Evaluation and Scoring Criteria for RFQ1610-118
Transporation Corridor A1
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Department Committee Member Member Signature Date
Yes or
. T7.Y
Commissioner Precinct 2 Commissioner Cynthia Long YES [ & a_D
Road and Bridge Robert B. Daigh YES : /-7 /
= s i
Road and Bridge J. Terron Evertson YES / Z / /? / ( é
Commissioner Precinct 1 Commissioner Valerie Covey NO
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Road and Bridge Sarah Ramos N:c ﬁé&f L?,ﬂm/@/ / /2‘ 2 Jé,
NO

Purchasing Teri Jeffries mw | /ub l 9:)/} /%

A4
Committee Recommendation: 0 Vt
The evaluation panel recommends to interview the following firms:

Alliance Transportation Group, Inc., Atkins North America, Inc., Brown & Gay Engineers, Inc. (BGE), CP&Y, Inc., Halff Associates, Inc., Jacobs Engineering Group Inc., K Friese + Associates (KFA),
Kenndey Consulting, Inc. (KCI)

NOTE: On 12/8/2016, The Auditor's Office has granted a one time exemption from Its Professlonal Services Policy requirement of no fewer than five (5) evaluation committee
members for projects over $1 million, and has allowed this evaluation committee to operate with a three (3) member committee.
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