Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 - Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Quaiifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

_
Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2§

NOTES: I‘CLJJQN[ 3 {)’-k -{’ ke [Jm.jﬂm? L oal s {altns A '\ 3

“C(gn—. h0\‘ an bnp{;-Ld,»f@mJM\‘ .,4‘; -«JlﬂOJf Mg hJ-_w,,P‘. @w"—

r~\- nr'fb\ Comes  dotad .




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis piaced on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 - Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction

Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’'s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience

must be demonstrated.
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: /S
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (Including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: /"
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm's ability to perform if selected.
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction

Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the

selected time frame.
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm's ability to perform if selected.
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction

Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects invoiving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders {including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm's ability to perform if selected.
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 - Construction

Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ) ';

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approvat of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction

Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.
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C. Staff Qualifications {25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreationat parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 22
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: '~
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakehoiders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: oy
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm'’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2~ 5
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction

Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 4
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

/
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: / &
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: /2 V"
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 - Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 - Construction

Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitied — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ¢ S
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience

with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience

must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 S
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory

committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: 7 3

NOTES:
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: /.’
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM / .
PROPOSER: (’?Qmmgmdg Wa;k:g l}ggfﬂﬂ Erro;glp

EVALUATOR: Q(:C%l '\E\}\\\n

TOTAL SCORE: 6[ q of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 25
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted - each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2.9
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council),

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 25
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: |5
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: O\
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Request for Proposals (RF P) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM/ -
PROPOSER: unuk Wans é(fﬁﬁ(x:m%s

EVALUATOR: ‘Ralqel —\?M‘J{{\Lo

TOTAL SCORE: 87 of 100 Points




A Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 22
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Yalue = 25 Points Points Awarded: 22
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders {(including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2.0
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakehoiders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: e}

NOTES:
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
commitiees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: _ //)
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /

PROPOSER: L \(‘ \jn\'l beqén

EVALUATOR: %@\ ’T;“_u;g\\\b

TOTAL SCORE: (/\ L of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: [
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 - Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: /s

NOTES:




C.

Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note:

This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience

with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ?./(
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: | 2.
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: ﬁ
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM / || .
PROPOSER: _Hirch %

" /-.
EVALUATOR: Redael “’tﬂl W6

TOTAL SCORE: oL of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP: this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: <20
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria reguires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: / 5’

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involiving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ?/Lf
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: l 3
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonabieness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: V‘l
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM / :
PROPOSER: _\|uy/ IS th ('ggggg 4@[1,&4“@

EVALUATOR: _ Pakael TC'j‘ e

TOTAL SCORE: /’4 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The fim’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm's ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: \%
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z. /

[
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2~/
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: ]6
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: '7
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /
PROPOSER:

EVALUATOR: Rn—(ael " n

TOTAL SCORE: ch of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’'s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 75

NOTES: Ru#4 L-aw{srg]d_g Meoditects :FIgmg Yo mat ﬁ% phasi on

Hown e, M boasts Hs ﬁé,/n@ lo_accurbly

%_%_M&wiﬁm (/p/@rr




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the fim's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: @25

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2z O
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: /¥
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E. Project Scheduie (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: &
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /

PROPOSER: AR D&igh @;@?@
EVALUATOR: ?y;‘%d -’-‘T’;\i”p

TOTAL SCORE: £S5 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ()
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 - Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 7 ()

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: /qu
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: \Lk

NOTES:
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakehoiders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: ‘7’\

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM / . .
PROPOSER: (l@, WL((I l lg{gr_\ &[ﬂlgq [ﬂﬁg

EVALUATOR: ‘Artiel Tr—"‘j s

TOTAL SCORE: S{l of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP: this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,

identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 1O

NOTES: M‘V\wmm O veNioles
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ! P—)

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Quaiifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant expetrience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 10

