Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Design-Bulld Project

Date-: |26 /2.4 Approved i
Public Agency: SCATLE Setoo. DisTRILT Denied

Project Name:

AV - SEcveT greTEML LPORADE
PRC Member: DAVE Moiadcod

Project Evaluation Criteria
Design-Build

Determine that the Agency's proposed use of Design-Build on the pro ectm
alternative contracting procedures: 2 Pre) sets he requirements for

A. Provides substantial fiscal benefit or traditional delivery method is not practical.

B. Project meets qualifying criteria under RCW 39.10.300.
Public bpdies may utilize the DB procedure for public works projects in which the
total project cost is over two million dollars and where: (Pass if meets 1 of 3)

1. The construction activities are highly specialized, and a DB approach is critical
in developing the construction methodology; or

2. The projects selected pravide opportunity for greater innovation or efficiencies b
between the designer and the builder; or i
3. Significant savings in project delivery time would be realized. :

C. Public Body has necessary experience or team:
(must meet all 6 to pass; 1 fail fails all)

Project delivery knowledge and experience; '

Sufficient contract administration personnel with construction experience;

Written management plan with clear & logical lines of authority;

Necessary & appropriate funding and time to carry out the project;

Continuity of project management team with project type & scope experience;

Necessary and appropriate construction budget.

D. For Design-Build projects, construction personnel independent of the DB team are
knowledgeable in DB process & capable to oversee & administer the contract.

E. Public Body has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee/Panel Member '
Reason for Determination:

PROELT MLETS cRiTELS Foe. D/B AND TEAM HAS (sxPeR)anN¢s
{0 MAKE SJeccEss EuL,

Observations/Concerns:
BuDeET Wik JEED O _BE MadkoE0 To Elupe THE 106
éé MoSPooN s ARE ABLE <O RE VP GeaLE D

/A

Signature

Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10,300

Revised 7/27/2023




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Design-Build Project

Date: \ ( a5 / 0N Approved
Public Agency:  Feole VUL N SQ\N)O\S Denied

. » « 1 -
Project Name: P\\J&b!\l\g\m\ € Sewundy \)?i\)rm\e;

PRC Member: ™ §_ (( Sd“\\jm%gh

Project Evaluation Criteria
Design-Build

Determine that the Agency's proposed use of Design-Build on the project meets the requirements for

alternative contracting procedures:

A. Provides substantial fiscal benefit or traditional delivery method is not practical.

B. Project meets qualifying criteria under RCW 39.10.300.
Public bodies may utilize the DB procedure for public works projects in which the
total project cost is over two million dollars and where: (Pass if meets 1 of 3)
1. The construction activities are highly specialized, and a DB approach is critical :
in developing the construction methodology; or
2. The projects selected provide opportunity for greater innovation or efficiencies
between the designer and the builder; or :
3. Significant savings in project delivery time would be realized. ;
C. Public Body has necessary experience or team:
(must meet all 6 to pass; 1 fail fails all)
1. Project delivery knowledge and experience;
2. Sufficient contract administration personnel with construction experience;
3. Written management plan with clear & logical lines of authority;
4. Necessary & appropriate funding and time to carry out the project; :
5. Continuity of project management team with project type & scope experience;
6. Necessary and appropriate construction budget.
D. For Design-Build projects, construction personnel independent of the DB team are
knowledgeable in DB process & capable to oversee & administer the contract.
E. Public Body has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee/Panel Member
Reason for Determination:

(J’fCax OS5 0—(- (Se\\\\u(\,, e 5\\\\)(\

Pass

Fail

X

PP PR PR < [} | <

Observations/Concerns:
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Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.300




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Design-Build Project

Date: January 25, 2024 Approved X
Public Agency:  Seattle School District Denied
Project Name:  Audio/Visual & Security Systems Upgrades at Multiple Sites
PRC Member:  Jeannie Natta
Project Evaluation Criteria
Design-Build
Determine that the Agency's proposed use of Design-Build on the project meets the requirements for
alternative contracting procedures:
Pass Fail
A. Provides substantial fiscal benefit or traditional delivery method is not practical. X
B. Project meets qualifying criteria under RCWV 39.10.300.
Public bodies may utilize the DB procedure for public works projects in which the X
total project cost is over two million dollars and where: (Pass if meets 1 of 3)
1. The construction activities are highly specialized, and a DB approach is critical
in developing the construction methodology; or
2. The projects selected provide opportunity for greater innovation or efficiencies
between the designer and the builder; or
3. Significant savings in project delivery time would be realized.
C. Public Body has necessary experience or team: X
(must meet all 6 to pass; 1 fail fails all)
1. Project delivery knowledge and experience; X
2. Sufficient contract administration personnel with construction experience; X
3. Written management plan with clear & logical lines of authority; X
4. Necessary & appropriate funding and time to carry out the project; X
5. Continuity of project management team with project type & scope experience; X
6. Necessary and appropriate construction budget. X
D. For Design-Build projects, construction personnel independent of the DB team are X
knowledgeable in DB process & capable to oversee & administer the contract.
E. Public Body has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee/Panel Member
Reason for Determination:

Strong BEE program for all projects. The team also had a strong awareness of the risks and how they could work with
the DB team to find solutions.

