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Evaluation Criteria ABES 
ENGINEERING, INC

AECOM Technical 
Services, Inc

Alfred Benesch & 
Company

Barge Design 
Solutions, Inc

Better 
Communities 
Collaborative, LLC 
dba W&A 
Engineering 
Nashville LLC

Brown and 
Caldwell

Carollo Engineers, 
Inc.

CDM Smith CONSOR 
Engineers, Inc.

DLZ National Inc FVB Energy Inc Garza EMC, LLC GRESHAM SMITH Hazen and Sawyer, 
D.P.C. dba Hazen 
and Sawyer

HDR Engineering 
Inc.

Jacobs Engineering 
Group Inc

Kimley‐Horn and 
Associates, Inc.

Lamar Dunn & 
Associates, Inc.

Orchard, Hiltz & 
McCliment, Inc 
dba OHM Advisors

Stantec Consulting 
Services Inc

Volkert Inc Williams & 
Associates 
Engineering, LLC

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

Exceptions
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes, with 

exceptions
Yes Yes Yes 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 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Management Plan and Approach for Linear Projects (15 Points) 8 13 9 14 6 9 11 13 13 7 9 8 14 13 13 10 14 10 8 11 9 3

Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear Projects (20 Points)
13

20 12 15 5 14 14 17 19 10 10 10 16 15 17 16 18 16 15 16 13 6

Team Qualifications for Linear Projects (35 Points) 16 32 22 31 19 26 25 29 27 21 11 21 31 26 26 26 29 29 23 29 24 10
Relevant Project Experience for Linear Projects (30 Points) 14 23 20 21 16 22 24 26 25 20 14 17 21 23 27 19 23 23 20 23 20 13

 Totals 50 88 64 81 46 72 73 83 84 58 43 56 82 76 83 71 83 78 66 80 65 32

ABES ENGINEERING, INC

Weaknesses:  No weaknesses were noted.

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

Strengths & Weaknesses

Management Plan and Approach for Linear Projects

Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear 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#4 ‐ Firm did not adequately decribe managing risks and safety.

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#1 ‐ Firm did not adequately connect team members skills with scope requrements. Q#2 ‐ Did not adequately document which team members would perform parts of the scope. 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:    Firm's projects did not represent all desired project types.  Many of firm's projects lacked relevant details.

Team Qualifications and Experience for Linear Projects

Relevant Project Experience for Linear Projects

AECOM Technical Services, Inc

Team Qualifications and Experience for Linear 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#3 ‐ Firm did not provide adequate resume information for subconsultants. 
Relevant Project Experience for Linear Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP.

Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear 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 Linear 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.

Alfred Benesch & Company
Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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#4 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe approach to risk management.  Q#5 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe their approach to sustainability.

Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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 in detail your approach in meeting the requirements of this solicitation.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses 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#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe what members of team would provide scope of services.
Relevant Project Experience for Linear 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.

Barge Design Solutions, Inc

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.

Better Communities Collaborative, LLC dba W&A Engineering Nashville LLC
Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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 Linear 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. 
Relevant Project Experience for Linear Projects

Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#1 ‐ Firm did not provide an organizational chart.  Q#2 ‐ Firm did not 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 Linear 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.

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 Linear 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 Linear 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 Linear 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. 

Brown and Caldwell
Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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 Linear Projects 

Relevant Project Experience for Linear 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.
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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 Linear 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.

Carollo Engineers, Inc.
Management Plan and Approach for Linear Projects

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

CDM Smith
Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe approach to controls management.

Team Qualifications and Experience for Linear 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 Linear Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.

Weaknesses:    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 Linear 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.

CONSOR Engineers, Inc.

Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear 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 Linear Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed 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 Linear 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#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope.
Relevant Project Experience for Linear Projects

Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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 Linear 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. 
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear 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 Linear 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.

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

FVB Energy Inc
Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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 Linear 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'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. 
Relevant Project Experience for Linear 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.

Relevant Project Experience for Linear 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.

Garza EMC, LLC
Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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 Linear 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. 

