STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM

INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)
ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)

Page 1 of 2
Contract No: WAYEINPI Consultant GEAPHC Spi LITIDNS
(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the ﬁ 2/[
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 c( 18}
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0 |2
be assigned. ‘7] O

¢ Auvailability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team.

e Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
e All relevant experience should include state,

federal and local projects.
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects
would not be given a higher rate.)

2.0

T

Total

a0

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

HGH{ g g@ ,TASt UNCLEAR, BBONT TE LB OF BOTh S & KA . YWHD Wi BE Fespmsible

For- D\EFS COVIPPRENTY oF T Pegjeer + vy 7

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named

consultant regarding my future employment with said consuitant.

Signature of Evaluator:

Printed Name of Evaluator: MA-W V%VL%%

Checked by:

Date‘bi_e-‘ j }!.‘,

Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM
INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)
Page 1 of 2

Contract No:WA‘{f\W“’ﬁ Consultant SEZEFT RS
(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and ,ﬁ 2
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the 4‘
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 CT ’8
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0 0[
be assigned. ] 8
4, 1.0

proposed team.

o Availability of the Project Manager and the

o Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
e All relevant experience should include state, 2.0

federal and local projects.
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects
would not be given a higher rate.)

(6

Total

84

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

7 Pepsti! T = 15T gy ?

BN TP, el PSS, BOT PO STaD VT A 27" Lookary PPojgns

consultant regarding my futur,

em

loyment with said consultant.

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named

Signature of Evaluator:

Printed Name of Evaluator:

Checked by:

M=
MAT VARG

Date LZZ i’}:‘.-’ Iy

Date



STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM

INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)
Page 1 of 2

Contract NoWﬂNv“\ﬁ‘

Consultantc"m’uﬂgffﬁ f' e

(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and 7 _
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the ‘&!
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 7 l 4-
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0
be assigned. 7 ] 4.
4. 1.0
e Availability of the Project Manager and the _
proposed team. @ E")
¢ Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.
5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
o All relevant experience should include state, 2.0 L
federal and local projects. 8 l >
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects
would not be given a higher rate.)
Total 1z
e

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):
AecAviA, LV, sATA ANA
FECT Propospl. wAS —TD GENSRS

I certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named

consultant regarding my future émployment with said consultant.
Signature of Evaluator: %‘ A% Date M@
Printed Name of Evaluator: \‘W\— WV‘Q

Date_

Checked by:




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM

INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)
Page 1 of 2

Contract No:\/\w{F ]]\D\NE\‘

Consultantl‘\\lm DES'\%N

(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the g @4’
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 é) 1o
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0 %
be assigned. \ o
4, 1.0
e Availability of the Project Manager and the (0
proposed team. (7
e Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.
5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
¢ All relevant experience should include state, 2.0 P
federal and local projects. i s
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects i
would not be given a higher rate.)
Total

10

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

MAYEHY op SigNME HAs SIulAg Lek o (T

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named

consultant regarding my future employment with said consultant.

Signature of Evaluator:

- VA

Datem

7l

Printed Name of Evaluator:

Checked by:

AT WARpEZ

Date



STATE OF CALIFORNIA ¢« DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM
INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)

Page 1 of 2

Contract No: WA\{F\NDNE‘ Consultantdle ENGP'INZ]'

(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score

1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the 7 "Z,]
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.

2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 1 l 4

3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0 7 ;
be assigned. I 4

e Availability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team. (0 Cy
e Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.

¢ All relevant experience should include state, 2.0
federal and local projects. 1
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects %

would not be given a higher rate.)

Total (7\’]

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

SYRUNTACT w PA. PRV

I certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future a ymeddt with said consultant.

Signature of Evaluator: ‘7 }\/ % S ) Date Iblk’}lit

l 15 S
Printed Name of Evaluator: W WG'Q\%

Checked by: Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM

INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)
Page 1 of 2

Contract No:\NA\fHND]NG!

Consultant UNES?AOE

(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and /7
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the ’ll
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 /" ‘ 4
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 20
be assigned. 1 \4
4. 1.0
e Availability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team. (7 Qp
e Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.
5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
o All relevant experience should include state, 2.0

federal and local projects.
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects
would not be given a higher rate.)

‘'

Total

L

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

FreEsD, Like, QULNER 4TY,

VIAD UkeTD (e \ Apgen- SAE PROJSURS
Do ey Wave Vbpe Epenience 7

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future employment with said consuitant.

\ /‘
Signature of Evaluator:

Printed Name of Evaluator: MA'[T W

Checked by:

Date@(}ﬂ{‘/@

Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM
INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)
Page 1 of 2

Contract No: !ﬁ Iaﬂ EQA% Consultant Graphic Solutions

(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score

1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the O\ 2‘7
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 O\ | %
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0
be assigned. O\ \ QD
4 1.0

e Availability of the Project Manager and the

proposed team. q
e Accessibility to the Department and ability to O\
respond to Department requirements.

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
o All relevant experience should include state, 2.0

federal and local projects.
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects ‘O 2 0
would not be given a higher rate.)

