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Attachment 'C'

TOMF RFP - INTERVIEW Score by Evaluation Criteria
(With Three Raters)

Score by Interview Evaluation Criteria

Max Max
Possible Possible
Points Per | Score With
No. [Interview Evaluation Criteria Criteria |Three Raters MDG HOK GKKworks
Completion of design and construction in an expedient
1 |fashion (on-time or ahead of schedule) thus 10 30 28 22 24
minimizing impacts to the public.
Achievement of high quality standards for design and
2 |construction which meet the programming 10 30 29 23 22
requirements of the intended uses.
Establishment and maintenance of good relationships
ith .
3 with stakeholders thljough a comn.lun!ty engagement 10 30 26 19 "
process that emphasizes communication, open
dialogue and cooperative decision making.
4 [Completion of the Project within the City's budget. 10 30 24 19 24
T th i f th i d
5 [¢] se?ure e services of the most qualified an 10 30 19 24 ”
experienced firm.
Proposer shall clearly describe its understanding of the
technical issues and the scope of work to be addressed
in th i ti f the Project,
6 in t e.deSIgn anld construction o t e Project, and 10 30 20 2 ”n
explain the firm's proposed technical approach to
develop and execute appropriate and efficient
solutions.
Proposer shall clearly describe its design approach and
dd how it wi ject's long-
, [address how it will érrhanve'the.PmJ.e.cts ong: ter.r'rhl . 10 30 2% 20 20
performance, durability, maintainability and sensitivity
to aesthetics and neighboor context.
Proposer shall clearly describe its Project approach,
Proiect imol in, itv E
8 roject imp etnentatm and Comn.1un|ty n.gagement 10 30 29 ”n 23
and Community Outreach strategies and discuss how
they will impact Project success. (see RFP Section 6).
Proposer shall clearly describe its understanding of the
Project's key issues and how it has introduced
9 [innovation, approaches, structures, and procedures 10 30 29 21 21
that the Proposer will employ to ensure successful
attainment of the Project goals (see Section 6).
Local Pasadena Business — See RFP Section 13.B.7 for
10 . 5 15 15 0.72 15
requirements.
icro-Busi - ion 13.B.
1 Small an'd Micro-Businesses — See RFP Section 13.B.8 < 15 42 111 315
for requirements.
Total 100 300 268.2 192.83 219.15
Average Interview Score Overall 89.40 64.28 YERS)




Maintenance Design Group

Attachment 'D’

Consultant FINAL Ranking
(Total Average Score For Proposal and Interview)

171.63

HOK 64.28 147.89

GKKworks { 73.05 140.10
' Max Possible Points| 100 200
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