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The Building Committee for the USD Delzell School of Education Infrastructure Upgrades met 

on October 14, 2011, via conference call with the following members present:  Jack Warner, 

BOR; James Abbott, USD; and Kristi Honeywell, State Engineer; Regent Carole Pagones. Also 

present were Roberta Ambur, Catherine Wagner, USD; Molly Weisgram, BOR; and Gordon 

Hollenbeck, OSE. 

The purpose of the meeting was to approve a design firm for the infrastructure project budgeted 

at $2,250,000. The three firms being considered for the project are Farris Engineering of Omaha, 

NE, Davis Design of Lincoln, NE, and Ulteig of Sioux Falls, SD. 

Of the 14 firms who submitted proposals and Statements of Interest on the $2,250,000 project, 

Farris scored highest and the technical review committee is recommending selection of Farris 

Engineering for this project. The rankings/points scored occurred in the following order: Farris 

Engineering of Omaha, NE (89), Davis Design of Lincoln, NE (88), and Ulteig of Sioux Falls, 

SD (86). 

REASONS FOR FARRIS HIGH RANKING - provided by Technical Review Committee  
 

They have experience that includes them working on different fields of education, 

military, government, healthcare, correctional, industry, and many more. They have 

designed numerous mechanical and electrical buildings systems that have achieved 

USGBC LEED certification rating of Gold. 

Their resources on all projects are well rounded. All of the members on the team have the 

experience that is needed and knowledge from past project. Farris understands what it 

takes to stay on budget and the importance of construction time frame.  

We, USD, have had good luck with our projects that Farris has worked on for us. They 

are always trying to come in under budget. Going the extra distance to get us the 

resources that we need and when we need them. They are very familiar with our campus 

from past projects. They understand our standards and are willing to go the distance to 

make sure that those standards are met.  

Farris is familiar with policies and procedures of doing State projects via Office of State 

Engineer.  

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDING BUILDING COMMITTEE APPROVE 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE SELECTION  
 



This is an infrastructure upgrade project, so basically a technical project. The work is 

primarily mechanical and electrical systems that are getting replaced.  

We have established in the past projects of this nature have gone with the 

recommendation of the technical review committee. This is not a project where solutions 

and ideas can be presented through an interview process. 

The Technical review Committee included OSE (Gordon Hollenbeck); USD (Cathy 

Wagner, Cory Fosher). 

DISCUSSION: 

Dr. Warner asked for the perspectives of those who participated on the technical review 

committee. Cathy Wagner of USD said that when reviewing the proposals they liked that Farris 

Engineering had a full design team including a team that could accommodate any roof issues as 

well as a team that could address the budgetary and financial questions of USD. 

She said that it was very close between Farris Engineering and Davis Design. In the end, 

however, Farris received the most votes. Gordon Hollenbeck said that he favored Farris 

Engineering because they were a true engineering firm and felt this particular project required 

that type of expertise. 

Dr. Warner asked if the group had any concerns with Farris Engineering’s distance since they are 

located out of Omaha, NE. Cathy and Gordon both said they are not concerned in the least about 

this considering Farris has done work at USD and have proved to be very available. 

IT WAS MOVED by James Abbott, seconded by Regent Carole Pagones to approve the 

recommendation of the Technical Review Committee to hire Farris Engineering of Omaha, NE 

as the design firm for the USD Delzell School of Education infrastructure project budgeted at 

$2,250,000. All members voting AYE. The MOTION CARRIED.   

 

 

 

 


