Selection Rating for RFP- No. 05-02 , ltem No. 12

‘Consultant Name: BF&S Services Daescription: Enwronmental Services
Scormg Crlterla"' P cale: -lScnre | Weinht fWeighted
= CoET ] Sicore

I Outstnndmg .ggreement Dlsputes.
i No outstanding unresolved agrecment disputes > 3 mos. old. 0 0 20 0
Outstanding unresolved agreement disputcs more than 3 mos. old] -3
- '|Historical Performance.

Timeliness seore from performance database. * 0 15 0
Quality/Budget score on similar work from performance database. 0 15 0
Quality/Budget scote on all INDO'T work from performance database. * 0 10 0

Evaluation of the team's personnel and equipment to perform the project on time,

Availability of more than adequate capacity that results in added value to INDOT, 1 ] 20 4]
Adeguate capacity 1o meet the schedule, 0
Insufficient available capacity to meet the schedule} -3

Technical expertise: Unique Resonrces & Equipment that yield a relevant added
value or efficiency to the defiverable.
Demonstrated unique expertise and resources identified 0

far req'd services for value added benefit, 2 15 0
Expertise and resources at appropriate level, 0
Insufficient expertise and/or resources -3
Rating of predlcted ability to manage the project, based on: experience in size,
complexity, type, subs, documentation skills.
- Demonstrated experience in similar type and complexity. 2 0 5 0
Experience in simitar type and complexity shown in resume’j 0
. S Experience in different typc or lower complexity] -1
’ ’ ’ Insufficient experience -3
B Historical Performance of Firm's Projcct Management from databasc) * 0 5 0

Approichite - ‘|Understanding and Innovation that gives INDOT cost and/or time savings,
e High level of understanding and viable inovative ideas proposed. 2

High level of understanding and/or viable inovative idcas proposed. 1 0 10 0
Basic understanding of the Project. 0

tack of project understanding ) -3

Location of assigned staff to office relative to project,

Within 15 mi. 2

16 to 50 mi. 1

5110 150 mi, 0

151 to 500 mi, =1
Greater than 50¢) mi. 2

For 100% state funded agreemcnts, non-Indiana firms] -3
Woelghiad Total 5|

See guidelines for this RFP to determine the scale criteria, ! .
The scores assigned above represent my best judgement of the consultant's abilities for the mting categories. Signed: Cont e Cs

Title: Bndge Engm}er
Date; 02/03/2008




Consultant Name.

Selection Rating for RFP- No. 05-02

EarthTech

, item No. 12

Sewlces Descraptlon. Envlronmental Servuces

# Score Welghted
K - v - ~Score
Outstanﬂing Agreement Disputes,
No vutstanding unresolved agreement disputes > 3 mos. old, 0 0 20 0
OQutstanding unrcsolved agreement disputes morc than 3 mos, old| -3
““IHistorical Performance, B
Timelincss score from performance database, 0 15 0
Quality/Budget score on similar work from performance databasc., 0 15 0
Quality/Budget score on all INDOT work from performance database, 0 10 0
Evaluation of the team's per;o_nuel and equipment to perform the project on time.
Availubilily of more than adcquatc capacily that results in added value to TNDOT. 1 0 20 0
Adequate capacity to meet the schedule. 0
. Insufficient available capacity to meet the schedule| -3
Te’am ‘g1 “.+|Technical expertise: Unique Resources & Equipment that yield a relevant added
value or efficiency to the deliverable.
Dremonstrated unique expertise and resources identified 0 15 0
for req'd services for valuc added benefit] 2 )
Expertisc and resources at appropriatc level, 0
Insufficicnt expertise and/or resources,] -3
IRating of predicted ability to manage the project, based on: experlence in size,
omplexity, type, subs, documentation skills.
Demonstrated expetience in similar type and complexity. 2 0 5 0
Experience in similar type and complexity shown in resume’, 4
Experience in different type or lower complexity) -l
I{ Insufficicnt experience -3
e Historical Performance of Firm's Project Management from database. * 0 5 0
nderstanding and Innovation that gives INDOT cost and/or time savings.
High level of understanding and viable inovative ideas proposed| 2
High level of understanding and/or viable inovative ideas proposed 1 0 o ¢
Basic understanding of the Project] 0
. Lack of projcct understanding] -3
:[Location of assigned staff to office relative to project.
Within 15 mi, 2
16 1o 50 mi. 1
51 to 150 mi, 0 0 ) 0
15105 mif -1
Greater than 500 mij -2
----- For 100% stale funded agreements, non-Indiana fims] -3

See guidelines for

‘The scorcs assigned above represent my best judgement of the ¢consultant’s abilities for the rating categories. Signed:

this RFP to determine the scale criteria.

Weighted Tota 0

S '

Title: Bridge Engineer

Date: 02/03/2006




Selection Rating for RFP- No. 05-02 , Item No. 12

Services Description: Environm

ental Services

‘Seale :[Score
JOutstanding Agreement Disputes.
T No outstanding unresolved agreement disputes = 3 mos. old| 0 0 20 0
Outstanding unrcsolved agreement disputes morc than 3 mos. old -3
| Historical Performance.
: : Timeliness score from performance database, * 0 15 0
Quality/Budget score on similar work from performance database. * 0 15 0
Quality/Budgct score on all INDQT work from performance database. 0 10 0
i|Evaluation of the team's personnel and equipment to perform the project on time,
Availability of more than adequate capacity that results in added value ip INDOT, 1 0 20 0
- Adequate capacity to meel the schedule O
R ITR Insulficient available capacity to meet the schedule) -3
Téam's .- . . JTechnical expertise: Unique Resources & Equipment that yield a relevant added
.Délniénptr.zi.tédﬁ- _Jvalue or cfficiency to the deliverable,
Quélificniibiiﬁ i Demonstrated unique expertise and resources idenlified) 0 s o
wol L Lor req'd services for valuc added bepefit] 2 *
Expertise and résources at appropriate level, 0
Insufficient expertise and/or resources. -3
ANBEE v_'Rating of predicted ability to manape the project, based on: experience in size,
complexity, type, subs, docuntentation skills.
Demonstrated experience in similar type and complexity. 2 0 5 0
Experience in similar type and complexity shown in resume’y 0
‘ Experience in different type or lowcr complexity| -1
- nsufficicnt cxperience -3
i Historical Performance of Firm's Project Managetment from database. N Y 5 0
Understanding and Innovation that gives INDOT cost and/or time savings.
High level of understanding and viable inovative ideas proposed. 2
High level of understanding and/or viable inovative idcas proposed. 1 ] 10 0
Basic understanding of the Project{ 0
Lack of project understandingd -3
Location of assigned staff to office relative to project.
: Within 15 mi. 2
16 1o 50 mi. 1
51 1o 150 mi, 0 0 5 0
151t0500mf -1
Greater than 500 mif -2
For 100% state funded agreements, non-Indiana firms} -3

See guidelines for this RFP to determine the scale criteria.

The scores assigned above represent my best judgement of the consultant's abilities for the rating categories. Signed:

7

Walghted T'Dtall Oi

o

¥
Title: Bridge Enginear

Date: 02/03/2008