Observations/Concerns:

“Digitally signed by Jeannie Nalta

Jeannie Nattarei s tive s, on e v

Dale: 2024.01.25 16:15:47-08'00"

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.300




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Design-Build Project

Date; }/ZS/ZO 74~ Approved
Public Agency:  SERTTLE  Sefrool DIt YT Denied
Project Name: Auplo. VieVp, & STt Seeems

PRC Member: Nike D Sy

Project Evaluation Criteria
Design-Build

A

Determine that the Agency's proposed use of Design-Build on the project meets the requirements for

alternative contracting procedures:
P

Q

SS

Fail

A. Provides substantial fiscal benefit or traditional delivery method is not practical.

B. Project meets qualifying criteria under RCW 39.10.300.
Public bodies may utilize the DB procedure for public works projects in which the
total project cost is over two million dollars and where: (Pass if meets 1 of 3)

1. The construction activities are highly specialized, and a DB approach is critical

in developing the construction methodology; or
2. The projects selected provide opportunity for greater innovation or efficiencies
between the designer and the builder; or

3. Significant savings in project delivery time would be realized.

C. Public Body has necessary experience or team:
(must meet all 6 to pass; 1 fail fails all)

1. Project delivery knowledge and experience;

Sufficient contract administration personnel with construction experience;

. Written management plan with clear & logical lines of authority; :

2

3

4. Necessary & appropriate funding and time to carry out the project;

5. Continuity of project management team with project type & scope experience;

6. Necessary and appropriate construction budget.

D. For Design-Build projects, construction personnel independent of the DB team are
knowledgeable in DB process & capable to oversee & administer the contract.

E. Public Body has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

R Ko e

Overall Evaluation by Committee/Panel Member
Reason for Determination:

LimiTe) Moyt HE Cav QETive  Seo PE

Observations/Concerns:
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Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.300




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Design-Build Project

Date: 25 Sud 24k ~ W( ¢ L2opA Approved _}_(___

Public Agency: Denied

Project Name:

PRC Member: h!g 5&& au}q

Project Evaluation Criteria
Design-Build

Determine that the Agency's proposed use of Design-Build on the project meets the requirements for
alternative contracting procedures:

Pass Fail
A. Provides substantial fiscal benefit or traditional delivery method is not practical. X
B. Project meets qualifying criteria under RCW 39.10.300.
Public bodies may utilize the DB procedure for public works projects in which the ﬁ

total project cost is over two million dollars and where: (Pass if meets 1 of 3)

1. The construction activities are highly specialized, and a DB approach is critical
in developing the construction methodology; or
2. The projects selected provide opportunity for greater innovation or efficiencies
between the designer and the builder; or
3. Significant savings in project delivery time would be realized.
C. Public Body has necessary experience or team:
(must meet all 6 to pass; 1 fail fails all) . X
Project delivery knowledge and experience,
Sufficient contract administration personnel with construction experience;,
Written management plan with clear & logical lines of authority;
Necessary & appropriate funding and time to carry out the project;
Continuity of project management team with project type & scope experience; !
Necessary and appropriate construction budget.
D. For Design-Build projects, construction personnel independent of the DB team are X
knowledgeable in DB process & capable to oversee & administer the contract.
E. Public Body has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. \‘;
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Overall Evaluation by Committee/Panel Member
Reason for Determination:

Popst Tam 9 s oF Eq¥feervt.
Observations/Concerns:
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Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.300



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Design-Build Project

JAWALY 25,2014 Approved
Public Agency: SE/-HTLE géﬂﬁof_ hTiucT Denied
Project Name: A / V & SECUMIT? SYSTEMS U PLItAVE
PRC Member: V[EV/N %W

Date:

Determine that the Agency's proposed use of Design-Build on the project meets the requirements for

Project Evaluation Criteria
Design-Build

alternative contracting procedures:

A. Provides substantial fiscal benefit or traditional delivery method is not practical.

B. Project meets qualifying criteria under RCW 39.10.300.
Public bodies may utilize the DB procedure for public works projects in which the
total project cost is over two million dollars and where: (Pass if meets 1 of 3)

1.

2.

3.

The construction activities are highly specialized, and a DB approach is critical
in developing the construction methodology; or

The projects selected provide opportunity for greater innovation or efficiencies
between the designer and the builder; or

Significant savings in project delivery time would be realized.

C. Public Body has necessary experience or team:
{must meet all 6 to pass; 1 fail fails afl)

;3
2
3
4.
5

6.

