Hidalgo County —Urban County Program
City of Weslaco
Engineering Services

Flood Drainage Improvements Project

Grading Grid
TEDSI Infrastructure Sigler Winston Dos Logistics
CRITERIA Group Greenwood & Inc.
Associates
Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader
Weslaco | UCP P. | Weslaco | UCP | P.Dept. | Wesla | UCP | P.Dept
Dept. co

Selection Criteria 5 19 20 5 20 18 5 19 20
Experience of Project 5 21 25 5 23 25 4 20 25
Team
Experience/Availability 5 18 20 4 19 20 4 18 20
of Project Manager
Understanding 5 23 25 5 24 20 5 22 20
Projects
Familiarity 5 10 10 5 10 05 5 10 10
w/Applicable Rules &
Regulations
TOTALS 25 91 100 24 96 88 23 89 95
AVERAGES 72.00 69.34 69.00
RANKING




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

Project Description:__City of Weslaco — Flood Drain Improvements

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: TEDSI Infrastructure Group
Date of Evaluation: ¢~ | O~ 0@

Bvaluator’s Name: 'VfO 1] Salazav

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: MOm—) t} \/4' A Nod Cﬂﬁ\' npef}

2. Experience of Project Team 25 Z‘ S

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

Comments/Rationale for Points: > Y Ve, Y | Le 2

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 2 O

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Avad 4 /¢ Prve dNe (b 1ing witha f?”")' M ey,
D < , Lo oV

-

4. Understanding of Project 25 _Qi

Comments/Ratipnale for Points: \lP cig Ynoedh Toam DN o M b
67»-0 “\,e s 4

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 I10)

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ Ces ¢ }‘g -~ \gn\,.huo\;‘(‘ with TY -1

Total Score / 0



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

Project Description:__City of Weslaco — Flood Drain Improvements

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: TEDSI Infrastructure Group
Date of Evaluation: )* 'Z o’ / o q
Evaluator’s Name;: ’ QW;) % oA4LD

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 | !

Comments/Rationale for Points:

2. Experience of Project Team 25 Z 1

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

Comments/Rationale for Points:

E

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:

R

4. Understanding of Project 25

Comuinents/Rationale for Points:

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 Z (4]

Comments/Rationale for Points:

j°

Total Score



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

Project Description: 2008 Urban County Projects

Department: Urban County Program (City of Weslaco)

Name of Firm: TEDSI Infrastructure Group

Date of Evaluation:

Evaluator’s Name:___David Salinas, Director of Public Facilities

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 5
Comments/Rationale for Points:

2. Experience of Project Team 25 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 5

Comments/Rationale for Points:

4. Understanding of Project 25 S
Comments/Rationale for Points:
5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 S

Comments/Rationale for Points;

Total Score _25



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

Project Description:__City of Weslaco - Flood Drain Improvements

Department:__Fhdalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Sigler, Winston Greenwood & Associates
Date of Evaluation: (}f} N o
Evaluator's Name: b o i
Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Prolessional Quahifications of T'ecam 20 ’l('c“l L
Comments Ratiopale for Points: ~/)‘7 S T I L
[, {
2. Experience of Project Team 25
*Note® Information necessary to assess the firm on this eriteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clicnts:
Comments. Rationale for Points:__» - ‘ ~ ‘ ?
3. Experience Availabihity ol Project Manager 20
Comments Rationale for Points:___ ; R - _

4. Understanding of Project 25 L
Comments Rationale for Points: L Foo N
A R 1 L “ '
¥ ¥ }
5. Familarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 R
Comments Rationale tor Points: \ R LT =) Te

Total Score




HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION

SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET

ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description: __City of Weslaco — Flood Drain Improvements

Department: _ Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Sigler, Winston Greenwood & Associates

Date of Evaluation: 2/ 9 / o 7
¥ [ 4
Evaluator’s Name: / 0'74*7 ﬁ (e AR

Selection Criteria Point
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:

Score

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;

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:

4. Understanding of Project 25

Comments/Rationale for Points:

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10

Comments/Rationale for Points:

A

Total Score

96



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

Project Description:__2008 Urban County Projects

Department: Urban County Program (City of Weslaco)

Name of Firm: Sigler, Winston, Greenwood & Associates

Date of Evaluation:

Evaluator’s Name:___David Salinas, Director of Public Facilities

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 5

Comments/Rationale for Points:

2. Experience of Project Team 25 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 4
Comments/Rationale for Points:

4. Understanding of Project | 25 5

Comments/Rationale for Points:

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 S

Comments/Rationale for Points:

Total Score 24



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

Project Description:__City of Weslaco — Flood Drain Improvements

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Dos Logistic

Date of Evaluation: 2" ) 0- O

Evaluator’s Name: M 018 ¢éj 50 )/3 ZaYy

Selection Criteria Point
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: @uo\\ '\1- ~ A4 Te e

Score

2. Experience of Project Team 25

A

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by

contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ Nuy$e . ot Geary ‘N i imess

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20

Comments/Rationale for Points;__ v 4 A\PAY ‘t‘v TN,

20

4. Understanding of Project 25

(AN

© W

Comments/Rationale for Points: IL )i I \ F( Lo t,' 2e /o\«'wt ﬂﬂ) "‘c ¢ l S Gl
A 1!\.) ¢ (o

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10

10

Comments/Rationale for Points: 2wy e ypu ¢ é«o\ S, @ \x«@,md - b !: a\mc

Total Score %ﬂ § ‘ﬂ'



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

Project Description:__City of Weslaco — Flood Drgin Improvements

Department:_Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Dos Logistic

Date of Evaluation: 2 / 9 / (% 9
Evaluator’s Name: / h‘-‘;/ /E , gNAED

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 / 3

Comments/Rationale for Points:

2. Experience of Project Team 25 /z o

*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

Comments/Rationale for Points:

4. Understanding of Project 25 _Z_Z,

Comments/Rationale for Points:

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 /O

Comments/Rationale for Points:

Total Score ﬁz



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

Project Description:_ 2008 Urban County Projects

Department: Urban County Program (City of Weslaco)

Name of Firm: DOS Logistics

Date of Evaluation:

Evaluator’s Name:_ David Salinas, Director of Public Facilitics

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 5

Comments/Rationale for Points:

2. Experience of Project Team 25 4

*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 4

Comments/Rationale for Points:

4. Understanding of Project 25 5

Comments/Rationale for Points:

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 5,

Comments/Rationale for Points:

4 900

@.

TEt

Total Score 23

s



