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. Criteria '

ehnical Approach — Specific Plan

[
¢ Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined
¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate !

|

& clearly described

¢ Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

defensible

Proposal and Inte siew Evaluation Form
Northside Neighborhood & Pellissier Ranch Inter-Jurisdictional Specific Plan
and Program Environmental Impact Report

RFQ No. 1612

‘ .Strghgths'/wleaknesse's

Suengthis: o srly (o gt Ped cot .
4’0[31‘6:) oS it Geriegd
20 ‘ ZD Weakness(es):
vy | Strength(s): )
| 20 /g Weakness{es):

frev.cdS ezt

Fos ),.__/,f.. C//V_’l-ff{’/ O’L{— l]""eél‘,

-]
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. e Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

o Local familiarity
® Value added sub-consultants

Consultant Firms — Environmental Review
¢ Experience: Legally defensible environmental
documents

Consultant Firms

Local familiarity

Project Mgﬁ‘agéméﬁt_ = S?ei:ifi; Plan

 of key individuals

Project Management — Environmental
Review

Project Mgt.

key individuals

I Project Cost
| e Realistic cost for services to be performed

: | & Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks &
activities
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- @ Proposal and Inté_)iew Evaluation Form
N 0 rt Sl e Northside Neighborhood & Pellissier Ranch Inter-lJurisdictional Specific Plan

SPECIFIC PLAN and Program Envirenmental Impact Report
0.

Consultant Team: Janielian Associates 8:30-9:30 am

T T
il LK

Criteria’ . il R LA Strengths/Weaknesses

' echnical Approach —Specifi Plan ' | Stregth(s): =

e Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined | |, ’O 4 O (/ o ,(/
e Public involvement/consensus process adequate 'JJ(’ IC 4 O ¢

& clearly described 20 | }6 Weakness{es): ==

b
=

Technical Approat_:h Environmental Review Strength(s): : 7
"« Environmental review {CEQA) process appears Ly S
' appropriate for project |

Environmental documentation meets need of

20 {S/ Weakness(es):

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining ( } O
defensible | &
Consultant Firms — Specific Plan Strength(s): . / @/
¢ Experience: Large scale, community-building, / 2 ¢
inter-jurisdictional specific plans |
" e Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks 10 ’ O Weaknessfes):
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E ® Value added sub- consultanta
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=) documents
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' e Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project \ (Q
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defensible
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¢ Experience: Large scale, community-building,
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Technical Approach - Specific Plan
e Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined
' o Public involvement/consensus process adequate
& clearly described

' Technical Approach - Environmental Review |

e Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project
Environmentzl documentation meets need of
inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining
defensible

Consultant Firms ~ Speuflc Plan

¢ Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks
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il Criterié '

| Techmcal Approach Specmc Plan
. ® Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined
" e Public involvement/consensus process adequate

& clearly described
{

e Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project
Environmental documentation meets need of
inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining
| defensible

Consultant Firms - - Specific Plan
e Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans
e Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks
e Local familiarity
. ® Value added sub-consultants

Consultant Firms - Environmental Review
e Experience: Legally defensible environmental
documents
. o Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks
. Local familiarity

_C_qnsultant Firms

Project Management - Specific Plan

¢ Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
. ® Adequate qualifications and time commitment
of key individuals

" Project Management — Environmental

. Review

e Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
. Adequate qualifications and time commitment of

. key individuals

Project Cost

¢ Realistic cost for services to be performed

® Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks &
activities

|
. romat
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© criteria

Technical Approach — Specific Plan

e Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined

¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate
& clearly described

[

¢ Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

defensible [

izonO

Consultant Firms — Specific Plan

¢ Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

¢ Local familiarity

® Value added sub-consuitants

10

6

Consultant Firms — Environmental Review

e Experience: Legally defensible environmental
documents

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

Local familiarity

. Consultant Firms

10

(O

— — e

7

~ Project I\Enagement - Specific Plan
~ » Reasonable total number & distribution of hours |
® Adequate qualifications and time commitment

of key individuals 10

Project Management —~ Environmental
Review

e Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
Adequate qualifications and time commitment of

- key individuals

Project Mgt.

