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COUNTY HIDALGO

1
i
i

A.C. CUELLAR, JR.
County Commissioner, Pct. 1
1902 Joe Stephens Ave.

Weslaco, TX 78596
(956) 968-8733

To:  Antonio Barco, CD Manager
From: AC Cuellar, Jr., Commissioner Pct. 1 & c%‘
Date: April 8, 2010

Re:  Edcouch Testing of Pond Liners Scoring/Evaluation -

I have reviewed the Edcouch Testing of Pond Liners Scoring Evaluation Sheets submitted and
evaluated by Mr. Robert Escobar, City Manager for the City of Edcouch, and I concur with
his evaluation. ] would like to proceed with this project as soon as possible.

If you have any questions regarding this evaluation please contact me at 956-968-8733.




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

Project Description:_Hidalgo County Pct. 1/City of Edcouch Testing of pond liner at existing sewer
plant

Department: Urban County Program
Name of Firm: RABA Kistner Consultants, Inc,

Date of Evaluation: @/W/ 4 2/

Evaluator’s Name:___Antonio Barco — (- & 2

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 A0
omment tionale for Pomts / eﬁ,n« LE /4 i / f —-
(/l/ € & ; -
aired ol cpz2;; : X Yourmid
gu ,/uQeo- is 4%& 1lle 77 A—’CGPG.D A 2,
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/RatlonaIe for Points: FV‘M s ]ALQ‘ Hh W!@ﬂ-ﬂ?j u)ml{

g who poveld

4. Understanding of Project

Commentg/Rationale for Pomts a,,_{
Ad//? are ANs
pasn) : vf

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations / O

Comments/Ratignale for Points; F:'] v j_A-'WLG ] 10N w lJ’L -‘I"éq_
Mﬁﬁwﬂs

Total Score ___@__9




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

Project Description:__Hidalgo County Precinct No. 1
(Edcouch Project: Testing of Pond Liner at the existing Sewer Plant)

Department:___County Urban County Program

Name of Firm:Raba Kistner

Date of Evaluation; _ January 27. 2010

Evaluator’s Name:___Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist

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

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Various projects have been outlined on SOQ that are related to
Geo-Technical services as required for this project

2. Experience of Project Team 25 25

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

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Project engineer has the experience and team with related
projects completed in Hidalgo County as identified on page 17-20 of their SOQ to include projects
with TXDOT

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 ' 17

" Cornménts/Raﬁdnale for Points:_More than 12 Yrs of experience with related geoftechﬁi’cal
studies as reference of page 23 yet page 58 references experience is over 14 yrs of experience as per
SOQ

4. Understanding of Project 25 ; 25

Comments/Rationale for Points:_SOQ outlines and makes references of on-going projects
worked on city and county levels with various types of testing skills as referred to on pages 17-20
clearly identifying their understanding of project.

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points:__Prior work with Hidalgo County attests to familiarity with rules
& regulations as required for compliance with related projects within the guidelines of Hidalgo
County

Total Score 97




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

Project Description:__Precinct No. | / GL

Department:___Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm:_Raba-KistnefConsultants, Inc.

Date of Evaluation: 2/8/2010

Evaluator’s Name:___Robert Escobar Jr.- Interim City Manager

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 19

—

Comments/Rationale for Points: Raba-Kistner Consultants, Inc. has 40 years of continuous
service by same executive management that provide practical, on time, on budget solutions. 75%
license certifications

2. Experience of Project Team 25 24

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

Comments/Rationale for Points: Raba-Kistner actually has worked for the City of Edcouch

regarding soil testing at the Edcouch Waster Water Plant.

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 19

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Headquarters located in multiple areas across the State of

Texas and even Mexico. Raba-Kistners team consists of more than 350 employees company-wide.

4. Understanding of Project 25 24

Comments/Rationale for Points: _Raba-Kistner is the only AASHTO-accredited laboratory in the
Rio Grande Valley. Raba-Kistner is the largest provider of Texas Department of Transportations
(TXDOT services statewide.)

