77\, SARASOTA
’:;\ ' County Schools

APPENDIX H
SCHOOL BOARD POLICY 7.71

SARASOTA COUNTY SCHOOLS
PROJECT ASSIGNMENT SHEET
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES SELECTION COMMITTEE

DATE: 6/8/2017 PROJECT NO. N/A DEPT. Construction Services

PROJECT: PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION
ADMINISTRATION CONSULTING SERVICES 2017-2020

The Professional Services Selection Committee, in accordance with School Board Policy 7.71,
has selected the top three (3) companies and ranked them as indicated below:

FIRST CHOICE ME3 Consulting Engineers, LLC

SECOND CHOICE TLC Engineering for Architecture, Inc.

THIRD CHOICE Engineering Matrix, Inc.

Signature of Committee Members
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