
Tammy Himes 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Ms. Himes 

Garry Smith 
Monday, January 12, 2026 1 :05 PM 
Tammy Himes 
David Monroe; Brittni Turner; Terry Fowler; Jim Grove; Garry Smith 
1-30 Administrative Facility Project Source Selection Committee (I30-SSC) 
Recommendation - Amended to add Contractor name 

The 130-SSC has completed its review of the Subject procurement proposals. All score sheets have been 
provided for your consideration. The process reviewed five contractors' proposal in which two of the 
proposals were considered to not meet all the requirements and additionally were high bids. As a result, 
those bids were removed from the competitive activity for being outside a competitive price and non­
compliance to all Request for Proposal (RFP) items. 

The remaining three contractors were requested to provide clarifications to technical requirement items 
in their proposals. After reviewing, it was determined that all three contractors met the intent of the of 
the RFP and provided compliant proposal in the areas of: 

1) Specification requirements 
2) Management/approach acceptability 
3) Financial stability 
4) References 
5) Schedule adherence 

All three contractors were within a competitive range and within $500k of each other. As a result, with all 
bidders providing acceptable proposals and being equal in the five key areas identified above. With a 
strong technical proposal, solid references, and a proposed schedule to meet the County needs it is the 
130-SSC recommendation that Tegrity Contractors, lnc ... the proposal low bid be awarded this 
contract. It is the opinion of the 130-SSC that making this award to Tegrity is in the best interest of the 
County and the project. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Garry Smith 
130-SSC Lead 
Precinct 3, Commissioner 

1 

r 
FILED FOR RECORD /) 

at _ d; : Of) o'clock __ ,...t-_M 

JAN 14 2026 

BECKY LANDRUM 
County Cieri< . Hunt County, Tex. 

by ~ 



• Combined Committee Scores for RFP #268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Vendor Name 
Evaluator A Evaluator B Evaluator C Evaluator D Evaluator E Total Score 

Tegrity Contractors, 

Inc. 98 97 97 97 88 477 

JC Commercial, Inc. 92 87 88 87 89 443 

SCI Construction 84 87 93 87 87 438 

Mulliken Construction 

Management, Inc. 
0 20 0 0 36 56 

Stansell Construction 
77 25 65 65 51 283 

Committee Statement: 

Scores reflected above represent the independent evaluation of each committee member based on 

criteria set forth in RFP # 268-26. Individual evaluator scores were combined . 

Average 

Score 

95.4 

88.6 

87.6 

11.2 

56.6 



BID TABULATION SHEET 

Please complete this form and keep with your records until the contract has been awarded. Once the contract 

has been officially awarded, please indicate which company was awarded the contract. 

Contracting Agency Hunt County, Texas 

Project Name 1-30 Administrative Facility Project 

Project No. ARPA 2406 Bid Date December 2, 2025 at 4:10 PM 

Summary of Project Description: The Hunt County Government Services-Administration Facilities project 

is to construct and expand general government offices for County administration staff and officers. Hunt 

County is improving facility offices, while keeping County staff and general public safety in mind. In 

addition to the construction of the administrative facility, the County has purchased an existing property 

located at 201 Interstate 30, Greenville, TX 75402. Under the government services provision of the SLFRF / 

ARPA funds (6.01}, the County will be providing a safe, socially distant campus for conducting County 

Business. 

Pre-Proposal 
No. List of Bidding Contractors Total Bid Amount Bid Bond Conference 

Attendance 

1. Tegrity Contractors, Inc $7,769,777.00 
y y 

2. J.C. Commercial, Inc. $8,273,777.00 
y y 

3. SCI Construction, Ltd. $8,295,159.00 
y y 

4. 
Mulliken Construction Management, 

$8,800,000.00 
y y 

Inc. 

5. Stansell Construction $9,238,199.21 
y y 

Form Completed By: 

Print Name Title 

Signature Date 



REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: D1tvid. rlon(o~ 
Name of Respondent: 

J C f0tt\Mtf"C i ~ \ 
Date of Rating: 

\ l ·f GJ --lP .l S" 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of 

X Proposal 

2. Financial Stability 

X C,4$h ",.. M-n J. -. I, ~qJ,{,C'='·oo 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number d- ~ 'frS ~fe/'1·~:c-
of years in business, number of projects ? 3 3-tver.-.< reCei1...+e pr0 J ~r 
completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 3 3 
3. Experience in Local Community 

D 0 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 
3 ) personnel proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



.... 
Factor Maximum Score Comments 

' 
Points 

s. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 
3 ? 