Total q 9
Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

= Qﬁ'v\oq\ HO )fdfﬂrs k‘TU“’A 'S 60\0 Cov\"\lmgc X(J
-As A— é\m?\(\(c So\o\yms or KTO+A '\'O 61(0\9\’\;(' 6°\ 0\'\0'/\% .

“Wored in BeW\ G rdons, El Poale

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consuitant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future employment with said consultant.

Signature of Evaluator: ﬂ‘—\ @M\Date vo fos ]M

i
Printed Name of Evaluator: ___ in:)e D. Yonmene v

Checked by: Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM
INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)

Page 1 of 2
Contract No: Consultant Selbert Perkins Design
o (a) ® | @x()
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the %
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications. Z”ﬁ

2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 Ct VES
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0
be assigned. q l %
4, 1.0
¢ Auvailability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team. q
e Accessibility to the Department and ability to C(

respond to Department requirements.

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.

o All relevant experience should include state, 2.0
federal and local projects.
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects I (P
would not be given a higher rate.)

Total 8§'
Comments (continue on reverse ifgecessary):

Lon ke !;0’ Q“.\ S o UD/& Beach VY\QI\\"\G\JF"EJ\ b, Sarle, o
(lir\a\\e:%;‘-em() e C e e ‘ A

‘\)O SO\OGOA\McJ)nrs ?:\%mj 35‘6& EXPelnc ¢

I certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in disTussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future emp]oyment with said consulfant.

Signature of Evaluator: /j/ f \/ Date IOE\ 5

U/ ] § X
Printed Name of Evaluator: o AR ANAY,

Checked by: Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA s DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM
INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)

Page 1 of 2
Contract No: ] A hé El\étga Consultant Callison/RTKL
(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the 7 Z (
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 r‘( ) b\
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 20
be assigned. 8 \ (p
4, 1.0
o Availability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team. 8 g
¢ Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.
5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
o All relevant experience should include state, 20
federal and local projects. %
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects l (9
would not be given a higher rate.)
Total \7 5

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

- ca‘\?&o«lﬁ:“t\a
DI Weornd :n C:} J’ Qraaé‘\- e"‘”‘(g'v""\l"| ﬂ“&-\‘%\lejas
= Liom:} o aovlper }?@d@‘ﬁ i~ GEg

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |

further certify that I have not engaged in discussions witkip the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future employment wit onsu

AT

Printed Name of Evaluator: j’obe, TM@&»(

Signature of Evaluator:

Checked by: Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM
INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)

Page 1 of 2
Contract No: a ‘nedt Consultant Hunt Design
(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0

and technical level personnel of the prime and
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.

24

1%

2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0

3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 20
be assigned.

¢ Availability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team.

e Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.

G Oy ™

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.

o All relevant experience should include state, 2.0
federal and local projects. 5
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects |O

would not be given a higher rate.)

Total \7 L

Comments (gontinue on reverse if necessary):
UOCG 1-: €5 @asc&eﬁo\
Wor kec) on Pecadmnos Gtind, ?)cf\:wu.\«)&:—\w»oc) Oil\q%e.

}%.Q Solo ¢ M’\Ta\csws / ‘—\ exPerie~ce
| certify Yhat | have performed an ind endel';f'a/aluation of the above named consultant. |

further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future employment with shid consuitant.

(7—_\_—’__\ Date@M/b
: : ;gbé S‘MQA@?’

Checked by: Date

Signature of Evaluator:

Printed Name of Evalu




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM
INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)
ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)
Page 1 of 2
‘Qﬂs

Contract No: 2;;,\&. Eﬁainmﬁ Consultant Rick Engineering

(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score

1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.

2|

2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0

B
Y

~

be assigned.

o Availability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team.

» Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.

3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 20 T’[

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.

e All relevant experience should include state, 2.0
federal and local projects.
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects l '2,/‘
would not be given a higher rate.)

Tl b %
Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

W\erf Yo e 20b-cordrucid Yo Ao LoorYe. 2 Brsad 00v-of

Peansoliomioon
Worleed on Dowodecn Panly 40, Noualo. ok veeen Gl

I certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant’ |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
Signature of Evaluator:

consultant regarding my future employment with said consultant. _
7/ Date !DL!Q ),%
Printed Name of Evaluator: (:S'E)({?/ -37:\«@\//(,-—

Checked by: Date

Vne Sanpl,




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM
INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)

Page 1 of 2
Contract No: W NI Consultant Linespace
(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the 8 2 '..,
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 r‘( l,__i
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 20
be assigned. r[ \ L—(‘
4. 1.0
e Availability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team. r{

e Accessibility to the Department and ability to 7
respond to Department requirements.

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.

o All relevant experience should include state, 2.0
federal and local projects. %
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects 6

would not be given a higher rate.)

Total (OS"’

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):
‘ “-\- Car e.)"-mfs.(.-\pe

“Pand e sealle- P(D\F-\r SQGGXE.‘L Rioarams
- OIFGACOM‘ 6;W@ OV\\‘/\,

| certify that | have pePfdrmbc‘l an independértt evaluation of the above named consultant. |

further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future emplqyment with said consultant.