10

[©

Project Cost

* Realistic cost for services to be performed

® Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks &
activities

20

. TOTAL
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Technical Approach — Specific Plan
¢ Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outiined
¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate
& clearly described

y G2
20 / Waeakness(ds):
| 5—0 40’1

Technical Approach - Environmental Review |

¢ Environmental revicw (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

defensible

_‘ Consultant Firms — Specific Plan

¢ Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

¢ Local familiarity

¢ Value added sub- consultanrs

Consultant Firms — Environmental Review

* Experience: Legally defensible environmental
documents

* Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

Loca! familiarity

: Consultant Firms

- Project Management - Specific Plan

® Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
 ® Adequate qualifications and time commitment
~ of key individuals

Pro;ect Management Enwronmental
Review

¢ Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
Adequate qualifications and time commitment of

. key individuals

Projec_t Mgt.

Project Cost
[ e Realistic cost for services to be performed

® Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks &
activities

I TOTAL

Name of Evaluator (print); v>11 ’ Q M() rfa'/(/4

10

10

10

100

5

T

7

' Strength(S) 5+,.1 L~)-~~[:°/‘v°-"é &

20 / { &eakness(es

1 Strength(s) B“% Moy 3

Proposal and IntQiew Evaluation Form

Northside Neighborhood & Pellissier Ranch Inter-jurisdictional Specific Plan

and Program Environmental Impact Report

. Strength(s):-n(_.

1€€05. focu;

Coogy:

Ie proe
weg ey le teo wroch

RFQ No. 1612

Pyl a} |
é'-‘(“rlfmarl iy Q-M
45,

I%“ .566»1

$'€§ »

r'Ct(, f< Ajr:

> F

/9 Ju;cws

Weakness{e

Phlic &

v ’lc LENCEsreq Q(’)Oo"‘
) &F _ﬁ{/‘ L LQ_ ..-.-"‘_'i"

Y -3

Title:

St ngth s):

Ay bl —Jur'

Gerd tespom s s <o

Weakness(es):

S/t'ren/gt / J
5

Weaknes

At zu/"fb-s .j /’0 (é/uyxx
a4 .’f.__Et: e U el 2

fodm 5,

e o _f_

Strength(s):

Weakness/es):

Strength(s): &2 (y 4 won
147 IMTES @ &

",a‘ C.‘l [r)':«)e

JdQ(L

P (L 10745'

E)%@/ (L‘C&7

& kord - grecy - dyrire

C¢|T|7 ('6‘1@/1 Je 4)"

)ech {Pctzen — pgk 5.',,¢er € fw:saigb.'uj

%75, l-M vo ’u%\_de—

erhquies g

\4! -u

Crevmnp k
j/ 6'(-‘ C‘;//

|d~1 ‘f' ‘(ul"-j'_/ 3‘?”’”'
E,,au (&86

L

o Pla ., | sogioliead)

PP 1 5 c»;'/%

/:.’./ Weakness(es);#/\d(:_(.g_y e~ {;.7 .-fnr”,

183

~,

7 - ”
Signature of Evaua:r:‘\g%;%g‘&/ Date: "(/\’ A //.c



Consultant Team: )

Technical Approach — Specific Plan

» Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined

¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate
& clearly described

Technical Approach — Environmental Review

¢ Environmental review {CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

defensible

| Consultant Firms - Specific Plan

o Experience: Large scale, community-building,
e inter-jurisdictional specific plans
' ¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks
¢ Local familiarity
| = e Value added sub-consultants

' “! Consultant Firms — Environmental Review

I % o Experience: Legally defensible environmental

[ °0  documents

.| e Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks
Local familiarity

Project Management — Specific Plan

s Reasonable total number & distribution of hours

¢ Adequate qualifications and time commitment
of key individuals

Project Management — Environmental
Review

¢ Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
Adequate qualifications and time commitment of
key individuals

