6. CURRENT AND COMPLETED PROJECTS

S RS

Metro Orange Line Balboa Blvd Station



PROPOSER: Biggs Cardosa Associates, Inc.

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)
(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

OWNER'S NAME,
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
LOCATION DESCRIPTION OF WORK CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK ~ |COMPLETION
EMAIL ADDRESS
. _ SBCTA | 1170 W. 3rd Street, .
Mount Vernon Viaduct | prime Sub [] 2nd Floor, San Bernardino, $15.8 Million 2024
PCM | | | CA 92410 Paula Beauch (Const)
San Bernardino, CA Project and Construction Manager for Design// aula beauchamp
Build Replacement of Mount Vernon Viaduct over| Pbeauchamp@gosbcta.com
BNSF Railway 909.884.8276
. . City of Rancho Santa Margarita |
Santa Margarita Prime Sub [] 22122 El Paseo, Rancho Santa | $720,000 2021
Parkway _ Construction Management for the 72-foot wide northern Margarita, CA 92688 (Const.)
Bridge Hinge Repair, bridge hinge replacement. Includes replacement of the joint | Tri Nguyen | thguyen@
Rancho Santa Margarita seal and assemblies and joint sidewalk armor at each cityofrsm.org 949.635.1813
abutment
Rosecrans/ . Metro Regional Rail | One -
Marquardt Grade Prime Sub [] Gateway Plz, Los Angeles, $ 6.6 Million 2023
Separation Alternatives Evaluation, PA&ED, and PS&E for | CA90012, Dan Mahgerefteh (Const)
Santa Fe Springs, CA new Grade Separation of Rosecrans Ave, MahgereftehD@metro.net
Marquardt Ave and BNSF Railway 213.418.3219
High Speed Rail Project : California High Speed Rail i
CP-2, CP-3 Contract, Prime [] Sub Authority, Ben Ruiz $ 18 Million 2023
Fresno, Tulare and King | Independent Checking Engineer/Independent benjamin.ruiz@hsr.ca.gov
Counties Site Engineer for 60 miles of the HSR Guideway 559.558.5204
including 50 high-speed rail and roadway bridges
Higuera Street . City of Culver City,
Bridge Replacement and Prime [ Sub [] 9770 Culver Boulevard, Culver $ 900,000 2022 (Const.)
Ballona Creek Bike Path | Construction Management for 186-foot long bridge City, CA 90232
C ivity Proi replacement . The project Includes the construction of a Sammy Romo
OnneCtW'ty rojects, crosswalk that connects to @ bike and pedestrian path at the | Sammy.romo@culvercity.org
Culver City SE corner of the bridge. 310-487-0211
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LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

Anser Advisory Management, LLC

PROPOSER: dba Anser Advisory

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

OWNER'S NAME,
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
LOCATION DESCRIPTION OF WORK CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK ~ |COMPLETION
EMAIL ADDRESS
. City of Menifee, 29844 Haun
Scott Road Prime Sub [] Road, Menifee, CA 92586, 4.6M 2021
Interchange Project _ _ Carlos Geronimo
Menifee. CA Construction Management Services cgeronimo@cityofmenifee.us;
’ 951-723-3722
Division 20 Portal . LACMTA, One Gateway Plaza,
Prime Sub [] 2023
Widening & Turnback kﬂoeitAgglf;Zi’e?'Al‘ngOO12 13M
Facility Construction Management Services gallagherm@metro.net
Los Angeles, CA 626-379-2070
Avenue 66 Grade Prime RCTD, 2950 Washington Street,
Separation Mecca, L] Wg%ﬁ;ﬁgl 92504 0
Riverside, CA Construction Management Services wmaxwell@rivco.org;
951-955-8614
: LACMTA, One Gateway Plaza Los
IC:)Jer?tert Sl:creet Prime [X|J/V sub [ Angeles, CA 90012 1.1M 2022
roject, Los Kate Amissa — Senior Engineer
Angeles, CA Project/Construction Management amissahk@metro.net
213-418-3224
CV Sync Prime Sub CVAG, 73-710 Fred Waring Drive | ¢
CoacKeIIa Valley, CA H X Palm Desert, CA 92260, Ste #200 687K 2022
’ Eric Cowle, Trans. Program Mgr.
Electrical InspectionServices ecowle@cvag.org, 760-346-1127
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PROPOSER: MNS Engineers, Inc.

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

OWNER'S NAME,
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
LOCATION DIESCRIPTION OF ol CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK  |COMPLETION
EMAIL ADDRESS
Kelly Fisher, Public Works Project
US 101/Chesebro Prime Sub [] Manager $ 2.3M
Crossing, City of 30001 Ladyface Court 6/30/2021
Agoura Hills, CA pgoura file, A 91301
kfisher@ci.agoura-hills.ca.us
Prime [] Sub [] $
Prime [] Sub [ $
Prime [] Sub [ $
Prime [] Sub [] $
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PROPOSER: ZEPHYR UAS, INC

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

PROJECT NAME AND
LOCATION

DESCRIPTION OF WORK

OWNER'S NAME,
ADDRESS, PHONE NO.
CONTACT PERSON
EMAIL ADDRESS

ESTIMATED COST OF
BIDDER'S WORK

ESTIMATED
COMPLETION

LA Metro - Division 20
Portal Widening
Turnback Project

Los Angeles, CA

Sub [x]

Construction Management; Design Review;
Inspection; Safety Oversight; Aerial Mapping

Prime []

LA Metro c/o Anser Advisory
1820 E. First St., Ste. 410

Santa Ana, CA 92705

Mr. Brad Owen, PE, Exec. Officer
Email: owenb@metro.net

Tel: (213) 922-7158

$ 5 Million

2023

LA Metro - East San
Fernando Valley LRT
Transit Corridor

San Fernando Valley, CA

LA Metro c/o Gannett Fleming

601 S. Figueroa, Ste. 3880

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Mr. Eric Olson, PE, Vice President
Email: eolson@gfnet.com

Tel: (213) 624.0347, Ext. 8720

$ 2.6 Million

2028

LA Metro - Metro
Center Street CSSC
Project

Los Angeles, CA

Prime [] Sub [x]
Design Engineering
Prime [] Sub [X]

Construction Management; Inspection;
Safety Oversight; Aerial Mapping

LA Metro c/o Anser Advisory 1820
E. First St., Ste. 410 Santa Ana, CA
92705

Ms. Kate Amissah, Senior Engineer
Email:: amissahk@metro.net;
Tel:(213) 418-3224

$ 600K

2023

LA Metro - Green Line
Ext to Redondo Bch. S
Bay PMSS Project
Torrance, CA

Prime [] Sub ]

Program Management Support; Design Review;
Railroad Coordination;

LA Metro c/o KKCS/Triunity JV 800
S. Figueroa, Ste. 1210

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Kavita Mehta, Dep. Exec. Officer, PM
Email: mehtak@metro.net
Tel:213-922-4921

$ 300K

2027

San Bernardino County
Transportation Authority
Mt. Vernon Ave Viaduct
Replacement Project
San Bernardino, CA

Prime [] Sub [x]

Program Management Support; Design Review;
Railroad Coordination; Traffic Engineering;
Safety Oversight

San Bernardino County Transportation
Authority c/o Biggs Cordosa Assoc., Inc.
500 S. Main St., Ste. 400, Orange, CA
92868

Mr. Michael Thomas, SE, Principal
Email: mthomas@biggscardoza,com
Tel: (714) 550-4665

$ 600K

2022
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PROPOSER: AMG (Sub to Biggs Cardosa)

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

PROJECT NAME AND
LOCATION

D

ESCRIPTION OF WORK

OWNER'S NAME,
ADDRESS, PHONE NO.
CONTACT PERSON
EMAIL ADDRESS

ESTIMATED COST OF
BIDDER'S WORK

ESTIMATED
COMPLETION

BRT on International

Prime []

Sub

Brendan Kotler
Bridge Development
Partners

(818) 674-6770

$ 14,500

2020

Perris Blvd Corridor
Safety Improvements

Prime [X]

Sub []

Sharon Erb

Engineering Department

24 South "D" Street, Suite 100
Perris, CA 92570

(951) 943-6504

$ 170,000

Dec. 2021

Harbor Bay, Island/
McCartney, Park Street

Prime [X

Sub []

Scott Wikstrom, P.E.

City Engineer

City of Alameda Public Works
(510) 747-7937
swilkstrom@alamedaca.gov

$ 40,000

July 2020

Bus Route Evaluation
Tri Delta Transit

Prime [X

Sub []

Joe Chappelle

ECCC Transit (Tri Delta Transit)
801 Wilbur Ave. Antioch, CA
94509 | (925) 754-6622
procurement@eccta.org

$ 400,000

2021

Coachella Valley Regional
TSSP

Prime []

Sub

TKE Engineering

2035 Chicago Avenue
Riverside, CA 92507
Phone: (951) 680-0440

Email: trenner@tkeengineering.coTn

$ 860,000

April 2023
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PROPOSER:

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

Atlas Technical Consultants LLC

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-

005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backloq%?29.pdf)

OWNER'S NAME,
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
LOCATION DESCRIPTION OF WORK CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK ~ |COMPLETION
EMAIL ADDRESS
. ) LACMTA, One Gateway Plaza,
Metro Inspection of Prime Sub [] Los Angeles, CA 90012 $ 8,200,000 April 2026
Structures, Inspection of various structures to determine State | Stephen Toms,
Los Angeles, CA of Good Repair rating tomss@metro.com, (212)
418-3143
. California Department of
Caltrans Qn-CaII . Prime Sub [] Transportation, District 1, 703 B $ 6,100,000 June 2022
Construction Materials/ Street, Marysville, CA 95901, Gina
Sampling/Testing Services Materials Sampling and Testing Reiland, gina.reiland@dot.ca.gov,
Various Locations (530)741-4177
Metro _ Tom Kefalas .
(sub to TRC Prime [ ] Sub 8nep(\BatelwayCP'AI\agce)lo12 $ 25,000 to date Ongoing
Companies, Inc.) Environmental Waste Handling and 2?2 9826422’7
PS20655 Environmental related Construction Services e
kefalast@metro.net
Comprehensive ) LA Unified S.Ch00| District 500.000 current 3/28/21
Material Inspection and Prime Sub [] 1240 Naomi Avenue +$3:560,562 to
Consulting Materials Testing Los Angeles, CA 90021 date
Services, LA, CA Greta Galoustian
213-745-1450
- . Turner-PCL, A Joint Venture
LAWA Midfield Satellite Prime [ ] Sub 8250 Westchester Parkway, | $ 300k+ TBD
Concourse (MSC), Los Los Angeles. CA 9004 ’
Angeles World Airport Geophysical Utility/Obstruction Evaluation Jgiat;r?%eiguilar S
(818) 482-0106

JCagunar@imsc)v.com
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LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-

PROPOSER:

Atlas Technical Consultants LLC

005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backloq%?29.pdf)

OWNER'S NAME,

PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
LOCATION DIESCRUIPIION Ol HHORIX CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK  |COMPLETION
EMAIL ADDRESS
. Skanska Traylor Shea o
Metro WestS|de. Prime [] sub K] 3050 E. Airport Way $ Ongoing - TBD
Subway Extension Long Beach, CA 90806
Geophysical Evaluation James Corcoran, P.E.
562-264-2534
jcorcoran@traylor.com
USPS, i Herbert Hudson
Nationwide Prime Sub $ 400K to $600K Est 12/2021

Environmental Compliance Services

530 Greensmark Dr.
Houston, TX 77060-9998
281-875-4003

Prime [] Sub $
Prime [] Sub $
Prime [] Sub $
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PROPOSER:

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Pacifica Services, Inc.

OWNER'S NAME,

PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
LOCATION DIESERIPUISIN QIF IOl CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK  |COMPLETION

EMAIL ADDRESS
Los Angeles Count i
Vetropolitan Transit Prime Sub |0 601 W. 51 Sueet, Sute 1000, | $6 Million 2023
Authority (METRO), Los Angeles, 90071 (213) 403
Purple Line Extension 1058 ahadnett@HNTB.com
Los Angeles Unified . David Tatevossian -
School District, Prop 39 Prime | [] Sub 333 S. Beaudry Ave. LA, $250 Million 2025
Energy Efficiency 90017 (213) 241-7519
Program David.Tatevossian@lausd.net
Los Angeles Community . Rueben Smith il
College District, Prime Sub ([] 1055 Corporate Ctr Dr. Monterey $150 Million 2024
Sustainable Building Park, 91754
Program (951)768-1061

Smithrc@email.laccd.edu
Los Angeles World : Ronald Siecke -
Airports, Facgjty Prime Sub |[] 1 World Way., Los Angeles ¥7 Million 2023
Engineering 301.488.1466
Management ron.siecke@jacobs.com.
Riverside o | prime [0 Sub 000 University Ave., Riverside, | &7 Million 2022
The Barn 92521 (951)827-7358
Drew.hecht@ucr.edu

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129
ISSUED: 12.23.2020

5-5

LIST OF CURR & COMP PROJ (BACKLOG)

PRO FORM 054
REVISION DATE: 05.15.02


http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract_templates/5-005_054_and_055_List_of_Curr_and_Comp_Proj_%28Backlog%29.pdf
http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract_templates/5-005_054_and_055_List_of_Curr_and_Comp_Proj_%28Backlog%29.pdf

BIDDER/PROPOSER: MARRS Services, Inc.

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

OWNER'S NAME
PROJECT NAME AND X ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
DESCRIPTION OF WORK ADDRESS, PHONE NO. .
LOCATION CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK COMPLETION

On-Call Construction Mana}gement Los Angeles MTA (Owner) $ $6M 2021
Consultant (CMC) Bus Projects Los p” me D Su b D One Gateway Plaza
Angeles, CA Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952
Client Contract # PS26331 Phone: 213.922.7327
MP# CA16384 Contact: Laura Barrera Asst.Contract Admin.

BarreraL@Metro.net
Potrero Canyon Remediation and City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Engineering, 2022
Sustainable Park Development P H S b Geotechnical Engineering Division 450K
Phase 2 rime u 1149 S.Broadway #120, L.A., CA 90026
Landscaping & Irrigation System Contact: Pedro Garcia,PE, CCM,
Los Angeles, CA Project Manager
Client Contract: # C-115229 Phone: 213.847.0472
Task B-28, MP# CA 08225-B Pedro.Garcia@Ilacity.org
LAWA project Controls Support Services City of LA/ LA World Airports (Owner) 7301 $ 2023
(LAX & Van Nuys Airport), Los Angeles, CA .
Client Contract: #DA-5128 Prime @ Sub mocﬂ]dey\givgfgtégé% Floor, Los Angeles, CA 27.5M
MP# CA 16386 ¢ ¢ Ouinten G | (50% of Contract)
MARRS is managing partner of IPCT/JV ontact; Quinten Gonzalez
Contract W/LAWA. Sr. Contract Mgmt
MARRS has 50% Budget ggonzalez@lawa.org
Construction Management Support Los Angeles MTA (Owner) $ 4.4M 2024
Services for Purple Line P” me |:| SU b @ Westside Extension Support Team :
Los Angeles, CA JV(Prime Stantec/Jacobs)
Client Contract: Los Angeles, CA
#CMSSC-12-MC071 Phone: 949.923.6227
MP# CA13320 Contact:Paul Ryan,Administrative Project Mgr

Paul.Ryan@Stantec.com
Colorado River Aqueduct Repair . g’g’(\)"?\l ofAISoutr;err;California $ 4.7M 2022
Program Prime @ Sub Los Aﬁge?geci 9t6012
Sa_m Bernardino County, CA Phone: 951.926.7031
Client Contract # 185534-1809 Contact: Tim Gamble, Engineer Team
MP# CA 19422 Member Mgmt

tgamble@mwdh2o0.com

METRO ARCHIVE #
TBD (IFB/RFP NO.) 1
ISSUED 00/00/00

LIST OF CURR & COMP PROJ (BACKLOG)
PRO FORM 054
REVISION DATE: 05.15.02



pPrROPOSER: NSI Engineering Inc

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-

005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backloq%?29.pdf)

