EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Jail Management and Operational Services for the Garden Grove
Police Department

RFP No. 5-1162

Contract Administrator Sandra Segawa
Project Mgr. Chris Lawton

RATER'S NUMBER: . i

NAME OF PROPOSER: The Geo Group, 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 30 X XXX = 300
| 2. Project Plan 35 X [ 4 =l 2¢€o
3. Qualifications of Proposer 35 |x - 9 =
Overall Score 100 | x ' = 4= 1S

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

Provide Jail Management and Operational Services for the Garden Grove
Police Department

RFP No. $-1162

Contract Administrator Sandra Segawa

Project Mgr. Chris Lawton

RATER'S NUMBER; _ _ !

NAME OF PROPOSER: G4S Secure Solutions (Option #1)

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 30 X XXX = 286
2. Project Plan ' 35 X 8 = 220
3. Qualifications of Proposer 35 |x 5 = 280
Overall Score 100 X = LA,

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

S s

:gnatufe/ Date
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EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Jail Management and Operational Services for the Garden Grove
Police Department

RFP No. 5-1162

Contract Administrator Sandra Segawa

Project Mgr. Chris Lawton

RATER'S NUMBER: l _

NAME OF PROPOSER: - G4S Secure Solutions (Option #2)

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 30 X XXX = 268
2. Project Plan 35 e g = 220
3. Qualifications of Proposer 35 X = 2 &0
Overall Score 100 | x “ = Y

3. 1 have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject servjce,according
to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of 825 , which

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

Provide Jail Management and Operational Services for the Garden Grove
Police Department

RFP No. §-1162

Contract Administrator Sandra Segawa
Project Mgr. Chris Lawton

RATER'S NUMBER: 22

NAME OF PROPOSER: The Geo Group, 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 30 X XXX = 300
2. Project Plan 35 Ix lo 1=l BN
3. Qualifications of Proposer 35 X | = AR
Overall Score 100 [x — = X"

3. I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subJect service accordmg
to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of ; WhECh

is consistent with the rating scale.
Rater: ef/// M/ B\

Sighatu e/ Date




EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Jail Management and Operatlonal Services for the Garden Grove
Police Department

RFP No. §-1162

Contract Administrator Sandra Segawa

Project Mgr. Chris Lawton

RATER'S NUMBER: A A

NAME OF PROPOSER: G4S Secure Soiutions (Option #1)

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 30 X XXX = 286
2. Project Plan ' 35 X A = 20
3. Qualifications of Proposer 35 X A = 'a%(a
Overall Score 100 X —— = ST (b

3. I have rated the above Proposer’s ability to perform the subject servi(Eaccording
to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of ’ which

is consistent with the rating scale.

o A v

Signa re/Date




EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Jail Management and Operational Services for the Garden Grove
Police Department

RFP No. S-1162

Contract Administrator Sandra Segawa

Project Mgr. Chris Lawton
RATER'S NUMBER: ZZ
NAME OF PROPOSER: G4S Secure Solutions {Option #2) ‘

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 30 X XXX = 268
2. Project Plan 35 X A = BUH
3. Qualifications of Proposer 35 X < =l 2AZD
Overall Score 100 | x| e = T9H

3, I have rated the above Proposer's ability to perform the subject q\ervice according
to the listed criteria and weights and calculated an overall score of T , which

is consistent with the rating scale.
Rater: ;//ﬁ/%/ % BB

Signature/Date




EVALUATION SUMMARY FORM
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
SELECTION RATING SHEET

Provide Jail Management and Operational Services for the Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

Police Department

RFP No. 5-1162

Sandra Seqgawa

Chris Lawton

3

The Geo Group, 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 ' 30 X XXX = 300
2. Project Plan 35 X IO = 250
3. Qualifications of Proposer 35 X o = 25
Overall Score 100 X . =
rar LD

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: ‘l’(-/)gﬂm

Signature/Date
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NARRATIVE SECTION

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

Provide Jail Management and Operational Services for the Garden Grove
Police Department -

RFP No. S-1162

Contract Administrator Sandra Segawa

Project Mgr. Chris Lawton

RATER'S NUMBER; | 3

NAME OF PROPOSER: G4S Secure Solutions {Option #1)

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 1 x Rating = Score
1. Price o 30 |x XXX = 286
2. Project Plan ' 35 X 2 = 350
3. Qualifications of Proposer 35 X 20 = )
Overall Score 100 X = 296

3. T 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 784 -, which
is consistent with the rating scale.

Rater: K ()A:Cr;w ' 5/ 708

Signature/Date




NARRATIVE SECTION

1. PRICE

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

Provide Jail Management and Operational Services for the Garden Grove

Contract Administrator
Project Mgr.

RATER'S NUMBER:

NAME OF PROPOSER:

Police Department

RFP No. S-1162

Sandra Segawa

" Chris Lawton

3

G4S Secure Solutions (Option #2)

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 30 X XXX = 268
2. Project Plan 35 X /8 = 2P
3. Qualifications of Proposer 35 X o = 300
Overall Score 100 X =

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: !Zpgs o

54715

Signature/Date
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