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Evaluation Criteria AECOM Technical 
Services, Inc

Barge Design 
Solutions, Inc

Brown and 
Caldwell

Carollo Engineers, 
Inc.

CDM Smith DLZ National Inc FVB Energy Inc GRESHAM SMITH Hazen and 
Sawyer, D.P.C. dba 
Hazen and Sawyer

HDR Engineering 
Inc.

Jacobs 
Engineering Group 
Inc

Lamar Dunn & 
Associates, Inc.

SMITH SECKMAN 
REID INC

Stantec Consulting 
Services Inc

Williams & 
Associates 
Engineering, LLC

Solicitation Acceptance Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Contract Acceptance Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes, with 

exceptions
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

ISA Questionnaire Completed and Terms Accepted Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects (15 Points) 12 13 10 11 14 7 8 10 12 13 9 10 12 9 1

Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects (20 Points) 15 17 18 18 16 9 8 15 17 18 15 18 14 17 4

Team Qualifications for Facility Projects (35 Points) 32 30 32 29 32 17 17 29 31 31 28 29 30 33 5
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects (30 Points) 23 18 21 22 22 15 12 16 24 26 21 17 19 23 2

 Totals 81 78 80 79 84 48 44 70 84 87 72 74 75 81 12

Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:    Firm's response exceeded page count.   Q#3 ‐ Firm did not provide adequate resume information for subconsultants. 
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:    Firm's projects did not represent all desired project types.  Some of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

Weaknesses:   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe what members of team would provide scope of services. Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope.
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects

Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:    Firm's projects did not represent all desired project types.  Some of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

CDM Smith
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

Weaknesses:   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe what members of team would provide scope of services.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not demonstrate a commitment to utilize small businesses.
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:    Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately document the key team members in performing tasks in the scope.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not provide adequate resume information for key team members and subconsultants.
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects

Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses: Q#1 Firm did not provide detail demonstrating an understanding of the scope requirements.  Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

Weaknesses:    Firm's response exceeded page count.
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Firm's projects did not represent all desired project types.  Some of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

Carollo Engineers, Inc.

Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe sub contractors capacity to perform.
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.

Weaknesses:   Firm did not provide references for all projects.  Firm's projects did not represent all desired project types

Brown and Caldwell
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 Firm did not provide detail demonstrating an understanding of the scope requirements. Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe approach to controls management.

Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:    Q#1 ‐ Firm did not adequately connect team members skills with scope requrements.  Firm's response exceeded page count.
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

AECOM Technical Services, Inc

Weaknesses:  Q#2 ‐ Did not adequately document which team members would perform parts of the scope.

RFQ# 335262 ‐ Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects ‐ 
Facility

Strengths & Weaknesses

Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects

Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 

Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#1 Firm did not provide detail demonstrating an understanding of the scope requirements.

Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately document how key subconsultants would complete work.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately document the capacity to perform.

Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:    Q#3 ‐ Firm did not provide enough detail on subcontractors.

Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Some of firm projects lacked relevent details.  Firm projects did not include adequate references, did not include fees, initial and final construction costs and key members.

Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects

Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects

Barge Design Solutions, Inc
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Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:     Many of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#1 ‐ Firm's org chart did not provide all requested information.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope.
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:     Q#1 ‐ Firm's response did not document the qualifications for their team to provide the services provided in the scope.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not provide adequate resume information for key team members and subconsultants. 

Jacobs Engineering Group Inc
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 Firm did not provide detail demonstrating an understanding of the scope requirements.   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations. Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe approach to controls management.  Q#5 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe their approach to sustainability.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 

Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:    Firm's response exceeded page count.
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:     Some of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

Weaknesses:  Q#1 Firm did not provide detail demonstrating an understanding of the scope requirements. 
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope.
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects

Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:     Some of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

HDR Engineering Inc.
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

Weaknesses:  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope.
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:    Firm's response exceeded the page count.
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects

Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#4 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how they would assist MWS with safety compliance.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

Weaknesses:    Firm's response exceeded page count.  Q#1 ‐ Firm's response did not document the qualifications for their team to provide the services provided in the scope.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not provide adequate resume information for key team members and subconsultants. 
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:    Firm's projects did not represent all desired project types.  Some  of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

Hazen and Sawyer, D.P.C. dba Hazen and Sawyer

Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#1 ‐ Firm's org chart did not provide all requested information.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope and firm did not demonstrate a commitment to utilize small businesses.
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.

