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

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency: Department of Enterprise Services DB Denied
PRC Member:  EzaAgoes Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are X
appropriate for a proposed project. :

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. ; X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Observations/Concerns:

"Digitally signed
by Eza Agoes
Eza Agoes pae: 2025.00 25

10:07:28-07'00"

Signature

*

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date:
Public Agency:
PRC Member:

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project. 3
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. 5 X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X

RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. _ X

September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved X
WA State Department of Enterprise .

Services DB Denied

Garett Buckingham, Public Hospitals Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Team presented their process and status well and met the RCW requirements

Observations/Concerns:

Garett Buckingham

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date:
Public Agency:

PRC Member:

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project. ;
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. | X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X

RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous X
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X

previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved X
WA STATE DEPARTMENT OF .

ENTERPRISE SERVICES DB Denied

Joshua Cheatham Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

X

X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Presentation meets the RCW 39.10 Criteria.

Observations/Concerns:

Present a process that is above standard and should be a model for other agencies.

: Digib%lly signed by Joshua Cheatham

% /‘?{ ansthe Date: 2025.09.26 14:23:07-07'00'

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency: WA State DES DB Denied

PRC Member:  B.Colyar Both X

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

-Meets recertification reguirements

Pass Fail

X

- Demonstrated program knowledge and team experience w/commitment to mentor new hires.

Observations/Concerns:

-Good list of lessons learned considerations

Priond folgpn

SigHatiire

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency: DES DB Denied

PRC Member: Lisa Corcoran Both X

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Pass Fail

DES showed they had a good understanding of alternative delivery methods and how to implement GC/CM

and DB, given types of project scopes.

Observations/Concerns:

K

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency: WA State DES DB Denied
PRC Member:  Mallorie Davies Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are X
appropriate for a proposed project. ;

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. Sl x

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:
The applicant has demonstrated a good stewardship for the requirements and goals of the RCW.

Observations/Concerns:

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)

Application Evaluation Sheet / ’

Public Agency Recertification ENTERPRHSE SERNLES
Date: Véeptember 25, 2025 Y GC/CM Approved Y
Public Agency:  /4J4 STATE DEFT oF DB Denied
PRC Member: /74 Dulart Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail
A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. 7Q
1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are =
appropriate for a proposed project. ' F e
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. o )
B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.
1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. :,/;
2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous r
certification. N
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the )4
previous certification.
D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. o

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

STRONG CAPTAL pEJELOFPMENT Rrocesn . s, of
SUCCESSFUL  PERFotmicE | AcniVE FPArnaPATiont W[ Pre
d CrhnR . HeooD LEs4enS LEALNED ,

i 4

Observations/Concerns:

W

=
7

L ARPL VE S
_:L':L?%
BY
%.i il
(>
S
E‘“ o

Ch

i

e

Signature..__|

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25t 2025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency: WA State Dept. of Enterprise Services DB Denied
PRC Member:  Brian Jewett Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project. |

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification. ;

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:
Thorough understanding of RCW 39.10, no audit finding from previous projects.

Observations/Concerns:

None.

Brcan W

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/ICM Approved é
Public Agency: DES DB Denied
PRC Member: DAVE Mo koion) Both e

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant expléined any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.
1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project. :
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery pmject.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

\| \

YASIAYN

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:
DES HAS DEMoVSTRATED Sucsss () DELIVERW Batt &C/cm-+DOR
PRoYE£T5, THEY \MAVE PECLWNEL \iTH EXPER|EnceE w DotH-
DlivEey METHooS B0 A Geod Dezition MAkwe PRocese

_ Observations/Concerns:

My

Signalirs™ )

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency: DES DB Denied

PRC Member:  Art McCluskey Both X

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification. '

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Applicant meets RCW requirements

Pass Falil

X

X

Observations/Concerns:

Applicant has extensive experience in alternative delivery. good discussion of risk allocation

