City of Edcouch
Engineering Services

Water & Sewer Improvements (Stand Pipe)
Year 20 (2007) and Year 21 (2008)

Grading-Ranking Grid

S . Guzman & Munoz
Criteria J.E.
Saenzlﬁchssoclates, Engineering & Surveying, S & B Infrastructure
| Inc.
Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader
1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
Professional
Team
Experience of 23 24 24 20 22 24 13 24 25
Project Team
Experience/
Availability of 20 20 19 20 19 19 20 15 17
Project Manager
Understanding of | 25 25 18 25 22 25 25 25 25
Project
Familiarity with
Applicable Rules 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
& Regulations
TOTALS 93 929 95 95 90 98 88 94 97
AVERAGES 287+3=96 283+3=94 279+3=93
RATING 1 2 3
Grader #1 Eddy Gonzalez
Grader #2 Antonio Barco, Compliance Division Manager (UCP)

Grader #3

Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist




Robert S. Schmalzried - Mayor
3 Melody S. Galvan - Mayor Pro-tem

Noe Garcia Jr. — Alderman PL 2
I CI’ l ‘]7 0 I" I‘:DCO| IC I I Ruth Ruiz— Alderwoman PL 3
£ Guadalupe Garcia— Alderwoman PL 4
Eduardo Gonzalez — Alderman PL §
Delmira Olivarez ~ City Manager

July 16, 2009

Monica Leal

Urban County

Ms. Leal,

On Thursday, July 09, 2009 the City of Edcouch held a special meeting in which its
board members completed the Statement of Qualification Scoring/Evaluation Sheet for

the Engineering services for the Standpipe Project.

At such meeting the Board of Aldermen for the City of Edcouch also selected J. E. Saenz
and associates as the Project Engineer for having the highest rating.

Enclosed you have the City of Edcouch evaluation sheets and the Engineering request for
qualification packets.

H you have any questions feel free to contact me at (956) 262-2140.

Thank you,

(stenctt /

For:
Delmira Olivarez, City Manager

ws 2 B

City of Edcouch — P.O. Box 100, 211 W. Southern St. Edcouch TX 78538 — Phone (956) 262-2140 — Fax (956) 262-2920




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

Project Description:__City of Edcouch- Water & Sewer Improvements

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

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

Date of Evaluation: _August 24, 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 15

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Professional outfit with wide range of experience with various
projects: however Qualifications reflect strengths on Civil and Highway: however has team on board
able to complete proposed project under Firm Qualifications

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 and reviews were commendable

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: Well experience in the field & profession; as reflected
on Firm Qualifications

4. Understanding of Project 25 25

Comments/Rationale for Points:_No concerns on understanding project

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10
VOu ——

" Comments/Rationale for Points:_ Knowledgeable with Rules & Regulations

e

R
@ Total Score 93




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

Project Description: 5(/627/ V/ Secer —A”"Wf/e 7S
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2. Experience of Project Team 25 2 Z

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:_ Water/Sewer Improvements

Department: Urban County Program

Name of Firm: J.E. Saenz & Associates
Date of Evaluation: — \AJ “ L Q 00 c7
Evaluator’s Name: A AT d g APCD — u.c

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 ;' i

Comments/Rano l tr Points: M@v—\.’)b\s d L€ Oamm
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2. Experience of Project Team 25 ; ff'

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:
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Project Description: City of Edcouch- Water & Sewer Improvements

Department:__Hidaleo County Urban County Program

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

Date of Evaluation: August 24, 2009

Evaluator’s Name: Oscar Garza Procurement Specialist

Selection Criteria Point Score
L2election € riteria Lomt 2core
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: are commendable: and valifications
include Civil, Structural, MEP and Highway. Firm has provided references with experience on
roposed project.

2. Experience of Project Team 25 20

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

3. Experience/Avajlability of Project Manager 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: Experienced and always accessible: SOQ has various

references provided

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

o
N O
e

v . Total Score 95

(b




HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES
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2. Experience of Project Team 25 22

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:__ Water/Sewer Improvements

Department: Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Guzman & Muifioz Engineers

——3

Date of Evaluation: Al b § 22, 20609
Evaluator’s Name: A MTDELD (% aArfcos ~ Lo C__-P

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 &D
Comments/Rationale for Points: TQ.G-—VH- \ S \\ "jL \ e L( ‘I(t C.&
—— ")’é\ 1S wpoe &7 2 frwoirceT Y
/v V4 —
2. Experience of Project Team 25 ; g

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
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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:_ S&B Infrastructure

Date of Evaluation:___August 24, 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist

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

Comments/Rationale for Points:_As per SOQ Firm has qualifications on Civil, Structural,

MEP Mechanical;, Evnvironmental, Electrical and Highway; stability of firm is very impressive and
shows good references to accomplish proposed project.

2. Experience of Project Team 25 13

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

Comments/Rationale for Points:_References include FEMA Drainage District No.1 Re-
Evaluation for Hidalgo County; as per Drainage District project is slow: project not being handled in
a timely manner:Reference Starr County Appraisal District Automated Mapping System as per Luis
Rios Asst. Chief Appraisar recommendations are favorable with good reviews for S&B
Infrastructure

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 - 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Has several qualified project managers in place specializing in
water & sewer projects ranging to approximately 68 yrs of experience.

4. Understanding of Project 25 25

Comments/Rationale for Points:_SOQ clearly demonstrate strong capacities in understanding of

project and project management.

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points:__SOQ identifies qualifications and capabilities of Rules &

Regulations

Total Score 88




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

Project Description:__Water/Sewer Improvements

Department: Urban County Program

Name of Firm: S & B Infrastructure

'.—-—'_,
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*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
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