6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 \l-
Ste,,.J -lo be .-. , o 1 ;tJ., C.O/\ ff MM»r 

P't4,rjii, A 1,ttCt. $'f&or1" ot\ ~J" 

8. capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule 
3 5 

2. Quality Control Program 
3 3 

3. Financial Capacity CA~J\ o" ~ "I, fi'{3, "'"·ao l :i 
4. Bonding Capacity 3 3 
5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 \ ( 
ftV',"'{ l\01" ,~ lrb I~ "-° ,.ue-r 
S'-"~ttcJ., e,("C f<, ~fl\ .flow 

C. Pricing- Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 
tc, 5 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 v ~<'r co,cprl"t11e h;"' 
~ S" 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 I~ • 
B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 I I 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 t,S 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 ~g 
f\/ iGc bic:I. j + ~cvn. ,.,.... ,s 1'11.G/~ 

1'1/J. tlw.y a.... n,.,.;. tt..._ f/\jt'~ 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrat ive Faci lity 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Loca l Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator' s Name: Di\vid fYl()nroe 
Name of Respondent: Tea(i+v (ott fl.Ac:ft>rs . ]:.,a.JG 
Date of Rating: 

J I 

I J. , 11· J.o) 5" 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent' s proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of X HA<:1- -tQ re1t.1cS''t Co"' $#UC t-,'o;\. Sc 1t~t:1.'4.1 c:.. 
Proposal 

2. Financial Stability X CA1 It. o (\ ~J. ti l0,'{18,10X .OO 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; tota l 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abil ities, company background history, number of years in 
provid ing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number J-1 yrs M.fe/!&I'- ~ 
of years in business, number of projects 

L( lf completed, type of construction, construction Sevt'/'A-1 (61/evA'f<. projtc...fr 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions L( l( 

3. Experience in Local Community 
0 0 

4 . Organ ization Chart/Staffing Plan with key Lf Lf personne l proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 
1 ~ 

6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 I S" Vet y <J tA4 l, .fwJ.. ~ tv,.<.r4or 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule H.A<l 4,-0 r~ t. CAt-s t -fo" 
I I 

5 (."~"'""'~ 
2. Quality Control Program 

lf '1 
3. Financial Capacity 

L.f '1 C,t{A o,- h,,ty\-l • I0..00DF0
· i:)o 

4. Bonding Capacity r s 
5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 
l'f 

s ,:> CiJ. f,·f'tA,11.&,~ t 8 ~ ~ 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 
L,i 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 "8 /ow £.-J., f\~«i -fr:,4<fl. 
a_ftittt-1\. if e.,f(llf#lt~; S /Ac{~ 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 
IS" 

B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 
ti.{ 

C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 
(,8 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 q7 Vt'fY r\ic.< 6itl if €,/kf'f(1,i'l-11~ 
i I\ e. ~J.e.J.. 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator' s Name: UtwiJ. M.o(lroc. 
Name of Respondent: S-e, '"L ~ tt sf("'" t,o~ 
Date of Rating: l'l-l '\ .. .}.Q~S 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of I Proposal 

2. Financial Stability ~ C,,r<5' on.~ • S", 7'8~Jl f. oo 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilit ies, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number ~ O c.r<s -0>cf'l<'iet1.ce 
of years in business, number of projects 

3 1 St! ve r,. ( r~ L~v,.k 
completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

ffoj~c.t'f 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 
'f J.( 

3. Experience in Local Community 
D 0 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 
4 4 personnel proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



• 
Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

s. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel s '3 

6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 l'-1 vuy 1a..-.i , Wcc:l Goll tr ,\(;.,t_,( 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule 
"? "! 