Project Cost

o Realistic cost for services to be performed

» Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks &
activities

TOTAL
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Consultant Team:

Technical Approach - Specific Plan

o Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined

¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate
& clearly described

Technical Approach — Environmental Review

¢ Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

defensible

Consultant Firms - Specific Plan

e Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

» Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

¢ Local familiarity

% o Value added sub-consuitants

Consultant Firms — Environmental Review

o Experience: Legally defensible environmental
documents

o Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

Local familiarity

Project Management — Specific Plan

¢ Reasonable total number & distribution of hours

s Adequate qualifications and time commitment
of key individuals

Project Management — Environmental
Review

« Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
Adequate qualifications and time commitment of
key individuals

Project Cost
o Realistic cost for services to be performed
 Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks &
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and Program Environmental impact Report
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Technical Approach - Specific Plan

o Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined

¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate
& clearly described

Technical Approach -~ Environmental Review

e Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

defensible

Consultant Firms — Specific Plan

. Experience: Large scale, community-building,

inter-jurisdictional specific plans

e Demonstrated abiiity to perform required tasks
{ o Local familiarity

e Value added sub-consultants
Consultant Firms — Environmental Review

- o Experience: Legally defensible environmental

documents
¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks
Local familiarity

Project Management — Specific Plan

o Reasonable total number & distribution of hours

* Adequate qualifications and time commitment
of key individuals

Project Management — Environmental
Review

¢ Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
Adequate qualifications and time commitment of
key individuals

Project Cost

o Realistic cost for services to be performed

» Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks &
activities
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Technical Approach — Specific Plan

o Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined

¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate
& clearly described

Technical Approach - Environmental Review
e Environmental review {(CEQA) process appears '
appropriate for project
Environmental documentation meets need of
inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining
defensible [

. Consultant Firms — Specific Plan

¢ Experience: Large scale, community-building, |
inter-jurisdictionat specific plans

o Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

o Local familiarity

® Value added sub-consultants

Consultant Firms — Environmental Review

e Experience: Legally defensible environmental
documents

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

Local familiarity

Consultant Firms

e T W

Pro;ect Management — Specific Plan

* Reasonable total number & distribution of hours

¢ Adequate qualifications and time commitment
of key individuals
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Technical Approach — Specific Plan .

¢ Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined

¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate
& clearly described

Technical Approach - Environmental Review |

e Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

defensible

Consultant Firms — Specific Plan

o Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

¢ Local familiarity

® Value added sub-consultants

Consultant Firms — Environmental Review

¢ Experience: Legally defensible environmental
documents

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

. Local familiarity

Consuitant Firms

. Project Management Specnflc Plan

. o Reasonable total number & distribution of hours

¢ Adequate qualifications and time commitment
of key individuals

Project Management — Environmental
Review .
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Technical Approach - Specific Plan

* Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined

¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate
& clearly described

Technical Approach - Environmental Review

e Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

defensible

Consultant Firms - Specific Plan
o Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans
. Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks
= * Local familiarity
=1 & Value added sub-consultants

Consultant Firms — Environmental Review

o Experience Legally defensible environmental
documents

e Demonstrated ability to periorm required tasks

Local familiarity

Project Management - Specific Plan

¢ Reasonable total number & distribution of hours

e Adequate qualifications and time commitment
of key individuals

Project Management - Environmental
Review

® Reasonable total number & aistribution of hours
Adequate qualifications and time commitment of
key individuals

Project Cost

o Realistic cost for services to be performed

e Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks &
activities
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Technical Approach — Specific Plan

o Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined

o Public involvement/consensus process adequate
& clearly described

Technical Approach ~ Environmental Review

¢ Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

defensible

Consultant Firms — Specific Plan

s Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

e Demonstrated abllity to perform required tasks

= Local familianty

o Value added sub-consultants

Consultant Firms - Environmental Review

o Expericnce: Legally defensible environmental
documents

« Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

Local familiarity

Project Management - Specific Plan

o Reasonable total number & distribution of hours

e Adequate qualifications and time commitment
of key individuals

Project Management — Environmental
Review

o Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
Adequate qualifications and time commitment of
key individuals