Team Qualifications and Experience for Linear 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.  Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately document the key team members in performing tasks in the scope. 
Relevant Project Experience for Linear 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 Linear 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.

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

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

GRESHAM SMITH

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 Linear 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. 
Relevant Project Experience for Linear Projects
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Williams & Associates Engineering, LLC
Management Plan and Approach for Linear Projects
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 Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear Projects 
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.

Hazen and Sawyer, D.P.C. dba Hazen and Sawyer
Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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 Linear 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 Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear Projects 
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.

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 Linear 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#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately document the key team members in performing tasks in the scope. 
Relevant Project Experience for Linear 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:    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#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately document the key team members in performing tasks in the scope. 
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear 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 Linear Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 ‐ Firm's response did not demonstrate an understanding of the project types or scope of services.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear Projects 

Jacobs Engineering Group Inc
Management Plan and Approach for Linear Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 ‐ Firm's response did not demonstrate an understanding of the project types or scope of services.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear Projects 
Strengths:    Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses 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#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately document the key team members in performing tasks in the scope. 
Team Qualifications and Experience for Linear 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 Linear 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.

Kimley‐Horn and Associates, Inc.
Management Plan and Approach for Linear 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#4 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe approach to safety.  
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear 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 Linear 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 the scope.
Relevant Project Experience for Linear Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Many of firms projects listed lacked relevant details.

Lamar Dunn & Associates, Inc.
Management Plan and Approach for Linear Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 ‐ Firm's response did not demonstrate an understanding of the project types or scope of services.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear 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 Linear 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 the scope.
Relevant Project Experience for Linear 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 firms projects listed lacked relevant details.

Orchard, Hiltz & McCliment, Inc dba OHM Advisors
Management Plan and Approach for Linear Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:  Q#1 ‐  Firm's response did not demonstrate an understanding of the project types or scope of services.   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations. Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe approach to controls  Q#5 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe their approach to sustainability accross all the project types.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear 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 Linear 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 the scope.
Relevant Project Experience for Linear 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 firms projects listed lacked relevant details.

Stantec Consulting Services Inc
Management Plan and Approach for Linear Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 ‐ Firm's response did not demonstrate an understanding of the project types or scope of services.   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations.
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear 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 Linear 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's response did not document the qualifications for their team to provide the services provided in the scope.
Relevant Project Experience for Linear Projects

Team Qualifications and Experience for Linear 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'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 the scope.
Relevant Project Experience for Linear 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 firms projects listed lacked relevant details.

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 firms projects listed lacked relevant details.

Volkert Inc
Management Plan and Approach for Linear Projects
Strengths:   Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknesses noted below.
Weaknesses:   Q#1 ‐ Firm's response did not demonstrate an understanding of the project types or scope of services.   Q#2 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe how approach would comply with regulations. Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe approach to controls
Team Structure and Capacity to Perform for Linear 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 document the key team members in performing tasks in the scope.   Q#3 ‐ Firm did not adequately describe the capacity of the proposed team to perform the scope.

Page 3 of 4

DocuSign Envelope ID: 83E5E585-FE28-49D7-9F0C-77CF262626E0



Weaknesses:     Firm's response addressed little of the required information requested.
Relevant Project Experience for Linear 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.

Team Qualifications and Experience for Linear Projects
Strengths:  Firm's response addressed everything we requested in the RFP except for the weaknessed noted below.
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335262,4

7.00

2500 Mt. Moriah Rd, Suite H229, Memphis, TN 38115 901-340-3011/etuombe@abesengineering.comMBE

615-944-1988/skumar@connico.com 4 236220, 237310, 541330, 541611, 541990

65 Union Ave., Suite 800, Memphis, TN 38103 901-602-2884/odell.j@malasriengineering.comMBE 4 81101500, 81101600, 81101701 / 541330

615-255-9702/nlong@athenaee.com 2
615-516-2852/lsullivan@cia-engineers.com 5

Select

Yes

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 

AECOM Technical Services, Inc. Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 15% 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 Engineering 
Design and Permitting Support during Construction.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Linear) (A&E)  (15% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments

