Pflugerville Turn Lane Project
Ranking & Recommendation

SOQ Evaluation Criteria Score Sheet
E'] where quality meets life Criteria Final Criteria #2 Final Criteria #3 Final Criteria #4 Final
PFLUGERY‘!I;(E‘ES (10 Pts) Item 1 15 Pts Item 2 25 Pts Item 3 15 Pts Item 4
Rank | Team Entry Fi N Evaluator | Evaluator | Evaluator Evaluator | Evaluator | Evaluator Evaluator | Evaluator | Evaluator Evaluator | Evaluator | Evaluator
NO. NO. Irm ame #1 #2 #3 #1 #2 #3 #1 #2 #3 #1 #2 #3
1 6 KCI 10 7 9 26 13 12 13 38 25 21 22 68 15 14 13 42
2 4 MMW Design 9 8.5 8 25.5 13 13.5 12 38.5 25 23.5 19 67.5 15 14 12 41
3 1 Kasberg, Patrick & Associates, LP. 9 8.5 9 26.5 10 14 12 36 22 23.5 17 62.5 12 14 11 37
4 5 LNV 10 6 7 23 10 11 10 31 25 21 19 65 13 11 10 34
5 2 RRC 9 7.5 7 23.5 12 10 9 31 17 20 17 54 13 10 10 33
6 3 Seiler Lankes Group, LLC. NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR
. . Criteria #6
”~ 5 where quality meets life Criteria #5 Final . rert Final | Total Score & Ranking
&4 PFLUGERVILL 5 pts ttem 5| Project Approach 30 1, e By Firms *
TEXAS em Pts em y
Rank | Team Entry 4 Evaluator | Evaluator | Evaluator Evaluator | Evaluator | Evaluator Recommendation of first 3 Firms to
No. No. Firm Name #1 #2 #3 #1 #2 #3 be submitted
1 6 KCI 5 4 5 14 27 23 29 79 267
2 4 MMW Design 5 4 3 12 30 27 18 75 259.5
3 1 Kasberg, Patrick & Associates, LP. 3 5 3 11 15 25 15 55 228
4 5 LNV 3 3 3 9 15 20 15 50 212
5 2 RRC 0 3 2 5 18 19 15 52 198.5
6 3 Seiler Lankes Group, LLC. NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR

NR = Not reviewed
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* A short-list was comprised of the top three firms and Interviews were hosted by the City Evaluation Committee

Criteria

Experience of Project Manage and Project Principal (Past 10 Years)
Experience and Availability of Proposed Staff
Prime Firm's Comparable Project Experience (Past 5 Years)
Subconsultant Firm's Comparable Project Experience (Past 5 Years)
Team's Experience with City of Pflugerville
Team's Structure and Project Approach

Interview: TBD