Project Cost

o Realistic cost for services to be performead

o Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks &
activities
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Proposal and Interview Evaluation Form
Northside Neighborhood & Pellissier Ranch Inter-Jurisdictional Specific Plan

and Program Environmental Impact Report
RFQ No. 1612

Technical Approach - Specific Plan
o Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined
¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate

& clearly described 20

e

Technical Approach - Environmental Review

||  Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

It inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

|| defensible

Consultant Firms - Specific Plan

o Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

¢ Local familiarity

¢ Value added sub-consultants

Consultant Firms - Environmental Review

o Experience: Legally defensible environmental
documents

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

Local familiarity
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| ¢ Reasonable total number & distribution of hours

| Adequate qualifications and time commitment of 10
F i key individuals
i 'f Project Cost ' ' J '
Il o Realistic cost for services to be performed '
# ;gg o Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks & 20
1_ L activities
I
= - - — — — - — - .I T
TOTAL | 100 |
Name of Evaluator (print): N h ‘T‘HBIJ Mu S'T'ﬂ A

13

e —

1

7

§

g

17

Kz

“Strengthis)

T GREAT JoB CLARIFTING

Title:

Signature of Evaluatc% : g
e— o

Date:

Strength(s): 3 ALT ERN ATIV fj
oo n,0eRILEY oulR EACH

CATR LS T (ROTECT) |
EMIHACES

Weakness(es): (>

Strengthlsl: Ge AT  JNTER - JURIS D, |
PROT, cHULA visThH MrrMON. wkoa’l

Weakness(es):

 Strength(s): EXCELLENT SAMPLE

ﬂ'{necws PRECFME D
Weakness(es): \) 4+ FORM ehsSip
(&40

G olAL ﬁX? |
INTEG ATIOWN oF outl Enrv‘a) '
Weakness(es):

TRAFFIC TEam  In-revsE

(5E7. FrRem gruv)
Stength(sk WELL opowme N,

DECENT AVAILA
Weakness(es):
NG HUELY geEAKye WV |
" Strengthis) -
Weakness{es):
NG Hou ktY  BREADOWA
i Strength(s): ,
CoS™ 15 REASO WA BL
Weakness(es):

MGST EXpernSive

| fRoPOSAL  ELEMINTS DLy
sS%. TEAFFIC EnNG MEE
£/31/1¢
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Northside Neighborhood & Peliissier Ranch Inter-Jurisdictional Specific Plan

and Program Environmental impact Report
RFQ No. 1612
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o Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined JHdaan o wrtze & \drgh Thueit!
| o Public |pvolvemgn§[consensus process adequate 20 6 | Weakness(e;)- HSE VS TONM
& clearly described l | o Monwelle = To0 stk ? -
' Technical Approach - Environmental Review Strength(s): ' AEXIBLE /4{/” At
| o Environmental review (CEQA) process appears ‘ C/'ﬂ{ EXPERL €NV LE, Cff«ﬂ/’-’(—)
appropriate for project / é .
Environmental documentation meets need of 20 Weakness(es):  pyp ¢pmzo v, sWi7ER-TForisdreTroma T
inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining MO sptoné fornwt BASCY codE
defensible

Strength(s): LOC.&t- AL AT / PLANAE (L — A’rm

Consultant Firms - Specific Plan
| EADWD 6 TS HoO4ag, gvrne

| ® Experlence: Large scale, community-building,

inter-jurisdictional specific plans ?. ' y
{ * Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks 10 Weakness(es): g5 £1A2a - Suncy o1 ot
oD POLsSHED Jrerca?