Weaknesses:    Firm's projects did not represent all desired project types.  Many of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

GRESHAM SMITH
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 Firm did not provide detail demonstrating an understanding of the scope requirements.   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations. Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe approach to controls management.

Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects 
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:    Firm's response exceed page count.  Q#1 ‐ Firm's response did not document the qualifications for their team to provide the services provided in the scope.   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately document the key team members in performing tasks in the scope.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not provide adequate resume information for subconsultants. 

Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#1 Firm did not provide detail demonstrating an understanding of the scope requirements.   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations.   Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe approach to controls management.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 ‐ Firm's org chart did not provide all requested information.   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe what members of team would provide scope of services.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not demonstrate a commitment to utilize small businesses.

Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Firm's projects did not represent all desired project types.  Many of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

FVB Energy Inc
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects

Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe what members of team would provide scope of services.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope.
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:    Firm's response exceeded page count.    Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately document the key team members in performing tasks in the scope.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not provide adequate resume information for key team members and subconsultants. 

DLZ National Inc
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#1 Firm did not provide detail demonstrating an understanding of the scope requirements.   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe approach to controls management.  Q#5 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe their approach to sustainability.

Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
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Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Firm's response did not address any of the required information requested.
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:     Firm's response addressed little of the required information requested.
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   No relevant projects were submitted with similar scope of services.

Weaknesses:    Firm's response exceeded page count.
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:    Some  of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

Williams and Associates Engineering, LLC
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Firm's response did not demonstrate an understanding of the project types or scope of services.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 

Stantec Consulting Services Inc
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 Firm did not provide detail demonstrating an understanding of the scope requirements. Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations.  Q#5 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe their approach to sustainability.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#1 ‐ Firm's org chart did not provide all requested information.   Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.

Weaknesses:    Firm's projects did not represent all desired project types.  Some  of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations.  Q#5 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe their approach to sustainability.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

SMITH SECKMAN REID INC

Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:    Some  of firm's projects lacked relevant details.  Firm projects did not include adequate references, did not include fees, initial and final construction costs and key members.

Weaknesses:    Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe what members of team would provide scope of services.    Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope
Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:    Firm's response exceeded page count.   Q#1 ‐ Firm did not adequately connect team members skills with scope requrements.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not provide adequate resume information for key team members and subconsultants.
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects

Team Qualifications and Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:    Firm's response exceeded the page count.    Q#1 ‐ Firm's response did not document the qualifications for their team to provide the services provided in the scope.
Relevant Project Experience for Facility Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 Firm did not provide detail demonstrating an understanding of the scope requirements.   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Facility Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#1 ‐ Firm's org chart did not provide all requested information.  Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope.

Lamar Dunn & Associates, Inc.
Management Plan and Approach for Facility Projects

Page 3 of 3
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901-340-3011/etuombe@abesengineering.com

615-944-1988/skumar@connico.com 236220, 237310, 541330, 541611, 541990

(901) 602-2884/odell.j@malasriengineering.com 81101500, 81101600, 81101701 / 541330

615-255-9702/nlong@athenaee.com 541330, 541380, 541620, 562910

615-516-2852/lsullivan@cia-engineers.com 8110, 81101502, 81101516, 81101523
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SBE_SDV  AE Template Page 1

Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

AECOM Technical Services, Inc. Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 21% participation requirement of 
SBE/SDV over life of the project as required by the 
solicitation. Proposed to utilize the following SBE 
subcontractors: ABES Engineering for Civil Engineering and 
Related Services, Barge Civil Associates, LLC for 
Engineering Design and Permitting Support during 
construction, Civil Infrastructure Associates, LLC for 
Surveying, Engineering Design and Support during 
construction, and Malasri Engineering, PLLC for Civil 
Engineering and Related Services.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Facility) (A&E)  (21% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments

DocuSign Envelope ID: CA4431E4-B89C-4681-BA3A-0232382E7952



Metropolitan Government of Nashville and Davidson County
A&E Subconsultant Report  (List all proposed subconsultants or suppliers regardless of their status.) 
                                                                     Note: MBE = Minority-owned business, WBE = Woman-owned business, SBE = Small business, SDV = Service Disabled Veteran-owned  business, DBE = Disadvantaged businesses for Federally Funded Projects.

