LADOTD Consultant Rating - Compute Ratings
Projects: 4400006551, 4400006552 & 4400006553
Date: 9/23/2015 Time: 5:29:22 PM

Firm Name Rating Rank
TRC Engineers, Inc 82.6 1
HDR Engineering, Inc. 82.1 2
HNTB Corporation 81.3 3
Arcadis 80.9 4
Volkert, Inc. 80.7 5
Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc. 80.5 6
AECOM Technical

. 80.2 7
Services, Inc.
Hatch Mott MacDonald 79.0 8




LADOTD Consultant Rating - Compute Ratings

Projects: 4400006551, 4400006552 & 4400006553
Date: 9/23/2015 Time: 5:29:22 PM

Firm Name Work Per Rem. Firm Comp Comp Firm Staff ** Loca Loc #Prev prev | **work| Total ::::s
type cent $1,000 size atib flag Exp. Exp. tion flag work flag load Rating Rating
{Weighting Factors) 3 3 4 4 6 5
AECOM Technical Services PL 57| 3427 110 2)> 3 2.9 4 2.8|* 4 79.4 80.2
--sub--FRANKLIN ASSOCIAT PL 321 10| 2|p 2.5 3 4 2.8]* 4 78.3
--sub--Marmillion/Gray M PL 0 4 2lp 2.7 3.2 4 2.8{* 4 79.7
--sub--PROFESSIONAL FINA PL 0 519 2|p 2.9 2.6 4 2.81* 4 77.9
--sub--Stantec, Inc. PL 24 15651 56 2}> 3.4 3.6 4 2.8]* 4 83.4
Arcadis PL 51 2388 60 2]> 2.8 3.2 4 2.8]* 4 80.0 80.9
--sub--Anastasia Brennan PL 4 337 8 2|p 3 3.2 4 2.81* 4 80.6
—sub--COM Smith, Inc. PL 30 0 54 2]> 3.2 3.4 4 2.8]* 4 82.0
--sub—ERNST & YOUNG LLP PL 10| 0| 212 2]> 33 3.5 4 2.8]* 4 82.7
--sub--Nossaman LLP PL S 0 4 2P 2.8 3 4 2.8]* 4 79.2
Hatch Mott MacDonald PL 64 370 140 2|> 3 2.6 4 2.8|* 4 78.2 79.0
--sub--ASHURST PL 3 0 6 2|pP 3 3.5 4 2.81* 4 81.8
—sub—ERNST & YOUNG LLP PL 20 0| 212 2}> 3.3 3.5 4 2.8]* 4 82.7
--sub--GRAVES CARLEY PL 3 0 9 2q{p 2.2 3 4 2.81* 4 77.4
--sub--N-Y Associates, | PL S 41 22 2|p 3.1 2.9 4 1.6 4 72.5
--sub--Urban Systems Ass PL 5 722 14 2|p 3.1 3.2 4 2.81* 4 80.9
HDR Engineering, Inc. PL 96 31 43 2.6)> 31 3 4 2.8|* 4 81.9 82.1
—-sub--Alliance Transpor PL 4 159 5 2.6{P 2.8 2.8] 4 4 4 87.4
HNTB Corporation PL 62 11530 54 2]> 3.3 2.9 4 2.8]* 4 80.3 81.3
--sub--BAEZ CONSULTING, PL 3 0 2 2|p 3.1 33 4 2.8|* 4 81.3
--sub--Forte & Tablada, PL 6 1663 28 2|p 2.5 3.1 4 2.8|* 4 78.7
--sub--FRANKLIN ASSOCIAT PL 3 321 10 2|p 2.5 3 4 2.8|* 4 783
--sub--GEC, Inc. PL 10 12940 136 21> 3.2 3.5 4 2.81* 4 82.4
--sub--KPMG CORPORATE FI PL 16 0 6 2.9}> 3.4 3.6 4 2.8]* 4 86.1
Parsons Brinckerhoff, In PL 85 1256 53 2|> 33 2.9 4 2.8|* 4 80.3 80.5
--sub--Nossaman LLP PL 10 0 4 2.8|> 2.8 3 4 2.8} 4 81.6
--sub--Urban Systems Ass PL 5 722 14 2P 3.1 3.2 4 2.81* 4 80.9
TRC Engineers, Inc PL 58 2097 40 2|> 3.5 33 4 2.8]* 4 82.5 82.6
--sub--Gulf South Resear PL 5 159 24 2|p 3 3.3 4 2.8}* 4 81.0
--sub--OHL INFRASTRUCTUR PL 32 0 6 3.7]> 2.6 2.9 4 2.81* 4 83.3
--sub--Urban Systems Ass PL 5 722 14 2]p 3.1 3.2 4 2.8]* 4 80.9
Volkert, Inc. PL 60 5172 33 214> 2.9 3 4 2.8)* 4 79.8 80.7
--sub--C&M ASSOCIATES PL 0 2 2.1)p 3.1 33 4 2.8]* 4 81.6
—sub--ERNST & YOUNG LLP PL 5 0 212 2.1}P 33 3.5 4 2.8|* 4 83.0
--sub--Nossaman LLP PL 7 0 4 2.1)p 2.8 3 4 2.8)* 4 79.5
--sub--REYNOLDS, SMITH & PL 18 0 19 21> 35 3.5 4 2.8]* 4 83.3
--sub--Urban Systems Ass PL 6 722 14 2.1|p 3.1 3.2 4 2.8|' 4 81.2

> indicates the firm is too large. < indicates the firm is too small.

* indicates the average previous work was assigned.

P indicates the sub was assigned the same compatibility as the prime.
# - all previous work ratings based upon the 1-5 scale; all other categories utilize the 0-4 scale.

** | ocation and Workload factors normalized; all firms get a 4