OWNER'S NAME,
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
LOCATION DIESCRIPTION OF ol CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK  |COMPLETION
EMAIL ADDRESS
_ SOUND TRANSIT 2022
DOWNTOWN Prime [] Sub V] JEFF CHOU $ 579,538
REDMOND LINK 401 S. JACKSON ST.
EXTENSION PROJECT, SEATTLE, WA 98104
SEATTLE, WA DESIGN QUALITY SERVICES 206.395-5000
HSR-SAN FRANCISCO : CHSRA 2021
TO MERCED Prime [] Sub M MARK ROBINSON $ 1,058,000
OAKLAND CA 770 L STREET SUITE 620
’ SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
QA/QC LEAD 916-669-6634
MARK.ROBINSON@HSR.CA.GOV
MOUNT VERNON , SBCTA
woucreroveer, | Prime L sub (2 $ 563,995 2022
f SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410
. 909-884-8276
832t:$¥ “OACE]Q§|E|\|{||-EFNT AND ASSURANCE’ HSTULTZ@GOSBCTA.COM
LA METRO QMC, LOS : LA METRO 2026
ANGELES, CA Prime D Sub M Eggildégé\gscoumv METRO § m71s
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
. . ONE GATEWAY PLAZA
SEAROTTFTCOKE%T\]OVERSIGHT’ ISO 9001 201 5 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-2952
PUYALLUP STATION Prime Sub SOUND TRANSIT $ 290.000 2022
Q(R:gfsg.llMSPERAOT\{.E'\EAEV'\\;’I |:| M iIS'II:FS(-‘:Jl—/!\C()Zl}J(SON ST. SEATTLE, WA 98104 ‘
) s 206-398-5000
QA MANAGEMENT: DQMP
METRO MM20-30 LIST OF CURR & COMP PROJ (BACKLOG)
RFP NO. PS70129 55 PRO FORM 054
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Diaz Consultants, Inc. dba
Diaz Yourman & Associates

PROPOSER:

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

OWNER'S NAME,
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
LOCATION DESCRIPTION OF WORK CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK ~ |COMPLETION
EMAIL ADDRESS
. Gannett Fleming, Inc.*
OCTA Orange County | Prime [] Sub V] 601 S. Figueroa Street, Suite 3800 $ 239,300 (est.) 2021 (est.)
Maintenance Facility, knoss {\\Ar;%g%si,m%ﬁi90017-2731
Irvine, CA , _ o - Mrik
rvine Geotechnical and Environmental Engineering | Jimoni@SFnet.com
. STV *
Metro C Line (Green) Prime [] Sub M 1055West Seventh Street, Suite 3150 | $ 818,000 (est.) 2022 (est.)
Extension, Ny, Tylor Bonstead, PE, Vice President
r. er bonsteaaq, , Vice rFresiden
Los Angeles County, CA| Geqtechnical and Environmental Engineering ;y;%[%?_%tggg@stvmc-com
; Caltrans District 12 462 470 2022 (est.)
Caltrans D-12 Prime [] Sub ¥ 3347 Michelson Drive, Suite 380 $ 462,470 (est.) :
Pavement Rehab PS&E, Irvine, CA 92612
Orange County, CA _ . _ gﬂr' _lé)::llwd Ladmt
Geotechnical Engineering david lam@dot.ca.gov
Metro East S . Gannett Fleming, Inc. *
F:rrzgnd%SVaﬁgy Transit | Prime [] Sub /] 601 S Figueroa Street, Suite 3800| $ 183,400 (to date) 2023 (est.)
i Los Angeles, CA 90017-2731
Corridor LRT Mr. Eric Olson, PE
Los Angeles County, CA | Geotechnical and Environmental Engineering eolson@gfnet.com
213-624-0347
i . HDR Engineering, Inc. *
O Dok Ral Support | 1M S| ot |8 2T e 2025 st
Facility Program Mr. Gary Goldman $378,600 (to date)
Long Beach, CA Geotechnical and Environmental Engineering | Sary.Soldman@hdrinc.com

* DYA Client

METRO MM20-30
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PROPOSER: GPA Consulting

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

OWNER'S NAME,
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. | ESTIMATED COST OF | ESTIMATED
DESCRIPTION OF WORK :
LOCATION CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK COMPLETION
EMAIL ADDRESS
California HSR-Burbank ) O\{vner: California HSR Authority;
to Los Angeles and Los Prime I:‘ Sub Prime Contact: Doreen Zhao, AICP, $651,621 2021
Angeles to Anaheim. Los Urban Planner, STV; 1055 West
A 9 | d0 ' GPA is preparing Section 4(f) Evaluations and historic Seventh Street, Suite 2900, Los
ngeles an range resources studies. Angeles, CA 90017-2556; (213)
Counties, CA 236-2539; Doreen.Zhao@stvinc.com
. . Owner and Contact: Metro, One
I-605 Corridor Prime [] Sub Gateway Plaza, LA, CA 90012; $5,342,118 2021
Improvement, Los Isidro Panuco; panucoi@metro.net;
A P les C tv. CA GPA is leading the EIR/EIS process and providing (213) 418_3208p @
ngeles Lounty, oversight of environmental technical studies.
Eastbound SR-91/ . Owner: Metro, On_e Gateway Plaza,
Atlantic Avenue to Prime [] Sub LA, CA 90012; Prime Con_tact:. $315,032 2021
Cherry Avenue Ausxiliary Camilo Rocha, TRC Solutions; _17911
Lane Imorovement. Los GPA is preparing an Initial Study/Environmental Von Karman Ave., Ste. 400, Irvine,
AngelespCounty CA Assessment. (CA 9)2614; crocha@trcsolutions.com;
’ 949) 727-7304
. Owner: Metro, One Gateway Plaza,
:-?OS/XaIIey Boulevard | prime [] Sub LA, CA 90012; Prime Contact: $107,131 2021
nierchange , , , Michael Crull, NCM; 8525 Gibbs
mprovements, Los | SFA ' repar n A, NES. s Sectn 100 600 | vt 202 San Dl O
Angeles County, CA hazardous material, air quality, and noise studies. ?gg;%ggh?’a;(;.cruIl@ncmcwll.com,
. . . Owner: City of Oxnard, 300 W.
Rice Avenue at Fifth Prime [] Sub Third St., gxnard, CA 93030: Prime | $109,261 2022
Street G,rade GPA is conducting environmental services associated with ICon.tic(;t(:) (’iaqos tc_lazena, ngtz
Separation PS&E, the PS&E phase: NEPA revalidation, review of design 2n7c5., Santa.Ar:JaS IgA ;Z%Z (7?'4)
Oxnard, CA plans and construction specifications, tracking the ECR 953.1003; ccadena@wke-inc.com
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PROPOSER:

Capo Projects Group

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-

005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backloq%?29.pdf)

OWNER'S NAME,
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
LOCATION DESCRIPTION OF WORK CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK ~ |COMPLETION
EMAIL ADDRESS
\'\;'_OU”’[ Veg‘on Prime [] sub |7 SBCTA, 949-088-1616, Tom | & 250,000 Summer 2023
iaduct _ an Creating and maintain a fully cost and resource loaded Densford,tdensford@biggsca
Bernardino CA Program PCM schedule on this Design-Build Project. rdosa.com
Review of proposal schedules for reasonableness,
innovations, constructability concerns and risk issues.
High Speed Rail - Prime [ ] u California Rail Builders, $ $1,500,000 Fall 2021
Bakersfield / Fresno Development and maintenance of a fully cost and resource 661-431-9133, Antonio
loaded schedule for this roughly $600M Design-Build Canete,acanete@ferrovial.us
CA Project. Third party engagement and management, along ’
with extensive administrative, permitting, and approvals
Sound Transit - Prime [] Sub | gg;ns‘igrggsg’ ciare Turoel | & B0 March 2021
- . . . " - - , Llaire lurpe
Seattle WA Providing estimating services to Sound Transit. Chase,Claire.chase@sougdtr
ansit.org
IEUA Program Prime Sub [] IEUA $ 1,000,000 Fall 2022
Controls - Chino Full time project controls services, as needed delay Rachael Solis,
CA claims management, and as needed estimating and 909-993-1895
forensic cost estimating rsolis@ieua.org
Ontario Program Prime § Sub [] CD:Ity of ?Ant?rlo $ 100000 Fall 2022
. ennis Mejia,
Controls - Ontario Capital Project Control Systems Integration and Support 909-395-2618
CA Services dmejia@ontarioca.gov
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Guida Surveying, Inc

PROPOSER:

LIST OF CURRENT PROJECTS (BACKLOG)

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version: http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-

005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backloq%?29.pdf)

OWNER'S NAME,
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ESTIMATED COST OF ESTIMATED
LOCATION DIESERIPUISIN QIF IOl CONTACT PERSON BIDDER'S WORK  |COMPLETION
EMAIL ADDRESS
LLACMTA, |-605 C|P . O\{vner: LA Metro ) 2014 - 2021
Project, Los Angeles | M L sub [® et
County CA Irvine, CA, Amit Shah, PE, 1M+
' 949-333-4500, amit.shah@parsons.com
OCTA, 1-405 Design : Owner: OCTA
Build. Orange g Prime [] Sub [H] Client: H.W. Lochner, 888 6th $ June 2022
! g Street, Los Angeles, CA 90017,
County, CA Scott Lucas, (801) 706.8129, 2M
slucas@hwlochner.com
LACMTA, 1-605 VaIIey . Owner: LA Metro
’ Prime [] Client: NCM Engineering Corp., 22362 | $ 2021
Boulevard Sub IE' Gillf)grto, Rancﬂ?)lgiirtlgg\/la%grita, CA
Interchange, El 92688, Mohan Char, PE, (949) 138,000
Monte. CA 546-0822, mohan.char@ncmcivil.com
ACE, Montebello Prime [] Owner: Alameda Corridor East $ 2021
: Sub Client: Moffat Nichol, 3780 Kil
Grade Separaor u e Lowg Beach. A 90505,
PS&E, Los An Keith Gillfillan, (562) 426-9551,
S&E, Los Angeles kgilllfillar!(cl,%r?1r(])ffattnichol.com 298,000
City of Lancaster, ime [] b [ Owner: City of Lancaster June 2021
State Route 14 at Prime Su Client: TRC Solutions, 123 Technology $
Dr West, Irvine, CA 92618, Camilo 220 000
Avenue K, Lancaster, Rocha, (949) 727.7334, '
CA camilo.rocha@trcsolutions.com
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EXHIBIT 6 - LIST OF CURRENT CONTRACTS - BACKLOG

BIDDER/PROPOSER: Casamar Group, LLC

CONTRACT NAME OWNER'S NAME, ADDRESS, | ESTIMATED VALUE | ggmimaTED
'AND LOGATION DESCRIPTION OF WORK/SERVICES | CONTACT PERSON, EMAIL OF BIDDER'S /| cOoMPLETION
ADDRESS, PHONE NO. PROPOSER'S DATE
WORK/SERVICES
Metro Environmental | Prime [ 1 Sub [O] One Gotbuiny iz $50,000.00 June 2021
Services - Multiple Description: Los Angeles, CA 90012
. (310? 957-6130 o
Sites SWPPP/QSP Services (Kg::;:yi(t):cc)kman, Sr. Staff Scientist
Los An96|es County kboeckman@geosyntec.com
Caltraps - Professional Prime [ ] Sub [O] ff;(r)asssueet $340,272.90 June 2021
Tech_mcal Stormwater Description: Socramento. CA 95814
Quality Assurance (916) 653_41’76
Services SWPPP/QSP Services Gina Lopez, Project Manager
CA/Statewide Gina.Lopez@dot.ca.gov
Metro TO #48 - Prime [ ] Sub [J] LACMTA %ﬁtggw $1,112,000.00 August 2023
Westside Subway Description: Los Angeles, CA 90012
ExtenS|0n . (213) 922-7669
Change Order Audits and Contract Labor  _ ~ Jurado, Project Manager
Los Angeles, CA Compliance and Enforcement JuradoP@metro.net
East San Fernando | Prime [ Sub [0] One Catonny Piaza $3,400,000.00 August 2028
Valley Transit Description: Los Angeles, CA 90012
. (22.I.3) 624-0347. x8720
Corridor (ESFVTC) | pocument Control/Configuration & DEOD (Eé'zn(zft‘t’;:nfl’:%? Manager
Los Angeles, CA Compliance Services eolson@gfnet.com
Southwestern Community | Prime @ Sub |:| Southwestern Community College District $ 500,000.00 February
iatri L 900 Otay Lakes Drive

College District (SWCCD) | pegeription: Chula Vista, CA 91910 2022

- Phase I
Chula Vista, CA

Change Order Audits, PLA Admin., Contract Labor
Compliance and Enforcement, Community Outreach

(619) 482-6597
Mark Claussen, Project Manager
mclaussen@sweccd.edu

Page 1 of 1




PROPOSER: Biggs Cardosa Associates, Inc.

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS
(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to

perform the required Wor

K.

OWNER'S NAME, DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION PSSR HOIFHLOIX CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE CD%ELF\;IASJ
EMAIL ADDRESS
_ City of South Gate | 8650 .
Firestone Bridge Prime Sub [] California Ave., South Gate, | $1.3 Million 2016-2017
Widening, Provided construction management for the CA 90280 | Elias Saiklay, e
South Gate, CA widening of the bridge and several new saiklay@sogate.org
retaininq walls. 323.563.563.9581
Five Point Gateway — . DPR Construction | 25 Calle
Marine Way PlazayBridge Prime [] Sub Portofino, San Clemente, CA $500,000
formerly OCPC Broadcom | Provided structural representation and 92673 | Nick Whitaker, (now an 2016-2018
i tion services for the bridges and retaining | ndependent Consultant)
Campus InSpec 9 g nwhitaker@gmail.com
walls. 949.531.3638
i i . City of South Gate | 415 W. .
Firestone Blvd. .Reglonal Prime [X] Ocean Blvd., Long Beach, CA $ 1.8 Miillion :
Corridor Capacity . . Sub [] . 90802 | Clint Herrera (now with 2017-2019
Enhancements. South Prowd<_ad const_ructlon management and i Port of Long Beach),
Gate, CA nspection services for the boulevard and clint.herrera@polb.com,
soundwall 562.283.7874
Central Avenue . City of Norwalk | 17011 Beach -
Project’ Phase | Prlme m Sub BOUleVard, Huntington BeaCh, CA $11 Million 2018-2020
Montclair, CA Provided construction management an 92647 | Bill Zimmerman,
nspection services for the rehabilitation of Central|wgzimmerman@wgze.com,
Avenue, between Phillips Boulevard and 1-10 714.412.1597
. . . City of Los Angeles | 1149 South
North Spring Street Bridge{ Prime [ ] Sub Broadway, Ste. 750, Los Angeles, | $ 415,000 2015-2018
Los Angeles, CA Provided structures construction support, CA 90015 | Scott Gibson
structural representative and bridge inspections | Scott.gibson@lacity.com
for the widening and rehabilitation of the bridge 213.485.4495
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BIDDER/PROPQOSER: Anser Advisory Management, LLC dba Anser Advisory

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS
(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/
contract_templates/5-005_054_and_055_List_of Curr_and_Comp_Proj_%28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only contracts that are pertinent for this Invitation for Bid/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer's ability to
perform the required Work/Services.

OWNER'S NAME, ADDRESS, CONTRACT
N e T N | DESCRIPTION OF WORK/SERVICES | CONTACT PERSON, EMAIL | (SCTORL FIMAL | DATE AND
ADDRESS, PHONE NO. DURATION
1-215 Newport Road | Prime Sub [ ] RCTD, 2950 Washington Street, Riverside, | $ 42\ 07/2014 -
o PP CA 92504

Interchange Widening | Description: Cindi Wachi 04/2018
Menifee, CA Construction Management Services cwachi@rivco.org

951-955-1863
Bayshore Bikeway | Prime Sub [] NG oo $1.8M 12/2016 -
Segments 4B and 5 | Description: o Anderaar 19 09/2018
San Diego, C Construction Management Services john.anderson@sandag.org

619-699-7342
Lenwood Road Prime [] Sub SBCTA, 1170 W 3rd St, 2nd Floor, $24M 08/2013 -

IKE barnum

Barstow, CA Construction Management Services mbarnum@gosbcta.com

909-884-8276
Monte Vista Road Prime [ ] Sub SBCTA, 1170 W 3rd St, 2nd Floor, $26.7M 05/2017 -
Grade Separation | Description: ﬁz:rsesr[‘jsm CA 92410 12/2018
Project Construction Management Services hstultz@gosbcta.com
Montclair, CA 951-901-0023
On-Call Construction Prime Sub |:| Caltrans, 2015 E. Shields Ave, Suite 100 $ 1.1M 08/2013 -
Claims Support Description: gesno(’;CA 93726 08/2018

L iana Gong

Districts 5, 6,9 and 10 | construction Management Services diana.gong@dot.ca.gov
Fresno, CA 559-243-3423
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PROPOSER:

MNS Engineers, Inc.

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS
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Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to
perform the required Work.