Your Firm's Name:
Solicitation Title:

Solicitation Number: 335262,4
Date: 27-Apr-23

Subconsultant (Firm Name) Address City St Zip Contact Name Email Phone # MBE WBE SBE SDV DBE OTHER Work to be Performed
Civil Infrastructure Associates, LLC 307 Hickerson Drive Murfreesboro TN 37129 Linda Sullivan lsullivan@cia-engineers.com 615-516-2852 No Yes Yes No No No Surveying, Engineering Design and Support during Construction
Barge Civil Associates, LLC 6606 Charlotte Pike, Suite 210 Nashville TN 37209 Barry Quinn bquinn@bcacivil.com 615.356.9911 No No Yes No No No Engineering Design and  Permitting Support during Construction
ABES Engineering 2500 Mt. Moriah Rd, Suite H229 Memphis TN 38115 Emmanuel Tuombe etuombe@abesengineering.com 901-340-3011 Yes No Yes No No No Civil Engineering and Related Services
OHM Advisors 209 10th Avenue South, Suite 154 Memphis TN 37203 Steve Chizek steve.chizek@ohm-advisors.com 615-649-5264 No No No No No No Support During Construction
Malasri Engineering, PLLC 65 Union Ave., Suite 800 Memphis TN 38103 Odell Johnson Jr. odell.j@malasriengineering.com 901-602-2884 Yes No Yes No No No Civil Engineering and Related Services
Connico, LLC 2594 N. Mount Juliet Rd Mount Juliet TN 37122 Sri Kumar skumar@connico.com 615-944-1988 Yes No No No No No Estimating Services
Athena Engineering and Environmental, LLC 52 Lindsley Ave, Suite 101 Nashville TN 37210 Nathan Long nlong@athenaee.com 615.255.9702 No Yes No No No No Geotechnical Services
I. C. Thomasson Associates, Inc. 2950 Kraft Drive Nashville TN 37204 Alan Watson awatson@icthomasson.com 615-346-3567 No No No No No No Electrical Engineering and Related Services, including SCADA, I&C and Lighting

Select Select Select Select Select Select
Select Select Select Select Select Select

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects
AECOM Technical Services, Inc.
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Statement of M/WBE Utilization A&E ONLY 

Proposer's/Firm's Name:Barge Design Solutions, Inc. 

Solicitation Title: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Facility) 

Solicitation #: 335262 

EBO Goal(%): 7.00 MBE% _5 __ WBE%

iThe following MWBE* subcontractor(s)/supplier(s) will be utilized for the performance of this project: 

MBE/WBE Firm Name MBE/WBE Firm Address Phone /E-Mall 

Certificate 

Type 

(MBEorWBE} 

Proposer's Phone#: 615-254-1500 

Proposer's Email Address: jonathan.childs@bargedesign.com 

Total Bid Amount: TBD 

EBO Goal Met? (Y/N) y 

*MBE/WBE Code# 

Group.ly�• UNSPS/NAICS Description of Work 

1 
Wilmot, Inc. 3811 Central Avenue, Nashville, TN 37205 61�38>1220/lwilmot@wilmotinc. I WB E 

GI 
5 177000000 Sustainability and Triple Bottom Line Analysis

Select Select 

Select Select 

Select Select 

Select Select 

Select Select 

Select Select 

I am the duly authorized representative and certify the facts and representations contained in this form and supporting documents are true and correct. 

Authorized Representative (Printed Name/Title/Signature) 

Jonathan F. Childs, PE, Senior Vice President � 

Date 

04/18/2023 

*Note: MWBE is defined as business enterprise maintaining a significant business prescience in the Program Area & performing a commercial useful function that is owned by one or more of the following: (1) African Americans (Z} Native Americans, (3) Hispanic Americans, (4} Asian Americans, and (5} Women. 

·Has Prime Acknowledged EBO Goals 
I Yes

Acheivement?

BAO Representative 

Project Manager: 

BAO Notes: 

For Internal Office Use ONLY 
I BAO Only 

If No, Good Faith Efforts Met? 

