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Project


Project No.


Campus


Contract No.


Contractor


Architect



Contract Award Amount



Change Orders:  No. 

$ Amount



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

Rate (as appropriate) on
5
4
3
2*
1*
a scale of: 
Excellent
Good
Average
Below Average
Non-Responsible

Scheduling





Coordination of Subcontractor Work





Superintendent





Proactive Resolution of Problems





Fairness in Pricing Changes





Proactive Performance (Diligence)





Timely Completion of Punch List





Timely Pmt/Stop Notices/Complaints





OVERALL RATING:


Major Subcontractors/Name:


Electrical / 






Mechanical / 






Structural / 






Framing/Drywall / 






Other






Recommend Renewal of Prequalification?
Yes

No
 
Recommend Future Project Size:  $


Completed Project Within Contract Time?
Yes 

No

Claims Filed?
Yes 

No

Liquidated Damages Assessed?
Yes 

No

Status of Claim:
Negotiation 

10843 Issued to Contractor?
Yes 
 *
No

Claims Review Board


Litigation

*Attach written justification. If subcontractor judged non-responsible, attach separate written report for use in potential ineligibility to bid CSU work.

REMARKS:


This evaluation is based on the impressions of the Trustees’ assigned Construction Administrator, with information from the Project Architect/ Engineer, Project Inspector, and/or University representatives.



Signed:  



Construction Administrator
Date


Submit this form to Prequalification Coordinator:

CAPITAL PLANNING, DESIGN and CONSTRUCTION


401 Golden Shore, Long Beach, California  90802-4210
Construction Mgmt.


703.13  • 10/06
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