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Oripinal Conract Value: ‘7" oD, et s

Fina] Contraa Valve: 37
Peasan for Con Growth: P LT .-v'lf.
Was Ue project design/build? _A/p

What was the camiractor's role on the project? Z‘é dd;@ 2
Ouality of Work
}.  Describe the physical quality of the work pﬂ'io:mad.

-]

ical
] 2 3 5 5 8 9 O
Pane Encellé

2 Were significant deficiensies. discovered duning perfoymance o afier Gositract
camplction?

Yes

3, 1€ deficiencies were discovered were they satisfactorily addressed and complered
in a mely manner?
Yes No

Execution of the Work

4, How effective was the contractor in identifying sud resolving potential problems?
! 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 ?
Not effective Very effecnve

5. Rme the degree of difficulry or complexity of this project. (Critical consuruction
phasing, working with other agencies, deadlimes, coordination of other primes or
subcontractors, working im high traffic public areas, eic.)

T 2 3 &4 8§ 6 1 O 9 0
Not diffscult Very difficult
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S
b Raie the contracior's performmace i rexpect 10 {he degree of difficulty br
{ the projeet.
cowmkﬁwyu 2 P“Ma 4 ] I3 7 1‘d' 9 1o
Poor Excellent
i | jent sesources (o the project?
7. wthc]c»nmc;w:ppgsumc‘s ; ] 74&!@ 5 10
Not aufficient Sufficient
8. How well did the contracior manage subcontractors/sub cnum:ultang’!3 o
} 2 3 4 5 b 7 8 9
Unsatisfactory Very satsfaciory
9 Huw would you rate the contractor's safety performance? o
1 2 3 4 § 6 7 8 / cellent
Foor
Scheduls
10, Did ihe contratiof me critical schedule/milesions dates? _
~ 2 3 a4 8 6 1 8 9
No £
Constructiop Means and Methods Skills
: 1. Did the contractor demonshate adequate technical knowledge to successfully
execute the work?
y z % 4 s 6 7 %8 9
Poar Excellent
Cozt Control
12, Was the contractor effeciive in controlling costs on the project?
. 0z 3 4 5 & 1 -8 9
' Poor Excellent
l t
1. Did the contyastor zubmit substantiated change ondor requests?
Yes
14,  Were change ordex negotistions difficult?
i % ) 83 4 5 6 1 & % @
Form 1.9 - Contrac1or Reference Questionnaire 2
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Was there any itigation on this project]
Yes o
1f yes please describe e narivE énd oulcome of the hitigation.

or § cring

How wiuld you deseribe the contraetor's responisivendst and your overall
satisfaction with thew performance”

1.2 3 4 5 ] 7 £ 9

Not Satisfied Very Satisfied

What are the cumpany’s sirong points or what do yau like most about them?
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What arc the commany’s weak poinls or what do you Jike Jest abour them?

An idesl Phbrk;![

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 & 9

Compared ta olher Conracers you have warked with how would you rale (1:’:55)
10
Low igh
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