Criteria (Overall Panel Score)

Weight

ProTech

Main Stage

Texas Scenic

Norcosto

1. The Amount of the base proposal and
each alternate;

60.00

60.00

52.12

59.11

50.90

2. The offeror's experience and reputation.
Whether the offeror's financial capability is
appropriate to the size and scope of the
project;

10.00

8.75

8.75

8.00

7.50

3. The length of construction time proposed

’

5.00

2.00

2.75

2.00

2.25

4. Offeror’s ability to work with the Owner
and Architect in a team effort to minimize
additional costs and change orders;

5.00

4.75

3.50

4.00

3.25

5. The quality of the Offeror’s performance
and work on previous contracts and school
projects of similar scope;

5.00

3.75

3.25

3.00

2.25

6. The probability of satisfactory work,
repair and service, and maintenance
performed by the Offeror after substantial
completion and during warranty periods;

5.00

4.75

3.25

4.00

3.50

7. The Offeror’s safety record, safety record
being defined as an Offeror’s OSHA (Officer
of Safety and Health Administration)
inspection logs for the last three years, a loss
analysis from the Offeror’s insurance carrier,
and a loss history covering all lines of
insurance coverage carried by the Offeror;

5.00

4.75

4.00

3.00

3.25

8. Any other relevant factor specifically
listed in the request for bids, proposals, or
qualifications.

5.00

4.25

2.50

3.25

3.25

Final Score

100.00

93.00

80.12

86.36

76.15

X Recommended Vendor

Criteria (Panel Member 1) - Jeff Martello //
Finance (CFO)

Weight

ProTech

Main Stage

Texas Scenic

Norcosto

1. The Amount of the base proposal and
each alternate;

60.00

60.00

52.12

59.11

50.90

2. The offeror's experience and reputation.
Whether the offeror's financial capability is
appropriate to the size and scope of the
project;

10.00

8.00

8.00

8.00

8.00

3. The length of construction time proposed

’

5.00

2.00

3.00

2.00

2.00

4. Offeror’s ability to work with the Owner
and Architect in a team effort to minimize
additional costs and change orders;

5.00

4.00

4.00

4.00

4.00

5. The quality of the Offeror’s performance
and work on previous contracts and school
projects of similar scope;

5.00

3.00

3.00

3.00

3.00

6. The probability of satisfactory work,
repair and service, and maintenance
performed by the Offeror after substantial
completion and during warranty periods;

5.00

4.00

4.00

4.00

4.00




7. The Offeror’s safety record, safety record
being defined as an Offeror’s OSHA (Officer
of Safety and Health Administration)
inspection logs for the last three years, a loss
analysis from the Offeror’s insurance carrier,
and a loss history covering all lines of
insurance coverage carried by the Offeror;

5.00

4.00

4.00

4.00

4.00

8. Any other relevant factor specifically
listed in the request for bids, proposals, or
qualifications.

5.00

4.00

4.00

4.00

4.00

Final Score

100.00

89.00

82.12

88.11

79.90

Criteria (Panel Member 2) - James Grant //
Operations Chief

Weight

ProTech

Main Stage

Texas Scenic

Norcosto

1. The Amount of the base proposal and
each alternate;

60.00

60.00

52.12

59.11

50.90

2. The offeror's experience and reputation.
Whether the offeror's financial capability is
appropriate to the size and scope of the
project;

10.00

9.00

9.00

8.00

8.00

3. The length of construction time proposed

’

5.00

2.00

3.00

2.00

2.00

4. Offeror’s ability to work with the Owner
and Architect in a team effort to minimize
additional costs and change orders;

5.00

5.00

4.00

4.00

3.00

5. The quality of the Offeror’s performance
and work on previous contracts and school
projects of similar scope;

5.00

4.00

4.00

3.00

2.00

6. The probability of satisfactory work,
repair and service, and maintenance
performed by the Offeror after substantial
completion and during warranty periods;

5.00

5.00

3.00

4.00

4.00

7. The Offeror’s safety record, safety record
being defined as an Offeror’s OSHA (Officer
of Safety and Health Administration)
inspection logs for the last three years, a loss
analysis from the Offeror’s insurance carrier,
and a loss history covering all lines of
insurance coverage carried by the Offeror;

5.00

5.00

4.00

3.00

3.00

8. Any other relevant factor specifically
listed in the request for bids, proposals, or
qualifications.

5.00

4.00

2.00

3.00

3.00

Final Score

100.00

94.00

81.12

86.11

75.90

Criteria (Panel Member 3) - Zach Johnson //
Coltzer Construction

Weight

ProTech

Main Stage

Texas Scenic

Norcosto

1. The Amount of the base proposal and
each alternate;

60.00

60.00

52.12

59.11

50.90

2. The offeror's experience and reputation.
Whether the offeror's financial capability is
appropriate to the size and scope of the
project;

10.00

9.00

9.00

8.00

7.00

3. The length of construction time proposed

’

5.00

2.00

3.00

2.00

2.00

4. Offeror’s ability to work with the Owner
and Architect in a team effort to minimize
additional costs and change orders;

5.00

5.00

3.00

4.00

3.00




5. The quality of the Offeror’s performance
and work on previous contracts and school
projects of similar scope;

5.00

4.00

3.00

3.00

2.00

6. The probability of satisfactory work,
repair and service, and maintenance
performed by the Offeror after substantial
completion and during warranty periods;

5.00

5.00

3.00

4.00

3.00

7. The Offeror’s safety record, safety record
being defined as an Offeror’s OSHA (Officer
of Safety and Health Administration)
inspection logs for the last three years, a loss
analysis from the Offeror’s insurance carrier,
and a loss history covering all lines of
insurance coverage carried by the Offeror;

5.00

5.00

4.00

3.00

3.00

8. Any other relevant factor specifically
listed in the request for bids, proposals, or
qualifications.

5.00

4.00

2.00

3.00

3.00

Final Score

100.00

94.00

79.12

86.11

73.90

Criteria (Panel Member 4) - Lidija Bikova //
Coltzer Construction

Weight

ProTech

Main Stage

Texas Scenic

Norcosto

1. The Amount of the base proposal and
each alternate;

60.00

60.00

52.12

59.11

50.90

2. The offeror's experience and reputation.
Whether the offeror's financial capability is
appropriate to the size and scope of the
project;

10.00

9.00

9.00

8.00

7.00

3. The length of construction time proposed

’

5.00

2.00

2.00

2.00

3.00

4. Offeror’s ability to work with the Owner
and Architect in a team effort to minimize
additional costs and change orders;

5.00

5.00

3.00

4.00

3.00

5. The quality of the Offeror’s performance
and work on previous contracts and school
projects of similar scope;

5.00

4.00

3.00

3.00

2.00

6. The probability of satisfactory work,
repair and service, and maintenance
performed by the Offeror after substantial
completion and during warranty periods;

5.00

5.00

3.00

4.00

3.00

7. The Offeror’s safety record, safety record
being defined as an Offeror’s OSHA (Officer
of Safety and Health Administration)
inspection logs for the last three years, a loss
analysis from the Offeror’s insurance carrier,
and a loss history covering all lines of
insurance coverage carried by the Offeror;

5.00

5.00

4.00

2.00

3.00

8. Any other relevant factor specifically
listed in the request for bids, proposals, or
qualifications.

5.00

5.00

2.00

3.00

3.00

Final Score

100.00

95.00

78.12

85.11

74.90

|Initia|s: Zachary Johnson, Lidija Bikova, James Grant, Jeff Martello

[Date: 10/20/2026




