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Good in a Crisis

Design-build and construction management-at-risk delivery methods
demonstrate resilience in uncertain times. By Emell Derra Adolphus
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ot so “alternative” anymore is one way to describe the
rise of alternative project delivery. Revenue for
construction management-at-risk and design-build
delivery reached all-time highs before the recent
1pandemic plagued the market. But this year’s company
rankings tell a more complicated story about alternative project

delivery during a crisis.

Over the last 10 years, before COVID-19, alterna-
tive project delivery firms reaped the rewards of a rap-
idly expanding construction market—cementing the
boom that many firms reported in their ENR Top List
surveys. Total revenue for construction management-at-
risk (CMAR) projects peaked in 2019 at $151.92 billion
before the pandemic took hold last year and brought it
down slightly to $148.3 billion.

"Total design-build revenue rose to a crescendo in 2018
at $107.65 billion and was also on track to peak in 2019.
But Fluor Corp., ranked at No. 2 in 2018 at $10.96 bil-
lion, did not participate in last year’ survey due to inter-
nal financial audits. As a result, the design-build revenue
total took a dip in 2019 to $96.78 billion and only slightly
rebounded in this year’ list to $97.77 billion, which in-
cluded the return of Fluor’s revenue figures

Collectively, the 2021 Top 100 alternative project
delivery firm rankings reflect the mindset of many own-
ers during the early stages of the pandemic. Many scaled
down and pivoted to traditional design-bid-build ap-
proaches on smaller, turnkey projects because that was
what many contractors know best, firms have reported.
A few firms that fell off the list this year also reported
taking more design-bid-build work when alternative
project delivery projects slowed down.

Adapting to market conditions and the needs of clients
kept many firms’ revenues strong while they navigated
changes brought on by the pandemic.

Pandemic Pivot
The pivot by some firms to design-bid-build had an
immediate impact on their alternative project delivery
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{ GRANITE CONSTRUCTION has
named Kyle Larkin as CEQ. He had
been acting in the role since James
Roberts retired in September 2020.
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revenue, in some cases dropping them off the Top 100
Design-Build and CMAR lists. As a result, there are
more than 15 newly ranked firms on each list.

With Fluor back in the fold for 2021, Top 100 Design-
Build list revenue grew just under 1%. But losing Mec-
Dermott International, since it did not participate after
entering and exiting bankruptcy protection in 2020, re-
moved a reported $8.4 billion in revenue from the total.
Kiewit increased design-build revenue by more than $2
billion to reach the No. 1 spot for the first time after
consistently ranking in the top five for years. Meanwhile,
Bechtel dropped nearly $3 billion in revenue to No. 2,
most likely the result of a shrinking cost structure previ-
ously reported by ENR (May 24/31, p. 55).

Opverall, median design-build firm revenue rose to
$499 million from $494.85 million on last year’s list, up
0.8%. When it comes to overall general contracting rev-
enue, design-build has shrunk to 24.4% last year, from
29.1% in 2016, according to ENR data.

Based on reported revenue on the Top 100 CMAR
delivery list, the total shrank 2.4%, mostly on the domes-
tic side. But charted international revenue trends (see
above) clearly show a more gradual decline. CMAR con-
tinues to hold a large overall share of general contracting
revenue, from 34.3% in 2016 (among all firms who sent
in surveys) to 41.6% this year, still down from its peak of
43% in 2019.

The median firm revenue for CMAR was $776.3 mil-
lion, a 10.8% drop from last year’s $870.1 million figure.
Of the 41 survey respondents that listed 100% of general
contracting revenue from CMAR (including firms ranked
below the Top 100 threshold), 36.6% said their backlog
was higher than last year, 29.3% said it was lower and
29.3% reported no change. Those backlog percentages

“There is no
secret that the
industry is
experiencing
pockets of
significant
material price
escalation and
supply chain
disruptions.”

Matt Ralston,
Senior Vice
President, Burns
& McDonnell

ONLY INCLUDES FIRMS WHO APPEAR ON THE TOP 100 CM-AT-RISK LIST.
for all firms on the Top 400 Contractors list were 43.7%,
38.2% and 18.1%, respectively.

In written survey responses, firms reported that
owners are looking for ways to restore certainty to a
market suffering under the unpredictability of the CO-
VID-19 crisis. Early cost and schedule certainty is ul-
timately what many clients want, says Matt Ralston,
senior vice president in the construction/design-build
group at Burns & McDonnell.

