SEMSWA Interim Executive Director and Interim Finance Director Proposal Summary

Interim Executive Director
Firm Understanding | Met Regmt's of | Understanding Company Staff Rank Comments
and Approach RFQ of SEMSWA |Experience and| Experience
Needs Capability

Nolte Associates VG G VG G VG 1 Nolte provided a well organized, attractive SOQ which met
the requirements of the RFQ. They have good experience
in storm drainage operations. Ken Rudolph is in charge of
Nolte's Rocky Mountain region, and it may be difficult for
him to devote 20 to 40 hours per week as Executive
Director of SEMSWA, unless he delegates some of his
existing management duties.

Ajilon G G G F F 2 The proposal for Executive Director had several references
to the Finance Director position, i.e. forgot to change
reference in their template. Proposed Executive Director
has no experience in stormwater management.

RS Wells, Clifton Gunderson, Merrick P P F G G 3 Did not follow the required format for the SOQ. Included

engineering services which was not requested and showed
a lack of understanding of SEMSWA needs. Had typos in
their submittal.

Muller Responded that they have decided not to pursue.
CH2M HILL Responded that they have decided not to pursue.
FHU Did not respond.

Leonard Rice

Did not respond.

Brown & Caldwell

Did not respond.

Burns & McDonnell

Did not respond.

HDR Did not respond.
URS Did not respond.
AMEC Did not respond.

VG=Very Good
G=Good
F=Fair

P=Poor
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Interim Finance Director

Firm Understanding | Met Regmt's of | Understanding Company Staff Rank Comments
and Approach RFQ of SEMSWA |Experience and| Experience
Needs Capability
Ajilon G G VG G VG 1 The proposed FD has deep experience in financial

management of large public utilities, specifically Denver
Wastewater Management Division which includes storm
drainage.

RS Wells, Clifton Gunderson, Merrick P P F G G 2 Did not follow the required format for the SOQ. Included
engineering services which was not requested and showed
a lack of understanding of SEMSWA needs. Had typos in
their submittal.

UG Responded that they have decided not to pursue.
Swanhorst Responded that they have decided not to pursue.
CH2M HILL Responded that they have decided not to pursue.
GHP Financial Did not respond.
Gordon, Hughes & Banks Did not respond.
Brown & Caldwell Did not respond.
Burns & McDonnell Did not respond.
HDR Did not respond.
URS Did not respond.
AMEC Did not respond.

VG=Very Good
G=Good
F=Fair

P=Poor




