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Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Collins + Collins LLP Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% | Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, quallﬁgatlons, reference letters and work 25% 5 25 4 20 4 20 5 25 5 25 23 23
experience
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 5 30 4 24 4 24 4 24 5 30 26 26
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 5 15 4 12 4 12 4 12 5 15 13 13
Respondent's Understandlqg_ of _the RFP (including Scope of Work and 15% 4 12 4 12 5 15 5 15 5 15 14 14
Litigation Protocols)
Respondent's overall responsiveness, quality of proposal, ability to meet o
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract. 15% ¢ 12 4 12 4 12 > 15 > 15 13 13
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 23.0 94.0 20.0 80.0 21.0 83.0 23.0 91.0 25.0 100.0 89.6 89.6
Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Declues, Burkett & Thompson, APC Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% [ Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, quallflgatlons, reference letters and work 25% 3 15 3 15 3 15 3 15 4 20 16 16
experience
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 4 24 3 18 4 24 4 24 4 24 23 23
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 4 12 3 9 3 9 4 12 4 12 11 11
Respondent's Understandlpg of Fhe RFP (including Scope of Work and 15% 4 12 3 9 3 9 4 12 4 12 1 1
Litigation Protocols)
Respondent's qverall responsiveness, quallty of proposal, ability to meet 15% 4 12 3 9 3 9 4 12 4 12 1 1
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract.
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 19.0 75.0 15.0 60.0 16.0 66.0 19.0 75.0 20.0 80.0 71.2 71.2
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Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Gutierrez, Preciado & House, LLP Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% | Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, quallﬁgatlons, reference letters and work 25% 3 15 4 20 4 20 4 20 4 20 19 19
experience
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 4 24 3 18 3 18 4 24 4 24 22 22
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 4 12 3 9 3 9 4 12 4 12 11 11
Respondent's Understandlqg_ of _the RFP (including Scope of Work and 15% 3 9 4 12 3 9 3 9 4 12 10 10
Litigation Protocols)
Respondent's overall responsiveness, quality of proposal, ability to meet o
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract. 15% 3 ’ 3 ’ 3 ’ 4 12 4 12 10 10
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 17.0 69.0 17.0 68.0 16.0 65.0 19.0 77.0 20.0 80.0 71.8 71.8
Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Koeller, Nebeker, Carlson & Haluck, LLP Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% [ Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, quallflgatlons, reference letters and work 25% 4 20 4 20 4 20 3 15 4 20 19 19
experience
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 5 30 4 24 4 24 4 24 5 30 26 26
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 4 12 4 12 5 15 4 12 5 15 13 13
Respondent's Understandlpg of Fhe RFP (including Scope of Work and 15% 5 15 4 12 5 15 5 15 5 15 14 14
Litigation Protocols)
Respondent's qverall responsiveness, quallty of proposal, ability to meet 15% 5 15 4 12 5 15 4 12 4 12 13 13
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract.
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 23.0 92.0 20.0 80.0 23.0 89.0 20.0 78.0 23.0 92.0 86.2 86.2
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Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Lawrence Beach Allen & Choi, PC Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% | Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, ql;a:{l;ilﬁa;t;z:s, reference letters and work 25% 4 20 3 15 4 20 3 15 4 20 18 18
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 4 24 3 18 4 24 4 24 5 30 24 24
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 5 15 4 12 4 12 5 15 5 15 14 14
Respondent's Understemd]ldr;;gi ;)atﬁtils Efoft’ O(Clglcsl;ldmg Scope of Work and 15% 5 15 4 12 4 12 5 15 5 15 14 14
Respondent's overall responsiveness, quality of proposal, ability to meet o
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract. 15% > 15 4 12 4 12 4 12 > 15 13 13
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 23.0 89.0 18.0 69.0 20.0 80.0 21.0 81.0 24.0 95.0 82.8 82.8
Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Lynberg & Watkins, A Professional Corporation Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% | Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, ql;f;’ilrciztriggs, reference letters and work 25% 5 25 5 25 5 25 5 25 5 25 25 25
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 5 30 5 30 5 30 5 30 5 30 30 30
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 5 15 5 15 5 15 4 12 5 15 14 14
Respondent's Understandlljlgi goaft it:ﬁ ngOIt’O(Clgi:sl;ldmg Scope of Work and 15% 5 15 4 12 4 12 5 15 5 15 14 14
Respondent's qverall responsiveness, quallty of proposal, ability to meet 15% 5 15 4 12 4 12 5 15 5 15 14 14
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract.