“There is no secret that the industry is experiencing
pockets of significant material price escalation and
supply chain disruptions, including increased lead
times and freight costs as well as unpredictability of
imported equipment and materials,” he says. “A big
challenge for us this year will be mitigating those risks
and supply chain constraints.”

Alternative Insights

Even in previous years of major growth for alternative
project delivery, the construction industry was still in
the throes of another dilemma caused by workforce
shortages. Contractor backlogs brimmed while labor
scarcity pressurized the bid-build process, many con-
tractors reported. Under these heightened conditions,
owners become more open to innovation in the form
of alternative project delivery systems, explains Mounir
El Asmar, associate professor in the School of Sustain-
able Engineering & the Built Environment at Arizona
State University’s Del E. Webb School of Construction.
After an initial contraction, crisis-level market condi-
tions caused by the pandemic might again push owners
toward innovation to lift shelved projects into produc-
tion, he says. But firms will need to prove to owners that
alternative project delivery works in a crisis.
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2020 Design-Build State Laws

[ Design-build is permitted
by all agencies

|:| Design-build is widely permitted

SOURCE: DESIGN-BUILD INSTITUTE OF AMERICA, 2020

|:| Design-build is a limited option

|:| Design-build is limited to one political
subdivision, agency or project

CM-AT-RISK

MARKET SHARE 41 -6%

DISPLAYS PERCENTAGE OF GENERAL CONTRACTING
REVENUE CLASSIFIED AS CM-AT-RISK FOR FIRMS WHO
COMPLETED THE 2021 TOP 100/400/500 SURVEY.

One clear advantage that alternative project delivery
has over traditional design-bid-build is that project de-
sign often does not need to be completed to start con-
struction. The “overlapping of design phases with some
of the construction phases” is a critical component of
CMAR, design-build, integrated project delivery and
many other alternative delivery methods, says El Asmar.
“The other piece that s so critical is the contractor can
provide input on the design,” he says. “They can per-
form constructability analyses and estimate the cost and
schedule impacts of design decisions to inform the de-
sign in a way that leads the final product to be a lot closer
to what the owner intends for the budget.”

The up-and-down revenue of Top 100 firms isn’t
surprising, says El Asmar. It reflects the natural ebbs and
flows of owners investing in alternative project delivery.

In one research study measuring the scope of the ap-
proaches, ASU found that CMAR and design-build proj-
ects tend to be of larger size and complexity, since the
amount of up-front investment requires the owner to hire
the alternative delivery team early on.

Owners “are going to compensate them ... for that
tme, effortand insight into the design that the contractor
is bringing on,” says El Asmar. “That’s generally the case
on complex projects with room for innovadon. You want
contractors to join the party early and develop solutions
with you.” For some firms, he explains, 10 alternative
delivery projects could account for as much as 50% of
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“Because
contractors are
grounded in
the reality that
labor is scarce,
and steel and
other
construction
materials costs
are through the
roof, they have
agood pulse on
prices in the
construction
market.”

Mounir El Asmar,
associate
professor,
Arizona State
University

revenue while about 50 design-bid-build projects could
account for the other 50%.

Additonally, alternative project delivery is often the
faster method because contractors help navigate market
conditions early on. “There are good studies out there
that show that design-build and CMAR can be twice as
fast as your traditional design-bid-build,” says El Asmar.
“Because contractors are grounded in the reality that
labor is scarce, and steel and other construction material
costs are through the roof, they have a good pulse on
prices in the construction market.”

They then can use that insight to be sure the project
takes the owner’s budget into consideration. “They can
relate that to the designer to take itinto accountso they
can design the project to the owner’s budget,” El Asmar
points out.

As an integrated engineering, procurement and con-
struction provider, Burns & McDonnell says it has the
ability to drive construction jobsite conditions during
design, minimizing labor risks and increasing predict-
ability for stakeholders, which has helped it solve labor
and workflow issues during the pandemic.

“When craft availability is limited, strategic use of
off-site prefabrication and modularization is effective in
driving down the peaks in personnel demands, eliminat-
ing trade stacking and minimizing overall field construc-
tion hours, all of which improve safety, quality and pro-
ductivity,” says Burns & McDonnell’s Ralston. “Having
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the flexibility to self-perform construction, both in open
shop and union spaces using our wholly owned subsidiar-
ies Ref-Chem and AZCO, respectively, provides further
direct control over the skilled labor and eliminates insol-
vency risks that exist in the construction sector.” This
helped the firm expand its capacity in power generation,
oil, gas, chemicals, electrical transmission and distribution
markets, as well as in process and manufacturing.
Companies further report reorganizing their portfo-
lios to better meet developing business markets. For ex-
ample, Black & Veatch is preparing for an ongoing energy
transition that it calls “repowering” the power industry.
“We’ve rewired our entire power business to be broader
in renewables and distributed energy,” explains Mario
Azar, president of Black & Veatch’s power business. “We’ve
introduced more focus on smaller power transmission and
distribution solutions, and we’re actively engaged in hy-
drogen as a clean fuel alternative for power generation.”