Metro Buyer: 

Date: 

Trevor Hilton
Scott Ferguson

Kristi Schnell 08/24/23
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SBE_SDV  AE Template Page 1

Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

Barge Design Solutions Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 21% participation requirement 
of SBE/SDV over life of the project as required by the 
solicitation. Proposed to utilize the following SBE 
subcontractors: ABES Engineering, Inc. for Process 
Design, Civil Infrastructure Associates, LLC for 
Surveying, Cornerstone Engineering, Inc. for 
Structural Engineering, Hawkins Partners, Inc. for 
Landscape Architecture, Wilmot, Inc. for Sustainability 
and Triple Bottom Line Analysis, LDA Engineering for 
Inspection and Civil Engineering Support, and Tegrah 
Engineering, PC for Process Design.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Facility) (A&E)  (21% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments

DocuSign Envelope ID: CA4431E4-B89C-4681-BA3A-0232382E7952



                                                                     Note: MBE = Minority-owned business, WBE = Woman-owned business, SBE = Small business, SDV = Service Disabled Veteran-owned  business, DBE = Disadvantaged businesses for Federally Funded Projects.

Your Firm's Name:
Solicitation Title:

Solicitation Number: 335262
Date: 2-May-23

Subconsultant (Firm Name) Address City St Zip Contact Name Email Phone # MBE WBE SBE SDV DBE OTHER Work to be Performed

ABES Engineering, Inc. 413 Welshwood Drive, Suite 203 Nashville TN 37211 Emmanuel Tuombe etuombe@abesengineering.com 901-340-3011 Yes No Yes No No No Process Design 
Athena 52 Lindsley Avenue, Suite 101 Nashville TN 37210 Julie Oliphant joliphant@athenaee.com 615-255-9702 No Yes No No No No Geotechnical Engineering
CIA, Civil Infrastructure Associates, LLC 307 Hickerson Drive Murfreesboro TN 37129 Linda Sullivan lsullivan@cia-engineers.com 615-663-7678 No Yes Yes No No No Surveying 
Cornerstone Engineering, Inc. 5120 Virginia Way, Suite C21 Brentwood TN 37027 Chris Sivley chris@cei-engineering.com 629-777-9002 Yes No Yes No No No Structural Engineering 

Hawkins Partners, Inc. 110 South 10th Street, Floor 2 Nashville TN 37206 Kelly Copeland k.copeland@hawkinspartners.com 615-255-5218 No Yes Yes No No No Landscape Architecture 
Richard Grubb & Associates 204 Rivergate Parkway Nashville TN 37072 Robbie Jones rjones@rgaincorporated.com 615-237-1001 No Yes No No No No Cultural Resources
Wilmot, Inc. 3811 Central Avenue Nashville TN 37205 Tiffany Wilmot twilmot@wilmotinc.com 615-385-1220 No Yes Yes No No No Sustainability and Triple Bottom Line Analysis
LDA Engineering 402 BNA Drive, Suite 403 Nashville TN 37217 Taylor Hagood thagood@ldaengineering.com 629-333-7191 No No Yes No No No Inspection and Civil Engineering Support
Tegrah Engineering, PC 10162 Stinson Street Milan TN 38358 Kim Hargett kim@tegrah.com 731-298-6587 No Yes Yes No No No Process Design 

Select Select Select Select Select Select
Select Select Select Select Select Select

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Facility)
Barge Design Solutions, Inc.
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SBE_SDV  AE Template Page 1

Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

Brown and Caldwell Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 21% participation requirement of 
SBE/SDV over life of the project as required by the 
solicitation. Proposed to utilize the following SBE 
subcontractors: ABES Engineering, Inc. for Civil/Permitting, 
Cornerstone Engineering, Inc. for Structural, Parsons 
Engineering, Inc. for Electrical/I&C, Tegrah Engineering, 
P.C. for Clean Water, Wilmot Inc. for Sustainability, Wilson 
& Associates, and Engineering & Surveying, P.C. for 
Surveying.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Facility) (A&E)  (21% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments
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SBE_SDV  AE Template Page 1

Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

Carollo Engineers, Inc. Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 21% participation requirement of 
SBE/SDV over life of the project as required by the 
solicitation. Proposed to utilize the following SBE 
subcontractors: Civil Infrastructure Associates, LLC for 
Civil, Survey, and Traffic Control, Cornerstone Engineering, 
Inc. for Structural and Architecture, Logan Patri 
Engineering, Inc. for Structural, Teasley Services Group, 
LLC for Geotechnical and Structural, Wilmot, Inc. for 
Sustainability, and Win Engineering for Electrical and 
Mechanical.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Facility) (A&E)  (21% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments
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#NAME?
A&E Subconsultant Report  (List all proposed subconsultants or suppliers regardless of their status.) 
                                                                     Note: MBE = Minority-owned business, WBE = Woman-owned business, SBE = Small business, SDV = Service Disabled Veteran-owned  business, DBE = Disadvantaged businesses for Federally Funded Projects.

