Cycle 22 CONSULTANT EVALUATION SYSTEM Oct 2010-Sept 2011

Oct 2011- Sept 2012
CUMULATIVE REPORT
(Average of CES 22 and 21)

*Construction Inspection is an average of cycles 22, 21, and 20

= Equivalent Technical Proposal
< Rating Points to be applied up to the industry
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Advanced Infrastructure Design (AID) 5.00 1.10 140 440 1.00 123 1.05 129 135 128
Advantage Engineering 4.78 1.05 134 5.00 1.09 140 5.00 1.15 140 1.10 136 135
AECOM USA (w/ DM]M Harris & 459 | 101 | 129 || 437 @ 099 122 357 | 082 100 | 094 115 121
Urbitran)
AECOM/LDA JV 4.02 0.93 113 0.93 119 115 114 119
AmerCom Corporation 4.60 1.01 129 448 1.02 125 1.01 124 130 123
Ammann & Whitney 4.42 1.00 124 1.00 127 123 128 122
Ammann & Whitney / Maitra Joint 420 | 095 118 0.95 121 116 122 116
Venture
Amy S. Greene Environmental 4.56 1.03 128 1.03 131 127 132 125
Armand Corporation 3.73 0.82 104 0.82 104 100 105 100
Arora & Associates 4.61 1.01 129 441 1.00 123 2.06 0.47 58 5.00 1.09 140 3.62 0.83 101 0.88
ATC Associates, Inc. 5.00 1.13 140 1.13 140 140 140 137
BAE Systems 5.00 1.10 140 1.10 136 135 140 134
BEM Systems, Inc. 4.53 1.03 127 1.03 131 127 132 125
BET Consultants, Inc 5.00 1.10 140 1.10 136 135 140 134
Effective:
October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2012 CES 22 RATING REPORT ALL DISCIPLINES CUMULATIVE REPORT, Summary
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Cycle 22 CONSULTANT EVALUATION SYSTEM Qe 2010-Sept 20
CUMULATIVE REPORT

(Average of CES 22 and 21)

= Equivalent Technical Proposal
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Boswell Engineering 3.63 0.80 102 0.80 99 98 103 97
Buchart-Horn, Inc. 4.22 0.93 118 4.00 0.91 112 491 1.07 137 417 0.96 117 0.97 120
Chas. H. Sells 5.00 1.09 140 1.09 139 135 134 133
Cherry Weber & Associates 4.42 1.00 124 491 1.07 157 1.04 133 127 126
Chilton Engineering 5.00 1.09 140 1.09 139 135 134 133
Churchill Consulting 5.00 1.09 140 1.09 139 135 134 133
Dewberry & Goodkind, Inc. 4.72 1.04 137 4.52 1.02 127 431 0.98 121 4.09 0.94 115 1.00 128
Dresdner Robin Environmental 4.61 1.05 129 1.05 134 130 135 128
AECOM Tech formerly Earth Tech, Inc. | 4.40 0.97 123 4.05 0.92 113 0.94 116 121 114
French & Parrello, Inc. 5.00 1.10 140 1.10 136 135 140 134
Gannett Fleming, Inc. 4.83 1.06 135 431 0.98 121 4.07 0.94 114 0.99 121 127
Gibson Associates 3.60 0.79 101 0.79 101 98 97 96
Greenman-Pedersen, Inc. 4.63 1.02 130 4.37 0.99 122 4.45 1.02 125 1.01 124 130
HAKS Engineers 4.39 1.00 123 1.00 127 123 128 122
Hardesty & Hanover 4.46 0.98 125 0.98 121 120 126 119
Effective:
October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2012 CES 22 RATING REPORT ALL DISCIPLINES CUMULATIVE REPORT, Summary
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Cycle 22 CONSULTANT EVALUATION SYSTEM Qe 2010-Sept 20
CUMULATIVE REPORT

(Average of CES 22 and 21)

= Equivalent Technical Proposal
< Rating Points to be applied up to the industry
o~ average, not to exceed Industry Average
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Hatch Mott McDonald, Inc. 4.60 1.01 129 1.01 125 124 130 123
HNTB Corporation 4.70 1.03 137 435 0.99 1722 4.83 1.05 135 4.30 0.99 120 1.02 125
IH Engineers 448 0.98 125 437 0.99 122 4.97 1.09 139 5.00 1.15 140 1.05 129
Jacobs Engineering 4.79 1.05 134 5.00 1.13 140 4.41 1.02 125 1.07 131 137
Johnson Mirmiran & Thompson 4.55 1.00 127 4.39 1.00 125 4.80 1.05 134 1.01 124 123
Kise Straw & Kolodner 5.00 1.13 140 1.13 140 140 140 137
KMA Consulting Engineers 4.00 0.88 112 0.88 109 108 113 107
KS Engineers 433 0.95 121 443 1.00 124 4.73 1.03 132 1.00 123 122
KTA Tator, Inc. 413 0.94 116 0.94 120 115 121 114
Kupper Associates 4.53 1.03 127 1.03 131 126 132 125
L. Robert Kimball Associates, Inc. 4.41 1.00 123 1.00 127 123 128 122
Lardner Klein Landscape 5.00 1.13 140 5.00 1.15 140 1.14 127 123 128 122
Louis Berger Group, Inc. 4.58 1.01 128 423 0.96 118 4.01 0.92 117 0.96 119 123
LS Engineering 3.44 0.75 96 0.75 96 93 92 91
Maitra 424 0.96 119 0.96 122 118 123 117
Effective:
October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2012 CES 22 RATING REPORT ALL DISCIPLINES CUMULATIVE REPORT, Summary
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Cycle 22 CONSULTANT EVALUATION SYSTEM Qe 2010-Sept 20
CUMULATIVE REPORT