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points:__Raba-Kistner, the independent testing laboratory, has included

copies of our professional liability and general liability insurance certificates. Raba-Kistner
maintains and holds required certifications for these projects.

Total Score 96

———




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

Project Description:_Hidalgo County Pct. 1/City of Edcouch Testing of pond liner at existing sewer

plant
Department: Urban County Program
Name of Firm: L & G Engineering

Date of Evaluation:_EE‘L_mn.Lﬁ ],. XKRD]D

Evaluator’s Name:___ Antonio Barco — \A_C.O

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 0-\7 )
¥ L] -’.

Comme ts/Rationale'.for Points: €_an i Y L\ v quwaliiied /
o Steln [1SL Hdlaleo Cp. 0 oo VEin das ¥
’/l,fA o ' s .’.//1 = a'/’ e CEA .’ y 7 ..4‘.-’ - .r’ﬁ’l’

y, ;

2. Experience of Project Team 25 _Qé

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

-
Comments/RatlonaIe for Pomts € A Pavs G VA AN O LA
b ‘C¥n LA 0 MAC P - i & 1T TIe-  @AUVIrDAUMCAITR D P01 BTS
huy  Wove e :M HAZ U0 2% nNCe Rooe=R
3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 _lj_

Commentis/Rationale for Points:_| y : n B yrs. -eme/)/'wce.
£ Woull pe ¢~ Ava ik Y

IS paoecT
L} " ._‘

4. Understanding of Project ' 25 . g.S

5. Familiarity with Apphcable Rules and Regulations 10 1 Q

Comments/Rationale for Points:

Total Score qz




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

Project Description:__Hidalgo County Precinct No. 1
(Edcouch Project: Testing of Pond Liner at the existing Sewer Plant)

Department:__Urban County Program

Name of Firm:_L & G Engineering Laboratory, LLC

Date of Evaluation:  January 27. 2010

Evaluator’s Name:___Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist

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

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Professional qualifications are stronger towards transportation
(i.e. street, bridges); however engineer is on board for civil engineering for related projects

2. Experience of Project Team 25 25

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

Comments/Rationale for Points:_SOQ is favorable towards streets, ROW Purchases, bridges etc.

under construction contract & mgmt which provides special services under (pg.-3); however under

Section III there is no reference for project team and/or reference of geo-technical engineer.

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:__As per section III of SOQ I was unable to reference
experience/project manager for Yara M. Corbitt P.E. and for David Saenz P.E.: under geo-technical
& Bridge Design; I could only reference Mr. Reza Badiozzamani P.E. criteria indicate experience
with related project.

4. Understanding of Project ; 25 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Section I (Pg. 3) outlines knowledge of geo-technical testing’s:
however other areas of the SOQ does reflect this as their strongest area of expertise for proposed
project.

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points:__Under Appendix “A” of their SOQ knowledge of geo-technical
is evident for civil, fransportation engineering & design; has many projects on going with county at
present

Total Score 95




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

Project Description:__Precinct No._l! CL‘W% E_dwwh d&%’[‘y % ‘&M&MQM ﬂ laut™

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm:_L&G Engineering Laboratory, L..L..C.

Date of Evaluation: _ 02/08/2010

Evaluator’s Name:___Robert Escobar Jr.-Interim City Manager

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 18

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ RODS Surveying, Inc. is a corporation established in July,
1994 which is certified as a HUB with the State of Texas. RODS has twenty-nine vears of
specialized experience and performance committed to professional land surveying for parcel maps

and design surveys.

2. Experience of Project Team 25 24

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

Comments/Rationale for Points: _Resumes include Professional Civil Engineers and Industrial

Arts. The extensive details of past projects shows evidence of past experience in providing

assistance in the Rio Grande Valley.

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 18

Comments/Rationale for Points:_The Project Manager has worked seventeen vears as a civil
engineer, twelve with TXDOT and ten with the Pharr District. L&G Engineering maintains 4,500

square feet of combined office and laboratory space in Mercedes and Mission.