2. Quality Control Program 
l( 4 

3. Financial Capacity 
3 3 C>,sr. Of\ ~ 1( ~78'~) i (. 00 

4. Bonding Capacity 
L{ '-I 

s. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 l "( 
.5Jiov.C<J.. be c1-ble. -\o 
pc~ we-"" 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 l,5 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 's' Pt1,it1J .Sf2Sr\s- 4o be releoc.r 
-1', ~of l.c..)Drf<. 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 IL/ 

B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 
/'{ 

C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 
') 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 t:t3 1/tf'I f\ic.~ J,; .A. i .f. evuy ti..iNJ 
i 'S ,11 e f 1.1.J.e J.... 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: 

Name of Respondent: 

Date of Rating: 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of 

X Proposal 

2. Financial Stability 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stoe here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 

3. Experience in Local Community 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 
personnel proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 

6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule 

2. Quality Control Program 

3. Financial Capacity 

4. Bonding Capacity 

5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 

C. Pricing - Prices fo r all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposa l 70 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qual ifications 15 

B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 

C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 

TOT Al AVAILABLE POINTS 100 <D tJsrf ( i*lt i,,. {orNf"h'OI'-. -Z 
"Ne( f"ky c{iJ.f\'t +"1'A' -f"M F.°"Cd'J 

Sf'i-i•~S' 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/0S/25 



- . - REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SlFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: DWtA MQf\(o e~ 
Name of Respondent: 51 RI\Se (l Con rif lAc. t1 'an L\..G 
Date of Rating: 

. 
/j,-/CJ. JO~$" 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of 
){ Proposal 

2. Financial Stability X 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 
t ime, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 

3. Experience in local Community 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 
personnel proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



I 
Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 

6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 (5 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule 

2. Quality Control Program 

3. Financial Capacity 

4. Bonding Capacity 

5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 IS 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposa l 70 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 35' 

Total Score (A+ B + C} 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 
(5 

8. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 I> 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 311 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 65 ~ea+ bid h~ ;L ~(#ey~e 
-It> /J11 fY For ~t! p.ro j c vr 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Faci lity 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: bn.\-n-1·\ \\...\rne.( 
Name of Respondent: J.C, . Q.o ~ 'r<\ tr C.:1 -a \ \f\c. . 
Date of Rat ing: ,~ ,~:3)~5 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor . Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from t he Respondent's proposal response and/or by contact ing 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) shou ld be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of / Proposal 

2. Financial Stability ✓ 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stoQ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilit ies, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for simi lar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 

3 completed, type of construction, construction j 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 
3 3 

3. Experience in Loca l Community 3 9 
4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 3 3 personnel proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 
3 3 

6. 

Subtota l - Experience and Qualifications 15 l~ 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction Schedule + 4 
2. Quality Control Program 

4- 4 
3. Financial Capacity 

3 \ \ OY\I e,_y- c.~'&h Of\ hanc:i 
4. Bonding Capacity 

4- 4--
5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 \3 

C. Pricing- Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and val id for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 ~ Q 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 
IJ~ 

Total Score (A+ 8 + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 
)~ 

B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 
\3 

C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 
~:)_ 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 ?51 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: Br-, -t\n ·, lu r n e... r-
Name of Respondent: 1-e,q r 1-N C-on-rrac..-tb(S. , \.-.c . 
Date of Rating: ,a.-/~3/::;,.5 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of 
✓ Proposal 

2. Financial Stability / 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; tota l 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abi lities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 

3 3 time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 3 3 
3. Experience in Local Community 3 (/> 
4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 3 J personnel proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personne l 3 3 
6. 

Subtota l - Experience and Qua lifications 15 
l~ 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction Schedule 4 4 
2. Quality Control Program 4 4 
3. Financial Capacity 3 3 
4. Bonding Capacity + 1 
5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 ,5 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposa l 70 1o 
Subtotal - Pricing 70 'lo Lo'Ne.s+ B,d i ~ual, tiec\ 

Total Score (A+ B + C} 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qua lifications 15 )~ 

8. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 15 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 

'70 
TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 q41 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: 1 Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Admin istrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fisca l 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: 
13r "i -\--\n" \ I lA r n ~ ( 

Name of Respondent: 
St\ 0o~-hlAc.Ji on , L-\-~ . 

Date of Rating: l~li3J~r3 
Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of / Proposal 

2. Financial Stability ,/ 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services simi lar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 3 3 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 3 3 

3. Experience in Local Community 3 ff 
4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 3 3 personnel proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 )~ 

8. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

l. Construction Schedule 1 4 
2. Quality Control Program 4 4 
3. Financial Capacity 3 3 
4 . Bonding Capacity 

4 4 
5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 \5 

C. Pricing- Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

l. Price of Proposal 70 l;o 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 loo 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 l~ 
B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 15 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 uo 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 i, 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Loca l Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Eva luator's Name: 

Name of Respondent: 
C. • 

Date of Rating: 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current cl ients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of '/4 Proposal 

2. Financial Stability 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services sim ilar in size and scope; tota l 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. · 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 

3. Experience in Local Commun ity 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 
personnel proposed for this project 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 

6. 

