Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 712412025 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington (UW) DB Denied
PRC Member:  EzaAgoes Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project. i X

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. %

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

As stated in the application, “The UW has not received any audit findings.”
Overall Evaluation by Committee Member

Reason for Determination:

Observations/Concerns:

. I'Digitally signed
“by Eza Agoes
Eza Agoes gt 2035.07.24

09:68:41-07'00"

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: July 24, 25 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency: UW DB Denied
PRC Member:  Alexis Blue Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are | X
appropriate for a proposed project. !

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous X
certification. '

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Meets criteria (actually excels at meeting criteria)

Observations/Concerns:

Thanks!

Alerin C Blue, signed digitally

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 07/24/2025 GC/CM X Approved
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Joshua Cheatham Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are

appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.
B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public

Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.
2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

The application demonstrates a clear understanding and compliance with the RCW.

Pass

Fail

P

Observations/Concerns:

The University prepared a very clear and concise application that demonstrated compliance with all the

aspects of being able to successfully deliver GC/CM projects that benefit the public.

i .Digit:aily signed by Joshua
9«){,— /4 Cheatham
" Date: 2025.07.24 09:53:43-07'00"

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 7124125 GC/ICM X Approved X
Public Agency: University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Brandi Colyar Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. =

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DBare |
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. ; X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. ] X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Team Structure and project experience well defined. RCW requirements demonstrated. | appreciate

the process for reviewing the need for selecting Alt delivery by project.

Observations/Concerns:
¢ 00
nature /

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 0712412025 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member: Lisa Corcoran Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass

Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project. =

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

QObservations/Concerns:

i

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 7-24-25 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Mallorie Davies Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are X
appropriate for a proposed project. ;

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous X
certification. '

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Applicant meets requirements for recertification and has demonstrated abilities to manage projects as
GC/CM.

Observations/Concerns:

W

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)

Application Evaluation Sheet PNNEA T ond

Public Agency Recertification %A’M PM & !
Date: 7 - 2 -25 GC/CM ‘y( Approved 74
Public Agency: (U pdnd OF WASH DB Denied
PRC Member: 1 M DUGA 'y Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail
A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedu':"gsﬁ,‘ — X
1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are | |
appropriate for a proposed project. M’f ; ?’\
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. ‘i”’{\

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in

RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

-

management and construction experience using the ¢ nd/or DB since the

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with pggsqnnel possessing
previous certification. @

K XA

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

VERY coudLiFED ; DEEP BEHCH <STREJOT |

ol | BADE RS | ELTENSVE EAPERIENCE

(]

Observations/Concerns:)

- “NoNE

T
tf\:”j_,.:m—ﬁ. = g e — ,,...? "@“) : 'E? }%{&;‘mmwﬁ 1
Signature f L/

~

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 7/24/2025 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Jeff Gonzalez Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are X
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. : X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous | X
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Applicant met the criteria

Observations/Concerns:

Great presentation. Applicant has demonstrated a knowledge and expertise in the use of GC/CM delivery.

Ll L _

Signature N2

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 7124125 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Gina M. Hortillosa Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous X
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Observations/Concerns:

/%ﬂ_éﬂg;tﬂd_\_
ignatliret”

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 712412025 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Brian Jewett Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X

RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Demonstrated clear understanding of GC/CM and a clear decision making process with

stakeholder involvement.

Observations/Concerns:

None

Baici W 7/24/2025
v

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 7241/ 25~ GceMm X Approved X

Public Agency: U U DB Denied

PRC Member: IZ b E \otd%n) Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project. :

R

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

certification. bos

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

-

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous L
V‘
/

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

ACENCY HAS HAD fond Expme anxe W/ Ge/fm MWD
_ PERSoInEL. T AVE. Gr/em ExprERistlas, mEsT

CRATSR e Tt Ll

QObservations/Concerns:

fle

Signafﬁfe

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: July 24, 2025 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Jeff Jurgensen Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project. !

