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April 8, 2009

To Whom It May Concern:

As required, I am sending you complete and certified excerpt from the minutes of
April 7, 2009 Special Meeting of the Board of Aldermen of the City of Edcouch @
6:00 P.M.

ITEM III. Discussion and action on recommending an Engineering
Firm for the Urban County 2008 Street Improvement
Project.

Mayor Calin Guzman, opened the floor for discussion and Mrs. Olivarez, went
over the rating scores for the following Engineering Firms:

Guzman & Munoz Engineering & Surveying, Inc.; 91

J.E. Saenz & Associates, Ine; 91

SAMES, Inc. 43

She mentioned she wanted to be as impartial as possible, but both Guzman &
Munoz, and J.E. Saenz, had 100 yrs. Of accumulated qualification, had almost the
same number of years in operations, one has more employees than the other, and
has had more projects with U.C.. While the other had one more Engineer on staff,
Therefore, she was bringing the item to the Council for them to make the
recommendation. The Mayor asked how they had been rated and Mrs. Olivarez
said by qualification, experience, understanding, and familiarity with rules. The
Mayor asked for a motion, and Commissioner Ruiz made the motion to
recommend J.E. Saenz, and second by Commissioner Lupita Garcia. The Mayor
asked for a vote and Commissioner Eddy Gonzalez voted Naye, and
Commissioner Henry Martinez, and Ofelia Vallejo abstained from voting.
Therefore, the Mayor ruled that motion carried 2 for, 1 against, and 2 abstained.
I, Delmira Olivarez, City Manager, certify that this is a complete and correct
excerpt of the minutes of the meeting held on April 08, 2009.

Mn o Y. 0 W@‘Q ‘// ff/o?

Delmira Olivdrez ate
City Manager
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description: __ City of Edcouch- 2008 Street Improvements

Department;__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: J.E. Saenz & Associates, Inc.

Date of Evaluation;_ April 3, 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: Professional outfit with wide range of experience with various
proiects

2. Experience of Project Team 25 23

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ Well recommended by various entities where firm has been
involved with.

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 20
Comments/Rationale for Points: Well experience in the field & profession
4. Understanding of Project 25 25

Comments/Rationale for Points: No concerns on understanding project

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points: Knowledgeable with Rules & Regulations

Total Score 98



HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION (AC/V

SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:__City of Edcouch- 2008 Street Improvements

Department:_ Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: J.E. Saenz & Associates, Inc.

Date of Evaluation: A’g/, i / gf, 2 DD
Evaluator’s Name: /%U??vfe? @ga:

Selection Criteria Point Score

R

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:

2. Experience of Project Team 25 g‘f— 5

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 / és

Comments/Rationale for Points:

4, Understanding of Project 25 4“ é

Comments/Rationale for Points:

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 /O

Comments/Rationale Tor Points:

_Total Score i 02
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION w‘/j

SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:__City of Edeouch- 2008 Strect Improvements

Department:_ Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm:_LE, Saenz & Associates. Ine.

Date of Evaluation: 4 / !{09

Evaluator’s Name: . BP [ﬁm; ( \/ﬂl 1€

Selection Critexia ( Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 _LE‘)L

Comments/Rationale for Points: WL 4 fivm b g oL Zn?rac.f.m o s hafF , .:.m”a{ &
_‘Lﬂ,a | 1ce yas . of cIqut'(r.ﬁc?‘d Cerh b cohon s

2. Expetience of Project Team 25 _GE

*Note™ Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points: h dye / ‘c/ },/ xs k;/)m/mm/

3. Experience/Availabiljty of Project Manager . 20 lgp“

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Tha, hawt a4 fofal of 35 employ eg

ey Lrpects mar ipo. ETT. | Aol hae e penence weull it )0
Proyecks,

4. Understanding of Project 25 A

—_—————

Comments/Rationale for Points: Z;sf o o/f DEDI 7( 1A Ul)/()ﬂ!, Wff 7L%
all Over e pa ey inclodi  sdepo LEY

-

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 5

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ Tz have _coue EApenen e m};’ﬂfc.é w/ Y&
Pm}f'ﬂh v net Foed aducl

Total Score ﬂ /



HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:__City of Edcouch- 2008 Street Improvements

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Guzman & Mufioz Engineering & Surveving, Inc.