Subtota l - Experience and Qualifications 15 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule 

2. Quality Control Program 

3. Financial Capacity 

4. Bonding Capacity 

5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 

8. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 

C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 ¢ jno L,+h~ \l'\-t1>n~a.-hori 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act {ARPA) {list others) funded w ith Coronavirus State and Loca l Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act {ARPA) 

Evaluator' s Name: Br·, -\-hr-i ·, Turn~ Y-
Name of Respondent: S-h~n~ \ I C..Ons-tn.A r-h ." V1 

Date of Rating: 
I l ~ld\3 }d\s 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) shou ld be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of / Proposal 

2. Financial Stability / 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; tota l 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing simi lar services . 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for simi lar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 3 3 
t ime, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 3 3 

3. Experience in Local Community 3 3 
4. Organ ization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 3 3 personnel proposed for this project 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qua lifications 15 15 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule 

4 4 
2. Qual ity Control Program 4 f 
3. Financial Capacity 3 3 
4. Bonding Capacity 4 4 
5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 ,5 
C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 35 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 35 \-1)5~0+ -e,,d 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qual ifications 15 \5 
B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 15 

C. Subtota l - Pricing 70 
35 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 lP5 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Adm inistrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

, Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: -,;;;"1 fi1r ,_; I~/ 
Name of Respondent: --.-:_I ., ~ (, -fp, . /-G vf • · ·LJ /7,1 c:7. c -\-z> r -S 
Date of Rating: _) 

/ 2,../, 551-z < 
I , 

I 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) shou ld be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas : 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of 
✓ Proposal 

2. Financial Stability ✓ 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stoQ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, know ledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 3 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions s 
3. Experience in Local Community 'l 
4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 

3 personnel proposed for this project 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Qua lity of Personne l 

6. 

Subtota l - Experience and Qualifications 15 i1 
B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction Schedule 
.--8- c) 

2. Qua lity Control Program ·-Y l 
3. Financial Capacity tf 1/ 
4. Bonding Capacity ·11 lf 

5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 ~ 
C. Pricing- Prices for al l goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and val id for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 '7< 
Subtota l - Pricing 70 ~~< 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 11 
B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 1 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 ,✓ t ') 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 it 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS {RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: 1 RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Adm in istrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (l ist others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: ·-r;;,yy .fp ·-~)-t</ 
Name of Respondent : ~2- ( (/f'~v'-\.£' [( :°'-- \ 
Date of Rating: 

i --Z,, \ \ £t \ ~l-~ 
\ 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent . Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) shou ld be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of 

✓/ Proposa l 

2. Financial Stabil ity ✓ 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
provid ing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 3 time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descript ions 
3 

3. Experience in Local Community 
f; 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan w ith key 

3 personnel proposed for this project 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel ? 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualificat ions 15 i~ 
B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work . 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction Schedule t/ 
2. Quality Control Program 

D 
3. Financia l Capacity 1 
4 . Bond ing Capacity li 

5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 ru 
C. Pricing - Pr ices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and val id for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 hi, 
Subtotal - Pr icing 70 t/1/ 

Total Score (A + B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qua lificat ions 15 11( 
B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 ,~ 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 bJ 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 .c()I 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator' s Name: brl-f ~k) (~ 
Name of Respondent: ~(~/ t ~l-1 -s-hu c:h o V\ 

Date of Rating: -
I "Z-- \ I ~ \ '"Z, s-

' 
Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of / Proposal 

2. Financial Stability ✓ 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stoQ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; tota l 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 3 time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 5 
3. Experience in Local Community ? 
4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 3 personnel proposed for this project 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel -?' 

7 
6. 

Subtota l - Experience and Qualifications 15 I~ 
B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction Schedule 
) 

2. Quality Control Program 3 
3. Financial Capacity 

~ 
4. Bonding Capacity ·'1 

) 

5. 
,--t---

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 
I /.. 