At WeCliakey

Signature v

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: C/—Q ¢35 GC/CM Approved x
Public Agency: D‘ﬁj@-"flﬂ"ﬂ e Equm’”, B DB Denied :
PRC Member: /3% /ufﬂr}u / Both z

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant éxpla]ned any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/ar DB since the
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

;><7'-’\ ol Lol o D N g

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Applir £ o Aa\ & /m 7 L\W[V m[ é #! Ce/or] o
L5 ﬁrﬂrcuf waamw C GUCceSS ﬁ// ) Aﬂﬂ’rcwv"é Lu& o m[»wL SML Oﬂt‘
Gy #25 0L e 55855

pr&essvs L cmdined Seecess ) n,..7 04 ard PP f’f %of

Observations/Concerns:

H‘ J(ﬁCfm*’lwf(‘v/ el f;r[”}it/ [gm..e df")k“]_&f"‘s

5(1L\ as DFS r?Euj Lt /,e Gt jerr? 01 Quf‘WM}f
Iﬁwcess mqffm fn_ ‘/[c u,t;, mﬁ Q[’GC?MC;?

“Bignature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 9/25/25 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency: WA State DES DB Denied
PRC Member:  Heather Munden Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are X
appropriate for a proposed project. ;

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Great layout of the application. Very thorough presentation. Very robust Business Diversity program.

Observations/Concerns:

Great internal and external training for your team members as well as continual learning/training opportunities.

Heather Munden

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Commitiee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved X

Public Agency: N X %}({ T)E < DB Denied

PRC Member: ___’ngg ( ?M“‘Q A Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. 7(

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/for DB are

appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in 7<
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputeé on any project since previous
certification. :

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

X

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Observations/Concerns:

Nowe

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 : Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

XDate: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved X
- . WA STATE DEPARTMENT OF .

Public Agency: ENTERPRISE SERVICES DB Denied

PRC Member:  Jeannie Natta Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are X
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

DES has a strong training program. They demonstrate thoughtful consideration when selecting delivery

methods. They are also making efforts to expand opportunities for small business through a training program,

Observations/Concerns:

Digitally signed by Jeannie Malta
LC=US,

Jea n nle N atta DNEC=US, E<jnato@uw.edu, O=UW Faciltes, OU=" Project

Defivery Group™, GN=Jeanna Natta
Date: 2025.08,2509:44:11-0700°

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criferia extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved

Public Agency: Department of Enterprise Services DB

PRC Member: Ron Paananen Both X

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Denied

Pass

Fail

ery well prepared application and presentation. DE has a large program and has implemented a program approach

to alternative delivery. They are constantly evaluating improvements that can be made to how they evaluate.

delivery options and implementation of GC/CM or DB. They are active with industry organizations (DBIA and AGC)

Observations/Concerns:

No concerns.

Signature ./

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved X
] . WA State Department of Enterprise .

Public Agency: S DB Denied

PRC Member:  Catina Patton Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail
A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.
1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are X
appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X
B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.
1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X
2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous X
certification.
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.
D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Meets application criteria.

Observations/Concerns:

Great presentation, wonderful training program put into place for staffing and applauded the EDGE Program’s

success for subcontractor outreach and development.

Cokina, Patton

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet

Public Agency Regertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/ICM Approved «_’k

Public Agency:  DEC DB Denied

PRC Member: Wik Acrrmon Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which "
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project. :

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification. e

C. Applicant provided an updated erganization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

LSO N N R

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

}Cj %43 ,é Bustifiey  STHFAE aup EQrnty /6/ E@Izzﬂa&y e

2p FEar

Chservations/Concerns:

Signatusé /

Revised 7/27/2023 Criterig extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

GCICM Approved 9

Date: September 25, 2025
DB Denied

Public Agency: DE S
PRC Member: —7 o (x| oosdpnd Both X
JS

Recertification Evaluation Criteria
Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.
1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are

NAN

appropnate for a proposed project.

e

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in

RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alterative delivery project.
2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous

certification.
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GCI/CM and/or DB since the