¢ Local familiarity .~
: o Value added sub-consultants »~~

| Consultant Firms - Environmental Review Strength(s): » SNeN G Cov/ I T EXFPEAIENCE

| * Experience: Legally defensible environmental L TV -HOUSE (EGAT TeART  gagsh
documents q . « 65 93 Aevpee nEs)
¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks 10 eakness(es): p D MULTL SupIsDI IOAT
it Local familiarity D RN paAsE D BASE
" Project Management ~ Specific Plan Strength(s):
AL ‘ o Reasonable total number & distribution of hours 0 K
* Adequz.lte.qua_liﬂcatlons ang time commitment 10 g Weakness(es):
. ofkey individuals
8|
a Project Management — Environmental Strength(s):
r‘j{ Review 8 &
|+ Reasonable total number & distribution of hours 10 Weaknessfes): 7
| Adequate qualifications and time commitment of i
. key individuals
Project Cost Strength(s): | OLWETT COYT
o Realistic cost for services to be performed M‘ /d &7 7‘1;# +5 «wh tos k-
o Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks & 20 / g Weakness{es):
activitles " Realistic 7 Clarge orders |

w §2
Name of Evaluator (print): M e W Title: MW'_'/ D/ﬂécmﬁ R CS 1)

Signature of Evaluator:W Date: LY M / %




Proposal and Interview Evaluation Form
Northside Neighborhood & Pellissier Ranch Inter-lurisdictional Specific Plan

and Program Environmental Impact Report
RFQ No. 1612

9:45-10:45 am

[ ity

) I E Aerd U e s P G (e i _‘_ v i
| Technical Approach - Specific Plan ‘ Strength(s): . /}ﬂ{u,qﬂo o 7245
|® Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined | . MWC S Mgy mos7 v
| o Public inyglvement/consensus process adequate 20 ‘ )
& clearly described | / ?" Weakness{es): A0 JALT LEE5 Wgev?
| Technical Approach — Environmental Review  Strengthls): WEsBS v s/ReNG HubreLo (76 g;op
| e Envlronr.nental review {CEQA) process appears ADoBE LxPEr 5 e e
appropriate for project =L

Environmental documentation meets need of 20 [ é’ Weakness(es):

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining
defensible

| Consultant Firms — Specific Plan strength(s): 4,288 / K ma
Experience: Large scale, community-building,

inter-jurisdictional specific plans

Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks
| ¢ Local famillarity

| e Value added sub-consuitants

| Consultant Firms — Environmental Review Strength{s): wia B

NO SrRON & (NTER -TUMSOICR AL 1Bv i SewIE
NO Follwr BASED CoOE

10 g Weakness{es):

=3
i * Experience: tegally defensible environmental
i  documents g K '
| » Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks 10 Weaknesses):
Locatl familiarity
. Project Management — Specific Plan Strength(s):
| o Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
. e Adequate qualifications and time commitment 10 8 Weakness{es):
of key individuals
&
| 5|
e 4 it e
. 5: Project Management — Environmental Strengthis): e ULl LTI — Juﬂ/%f/ 3 :n AT ~Somrg v
g o ORCHIVIZATION?
5 Review o PARALLE L. APPRoACH

~ o Reasonable total number & distribution of hours
Adequate qualifications and time commitment of
key individuals

10 é’ Weakness(es):

Project Cost Strength(s): e 97" By 7K
o Realistic cost for services to be performed
e Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks & .

activities 20 / g Weakness{es): VT cow EST.

TOTAL 100 @Lf

Name of Evaluator (print):_fAAanie (Aws? Tide:__Deépery Digeron.  CRES)D

Signature of Evaluator: M@_ Date: =2 / .,le’// 4




Proposal and Interview Evaluation Form

o w
Wy
A @ ﬁﬁ t h S E d Northside Neighborhood & Pellissier Ranch Inter-lurisdictional Specific Plan

g@j E@H@ F;..ﬁ}v‘l and Program Environmental In;;;zctN Rer:lrzt
. A LS . 2\ o.