--t'i" 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 

lt C 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 -, u 

Total Score (A+ B + C} 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qua li fications 15 ·1< 
B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 

·,v 

~ 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 

&D ~ 
TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 ~ ~1\Y 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Hunt County Entity Name: 

RFP Title or Number: 
RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

\ Source of Funds: 
I American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: 

. Name of Respondent: 

Date of Rating: 

Rate the Respondent by award ing points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current cl ients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 

RFP) should be scored on ly on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of / 
Proposa l 

2. Financial Stability / 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stoQ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; tota l 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 

3 comp leted, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 
~ 

3. Experience in Local Community 3 
4 . Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key '/ 

personnel proposed for this project ~7 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 

3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qua lifications 15 ,{ 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work . 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

l. Construction Schedule ··s 
2. Qua lity Control Program l 
3. Financial Capacity 3 
4. Bond ing Capacity 

,-, 
'J 

5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 
\ \ 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and va lid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

" l 

l. Pr ice of Proposal 70 7/f 
5t.JV'IIVt' C),f IA-S c+ I• ..... <. ,~ .,. 

1'11.f .e,,. -lA..,,~-~\.~1 ~ L:;-( 
Subtotal - Pricing 70 y; \ ; A -t v,J ( v -\,(,,.....1 ,1-; t.t -V\.e)l., 

~f?ft<·s l,~V---t t\b(loilA·b\ .{, 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtota l - Experience and Qualificat ions 15 / 

'I s 
B. Subtota l - Capacity to Perform 15 \ \ 

C. Subtota l - Pricing 70 ,/ 

1/7 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 _f} 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fisca l 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Eva luator's Name: 

Name of Respondent : 

Date of Rating: 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent' s proposa l response and/or by contacting 

past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if all owed in the 
RFP) shou ld be scored only on those services . Rate the Respondent in the following areas : 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of / 
Proposal 

2. Financial Stability J 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stop here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilit ies, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects y I completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 

-Y \ 
3. Experience in Local Community 

'b' 1.,, 
4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan w ith key 

personnel proposed for this project 0 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 
(J 

6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 4 
B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction Schedule r; 
2. Qua lity Control Program 

{) 

3. Financial Capacity Cl 
4. Bonding Capacity 

1. 
5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 --i 
C. Pricing- Prices for all goods and/or services shal l be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 JO 
Subtotal - Pric ing 70 ,..., L' 

':) 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qua lifications 15 vi 
B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 ~u 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 /J . ' . I., 

') 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 ··, y 
~ r tsc.1.. A I:,? ,."\. e.{ .,,\ 

\,J t-( l \cu '? ,v-. · 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 
,____ 

RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility RFP Title or Number: 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act {ARPA) {list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds {SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act {ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: 
~rr'-l ~,~ 

Name of Respondent: I 

,.oer,~ 
Date of Rating: ,~ h ;/ ~02.s-. I 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients {references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services {if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of 5c'hed'-''e ca,rr'\e "\ V"'\ ~o2r .s "'-'c> "'""\S'.S i or'"\ 

Proposal ✓ 

2. Financial Stability 
✓ 

~o I ~ f1.e.< cY"\ '>-:<c.. - .:f 3 fo W\ 

~o,1Lt f\-e-teY'\U.oQ. _J /;A wt 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stol! here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 3 3 time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 
3 3 

3. Experience in Local Commun ity 3 J 
No ~"'"'+-u;::v.vn-,1 .S~c ~("'()""-

lone 0t.\( lo.°¥ ~ T~s us\-
4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 3 personnel proposed for this project ;i fM ~o\-~'~~~ 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5, Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 13 

8. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction Schedule J _3 

2. Quality Control Program 4 L-\ 
3. Financia l Capacity 

~ ~ q\Or0 4v~~,""~ Ccl.~ - I 
4, Bonding Capacity q ~ 
5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 lS 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 70 
Subtotal - Pricing 70 70 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 
\3 

B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 \5 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 

0 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 <\.~ 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Adm inistrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: ~~ s~~ 
Name of Respondent: ' ~c_ (- " -'"~rC.\G.\_ 
Date of Rating: Q}\,g/~o;iS 

' 
Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of 
Proposal ✓ 

2. Financial Stability 
✓ 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stoR here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services sim ilar in size and scope; tota l 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number G,c,e ~ ~,Q,w C.cr, 6 \-~~t"'\ 
of years in business, number of projects ~t--~V"'\c.e.. ~o ~o\- ,-€ \Qc\-
completed, type of construction, construction 3 J 

