LADOTD Consultant Rating - Compute Ratings

Project: 4400006815

Date: 10/9/2015 Time: 3:21:16 PM

Firm Name Rating Rank
Stanley Consultants, Inc. 95.0 1
Watson Ricks Engineerin
gineering 92.7 2
Group, LLC
S. E. Huey Company 91.2 3
Sh - i
read-Kuyrkendall & Associates, 89.4 4
Inc.
Lazenby & Associates 79.5 5
A
illet, Fenner, Jolly & McClelland, 28.8 6
Inc.
Hartman Engineering, Inc. 78.1 7
Meyer Meyer Lacroix & Hixson 76.7 8
RCL Architecture, LLC 76.2 9
Gresham, Smith and Partners 75.1 10 (tie)
Forte & Tablada, Inc. 75.1 10 (tie)
ProYIdence Engineering & 635 12
Environmental Group, LLC
Volkert, Inc. 53.7 13




LADOTD Consultant Rating - Compute Ratings

Project: 4400006815

Date: 10/9/2015 Time: 3:21:16 PM

Firm Name Work Per Rem. Fi‘rm Cor'np Comp Firm Staff L?ca Loc #Prev Prev Work Tofal Team
type cent $1,000 size atib flag Exp. Exp. tion flag work flag load Rating Scores
(Weighting Factors) 3 3 4 4 6 5
Aillet, Fenner, Jolly & RX & RP 85 146 23 2.1 2.4 2.5 3.9 3.5 3.9 79.8 78.8
--sub--GeoEngineers, In RX & RP 10 644 41 0 24 2.3 3.2 3.51* 3.8 69.5
--sub--HALFF ASSOCIATES RX & RP 5 0 13 21 24 23 39 3.5]* 4 79.6
Forte & Tablada, Inc. RX & RP 100 1478 30 18 24 23 32 4.0 33 75.1 75.1
Gresham, Smith and Partn RX & RP 100 255 8 38 16 1.7 32 3.51* 36 75.1 751
Hartman Engineering, Inc RX & RP 100 553 13 33 2.2 19 31 4.1 3.4 78.1 78.1
Lazenby & Associates RX & RP 100 1220 23 24 23 2.6 4 3.8 3.2 79.5 79.5
Meyer Meyer Lacroix & Hi RX & RP 91 125 37 0.8 2.6 2.5 4 3.5]* 4 77.5 76.7
--sub--Cobb, Fendley & A RX & RP 9 0 6 038 2.3 22 23 3.5]* 4 68.6
Providence Engineering & RX & RP 85 1533 40 0.3 15 15 32 35]* 35 63.0 63.5
--sub--Civil Design & Co RX & RP 15 84 15 0 17 1.7 33 3.5]* 4 66.4
RCL Architecture, LLC RX & RP 100 356 23 24 2.6 25 2.8 3.5 3.8 76.2 76.2
S. E. Huey Company RX & RP 100 0 28 2 3 2.7 4 4.9 4 91.2 91.2
Shread-Kuyrkendall & Ass RX & RP 100 63 16 3.1 2.8 2.9 3.2 4.6 4 89.4 89.4
--sub--GeoEngineers, In RX & RP
Stanley Consultants, Iinc RX & RP 100 49 12 34 33 34 32 4.8 4 95.0 95.0
Volkert, Inc. RX & RP 100 4166 31 1.7 19 22 32 3.5)* 0 53.7 53.7
Watson Ricks Engineering RX & RP 100 9 7 3.9 3.1 3.2 33 4.3 4 92.7 92.7

> 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.
# Previous work rating is on a 1 to 5 scale; all others on a 0 to 4 scale