Your Firm's Name:
Solicitation Title:

Solicitation Number: 335262 - Facility
Date: 26-Apr-23

Subconsultant (Firm Name) Address City St Zip Contact Name Email Phone # MBE WBE SBE SDV DBE OTHER Work to be Performed
Teasley Services Group, LLC 4711 Trousdale Drive, #215 Nashville TN 37220 Lillard Teasley lillard@teasleyservices.com 615-327-2995 No No Yes No No No Geotechnical, Structural

Logan Patri Engineering, Inc. 630 Southgate Avenue C Nashville TN 37203 Rao Patri
rpatri@loganpatriengineering.c
om 615-726-2902 Yes No Yes No No No Structural

CIA, Civil Infrastructure Associates LLC 307 Hickerson Drive Murfreesboro TN 37129 Linda Sullivan lsullivan@cia-engineers.com 615-663-7678 No Yes Yes No No No Civil, Survey, Traffic Control
Wilmot, Inc. 3811 Central Avenue Nashville TN 37205 Tiffany Wilmot twilmot@wilmotinc.com 615-385-1220 No Yes Yes No No No Sustainability
Cornerstone Engineering Inc. 5120 Virginia Way, Suite C21 Brentwood TN 37027 Chris Silvey chris@cei-engineering.com 629-777-9002 Yes No Yes No No No Structural, Architecture
Win Engineering 2 International Plaza, #410 Nashville TN 37217 Lori Walters lwalters@winengineer.com 615-891-4565 No Yes Yes No No No Electrical, Mechanical

Select Select Select Select Select Select
Select Select Select Select Select Select

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects
Carollo Engineers, Inc.
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Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

CDM Smith Inc. Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 21% participation requirement 
of SBE/SDV over life of the project as required by the 
solicitation. Proposed to utilize the following SBE 
subcontractors: Allworld Project Management, LLC 
for GIS/Stormwater Management, Burch 
Transportation, LLC for Traffic Analysis/Control, 
Clemson Engineering Hydraulics for Hydraulics 
Analysis/ Physical Modeling, Cornerstone 
Engineering, LLC for Structural Design, Croft & 
Associates, PC for Property Acquisition Support, LDA 
Engineering for Surveying/Civil Design/ Funding 
Support, and Verispec, LLC for Coatings 
Specialist/Task Drone Inspections.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Facility) (A&E)  (21% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments
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Metropolitan Government of Nashville and Davidson County
A&E Subconsultant Report  (List all proposed subconsultants or suppliers regardless of their status.) 
                                                                     Note: MBE = Minority-owned business, WBE = Woman-owned business, SBE = Small business, SDV = Service Disabled Veteran-owned  business, DBE = Disadvantaged businesses for Federally Funded Projects.

Your Firm's Name:
Solicitation Title:

Solicitation Number: RFQ 335262
Date: 18-Apr-23

Subconsultant (Firm Name) Address City St Zip Contact Name Email Phone # MBE WBE SBE SDV DBE OTHER Work to be Performed

Allworld Project Management, LLC 60 N BB King Boulevard Memphis TN 38103 Josh Grabowski, PE, PMP jgrabowski@allworldmail.com 901-881-2985 Yes No No No No No GIS/Stormwater Management

Athena Engineering and Environmental, LLC 52 Lindsley Avenue, Suite 101 Nashville TN 37210 Chelsea Williams, PG, PMP cwilliams@athenaee.com 615-255-9702 No Yes No No No No Environmental Coordination/Testing