Date of Evaluation:  April 3, 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: Qualifications of Team are commendable

2. Experience of Project Team 25 18

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points: Recommendations received were fair

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: Experienced and always accessible

4. Understanding of Project 25 25

Comments/Rationale for Points: Knowledgeable with related projects

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points: Understands Rules & Regulations

Total Score 93




HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:__ City of Edcouch- 2008 Street Improvements

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Guzman & Mufioz Engineering & Surveying, Inc.

Date of Evaluation: Ad ﬂ/!’. / 9 /? oo 9
Evaluator’s Name: &m;f// f g Wecs

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 [ i

Comments/Rationale for Points:

2. Experience of Project Team 25 cg LiL

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 2\. D

Comments/Rationale for Points:

4, Understanding of Project 25 &]P

Comments/Rationale for Points:

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 l O

Comments/Raiionale for Points:

Total Score E Z
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION

SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:__City of Edeouch- 2008 Street Improvements

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firra:_Guzman & Mufiez Enginecring & Survevingz, Inc.

Date of Evaluation: '_/ff/ / 1/ 09

Evaluator’s Name: it Imar ] \a{/ Qne 2 .-

Selection Criteria ' Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team ) A0

Comments/Rationalc for Points: \T'h_i 1V m h s 3 fmt.}nmcc AV hi 7
efxl of (00yeays of gocomulefed cet B ted o

. Experience of Project Team 25 P 5—

1

*Note* Information nccessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comuments/Rationale for Poings: [y have o el ef 13- SO S E il pevieme

f

- Experience/Availubility of Praject Manager 20 /B

L

; . o
Comments/Rationale for Points: ' 5354 have o :[@Ig[ a & Mpf}ot/eeﬂ B

Bt Hmu? have an  Eaginge, oS fjrv}erf MGL(W ot T donlt sce

e 9

AT TNTEI wlt Y.C 1)"‘9}PC[’”'§

a —
4. Understanding of Project 25 ~
omments/Rationale for Points: & i3] STAMLT DA ef S | s 2
_ Comments/Rationale for Points: S z‘,“f!,s,‘-/_
CTYUIVIN oy
5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 :"é-
Comments/Ratiouale for Points: cﬂw} r,fm-l' Awmua& L pliignee
W W@f UL TR i
"7 Total Score E{

b @ 2009

G



HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:__City of Edcouch- 2008 Street Improvements

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm;_ SAMES, Inc.

Date of Evaluation:  April 3, 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:

2. Experience of Project Team 25 12

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points: Based on information received referrals & recommendations
are inconsistent and is a fairly new firm.

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: Evaluation is based on information received from
recommended client considered pood.

4. Understanding of Project 25 25

Comments/Rationale for Points:

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points:

Total Score 87




HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:__City of Edcouch- 2008 Street Improvements

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: SAMES, Inc.
Date of Evaluation: /ﬂ m ( / 8; 9‘05 9
Evaluator’s Name: 4 A/ 'Fb-—/\): D @ﬂc o

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 / 2

Comments/Rationale for Points:

2. Experience of Project Team 25 gb

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:

3

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:

4. Understanding of Project 25 gﬁ

Comments/Rationale for Points:

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 ’z.

Comments/Rationale for Points:

Total Score Q 5
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATTON SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:__Qity of Edcouch- 2008 Street [wprovements

Department: _Hidalgo County Urban County Progtam

Name of Firm:_SAMES. Ine.
Date of Evaluation: /f ;} / r/ % ?

Evaluator’s Name: \l ;f ! mira :/ anNe o

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Protessional Qualifications of Team 20 [0

.
CZmncnts/Rationa}e for Points:__ o Zansarry, Ha S'/lcfrlﬂ £ .
fobe] 17 tm bxpgppet

'

2. Experience of Project Team 25 3

*Note* Information neccssary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

A : .
Comments/Rationale for Points: Sl Lo {;’/ au.,é:\, M o5

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 5’/
Comments/Rationale for Poiots: 7 J?._ ,2 on /ff?%//f
4. Understanding of Project 25 L0
{ -
Comments/Rationale for Points: (7, L2004 7{ fie f( f«/ L LS W/ % /'5
fuee et P/ 4 /
[4 / ~ i
5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 2

C‘onnmgntszatioqale for Points; S0 & dees gl 5}}[ By Mp qu‘ free
J ;{fﬁ{rnj_.-ﬂ i:.." f“‘\ ll C . (ﬂ}:wc.-}”r?l) i

A

43

Total Score