DocuSign Envelope ID: 83E5E585-FE28-49D7-9F0C-77CF262626E0



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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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 15% 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 Site Work 
and Pipeline Design, Civil Infrastructure Associates, 
LLC for Surveying and Utility Coordination, Croft and 
Associates, LLC for Easements and Land Acquisition, 
Hawkins Partners, Inc. for Landscape Architecture, 
Wilmot, Inc. for Sustainability and Triple Bottom Line 
Analysis, and LDA Engineering for Inspection and 
Civil Engineering Support.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Linear) (A&E)  (15% 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: 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 Site Work and Pipeline 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 and Utility Coordination 
Croft and Associates, LLC 4711 Trousdale Drive, Suite 121 Nashville TN 37220 Dianna Khosa diannak@croftandassociates.net 615-678-5674 No Yes Yes No No No Easements and Land Acquisition

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

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

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Linear)
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 

CDM Smith Inc. Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 15% 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 (Linear) (A&E)  (15% 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 Yes 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 No 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.
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Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

Consor Engineers, LLC. Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 15% 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 Sanitary and 
Storm Sewer Design, Burch Transportation, LLC for 
Traffic Engineering, Civil Infrastructure Associates, 
LLC for Surveying, Croft and Associates, LLC for 
Right-of-Way/Eastmen Acquisitions, Developmental & 
Environmental Planning Associates for 
Permitting/Stream Determinations, Thermal 
Engineering Group, Inc. for District Energy Heating 
and Cooling, and Win Engineering, Inc. for 
Electrical/Structural Design.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Linear) (A&E)  (15% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments

DocuSign Envelope ID: 83E5E585-FE28-49D7-9F0C-77CF262626E0



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 2500 Mt. Moriah Rd, Suite H229 Memphis TN 38115 Emmanuel Tuombe etuombe@abesengineering.com 901-340-3011 Yes No Yes No Yes No Sanitary and Storm Sewer Design
Burch Transporation, LLC 1114 17th Ave S, Ste 103 Nashville TN 37212 Amy Burch amyburch@burchtransportation.com 615-979-7914 No Yes Yes No No No Traffic Engineering
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 Survey
Croft and Associates, LLC 4711 Trousdale Drive, Suite 121 Nashville TN 37220 Dianna Khosa diannak@croftandassociates.net 952-807-6151 No Yes Yes No No No Right-of-Way/Easement Acquisitions
Developmental & Environmental Planning 
Associates 484 Highway 70 East Crossville TN 38555 Tina Burgess tburgess@depainc.com 931-456-1099 No Yes Yes No Yes No Permitting/Stream Determinations
Geotechnology, LLC 3312 Winbrook Drive Memphis TN 38116 Ashraf Elsayed aelsayed@geotechnology.com 901-353-1981 No No No No No No Geotechnical
Richard Grubb & Associates, Inc. 204 Rivergate Pkwy Goodlettsville TN 37072 Robbie Jones rjones@rgaincorporated.com 615-237-1001 No Yes No No No No Cultural Resources
Thermal Engineering Group, Inc. 105 Hazel Path Ct., Suite 2 Hendersonville TN 37075 Daniel Coyle dcoyle@thermalegi.com 615-264-2611 No No Yes No No No District Energy Heating and Cooling
Win Engineering, Inc. 2 International Plaza, Suite 410 Nashville TN 37217 Lori Walters lwalters@winengineer.com 615-891-4565 No Yes Yes No No No Electrical/Structural Design

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

RFQ# 335262 - Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (IDIQ)
Consor Engineers, LLC
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Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

