs. 
 
 Of the 253 currently registered DBEs, 156 are classified as contractors and an additional 
one is classified as a “Contractor/consultant.”  Of these, only about one third appear in MDOT's 
listing of bidding/quoting contractors and subcontractors.  The others did not quote, either 
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because of lack of interest or capability, or for some other reason.  Only two of the 66 "active" 
DBE Consultant (type CS) firms were listed as quoting.  
 
 Reasons for Low Participation Rate by DBE Firms.  In a review of a previous year's 
report on setting DBE goals, the USDOT requested that MDOT provide an explanation of why 
only about one third of DBE contractors actually quote or bid on projects.  The reasons behind 
the low participation are not wholly conclusive, but some of the suggested factors follow: 
 
    1. Many of the DBE firms have a narrow capability and are not really qualified to do the 

work required under most MDOT projects.  For instance a number of DBE firms are 
oriented toward building construction rather than highway construction.  They actually 
have little expectation of doing work for MDOT, but have registered “just in case.” 

 
    2. A large number of DBE firms seem to have a marketing program which is very limited or 

non-existent.  They are not proactive in seeking relationships with firms that might 
become primary bidders, and they do not respond well to MDOT outreach efforts.      

 
    3. Primary bidders may have had a good experience with certain DBE contractors, and 

therefore encourage them to quote.  They may not provide similar encouragement to 
other DBE firms with whom they have had no experience, or possibly a bad experience.  

 
Calculation of Base Figure 
 
 Some previous information from MDOT indicates that about 63% of federally assisted 
contract dollars flow down from the prime contractors to subcontractors. Combining this 
percentage with the figures in Table 1, we can estimate an appropriate relative availability of 
DBE's at 8.83% as shown in Table 2 below. 
 

Table 2 

CALCULATION OF THE BASE FIGURE  
FOR MISSISSIPPI'S DBE PARTICIPATION GOAL 

Proportional 
Percentage of            Percentage of  DBE Contract   
Contract Funds DBE Firms  Amounts 

Prime Contractors  60% x    8.7%  =   5.22% 
   Subcontractors             40% x    8.9%  =   3.56% 

Total            100%         8.78% 
 

 
The "Base Figure" for the estimate of DBE Relative Availability is thus calculated as 
8.78%, as shown above.  This is the "Base Figure" referred to in 49 CFR 26.45. 
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Limitations to the Estimate.  The key limitation to the estimates based on bidding patterns 
is that the listing of DBE or non-DBE quoting subcontractors may not actually reflect their 
"relative availability."  Let us demonstrate how.   

 
MDOT policies/past DBE goals encourage prime contractors to select DBE 

subcontractors.  In spite of this encouragement, what happens in reality may be very different.  
The prime contractors may have used firms that are not DBE's, previously, and had good 
experiences with them.  This may influence the prime contractors to invite particular 
subcontractors to bid.  If subcontractors, whether Non-DBE's or DBE's, are not invited to submit 
quotations, they are not very likely to do so. 
 
II. RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENT FOR FINAL GOAL 
 

The United States Department of Transportation suggests that states may apply 
adjustments to the base figure to account for their special circumstances. One suggested 
adjustment, which is used by many other states, is the adjustment for past performance.  This 
adjustment takes the form of calculating the median percentage of USDOT-assisted contract 
dollars going to DBEs over a multi-year period, and averaging this historical percentage with the 
"base figure." 
 

Adjustment for Past Performance.  The consultants recommend that the base figure of 
8.78% Relative Availability shown on the previous page be adjusted to account for past 
performance.  The base figure is lower than MDOT's experience for prior years. 

The DBE participation rates for MDOT since Fiscal Year 2004 are shown below in Table 
3.  These rates are the percentages of federally-assisted amounts (dollars) that go to DBEs.  The 
six-year median participation rate is 10.4%.  (FHWA guidance says that the median performance 
values for the years being considered is the best way to consider the data in goal setting.)  