Signature of Evaluator: ﬂL\ M Date 101;[, / (=
4
Printed Name of Evaluator: { nCl

Checked by: Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM
INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)

Page 1 of 2

Contract No:m&dﬁgmsultant C‘q\/u‘ﬂ\'. C %g,lg_é@m,\ N

(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score

1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and 6 'Z—kk’
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.

2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0

\ 3
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0

e Availability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team.

* Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.

9
be assigned. 8 \6
a 8

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
¢ All relevant experience should include state, 2.0 a‘

federal and local projects.
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects
would not be given a higher rate.)

\3

Total %L_‘,
Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):
Me Coetze Propsd. Reoqnixd Eofuilea <
C)/(‘L\& \:\OLW 2 TR | = E".\-ﬁ* Qv‘v'/)

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future employment with said consultant.

Signature of Evaluator: Date

Printed Name of Evaluator:

Checked by: Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ARCHITECTURAL. & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM

INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)
Page 1 of 2

Contract No: \

Consultant_ e\ \aor + M

(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and g CLL'k
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 o\ \ %
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0
be assigned. g \ G
4. 1.0
¢ Availability of the Project Manager and the ——-l
proposed team. ]
¢ Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.
5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
¢ All relevant experience should include state, 2.0 é

federal and local projects.
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects
would not be given a higher rate.)

\2.

Total

17

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

R noPrand ?rvbﬁwwﬁ_\oA 2Reens on >

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future employment with said consultant.

Signature of Evaluator:

Printed Name of Evaluator:

Checked by:

Date

Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM

INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)
Page 1 of 2

Contract Noug«_;_méqlﬁ\consultant CALL, <N BTy

(a)

(b)

(a) x (b)

Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and 3 2 L+
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0
A 1%
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0
be assigned. 8 l é
4. 1.0
e Availability of the Project Manager and the :
proposed team. _’\ ’_l
e Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.
5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
¢ All relevant experience should include state, 2.0 _'l

federal and local projects.
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects
would not be given a higher rate.)

Y

Total

14

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

a\eon , CoPH ?Mfdsn."' X <bol %z\\wﬂ.

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future employment with said consultant.

Signature of Evaluator:

Date

Printed Name of Evaluator:

Checked by:

Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM

INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)
Page 1 of 2

Contract No:JAmghAla_\Consultant H, né'\. h gg‘g&gq

(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and ""l 1‘
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 8 \ Q
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0
be assigned. Y ‘ (I
4. 1.0
¢ Availability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team. "'\ !
o Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.
5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
¢ All relevant experience should include state, 2.0 é "2_

federal and local projects.
(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects
would not be given a higher rate.)

Total

12~

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):
Ciken

Ao et LA

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future employment with said consultant.

Signature of Evaluator:

Printed Name of Evaluator:

Checked by:

Date

Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM
INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)

ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)

Page 1 of 2
Contract No: : | Consultant E\C 0¢ Ey qF f
(a) (b) | (a)x(b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0
and technical level personnel of the prime and I %
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the <0
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.
2. Experience of the Project Manager. 2.0 é 'L
3. Education and experience of the key personnel to 2.0
be assigned. é (2
4. 1.0
¢ Availability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team. é &

» Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
¢ All relevant experience should include state, 20 C; “ { O
federal and local projects.

(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects
would not be given a higher rate.)

Total

5

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

Mgt meefh e W ?t\“’f“%j Lo GLAB,L @1\\‘\—%:)

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future employment with said consultant.

Signature of Evaluator: Date

Printed Name of Evaluator:

Checked by: Date




STATE OF CALIFORNIA ¢« DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ARCHITECTURAL & ENGINEERING (A&E) CONSULTANT EVALUATION FORM

INITIAL EVALUATION (for Short Listing)
ADM-2027 (Rev 07/14/09)

Page 1 of 2
Contract No: \ nsultant \/\‘WL‘% Pae
\ o
(a) (b) (a) x (b)
Criteria Weight | Score | Weighted
(0-10) Score
1. Composition of the proposed team (professional 3.0

and technical level personnel of the prime and
subconsultants) to fulfill the requirements of the
Scope of Work in the Request for Qualifications.

1

7|

2. Experience of the Project Manager.

20

\¢

3. Education and experience of the key personnel to

be assigned.

2.0

2|

5

¢ Availability of the Project Manager and the
proposed team.

e Accessibility to the Department and ability to
respond to Department requirements.

1.0

5. Nature of completed relevant projects.
¢ All relevant experience should include state,
federal and local projects.

(All projects would be rated equally. Caltrans projects

would not be given a higher rate.)

2.0

@

Total

o

Comments (continue on reverse if necessary):

Nie \?\u\w.a e v M—Q\ \\cL)"ﬂL'}r\\/u_ TN

?W&A CMNC‘&Q\

| certify that | have performed an independent evaluation of the above named consultant. |
further certify that | have not engaged in discussions within the last year with the above-named
consultant regarding my future employment with said consultant.

Signature of Evaluator:

Printed Name of Evaluator:

Checked by:

Date

Date