OWNER'S NAME,

DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION PESTRIFTION @IF BHOIRI CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE %%ﬁ;iﬁgﬂ
EMAIL ADDRESS
D59/5 Structures ) Neil Weller, Senior Bridge Engineer
Prime Sub 50 Higuera Street $ )
Construction X U San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 4M g; g{) 2/2(;?8
- 805.471.2109
lnspeCtl_on_ On-Call neil.weller@dot.ca.gov
Caltrans Districts 5 and 59
Robert Newman, PE, PLS
Golden Valley Road | ;1\ Sub [] Director of Public Works $ 1.2M
Interchange at 23920 Valencia Blvd., Ste. 300 2014 - 2018
Santa Clarita, CA 91355 :
S’Fate Route 14, . 6615100111
City of Santa Clarita mewman@santa-clarita.com
Prime [] Sub [ $
Prime [] sub [] $
Prime [] Sub [] $
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PROPOSER:

ZEPHYR UAS, INC

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to
perform the required Work.

OWNER'S NAME, DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION DIESCIRIPTIONOIF ol CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE CD(L)JELF\;IA(SJ
EMAIL ADDRESS
SCRRA/Metrolink SCRRA/Metrolink c/o STV/Jacobs JV
SCORE Program- | Prime (] sub (S STt e 50| 300K
Marengo Siding Extension Mr. Andrew Sokol, STV Vice President
San Bernardino, CA . . . Email: Andrew.sokol@stvinc.com
’ Design Engineering Tel: (213) 430-0584
LA Metro c/o I1BI Group
LA Metro - North San ;
Prime [] Sub 315 West 9th St., Ste. 600 $ 200K 2019-2020
Fernando Valley BRT Los Angeles, CA 90015
Corridor Mapping Mr. David Chow, PE
San Fernando Valley, CA | Aerial Mapping Ega(llz fg)hg&i@olgﬁrouncom
LA Metro - Foothill Gold Metré) Gold Line Foothill Ext. Construction
X i Authority c/o Hill | ional, Inc.
Line Phase 2B - Prime [ ] Sub 100 Specirim Contr Dive, Sute 550 $ 20K 2020
California Ave Grade Irving, CA 92618
: i ili Mr. Chris Burner
Separatlon Tra?k AI.Ignmentf ConStrUCtablllty and Cost Email: CBurner@foothillgoldline.org
Pasadena, CA Verification Services Tel: (626) 590-7498
. UPRR
UPRR - Mainline ;
Prime [X 1400 Douglas Street
Relocation & Emergency Sub [] Omahaf",QQEagswrge $ 20K 2018
Mapping Mr. Ken Freimuth, Special Projects
Niland, CA ; ; Email: kafreimu@up.com
rand, Aerial Mapping Tel: (402) 544-5167
BNSF Railway - . BNSF Railway
Prime [X] Sub [] 740 E Carnegie Drive $
RosecranS/Marquardt San Bernardino, CA 92408 60K 2018
Grade Crossing . o o ) Mr. Jason Sanchez
Santa Fe Springs, CA Design Exhibits, CPUC Application, Traffic Email: Jason.Sanchez@bnsf.com
Study Tel: (909) 386-4470
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PROPOSER: AMG (Sub to Biggs Cardosa)

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS
(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to

perform the required Work.
OWNER'S NAME, DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION PSSR HOIFHLOIX CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE CD(L)JNRE?IASJ
EMAIL ADDRESS
. . Rob Shackelford
SR120/Union Road 50,000
Manteca Prime [ Sub Dewberry | Drake Haglan $ March 2019
Reviewing and assessing contractor 925 808-9927 to Jan 2021
submittals, DSDC, signage, and traffic flow | RShackelford@Dewberry.com
) Virendra Patel
City of Concord On- | Prime [ Sub [] City of Concord|1950 Parkside| $ 450,000 2014-present
Call | 2018 : : . Drive, MS/40 Concord, CA
General engineering support and signal 925 330.0141
timing/SCATS and traffic operations Virendra.patel@cityofconcord.org
Prime X Rafat Raie
San Rafasl ATSPM Sub [] 1400 5th Ave, San Rafael, ca | © 167000 j\:r?lf::yzgg;

rafat.raie@cityofsanrafael.org
415 485-3473

Nader Shareghi

Mountain House CSD Prime Sub [] 230 S Sterling Dr, $ 450,000 2002-present
Mountain House, CA

On-Call
Transportation Engineering 209.831.2300
nshareghi@sjgov.org

Prime [] Sub [] $
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PROPOSER:

Atlas Technical Consultants LLC

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to
perform the required Work.

OWNER'S NAME, DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION DIESCIRIPTIONOIF ol CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE CD(L)JNRE?IA(S:J
EMAIL ADDRESS
On-Call Qualit . California Department of 30.190.000 May 2016 to
Assurance,mdﬁpendent Prime Sub [] Transportation, 1801 30th Street, | $ = November 2018
Quality Assurance QA and IQA services for 600+ projects in CA Sth Floor, Sacramento, CA 95816,
Services. Statewide. CA (916) 227-0387, Yongxin Liu,
’ ’ yongxin.liu@dot.ca.gov
i ia Hi . California High Speed Rail )
Ca!lfornla Hl_gh Speed Prime [] Sub k] Authority, 770 L Street, Suite 800 $ 12,285,000.00 April 2015 to
Ral', StateW|de, CA ’ ’ ! April 2018
Quality, contract and program management Sacramento, CA 95814, (530) ’
’ 681-6658, Mark Robinson,
mark.robinson@hsr.ca.gov
Union/Patsaouras . Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los
Plaza Busway Station Prime [] Sub Angeles, CA 90012 $ 640,000 December 2019
Design-Build Project, Verification inspection and testing, materials Kofi Baryeh,
Los Angeles, CA testing, lab testing, specialty inspections baryehk@metro.net, (213)
922-7551
On-Call Materials ) Caltrans District 4, 111 Grand
Sampling & Testing Prime Sub [] Avenue, Oakland, CA 94612, $ 5,000,000 December 2019
Services, North Bay, CA . . . Catalino Nicolas,
ervices, No ay Materials sampling and testing catalino.nicolas@dot.ca.gov,
(510)286-7188
Gerald Desmond Bridge . California Department of
Replacement Project, | Frime [] Sub Transportation, 1801 30th $ 1,750,000 May 2020
Various Locations Independent quality assurance, materials Street, Sacramento, CA
testing, plant inspection 95816, Yongxin Liu,
yongxin.liu@dot.ca.gov, (916)

227-0387
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PROPOSER: Atlas Technical Consultants LLC

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to
perform the required Work.

OWNER'S NAME, DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION PSSR HOIFHLOIX CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE CD(L)JEE?IA(S:J
EMAIL ADDRESS
i Chevron Products Company
CE:IO?neFﬁIl;r:]C:)Z Rﬁggzgr Prime Sub I:' Andwele Cooper, Designs Engineer | $ 45,156.46 12/18 - 9/19
- El Segundo Refinery
Safety, El Segundo, Special Inspections, Survey of exterior fixed ladders, 324 W. El Segundo Boulevard
CA cages, wells and swing gates; El Segundo, CA 90245
evaluate compliance with the Federal OSHA Final Rule AndweleCooper@chevron.com
Westside Purple Line Pri Skansa Taylor Shea-JV
rime [] Sub $ 92290 9/18 - 4/20
Subway Extension James Corcoran
Los Anyeles CA Surface and subsurface studies for 3050 E. Airport Way
g ’ assessment of abandoned oil wells Long Beach, CA 90806
526-264-2534; jcorcoran@traylor.com
Interstate 605 & State | prime [ g;;hgggﬁsgr International S 62746 10/16 - 2/18
Rte 91 Interchange . ) : Sub k] Hutton Center Dr. #500 ’
Project Construction Inspection/Testing; Santa Ana, CA 92707
LA County, CA Geotechnical Investigation 949-855-3657;
eric.spangler@mbakerintl.com
Melrose Ave. . Kabbara Engineering 20,750
Complete Street Prime [] Sub ] Leah Kabbara $ 6/18 - 819
. 121 North H d St.
Project Construction Inspection/Testing; Orangz-, CA%%%%
Hollywood, CA Geotechnical Investigation 714-744-9771; lea@kabbara.net
Prime [] Sub [] $
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PROPOSER: PacificaServices|nc.

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to
perform the required Work.

OWNER'S NAME, DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION PSSR HOIFHLOIX CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE %CL)JNRE?IA\(?J
EMAIL ADDRESS
City of Inglewood . Louis Atwell 2016-2020
TransitConnector Prime |[] Sub 1 ManchesteBlvd., Inglewood, $
90301(310)412-5333 -
Latwell@cityofinglewood.org 10Million
Legacy LA . Lou Calanche 2014-2018
Youth Center Prime |[] Sub 1350 San Pablo St., Los Angel $
90033 (323) 987-8367 400.000.00
Lou@legacyla.org ’ )
City of South EI Monte . Rachel Barbosa 2017-2018
Inspection Services Traffic Prime | [] Sub 1415 Santa Anita Ave., S. El $
}Signg_l & _Lighting Monte, 91733 (626) 579-6540 300.000.00
Modifications rbarbosa@soelmonte.org ’
Prime Sub $
Prime Sub $
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BIDDER/PROPOSER:

MARRS Services, Inc.

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer's ability to
perform the required Work.

PROJECT NAME AND QUSRS AL, ACTUAL FINAL Al
DESCRIPTION OF WORK ADDRESS, PHONE NO. CONTRACT
LOCATION CONTRACT VALUE
CONTACT PERSON DURATION
Metro Bus Facilities Projects Los Angeles MTA (Owner) One Gateway Plaza $ oM 2011-2018
Construction Mgmt Consultant (CMC) Pr| me Su b D Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952
Los Angeles, CA Phone: 213.922.7327 )
Client Contract #°PS1006002641 Contact: Brian Mahaffey, Sr. Contract Admin
MP # CA11278 MahaffeyB@metro.net
LAX Modernization/Upgrade Project Controls City of LA World Airports (Owner) 7301 World _
Support Svcs Los Angeles, CA Prime @ Sub |:| Way West 9th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90045 24M (50% of contract) 2013 - 2018
ient Contract: -482 ) Phone: 424.626.9036
CA13319 S N
z’;/;’Tg(:TAjv 'Iil-haivlfﬁ)llqdi thlz zongzgig";/&%agger Contact: Quentin Gonzalez, Sr.Contract MGR
has 50% ggonzalez@lawa.org
" . ; M (¢} HMM (Pri
Metro Regional Connector Design Build . 1:580\1(\/“:’;;?;)‘3“\/& Un(it Zgzje) $ 1.5M 2014-2020
Il\-/IDF?#ACrEfA:%Z’GCA Prime Sub Los Angeles, CA 90014
; Phone: 213-265-0147
HMM Project # 294646 Contact: Lisa Karwoski, Principal Engineer
Lisa.Karwoski@mottmac.com
Potrero Canyon Renovation & Grading City of LA, Bureau of Engineering $ 1.5M 2011-2020
of Sustainable Park Development P” me SU b Geotechnical Engineering Design '
Phase | Grading & Landscape 1149 S. Broadway, #120, Los Angeles, CA 90005
Los Angeles, CA Phone: 213.847.0472 )
Client Contract: #C-115229 Contact: Pgdro Ggrua, PC CCM, Project Manager
MP# CA08255-B pedro.garcia@lacity.org
Victor Valley Transit Prime IEI Sub |:| Y;Cltgg\éa”ei TfTansitS/?uthority (Owner) $ 500K 2018-2020
. moke Iree St.
Authority, Barstow,CA Hesperia, CA 92345
Fa}CIlltleS, CM & Inspection Christine Plasting, CPPB
Client Contract #CA18415 760-995-3583
cplasting@vvta.org

METRO ARCHIVE #
TBD (IFB/RFP NO.) 2
ISSUED 00/00/00

LIST OF CURR & COMP PROJ (BACKLOG)
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PROPOSER: NSI ENGINEERING INC

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-

005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to
perform the required Work.

OWNER'S NAME,

DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
DESCRIPTION OF WORK ! CONTRACT
LOCATION CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE DURATION
EMAIL ADDRESS
; VIA 88M PM
BART Silicon Valley | Prime [] Sub M Krishna Davey $ arstou 2017-2020
3331 N. First Street San Jose, CA :
Phase 2, San Jose,
. . 95134
CA Owner's QA Oversight 408-942-6124
krishna.davey@vta.org
e . CHSRA
California High Speed Train Pri .
o rime [] Sub |/ Mark Robinson $ somcMm 2016-2019
Project: CP4, Wasco, CA 770 L Street, Suite 620
QA Management gfgg&egtsoéfA 95814
mark.robinson@hsr.ca.gov
L Hill to CP White Doubl e
one Hill to Ite Double H Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 70M
Track, Los Angeles, CA Prime D Sub M /8uthgit¥ o $ NSI $58K 2015-2018
ne Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952
QA Management ;jé';;g";g{‘o
fuhrmanj@metro.net
gﬁ)l}«;‘l;grg?kgﬁztyrgIAModemization Pl’ime I:‘ Sub M '?ﬁ‘ri-ll:')unscombe $ 800M 2015-2020
300 Lakeside Drive, 23rd Floor, Oakland, NSI $1.8M
QA Management gf(l)lfgg;ig‘;gm
tdunscombe@bart.gov
Prime [] Sub [] $
METRO MM20-30 LIST OF CURR & COMP PROJ (BACKLOG)
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Diaz Consultants, Inc. dba
PROPOSER: Diaz Yourman & Associates

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to
perform the required Work.

OWNER'S NAME,

DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION DIESCIRIPTIONOIF ol CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE %%ﬁ;??gg
EMAIL ADDRESS
. 0 County T rtation Authori , ,
OCTA OC Streetcar Prime [] Sub V] %ggng_eMgf%grgg”Spo ation Authorily & 1,183,700 (project to date) ggtr)nsrt)?erlgally
Project, Mll:a?/\gl’iﬁi‘am Farthing. PE December 2015
Santa Ana, CA Geotechnical and Environmental Engineering y 9 to Present

bfarthing@octa.net
714-560-5813

RCTC I-15 Express

Prime [] Sub V|

AZTEC Engineering Group, Inc. *
1231 E. Dyer Road, Suite 250

$ 3,710,000 (project to date)

August 2016 to

Los Angeles, CA

Geotechnical Construction Support

Lanes Design-Build Santa Ana, CA 92705 September 2020
Corona & Norco, CA Mr. Scott McKensie, PE
’ . . . . Executive Vice President
Geotechnical and Environmental Engineering smckenzie@aztec.us
602-509-8895
MWD Diemer Filtration ; Kaveh Engineering & July 2018 to
Plant CIDH Prime I:‘ Sub m Construction, Inc. * ) $ 77,000 October 2018
. ) 22600 Savi Ranch Parkway, Suite A14]
Construction Observation Yorba Linda, CA 92887
Yorba Linda, CA Geotechnical Construction Observation Mr. Fred Bashardoost, PE
fred@kavehinc.com
714-793-6655
MetI"O EaStSIde TranSIt . Cordoba Corporation * February 2019 to
Corridor, Phase I, Prime [] Sub ] 140LN. Broadway $612,000 October 2020
0s Angeles, , -
Los Angeles County, CA Ms. Megljissa de la Pefia, PE gs()un?;}gpet;ally
I i i i mdelapena@cordobacorp.com
Geotechnical and Environmental Engineering T P
LAWA C-14 Deluge System . HNTB * July 2020 to
Construction Support Prime |:| Sub M 6033 West Century Boulevard, $ 28,100 January 2021

Suite 1050

Los Angeles, CA 90045
Mr. Tony Fermelia, PE
tfermelia@hntb.com
310-846-1810

* DYA Client

METRO MM20-30
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PROPOSER: GPA Consulting

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to
perform the required Work.