Infrastructure in Flux
With a trillion-dollar proposed infrastructure spending
bill launched by the White House in the form of the
American Jobs Plan, alternative project delivery could
be poised to take a major piece of the post-pandemic
contracting market share.

Public agencies need legislative authority to engage
in design-build delivery, and currently 45 states, plus

#26

“We saw a lot
of legislative
activity during
COVID, and it’s
been that way
for many years
in a row. What
that means is
that we
continue to
have broad
authority in the
majority of the
country.”

Lisa Washington,
CEOQ, Design-
Build Institute of
America

{ MOSS CONSTRUCTION is nearing
completion of the 250,000-sq-ft

: Miami Dolphins training facility in

i Miami Gardens, Fla.

the District of Columbia, either widely or fully permit
design-build delivery (see chart, p. 46), says Lisa Wash-
ington, CEO of the Design-Build Institute of America.

“We saw a lot of legislative activity during COVID,
and it’s been that way for many years in a row,” she
says. “What this means is that design-build is a tool in
the toolbox for public agencies across the country.”
Washington notes that “as an organization, we believe
that having the option to consider design-build as a
project delivery method is important, but it may not
be right for every project.” A lot depends on project
goals and what the owner wants to achieve, she adds.

Opverall, firms should prepare to meet their backlog
of work. “Our member firms have, pretty unanimously,
indicated that they are very busy, and we do believe
that there is going to be a backlog of projects that need
to be completed post-pandemic,” says Washington,
predicting contractors will be busier than designers
because many projects that broke ground only to be
shelved last year have restarted.

“We truly believe that, very similar to the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act, these [infrastructure]
projects are going to come with some stipulations
about getting them off the ground quickly,” Washing-
ton adds, “and we think design-build is going to play
a major role in that.” =

Additional reporting by Jonathan Keller

GROUND COVER Turner is construction manager for the 418,000-sg-ft headquarters of healthcare software firm CoverMyMeds in Columbus, Ohio.
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JACOBS will be the design-builder of
#23 : a $150-million project to modernize
the McCarrons water treatment plant

¢ in St. Paul, Minn.

