EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

RFP No. $-1177

Sandra Segawa

Dave Barlag

WLC Architects, Inc,

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator’s scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating = Score
1. Price 20 XXX = 200
2. Project Plan 40 Voo = 200
3. Qualifications of = _
g;?:i?f:;@:é!ty to Meet Proposal 40 X 11; 260
Overall Score 100 X = LOO

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject service according
to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of 0O | which

is consistent with the rating scale.
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EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

RFP No. $-1177

Sandra Segawa

Dave Barlag
\

WD Westgroup Designs

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator’s scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight Rating Score
1i. Price 20 XXX 80
2. Project Plan 40 X “? 220
3. Qualifications of
Proposer/Ability to Meet Proposal 40 X Py 220
. & 3 oy

Requirements (e

Overall Score 100 X PRy

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject service according
to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of __ "7 2.{0 , which

is consistent with the rating scale.
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EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

RFP No. $-1177

Sandra Segawa

Dave Barlag

1

Rubio Medina DBA RM Architecture

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator’'s scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating = Score
1. Price 20 X = 41
2. Project Plan 40 94 = B0
3. Qualifications of ‘ =
Proposer/Ability to Meet Proposal 40 X Gi\ 20
Reguirements
' Overall Score 100 X =l T\

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject service according
to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of __ "1z i, which

is consistent with the rating scale.
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EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

RFP No. §-1177

Contract Administrator Sandra Segawa
Project Mgr. Dave Barlag
RATER'S NUMBER: 2

NAME OF PROPOSER: WLC Architects, Inc.

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator’s scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating = Score
1. Price 20 X XXX = 200
2. Project Plan 4Q X 7 = 220
3. Qualifications of =
Proposer/Ability to Meet Proposai 40 X 20O
Reguirements 4
Overall Score 100 X = F4-0

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject service according
to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of __ TAD , which
is consistent with the rating scale.

Rater: .~ — ,.Qmﬂ 9 t% ! ‘(

Signature/Date




NARRATIVE SECTION

. PROJECT PLAN

The WLC project plan exceeds the standards for this project and forwards a team
structure that is in alignment with the goals of the City’s proposal. In addition, the
plan’s key objectives reinforce the goals of the Fire Department and the critical
concerns of the City.

. QUALIFICATIONS OF PROPOSER/ABILITY TO MEET PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

The WLC work product is high quality and error free. In addition, the plan clearly
outlines the qualifications of WLC staff and their ability to complete the work as
required. The extensive list of similar public safety projects in Orange County
provided by WLC is impressive. WLC also provided a lengthy reference list, which
validated their ability to complete the project on time and on budget.




EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

RFP No. §-1177

Sandra Segawa

Dave Barlag-

2

WD Westgroup Designs

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer, Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator’s scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating Score
1. Price 20 XXX 80
2. Project Plan 40 57 7200
3. Qualifications of
Proposer/Ability to Meet Proposal 40 X - plelw
Reguirements )
Overall Score 100 | x L8O

3. [ have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject seryice according

<, which

to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of R0
is consistent with the rating scale.
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NARRATIVE SECTION

. PROJECT PLAN

WESTGROUP Designs project plan meets the minimum requirements of the
analytical work and efficient uses of resources. The plan lists examples of several
projects within the Orange County area. An over emphasis was made on
developing a plan that would be in alignment with the Orange County Fire
Authority (OCFA) standards, and not enough emphasis on the direct special needs
of the City of Garden Grove.

. QUALIFICATIONS OF PROPOSER/ABILITY TO MEET PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

WESTGROUP Design proposal would meet the basic proposed requirements.
References provided by WESTGROUP stated satisfactory work performance.




EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

Contrack Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

RFP No. S-1177

Sandra Segawa

Dave Barlag
2

Rubio Medina DBA RM Architecture

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator’s scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating Score
1. Price 20 XXX 41
2. Project Plan 40 X o5 plee
3, Qualifications of
Proposer/Ability to Meet Proposal 40 X ) 2 A0
Requirements o
Overall Score 100 X L-Jrfg \

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject service according

to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of

is consistent with the rating scale,

Ratﬁ__%;ﬁ:
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NARRATIVE SECTION

. PROJECT PLAN

RM Architectures (Project Plan) was competent in the terms of analytical work.
The plan meets the minimum requirements and needs of the project.

. QUALIFICATIONS OF PROPOSER/ABILITY TO MEET PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

RM Architecture “Qualifications” meets the minimum requirements. A large list of
fire station projects was listed in their document, but only one specific fire
department/station reference was listed.




EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

RFP No. $-1177

Contract Administrator Sandra Segawa
Project Mgr. Dave Barlag
RATER'S NUMBER.: 3

NAME OF PROPOSER: WLC Architects, Inc.

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator's scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating = Score
1. Price : 20 X XXX = 200
2. Project Plan 40 x| 9 =l 3,0
3. Qualifications of 9 =
Proposer/Ability to Meet Proposal 40 X =20
Reguirements
Overall Score 100 | x =l ‘420

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject service according
to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of “AAL2 which
is consistent with the rating scale.
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NARRATIVE SECTION

Price was lowest of all proposals.

2. PROJECT PLAN

Proposer project plan is exceptional and meets the specific needs of the City
of Garden Grove

3. QUALIFICATIONS OF PROPOSER/ABILITY TO MEET PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

Contractor's proposal indicates exceptional response to stated requirements




EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

RFP No. 5-1177

Sandra Segawa

Dave Barlag

3

WD Westgroup Designs

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator's scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating Score
1. Price 20 XXX 80
2. Project Plan 40 X B
3. Qualifications of
Proposer/Ability to Meet Proposal 40 X 2.80
Reguirements
Overall Score 100 | x Lo B0

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject service according

to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of
is consistent with the rating scale.

Rater:
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NARRATIVE SECTION

Price was completive.

2. PROJECT PLAN

Project plan was good

3. QUALIFICATIONS OF PROPOSER/ABILITY TO MEET PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

Proposer has necessary qualifications to meet requirements. However,
references were less than favorable.




EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

RFP No. $-1177

Sandra Segawa

Dave Barlag
3

Rubio Medina DBA RM Architecture

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator’s scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating = Score
1. Price 20 XXX = 41
2. Project Plan 40 = 280
3. Qualifications of - |
Proposer/Ability to Meet Proposal 40 X 220
Requirements
Overall Score 100 X = \s L%J,\

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject service according
to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of (V) ”!3 \ , Which

is consistent with the rating scale.

Rater:;

ignatu re/Date
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NARRATIVE SECTION

Price was the highest of all proposals

2. PROJECT PLAN

Proposers plan exceeded standards. However, on page 31 proposed
listed several exclusions. My concern lies with bullet point two (2), Hazardous
materials evaluation. They didn't address an action plan in the event of a
hazardous materials discovery.

3. QUALIFICATIONS OF PROPOSER/ABILITY TO MEET PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

Proposer appears qualified. However, I have concerns that the size of
his company could negatively impact our project.




EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Magr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

RFP No. $-1177

Sandra Segawa

Dave Barlag

4

WLC Architects, Inc.

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator’s scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating Score
1. Price 20 X XXX 200
2. Project Plan 40 X @ 20
3. Qualifications of .
Proposer/Ability to Meet Proposal 40 X . 240
Requirements ‘
Overall Score 100 | x Boo

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject sepvice according

to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of

is consistent with the rating scale.

Rater:

\ 4 {zq/Zou;
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NARRATIVE SECTION

1. PRICE

2. PROJECT PLAN
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EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

RFP No. S-1177

Sandra Seqawa

Dave Barlag

4

WD Westgroup Designs

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator’s scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating Score
1. Price 20 XXX 80
2. Project Plan 40 X ~ 260
3. Qualifications of
Proposet/Ability to Meet Proposal 40 x Cff 2, O
Requirements
Overall Score 100 X 20

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject service according

to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of

is consistent with the rating scale.

12 O, which




NARRATIVE SECTION

1. PRICE

2. PROJECT PLAN
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EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Preliminary Site Plan and Environmental Work for a Replacement
Fire Station in Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

RFP No. $-1177

Sandra Segawa

Dave Barlag_.
Rubio Medina DBA RM Architecture

RATING SCALE

Use one form to compile the rating for each proposer. Rate the proposer from 1 - 10
on each criterion as they and their proposal relate to the work. NOTE: The attached
narrative section must also be completed to support the evaluator’s scoring for each
proposal. PLEASE DO NOT RATE THE PRICING SECTION!

Criteria Weight | x Rating Score
1. Price 20 XXX 41
2. Project Plan 40 & 32 e
3. Qualifications of : N
Proposer/Ability to Meet Proposal 40 X C% " 2D
Requirements
~ Overal] Score 100 {x ( &l

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject service according

to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of

is consistent with the rating scale.

Rater:

, which




NARRATIVE SECTION

1. PRICE

2. PROJECT PLAN
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3. QUALIFICATIONS OF PROPOSER/ABILITY TO MEET PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS
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