Burch Transportation, LLC 1114 17th Avenue S Nashville TN 37212 Amy Burch, PE AmyBurch@burchtransportation.com 615-258-8551 No Yes Yes No Yes No Traffic Analysis/Control
Clemson Engineering Hydraulics 1203 River Heights Circle Anderson SC 29621 Dave Werth, PhD, PE dwerth@ceh-lab.com 864-231-9585 No No Yes No No No Hydraulics Analysis/Physical Modeling
Cornerstone Engineering, Inc. 254 Court Avenue, Suite 111 Memphis TN 38103 Chris Sivley, PE  chris@cei-engineering.com 629-777-9002 Yes No Yes No No No Structural Design
Croft & Associates, PC 4711 Trousdale Drive, Suite 121 Nashville TN 37220 Dianna Khosa diannak@croftandassociates.net 615-678-5674 No Yes Yes No No No Property Acquisition Support 
LDA Engineering 402 BNA Drive, Suite 403 Nashville TN 37217 Taylor Hagood, EI THagood@ldaengineering.com 629-333-7191 No No Yes No No No Surveying/Civil Design/Funding Support
Richard Grubb & Associates, Inc. 204 Rivergate Parkway Nashville TN 37072 Robbie Jones rjones@rgaincorporated.com 615-237-1001 No Yes Yes No Yes No Cultural Resources
Verispec, LLC 825 Upland Loop O'Fallon MO 63368 Eugene Doerr, III, JD, MBA gene.doerr@verispecllc.com 314-651-9933 No No Yes No No No Coatings Specialist/Tank Drone Inspections
7NT Engineering 712 Rundel Avenue Nashville TN 37210 Travis Burr, PE travis.burr@7NTeng.com 937-414-7452 Yes No No No No No Geotechnical Drilling/Analysis

Select Select Select Select Select Select
Select Select Select Select Select Select

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (IDIQ)
CDM Smith Inc.

DocuSign Envelope ID: CA4431E4-B89C-4681-BA3A-0232382E7952



7.00

712 Rundle Ave, Nashville, TN 37210 937-435-3200 / charles.anderson@7nteng.comMBE

901-340-3011 / etuombe@abesengineering.com 1

307 Hickerson Dr. 615-483-4840 / spudlo@cia-engineers.comWBE 5
609-655-0692 Ext. 324 / rjones@rgaincorporated.com 5
615-255-5218 / k.hawkins@hawkinspartners.com 5
629-777-9002 / chris@cei-engineering.com 4

Select

Yes

Trevor Hilton Scott Ferguson

Kristi Schnell 08/24/23
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Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

Hazen and Sawyer Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 21% participation requirement of 
SBE/SDV over life of the project as required by the 
solicitation. Proposed to utilize the following SBE 
subcontractors: ABES Engineering for CI, and Design 
Services, Centric Architecture, Inc. for Architectural/Building 
Improvements, Civil Infrastructure Associates for Survey, 
Cornerstone Engineering, Inc. for Structural Design, 
Hawkins Partners for Sustainability, and Landscape 
Architecture, James + Associates for Traffic Control, 
Transportation, and Survey, Richard Grubb and 
Associates, Inc. for Historical/Archaeological, Teasley 
Services Group, LLC for Geotechnical, and Structural, and 
Wilson and Associates Engineering and Surveying P.C. 
for Survey.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Facility) (A&E)  (21% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments
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SBE_SDV  AE Template Page 1

Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

HDR Engineering, Inc. Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 21% participation requirement 
of SBE/SDV over life of the project as required by the 
solicitation. Proposed to utilize the following SBE 
subcontractors: Applied Science, Inc. for Treatment 
Process/Capacity Upgrades, Odor Control, Solids 
Handling and Pump Station Work, Centric 
Architecture, Inc. for Building/Structural 
Improvements, Civil Infrastructure Associates LLC 
for Permitting Services, Surveying and Mapping 
Services, Cornerstone Engineering, Inc. for 
Structural Services, Building/Structural Improvements, 
and Hethcoat & Davis Inc. for Permitting, Solids 
Handling, Water Storage, Pump Station Work.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Facility) (A&E)  (21% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments
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Metropolitan Government of Nashville and Davidson County
A&E Subconsultant Report  (List all proposed subconsultants or suppliers regardless of their status.) 
                                                                     Note: MBE = Minority-owned business, WBE = Woman-owned business, SBE = Small business, SDV = Service Disabled Veteran-owned  business, DBE = Disadvantaged businesses for Federally Funded Projects.