OWNER'S NAME, DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION PSSR HOIFHLOIX CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE CD(L)JNR-I,;\I?IA(;:J
EMAIL ADDRESS
Owner: Metro, One Gateway Plaza,
East San Fernando Prime [] Sub LA, CA 90012; Prime Contact: Joel $ 295,425 2011-2020
Valley Transit Corridor Falter, COO, KOA Corporation; 1100
GPA wrote sections of the Draft EIR/EIS, and is currently Corporate Center Drive, Suite 201,
StUdy’ Van Nuys, CA preparing historic documentation. GPA may assist with Monterey Park, CA 91754; (323)
response to comments and the Final EIR/EIS. 260-4703; jfalter@koacorp.com
. Owner: Metro, One Gateway
Rosecrans / Marquardt | Prime [] Sub Plaza, LA, CA 90012; Prime $ 270,340 2015-2019
i Contact: Michael Th , BCA;
S;i?ae FSeepg;‘atIOn, GPA prepared the PES, scoping summary report, and EA. 68(;] g.CMai:mCSatl? Ste.og](fos, Orange,
’ CA 92868; (714) 550-4665;
mthomas@biggscardosa.com
. Owner: City of Oxnard, 300 W. Third
Rice Avenue Grade Prime [] Sub St., Oxnard, CA 93030: Prime $ 310,630
Separation ) ) Contact: Carlos Cadena, WKE, Inc.; 2015-2018
’ GPA managed the entire environmental process, from 400 N. Tustin Avenue. Ste. 275
Oxnard ,CA preparation of the Preliminary Environmental Analysis Santa.Ana CA 92705’, (71;1) ’
Report through the Final EIR/EA. 953-1003: ccadena@wke-inc.com
[-605/SR-91 : Owner: Metro, One Gateway
Interchange Prime [ ] Sub Plaza, LA, CA 90012; Isidro | © o 10:868 2016-2019
Improvements, Los GPA assisted Metro during the PA/ED phase as well Panuco; (213) 418-3208;
Angeles County7 CA as environmental scoping and community outreach. panucoi@metro.net
. Owner: Metro, One Gateway
North Hollywood to Prime [] Sub Plaza, LA, CA 90012; Prime $ 130,971 2018-2020
Pasadena Bus Rapid Contact: Greg Kyle, AICP, Senior
Transit, Los Angeles GPA prepared a Biological Survey Report and a Vice President, Kimley-Horn;
Countv. CA Historic Resource Technical Report. (213) 261-4109;
Y greg.kyle@kimley-horn.com
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PROPOSER: Capo Projects Group

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS
(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to

perform the required Work.
OWNER'S NAME, DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION PSSR HOIFHLOIX CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE CD?JNR;R%'IA‘SJ
EMAIL ADDRESS
. LAWA,5200 W. Century Blvd.,
LAX LULEP - Los Prime [] Sub VM Suite 350 | Los Angeles, CA $ 2,144,800 June 2020
Angeles CA Responsible for managing over 30 projects starting from 90045, (424) 227-3277
g design, construction baselines through to substantial Micaiayh Revero ’

completion. Claims management and time impact analysis MR ’

throughout the duration of the program. evero@myers-sons.com
0C405 - Orange Prime [] Sub |/ Orangs OA 62666, Arim | $ 305,000 April 2018
County CA Performed project scheduling, estimating, change order Wahed, w.abrhim@oc405.com

management and cost analyst with bid software Bid2Win

and scheduling software Primavera P6.
166 Virgina . Virginia DOT,1401 E. Broad St.,
D rt?n nt of Prime [ ] Sub M Richmond, Virginia 23219, $ 340,400 July 2019

epa e . Provided project controls, CPM scheduling. 512-637-8591, Tim Glass,
Transportation tglass@ferrovial.us
; Texas DOT, 125 East 11th St.
E;):Jksv’:l(;n G|r-|a:l?ston Prime [] Sub | Avstin, TX 78701, $ 40,000 May 2018
y Project Controls, CPM scheduling services 512'637'85913 Tim Glass,
Texas tglass@ferrovial.us
Soundwall Package Prime [] Sub ::'(:‘SC Xé':leosn%f%tg(\;\;azy I(Ds;?)g?’ $ 15,000 December
11 - Burbank, CA Scheduling support for aspects of the project pertaining to 356-8880 M’ike Powell ’ 201
bridges, retaining walls, ramps, shoulder work, and paving. mike@pO;NeIIconstructc,)rs.Com 019
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PROPOSER: GUida Surveying, Inc.

LIST OF COMPLETED PROJECTS - LAST THREE YEARS

(Click here for the pdf with form fields version http://media.metro.net/ebb/contract templates/5-
005 054 and 055 List of Curr and Comp Proj %28Backlog%29.pdf)

Include only projects that are pertinent for this Invitation For Bids/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to

perform the required Work.

OWNER'S NAME
X DATE
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS, PHONE NO. ACTUAL FINAL
LOCATION DESCRIFTION O GOl CONTACT PERSON CONTRACT VALUE CD(L)JNR-I,;\?"IA\(;:J
EMAIL ADDRESS
LACMTA, 1-405 . Owner: LA Metro December
Auxiliary Lanes, Prime L] sub e Ao, O o e . | 175,000 2019
PA/ED, Los Angeles Jason Majzoub, PE (714) 689-7248,
jason.majzoub@aecom.com
- . O . LA Met
LACMTA’ -5 NOI’th Prime I:' Sub IE Cl\z\g:]et:rCHZM?Jg)cobs, 6 Hutton Centre $ 2016 - 2018
Managed Lanes, Drive, Suite 700, Santa Ana, CA 950K
92707, T lonta, PE, (714) 708-6891
PS&E, Los Angeles (Note: Toc;]rwnisor?osv with(Tran)Systems)
LACMTA . Owner: LA Metro Client;
’ Prime [] HDR, 3230 El Camino Real $ 2016 - 2018
I-605/SR-60 Sub [ e 200, INine. US-Ca 82602-1377, Ton
. ggrt“er;gg: :DE e, US-CA 92602-1377, Tony
InterChange PrOJeCt 714-760-2300, tony.rahimian@hdrinc.com 12M
PA/ED
LACMTA, Rosecrans/ | py; Owner: LA Metro -
’ Prime [] fent: B1 iates, Inc., $ 2015 - 2018
Marquardt Ave Grade Sub S. ain S, Suite 800, Orange, CA.
Separation, Norwalk e oo com | TOOK
Prime [] Sub [] $
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BIDDER/PROPOSER: £@samar Group, LLC

EXHIBIT 7 - LIST OF COMPLETED CONTRACTS - LAST FIVE (5) YEARS

Include only contracts that are pertinent for this Invitation for Bid/Request for Proposal, in order to demonstrate Bidder's/Proposer’s ability to
perform the required Work/Services.

OWNER'S NAME, ADDRESS, CONTRACT
N T N | DESCRIPTION OF WORK/SERVICES | CONTACT PERSON, EMAIL | (SCTORL FIMAL | DATE AND
ADDRESS, PHONE NO. DURATION
Metro Environmental Prime_ |:| Sub [0] One Catouny Piaza $210,000.00 09/2015 -
Services - Multiple Sites | Description: (020 1972408 9é012 08/2018
Los Angeles County SWPPP/QSP Services X(T:anj:sde, Project Manager
mpeabody@kleinfelder.com
Caltrans - Professional & Prime [] Sub [0] Caltrans $265,000.00 04/2014 -
Technical Stormwater Description: ;i?a’:q:;iiet% 95814 06/2018
Quality Assurance Services . (916) 653-4176
CA/Statewide SWPPP/QSP Services Gina Lopez, Project Manager
Gina.Lopez@dot.ca.gov
Metro TO #58 - Blue | Prime [O] Sub [] LACNITA (Metro) $25,500.00 07/2013 -
i i TP ne Gateway Plaza
IC_Smte P?d ' t&l IS::I_VIng Description: Los Angeles, CA 90012 11/2017
ates Installation . (213) 922-2638
Los Angeles, CA Construction Data Management Wendy White, Project Manager
whitew@metro.net
Southwestern Community Prime @ Sub |:| Southwestern Community College District $ 1.020.000.00 03/2014 -
. s 900 Otay Lakes Drive ’ ’ '
Cglrllege ID'S”'Ct (SWCCD) | Description: Chula Vista, CA 91910 02/2019
j ase. Change Order Audits, PLA Admin., Contract Labor (619) 482-6597
Chula Vista, CA Compliance and Enforcement, Community Outreach | Mark Claussen, Project Manager
mclaussen@swccd.edu
_ H LACMTA (Metro)
Metro - Express Lane | Prime L] Sub [0] e $95,344.00 04/2014 -
Study & Revenue Description: Los Angeles, CA 90012 06/2018

Assessment
Los Angeles, CA

Express/Toll Lanes Analysis & Study

(310) 962-1044
Jill Cigliano, Project Manager (Jacobs)
jill.cigliano@jacobs.com
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7. EXPERIENCE /
PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRES

Metro Orangé Line Sepulveda Station




EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM v1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE T

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authorit
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUA TOR)

Biggs Cardosa Associates, Inc.
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Jim Costantini, Deputy Director
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. _ Valley Transportation Authority
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 3331 North First Street, Bldg. A
Physical / Mailing Address

San Jose CA USA 95134
City State Country Zip Code

4. 408.321.5661 408.813.1466 james.costantini@vta.org
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5.  Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Biggs Cardosa was the line segment structures lead for the SVBX Project. The project consisted of
Preliminary and some Final Design for approximately 40 Line Segment Structures (BART bridges,
UPRR bridges, Station Guideways, Roadway bridges over BART) and associated ancillary facilities

—_atong the 10-mile BART Extension:

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE T

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Ange!es County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S Fl RST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

®  U-UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

®  S-SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

= : PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

[ Fail [ Pass ]
u S G E II;I/

1. Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. OO0 0 X O

Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers 0O|lo0|lo|lx O

with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace olololx 0O

(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O ojlOo|X O
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Ololo|lm 0
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olo|lolx 0
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. oOlololx 0O
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. O|0|0|lx 0
9. Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololm 0
10.  Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health ol o 0 0O

Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements, "
1. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality

Program Manual requirements. 0o O »
12.  Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and

effectively conducted inspections. Ojojx|o -
13.  Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering

Design Procedures(s). D jujo|x O
14.  Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals

from third-party’s in a timely manner. Djojojx -
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O [0 0| X O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O 0l0[M O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020




FORMV1.0 |

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE oS70126

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

te

to work Biggs Cardosa Associates again. | appreciate that they always look for

improvement, and understand the importance of implementing value

engineering at the very start of the project and not at the end when it becomes

more costly to implement. Always do an excellent job!

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Prop s status after review 16
2/24/2021
Paét};(perience/Performance Team Member Date
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FORM V1.0

PS70129
Page 1 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL PAST
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR
ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Biggs Cardosa Associates, Inc.
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Dan Mahgerefteh, Director of Engineering (Regional Rail)
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. One Gateway Plaza
Physical / Mailing Address
Los Angeles CA USA 90012
City State Country Zip Code
4. 213.418.3219 213.278.9485 MahgereftehD@metro.net
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5.  Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm
Biggs Cardosa (BCA) is the prime consultant providing project management and structural
engineering services for the design of a grade separation of the intersection of Rosecrans and
Marquardt Avenues and the BNSF Railway. BCA is responsible for the design of the Rosecrans
Avenue Overpass and retaining walls, and oversees all design components including
civil/roadway, utilities, drainage, traffic, geotechnical, survey, right-of-way engineering, and others.




Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

FORM V1.0

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

Page 2 of 3

QUESTIONNAIRE

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE
ASSESSED ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

U — UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

S — SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

G — GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

E — EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

| Fail ‘ Pass |
U S G E N/A

1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O |1gol/glX O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project 0lololx H

managers with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace O0lolx!l O n

(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance

issues. O jojoK -
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. O0lolx!o u
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololx u
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olololx 1
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. O0lololx 1
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. O0lololx 1
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health

Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract O g x| g ]

requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project

Quality Program Manual requirements. 0|0k u
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and

effectively conducted inspections. oK |0 .
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for

Engineering Design Procedures(s). O 0diKx u
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary

approvals from third-party’s in a timely manner. O od L
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O golOgolQg X
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O OO Kl O




FORM V1.0

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Biggs Cardosa's work and knowledge has been very satisfactory for the project.

They have been very well-organized, and their technical knowledge, skills and experien
has been very beneficial for the project.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill and
experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16

@v\/ / @* ?'(p/ ¢ 2 /:’T—’ 3/16/2021

Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date




Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

FORM V1.0

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 1 of 3

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL PAST
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR
ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Biggs Cardosa Associates, Inc.
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1.

William Zimmerman, (Ex-City Engineer)

Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

City of Norwalk

Exact Name of Responding Firm

17011 Beach Boulevard, Ste. 1240

Physical / Mailing Address

Huntington Beach CA USA 92647
City State Country Zip Code

657.845.9500 Cell: 714.412.1597 wgzimmerman@wgze.com
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm _
Provided construction management and inspection services for the replacement of the

Firestone Boulevard Bridge over the San Gabriel River, located in Norwalk, CA. Project

constituted of a bridge replacement, several retaining wall construction and street improvements.
Biggs Cardosa was responsible for implementing the quality assurance plan and protocols per
FHWA funding requirements under Caltrans Oversight.




Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page 2 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE
ASSESSED ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

U — UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

S — SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

G — GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

E — EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

| Fail ‘ Pass |
U S G E N/A

1. Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O | O 0| O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project 00| 0|k H

managers with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace Ololo n

(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period. &
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance

issues. O ool -
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. 0|00k u
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololx u
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olololx 1
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Ololo|lx 1
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. O|lo|lolg 1
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health

Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract O o|o|i ]

requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project

Quality Program Manual requirements. OO0 L
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and

effectively conducted inspections. 0o u|K .
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for

Engineering Design Procedures(s). 0o ujKx u
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary

approvals from third-party’s in a timely manner. [ 0o &l [
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O/ g(g|x O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O O 0O Gk O




FORM V1.0
PS70129

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Yes, the City hired the Consultant for other City projects.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill and
experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score

Proposer’s status after review 16

March 10, 2021
Past Experience/Perfornjance Team Member Date




EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE R ToT3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Anser Advisory Management, LLC
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Divyesh Vora, Chief, Quality Assurance and Source Inspections, LA, METS CALTRANS
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. California Department of Transportation, Materials Engineeing and Testing Services
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 13230 E. Firestone Blvd, Unit D
Physical / Mailing Address

Santa Fe Springs CA USA 90670
City State Country Zip Code

4. 562-677-6485 divyesh.vora@dot.ca.gov
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Quality assurance and contract administration services for construction of expresslanes on the 110 and 10.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

| Fail [ Pass |

c
©n
m

1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated.
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.

3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.

4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues.

5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems.

O |
X O Z

X

x]

xI

6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects.

7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules.

xI

8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work.

9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner.

I

10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.

11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality
Program Manual requirements.

12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and
effectively conducted inspections.

13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering
Design Procedures(s).

14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals
from third-party’s in a timely manner.

15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner.

16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes.

xI
Oo/o/oo|o|o|no o

X

U
X

X
U

U
X

xI

Oooo|o|jo|o|o|o|/o/o|o|ooo|o|g @
x]

) I A I | O I
) I O I | O I O

1| [x]
00 O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page 3 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Mr. Miramontes has excellent qualification and education background in construction

administration of transportation projects. He has always worked towards partnering and

fairness for all stakeholders. Highly recommend this firm and individual.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review %"\ 16
K=" 3/1/2021
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-31 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE PS?OlZiage 10f3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Anser Advisory Management, LLC
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Alice Hsu, Director of Engineering, Program

1. _Management
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Exact Name of Responding Firm
1 Gateway Plaza

Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles, CA, 90012

City State Country Zip Code
213-418-3113

Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email
5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Anser is providing construction management supplemental service for the
Division 20 Portal Widening Turnback Project.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. OO0 X | O O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ololm|o [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ 0lm | o [
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. OO0 X | O O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. sRE=RE~Ai= [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololo X
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. O|lol x| O =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. 0Olo0lolK =
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololx N
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololo K
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Olololo X
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Ololm!o O
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Ololm|O =
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals 0O/lo0lolm O
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O /0ol O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O 10O X O O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE osrome O

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Metro appreciates the open line of communication and expertise of Anser

Advisory staff. They have a level of professionalism that is unprecedented.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.
Score

Proposer’s status after review 15/&

Odley, \W 212221

Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date

METRO MM20-30
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

PS70129
Page 1 of 3

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Anser Advisory Management, LLC
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1 Ward Maxwell, PE Riverside County Transportation Department Construction Manager

Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Anser Advisory Management, LLC

Exact Name of Responding Firm

3 2950 Washington Street

Physical / Mailing Address
Riverside, CA 92504

City State Country Zip Code
4. Phone (951) 955-8614 Cell (951) 346-6335 wmaxwell@rivco.org
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5.  Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Construction Management of Avenue 66 Grade Separation Project ($33M Construction Value)
in Mecca CA

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020




FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
®  S—SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E - EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1. Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. OOl O O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ololo O
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace O 0Ol O O
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O | OO O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Ololo O
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Ololo O
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Ololo O
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Ololo O
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Ololo =
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Ololo =
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11.  Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Ololo =
Program Manual requirements.
12.  Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Ololo O
effectively conducted inspections.
13.  Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Ololo O
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Ololo O
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O O g O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O | OO O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Anser has consistently been working on County CIP projects since 2014. They are also a selected

consultant for the County on-call. They are a trusted consultant and would contract with them in

the future.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16
[ NV, Apad K 03/11/21
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE ngge 6-29
(0]

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW)
HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

MNS Engineers, Inc.
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1 Andy Gill, PE Senior Bridge Engineer

Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Caltrans, Office of Structures Construction
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 35S. LaPatera Lane, Suite E
Physical / Mailing Address

Goleta CA Santa Barbara 93117
City State Country Zip Code

4. 805 692 6832 805 705 1201 andy.gill@dot.ca.gov
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm
Providing On-Call Construction Engineering and Inspection services to Caltrans for Structures projects in District 5 region

METRO 19-117CO
RFP NO. PS66383MC077 6-29 V1.0
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FORM V1.0

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

PS70129

Page 2 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O | 0Ok | O O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Olololo
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements. bl
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace Olo|o|w O
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 1glgilg X
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. sRE=RE~Rl= [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. O|lo|x|O [
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. sEE=RE~ A= [
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work.
p y prop g Ol0ololo v
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner.
p /supp y Ol0ololo i
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olo|x|O [
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Olololo K
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and O|o|ol|x =
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olololo )
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olololo
from third-party’s in a timely manner. il

METRO 19-117CO
RFP NO. PS66383MC077 6-30 V1.0


http://www.mta.net/�

15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner.
16.  Consultant mitigated claims and changes.