NOTES:
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / 6

NOTES:
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans invoiving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: g
NOTES! W i}-d/\wl,u/tew | [ ]/vaﬂd’\?) znofrzﬁZL
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM/ .. | 1
PROPOSER: (omm lJVlf"’\.’I V\)Dw:s' D-e&jh broo Y

EVALUATOR: ff_ % Y\’I A e ntz

TOTAL SCORE: _ g? of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: . |

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2— /

{
NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: §_

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: V4 (

NOTES:




-

E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: ’7

NOTES:




Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM/ ~ |
PROPOSER: _a yidd Fu/nne and HSSe Cigte

EVALUATOR: IQ;r v\ ﬁre n 1z
l

TOTAL SCORE: _ q S of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding {25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 7 ¢

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 - Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ZL/

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z %

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: /3%

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: / O

NOTES:




Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /
PROPOSER: )Dﬁ \{ ( ﬁ( Vd /L Df S 15 4

EVALUATOR: /b vs i Sye nl3

TOTAL SCORE: g & of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP: this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 &

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 —~ Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 - Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 7 2

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans invoiving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Councif).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ZS

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: [/ Z-

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: (

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM / ) )
PROPOSER: Hlf < ¢l b A—Sjﬂ Crafeg

EVALUATOR: )06 vy Srenl

TOTAL SCORE: q S of 100 Points




A Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additiona!
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: < S

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z I

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakehoiders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

~
Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: £ S

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approvai

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: £

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: /&

NOTES:




Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

[

NAME OF FIRM / -
PROPOSER: _ N[ G \/1 & (andsce g€

EVALUATOR: /.. , ry  Bren/d

TOTAL SCORE: ﬁ L/ of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The fir's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; famiiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP: this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

,-"'“
Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: l S

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 -~ Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: £ ¢

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Councit).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 S

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / (

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 7

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

Meroroser: _CHA (andsea pe

EVALUATOR: /2» rrx’[ Bve B

TOTAL SCORE: 67 S of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evajuation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm's ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 'Z,(

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction

Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detalled scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z =

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: " (

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: /3

NOTES:




-«

E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: ({

NOTES:




Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM / .
PROPOSER: 1 £ V) Deszﬁ 2

EVALUATOR: p{ y H!/ S re nix

TOTAL SCORE: q 8 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’'s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

—
Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z S

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 ~ Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction

Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

—
Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 §

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z (

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: /S

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakehoiders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 3)

NOTES:




Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM / ' ,
PROPOSER: 56 l\m{df’ De S{?H 6 vayO

EVALUATOR: ﬁz_ ¥ Yt!l )S}’e 11%

TOTAL SCORE: _ q 3 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’'s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm's ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 7 £/

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 - Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully impiement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: [A 3

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

p—
Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: < 5

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / ,(

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule {10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: / Y

NOTES:




Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /
PROPOSER: Cc:»m rmunel l--/ bec—ibw G e

EVALUATOR: _ "\, Svv % ‘)X ve-/

TOTAL SCORE: \'{ C{ of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: D

NOTES:

(D) o N P R Guroos e




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 ~ Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: @272
> <SS 5 < 9

NOTES:
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Quallifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ___ >

NOTES: S22 O v o
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: |

NOTES: < >~ S s




E. Project Scheduie (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: S

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

FIRM / :
NAMPERgl;'OSER: @ U‘u-—vl E\I'U.Mr_:)
EVALUATOR: @(\\\w de Ve

TOTAL SCORE: ? L of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Q . S

NOTES:

mQWU-l\ﬁaMcfwm\,
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’'s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2:(5

NOTES: 505 685
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: L5

NOTES: S8 %5¢¢
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: S

NOTES: 3 2L 8¢




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: q

NOTES: 54
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /

PROPOSER: (Do\\r“\c& \ o] = anrﬁv
EVALUATOR: (—S(\\\N &\;)r‘re}/

TOTAL SCORE: 7 3\ of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2<

NOTES:
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: .2 |

NOTES: S s 83 >
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: l,(
NOTES: 3 1 0 4 9
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: |G

NOTES: > 2_ S &




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: D)

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM / .
PROPOSER: A \Wv C_\f\ - |\Q‘.C,.