~S rrw .. e h ('"'e ~e\.... { r-e ~u, b 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 3 3 
3. Experience in Local Community __J ~ 

~ \¼:1\-\-CcM."'~. L~e. ~f-v..J 
o.A-,-i~ 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key _3 ~-,~,~\-e.~ personnel proposed for this project ~ ~~ 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 ,~ 
B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule 3 3 
2. Quality Control Program lf tf 
3. Financial Capacity 

4 ~ 
4. Bonding Capacity y ~ 
5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 15 

C. Pricing- Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 b5 
Subtotal - Pricing 70 ~s 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 
I~ 

B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 15 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 foS' 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 9~ 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Faci lity 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds {SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act {ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: ~~ s~,~ 
Name of Respondent: ' c""\ .~\\ ' 
Date of Rating: 

\~\\'b 1~o;iS-

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent' s proposal response and/or by contact ing 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services . Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of 
Proposal ✓ 

2. Financial Stability ✓ 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; tota l 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 

3 3 completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 3 3 
3. Experience in Local Community 3 ;)_ 

tJ o ~V\-\- Cou.~ 

\\-En.....J"'\ ~oAI.- \~'1-.0.{° 
' 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key J 3 personnel proposed for this project 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 \ L\ 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule 3 3 
2. Quality Control Program 

<t itt 
3. Financial Capacity ~~~~.,I ,!-~-e 11 Ca~c. [;;. 

L\ ;)._ DceS ,Jo-\-- ~-.r-e ~N~ ~a 
-lt""'-1 s ~-~~ 

' 
4. Bonding Capacity 

~ <-t 

5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 \3 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 So 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 S-D 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 \4 
B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 

l3 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 

So 
TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 17 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) {list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: 
Gcart"""-1 s~~,..\-"' 

Name of Respondent: I 

sci 
Date of Rating: 

\;J Ii ii ~o;>s-

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor . Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of 
✓ Proposal 

2. Financial Stability ✓ 
Csi.s~ ~s. 7~ /11 ~o~'I ~vet"l~f' .u,2.s -t>rs,,.,.... 

I\ ,R.~l -./,11, ..... 

Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; tota l 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number ~h+ K~l-'\O-(a-\-1 ol-) 
of years in business, number of projects 

3 ~ 
ex"\ •'f~r--,c:J- rr~•~5 

completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions j J 
Ot'\\1 4/ ~ it". i rn""L. Je~.::d L 

3. Experience in Local Community 3 \ 
ND ~~I'\ -1- (oc,W\ '{7 . 
rno..s-t\'1 ir-- l'f ler "\} 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 3 ~ tJv personnel proposed for this project Pr<\ 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 (0 

8. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction Schedule 3 d._ 
~¥' pla~ - rJCTT ~c\fk:-
~ :S:-"'2o ~ "-W,"'Q(""c. \~ ~cc.~~ 

' ' 2. Quality Control Program 
Lf lf 

3. Financial Capacity Lf Lf 

4. Bonding Capacity 
Lf ~ 

5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 
I~ 

C. Pricing- Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 (oo 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 &o 
Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 
/0 

8. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 
l4 

C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 fuD 
TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 ?,4 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP} FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: 

Name of Respondent: 

Date of Rating: 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor 

1. Responsiveness of 
Proposal 

2. Financial Stability 

Pass Fail Comments 

✓ 

✓ ff 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stop here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 
completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 

3. Experience in Local Community 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 
personnel proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 

6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 

8. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Construction Schedule 

2. Quality Control Program 

3. Financial Capacity 

4. Bonding Capacity 

5. 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

l. Price of Proposal 70 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 

B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 

C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fisca l 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: GrRove: 
Name of Respondent: ---I f.C:x-Rl'TY 
Date of Rating : 12./is)2S 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of ✓ Proposa l 

2. Financial Stability / 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; tota l 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 5ol,J of years in business, number of projects 
J 3 completed, type of construction, construction 

time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 3 3 )o/,J 
3. Experience in Local Community 3 0 f-lL) vJio·i,t. 5-tJ4T£0 >.A.l f/u1-JT G:, , 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 3 3 St>l,cl 
personnel proposed for this project 
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Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 /2. 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule 4 3 
2. Quality Control Program 