O
.

vl
Chk]
[

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS?OlngRM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

_altrans' contrac s for Constructic spection and Engineering
during construction phase. I'm pleased with the MNS contract manager, Greg
Tal vided.He u strives to
provide staff that with matching skills and experience. Several of the questions
above-are-outside-scope-of ourcd ontract-with-MNS —so-Hrated-those items

as N/A. Thank you.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Pro status-after review 16
2\\%}1@\
Past erience/Performance Team Member Da\te
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FORM V1.0
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE ]I:gge 6-29
O

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE 1S TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW)
HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

MNS Engineers, Inc.
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Kelly Fisher, Public Works Project Manager
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

City of Agoura Hills

* Exact Name of Responding Firm
3. 30001 Ladyface Court
Physical / Mailing Address
Agoura Hills CA Los Angeles 91301
City State Country Zip Code
4, (818)597-7338 kfisher@agourahillscity.org
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5.  Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Construction Management on US 101/Palo Comado Canyon Road Interchange

METRO 19-117CO
RFP NO. PS66383MC077 6-29 V1.0



Los Angalas County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

FORM V1.0
PS70129
Page 2 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN "X" IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR 15 NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

S — SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAEN'S FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

| Fail | Pass |
u |s |6 |E o

1.  Consultant accomplished /performed work being evaluated. O O 0K O
2. Consultant provided experienced design andfor project managers —

with abilities needed to meet contract requirements. O gjo -
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace olololm 0

(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4.  Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O[O 0] [l
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Olololm 0
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololms 0
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olololx 0
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. olololo ®
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololm 0O
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health

Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements. 0|00 L
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality

Program Manual requirements. O|/0|0|® =
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and

effectively conducted inspections. ojgjo|= L]
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering

Design Procedures(s). o|g|o|= O
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals .

from third-party’s in a timely manner. O |ojd|& n

METRC 19-117CO
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15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner.

||
Ojx
OO

16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes.

FORM V1.0
PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Autharity

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

25’45.: Nere THE fharo Lomabe ATER CHANGS /S

St Ve ConsTRUCTION . No e yms MHave

Peep SuEmiTTED 7o WTE

THE Ci7y Has HRED MAS T Provibe lnt SeRviCeS

Fog AN ylasmine Llipoe P&a:rzc:*r.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer's status after review 16
m ’:L,,Z. _,- Y,
Past Exq%ierév’lPerformance Team Member Date
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FORM V1.0
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE :’;ge 6-29
o

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW)
HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

e ——————————
SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

MNS Engineers, Inc.
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1.  Mike Hennawy PE, City Engineer

Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative
City of Santa Clarita

Exact Name of Responding Firm
23920 Valencia Boulevard

Physical / Mailing Address

Santa Clarita CA Los Angeles 91355
City State Country Zip Code

4. (661)286-4056 mhennawy@santa-clarita.com
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5.  Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm
Construction Management on 1-14/ Golden Valley Road Bridge Widneing, Newhall Ranch

Road Bridge Widening

METRO 19-117CO
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
—

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page 2 of 3

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE

CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL

REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS

SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

S ~ SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY

IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

G —-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION

E - EXCEPTIONAL:
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

| Fail | Pass
U |s |6 |E N

1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O | O O O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ololmr|O O

with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace 0 0lol® 0

(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O/ Oolg|l X Il
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Olololx 0
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Ololm|o O
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Ololm| O 0
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Ololslo O
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Ololol = 0
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Ololm|O O

Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality

Program Manual requirements. L] OB |0 -
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and

effectively conducted inspections. . o|x|0 0
13.  Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering

Design Procedures(s). oo L [
14.  Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals

from third-party’s in a timely manner. OO | U O

METRO 19-117CO
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15.  Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner.
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes.

(]
([

00

] 1o
(]

FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page 3 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

MNS has provided the City with Construction Management and Inspection services on several

bridge and roadway improvement projects. They have provided experienced and knowledgeable

staff to successfully manage these projects. The City would certainly contract with MNS on

future construction projects and would recommend them to Metro.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer's status after review 16
A 2-(7-202]
ﬁastxperienceIPerformance Team Member Date
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 10f3

ortation Authority

Los Angeles County Metroj
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

olitan Transp

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Zephyr UAS, Inc.
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

Performance Evaluation for Jacqueline Patterson and Zephyr UAS team

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Mr. Aaron Franklin, Senior Manager, Quality Assurance/Compliance
Name & Title of Responding Firm({s) Representative

2. _Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LA Metro)
Exact Name of Responding Firm

had

One Gateway Plaza
Physical / Mailing Address

__Los Angeles CA USA 90012
City State Country Zip Code
4. _213-922-1317 FranklinA@metro.net
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Zephyr UAS, inc is providing Construction Management Services for LA Metro's
Division 20 Portal Widening & Turnback Facility Project in Downtown LA.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



FORM V1.0

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE 5S70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportatlon Authority -
SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U-UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S -SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
e G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
¢ E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass ]
U S G E gl
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O 10X O O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers 0lolx!lo 0
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonsirated ability to hire, maintain, and replace 0lolx!lo O
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. OO glog
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. 0Olnolols O
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololo )
N
7.  Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Ololxr!o O
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Olololo 52
A
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Ololx!lo O
10.  Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health 0lolxr!lo O
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality 0lolol K O
Program Manual requirements. =
12.  Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololsx O
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering olololo =
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals 0lolx!lo O
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O/ giglK ]
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. OO O ]
METRO MM20-30
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FORM V1.0

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Zephyr UAS as part of the Division 20 Portal Widening and Turnback project has performed

exceptionally well.

Resident Engineers, Inspectors and other Construction Support Staff

employed under Zephyr, have been professional and dedicated to assisting Metro in delivering a

successful project.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score

Proposer’s status after review %\ / ; ; 2, 16
Aaron C. Franklin - Senior Manager Quality Assurance/Compliance 02/10/2021

Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date

METRO MM20-30
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129 FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

ML YR O

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

T Cluestionnale Purposs | Introduction —— @

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
{DENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Zephyr UAS, Inc.

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR

1. Mr. Dave Sanders, Senior Safety Specialist - Construction
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. _Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LA Metro)
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. _ One Gateway Plaza
Physical / Mailing Address
__Los Angeles CA USA 90012
City State Country Zip Code
4. 213-210-7034 SandersDa@metro.net
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email
5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Zephyr UAS, Inc is providing Construction Management Services for LA Metro's
Division 20 Portal Widening & Turnback Facility Project in Downtown LA.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. P570129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE oy ORU VIO
QUESTIONNAIRE i

N ey i

Los Anaeles Counﬂ Metropolitan Transportatlon Authority

SECTION 3:- OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
¢ S._ SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
®  G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
[ Fall [ Pass ]
v |s | |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. ool A [ ]
2.  Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ololo|ls ]
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3.  Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace Olololm 0
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4.  Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O (o0 ]
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. ololols 0
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Oololo 0
4
7.  Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Ol olol= 0O
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Olololm 0
['9. Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner.
| P e Y o|o|o O
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Ololols 0
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Ololo 0
Program Manual requirements. -
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Ololo 0
effectively conducted inspections. =
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering
1>
Design Procedures(s). o jojg =
14, Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olololm 0]
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O/glo =3 ]
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. Oigigl ™ [}
METRO MM20-30
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FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page 3 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

ML RO

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)
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Lt T4 # P, S Tabff Conce Tend S7a ry o~Tml of

T re PRovecT sced ST Tiey TReoduws Coa SoatTT TR

- /
“RP=x o Qfg_sﬁ Ens Gae T Zs Glemzg Skag)
r
acﬁ' oI T s S - e {;-7:5_ Cg—,:drqwﬂ"“ Sl 5

T e P PRV Ty .. tsoucs T T Co " 7Re e TDW TD @ -les &

C T e T Qp.,\gl“..c_,,c_,_ — mq‘_“-w‘,;_.\,\‘)_ e &l T~

~

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference oniy.

The Experiencef/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review Lb
M"D ot S\ngef‘) @\NS A’ H- ZJO-(_&'
Past Experience/Perforﬁnance Team Member Date

METRO MM20-30
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Tran rtation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Zephyr UAS, Inc.

Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

——— e T eeeeemm e s e e
SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Mrs. June Susilo, Deputy Executive Officer - Program Management
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. _Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LA Metro)
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. One Gateway Plaza
Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles CA USA 90012
City State Country Zip Code
4. 562-524-0532 SusiloJ@metro.net
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

i

Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Zephyr UAS, Inc is providing Construction Management Services for LA Metro's
Division 20 Portal Widening & Turnback Facility Project in Downtown LA.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29
ISSUED: 12.23.2020

Vi.0



FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Anﬂeles County Metropolitan Trnnsportnhun Authnrlt‘,

T T T T e ——————
SECTION 3. OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN "X" [N THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U- UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS [N DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR 1S NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
®  S-SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
[ Fail T Pass |
v [s |e |E o
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. OO0l X O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Olololx 0
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements. =
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace ololo| 0
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4, Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. R R KD O
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems.
3 il Gl O
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects.
P ! i D(o|O|®||O
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules.
pe Proj O|Oo|O O
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work.
P y cost prop s Djo|m|O||DO
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner.
g G ' oDlo|m|O]||O
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health olololm= 0O
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Ololmlo 0
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and olololr M
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering
Design Procedures(s). ODjojo|n U
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals wQlEalw 0
from third-party’s in a timely manner, [
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. OO0 0K O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. ODIglX|O a
METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0

ISSUED: 12.23.2020



EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

FORM V1.0

PS70129
Page 3 of 3

QUESTIONNAIRE

B Y I R e
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Jackie Patterson and her team at Zephyr are professional, organized, competent, responsive, and
exceed Metro's expectations on supporting the project. Innovative, cooperative, and a team player.
As a project manager in Program Management | would not hesitate to contract with Ms. Patterson
and her firm on future contracts.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score

Proposer's status after review 16
M M/ 02/22/2021

Past Expeﬂénce!Perfonnance Team Member Date
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RFP No. PS70129

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0
PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Advanced Mobility Group (Sub-consultant to Biggs Cardosa and Associates Inc.)

Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Virendra Patel, Transportation Program Manager

Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

5. City of Concord
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 1950 Parkside Drive
Physical / Mailing Address

Concord CA 94519
City State Country Zip Code

4. 925.330.0141 virendra.patel@cityofconcord.org
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm
The AMG team has provided services on various projects in the City of Concord. Activities
include: Signal Timing & Traffic Operations - AMG staff is assisting with the

operates on ATMS.now. AMG prnviﬂpc advanced ITS solutions for the Fif}r) inrlnﬂing fiber

design, signal upgrades, wireless communication, Smart City solutions, and other. Additional
services include general engineering, Construction support and inspection, staff augmentatiors
grant Writing; and community outreach.

METRO MM20-30 6-29 V1.0
RFP NO. PS70129
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE PS70129Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O 1 g|lgl X O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ololo [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ Ololo X
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 10Ol 01K O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Olololx [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololx =
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olol g =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Olololo X
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololx N
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Ololo N
Program Manual requirements. >
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olol g =
effectively conducted inspections. >
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olol g =
Design Procedures(s). >
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals O0lololx O
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O | OO O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O 1glgilg X

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020


http://www.mta.net/�

FORM V1.0

PS70129
Page 3 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

AMG has been our On Call consultant for all transportation engineering design and

construction management work. We extended their contract for additional 3 years.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16
W 2/17/2021
Past Experience\(Performance Team Member Date
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RFP No. PS70129

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Advanced Mability Group (Sub-consultant to Biggs Cardosa and Assaciates Inc.)
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Nader Shareghi, Director of Public Works
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

;. Mountain House Community Services District
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3 251 E. Main Street
Physical / Mailing Address

Mountain House CA 95391
City State Country Zip Code
4. 209.831.2300 nshareghi@sjgov.org
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5.  Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm
The AMG team has provided services on various projects in Mountain House since its 111ceptmn

- o o ' - - i - .
and '\ncpprl'\.nn' Eiber npﬁr installation assistance-and h'nciiug’ Eiber Master Plan rnuiam} Bid

document review and approval.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NQ. P570129 6-29 V1.0
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS7012;0RM V1o

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: "OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTEFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE, THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE [S DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
& .- UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT iS5 OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLETO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
s §_SATISFACIORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
e  G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
& E-— EXCHPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE,
i Fail | Pass |
u |s |c |E W
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. Yy {3 O 1
2. Consultant provided experienced design andfor preject managers Olololx u
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace olololo
{if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 1OoldlE [
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. ololo 0
243
6.  Comsultant provided timely resolution of design defects. olololm 0
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Ololo I
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work, aloiolo
9. Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner.
P fsupp ¥ rriololo il
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Ololo|lm []
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11, Consultant provided and effectively imnplemented Project Quality Olololx ]
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and
effectively conducted inspections. Do g m
13.  Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering 0lolo!lx O
| Design Procedures(s).
14, Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Oolololm O
from third-parky’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner, AR REN O
| 16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. Ol(ororo X]

METRO MM20-30
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FORM V1.0
PS70129

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

We would definitely contract with AMG again, since we are extremely satisfied with

their service.

To Pass Consuitant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skiil
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer's status after review i f
7
s . Y ) . .
Nedee 5 }\(Lz.u/yﬁ»’/m./ P / {4 / 9.1
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date
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RFP No. PS70129

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Advanced Mobility Group (Sub-consultant to Biggs Cardosa and Associates Inc.)
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Rob Shackelford, Construction Manager

Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Dewberry/Drake Haglan, Prime Consultant
Exact Name of Responding Firm

11060 White Rock Road, Suite 200

3.
Physical / Mailing Address
Rancho Cordova CA 95670
City State Country Zip Code
4. 925.808.9927 RShackelford@Dewberry.com
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm
SR120/Union Road Interchange Project: AMG provided on-site and remote support for on-going
construction of a diverging diamond interchange in the City of Manteca. AMG was responsible for reviewing
and assessing contractor submittals, design changes throughout construction, construction area signage, and
traffic flows throughout the project area. During the project, traffic impacts due to construction activity were
addressed with crucial coordination between AMG and the City, Caltrans, contractor, and designer resulting
in minimal disruption to the local population. Project construction was completed in early 2021.

METRO MM20-30 6-29 V1.0
RFP NO. PS70129
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129FORM V10

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O 1 g|lgl X O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ololo [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ Ololo X
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 10Ol 01K O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Olololx [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololx =
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olol g =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Olololo X
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololx N
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Ololo N
Program Manual requirements. >
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olol g =
effectively conducted inspections. >
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olol g =
Design Procedures(s). >
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals O0lololx O
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O | OO O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O 1glgilg X

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129FORM V10

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

We include AMG on our team for multiple projects that requires Traffic/ITS services

during the construction phase.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review /L
@0/ o@j 2/z2 (2
. { 13
Past Expeneréefﬁerformance Team Member Date
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FORM V1.0

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Atlas Technical Consultants

Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Brad Wines, Project Manager
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

). Balfour Beatty
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 1501 Quail Street, Suite 130
Physical / Mailing Address

Newport Beach CA USA 92660
City State Country Zip Code
4. 949-357-2055 N/A
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Atlas Technical Consultants performed field inspection, soils testing, and other laboratory testing
services for the City of Bellflower Transit Station and Parking Lot project.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS?OlngRM V10

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
®  S—SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
e  E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O | gl Qg O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ololo [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ 0Ol o [
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 1glgilg
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Ololo [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. 0| o = =
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. 0| o = =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Olololo
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Ololmlo N
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health 0O | O N N
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality 0O | O N N
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and 0| o = =
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olololo ]
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals 0| o = =
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O | g O O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O |1 g O O

METRO MM20-30
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE PS7§129
age 30of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

This was the first time I've had the Owner request the testing laboratory be under contract with

us as the General Contractor. Atlas worked seamlessly with us and helped to maintain our budget.