 
Table 3 

MISSISSIPPI DBE PARTICIPATION RATES ACHIEVED  
FISCAL YEARS 2004 THROUGH 2008 

 
Fiscal        Race Neutral  
Year             Achieved               Goal Percent 
2004    10.75%     10.5% 5.28% 
2005              11.27%     10.0% 5.26% 
2006        9.65%     10.0% 1.21% 
2007    13.34%     10.0% 8.96% 
2008    10.05%     10.0% 5.11% 
2009        9.62%       9.9% 5.99% 
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                Median                      10.4%                                     5.27%  
 

  
 
 Other Adjustments.  The average of the Step 1 base goal of 8.78% and the median 
historical participation rate of 10.4% is 9.6% (rounded from 9.59%).  One basis for further 
upward adjustment is the recent increase in the number of registered DBE’s in the last year.  The 
number of registered DBE firms increased by 14%.  We are of the opinion that having more 
DBEs will tend to cause non-DBE prime bidders to specify and therefore use more DBEs as 
subs.  Additionally, it may tend to increase the number of prime bids from the DBE group, 
thereby increasing the likelihood that a DBE will get a prime contract.  One’s ability to quantify 
the impact of this increase may not be exact, but coupled with the past performance, DBE 
participation will likely increase.  Thus, we suggest that MDOT make an upward adjustment to 
bring the DBE participation goal to 10.0%.  
 
Recommended Final Goal for Fiscal Years 2011 through 2013 
 
 The recommended final goal is the average of the Step 1 base figure of 8.78% and the 
median historical participation rate of 10.4%, plus an additional upward adjustment of 0.4% to 
account for the recent increased number of certified DBE’s. 
 
The recommended over-all goal for DBE participation in FY 2011 through FY 2013 is 
10%.  It is also recommended that the "race-neutral" component of this goal be unchanged 
from FY 2010. 
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DBE FIRMS QUOTING AS SUBCONTRACTORS 
 BETWEEN JANUARY, 2007 AND AUGUST 2009 

 
Agnew Trucking     Ripley, MS 
Alpha Services and products   Frierson, LA 
American Field Serv., Corp   Madison, MS 
Arcadia Rebar     Carriere, MS 
Atwood Fence Co. Inc.   Kosciusko, MS 
 
Barnes Trucking    Hermanville, MS 
Broome, LLC     Hattiesburg, MS 
Buddy Ayers Construction, Inc.  Corinth, MS 
Bulldog Construction    Madison, MS 
Busco Construction    Meridian, MS 
 
Can't Be Beat Fence Company, LLC   Perkinston, MS  
Charles H. Hill Contractors, Inc.  Memphis, TN 
Colom Construction Company, Inc.   Ripley, MS 
D. T. Read Steel    Chesapeake VA 
Davco, LLC     West Point, MS 
 
Davidson Hauling, Inc.   Meridian, MS 
DCD Construction, Inc   D'Iberville, MS 
Drace Construction Corporation  Gulfport, MS 
Duren Construction    Vaiden, MS 
EZ Enterprise, Inc.    Madison, MS 
 
Fish & Fisher Trucking, Inc.   Jackson, MS  
Fornea Road Boring Company, Inc.   Jackson, MS  
Gattman Construction *   Gattman, MS 
GFH, Inc.     Long Beach, MS  
Hall's Construction Company, Inc.  New Albany, MS  
 
Hellums Trucking Company, Inc.  Dennis, MS 
Hernandez Inc.     Amory, MS 
Hunter Sand & Gravel, Inc. *   Yazoo City, MS  
Interstate Landscaping of Mississippi, Inc. Falkner, MS 
J & M, Inc.      Toomsuba, MS 
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DBE FIRMS QUOTING AS SUBCONTRACTORS 

 BETWEEN JANUARY, 2007 AND AUGUST 2009 (Continued) 
 
