The City of Alton | o
509 South Alton Blvd. Alton, Texas 78573-1196
Office (956) 432-0760, Fax (956) 432-0766

December 1, 2009

Ms. Diana R. Serna
Director

Urban County Program
1916 Tessoro Bld
Phart, Texas

RE: City of Alton Street Improvements Project
Dear Ms. Serna:

Please be advised that the City of Alton ranked the Engineering Firm of Guzman &
Mumoz as the most qualified engineering company according to theicstatement of -
qualifications. Therefore, we are recommending that this item be taken before County
Commissioners Court for their consideration.

If you have any questions on this correspondence, do pot hesitate to callme at (956) 432- ..
0760.

Sincerely,

Rl\ll\u \.(\\\.(l\\\ —
Steve Pena
Assistant City Manager

cc:  Jorge Aicaute, City Manager



City of Alton
Engineering Services
Street Improvements

Year 22 (2009)

Grading-Ranking Grid
Criteria Javier Hinojosa Guznilan & Mutioz - . .
. . Engineering and MGE Civil Engineering
Engineering .
Surveying, Inc.
Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader | Grader
1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
Professional
Qualifications of 20 20 17 20 20 18 20 18 17
Team
g"p.e“ence of 25 25 20 25 23 22 25 22 20
roject Team
Experience/
Availability of 20 19 19 20 19 19 20 18 19
Project Manager
Understanding of | 54 25 24 25 23 20 24 23 23
Project
Familiarity with
Applicable Rules 10 10 9 10 10 8 10 10 9
& Regulations
TOTALS 99 99 89 100 95 87 99 91 88
AVERAGES 287+3=96% 282+3=94% 278+3=93%
RATING 1 2 3
¥
QGrader #1 Steve Pena, City Manager
Grader #2 Antonio Barco, Compliance Division Manager (UCP)
Grader #3 Yvette S. Islas, Procurement Specialist




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:_2009- City of Alton Street Improvement

Department: Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Javier Hinojosa Engineering

Date of Evaluation: /]/ sv. | ‘3/ 2.0 F

Evaluator’s Name:  Antonio Barco, CDBG Manager

Selection Criteria Point Score

D
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*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:_ 2009- City of Alton Street Improvement

Department: Purchasing Department

Name of Firm: Javier Hinojosa Engineering

Date of Evaluation:  November 25, 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Yvette S. Islas

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 17
Comments/Rationale for Points: project team members unclear

2. Experience of Project Team 25 20

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

Comments/Rationale for Points: project team members unclear

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 19
Comments/Rationale for Points: page 2 of letter

4. Understanding of Project 25 24
Comments/Rationale for Points: recent similar projects

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 9

Comments/Rationale for Points; recent similar projects, rfq requirements

Total Score 89




HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES
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Department: PZW Vi L‘Q

Name of Firm: G:I i 'Eh See Yimﬁ
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Project Description:
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2. Experience of Project Team 25 Az'_ J——
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contacting past/current clients:
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:__2009- City of Alton Street Improvement

Department: Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Guzman & Munoz Engineering and Surveying, Inc.

Date of Evaluation: ‘/?/9 Y f)?ﬁée r / g/ 00 7

Evaluator’s Name:  Antonio Barco, CDBG Manager

Selection Criteria Point Score
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:_2009- City of Alton Street Improvements

Department: Purchasing Department

Name of Firm: Guzman & Munoz Engineering and Surveving, Inc,

Date of Evaluation:  November 25, 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Yvefte S. Islas

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 18
Comments/Rationale for Points: Section 6

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:

Comments/Rationale for Points: Section6 P 12

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 19
Commenis/Rationale for Points: Experience, Firm Qualifications

4. Understanding of Project 25 20
Comments/Rationale for Points: Same type project listed p 6

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 8
Comments/Rationale for Points: Same type project listed

Total Score 37




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

Project Description: 8 \{(Y\E L

Department: V \0\’%“ Vw\

Name of Firm: m G'l

Date of Evaluation: Ot Z Z Uq

Evaluator’s Name: S W L'QQ N
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*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:__ 2009- City of Alton Street Improvement

Department: Urban County Program
Name of Firm: MGE Civil Engineerin
Date of Evaluation: M Ve [/ 2 S P

Evaluator’s Name:_ Antonio Barco, CDBG Manager

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 _Lﬁ
e v V
Comments/Rationale for Points:_ /patgrn,  fJets 7 IS
2. Experience of Project Team 25 =z 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:__2009- City of Alton Street Improvement

Department: Purchasing Department

Name of Firm: MGE Civil Engineering

Date of Evaluation:  November 25, 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Yvette S. Islas

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 17
Comments/Rationale for Points: gualifications of team unclear

2. Experience of Project Team 25 20

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

Comments/Rationale for Points; team experience unclear

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 19
Comments/Rationale for Points: similar recent projects, section 1 p 2

4, Understanding of Project 25 23
Comments/Rationale for Points: similar recent projects, section 1

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 9
Comments/Rationale for Points: similar projects

Total Score 38