EVALUATOR: S el k J\ 2%,

TOTAL SCORE: % /[ q of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP: this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ). <

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s

separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee. &
Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awaill'ded: %

o s s
NOTES: 4 4
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points}):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded:  YH (7
NOTES: > ?"Vll S s
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: L

NOTES: > > k( 5
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: Q 7
NOTES: 5 2>
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /
PROPOSER: N AYAR-N

EVALUATOR:  “8 ey S A vy

TOTAL SCORE: 75 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The fim’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: @_ (9
‘.37 K o

NOTES:
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2.0

NOTES: £05¢cs

S

((0 ?w—(\)ij)v buAA,‘j‘C Oe cann aiddtv\ Coratun




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: | §
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: 1Y

NOTES: > o— 55
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability fo maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: Lﬁ
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM / P R J\r
PROPOSER:
S IS
EVALUATOR: Bb ~ S\ re-/
/

TOTAL SCORE: <) 7 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP: this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ’@, 'La
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 O
S0 8 £8

NOTES:
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 27
£S 9. 5 9

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: \S

NOTES: 2 2~ 5 5
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans invoiving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: |O

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /
PROPOSER: R R N\

EVALUATOR: (‘g b\m\l (B u\v &-.7/

TOTAL SCORE: ? (1 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ¥ 2.C

NOTES:
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: (). g A
NOTES:
l;! T..—Qu_ S‘EP-*—— ,,g.‘ ﬁ-_‘,. - g:gna‘ A&i'k [ WPy |

£ e ;




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ¢ (9
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: | S
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakehoiders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: S
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /

PROPOSER: _94\/\ M:fx -
EVALUATOR: Sb\\ o % u‘\ bey

TOTAL SCORE: Qi of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ; 5

NOTES:
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction

Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 19
S o By SS
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: J. 3
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: 1.5
NOTES: 2 >— S S




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the

selected time frame.
t O
Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded:
/’\./

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /

PROPOSER: (';othmuqu WW{A f)&iwﬂ Gvoup
EVALUATOR: ){W(“b N Uj(e_p

TOTAL SCORE: ?

of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’'s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,

identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: %
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: )’0
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: @ K
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / -(
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: /10
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /
PROPOSER: Daw lcﬁ Zvons <« Bssoc. PEA

EVALUATOR: &J‘tﬂu

TOTAL SCORE: /2 > of 100 Points
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreationat projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm's ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: %' / (
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 { {
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: }(
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / D
NOTES:
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: / O
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Request for Proposais (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
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Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects
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TOTAL SCORE: X of 100 Points
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: @
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 - Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: [ 5
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: a@.
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

r/

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / &
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 8/
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

20

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2@
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee. o

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: % , >
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ?ﬂ
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / 0

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: ?/
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
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A Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm's ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: / {
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 - Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: l {
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 70
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory

committees, Commissions and City Council). /
Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / b
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):
Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating

approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the

selected time frame.
Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 2

NOTES:
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: | 5/
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 - Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s

separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee. {
Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: I
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 70 3
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory

committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: Z &
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded:
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm's ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 20
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's

separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee. .
Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: / {
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: / 5-
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D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / dz
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: /0
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’'s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 Q
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B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee. @

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded:
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C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreationa! design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptuai and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ZD

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):

Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval
of conceptual park pians involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: ” /{

NOTES:
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E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: / D

NOTES:
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A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area: familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2.0

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposai identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 20

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 20

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: |2

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 7

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

eroroser: _ David Funy and Assyciidts
EVALUATOR: J P—‘)DJ: TC,ACUZ\B/‘

TOTAL SCORE: 7 5 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: l 8

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z {

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Coungil).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: ' cf

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: I Z

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 6

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM / : -
PROPOSER: Do VZQ/ Va/;? D 63’(}&/7

EVALUATOR: ‘J 8'#'\ {C ACR 7@/‘

TOTAL SCORE: 8 } of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z Z

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 - Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm’s
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z 3

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: <2

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: /2.