(Average of CES 22 and 21)

= Equivalent Technical Proposal
< Rating Points to be applied up to the industry
o~ average, not to exceed Industry Average
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Malick & Scherer 4.84 1.06 136 1.06 131 130 136 129
Management Interventions 4.65 1.07 130 1.07 136 132 131 137
McCormick Taylor, Inc. 4.66 1.02 130 4.44 1.02 124 1.02 126 125 131
Michael Baker Jr., Inc. 4.67 1.03 i3 5.00 1.09 140 4.61 1.06 129 1.06 131 130
Modjeski& Masters 5.00 1.10 140 1.10 136 135 140 134
MP Engineering PC 5.00 1.09 140 1.09 139 135 134 133
Naik Consulting 4.08 0.90 114 0.90 111 110 115 109
Orth Rodgers & Associates, Inc. 431 0.95 121 0.95 117 116 122 116
Parsons Transportation Group 3.00 0.66 84 0.66 82 81 85 80
PB Americas, Inc. 4.67 1.03 1039 493 1.08 138 450 1.04 126 1.05 130 129
Pickering Corts & Summerson, Inc. 5.00 1.09 140 1.09 139 135 134 133
Polytran Engineering Associates 2.70 0.59 76 0.59 75 73 72 72
QBS International, Inc. 3.85 0.84 108 0.84 107 104 103 102
RBA Group 475 1.04 133 4.72 1.07 132 4.48 1.03 125 1.05 130 135
Richard Grubb 4.80 1.09 134 1.09 139 135 140 133
Effective:
October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2012 CES 22 RATING REPORT ALL DISCIPLINES CUMULATIVE REPORT, Summary
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Cycle 22 CONSULTANT EVALUATION SYSTEM Qe 2010-Sept 20
CUMULATIVE REPORT

(Average of CES 22 and 21)

= Equivalent Technical Proposal
< Rating Points to be applied up to the industry
o~ average, not to exceed Industry Average
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Robinson Aerial 4.00 0.88 112 3.55 0.82 99 0.85 105 104 109
S & R Engineers, PC 5.00 1.10 140 4.95 1.12 139 4.93 1.08 138 1.10 135 134
Siddiqui Engineering 4.60 1.00 129 1.00 127 123 128 122
SJH Engineering 4.80 1.05 134 449 1.02 126 478 1.04 134 1.04 127 126
Stantec Consulting, Inc. 4.67 1.03 151 4.84 1.06 136 4.74 1.09 133 1.06 131 130
STV, Inc. 2.70 0.59 76 0.59 75 73 72 72
T.Y. Lin (Medina Consultants) 4.53 1.00 127 1.00 123 123 128 122
T & M Associates 4.63 1.02 130 4.35 0.99 122 1.00 123 128 122
Taylor Wiseman & Taylor 4.85 1.07 136 4.36 1.00 122 1.03 127 126 132
TranSystem 498 1.09 139 1.09 139 135 134 133
TRC Engineers (Site-Blauvelt) 3.60 0.79 101 442 1.00 124 0.90 110 115 109
Urban Engineers, Inc. 4.68 1.03 131 4.51 1.04 126 1.03 127 126 132
URS Corporation 4.90 1.08 137 4.59 1.04 129 4.33 1.00 121 1.04 127 133
firms per discipline| 42 25 14 25 23
Effective:
October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2012 CES 22 RATING REPORT ALL DISCIPLINES CUMULATIVE REPORT, Summary
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Cycle 22 CONSULTANT EVALUATION SYSTEM Qe 2010-Sept 20
CUMULATIVE REPORT

(Average of CES 22 and 21)

= Equivalent Technical Proposal
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Rating Discipline
CES Discipline Averages 4.55 4.41 4.38 4.58 4.34
Technical Proposal
. . 9 127 123 123 128 122
Rating Points Average
Effective:
October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2012 CES 22 RATING REPORT ALL DISCIPLINES CUMULATIVE REPORT, Summary
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