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 25.0 100.0 23.0 94.0 23.0 94.0 24.0 97.0 25.0 100.0 97.0 97.0
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Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Manning & Kass - Ellrod Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% | Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, ql;a:{l;ilﬁa;t;z:s, reference letters and work 25% 3 15 5 10 3 15 3 15 3 15 14 14
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 3 18 3 18 2 12 3 18 3 18 17 17
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 3 9 3 9 3 9 3 9 4 12 10 10
Respondent's Understandlqg_ of _the RFP (including Scope of Work and 15% ) 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 9 7 7
Litigation Protocols)
Respondent's overall responsiveness, quality of proposal, ability to meet o
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract. 15% 3 J 2 6 2 6 3 J 3 J 8 8
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 14.0 57.0 12.0 49.0 12.0 48.0 14.0 57.0 16.0 63.0 54.8 54.8
Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Wagner-Zemming-Christensen Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% | Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, ql;a:{l;ilﬁa;t;z:s, reference letters and work 25% 4 20 3 15 3 15 3 15 4 20 17 17
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 4 24 3 18 3 18 4 24 4 24 22 22
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 3 9 3 9 3 9 3 9 4 12 10 10
Respondent's Understandlqg_ of _the RFP (including Scope of Work and 15% 3 9 3 9 3 9 4 2 4 12 10 10
Litigation Protocols)
Respondent's overall responsiveness, quality of proposal, ability to meet o
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract. 15% 4 12 3 J 3 J ¢ 12 ¢ 12 1 1
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 18.0 74.0 15.0 60.0 15.0 60.0 18.0 72.0 20.0 80.0 69.2 69.2
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Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Werve & Keathley LLP Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% [ Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, ql;f;’ilrciztriggs, reference letters and work 25% 4 20 3 15 3 15 3 15 4 20 17 17
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 4 24 4 24 3 18 4 24 4 24 23 23
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 4 12 4 12 3 9 4 12 4 12 11 11
Respondent's Understandlljlgi goaft it(l)lﬁ ngOIt’O(Clgi:sl;ldmg Scope of Work and 15% 4 12 4 12 3 9 4 12 4 12 1 1
Respondent's qverall responsiveness, quallty of proposal, ability to meet 15% 4 12 4 12 3 9 4 12 4 12 1 1
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract.
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 20.0 80.0 19.0 75.0 15.0 60.0 19.0 75.0 20.0 80.0 74.0 74.0
Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Wesierski & Zurek LLP Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% [ Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, qualifigations, reference letters and work 25% 3 15 4 20 4 20 4 20 4 20 19 19
experience
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 4 24 4 24 5 30 4 24 4 24 25 25
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 4 12 3 9 3 9 4 12 4 12 11 11
Respondent's Understandlljigi goaft it:ﬁ ngOIt’O(Clgi:sl;dmg Scope of Work and 15% 4 12 4 12 4 12 4 12 4 12 12 12
Respondent's qverall responsiveness, quallty of proposal, ability to meet 15% 3 9 4 12 4 12 4 12 4 12 1 1
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract.
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 18.0 72.0 19.0 77.0 20.0 83.0 20.0 80.0 20.0 80.0 78.4 78.4
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Evaluation Criteria Weight Proposer: Woodruff, Spradlin & Smart Score Weighted
Written Criteria 100% | Panel #1 Panel #2 Panel #3 Panel #4 Panel #5 Percentage Score
Respondent's background, quallﬁc.atmns, reference letters and work 25% 5 25 5 25 5 25 5 25 5 25 25 25
experience
Respondent's Key/Assigned personnel, availability, accessibility, and
professional experience and qualifications for each staff within their 30% 5 30 5 30 5 30 5 30 5 30 30 30
respective category.
Respondent's Litigation History 15% 5 15 5 15 5 15 5 15 5 15 15 15
Respondent's Understandlqg of .the RFP (including Scope of Work and 15% 5 15 5 15 5 15 5 15 5 15 15 15
Litigation Protocols)
Respondent's 9verall responsiveness, quallty of proposal, ability to meet 15% 5 15 5 15 5 15 5 15 5 15 15 15
contract requirements and degree of compliance with Model Contract.
Written Proposal Evaluation - Must Equal 100% 100% 25.0 100.0 25.0 100.0 25.0 100.0 25.0 100.0 25.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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