D. For Design-Build projects, construction personnel independent of the DB team are -

Project delivery knowledge and experience;

. Sufficient contract administration personnel with construction experience;
. Written management plan with clear & logical lines of authority;

Necessary & appropriate funding and time to carry out the project;

. Continuity of project management team with project type & scope experience;

Necessary and appropriate construction budget.

knowledgeable in DB process & capable to oversee & administer the contract.
E. Public Body has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee/Panel Member
Reason for Determination:

[0G ScHrol  WMAKE 106 uNig PROTEA SITES W// ot

Pass
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Fail
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Observations/Concerns:
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Signature

Revised 7/27/2023

Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.300



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Design-Build Project

Date: 1/25/24 Approved X
Public Agency:  Seattle School District Denied

Project Name:  Audio/Visual & Security Systems Upgrades Project
PRC Member:  Kyle Twohig

Project Evaluation Criteria
Design-Build

Determine that the Agency's proposed use of Design-Build on the project meets the requirements for
alternative contracting procedures:

Pass Fail

A. Provides substantial fiscal benefit or traditional delivery method is not practical. X

B. Project meets qualifying criteria under RCW 39.10.300.
Public bodies may utilize the DB procedure for public works projects in which the X
total project cost is over two million dollars and where: (Pass if meets 1 of 3)

1. The construction activities are highly specialized, and a DB approach is critical
in developing the construction methodology; or

2. The projects selected provide opportunity for greater innovation or efficiencies
between the designer and the builder; or

3. Significant savings in project delivery time would be realized.

>

C. Public Body has necessary experience or team:
(must meet all 6 to pass, 1 fail fails all)

1. Project delivery knowledge and experience;

Sufficient contract administration personnel with construction experience;

. Written management plan with clear & logical lines of authority;

2

3

4. Necessary & appropriate funding and time to carry out the project;

5. Continuity of project management team with project type & scope experience;

XX X [X|x|x

6. Necessary and appropriate construction budget.

D. For Design-Build projects, construction personnel independent of the DB team are
knowledgeable in DB process & capable to oversee & administer the contract.

E. Public Body has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee/Panel Member
Reason for Determination:

Very challenging project in so many locations, and some historic. PDB appropriate to deal with aligning scope/budget.

Observations/Concerns:

Experienced team/agency in project delivery. Lots of Ge/Cm and chose to bring in consultant to support PDB.,

Site prioritization is going to be a challenging exercise, especially knowing there is not enough budget for every site.

;|| FDigitally signed by Twohig,

7 o : : | Kyle
//// || "Date: 2024.01.25

16:02:43-08'00"

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.300



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Design-Build Project

Date: 1125124 Approved X
Public Agency:  Seattle Public Schools Denied

Project Name:  Audio/Visual & Security Systems Upgrades Project
PRC Member:  Taine Wilton

Project Evaluation Criteria
Design-Build

Determine that the Agency's proposed use of Design-Build on the project meets the requirements for
alternative contracting procedures:

Pass Fail
A. Provides substantial fiscal benefit or traditional delivery method is not practical. X
B. Project meets qualifying criteria under RCW 39.10.300.
Public bodies may utilize the DB procedure for public works projects in which the X
total project cost is over two million dollars and where: (Pass if meets 1 of 3)
1. The construction activities are highly specialized, and a DB approach is critical X
in developing the construction methodology:; or ,
2. The projects selected provide opportunity for greater innovation or efficiencies X
between the designer and the builder: or |
3. Significant savings in project delivery time would be realized. X

C. Public Body has necessary experience or team: X
(must meet all 6 to pass; 1 fail fails all)

1. Project delivery knowledge and experience; X
2. Sufficient contract administration personnel with construction experience; X
3. Written management plan with clear & logical lines of authority; X
4. Necessary & appropriate funding and time to carry out the project:; : X
5. Continuity of project management team with project type & scope experience; X
6. Necessary and appropriate construction budget. X

D. For Design-Build projects, construction personnel independent of the DB team are X
knowledgeable in DB process & capable to oversee & administer the contract.

E. Public Body has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee/Panel Member
Reason for Determination:

Complex project trying to achieve equity across the school district for AV and Security systems. PDB Team to help

establish priorities, and workflow plan based on school location and school construction. PDB is best way to achieve

aspirational DEI goals and provide outreach to students to grow future workforce.

Observations/Concerns:

Currently do not have the funds to complete all schools within the district. It will be important to determine what part of

the city has to wait for the BEX 6 levy to pass. (15 new schools will be lowest priority) PDB team to provide fiscal

benefits staying within the allotted budget to complete as many projects as possible.

|| "Digitally signed by Wilton, Taine E. (ESC)
N : — y BN: CN="Wilton, Taine E. (ESC)",
Wllton, Talne E (ESC) O=Edmonds School District
Dale: 2024.01.25 16:55:26-08'00"

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria exfracted from RCW 39.10.300