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Very well defined experience and personnel. They are very mature in their use of the delivery method.

Observations/Concerns:

NONE

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: July 24, 2025 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Art McCluskey Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are X
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in %
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

>

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Applicant meets RCW requirements

Observations/Concerns:

Very experienced applicant

At WeCluafey

Signature /4

Revised 7/27/2023 Criferia extracted from RCW 39.10.270



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 704 o GC/ICM ¥ Approved é

Public Agency: 7/, i udn ,,(W] DB Denied
PRC Member: /3 ~p/ /{/[3&5@ Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in

RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous >ﬁ

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

t‘{- 1 14(/ 71L19!" Con il Le (r«-;/
_QC‘U 2900 eyt /s ] a[»ng.anU #b-; Auu\

;h‘:_ftfir /00/ QI M/ /I?I’O'Cefjf_—m: o engst va}ﬁ&'aha:

Observations/Concerns:

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 7124125 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Heather Munden Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/for DBare | X

appropriate for a proposed project. :

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. ‘: X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous X
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Appreciate the detailed information in the recertification application. UW has a lot of knowledge of GCCM and it

shows in the application and in the presentation. Really liked the slide on safety in the presentation.

Observations/Concerns:

No concerns.

Heather Munden

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 07/27/25 GC/CM X Approved

Public Agency:

PRC Member: Yuki Seda-Kane — DBE2 Both

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are

appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

All areas are covered, UW is a highly experienced Owner. The Owner described the process between

University of Washington DB Denied

Pass Fail

X

N/A

selecting GC/CM, DB and even DBB, which showed their strong understanding of each delivery method.

Observations/Concerns:

o St

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 774-—?/#—2 5 GC/CM M__X__ Approved Y
Public Agency: {/f pil. oF V;/,z;g_} DB Denied

PRC Member: J,{?{f’ VIN W*}ﬁmﬁ@ Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which B 4

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.
1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project. : \( |

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X
B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public

Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in

RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the ><
previous certification.
D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

o< [P

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

COMPULHEMSIVE AT Lot | EXTERSIVD  [apil gt
H’!‘;T()ﬁxic CAWIPUS B EAis Sp/fé 1A /Lﬁ@ﬁ”’w’ﬂ()fb’
OMWEE T1aCkING

Observations/Concerns:

%ﬁ/ prtpa—

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria exiracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 7124125 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Lance Thomas Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail
A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X
1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GG/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project. : X
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. ; X
B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10. _
1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. : X
2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous : X
certification. .
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.
D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Meets all the requirements

Observations/Concerns:

Complete Presentation

g

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: July 25, 2025 GC/CM X Approved X
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  T.Thomas Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail
A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.
1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project. : X
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X
B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.
1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X
2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous X
certification. :
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.
D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Well qualified and experienced team in alternative project delivery. A leader in the industry.

Observations/Concerns:

Two GC/CM projects that are currently in preconstruction out of 24 other DB projects.

Apeddes

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 7124125 GC/CM X Approved 4
Public Agency:  University of Washington DB Denied
PRC Member:  Taine Wilton Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are L X
appropriate for a proposed project. 1

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. ST X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous X
certification. ;

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Use tools GC/CM part of the Project Delivery Group at UW. Collaborative delivery, training of team,

outreach for bid packages, sees themselves as leaders in the industry and aids others. Alternative

subcontractor. Provided updated org chart. They have a Governance model to manage projects to make

timely decisions and clear expectations.

Observations/Concerns:

Educate teams, solve issues and challenging situations at the lowest levels before becoming contentious,

take preventative measures to manage risks with amenable resolutions, projects presented attest to

complexity and delivery method works.

gNigi'-.aly signed by Wiiton, Taine E. (ESC)
H . : CN="Wiltan, Taine E. (ESG)",
Wilton, Taine E. (ESC) o tinonds schoa il

Date: 2025.07 24 09:57:42-07'00"

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