~ ~ 
3. Financial Capacity 3 3 
4. Bondir:g Capacity 4 '1 
5. L1A-b, I 1._,7 /.4.5v1Vltvc.~ ,.g:- S'rtl-'ff,fJ 

f7M hAI'. of P1'-tf~ lf f, -
Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 \ ':) 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 70 5/5 l O lu ./15tv lz Lc>ivi./l .. :TlA-) 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 70 

Total Score (A + B + C) 

A. Subtota l - Experience and Qualifications 15 i2._ 

B. Subtota l - Capacity to Perform 15 

C. Subtota l - Pricing 70 70 
TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 97 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Faci lity 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Loca l Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: 
( 712.0V~ 

Name of Respondent: ~ C L.nMHt ~ ~f,i A--( 
Date of Rating: t2/;s/2.5 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas : 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of I Proposal 

2. Financial Stability ( 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto~ here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services . 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 3 3 completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 3 3 
3. Experience in Local Community 3 0 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 3 3 
personnel proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 1i 

8. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule Lf 1 
2. Quality Control Program Lf L-1 

3. Financial Capacity 3 3 
4. Bonding Capacity 

Lf y 
5. t-1Ah, h-rj !21--1s Sf ,;.'T~O 1,µ_ Pr2.tL1(1) J 

,fth 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 /.) 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 foO 
Subtotal - Pricing 70 !oD 

Total Score (A + B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 !l 
B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 ,~ 
C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 w -115WIL ~ ·11,.f<~ t-Ou.J &,J 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 6"1 ~/0,-)J t4,loc.A/ ~pi/; 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

~ --
RFP iitle or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construct ion Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fisca l 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: ~vz.. 
Name of Respondent: SC-\ 
Date of Rating: JZ/15 /1,5 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered eit her from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas : 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of I Proposal 

2. Financial Stability I 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stog here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services sim ilar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abil ities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services . 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects J 3 completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions J 3 

3. Experience in Local Community 3 0 f'(,o ;..Iv{\)~ G,, ?..:1-p 

4. Organization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 3 3 
personnel proposed for this project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



• 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 /'2. >',<) ;.ktvi' Ctrulli•/ U/J>fU~<-l,~ 

B. Capacity to Perform - Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

l. Construction Schedule ~ 4 
2. Quality Control Program 

~ i 
3. Financial Capacity 3 3 
4. Bonding Capacity y Lf 
5. J,.11:¥b.hry f,-.<5" >--'o'T' spfc,Fie,p,1/y ).,~ r~ v,Ju> 

,S,Ai'f,O; t.:~'1'7'£,R,. ".1-J T4 3 ?AJL 17 StrY> l, m,-rs Cpw,, 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 15 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 <.oO 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 ioD 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 
'l.. 

B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 /j 

C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 C::,O 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 9;1 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construction Services for the 1-30 Administrative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) allocated under the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator's Name: 
l--rP-.L)v ~ 

Name of Respondent: ~ull,K~.,d 
Date of Rating: 12./15/25 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from the Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/current clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP) should be scored only on those services . Rate the Respondent in the following areas : 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Respon~:veness of 
./ ✓ fAil{o +o. 1>-t cC,Ji- Sc~E.Jvk, (✓.>-1A .~j; ,A( 5~.AT[A1t.u-r;· 

Proposal 
" <..J. nr;:-,,-.J.a °PIA->-.1 o ·;z.q s~:, u:rua.~ 

J --J 

2. Financial Stability r 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, stol! here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services similar in size and scope; total 
number and types of employees, skills, knowledge and abil ities, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

O ·-3 Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 

t'>Asi,L) a.JI. f S.'fl.Sv,.Jll 'J"""i4'/u}q'i. of years in business, number of projects 3 3 completed, type of construction, construction 'f:>,J d..J~~ ,,...,U,'f l~C,/~' ~ aJU,l)t"i,14 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 3 D ;,..-1-<)'-( -p?-0"1 Jf-O 
-

3. Experi2nce in Local Community 3 3 3,r.t~J c,rJ p~~o~,r/ .KA'c<.Jlulyt.. 

4 . Organ ization Chart/Staffing Plan with key 
l81 3 D ,-L<>'-f pioi1,kJ 

personnel proposed for this project 
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• 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 0 / iJ .lo~ ,,.:r, O ,,J N-6 T h'Z.oi/t cl£ J 

6. 