4. Understanding of Project 25 23

Comments/Rationale for Points: _L&G Engineering Laboratory’s principals and staff are pre-

certified by TxDOT to perform work in several different categories. 1.&G Engineering’s key
personnel have performed field and laboratory testing under the direction of the Texas Department
of Transportation.

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points;__Historically Underutilized Business Certification and
Compliance Program recognition. Certificate of liability insurance

Total Score 93




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

Project Description: Hidalgo County Pct. 1/City of Edcouch Testing of pond liner at existing sewer
plant

Department: -Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Terracon Consultants

Date of Evaluation: /CZ.ZVM. &rflzl Z; 20/0

Evaluator’s Name: _ Antonio Barco —_ 1, P

Selection Criteria Point ' Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 2 )

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

Cominents/Rationale for Points: _I_Q@/h\ 57 &0 ZQ.-SS !S'Vla,(f

TEsire. Qﬁ,ﬂl?/h%c,e,
za?‘}_d—rv el e mIraf

{73—‘# , STACF

3. Experience/Availability of Project Maﬁager 20 J \

Manace /La: (2. 4rs

| ) )
Comments/Rationale for Points:
L}

M\P& .
In J

4. Understanding of Project 25 _&4‘

Comments/RationaJe for Points: E; A AN A) g .
uied n/vaC{vmm@ TS
L Lt Sowien Tacdlties el \Dta-bwa.ﬁc. IﬁjOVmQM

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 /(D

Comments/Rationale for Points: \:'\ Fws \s lnnm ‘IOJ\ LS ()Q«. IAY}ZP{‘ CA.L){
Rades el Zeﬁ‘-«i oYieng?

Total Score Qé




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

Project Description:__Hidalgo County Precinct No. 1
(Edcouch Project: Testing of Pond Liner at the existing Sewer Plant)

Department:_ Urban County Program

Name of Firm:_Terracon

Date of Evaluation:__ January 27. 2010

Evaluator’s Name:___ Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist

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

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Section 2-1 outlines their specialty that which is relevant for
proposed project requiring geo-technical studies

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 leader has experience with Geo-Technical
projects as it relates to this project as outlined in Section 3-4 and 3-6: not enough references with
work in Hidalgo County

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: Firms expei‘ience us solely on Geo-Technical Services with
Environmental Studies as described in Section 2-5 of SOQ; Project manager has experience as
described on section 3-4 of SOQ '

\

4. Understanding of Project o 25 Co 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Section I outlines clearly the expertise in which this company
specializes in geo-technical; however could not reference with projects in Hidalgo County

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points:__Terracon’s experience with other projects confirms their
understanding and familiarity with all applicable rules & regulations required by Hidalgo County &
outlined in Section 2-4 of SOO

Total Score 90




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

Project Description:__Precinct No. 1/ (uty %MJM}MW %Mﬂ@%ﬂ&xw Ao

Department:___Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm:_Terracon Consultants, Inc.

Date of Evaluation:___02/08/2010

Evaluator’s Name:___ Robert Escobar Jr.-Interim City Manager

Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 18

Comments/Rationale for Points:__Terracon Consultants, Inc. has been active in the Rio Grande

Valley since 1996 and specializes in Environmental Engineering and Consulting, Geotechnical

Engineering, Construction Materials Engineering.

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:_Terracon at its key employees have been practicing and

offering services in its areas of specialization for more than 41 vears. Terracon is an employee-

owned consulting engineering firm providing geotechnical, environmental, construction materials
and facilities services from more than 90 offices nationwide with over 2.900 employees.

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 18

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Project Manager plays a key role in regards to meeting the
County’s schedules. Meeting schedules is highly dependent on communication, scheduling, and

awareness of deadlines.

4. Understanding of Project 25 23
Comments/Rationale for Points:_The most important issue with regards to personnel

assignments is the qualifications required for the project. We have a number of qualified personnel
in our Pharr office and in our San Antonio office or Laredo office to properly staff these projects.

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10
Comments/Rationale for Points:__Terracon complies with national industry standards and

maintains an in house quality assurance program to make certain that the firm provides quality

services and accurate testing. Terracon is licensed as a corporation in engineering and environmental

testing.

Total Score 92

——