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 4

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

orok _irscly aud Armpcics
EVALUATOR: Jeﬂtﬂ jc/’l a‘é/’

TOTAL SCORE: 7 5 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: l 8

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2]

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders {(including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 20

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / 2

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: L{

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /

PROPOSER: /\/ Y W:{ L&"ﬂc/ 3’@6%0(% /4/”@47%(,4&
EVALUATOR: __J 67@” 7/(:462717\”/’

TOTAL SCORE: 7 7 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The fim's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: / 8

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be Iidentical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 Z'

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2.0

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: i 2—

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 5

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

MrRoroser: K HA /s Mm}@e Arch b
EVALUATOR: Je@ﬁ ﬁﬁa oz

TOTAL SCORE: 7 C7 of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm’'s proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z &)

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 - Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z Z

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 C

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: [ 2

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 5

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

A eRoposEr: K1Y/ Dej}}@ @mc}p
EVALUATOR:  J t# {c%a 748

TOTAL SCORE: % 6 of 100 Points




A, Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2. 2

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Points):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical to the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 </

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Qualifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Polints Points Awarded: 2 |

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: / 3

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 6

NOTES:
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Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 16-043
Engineering, Landscape Design and Project Management Services
For
Frisbie Park Expansion and Cactus/Randall Park Development Projects

NAME OF FIRM /

PROPOSER: 50 h M/'O/;‘ ont éfcﬂ%
| V4
EVALUATOR;: J ("#\ afc/éayéf

=3
TOTAL SCORE: of 100 Points




A. Project Understanding (25 Points):

The firm's proposal adequately demonstrates an understanding of the Project and
familiarity with the project area; familiarity with recreational projects (with an emphasis
on parks and recreation facility design).

Note: Firms should not simply restate the information contained in this RFP; this
evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify “critical issues” to the Project,
identify an approach to resolving any critical issues, and otherwise provide additional
information regarding the Project which supports the firm’s ability to perform if selected.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: Z 2—

NOTES:




B. Scope of Work (25 Poinis):

Proposed approach to the Project including the expected time commitment of key
personnel, technical approach to the Project, and the emphasis placed on individual
elements of Phase 1 — Conceptual Design Drawings & Preliminary Cost Estimates,
Phase 2 — Final Construction Drawings & Specifications, and Phase 3 — Construction
Support.

Note: As this RFP has identified a General Scope of Work, evaluation criteria requires
that the proposal identify a detailed scope of work to successfully implement the Project.
The detailed scope of work must be identical fo the format in which the Cost
Proposal has been submitted — each sub-task must be identified in the firm's
separately sealed Cost Proposal with a corresponding fee.

Rating Value = 25 Poinis Points Awarded: 2 l

NOTES:




C. Staff Qualifications (25 Points):

Quaiifications of the staff assigned to manage and provide services related to the
Project; experience with park and recreational design projects, and experiences with
navigating approval of conceptual design plans involving various stakeholders (including
various advisory committees, Commissions and City Council).

Note: This evaluation criteria requires that the proposal identify specific experience
with the conceptual and final design of recreational parks and related projects involving
review and approval of conceptual plans by various stakeholders. Relevant experience
must be demonstrated.

Rating Value = 25 Points Points Awarded: 2 l

NOTES:




D. Firm Qualifications (15 POINTS):
Past experience with recreational design projects, experience with navigating approval

of conceptual park pians involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council).

Rating Value = 15 Points Points Awarded: [ Z.

NOTES:




E. Project Schedule (10 POINTS):

Thoroughness and reasonableness of the project schedule with emphasis on navigating
approval of conceptual plans involving various stakeholders (including various advisory
committees, Commissions and City Council); ability to maintain the project within the
selected time frame.

Rating Value = 10 Points Points Awarded: 5
NOTES:
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