ANANM

previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Observations/Concermns:

i

Signjﬁfj A S K\J’

Revised 721/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 09/25/25 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency:  Dept of Enterprise Services DB Denied
PRC Member:  Yuki Seda-Kane Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail
A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X
1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are X
appropriate for a proposed project. :
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X
B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.
1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X
2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since the previous X
certification. 3
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.
D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Application was complete in describing the experience, history of projects, and list of trained personnel to

deliver GC/CM and DB projects. Maintaining a Lessons Learned program was described to continually

improve their process. Answered questions regarding how projects are selected for DB vs GC/CM. Met the
RCW 39.10 requirements.

Observations/Concerns:

| appreciated the robust Outreach to encourage SBE and DBE firms to bid on their projects. along with training

programs to elevate subcontractors into prime contractors.

%w(%-m

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.70.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM X Approved
Public Agency: \Q;Aw?etzte Department of Enterprise DB Dbiiad
PRC Member:  Mike D Shinn Both

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are |

appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.
Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public

Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.
2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

MErD o/

Pass

X

P P

> | X

>

Observations/Concerns:

Nowe

Wiy ) o

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved l{
Public Agency: \l/k- aT. Q_F/ j DB Denied
PRC Member:  Kevin Thomas Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project. |

|

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

<>

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous ,
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

< | X

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. , |

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

DES 1S AN ENOWTLY LEADEL N pALTERIMATIVE. DELIVEL 7

METHDS POl PUPLIC \Noik ALoTEeis. GoPD Examite

e

OF |NTELVAL. _commyncimoy & [HSIA MARAGEIMERT.

- MEETS or prcgels BT 0ALS

Observations/Concerns:

_ACLOLDING To THE. ANSWEL D DAVES guigznon, | T DBEEA

CEE _LIAE D¥S UAs A 4000 IMENTELING  DRociAm.

A S

Signature
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Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency: WA State Dept. of Enterprise Services DB Denied
PRC Member:  Lance Thomas Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GG/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project. ?

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public ‘
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Presentation was thorough

Observations/Concerns;:

It would be very informative to see how many of the Alternative Delivery Method projects are awarded to

contractors and subcontractors that have not done this type of contract before, those transitioning from DBB to
GC/CM or DB markets

A

Signature
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Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency: WA State DES DB Denied
PRC Member: T.Thomas Both X

'Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail
A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.
1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are X'
appropriate for a proposed project. A ;
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X
B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.
1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. Pl x
2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous X
certification.
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.
D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

DES demonstrated they have ample experience and knowledge to continue to lead GCCM and

DB projects moving forward.

Observations/Concerns:

AW,

T

Signature
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Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 09/25/2025 GC/CM X Approved

.  WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT
Public Agency:  c e\TERPRISE SERVICES

PRC Member:  ANTHONY UDEAGBALA, AlA Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.
. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Great presentation, fantastic team structure and understanding of project needs. | find the team

DB X Denied

Pass

Fail

to have a good understanding of RCW requirements.

Observations/Concerns:

Exemplary.
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Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: September 25, 2025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency:  Dept of Enterprise Services DB Denied
PRC Member:  Taine Wilton Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are | X
appropriate for a proposed project. :

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. Lo

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous 5 X
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Large organization, has planning tools to assist with project delivery selection. lessons learned applied. Identify

risks and provide client education to reduce risk and increase stakeholder engagement. Provide contingency

funding, refines project documents, flexibility to scale project with MACC. Committed to small diverse

businesses, robust approach to diversity and inclusion to benefit all.

Observations/Concerns:

Project delivery identification early on, integrated throughout project. Refine documents with lessons learned,

assesses risks and benefits for process improvement and improved diverse hiring.

Digitally signed by Wilton, Taine E. (ESC)

» " 4 DBN: CN="Wilton, Taine E. (ESC)", O=Edmand:
Wilton 3§ Taine E. (ESC) H i e s
Date: 2025.09.25 13:19:09-07'00"

Signature
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