J.C. Cheek Contractors Inc.   Kosciusko, MS 
Kelly Road Builders, Inc   Birmingham, AL 
L.I. Smith & Associates, Inc.    Paris, TN 
Landmark Contracting, Inc.    Gulfport, MS 
Lewis Electric, Inc.     Flowood, MS  
 
Longwind Construction, Inc    Jackson, MS 
Love Trucking Co.    Jackson, MS 
Miller Staking, Inc.     Collins, MS 
Mississippi Paving and Construction, Inc  Mathiston, MS 
N. L. Carson Construction Company, Inc Carthage, MS 
 
O.W. Jackson Sodding    Sturgis, MS 
Piling Products, Inc.    Green Cove Springs, FL 
Potts Distributing Company    Columbia, LA 
QPL, Inc.     Thibodaux, LA 
RJM McQueen Contracting   Collins, MS 
 
Rea's Country Lane Construction, Inc Houston, MS 
Riverside Traffic Systems, Inc.  New Albany, MS 
Road-Pro Safety, Inc.    Jackson, MS  
Simmons Erosion Control, Inc.   Lake, MS  
Superior Traffic Control   Memphis, TN 
 
THY, Inc     Memphis, TN 
Tarrasco Steel Co, Inc    Greenville, MS  
Townes Construction Company, Inc  Grenada, MS  
Trawick Tree and Landscaping   Wiggins, MS 
Tremac Resteel, Inc.     Madison, MS  
 
Walter Company, Inc.     Ripley, MS 
Wenlight Fiber Optic Services   Birmingham, AL 
 
 * indicates that the firm is not currently certified as a DBE, but was certified at the time of quotation. 
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DBE FIRMS BIDDING AS PRIME CONTRACTORS 

BETWEEN JANUARY, 2007 AND AUGUST 2009  
 

 
 
Atwood Fence Co.         Kosciusco, MS 
Bulldog Construction Co.  Madison, MS 
Colom Construction Co.   Falkner, MS 
J.C. Cheek Contractors,  Kosciusco, MS 
Lewis Electric, Inc.      Flowood, MS 
 