Consultant Team: HiCH gineering 11:00 am -12:00 pm

(i

Lialidl R =Y
Approach - Specific Plan

(i

Strength(s): 2 .stm ?ng v
ength(s): Cthvn2q s Z

| Technical
o Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined Bﬂ (AN AODNE
| ¢ Public involvement/consensus process adequate 20 . ] '/(ﬁ'mm)
& clearly described )& Weaknessles):
' Technical Approach — Environmental Review Strength(s): ,,4'4“,,;7 JvRISDIc Teo M T € xpenibre
| o Environmental review {CEQA) process appears « Forut BASED CxprErisnts-fLE ~T
' fate f ct ’
appropriate for proje 20 / X Weakness{es):

| Environmental documentation meets need of
| inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

| defensible
. Consultant Firms — Specific Plan Strengthls): pﬂﬁ‘ , PODPEL y2{2¢
o Experience: Large scale, community-building, . (—tovs g
inter-jurisdictional specific plans ? " -LO' CAL i
} * Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks 10 Weakness(es):
¢ o Local familiarity
¢ Value added sub-consulitants
[ Consultant Firms - Environmental Review strength(s): . MULT | TUIUS Dichon#c-
| o Experience: Legally defensible environmental ﬂ . -Fbllgz BABETD (ODE, CE FT
documents » PUP.
¥ ¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks 10 / Weakness(es):
" Local familiarity
"~ Project Management - Specific Plan Strength(sh: £UAT™ CULBE A7SIN
|| * Reasonable total number & distribution of hours 7 Fa1e, Faset
B Adequate qualifications and time commitment
A 10 Weakness(es):
NG of key indivﬂls — Aoy
£
: 1‘ Project Management ~ Environmental Strength(s): Duﬂéﬁ' ;
K 33 Review LT CLWVATIVES
& A
| * Reasonable total number & distribution of hours ? Weaknessfes):
* | Adequate qualifications and time commitment of : ALTL RNV ATIELS P
. key individuals 7o AU e g
Project Cost strengthls):  NegoTlakhle 7
o Realistic cost for services to be performed
e Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks & )
activities 20 / ?’ Weakness(es): s fée{f (os"f'

T, 100 ?0
Name of Evaluator (print): Mﬂ-ﬂia (A Title: a’.ﬂﬂ‘y Owrecion.  PReSZD

Signature of Evaluator: MM £ z}ﬁ L Date: ___ 3, 7/ = 6// 4




o~ 1)
Proposal and Interview Evaluation Form
N o rt S I e Northside Neighborhood & Pellissier Ranch Inter-Jurisdictional Specific Plan

and Program Environmental Impact Report
RFQ No. 1612

Consutiant Team: Danielian Associates 8:30-9:30 am Due 61"

Technical Approach — Specific Plan Strength(s):
o Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined
o Public involvement/consensus process adequate

& clearly described 20 | ¢ Weaknessfes):

Technical Approach ~ Environmental Review | Strength(s):
¢ Environmental review (CEQA) process appears |

appropriate for project { k
Environmental documentation meets need of 20 ] Weaknessfes):

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining
defensible

| Consultant Firms — Specific Plan Strength(s):

o Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

e Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

¢ Local familiarity

¢ Value added sub-consuitants

Consultant Firms -~ Environmental Review

o Experience: Legally defensible environmental
documents 8

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks 10 Weakness(es):

Local familiarity

10 8 Weakness(es):

Strength(s):

~ Consultant Firms

| Project Management — Specific Plan Strength(s):
| & Reasonable total number & distribution of hours !
: o Adequate qualifications and time commitment 10 8
of key individuals

Weakness(es):

§ Project Management - Environmental R Strength(s):

~  Reasonable total number & distribution of hours 10 8 Weakness(es):
Adequate qualifications and time commitment of R
. key individuals

Prbject Cost Strength(s):
¢ Realistic cost for services to be performed
e Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks &

0 20

activities Weakness(es):

m;[ ™ lg7,

Name of Evaluator (print):

Wld~ Tue?—em\ QQQ_}Q Seqnces MG
Date: 5- U \

Signature of Evaluator:



O W)
- Proposal and Interview Evaluation Form
N 0 rt S E e Northside Neighborhood & Pellissier Ranch Inter-Jurisdictional Specific Plan