Your Firm's Name:
Solicitation Title:

Solicitation Number: 335262
Date: 5/31/2023

Subconsultant (Firm Name) Address City St Zip Contact Name Email Phone # MBE WBE SBE SDV DBE OTHER Work to be Performed

Cornerstone Engineering, Inc. 5120 Virginia Way, #C21 Brentwood TN 37027 Chris Sivley chris@cei-engineering.com 629.777.9002 Yes Yes
Professional Services – Structural Services, 
Building/Structural Improvements 

7NT Engineering LLC 555 Marriott Drive, Suite 315 Nashville TN 37214 Travis Burr travis.burr@7nteng.com 502.261.0432 Yes
Professional Services - Geotechnical Exploration (Drilling), 
Geotechnical Engineering Support

Civil Infrastructure Associates LLC 307 Hickerson Drive Murfreesboro TN 37129 Linda Sullivan lsullivan@cia-engineering.com 615.663.7678 Yes Yes
Professional Services – Permitting Services, Surveying and 
Mapping Services 

Hethcoat & Davis Inc. 278 Franklin Road, #200 Brentwood TN 30727 Keith Davis keith.davis@hdengr.com 615.577.4300 Yes
Professional Services - Permitting, Solids Handling, Water 
Storage, Pump Station Work

Centric Architecture, Inc. 35 Peabody Street, Unit 305 Nashville TN 37210 Jim Thompson
jthompson@centricarchitecture.
com 615.385.9600 Yes

Professional Services - Building/Structural
 Improvements

Applied Science, Inc. 141 W Xenia Ave Cedarville OH 45314 John Michalski
joe.michalski@ci.longmont.co.u
s 937.766.2020 Yes Yes

Professional Services – Treatment Process/Capacity 
Upgrades, Odor Control, Solids Handling, Pump Station 
Work

Select Select Select Select Select Select
Select Select Select Select Select Select

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects - Facility
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 21% participation requirement 
of SBE/SDV over life of the project as required by the 
solicitation. Proposed to utilize the following SBE 
subcontractors: ABES Engineering for Site Civil 
Engineering during construction, Civil Infrastructure 
Associates for Survey and Utility Coordination, 
Cornerstone Engineering Inc. for Structural 
Engineering, Hawkins Partners Inc. for Landscape 
Architecture, Teasley Services Group, LLC for 
Engineering during construction, and Wilmot Inc. for 
Energy Management and Sustainability.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Facility) (A&E)  (21% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments
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Metropolitan Government of Nashville and Davidson County
A&E Subconsultant Report  (List all proposed subconsultants or suppliers regardless of their status.) 
                                                                     Note: MBE = Minority-owned business, WBE = Woman-owned business, SBE = Small business, SDV = Service Disabled Veteran-owned  business, DBE = Disadvantaged businesses for Federally Funded Projects.

Your Firm's Name:
Solicitation Title:

Solicitation Number: 335262
Date: 4/18/2023

Subconsultant (Firm Name) Address City St Zip Contact Name Email Phone # MBE WBE SBE SDV DBE OTHER Work to be Performed

ABES Engineering (ABES) 2500 MT. MORIAH, SUITE H229 Memphis TN 38115 Emmanuel Tuombe etuombe@abesengineering.com 901-340-3011 Yes No Yes No No No Site civil, engineering during construction
Athena Engineering-Environmental 
(formerly K.S. Ware) 52 LINDSLEY, SUITE 101 Nashville TN 37210 Dusty Barrett DBarrett@athenaee.com 270.834.0203 No Yes No No No No Geotechnical exploration
Civil Infrastructure Associates (CIA) 307 HICKERSON DRIVE Murfreesboro TN 37129 Linda Sullivan lsullivan@cia-engineers.com 615-516-2852 No Yes Yes No No No Survey, utility coordination
Connico 2594 NORTH MOUNT JULIET ROAD Mt. Juliet TN 37122 Janet Terry jrterry@connico.com 615-758-7474 Yes No No No No No Cost estimating

Cornerstone Engineering Inc. (Cornerstone) 5120 Virginia Way, Suite C21 Brentwood TN 37027 Chris Shivley chris@cei-engineering.com 629-777-9002 Yes No Yes No Yes No Structural engineering
Hawkins Partners Inc. (HPI) 110 S 10th Street Nashville TN 37206 Kelly Copeland k.copeland@hawkinspartners.com 615-255-5218 No Yes Yes No No No Landscape architecture
Teasley Service Group, LLC, (Geo/Structural 
GSSC) 4711 Trousdale Dr., Ste 215 Nashville TN 37220 Lillard Teasley lillard@teasleyservices.com 615-327-2995 No No Yes No No No Engineering during construction
Wilmot Inc. 3811 CENTRAL AVE Nashville TN 37205 Tiffany Wilmot twilmot@wilmotinc.com 615-385-1220 No Yes Yes No No No Energy management and sustainability

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water (Facility) Projects 
Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
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