N.L. Carson Const.       Carthage, MS 
Rea's Country Lane Construction Houston, MS 
Riverside Traffic Systems, Inc New Albany, MS 
Simmons Erosion Control  Lake, MS 
Superior Traffic Control, Inc.  Germantown, TN 
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	Reasons for Low Participation Rate by DBE Firms.  In a review of a previous year's report on setting DBE goals, the USDOT requested that MDOT provide an explanation of why only about one third of DBE contractors actually quote or bid on projects.  The reasons behind the low participation are not wholly conclusive, but some of the suggested factors follow:
	    1. Many of the DBE firms have a narrow capability and are not really qualified to do the work required under most MDOT projects.  For instance a number of DBE firms are oriented toward building construction rather than highway construction.  They actually have little expectation of doing work for MDOT, but have registered “just in case.”
	    2. A large number of DBE firms seem to have a marketing program which is very limited or non-existent.  They are not proactive in seeking relationships with firms that might become primary bidders, and they do not respond well to MDOT outreach efforts.     
	    3. Primary bidders may have had a good experience with certain DBE contractors, and therefore encourage them to quote.  They may not provide similar encouragement to other DBE firms with whom they have had no experience, or possibly a bad experience. 
	Calculation of Base Figure
	Some previous information from MDOT indicates that about 63% of federally assisted contract dollars flow down from the prime contractors to subcontractors. Combining this percentage with the figures in Table 1, we can estimate an appropriate relative availability of DBE's at 8.83% as shown in Table 2 below.
	Table 2
	CALCULATION OF THE BASE FIGURE 
	FOR MISSISSIPPI'S DBE PARTICIPATION GOAL
	Proportional
	Percentage of            Percentage of  DBE Contract  
	Contract Funds DBE Firms  Amounts
	Prime Contractors  60% x    8.7%  =   5.22%
	   Subcontractors              40% x    8.9%  =   3.56%
	Total            100%         8.78%
	The "Base Figure" for the estimate of DBE Relative Availability is thus calculated as 8.78%, as shown above.  This is the "Base Figure" referred to in 49 CFR 26.45.
	Limitations to the Estimate.  The key limitation to the estimates based on bidding patterns is that the listing of DBE or non-DBE quoting subcontractors may not actually reflect their "relative availability."  Let us demonstrate how.  
	MDOT policies/past DBE goals encourage prime contractors to select DBE subcontractors.  In spite of this encouragement, what happens in reality may be very different.  The prime contractors may have used firms that are not DBE's, previously, and had good experiences with them.  This may influence the prime contractors to invite particular subcontractors to bid.  If subcontractors, whether Non-DBE's or DBE's, are not invited to submit quotations, they are not very likely to do so.
	II. RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENT FOR FINAL GOAL
	The United States Department of Transportation suggests that states may apply adjustments to the base figure to account for their special circumstances. One suggested adjustment, which is used by many other states, is the adjustment for past performance.  This adjustment takes the form of calculating the median percentage of USDOT-assisted contract dollars going to DBEs over a multi-year period, and averaging this historical percentage with the "base figure."
	Adjustment for Past Performance.  The consultants recommend that the base figure of 8.78% Relative Availability shown on the previous page be adjusted to account for past performance.  The base figure is lower than MDOT's experience for prior years.
	The DBE participation rates for MDOT since Fiscal Year 2004 are shown below in Table 3.  These rates are the percentages of federally-assisted amounts (dollars) that go to DBEs.  The six-year median participation rate is 10.4%.  (FHWA guidance says that the median performance values for the years being considered is the best way to consider the data in goal setting.) 
	Table 3
	MISSISSIPPI DBE PARTICIPATION RATES ACHIEVED 
	FISCAL YEARS 2004 THROUGH 2008
	Fiscal        Race Neutral 
	Year             Achieved               Goal Percent
	2004    10.75%     10.5% 5.28%
	2005              11.27%     10.0% 5.26%
	2006        9.65%     10.0% 1.21%
	2007    13.34%     10.0% 8.96%
	2008    10.05%     10.0% 5.11%
	2009        9.62%       9.9% 5.99%
