EVALUATOR: A.J. Berndt

Solicitation #RFQ2016-01
Airport Consulting Services
Selection Committee Evaluation Form

Each Evaluation Criteria is weighted with a weight of 5 - 25 and each criteria explained in more detail on pages 18-20 in the Evaluation
section of the Solicitation. Please Score each weighted criteria on a rating scale of 0-5. The Rating Guidelines are as follows:

Evaluation Rating Guidelines

* Highest Score = §

5 - Exceptional

4 - Good

3 - Acceptable

2 - Poor

1 - Not acceptahle
0 - Non Responsive

The submission exceeds expectations, excellent probability of success in achieving all objectives. Very
Very good probability of success. Achieves all objectives in reasonable fashion.

Has reasonable probability of success. Some objectives may not be met.

Falls short of expectations and has a low probability of success.

Submission fails to meet requirements and the approach has no. probability of success.
Information/documentation provided is not adequate for evaluation

FIRM: Hanson Professional Services Hole Mbhtes, Inc.
EVAL CRITERIA Weight Score0-5 , Score0-5
Compliance with RFQ instructions 5 4 4
Technical Expertise 20 4 . _ 4

Quality Control 10 4 4

Staff Credentials 15 4 4

Related Experience with Similar 25 B »

Projects and/or the City of Arcadia 3 N

Location 10

References 15

EVALUATION COMMENTS:

COMMENTS ARE REQUIRED

Hanson Professional Services:

QOverall company looks in good standing to proceed with evaluation process.

Hole Montes, Inc.:

Overall company looks in good standing to proceed with evaluation process.
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EVALUATOR:

“Peverly

Solicitation #RFQ2016-01
Airport Consuiting Services
Selection Committee Evaluation Form
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Each Evaluation Cfiteria is weighted with a weight of 5 < 25 and each criteria explained in more qétail on pages 18-20 in the Evaluation section
of the Solicitation. Please Score each weighted criteria oii a rating scale of 0-5. The Rating Guitlelines are as follows:

Evaluation Ra,tlngﬁuidelines

* Highest Score = 5

5 — Exceptional

4 - Good

3 — Acceptable

2 -Poor

1 — Not acceptabie
0 - Non Resgonsive

The submission exceeds expectations, excellent probability of success in achieving all objectives. Very innovative.
Very good probability of success. Achieves all objectives in reasonable 'fashion.

Has reasonable probability of success. Some gbjectives may not be met.

Falls short of expectations and has a low prabability of success.

Submission fails to meét requirements and the approach has no probability of success.
Information/documentation provided is not adequate for evaluation

FIRM: . _ Hanson Professional Services | Hole Miontes, inc.

EVAL CRITERIA Weight Score 0 -5 ) Score 0+5

Compliance with RFQ instructions e g 5 )

Technical Expertise 20 g 5

Quality Control 10 e <

Staff Credentials 15 g g

Projects andor he Gty ot Arcada | %2 =) g

Location 10 <

References 156 5

EVALUATION COMMENTS: - COMMENTS ARE REQUIRED T

Hanson Professional Services:
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Hole Montes, Inc.:
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EVALUATOR: / Yhse

Each Evaluation Criteria is weighted with a weight of 5 - 25 and each criteria explained in more detail on pages 18-20 in the Evaluation section
of the Solicitation. Please Score each welghted criteria on a rating scale of 0-5. The Rating Guidelines are as follows:

oae]

1 - Not acceptable
0 ~ Non Responsive

Evajuation Rating Guidelines |- Highest Score = 5 3

5 — Excaptional The submission exoeeds expectahons. exceflent probabihty of success in achieving all objectlves Very innovative.
4 —~Good Very good probability of success. Achieves ali objectives in reasonable fashion.

3 — Acceptable Has reasonable prabability of success. Some objectives may not be met.

2 - Poor Falls short of expectations and has a low prebability of success.

Submission fails to meet requirements and the approach has no probability of success.
Information/documentation provided is not adequate for evaluation

FIRM: Hanson Professional Services Hole Montes, Inc.
EVAL CRITERIA Weight Score 0-5 Score 0-5
[Compliance with RFQ instructions 5 5 5

Technical Expertise 20} </ 5

Quality Control 10 v4 s

Staff Credentials 15 1% P

e e | M 5

Location 10 Y 5

References 16 k4 5
[EVALUATION COMMENTS: — COMMENTS ARE REQUIRED

Hanson Profaessional Services:
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Hole Montes, Inc.:
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EVALUATOR: 6\(\@,[ Lo QQOL(“,OC‘/J(“_L

Each Evaluation Criteria is weighted with a weight of 5 - 25 and each criteria explained in more detail on pages 18-20 in the Evaluation section
of the Solicitation. Please Score each weighted criteria on a rating scale of 0-5. The Rating Guidelines are as follows:

Evaluation Rating Guidelines

* Highest Score =5

5 — Exceptional

4 — Good

3 — Acceptable

2 - Poor

1 — Not acceptable
0 — Non Responsive

The submission exceeds expectations, excellent probablhty of success in achieving all objectuves Very innovative.
Very good probability of success. Achieves all objectives in reasonable fashion.

Has reasonable probability of success. Some objectives may not be met.

Falls short of expectations and has a low probability of success.

Submission fails to meet requirements and the approach has no probability of success.
Information/documentation provided is not adequate for evaluation

FIRM: Hanson Professional Services Hole Montes, Inc.
EVAL CRITERIA Weight Score -5 Score0-5
Compliance with RFQ instructions 5 = 5
Technical Expertise 20 S 5

Quality Control 10 L,/ S

Staff Credentials 15 = <
e e | 7 s o
Location 10 S <
References 15 ) <
EVALUATION COMMENTS: L

Hanson Professional Services:

Hole Montes, Inc. J
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Solicitation #RF2016-01

Alrport Consulﬁlli!g Services
Selection Committee Evaluation Form

evawsor: Golenn L. Lo fhan

Each Evaluation Criteris Is welghted with a weigit of 5 - 26 and each criteria explained in more datall on pages 1(
section of the Sollcitation. Plaase Scora each walghted critoria on a rating scale of 0-5. Tho Rating Guldelines are as

Evaliuation Rating Guidelines | Highest Score = §
5 - Excoptional ‘The submission exceeds expectations, excellent probabifity of success in achipving 2l ohjec

4-Good Very good probability of success. Achieves all objectives In reasonable fashion,

3 - Accaptable Has reasonahla probabilily of success. Some objectives may not be met.

2-Poor {Falla shert of expectaions and has a low probabiily of success.

1 - Not aceeptable 'Submission fails to meet requiremants and the approach has no probablity of success.
0 ~ Non Respangive ... Jnformaticn/documentation provided is not edequate forevaluation
FiRM: ! Hanson Professional Services Holo Xontes, inc.

EVAL CRITERIA T Welght Score0-5 Score 0-5
ComplancowthRFQuanctons + &3 & | M ]
Technica! Expertise R ' 7] ]
Qualily Control L 4 4
SwfiCredentay 5 o Y
Retated Experience with Stmiar 28

Projects andlor the Clty of Arcadia | i ¢ ¢f

[Location : 10 & 7]

[References 15 4 7
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