Subtotai - Experience and Qualifications 15 0 

B. Capacity to Perform• Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule 'i 0 µ,o--( ?izo11,dt,,v 

2. Quality Control Program H D > I 

3 . Financial Capacity 
3 D I I 

4. Bondir:g Capacity 
'1- 1 

5. j:1-,1,sultl\-~ L, Ah, 1 ,ry 1$ M;.., 

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 l-f 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 lO ~ ,j>--4tf~lj ~ljk'-Jt. +h~"" -tJ..t. 
M~!?JA-JJ 8 ME,AJJ 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 10 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 lo Q~""1'A1l.s ,-JO, flUi-'10£0; D~j; .s 
~• 1.-l ,,,,. t1 I, JJo ~itil o 'i!.4!f,N1-r.4,,~.,J ., 

B. Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 Li 
f)ATl'I .ut,-t" Prt.oillO►D fc'l2 r;:.11;,.}4)1ff1(j/ll 

C. Subtotai - Pricing 70 ,o H,J~ .,.~ ).;....; Z.NP h'.Jhr,,:;r(Z/5') 
1..c,114-1, M-0 i2f-P1 "'/4-$/.a 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 1..0 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
RATING SHEET 

Entity Name: Hunt County 
r-

RFP Title or Number: RFP # 268-26, Construct ion Services fo r the 1-30 Ad minist rative Facility 

Source of Funds: American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) (list others) funded with Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds (SLFRF) al located under the America n Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 

Evaluator' s Name: 
G-Rov& 

Name of Respondent: 
S,AHSE 11 

Date of Rating: 
J 2 /1,5"" /25 

Rate the Respondent by awarding points up to the maximum listed for each factor. Information necessary to assess the 
Respondent on these criteria may be gathered either from t he Respondent's proposal response and/or by contacting 
past/cu rrent clients (references) of the Respondent. Respondents proposing to offer specific services (if allowed in the 
RFP ) should be scored on ly on those services. Rate the Respondent in the following areas: 

Pass/Fail Criteria 

Factor Pass Fail Comments 

1. Responsiveness of I Proposal 

2. Financial Stability v 
Must pass all above areas to proceed. If a Fail is marked, sto1;1 here. 

A. Experience and Relevant Qualifications - Past Performance Experience in services simila r in size and scope; tota l 
number ar.d types of employees, skills, knowledge and abilit ies, company background history, number of years in 
providing similar services. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction history for similar work, number 
of years in business, number of projects 3 3 completed, type of construction, construction 
time, number of years of construction history 

2. Prior Project Descriptions 3 3 
3. Experience in Local Commun ity 3 0 

4. Organ ization Chart/Staffing Plan w ith key 
3 3 personne i proposed for th is project 

RFP FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RATING SHEET I Revised 12/05/25 



Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

5. Relevant Experience/Quality of Personnel 3 3 
6. 

Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 ~ 
B. Capacity to Perform• Demonstrated capacity to perform requested work. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 
Points 

1. Construction Schedule l-t t-f 

2. Quality Control Program 1-{ 2. ;...loi' C.l{.1\~ \y ~ 'T14'T£D C>TZ 
Ex.PJ4NOi;O ON 

3. Financial Capacity 3 3 
4. Bond i rig Capacity t-f t-/ 
5. µoTt,.' ~M /_, tl_h, 1 .. ,, I~/ C/W 

b ~ 0 h-rA-1 M, C: J w 5~4TfJ) I,.... ,'A,b E. 
--

Subtotal - Capacity to Perform 15 13 

C. Pricing - Prices for all goods and/or services shall be all inclusive and valid for 90 days. 

Factor Maximum Score Comments 

Points 

1. Price of Proposal 70 0 r-l 'j hf,:~·, P12.1 C. ~ ( l / 5) 

Subtotal - Pricing 70 0 

Total Score (A+ B + C) 

A. Subtotal - Experience and Qualifications 15 l2- '"' c) f )(. r 'i:. 12. I A'Y" LL I ,J. Hu ., .. r( Cc,nv"f}' 

B. Subtota l - Capacity to Perform 15 ,3 /..ACJl. t,t QJA I 1,y ~J\JT~I Yl?.t>jf~ 

C. Subtotal - Pricing 70 D H '.J l£-.N ?~, (,~ ( 1 (:i) If/. 5 M ~,LAJ I I-ow 

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS 100 25 
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