	               Median                      10.4%                                     5.27% 
	Other Adjustments.  The average of the Step 1 base goal of 8.78% and the median historical participation rate of 10.4% is 9.6% (rounded from 9.59%).  One basis for further upward adjustment is the recent increase in the number of registered DBE’s in the last year.  The number of registered DBE firms increased by 14%.  We are of the opinion that having more DBEs will tend to cause non-DBE prime bidders to specify and therefore use more DBEs as subs.  Additionally, it may tend to increase the number of prime bids from the DBE group, thereby increasing the likelihood that a DBE will get a prime contract.  One’s ability to quantify the impact of this increase may not be exact, but coupled with the past performance, DBE participation will likely increase.  Thus, we suggest that MDOT make an upward adjustment to bring the DBE participation goal to 10.0%. 
	Recommended Final Goal for Fiscal Years 2011 through 2013
	The recommended final goal is the average of the Step 1 base figure of 8.78% and the median historical participation rate of 10.4%, plus an additional upward adjustment of 0.4% to account for the recent increased number of certified DBE’s.
	The recommended over-all goal for DBE participation in FY 2011 through FY 2013 is 10%.  It is also recommended that the "race-neutral" component of this goal be unchanged from FY 2010.
	APPENDIX
	DBE FIRMS QUOTING AS SUBCONTRACTORS
	 BETWEEN JANUARY, 2007 AND AUGUST 2009
	Agnew Trucking     Ripley, MS
	Alpha Services and products   Frierson, LA
	American Field Serv., Corp   Madison, MS
	Arcadia Rebar     Carriere, MS
	Atwood Fence Co. Inc.   Kosciusko, MS
	Barnes Trucking    Hermanville, MS
	Broome, LLC     Hattiesburg, MS
	Buddy Ayers Construction, Inc.  Corinth, MS
	Bulldog Construction    Madison, MS
	Busco Construction    Meridian, MS
	Can't Be Beat Fence Company, LLC   Perkinston, MS 
	Charles H. Hill Contractors, Inc.  Memphis, TN
	Colom Construction Company, Inc.   Ripley, MS
	D. T. Read Steel    Chesapeake VA
	Davco, LLC     West Point, MS
	Davidson Hauling, Inc.   Meridian, MS
	DCD Construction, Inc   D'Iberville, MS
	Drace Construction Corporation  Gulfport, MS
	Duren Construction    Vaiden, MS
	EZ Enterprise, Inc.    Madison, MS
	Fish & Fisher Trucking, Inc.   Jackson, MS 
	Fornea Road Boring Company, Inc.   Jackson, MS 
	Gattman Construction *   Gattman, MS
	GFH, Inc.     Long Beach, MS 
	Hall's Construction Company, Inc.  New Albany, MS 
	Hellums Trucking Company, Inc.  Dennis, MS
	Hernandez Inc.     Amory, MS
	Hunter Sand & Gravel, Inc. *   Yazoo City, MS 
	Interstate Landscaping of Mississippi, Inc. Falkner, MS
	J & M, Inc.      Toomsuba, MS
	DBE FIRMS QUOTING AS SUBCONTRACTORS
	 BETWEEN JANUARY, 2007 AND AUGUST 2009 (Continued)
	J.C. Cheek Contractors Inc.   Kosciusko, MS
	Kelly Road Builders, Inc   Birmingham, AL
	L.I. Smith & Associates, Inc.    Paris, TN
	Landmark Contracting, Inc.    Gulfport, MS
	Lewis Electric, Inc.     Flowood, MS 
	Longwind Construction, Inc    Jackson, MS
	Love Trucking Co.    Jackson, MS
	Miller Staking, Inc.     Collins, MS
	Mississippi Paving and Construction, Inc  Mathiston, MS
	N. L. Carson Construction Company, Inc Carthage, MS
	O.W. Jackson Sodding    Sturgis, MS
	Piling Products, Inc.    Green Cove Springs, FL
	Potts Distributing Company    Columbia, LA
	QPL, Inc.     Thibodaux, LA
	RJM McQueen Contracting   Collins, MS
	Rea's Country Lane Construction, Inc Houston, MS
	Riverside Traffic Systems, Inc.  New Albany, MS
	Road-Pro Safety, Inc.    Jackson, MS 
	Simmons Erosion Control, Inc.   Lake, MS 
	Superior Traffic Control   Memphis, TN
	THY, Inc     Memphis, TN
	Tarrasco Steel Co, Inc    Greenville, MS 
	Townes Construction Company, Inc  Grenada, MS 
	Trawick Tree and Landscaping   Wiggins, MS
	Tremac Resteel, Inc.     Madison, MS 
	Walter Company, Inc.     Ripley, MS
	Wenlight Fiber Optic Services   Birmingham, AL
	* indicates that the firm is not currently certified as a DBE, but was certified at the time of quotation.
	DBE FIRMS BIDDING AS PRIME CONTRACTORS
	BETWEEN JANUARY, 2007 AND AUGUST 2009 
	Atwood Fence Co.         Kosciusco, MS
	Bulldog Construction Co.  Madison, MS
	Colom Construction Co.   Falkner, MS
	J.C. Cheek Contractors,  Kosciusco, MS
	Lewis Electric, Inc.      Flowood, MS
	N.L. Carson Const.       Carthage, MS
	Rea's Country Lane Construction Houston, MS
	Riverside Traffic Systems, Inc New Albany, MS
	Simmons Erosion Control  Lake, MS
	Superior Traffic Control, Inc.  Germantown, TN