Gresham Smith Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 15% 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 Hydrology and 
Hydraulic Modeling, Storm and Sanitary Sewer Conveyance Design, 
Construction Inspection and CAAD Support, Allworld Project 
Management, LLC for GIS Support, Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation and 
Construction Inspection, Civil Infrastructure Associates, LLC for 
Survey, Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Conveyance Design, Civil/Site 
Design, Construction Inspection and CAAD Support, Cornerstone 
Engineering, Inc. for Large Diameter Pipeline Structural Analysis and 
Engineering, Construction Inspection, Sturctural Engineering and CAAD 
Support, Malasri Engineering, PLLC for GIS Support, Sidewalks & Street 
Lighting, Utility Coordination, and Environmental & Permitting Support, and 
Teasley Services Group, LLC for Structural Engineering, Geotechnical 
Engineering and Construction Inspection.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Linear) (A&E)  (15% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments

DocuSign Envelope ID: 83E5E585-FE28-49D7-9F0C-77CF262626E0



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: 1-May-23

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

CIA, Civil Infrastructure Associates, LLC 307 Hickerson Drive  Murfreesboro TN 37129 Linda J. Sullivan, P.E. lsullivan@cia-engineers.com 615-663-7678 No Yes Yes No No No
Survey, Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Conveyance Design, 
Civil/Site Design, Construction Inspection, CADD Support

Malasri Engineering, PLLC 65 Union Avenue, Suite 800 Memphis TN 38103
Odell Johnson, Jr., 
P.E. odell.j@malasriengineering.com 901-489-5227 Yes No Yes No Yes No

GIS Support, Sidewalks & Street Lighting, Utility 
Coordination, Environmental & Permitting Support

ABES Engineering, Inc. 2500 Mt. Moriah Road, Suite H229 Memphis TN 38115 Emmanuel Tuombe etuombe@abesengineering.com 901-340-3011 Yes No Yes No No No

Hydrology and Hydraulic Modeling, Storm and Sanitary 
Sewer Conveyance Design, Construction Inspection, CADD 
Support

Teasley Services Group, LLC 4711 Trousdale Drive, Suite 215 Nashville TN 37220 Lillard Teasley lteasley@geossg.com 615-327-2995 No No Yes No No No
Structural Engineering, Geotechnical Engineering, 
Construction Inspection

Cornerstone Engineering, Inc.
2302 Hurstbourne Village Drive, Suite 
1000 Louisville KY 40299 Chris Sivley chris@cei-engineering.com 629-777-9002 Yes No Yes No Yes No

Large Diameter Pipeline Structural Analysis and 
Engineering, Construction Inspection, Structural 
Engineering, CADD Support

Connico, LLC 2594 N. Mount Juliet Road Mount Juliet TN 37122 Sri Kumar skumar@connico.com 989-430-7724 Yes No No No Yes No Cost Estimating, Scheduling/Controls
 
Allworld Project Management, LLC 60 North BB King Memphis TN 38103 Josh Grabowski jgrabowski@allworldmail.com  870-514-1719 Yes No Yes No No No

GIS Support, Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation, Construction 
Inspection

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

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects - Linear
Gresham Smith
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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 15% 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 (Linear) (A&E)  (15% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments
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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 15% 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 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 (Linear) (A&E)  (15% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments

DocuSign Envelope ID: 83E5E585-FE28-49D7-9F0C-77CF262626E0



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

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

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects - Linear
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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Date: 08/24/23

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 15% 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 
Stormwater, Rehabilitation, Program Management, Hyrologic and 
Hydraulic Analysis, and Detailed Design and Construction Plans, 
Allworld Project Management, LLC for Condition Assessment, Bid 
Phase, Construction Phase, Rehabilitation, GIS, and Main 
Replacement, Civil Infrastructure Associates, Inc. for Water and 
Sanitary, Preliminary Engineering Studies, Pipeline Design (Gravity), 
Survey and Subsurface Utility Engineering, and Utility Coordination, 
Heibert + Ball Land Design, LLC for Landscape Architecture, 
Pillars Development, LLC for Bid Phase Services and Construction 
Phase Services, and Wilmot, Inc. for Sustainability and Low Impact 
Development (LID).

