
Evaluation Criteria to be Rated by Scorers

Category Scoring Criteria Scale Score Weight Weighted Score

General experience, stability, and history of performance on projects similar to the one under consideration.

Capabilities and experience exceeds expectations of the project's scope of services.  5

4

Capabilities and experience adequate to perform scope of services. 3

2

Insufficient available experience to complete scope of services. 1

Technical expertise and ability to meet project schedule.

Demonstrated high level of expertise and resources identified. 5

4

Expertise and resources at appropriate level. 3

2

Insufficient expertise and/or resources. 1

Predicted ability to manage the project, including experience with projects of similar size, complexity & type.

High degree of experience in similar type and complexity of projects. 5

4

Experience in different type or lower complexity projects. 3

2

Insufficient experience. 1

Project Understanding and Innovation that provides cost and/or time savings.

High level of understanding, prior knowledge with project, and viable/innovative ideas proposed. 5

4

Basic understanding of the project. 3

2

Lack of project understanding. 1

Firm and/or Staff Location provides added value to quality and efficiency of the contract.

Firm has current office within close proximity to Community's office and/or has staff located within Community's facilities. 5

4

Firm has office located within Metropolitan Planning Organization's (MPO) boundaries. 3

2

Firm located out of State. 1

0
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It is the responsibility of scorers to make every effort to identify the firm most capable of producing the highest quality deliverables in a timely and cost effective manner without regard to personal preference.

I certify that I do not have any conflicts of interest associated with this consultant as defined in 23 CFR 172.

I have thoroughly reviewed the Statement of Qualifications for this consultant and certify that the above scores represent my best judgment of this firm’s abilities.
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    Services Description:  Phase I (Preliminary), Phase II (Design), and Phase III (Construction) Engineering 
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Village of Calumet Park, Illinois

     Consultant Name:  