They were very helpful in working through some soil issues we had and provided options for us

and the owner to review. I highly recommend Atlas.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 1516
Brad Wines Srad Weea 2/23/2021
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date
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PS70129
Page 1 of 3

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Alta Vista Solutions, an Atlas Company
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Karen Keal, Project Manager
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 585 S Santa Fe Ave
Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles CA USA 90012
City State Country Zip Code

4. (213) 694-4281 karen.keal@lacity.org
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Source inspection of material more than 30 miles outside of City of Los Angeles limits,
materials testing, facility audits, structural materials representation support.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020




FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U- UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S - SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
[ Fail [ Pass |
u |s |6 |E N
1.  Consultantaccomplished/performed work being evaluated. O|(Oo(x| O O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers O lo 0 0
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3.  Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace olololm 0
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. OO0 X O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. olololm 0
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. olololo 0
7.  Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olololm O
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Oololomlo 0
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo 5
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Oolololo 5
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Olololm 0O
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololm 0
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering olololo B
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals olololm 0
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O |1 O O O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. Olgololo |

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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QUESTIONNAIRE Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

| would contract with Alta Vista Solutions again as they have provided great value and expertise

to our project for the past few years and continue to do so.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review_— 16
C //( (( / (4 ( 2121/2021
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date
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PS70129
Page 1 of 3

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONISULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Alta Vista Solutions, an Atlas Company
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Niraj Vora, Project Manager
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 1 Gateway Plaza
Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles CA USA 90012
City State Country Zip Code

4. (213) 806-9181 VoraN@metro.net
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Materials assessment and evaluation for quality assurance and verification, materials
engineering, testing oversight, and source inspection for the Patsaouras Plaza Busway project

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129FORM vi.0

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

Los Ang_]eles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESITION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U-—UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUAITTON CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
e E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
[ Fail | Pass |
u |s |c |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O (OO0 O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ol o 0 O
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant deimonstraltted ability to hire, maintain, and replace O Ol o O
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O i1 golgoilg X
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Ololo O
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. olololo
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Oolololo
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Ololo O
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Oolololo
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Ololo O
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Projedt Quality Ololo O
Program Manual requirements.
12.  Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Ololo O
effectively conducted inspections.
13.  Consultant effectively implemented requiremejnts for Engineering Ololo O
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olololo
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O O gd O
16. Consultanlt mitigated claims and changes. O i1glg O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Alta Vista performed all necessarily QA duties and in a timely manner.

Two PM transitions occured during the Contract and qualified replacement

was provided in a timely manner.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16
7 | ?\/_ - 2/18/21
Past Experienge/Performance Team Member Date
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PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Pacifica Services, Inc.
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Rueben Smith Vice Chancellor & Chief Facilities Executive
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Los angeles Community College District (LACCD)
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 770 Wishire Blvd 6th Floor
Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles CA USA 90017
City State Country Zip Code

4. 213.891.2048 626.423.2048 smithrc@laccd.edu
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

BuildLACCD Bond capital construction program. $9.6B school construction renovation building program.
Also responsible for real estate, facilities, planning and development for the entirer LACCD District.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
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FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
®  U- UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O | gl Qg O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ololo [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ 0Ol o [
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O |1 gl g O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Ololo [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. 0| o = =
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olol g =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Olol g =
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. 0O | O N N
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Ololo N
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Ololo N
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olol g =
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olol g =
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olol g =
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O | OO O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O |1 gl g O

METRO MM20-30
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FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page 3 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Overall exceptional service and quality work.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.
Score

E
222f

Past Eﬂp(ejiencbﬁerformance Team Member Date

Proposer’s status after review
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QUESTIONNAIRE £S70129

FORM V1.0

Page 10of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introdu-ctlon

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS

IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

M
SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Pacifica Services, Inc,

Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1, James Cohen EO/PM WPLE Section 1

Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2, Metro

Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 5055 Wilshire Blvd Suite 400

Physical / Mailing Address

LA CA USA 90036
City State Country Zip Code
4, 323.900.2114 Cohenja @metro.net
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Provided staff augmentation to the WPLE Section 1 Project. Please note that the responses to the questions raised below

are related to only the staff provided to the Project.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE P?::.(;izzg of

Los Angelos County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION [S TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION, THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

e  {- UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NO'T' BEING ABLETO SATISEY. CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

e  5-SATISFACIORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS, AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

¢ G-GOOD: PEREFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

o  [-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

[ Fail | Pass |
u |s |c |E W
1. Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. olo|jo|x O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers olololm 0
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace glololo o)
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
2. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O|a O O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. olololm O
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. olololo &
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. ololol® 0
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. olaololo 5
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. olololo 5
10, Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health olololo &
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements,
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality glololo &
Program Manual requirements.
12, Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and ololelo 0O
effectively conducted inspections.
13, Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering ololm|o O]
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approva Is ololol= 0
from third-party's in a limely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. glolx®|d O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O|d|jx{d O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page 3 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Staff provided to the Project was well qualified and

performed the required tasks in a timely manner

and with good quality.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer ang its Key Participants.

Score
Prop07r' status 16
/ﬁ@peﬁencemeﬁormance Team Member ate

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-31

V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE TIEE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1. PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Pacifica Services, Inc.
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Andy Plumley, Former Assistant Chancellor
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. University of California, Riverside
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 3595 Canyon Crest Dr.
Physical / Mailing Address

Riverside CA United States 92521
City State Country Zip Code

4,  (951)827-7711 andy.plumley@ucr.edu
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Construction Management Services

METRO MMZ20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
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FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
®  U- UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
®  S-—SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
[ Fail | Pass |
N/
U S G E A
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. | Ol O & |
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers ololol e =
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace Oololols B
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. Olololx ]
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems.
P D|olo|m||O
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects.
P Y 8 D|olo|m||O
7.  Consultant developed and met established project schedules.
P Pro) D|olo|m||O
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work.
P y costprop e O|lo|D|E O
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner.
p [supp y olololr O
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Ololols =
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Ololols =
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Ololols =
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Ololole =
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Ololole =
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. | Ol O | & |
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. ] Ol Ol ]

METRO MMZ20-30
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Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review £
Andy Plumley, Former Assistant Chancellor 2/22/2 02 1
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date
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Page 10of 3
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Los Angeles County Metropolita Transportation Authority

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE MTA IN ITS ASSESMENT OF THE GENERAL PAST
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMAMCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE REPSONSIBLE FOR
PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSED (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION
AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

MARRS Services, Inc., 340 E. Commonwealth Ave., Fullerton, CA 92832
P:714.213.8650 | F: 714.213.8657
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Pedro Garcia, P.E., CCM, Civil Engineer, PM 1
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Engineering, Department of Public Works
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 1149 S. Broadway, Suite 120
Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

City State Country Zip Code
4. P: (213) 847-0472 / C: 818-314-2402 pedro.garcia@lacity.org

Primary / Main Telephone No. Primary / Main Fax No.
5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding Firm

Contract No. C-115229 - Task B Potrero Canyon Remediation and Park Development Project Design and Construction Support
Services. Project involves grading of about 30 acres of the Canyon to create about 8 acres of wetlands to re-establish riparian habitat,
create ADA compliant trails and walkways for active park experience, provide landscaping and irrigation for the entire 30 acres.
Support facilities include low impact development parking area, public washroom and lift station to capture and recycle dry weather
drainage for the County of Los Angeles Environmental Compliance requirements.

EXHIBIT 16
RFP NO. AE71435MC080 EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE FORM V1.0



METRDO
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page 2of 3

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORMANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE
ASSESSED ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH
THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

U — UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL

REQUIRMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION

CONTAINS SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

S — SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY

IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

G - GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

E — EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

Fail Pass
U S G E N/A

1. Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. I:I |:| |:| I:I
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers with abilities A

needed to meet contract requirements. |:| |:| |:| |:|
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace (if necessary)

qualified personnel during the contract period. |:| |:| |:| |:|
4.  Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. I:I I:I I:I |:|
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. I:I |:| |:| |:|
6. Consultant provided timely resolution to design defects. |:| |:| |:| ,_l
7.  Consultant developed and met established project schedules. |:| |:| |:| |:|
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. I:I I:I I:I I:I
9. Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. I:I |:| |:| |:|
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Policies,

Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements. |:| |:| |:| |:|
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Program

Manual requirements. |:| |:| |:| |:|
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and effectively

conducted inspections. I:I I:I I:I I:I
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Design

Procedure(s). I:I |:| |:| |:|
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals from third-

party’s in a timely manner. |:| |:| |:| I:I
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. |:| |:| |:|
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. I:I |:| |:| |:|
17. Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again

with this Consultant? I:I |:| |:| I:I

RFP NO. AE71435MC080

EXHIBIT 16

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE FORM V1.0
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PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE

Padge 30of 3

METHRODO

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Riaz is very responsive and helpful, and his experience and effort in coordinating the work

of various sub-consultants was paramount to the successful completion of phase 1 of the
project.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve (12)
out of sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

(Note: The Technical Evaluation Team may determine any unsatisfactory identified as critical to
the procurement)

Score
Proposer’s status after review 14
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date
EXHIBIT 16
RFP NO. AE71435MC080 EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE FORM V1.0



FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE PS70129
Page 10of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE MTA IN ITS ASSESMENT OF THE GENERAL PAST
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMAMCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE REPSONSIBLE FOR
PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSED (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION
AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

__SECTION 1: PROF

MARRS Services, Inc., 340 E. Commonwealth Ave., Fullerton, CA 92832

P:714.213.8650 | F: 714.213.8657
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (C(

OSER

 SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Robert L. Gilbert, Chief Development Officer - (Retired 06/2020, new contact info provided below)
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2 Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA)
Exact Name of Responding Firm
7301 World Way West, 10th Floor - (Retired 06/2020)
3. Current address: 9709 Portofino Drive, Orlando, FL 32832
Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles, CA 90045

City State Country Zip Code
4. Current Phone No.: (571) 263-2533 Current email

Primary / Main Telephone No. Primary / Main Fax No. |,
5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding Firm

Contract No. C-115229 - Task B Potrero Canyon Remediation and Park Development Project Design and Construction Support
Services. Project involves grading of about 30 acres of the Canyon to create about 8 acres of wetlands to re-establish riparian habitat,
create ADA compliant trails and walkways for active park experience, provide landscaping and irrigation for the entire 30 acres.
Support facilities include low impact development parking area, public washroom and lift station to capture and recycle dry weather
drainage for the County of Los Angeles Environmental Compliance requirements.

EXHIBIT 16
RFP NO. AET1435MCO080 EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE FORM V1.0



PS70129

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR CRGANIZATION'S EIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY,

PLEASE PLACE AN "X" IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

® Ll UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER, AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

® 5-SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

®* G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

& [-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS, AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

[ Fail | Pass |
u |s |c |E A

1. Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. N E=ElE O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers olololg 0

with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace Ololols 0

(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O|(aol0] e O
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. ololols O
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. olololo ®
T Itant I t establish j hedules.

Consultant developed and met established project schedules olo|lo|x 0
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. ololol= 0
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. olololm 0
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health ololol= 0O

Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11.  Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality

Program Manual requirements. o |jojdjd o
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and

effectively conducted inspections. D|O0|0|®& 0
13.  Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering

Design Procedures(s). O jojog b
14, Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals

from third-party's in a timely manner. e S =
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. OO O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. oOilolOolo

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this Consultant?
(Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

METRO GA18-118
RFP NO. PS58330MCO75 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 11.19.18




PS70129

[ have known MARRS for almost 20 years and have had the pleasure of working with them throughout that period.

In fact they are working for LAWA and me now. 1can count on them to provide excellent and reliable consultant
services.

They have never failed to answer my call for professional engineering, project controls and even executive

advisory services. Their staff is always professional; their deliverables are always accurate and on time; and

they always stay on or under their budget. I would enthusiastically agree to be contacted should you

have any specoific questions. / ‘?37 M

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve (12)
out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill and
experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score

Proposer’s status after review _16
See signature above 6/2020

Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date

METRO GA18-118
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Page 1 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority:

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE MTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL PAST
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR
ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

MARRS Services, Inc., 340 E. Commonwealth Avenue, Fullerton, CA 92832
P: 714.213.8650 / F: 714.213.8657
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Timothy Lindholm, Executive Officer, Director of Capital Projects
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. One Gateway Plaza
Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles, CA Los Angeles 90012

City State Country Zip Code
4. (213) 922-7297 LindholmT@Metro.net

Primary / Main Telephone No. Primary / Main Fax No.

5.  Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm
2016-2020 (Ongoing): Metro Contract #PS26331 - CMSS for Metro Bus Projects
2011-2016: Metro Contract #PS1008002641 - Metro Bus Facilities Projects CMC
As-Needed Contracts - MARRS provided Resident Engineering, Office Engineering, Inspection,
Estimating and Scheduling for the $100 Million Division 13 Parking Garage and Bus Maintenance and
Operation Facility. Provided QA/QC and inspection for 13 other projects involving new construction and
retrofit.




FORM V1.0
PS70129
Page 20f 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

SECTION'3! OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORM! RN
IN THIS SECTICON, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE
ASSESSED ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S EIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY,
PLEASE PLACE AN "X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION, THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

¢ U-UNBATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISEY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS AFPEAR INEFFEGTIVE.

* S-BATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS, AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHIGH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE,

¢ E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANGCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

| Fall |  Pass |
u S G E NIA
1. Consultant accamplished/performed work being evaluated. O |00k O
Consultant provided experienced dssign and/or project ololola 0
managers with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace olololg O]
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4, Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance
—— O|o|o|X O
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems, oOlo|olm O
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. olololmn 0
7.  Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Ololo @, ]
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. olololm =
8. Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. OD|o|lolg 0
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract Ojg|o|l O
regquirements
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project olololg 0
Quality Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and ololo|lm O
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Olololn =
Engineering Design Procedures(s)
14. Consultant obtained pemmits, inspections and necessary olololr O
approvals from third-party's in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner O g|lgl ™ O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O |00 O
17.  Any other comments you would like to make such as would oiolo 7
you contract again with this Consultant? B




EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

~ FORMV1.0 |
PS70129

METHAO ey —
Los Angales County Metropolltan Transportation Authority

Page 3 of 3

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)
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To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

(Note: The Technical Evaluation Team may determine any unsatisfactory identified as critical to
the procurement)

Score

Proposer’s status after review 16

See above March 5, 2021
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date




EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE I Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Subconsultant: NSI Engineering
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1.  Michael Thomas, Principal
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Biggs Cardosa Associates, Inc.
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 500 S. Main Street, Ste. 1200
Physical / Mailing Address

Orange CA USA 92868
City State Country Zip Code

4. (714) 714-4665 (949) 287-8787 mthomas@biggscardosa.com
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Quality Management

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE S Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. OO0 X O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Olololx [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ 0l0lx [
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 1glgilg X
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. 0lololx [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololo X
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olololx =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. 0lololx =
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo X
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololo
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements. °
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Olololx N
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololo X
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olololo X
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olololo X
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. OO0 0 X O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O 1Ol X O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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Page 3 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

NSI Engineering provides best-in-class services in their speciality (Quality Management).