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro water Services Projects (Linear) (A&E)  (15% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments

DocuSign Envelope ID: 83E5E585-FE28-49D7-9F0C-77CF262626E0



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: 5/2/2023

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

ABES Engineering, Inc. 2500 Mt. Moriah Road, Suite H229 Memphis TN 38115 Emmanuel Tuombe etuombe@abesengineering.com 901-340-3011 Yes No Yes No No No

Stormwater; Rehabilitation; Program Management; 
Hydrologic and Hydraulic Analysis; and Detailed Design and 
Construction Plans

AllWorld Project Management, LLC 60 N. B.B. King Boulevard Memphis TN 38103 Josh Grabowski jgrabowski@allworldmail.com 901-881-2985 Yes No Yes No No No
Condition Assessment; Bid Phase; Construction Phase; 
Rehabilitation; GIS; Main Replacement

Athena Engineering & Environmental, LLC 
(formerly K.S. Ware & Associates, LLC) 52 Lindsley Avenue, Suite 101 Nashville TN 37210 Julie Oliphant joliphant@athenaee.com 615-775-4423 No Yes No No No No Geotechnical Engineering and Environmental Engineering

Civil Infrastructure Associates, Inc. 307 Hickerson Drive Murfreesboro TN 37219 Linda Sullivan lsullivan@cia-engineers.com 615-516-2852 No Yes Yes No No No

Water and Sanitary; Preliminary Engineering Studies; 
Pipeline Design (Gravity); Survey and Subsurface Utility 
Engineering; Utility Coordination

Connico 2594 N. Mount Juliet Road Mt. Juliet TN 37122 Sri Kumar skumar@connico.com 989-430-7724 Yes No No No Yes No Cost Estimating and Value Engineering

duGard Communications, LLC 1009 3rd Avenue North, Suite 100 Nashville TN 37201 Anthony Owens info@dugardcommunications.com 615-823-4020 Yes No No No Yes No Public Engagement

Heibert + Ball Land Design, LLC
1894 General George Patton Drive, Suite 
400 Franklin TN 37067 Connor Ball connor@hblanddesign.com 615-376-2421 No No Yes Select Select Select Landscape Architecture

LoJac, LLC 1401 Toshiba Drive Lebanon TN 37087 Gary Palmer gpalmer@lojac.com 615-449-1415 No No No Select Select Select
Survey; Subsurface Utility Engineering; and Conditions 
Assessment

Pillars Development, LLC 1208 3rd Avenue Suite #7 Nashville TN 37210 Edward Henley edward@pillarsdevelopment.com 615-953-9696 Yes No Yes Select Select Select Bid Phase Services and Construction Phase Services

Smith Seckman Reid, Inc. 2995 Sidco Drive Nashville TN 37204 Andrew Johnson ajohnson@ssr-inc.com 615-383-1113 No No No No No No

Water and Sanitary; Pump Station (Monitoring, 
Assessment, and Design); Planning and Modeling; Public 
Water and Sewer Review; Pump Station Review

Wilmot, Inc. 3811 Central Avenue Nashville TN 37205 Tiffany Wilmot gogreen@wilmotinc.com 615-385-1220 No Yes Yes No No No Sustainability and Low Impact Development (LID)

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
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330-844-1906/ Dadams@wilmotinc.com

270-348-0531/ Chris@cei-engineering.com

937-414-7452/ Travis.burr@7nteng.com

901-881-2985/ Jgrabowski@allworldmail.com

615-678-5674/ Diannak@croftandassociates.net

901-340-3011/ Etuombe@abesengineering.com

204 Rivergate Parkway, Nashville, TN 615-237-1001/ RJones@rgaincorporated.com
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 615-742-7476/ joliphant@athenaee.com
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Date: 08/24/2023

