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A substantial part of our effort this summer has been devoted to reviewing potential planning architects for the project.  A review team consisting of Alan Boyd, John Bucher, Leo Evans, Larry Gibson, Cindy Murnan, and Ray English has taken responsibility for this part of the process.  

We began by casting a relatively wide net to identify firms that have experience with either information commons or learning commons in academic library settings.  We sent requests for qualifications to a total of nine firms.  We then reviewed their responses and selected four firms for more formal RFPs.  The four firms were:  Design Group (Columbus, OH), Perry Dean Rogers (Boston, MA), Shepley Bulfinch Richardson and Abbott (Boston, MA), and ARX Design (Dublin, OH).  The RFPs asked each firm also to respond regarding an optional master planning process for the Mudd Center building that could, if we chose to pursue it, provide a broader building-planning context for the Academic Commons project.  

Three of the four firms responded with full RFPs.  Shepley Bulfinch Richardson and Abbott, which has a strong national reputation for academic library buildings, did not submit a formal proposal, but suggested instead that it might be more cost efficient for them to coordinate a process of developing a program and schematic designs, and for a local firm of our choice to carry out the project.  Our group decided to interview the three firms that had submitted full RFPs.  The interviews lasted an hour and a half, allowing time for both a presentation from each firm and questions from our interview group.  In advance of the interviews we established the following criteria that would be used in judging each firm: 

· Related project experience

· The firm’s ability and capacity to perform the work and meet project requirements

· Methods for fulfilling required services (including communication and project reviews)

· Management approach for technical requirements (cost controls, construction fees involved)

· Use of consultants

· Time schedule

· Experience with budget and financial controls and fee structure

· Master plan proposal

· Sustainability

· Interactions with client (including balancing creativity and client preferences)

Upon completion of the interview process our group reached consensus that
Design Group, Columbus, Ohio was our top choice.  This firm has excellent experience in working on both academic and public library projects, including projects at Ohio University and Allegheny College that are very similar to the Academic Commons.  We were especially confident in their team’s ability to carry out the project within the time frame that we have in mind and to do it in a way that would be in harmony with the interior decor of Mudd Center.