"%W? and Program Environmental Impact Report
RFQ No. 1612

Consultant Team: Callison HTKL 9:45-10:45 am

Technical Approach Speclfic Plan ' Strenh(s):
e Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outfined | I
| o Public involvement/consensus process adequat

ment/consensus p| equate 20 | (8

& clearly described Weakness(es):

I
| |

)

Technical Approach — Environmental Review Strength(s):

¢ Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
appropriate for project

Environmental documentation meets need of

inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining

| defensible

| Consultant Firms — Specific Plan Strength(s):

e Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

o Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks

¢ o Local familiarity

o Value added sub-consuitants

| Consultant Firms — Environmental Review Strength(s):

e Experience: Legally defensible environmental

documents
I 10 q Weakness(es):

20 ‘ 8 Weakness(es):

10 q Weakness(es):

Consultant Firms -

| » Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks
% Local familiarity
- Project Managément Speciﬁﬁlan —— ] ' Strength{s}:
o Reasonable total number & distribution of hours |

¢ Adequate qualifications and time commitment 10 q
of key individuals

Weakness(es):

Project Management Environmental Strength(s):

" Review

‘ * Reasonable total number & distribution of hours 10 q Weakness{es):
~ Adequate qualifications and time commitment of ¥
. key individuals

P et 1
L . ]
]\a :

“Project Cost Strength(s):
| ® Realistic cost for services to be performed

s Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks & 20 (D

activities Weakness{es):

FE— — —l A

g;or;L R - | 100 ;'7&
: i\c. . e el Q(hpm‘\\,&m\%ﬁﬂ\ \enece
Date: S ZL !,(9

Name of Evaluator (print);__

Signature of Evaluator:__

-y _—
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Proposal and Interview Evaluation Form
N 0 rt S E e Northside Neighborhood & Pellissier Ranch Inter-Jurisdictional Specific Plan
r_ Sﬂ . I E&I ’@m and Program Environmental Impact Report

RFQ No. 1612

Consultant Team: [Hick Engine g 11:00 am -12:00 pm

' Technlcal Approacb Speccfic Plan il ' - Strength(s)
¢ Process to create the Specific Plan clearly outlined
o Public involvement/consensus process adequate

20 ‘ZO Weakness(es):

| &clearly described

| Technical Approach — Environmental Review
| o Environmental review (CEQA) process appears
| appropriate for project
Environmental documentation meets need of
| Inter-jurisdictional adoption, while remaining
defensible

. Consultant Firms - Specific Plan Strength(s):
¢ Experience: Large scale, community-building,
inter-jurisdictional specific plans

¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks
¢ Local familiarity

" & Value added sub-consultants

| Consultant Firms — Environmental Review Strength(s):
s Experience: Legally defensible environmental

[

I - _‘ Strength(s):

S ‘-____-__T

20 (' 2 e : Weakness(es):

10 , D Woeakness(es):

Consultant Firms

documents " )
| ¢ Demonstrated ability to perform required tasks 10 ) o) Weakness(es):
\| Local famifiarity
_,'< Project Management Specif‘ ic Plan . ' ' Strength(s):

¢ Adequate qualifications and time commitment

- ofkey individuals

i

[ . ‘J ¢ Reasonable total number & distribution of hours |
¢ 10 ’ O Weakness(es):
|

[

' Project Management - - Environmental ' Strength(s):

. Review

| e Reasonable total number & distribution of hours

l ~ Adequate qualifications and time commitment of

i ~ keylndividuals
=k

10 [ ) Weakness(es):

l_’roject Cost ' | Stre ngth(s):
¢ Realistic cost for services to be performed
e Appropriate allocation of cost to tasks & { :
activities 20 Weakness(es):

% TOTAL - | 100 8_5
LA Title: 'R-eo,\ﬁ'ﬂq }.f w;g,!x G g

Date: M'\g Z@?:Ol )

Name of Evaluator {print): s

Signature of Evaluator:

" ]





