Disipline:

Planning and Development Services

On-Call TA Final Consultant Selection Form

Project Title: Review of Site Plans and Reports

Firm Name:

Contact Name:

Contact Phone:

Interview Questions

Project Description:

Subcategory:

Land Use and Plan Review (PDS)

Assist PDS Engineering Section

Firm #1

David Evans and Associates, Inc.

Firm #2

Hale Milligan & Associates

Firm #3

Firm #4

Firm #5

Michael Clark

Kelli Hale

425-519-6509

360-474-4624

Consultant Response:

Consultant Response:

Consultant Response:

Consultant Response:

Consultant Response:

" Describe your firm’s experience reviewing Stormwater
Site Plans and Reports for local agencies. Include the
agencies you have worked for, the duration, and the
approximate number of projects reviewed.

plan review for variety of jurisdictions. wsdot,
lake stevens, ect sound transit. Drainage Needs
Report Primarily wastewater group Multiple
offices with drainage engineers

Score Response (1-10): Cl

* Describe your internal process related to plan review with
respect to individuals experience and credentials that
would be reviewing the projects and oversight within the
office.

county one year city of Arlington clearview
questions

Score Response (1—10)C|

meet with county to understand areas to focus
on. Grading and Drainage. Can craft
involvement. pe focuses on drainage leading
project. (April) pe and eit work together. DEA
goes thru an internal review with projects constri

Score Response (1-10): Cl

Score Response (1-10): |:|

Score Response (1-10): |:|

spreadsheet of upcoming projects studio
numbers whats due go to different manual
design or plan review for 20+ done a lot of
road design lot of road projects for the town of
Darrington In previous life did big industrial desi

Score Response (1-10)C|

Score Response (1-10): |:|

Score Response (1—10)::

Score Response (1-10): |:|

Score Response (1—10):|:|

" When reviewing a set of construction drawings what is
important to you?

correct and complete plus consistent. clear and
constructible. ease of maintenance is the plan
set laid out well. Don't clutter a sheet place on
separate sheet.

Score Response (1-10): |7 |

major hangups that will make project unfeasible
safety hazard, drainage blockage work
backwards from there. downstream issues

Score Response (1-10)

Score Response (1-10): |:|

Score Response (1-10): |:|

Score Response (1—10):| |

" Discuss what has worked well and what hasn’t in your
previous review experience.

Having a core team. thoroughness timeliness
make decisions based on a triage. What is fully
conforming What is deficient. Expectations
change in staff might not work well (county
changes personnel) Use of checklists and struc

Score Response (1-10):

list of projects portal steady stream bluebeam

Score Response (1-10)

Score Response (1-10): |:|

Score Response (1-10): |:|

Score Response (1—10):|:|

" Discuss your availability in days per week to assist
Snohomish County to include your average time frame to
review a 20-lot subdivision for discussion purposes.

depends on applicant might need several
iterations of submittal One week to get thru
review.

Score Response (1-10): Cl

available

Score Response (1—10)]:'

Score Response (1-10): |:|

Score Response (1-10): |:|

Score Response (1-10):|:|

Interviewer Initials: KW¢

Date of Interview: 10/18/23
(m/d/yy)

TOTAL SCORE: 42

TOTALSCORE: 43

TOTAL SCORE: 0

TOTAL SCORE: 0

TOTAL SCORE: 0

FIRM SELECTED: Hale Milligan & Associates

c°m'""e"t‘°’:|david evans : question three focuses on elements that although is important to the client and contractor is not a focus of pds. Does not address does it comply with code, does the plan protect the downstream ect
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