We have used them on many projects over the past 10+ years, and consider them one of

our preferred subconsultants on all our current and future projects.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’/?fstatus after review _16
AA March 10, 2021
Pastfxperience/Performance Team Member Date
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

NSI Engineering, Inc.
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Erin A. Hoy, President
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. PQM, Inc.
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 7711 Center Avenue, Suite 670
Physical / Mailing Address

Huntington Beach CA 92647
City State Country Zip Code
4. 818-397-2554 erin.hoy@pgminc.com
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Quality Management consulting services, including internal audits, ISO 9001:2015 subject matter experts

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
Vi
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. Olologl™ O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ololo &( [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ 0Ol o Iy/ [
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period. )
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 1glgilg U
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Ololo q [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololo Q(
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. 0| o Q/ = =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Olololo w
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo g/
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololo M/
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Ololo Q( N
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololo Q,
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olololo Q,
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olololo vI
from third-party’s in a timely manner. ,
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. Olologl ™ O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O 1glgilg q
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

NSI's team is very reliable and our team will work with them on every opportunity

we can. They excel in organization and problem solving on behalf of their teaming

partners and clients.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16
Erin A. Hoy %"—\ 02/22/2021
Past Expenence/Perform dam Member Date
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

NSI Engineering , for work related to the Sound Transit Puyallup Station Access and
Improvements Project
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Jeff Lehman / Associate

—_

Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

KPFF Consulting Engineers

N

Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 1601 Fifth Ave, Suite 1600
Physical / Mailing Address

Seattle WA United States 98101
City State Country Zip Code

4, 206-622-5822 206-622-5822 jeff.lehman@kpff.com
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

NSI's core role has been to provide Design Quality Management for the overall project. More specifically, NSI has or is
providing the following: Preparation of the project 's Design Quality Management Plan; Preparation of formal Design
Quiality Procedures, forms and checklists; Preparation of formal training modules and quick tips sheets for core design
quality procedures; Conducting audits and surveillance and preparing summary audit reports for Owner review;

| Responding to design team questions on quality procedures; Preparing continuous improvement requests, as needed in
response to audit findings; and Preparing for and facilitating bi-weekly meetings with the Owner.
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O (00X O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Olololx [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ 0lolx [
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 1 Og|lQgl X O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Olololx [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololm =
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. O0lololx =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. O0lo0l0lx =
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo X
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololo X
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Olololx N
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and 0lololx O
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering 0lololx =
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olololo X
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. OO0 X O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O 1glgilg X
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Nate: if no additional comments sa indicate helow )

Carrie Cabak, as Design Quality Manager, and Eric Satrum as
Deputy Design Quality Manager have been great to work with
throughout the current project. They have been very thorough in all
of their efforts to date, including from procurement to this 3/4 point in
the design schedule. They have made themselves available to the
Team for questions and provided a very supportive environment for
what can be a rather daunting aspect of everyday design. Both
Carrie and Eric have been very collaborative and creative in
solutions to any issues that may arise on the project, including how
to identify root cause of issues they see come up in audits and then
implement effective improvement requests to improve help improve
the Team's performance on future quality audits. The Owner has
been very happy with their collaborative approach as well. We
would definitely consider contracting with NSI again to provide
Design Quality Management for our next project.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for thie reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer's status after review 16
Jeff Lehman/Associate - KPFF Consulting Engineers 3/16/2021
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date

/%J L - Ao 32021
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Diaz Yourman & Associates  (Subconsultant)
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Mr. Rudy Emami, Public Works Director
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. City of Anaheim
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 200 South Anaheim Boylevard, Suite 275
Physical / Mailing Address

Anaheim CA USA 92803
City State Country Zip Code

4. 714-765-5065 remami@anaheim.ng
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

b

Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Anzheim Regiona! Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC), Phase | - Diaz Yourman & Associate:téol:)YA) provided geotechnical investigations and reports for the Main Building,
concourse Bridge, Service Yard Building, Douglass Road Bridge, tunnels, retaining walls, statio nplatform, and parking lots. In addition to conventional recommendations,

DYA performed site-specific seismic desians based on Caltgrans AREMO_ and AASHTO quidelines. DYA's innovative approach to foundation solutions contributed to the

City’s saving neerly one million dollars in construction costs. This approach included performing deep dynamic compaction witi a mat foundation system, ratfier than the

costly pile foundetion system. DYA's effective communication with Caltrans staff ensured timely approvals of the geotechnical submittals. Project Completion Date: 12/2014

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

=

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

® U-UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

® 5_—SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

® E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

| Fail | Pass |
'u |s |c |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O OO m O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ol ol o O
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements. ™
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace 0 Ololx 0O
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4.  Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O OO0 4 |
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Olo|o|g 0O
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. O ol ol O
7.  Consultant developed and met established project schedules. 0 olo 0O
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. O 0Ololw ]
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololwe 0O
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health O 0Ol O
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements. v |
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality [
Program Manual requirements. | D_ OO E O
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and
effectively conducted inspections. O/ojgw 0
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering
[ | Design Procedures(s). D O0|«a .
14, Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals
from third-party’s in a timely manner. OO _ 0w u
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. (O OO "\ O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. 'O 'Ol O M O
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

DYXA DD & AmAzavéa Jos Foft VS. I-

Leor Fofwano Teo wWolkwirXa W I1H THEM

Aot 1D TUE FoTu R .

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer's status after review 16
2/3/ il
Past E'xpﬁence/Performance Team Member Date
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QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Diaz Yourman & Associates (Subconsultant)
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Mr. William Farthing, Program Manager
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Mott MacDonald / Program Manager for OCTA
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 550 Main Street/ P.. Box 14184
Physical / Mailing Address

Orange CA USA 92863-1584
City State Country Zip Code

4. 714-560-5813 714-204-8683 (mobile) bfarthing@octa.net
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

OC Streetcar -- Project is a two-track streetcar system from the Santa Ana Regional Transportation Center (SARTC) in Santa Ana to the proposed Regional Transit
Connection and station in Garden Grove, approximately 4 miles. The project also included design of a maintenance and storage facility and two new bridge structures.
Diaz Yourman & Associates (DYA) provided a Phase | Hazardous Waste Environmental Site Assessment for the portion of the project within OCTA's Pacific Electric

Railway right-of-way from Harbor Blvd. to North Raitt Street and a geotechnical investigation for the entire alignment, including soil borings, laboratory analysis,
engineering analyses, and geotechnical reports. Design was completed June 2018; construction began November 2018, and DYA has been providing construction
support/observation services on an as-needed basis.
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
®  S—SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail [ Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O | 0O X | O O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers O0lolx!oO [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ 0/x= |0 [
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 1 g|X | Od O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. 0lolx!oO [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. O0lolx|o =
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. 0| o = =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. 0lolx|oO =
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo X
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololo =
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Olololo X
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and 0| o = =
effectively conducted inspections. =
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering 0lol x| o =
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals 0| o = =
from third-party’s in a timely manner. =
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O | O O O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O O O O
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 14
’WW 3/5/21
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date
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QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Diaz Yourman & Associates (Subconsultant)
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Mr. Scott McKenzie, PE, CEO
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. AZTEC Engineering Group, Inc.
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 2151 Michelson Drive, Suite 100
Physical / Mailing Address

City State Country Zip Code
4. 714-656-2805 602-509-8895 (mobile) smckenzie@aztec.us
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

This project was a design/build project to improve traffic flow and reduce congestions on |-15 between Cajalco Road Interchange and SR-60 by constructing tolled
express lanes in each direction. Improvements we mostly withing Right-of-Way (ROW), with a majority of improvements occurring within existing 1-15 median.
DYA's scope of work included geotechnical investigations for all roadway sections and prepared Materials Reports, Geotechnical Design Reports for roadway
sections and soundwalls, and Foundation Reports for retaining walls (standard and non-standard. DYA also performed geotechnical investigations and reports for
sign structure foundations and the preliminary investigation and recommendations for the Express Lanes Connector foundation.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O 00X O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Olololx [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ Ololo X
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 1glgilg X
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. 0O | O [ [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olol g =
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. 0lololmx =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. 0lololx =
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. 0O | O N N
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololx N
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality O0lolx!o N
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololo X
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering O0lolm|o =
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals O0lololx O
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O | OO O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O |1 gl g O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

We would (and have) contract with DYA on future projects. The DYA team is
focused on client satisfaction and in addition to their technical expertise and
commitment to delivery they are a pleasure to work with. We consider them
one of our preferred partners.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16
. L
44\g Z == -\“\55;}?*
£\ - 3/15/21
Pas((\\lﬂ\pear@ce/Performance Team Member Date

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-31 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020


http://www.mta.net/�

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

RFP PS70129
Page 1 of 3

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose |/ Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL PAST
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR
ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

GPA Consulting
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. _Carlos Montez, Senior Director-Highway Program
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. _Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 1 Gateway Plaza
Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles CA USA 90012
City State Country Zip Code

4. (213) 418-3241 montezc@metro.net
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

NEPA revalidation and updated technical studies, Environmental Commitments Record,
jurisdictional delineation, and regulatory permitting applications for the |-5 North HOV/Truck
Lanes project in Santa Clarita,




Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

FORM V1.0
REP PS70129

Page 2 of 3

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE
ASSESSED ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN "X" IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

S - SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY

IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

G - GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

E - EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

| Fail |  Pass |
u ] G E NIA

1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. e O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project olo 0 0

managers with abilities needed to meet contract requirements. FI
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace olololw 0

(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance

issues. ojgjo m’ =
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. olo E O 0
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. olo m 0 O
7.  Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Ol o w 0 0
8. Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. ‘will (= ﬁ O ]
9. Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. alog ﬂ 0 0
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health

Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract 0 R o &

requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project

Quality Program Manual requirements. 00 m - u
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and

effectively conducted inspections. ojojg|o -m
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for

Engineering Design Procedures(s). 0o gl O O
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary ololol® 0

approvals from third-party's in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. OiIgl®|O O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. Oilglalo O




EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE REP PS70129
Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

No additional comments.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill and
experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.
Score

Proposer’s statu r review Y

2 [ (" [U}
Past Ex7i(ence!PerfomTance Team Member Date




EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority:

FORM V1.0
RFP PS70129

Page1of3

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE 1S TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL PAST
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
PERFORMING WORK.

i

1

¢

|

i

PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR | |

ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE. |

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

GPA Consulting

Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

5.

Ernesto Chaves, Deputy Executive Officer, Program Management/Highway Program

Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Exact Name of Responding Firm

1 Gateway Plaza

Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles

CA USA
City

90012

State Country

(213) 418-3142
Primary / Main Telephone No.

Zip Code

chavese@metro.net

Alt. Telephone No.

Email

Brief Description of Work Performed for ﬁesponding firm

Section 4(f) and cultural studies and SR-710 South project.




EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE REP PS70129
Page 2of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE
ASSESSED ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/RIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X" IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
®  U-UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS ORWAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
¢ S-SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
[ Fail [ Pass l
U S G E N/A
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. Oigiga 0
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project O|olo|s 0
managers with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace Olololw 0
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance
issues. ojojojo =
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Ololols 0
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. olololo =
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Ololo 0
8. Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. olololo X
9. Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo =
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract Oo|o|ojo ot
requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Oolololo 2
Quality Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and olololo had
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for olololo R
Engineering Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary ololol 0
approvals from third-party's in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. Oi/gjigilrs= H|
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. g(g|g|a 3]




EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE REP PS70129

Page 3 of 3
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority:

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

T woeuld condrod—with Mris consullaat @%ml\\ .

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill and
experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 6

Past Experience/Performance Team Member

Date




FORM V1.0
RFP PS70129
Page 1 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL PAST
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW] HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR
ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

GPA Consulting
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. _lsidro Panuco, Senior Manager-Transportation Planning
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 1 Gateway Plaza
Physical / Mailing Address

Los Angeles CA USA 90012
City State Country Zip Code

4. (213) 418-3208 panucoi@metro.net
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5.  Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Environmental scoping, EIR/EIS, CIA, DRIS, Energy Study, and NES for the |-605 Corridor project.




FORM V1.0
RFP PS70129
Page 2 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE .

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE ~

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE
ASSESSED ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X" IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION, THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

e  U-UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.

® S-SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.

® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

e E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

l Fail ] Pass I
U S| G| E N/A
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O|g ﬂ O a
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project O lo ﬂ 0 0
managers with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace Olo m 0 0
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance
issues. 0o M : -
5. Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Oglol®|o 0
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololo ,B:
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olo w 0 0
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Olololo Pl
9. Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo ,ZT
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract Oo/ojo)o X
requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Olololo R
Quality Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololo ﬁ
effectively conducted inspections. -
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for
Engineering Design Procedures(s). Ojojgjo A
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary olol®lo 0
approvals from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. Olggg X
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O/ 0O O

(]




FORM V1.0
RFP PS70129
Page 3 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Tha corvachy "szb(vu'o\ 34500\ wle o e &‘7713}66\'

ovd (8 Yewmmand Wi K e siho o;“og)\mnd?eﬁ.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill and
experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

A Score
Proposer’s status after review k b
— .3z

Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date




EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

PS70129
Page 1 of 3

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

CAPO Projects Group
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

30200 Rancho Viejo Road Suite |

San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Curt Waggoner - Alternative Delivery Manager
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Sully-Miller Contracting Company
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 135 S State College Blvd
Physical / Mailing Address
Brea, CA USA 92821

City State Country Zip Code
4. (714) 578-9600 (714) 319-6309
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Scheduling - Baseline, Updates, TIAs, What if scenarios

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



http://www.mta.net/�

FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
®  S—SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail [ Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O |1go/g| X O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Olololx [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ O0l0l [
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 1glgilg X
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Ololo [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololo X
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olololx =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Olol g =
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo X
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololo
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements. -
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Olololx N
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololo N
effectively conducted inspections. g
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olololo X
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olololo X
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O (OO 1
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O |1 0O/0 X O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page 3 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

| have been working with CAPO for the past (4) years. The majority of my

of my direct experience was with my previous employer, Griffith Company, on

the LAWA Utilities and LAMP Enabling Projects which was a progressive design-

build project supporting LAWA's ConRAC, APM and ITF West Projects. CAPO

demonstrated the ability to manage multiple individual schedules that were

incorporated into an enterprise schedule that allowed for the holistic evaluation of

the program in a real time basis. My experience was very positive and | continue to

work with CAPO at my current employer Sully-Miller.
To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16
\ SN g~ 223021
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-31 V1.0
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FORM V1.0
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

CapoProjectsGroup[CPG]
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. _TravisSpraguePrincipalEngineer
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. _Inland EmpireUtilities Agency
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 6075Kimball Ave
Physical / Mailing Address

Chinc CA USA 9170¢
City State Country Zip Code

4. (909)993- 160C (909)635- 5297 tsprague@ieua.o
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

CapoProjectsGroup[CPG] providesprojectschedulingservicedor the
IEUA Engineeringdepartmentrom planningthroughconstructiorphases.The
alsoprovideprojectspecificsupportsuchasreview of the contractomaselineschedule

monthly contractorschedulaipdate time impactanalysischangeorderandestimating

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
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FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE ot

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O | O|g|xX O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Olo0l0lx [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ Ololo X
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. OO0l g|X O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Olololk [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololo X]
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olololkx =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Olololo X
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololx N
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Olololx N
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololo X
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olololo X
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olololo X
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O (g|go|d X
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O | oldg|X O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
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Page 3 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

| am look forward to the Agency's continued working relationship with CPG.

We are confident CPG's professional ability to technically evaluate projects
schedules for the Agency and critically review the schedules provided by
representatives
of the company and they have the ab|I|ty to work eaS|Iy within our group and

g expertise.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16
s S 3/3/202:
Past Experience/lgerformance Team Member Date
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

CAPO Group
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Scott Lopian, Sr. Construction Administrator
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Eastern Municipal Water District

Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 2270 Trumble Road
Physical / Mailing Address

Perris CA USA 92572
City State Country Zip Code
4, 951-928-3777 x-4833 951-300-3096 lopians@emwd.org
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

CAPO Group has been providing as-needed scheduling services of our CIP projects during
the construction phase of our Capital Program for a number of years.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O Oog|= O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Ololm!lo [
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ 0lolx [
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 1 g|l®|Od O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. Ololm!lo [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololo X
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Ololx|o =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Ololx|o =
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo X
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololo X
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality O0lolx!|o N
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololo b
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olololo X
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olololo X
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O |/1go|lg|x® O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O |1 gl g O
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QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

District has found the CAPO Group to bring value to the management of our Capital Program.
Their staff come from different industry sectors and can provide lessons learned with real
experience markers for all tasks and/or issues presented. The District likes CAPOs ability to
have a diverse workforce which provides us lots of opportunity for success due in part to their
level of experience throughout the industry. CAPOs ability to understand scheduling,
estimating and claims support has been instrumental in keeping the District out of court and

Dis omanv of o neichboring

Agencies.

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposger’s status after review 16
I
Sas e 02/24/2021
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles_ County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Proposer and Key Participants shall each submit a total of three (3) completed
forms (demonstrating satisfactory or above ratings) from current or past clients. At
least 2 of 3 questionnaires must be from past projects completed within the last 5
years. If Proposer is a Joint Venture or partnership, each Joint Venture member or
partner must provide a total of three (3) completed forms. Metro will validate the

information.

Questionnaire Purpose | Introduction

FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE |5 TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE
GENERAL PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A CONTRACTOR, SUBCONTRACTOR, OR OTHER
ENTITY THAT WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. CONTRACTOR (IDENTIFIED
CONTRACTOR IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE

SECTION 1: CONTRACTOR/SUBCONTRACTOR IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Guida Survenying, Inc.