Department Name: Water Services

Primary Contractor: 
SBE/SDV  

Requirement 
Acknowledged 

Lamar Dunn & Associates, Inc. dba 
LDA Engineering Yes

BAO Specialist: Trevor Hilton

Contract Specialist: Scott Ferguson

RFP/ITB Number: 335262

BAO SBE Assessment Sheet 

Proposer acknowledged 15% 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 Design Support, 
and Grant Funding, AllWorld Project Management, LLC for 
Design Support, and Technical Advising, Burch 
Transportation, LLC for Traffic Control and Planning, 
Cornerstone Engineering, Inc. for Structural Engineering, 
Design Support, and CEI, Croft & Associates, LLC for Right-
of-way, and Easement Acquisition, and Wilmot, Inc. for 
Environmental, and Sustainability.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Linear) (A&E)  (15% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments

DocuSign Envelope ID: 83E5E585-FE28-49D7-9F0C-77CF262626E0



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: 5/1/2023

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

CDM Smith 210 25th Ave N Ste 1102 Nashville TN 37203 Zack Daniel DanielZA@cdmsmith.com 615-332-5893 Select Select Select Select Select Select Technical Advisor, Design Support
Barge Design Solutions 615 3rd Ave S Ste 700 Nashville TN 37210 Jonathan Childs Jonathan.Childs@Bargedesign.com 334-324-6644 Select Select Select Select Select Select Technical Advisor, Design Support
Wilmot, Inc 3102 West End Ave Ste 400 Nashville TN 37203 Dave Adams Dadams@wilmotinc.com 330-844-1906 Select Yes Yes Select Yes Select Environmental, Sustainability
7NT 3090 S Tech Blvd Miamisburg OH 45342 Travis Burr travis.burr@7nteng.com 937-414-7452 Yes Select Select Select Yes Select Geotechnical engineering and drilling
Cornerstone Engineering, Inc. 5120 Virginia Way Ste C21 Brentwood TN 37027 Chris Sivley chris@cei-engineering.com 270-348-0531 Yes Select Yes Select Yes Select Structural Engineering, Design Support, CEI
AllWorld Project Management, LLC 60 N B B King Blvd Memphis TN 38103 Josh Grabowski jgrabowski@allworldmail.com 901-881-2985 Yes Select Yes Select Yes Select Design support, technical advising
Croft & Associates, LLC 4711 Trousdale Dr Ste 121 Nashville TN 37220 Dianna Khosa diannak@croftandassociates.net 615-678-5674 Select Yes Yes Select Yes Select Right-of-way, easement acquisition

ABES Engineering, Inc. 413 Welshwood Dr Ste 203 Nashville TN 37211 Emmanuel Tuombe etuombe@abesengineering.com 901-340-3011 Yes Select Yes Select Yes Select Design Support, grant funding
Richard Grubb & Associates 204 Rivergate Parkway Nashville TN 37072 Robbie Jones RJones@rgaincorporated.com 615-237-1001 Select Yes Select Select Yes Select Cultural, natural, historical resources

Burch Transportation, LLC 1114 17th Ave S Ste 103 Nashville TN 37212 Amy Burch AmyBurch@burchtransportation.com 615-258-8551 Select Yes Yes Select Yes Select Traffic control and planning

Athena Engineering & Environmental, LLC 52 Lindsley Ave Ste 101 Nashville TN 37201 Julie Oliphant joliphant@athenaee.com 615-255-9702 Select Yes Select Select Select Select Geotechnical engineering, geology, and environmental
OHM Advisors 209 10th Ave S Ste 154 Nashville TN 37203 Jason Griffin Jason.Griffin@ohm-advisors.com 615-610-5225 Select Select Select Select Select Select Construction safety and support, CEI

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

Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Linear)
LDA Engineering
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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 15% 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, Logan Patri Engineering Inc. for 
Structural Engineering, and Teasley Services Group, 
LLC for Engineering during construction.

Project Name: Engineering Design Services for Metro Water Services Projects (Linear) (A&E)  (15% SBE/SDV Requirement)

Comments

DocuSign Envelope ID: 83E5E585-FE28-49D7-9F0C-77CF262626E0



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
Logan Patri Engineering Inc. (LPE) 630 SOUTHGATE AVE STE C Nashville TN 37203 Rao Patri rpatri@loganpatriengineering.com 615-726-2902 Yes No Yes No No No Structural engineering
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

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