McCurry Muench Cochrane Totals
Schenkel Shultz 100 96 91 287
ADG 91 89 87 267
GMA 80 91 82 253
GHC 75 88 89 252
PMSA 65 79 83 227
WI Architects 60 73 84 217
Castellanos / Tramonte 25 92 84 201
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Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name

MuLnen

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name Ces7e ! | prieg / Fome L TE

Criteria Maximum Score
Points

1. Firm Qualifications 20 20
2. Qualifications of 20

Project Manager and

Key Personnel lo)
3. Project Approach 20 | B
4. Reference Projects 20 | %
5. Office Location(s) 10

Relative to District

Needs 9
6. Current and 10

Projected Workload 3

TOTAL 100




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name M URN UV\

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name _ Grees HeberT CuiTis

Criteria Maximum Score
Points

1. Firm Qualifications 20 ger
2. Qualifications of 20

Project Manager and

Key Personnel 16
3. Project Approach 20 18
4. Reference Projects 20 | &
5. Office Location(s) 10

Relative to District

Needs 9
6. Current and 10 2

Projected Workload

TOTAL 100 %Y




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name M U M(/V\.

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name Pa whei 1 nd gt i SeriTh

Criteria Maximum Score
Points

1. Firm Qualifications 20 15~
2. Qualifications of 20

Project Manager and

Key Personnel \&,
3. Project Approach 20 N
4, Reference Projects 20 15
5. Office Location(s) 10

Relative to District g

Needs
6. Current and 10

Projected Workload 8

TOTAL 100 /9




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name MU @VIW\.
Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name Schewkel [/ Spulve
Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 N
2. Qualifications of 20

Project Manager and

Key Personnel )
3. Project Approach 20 |5
4. Reference Projects 20 19
5. Office Location(s) 10

Relative to District

Needs 9
6. Current and 10

Projected Workload 9

TOTAL 100 70



Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name d \/LU(\C)/\
Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name R D&
Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 g
2. Qualifications of 20
Project Manager and
Key Personnel I8
3. Project Approach 20 18
4. Reference Projects 20 )
5. Office Location(s) 10
Relative to District
Needs &
6. Current and 10
Projected Workload 8
TOTAL 100 <7




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name MMW

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name wJf
Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 1%
2. Qualifications of 20
Project Manager and
Key Personnel Iy
3. Project Approach 20 1 g
4. Reference Projects 20 \ g
5. Office Location(s) 10
Relative to District
Needs S
6. Current and 10
Projected Workload 9
TOTAL 100 73




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name C/W)\»

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name ___ (v g Jick CrecTs

Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 )7
2. Qualifications of 20 Lo

Project Manager and
Key Personnel

3. Project Approach 20 /L
4, Reference Projects 20 /5
5. Office Location(s) 10 d
Relative to District
Needs
6. Current and 10 G
Projected Workload

TOTAL 100 29



Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name QOWW

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

AD G wn

Firm Name
Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 ] 77
2. Qualifications of 20 /%
Project Manager and
Key Personnel
3. Project Approach 20 /g
4, Reference Projects 20 17
5. Office Location(s) 10 q
Relative to District
Needs
6. Current and 10 b
Projected Workload
TOTAL 100 57




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name COCMUVa AL

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

" H o A
Firm Name / /
Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 1§
2. Qualifications of 20 /%
Project Manager and
Key Personnel
3. Project Approach 20 /7
4, Reference Projects 20 R4
5. Office Location(s) 10 1
Relative to District
Needs
6.Current and 10 v
Projected Workload
<
TOTAL 100 ¢




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name (/QWW

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name G 11

Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 /¢
2. Qualifications of 20 1)
Project Manager and
Key Personnel
3. Project Approach 20 %4
4, Reference Projects 20 17
5. Office Location(s) 10 /3
Relative to District
Needs
6. Current and 10 )
Projected Workload
TOTAL 100 G




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name C WO\M
Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name vms N

Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 N
2. Qualifications of 20 /4

Project Manager and
Key Personnel

3. Project Approach 20 4
4. Reference Projects 20 14
5. Office Location(s) 10 1
Relative to District
Needs
6. Current and 10 S

Projected Workload

TOTAL 100 $ 5



Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name QOW/M

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

SWF L~ ShalTaE

Firm Name
Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 /7
2. Qualifications of 20 )
Project Manager and
Key Personnel
3. Project Approach 20 /7
4, Reference Projects 20 K
5. Office Location(s) 10 7
Relative to District
Needs
6.Current and 10 &
Projected Workload
TOTAL 100 al




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name Coan_

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name (25 74/ 2 0° Y Teiper]?

Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 g
2. Qualifications of 20 1

Project Manager and
Key Personnel

3. Project Approach 20 /L
4, Reference Projects 20 /5
5. Office Location(s) 10 4
Relative to District
Needs
6. Current and 10 9
Projected Workload

TOTAL 100 S Y



Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name Me QW/W

25

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name Q, aste Honos + Tramente Arch tectS
Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 Z o 5@
2. Qualifications of 20
Project Manager and
Key Personnel @
3. Project Approach 20 T
4. Reference Projects 20 2
5. Office Location(s) 10
Relative to District
Needs [0
6. Current and 10 .
Projected Workload .
TOTAL 100 25
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Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name Mc UA’W

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name W3 Architects

Criteria Maximum Score
Points

1. Firm Qualifications 20 10
2. Qualifications of 20

Project Manager and

Key Personnel [O
3. Project Approach 20 /O
4. Reference Projects 20 20
5. Office Location(s) 10

Relative to District

Needs S
6. Current and 10 )

Projected Workload >

TOTAL 100 60




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name M LW

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name R.eker /Mudger-l' Snicth /ﬁrchi'f‘eai—g

Criteria Maximum Score
Points

1. Firm Qualifications 20 | S
2. Qualifications of 20

Project Manager and

Key Personnel j
3. Project Approach 20 F s
4. Reference Projects 20 /O
5. Office Location(s) 10

Relative to District

Needs [ O
6. Current and 10

Projected Workload ~

TOTAL 100 6S
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Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name M QW

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name G H<C  Architects

Criteria Maximum Score
Points

1. Firm Qualifications 20 /5
2. Qualifications of 20

Project Manager and

Key Personnel By
3. Project Approach 20 /S
4. Reference Projects 20 J
5. Office Location(s) 10

Relative to District

Needs ¢ O
6. Current and 10

Projected Workload

TOTAL 100 e




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name M QW

gO

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name 6' N\ flﬂ Architects (7 /Ci nriel s

Criteria Maximum Score
Points

1. Firm Qualifications 20 | 5
2. Qualifications of 20

Project Manager and

Key Personnel 7o
3. Project Approach 20 | O
4. Reference Projects 20 7.5
5. Office Location(s) 10

Relative to District

Needs [O
6. Current and 10

Projected Workload S

TOTAL 100 50
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Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name _ M umg-

Evaluation Committee Meeting FEbruary 12, 2025

Firm Name _ADG Ardtecture

Criteria Maximum Score
Points

1. Firm Qualifications 20 2D
2. Qualifications of 20

Project Manager and

Key Personnel 2.0
3. Project Approach 20 I<
4. Reference Projects 20 Zo
5. Office Location(s) 10

Relative to District

Needs %
6. Current and 10

Projected Workload g

TOTAL 100 q |
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Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171

Reviewer Name MC«W

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name Schenkel Sha |tz

Criteria Maximum Score
Points

1. Firm Qualifications 20 20
2. Qualifications of 20

Project Manager and

Key Personnel 7
3. Project Approach 20 2 o
4. Reference Projects 20 z ©
5. Office Location(s) 10

Relative to District

Needs (6
6. Current and 10

Projected Workload ([0

TOTAL 100 [TO




Scoring sheet
RFP No. 25-01
Professional Architectural Services for Fire Station 171
Reviewer Name M Uu M(M

Evaluation Committee Meeting February 12, 2025

Firm Name (o M
Criteria Maximum Score
Points
1. Firm Qualifications 20 L2
2. Qualifications of 20
Project Manager and
Key Personnel 19
3. Project Approach 20 18
4. Reference Projects 20 K
5. Office Location(s) 10
Relative to District
Needs 9
6. Current and 10
Projected Workload ?
TOTAL 100 9|