Name of Contractor/Subcontractor/Other Entity

|

SECTION 2: [DENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1 Hamid (Tony) Rahimain

Name & Title of Responding Firm({s) Representative

3 HDR Inc.

Exact Name of Responding Firm
3230 El Camino Real, STE 200

Physical / Mailing Address

Irvine CA U.S. 92602
City State Country Zip Code

4 714.730.2435 tony.rahimian@hdrinc.com
Primary / Main Telephone No. Fax No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Professional Land Surveying

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29
ISSUED: 12.23.2020
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Los Anque-ﬁ_ County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

FORM V1.0
PS70129
Page 2 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

SECTION 3. OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGAMNIZATIONS SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OWERALL
PERFORAMCE OF THE CONTRACTOR IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONTRACTOR IN QUESTION IS TO BE
ASSESSED ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONTRACTOR ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN “X' IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONTRACTOR IN QUESTION. THE SCALE |5 DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

U — UNSATISFACTORY: COMTRACTOR IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL

REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE

S5— SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS

SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTICONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY

IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY
G- GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS

SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

E— EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION

CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

| Fail | Pass |
u 5 G E NIA
1. Contractor accomplished/performed work being evaluated. Qo []
2. Contractor provided experienced design andfor project
managers with abilities needed to meet contract requirements. OO0 = O
3. Contractor demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace
(if necessary) gualified personnel during the confract peried. OO0 @ [
4. Contractor provided a timely response to nonconformance
S O(ojgja| |
5. Contractor exercised initiative to solve problems. Olololm []
6. Contractor provided timely resolution of design/construction
defects. O|ga|m U]
7.  Contractor developed and met established project schedules. Ololole [
8. Contractor provided timely cost propesals for changed work. Olololm H
9.  Contractor paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo ]
10. Contractor provided effective Occupational Safety & Health
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract I dd) o ]
requirements
11. Contractor provided and effectively implemented Project
Quality Program Manual requirements. I IR R [
12. Contractor provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and
effectively conducted inspections. Oojgjgd (]
13. Contractor effectively implemented requirements for
Engineering Design Procedures(s) O0og|m 0
14. Contractor obtained permits, inspections and necessary
approvals from third-party's in a timely manner. O(ojo|d E
15. Coniractor effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner (ol O
16. Contractor mitigated claims and changes. O (glialm ]

METRO MM20-30
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles_ County Metropolitan Trans portation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Contractor? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

This Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the
skill and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16
_'_‘,a-"" -
ﬁﬁ; 4 //M February 22, 2019
= :
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE - 01;3““ LAl
QUESTIONNAIRE —~—rFr
Mt nofl

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority—:

Proposer and Key Participants shall each submit a total of three (3) completed
forms (demonstrating satisfactory or above ratings) from current or past clients. At
feast 2 of 3 questionnaires must be from past projects completed within the last §
years. If Proposer Is a Joint Venture or partnership, each Joint Venture member or

partner must provide a total of three (3) completed forms. Metro will validate the
information.

Questiomrabe Pwpose / Intraduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE
GENERAL PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A CONTRACTOR, SUBCONTRACTOR, OR OTHER
ENTITY THAT WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. CONTRACTOR (IDENTIFIED
CONTRACTOR IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE
FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: CONTRACTOR/SUBCONTRACTOR IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Guida Survenying, Inc.
“Name of Contractor/Subcontractor/Other Entity

G

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1 Joe El Harake, Parsons Corporation - Vice President
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Parsons Corporation
Exact Name of Responding Firm

2201 Dupont Drive, Ste 200

3.
Physical / Mailing Address
- Irvine CA u.s. 92612
“City State Country Zip Code
4, 949.333.4500 joe.harake@parsons.comn
Primary / Main Telephone No. Fax No. Emai

5. " Bref Description of Work Performed for Responding fim

Professional Land Surveying

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE o
QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Trans portation Autharity:

PageZof 3

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCEPERFORMANCE

IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANZATIONS SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONTRACTOR IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONTRACTOR (N QUESTION IS TO 8E
ASSESSED ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE GONTRACTOR ONLY.

PLEASE PLACE AN "X IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONTRACTOR IN QUESTION THE SCALE kS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:

U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONTRACTOR IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR S NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEARTNEFFECTIVE.

S— SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
‘SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED; BUT APPEAR ORLY SATISFACTORY —

G —GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SONE MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.

E— EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION

¥

i INS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.

IFalll

Contractor accomplished/performed work being evaluated.

Contractor provided expesienced design and/or project
managers with abilities needed o meet contract requirements.

M | m

Contractor demonstrated abdity %o hire, mamtain, and replace
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the confract period.

N

Contractor provided a timely response to nonconformance
issues.

(]

[ I B ]

Contractor exercised initiative to solve problems.

Contractor provided timely resolution of design/construction
defects.

N0

Contractor ceveloped and met estabiished project schedules.

Contractor provided fimely cost proposals for changed work.

Contractor paid subcontractoss/suppliers m a timely manner.

N
HIODOR|OREOOE

O

10.

Confractor provided effectve Occupational Safety & Health
Policies, Procedures & Programs fto meet contract
requirements

N

1.

Contractor provided and effectively implemented Project
Quality Program Manual requirements,

O O

12.

Ol

Contractor provided Quality Control inspection Instructions and
effectively conducted inspections.

|

13.

Contractor effectively implemented requirements for
Engineering Design Procedures(s)

=

14.

Contractor obtained permits, nspections and necessary
approvals from third-pasty’s in a timely manner.

15.

Contraclor effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner

16.

Contractor mitigated claims and changes.

OO0O00|0|0| 0 |0o|oo|jo|ob|jo>ge

OO0oogg] 0 (ooo|joj0jg|bjdfe

OOoo|o|jg0|0] O (og|o|jojojo|bjode
N

OO0 O
N & | O
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FORM V1.0
PS70129

Page3of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Autherity

Any other comments you would like to make such as wouid you contract again with this
Contractor? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

This Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the
skill and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

I’d , V? Score
C éropose S érgvlt;\vif e
?
2-25-20(%
Date

Past Experience/Performance Team Member
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FORM V1.0
PS70129
Page 10of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority—:

Proposer and Key Participants shall each submit a total of three (3) completed
forms (demonstrating satisfactory or above ratings) from current or past clients. At
least 2 of 3 questionnaires must be from past projects completed within the last 5
years. If Proposer is a Joint Venture or partnership, each Joint Venture member or
partner must provide a total of three (3) completed forms. Metro will validate the
information,

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE
GENERAL PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A CONTRACTOR, SUBCONTRACTOR, OR OTHER
ENTITY THAT WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. CONTRACTOR (IDENTIFIED
CONTRACTOR IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE
FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

SECTION 1: CONTRACTOR/SUBCONTRACTOR IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Guida Survenying, Inc.

Name of Contractor/Subcontractor/Other Entity
|

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1 Thomas lonta, PE Vice President

Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. TransSystems
Exact Name of Responding Firm

6 Hutton Center Drive, STE 1250

Physical / Mailing Address

Santa Ana CA u.s. 92707
City State Country Zip Code

4 714.708.6891 tmionta@transystems.com
Primary / Main Telephone No. Fax No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Professional Land Surveying

METRO MM20-30 6-29 V1.0
RFP NO. PS70129
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



FORM V1.0
PS70129
Page 2 of 3

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
QUESTIONNAIRE

Los Angeles_County Metropolitan Transportation Authorit )t

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONTRACTOR IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONTRACTOR IN QUESTION iS TO BE
ASSESSED ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONTRACTOR ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X" IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONTRACTOR IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U -UNSATISFACTORY: CONTRACTOR IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN. OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE
e E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
Fall | Pass |
u S G E NA
1.  Contractor accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O 10 ]
2. Contractor provided experienced design and/or project
h R . v
managers with abilities needed to meet contract requirements. O |0 |0 O
3. Confractor demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace
- ] il . ! v
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period. 00|00
4. Contractor provided a timely response to nonconformance
) v
issues. 00 |d(0d
5. Contractor exercised initiative to solve problems. 0O |0 0Ol @
]
6. Contractor provided timely resolution of design/construction
defects. O (0|00
7.  Contractor developed and met established project schedules. OO |O N
8. Contfractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. OO0 0
9. Conftractor paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. OlOololg
10. Contractor provided effective Occupational Safety & Health |
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract OO 10O O
requirements
11. Contractor provided and effectively implemented Project
o : v
Quality Program Manual requirements. O (0|0 0
12. Contractor provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and
; : . v
effectively conducted inspections. = O O
13. Contractor effectively implemented requirements for
y . . v
Engineering Design Procedures(s) 0 (0|0 O
14. Contractor obtained permits, inspections and necessary
N Iy v
approvals from third-party's in a timely manner. 0o |g|o
15. Contractor effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner L (D g
16. Contractor mitigated claims and changes. O g laglig 3

METRO MM20-30 6-29
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE | —— Ty

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Contractor? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Guida does excellent work and they will be on my team for future Proposals, such as the Metro SR-91 WB PS&E

This Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the
skill and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16
7 [ # F— 2/ '2-2./ /9
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

QUESTIONNAIRE RS

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR. PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

e e
SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Casamar Group, LLC
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Jaime Borras / Technical Project Manager
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. GeoTall, Inc.
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 8963 Stirling Road, Suite 8
Physical / Mailing Address

Cooper City EL U.S.A. 33328
City State Country Zip Code
4. 305-970-3596 jaime@geotoll.com
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Mobile Tolling Express Lanes Road Verification

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



FORM V1.0

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

m—
SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION'S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X" IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION'S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
e U- UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
e E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
[ Fail | Pass |
u [s |6 |E Y
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. Oi1olgl|lME O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers i lealele 0O
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace 0 nolole 0
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4.  Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O 10|00 O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. nlolols 0O
6. Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. asdlzdlz 0
7.  Consultant developed and met established project schedules. adlclol s 0O
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. olololx 0
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. olololm 0O
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health olololm O
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality olololm O
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Oolololm= 0
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering olololo ™
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals olololo &
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. glgolgolo X
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. Ooi10l|0 O

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORMA1S

QUESTIONNAIRE

PS70129

Page 30of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

GeoToll appreciates, very much, Casamar's positive attitude and quick resolution of the changes

in the scope of work, and other issues encountered during the Mobile Tolling Proof of Concept.

And, yes, GeoToll would contract again with Casamar.

Thank you!

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review 16
VAL %—7 X~ 23]
Past Experiencefﬁe?f-ormance Team Member Date
:lel{me Borras
METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-31 V1.0
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FORM V1.0
EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Casamar Group, LLC
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Chris Mockus / Project Manager
Name & Title of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. AECOM
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 999 W. Town & Country Road
Physical / Mailing Address

Orange CA U.S.A. 92686
City State Country Zip Code

4. 714-567-2740 chris.mockus@aecom.com
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Caltrans Division 54 - Task Order #10 - Assessed the Asphalt Smoothness Technical & Procedures

Manual, which included an entire training package with PowerPoint or training all of Caltrans' project/
construction managers in each district throughout California.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
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FORM V1.0

PS70129
QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3: OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION’S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
® U - UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE.
® S_SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
® G -GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E- EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
| Fail | Pass |
U |s |G |E N
1.  Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. O O O O
Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers Olololo ™
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace [ O [ [
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4. Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. O O K| O O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems. 0lo0l=!oO [
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects. Olololo
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules. Olololm =
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work. Ololxlo =
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner. Olololo
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health O0lolxm!o N
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11. Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality 0O | O N N
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololo i
effectively conducted inspections.
13. Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering Olololo
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals Olololo o
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. O |1 go|0oildg
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. O 1glgilg M
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE

Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

No additional comments

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after review B 16
ChnnTR) ko>
Past Experience/Performance Team Member Date

Chris Mockus
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0
PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 1 0f 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authorit
Questionnaire Purpose / Introduction

THIS PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE IS TO ASSIST THE LACMTA IN ITS ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL
PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE OF A PROPOSER, SUBCONSULTANT OR OTHER ENTITY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR PERFORMING WORK. PROPOSER (IDENTIFIED CONSULTANT IN SECTION 1 BELOW) HAS
IDENTIFIED YOUR ORGANIZATION AS A REFERENCE FOR PAST EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE.

[ SECTION 1: PROPOSER/CONSULTANT IDENTIFICATION (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

Casamar Group, LLC
Name of Proposer/Subconsultant/Other Entity

SECTION 2: IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDING FIRM (COMPLETED BY EVALUATOR)

1. Mark Claussen, P.E. / Program Manager
Name & Titie of Responding Firm(s) Representative

2. Southwestern Community College District
Exact Name of Responding Firm

3. 900 Otay Lakes Road
Physical / Mailing Address

Chula Vista CA U.S.A. 91910
City State Country Zip Code

4. 619-482-6597 mclaussen@swccd.edu
Primary / Main Telephone No. Alt. Telephone No. Email

5. Brief Description of Work Performed for Responding firm

Project Labor Agreement Administrator and Labor Compliance Program Manager for over
$200 million in construction contracts on a Bond Program valued at $798 million.

METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-29 V1.0
ISSUED: 12.23.2020



FORM V1.0

EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE

PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 2 of

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

SECTION 3. OVERALL PROJECT EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE
IN THIS SECTION, PLEASE INDICATE YOUR ORGANIZATION'S SATISFACTION WITH THE PAST OR CURRENT OVERALL
PERFORANCE OF THE CONSULTANT IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1 ABOVE. THE CONSULTANT IN QUESTION IS TO BE ASSESSED
ON THE BASIS OF YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FIRST-HAND/DIRECT EXPERIENCE WITH THE CONSULTANT ONLY.
PLEASE PLACE AN “X" IN THE APPROPRIATE BOX, INDICATING YOUR ORGANIZATION’S LEVEL OF SATISFACTION WITH THE
CONSULTANT IN QUESTION. THE SCALE IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS:
®  U-UNSATISFACTORY: CONSULTANT IS OR WAS IN DANGER OF NOT BEING ABLE TO SATISFY CONTRACTUAL
REQUIREMENTS AND RECOVERY WAS OR IS NOT LIKELY IN A TIMELY MANNER. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SERIOUS PROBLEMS FOR WHICH THE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR INEFFECTIVE. _
® S-—SATISFACTORY: PERFORMANCE MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS HAVE YET TO TAKEN, OR HAS NOT BEEN FULLY
IMPLEMENTED, BUT APPEAR ONLY SATISFACTORY.
¢ G-GOOD: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY MEETS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION CONTAINS
SOME MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTIONS APPEAR EFFECTIVE.
® E-EXCEPTIONAL: PERFORMANCE CLEARLY EXCEEDS CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS. AREA OF EVALUATION
CONTAINS FEW MINOR PROBLEMS FOR WHICH CORRECTIVE ACTION APPEAR HIGHLY EFFECTIVE.
{ Fail | Pass |
u |s |c |E N
1. Consultant accomplished/performed work being evaluated. Oi1oigdlx O
2. Consultant provided experienced design and/or project managers olololo ™
with abilities needed to meet contract requirements.
3. Consultant demonstrated ability to hire, maintain, and replace Ololole 0
(if necessary) qualified personnel during the contract period.
4.  Consultant provided a timely response to nonconformance issues. g(g|igo|m O
5.  Consultant exercised initiative to solve problems.
P O|O|0|&®||O
6.  Consultant provided timely resolution of design defects.
P Y & ojo|ojo||®
7. Consultant developed and met established project schedules.
P prol O|oj0j0||®
8.  Contractor provided timely cost proposals for changed work.
P y prop g oOilololo @
9.  Consultant paid subcontractors/suppliers in a timely manner.
p /supp. y oOlololo &
10. Consultant provided effective Occupational Safety & Health Olololo X
Policies, Procedures & Programs to meet contract requirements.
11.  Consultant provided and effectively implemented Project Quality Oolololo "
Program Manual requirements.
12. Consultant provided Quality Control Inspection Instructions and Olololo K]
effectively conducted inspections.
13.  Consultant effectively implemented requirements for Engineering olololo X
Design Procedures(s).
14. Consultant obtained permits, inspections and necessary approvals
: v B oOo|jgo|o &l
from third-party’s in a timely manner.
15. Consultant effectively coordinated with the Buyer/Owner. Ol O
16. Consultant mitigated claims and changes. Oigig @ O
METRO MM20-30
RFP NO. PS70129 6-30 V1.0
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EXPERIENCE/PERFORMANCE FORM V1.0

PS70129

QUESTIONNAIRE Page 3 of 3

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Any other comments you would like to make such as would you contract again with this
Consultant? (Note: if no additional comments so indicate below.)

Manage the Project Labor Agreement between the college and the San Diego Building and

Construction Trades Council. Past 5 years over 78 individual trade contracts. Seamless and

constructive relationship established early with local union business managers. Also performs

labor compliance duties on all construction contracts noting deficiencies and is proactive in

_gaining (encouraging) compliance by all construction contractors. Will contract again absolutely!

To Pass Consultant/Subconsultant/Other Entity must receive passing marks or a N/A in twelve
(12) out of the sixteen (16) questions, at a minimum, for this reference only.

The Experience/Performance Questionnaire shall be considered in the evaluation of the skill
and experience of the Proposer and its Key Participants.

Score
Proposer’s status after revigw A6
Past xperience/Performanam Member Date
Mark Claussen
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