The Top 100 Design-Build Firms

ENREEAS s

RANK TOTAL REV. INT'L RANK TOTAL REV. INT'L
2021 2020‘ FIRM ($ MIL.) REVENUE 2021 2020‘ FIRM ($ MIL.) REVENUE
BRI wewr core, O, 1o 85986 | 10583 | ([EBIEA wem co.nc, Jecison, o 4942 00
EIND echTEL, Resion 2 8337.0 | 14820 | [EZJRLY DEPCOM POWER, Scotscals, Az 4892 | 0.0
B FLuor, ining Tes 5,882.3 | 4,726.0 AUSTIN INDUSTRIES, Dallas, Tevas 4886 0.0
B3 cavco, cricago i 34000 | 00| [N ELECTRICAL CONSULTANTS INC., Biings, Mont. 4680 00
n HENSEL PHELPS, Greeley, Colo. 2,779.8 0.0 B SUNDT CONSTRUCGTION INC., Tempe, Ariz. 454.8 0.0
B80T BURNS & MCDONNELL, Kansas City, Mo 25022 | 513 [EN["" GRANITE CONSTRUCTION INC., Viisonil, Caf 448 | 44
ARCO CONSTRUCTION COS., St Louis, Mo. 20474 | 238 AECOM, Los Angeles, Cal 4320 00
EBEEN morteNsON, Mimeapois, M. 22119 | 66 [EJFT] LENDLEASE, New York N 4310 | 00
B THE WALSH GROUR, Cricaco, I 20077 | 24 BL HARBERT INTERNATIONAL, Birminghan, Al 4225 | 3219
EEBETE SwINERTON, San Fanciso, Cal 1,962.6 00| I Exvre us INC., Abany N 4222 0.0
EEBEED rvan cos. us INC., Mimeapols Mim. 19380 | 00| [GIEEY BARTON MALOW HOLDINGS LLC, Souei, Mich. 487 00
EEN ) MCCARTHY HOLDINGS ING,, St Louis, Mo 1,778.1 00 | 2N AMES CONSTRUCTION INC., i, Mim. #“70| 00
RE )| INFRA. AND ENERGY ALTERNATIVES INC., harapols, no. | 17529 | 0.0 | [FEJIEH cOM SMITH, Bosion, Vass. M64 | 322
B2 skanska usa, New vor, . 17516 | 00 | [N MIRON CONSTRUCTION GO. INC., Neern, i 4070 00
EEBRE) BLACK & VEATCH, Orcerand Park, K. 17085 | 3777 | [FEHNEN THE YATES COS. INC., Phicelpia, Miss 402.4 0.0
m DRAGADOS, Netw York, N 16860 | 7560 | [CL] AEGION CORP, Criesterfel Mo 3882 | 1212
TUTOR PERINI CORP, Symar, Calf 15797 | 1088 | [EZFT] THE OPUS GROUR, Mimeionka, Min. 380.1 0.0
ﬂ THE TURNER CORP, New York, N.Y. 1,567.1 40 | [ZJIGN CHOATE CONSTRUCTION GO, Alaria, Ga 376.0 0.0
BB 8B ENGINEERS AND CONSTRUCTORS LTD., Houslon, Toas | 1,540.0 00| [EJETI e core, Chatanooga, Tem. 372.1 0.0
EIBCL oL consTRUCTION, Denve, Coo 14398 | 8257 | [E0-1| IPS-INTEGRATED PROJECT SERVICES LG, Blue Eel, Pa 360.9 | 237
EXBEE] FERROVIAL US CONSTRUCTION CORP, Ausin, Toxas 1,360.0 00 | [EZBIS sLeTTeN cos, Great Fals Mont 364.3 0.0
EBEIA cLank GROUP, Eetiesda, M 1,276.8 0.0 KLINGER COS. INC., Sioux Ciy, lowa 358.0 0.0
23 | o7 12643 | 4504 THE BECK GROUP, Dlzs, Toras B15 | 00
m ALSTON CONSTRUCTION, Aflanta, Ga. 1,247.0 0.0 E WORLEY, Houston, Texas 337.0 0.0
EEBIE) DEvCON CONSTRUCTION INC., Miias, Cal 10100 | 00| [N TRAYLOR BROS. INC., Eransiil, o, 3303 00
EENL72 s70 BUILDING GROUP INC., New York 990.0 | 1400 CADDELL CONSTRUCTION CO. (DE) LLC, Monigomery, Al 319.0 | 183.0
GILBANE BUILDING CO., Providence, R 9722 | 1257 THE KORTE CO0., Highland, I, 3149 0.0
EZ120 LANE INDUSTRIES INC., Crestire, Conn, 9629 | 0.0 72| OHL USA INC., College Point, N 3080 | 0.0
EIED HaskeLL, sacisonile Fa 9517 | 1066 | |[EZJIT0] ADOLFSON & PETERSON CONSTRUCTION, Minneapols M, | 289.0 0.0
EXBE) opr coNsTRUCTION, Redood Ciy, Gl 9349 | 760 | [EJIEN THE WEITZ CO. & AFFILIATES, Des Mones lova 2818 | 223
mﬂ BARNARD CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., Bozernan, Mot 925.1 00 | BN uNiTED EC INC., Picatanay, N 270.2 0.0
EPBIT] BALFOUR BEATTY US, Dalas Toas 809.2 15| [PIREA FINFROCK, Avopka, Fa 270.0 0.0
EBED) zactRy GROUR, sen Avonio Toees 8954 | 00| [EJIE) TRUEBECK CONSTRUCTION, S Mateo, Ca 2658 | 0.0
m JE DUNN CONSTRUCTION GROUP, Kansas City, Mo. 844.3 0.0 mg GEMMA POWER SYSTEMS, Glastonbury, Conn. 264.1 0.0
EBUL oL BuiLDERS LLG, fasca, I 8000 | 00| [EEIRIN BERNARDS, San Fermando, Cait 2532 0.0
EXDET] maTRiX SERVICE CO, Tusa, Oka 7944 | 724 | [T HOLDER CONSTRUCTION, Atenia Ga. 2440 00
EBT wasring, Devo, Mich 7382 635 PARIC HOLDINGS, Si. Loui, Mo 2410 00
m STELLAR, Jacksonvile, Fa 6752 | 1.0 SEVENSON ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC., Nagara Fals Y. | 239.6 | 0.0
EEBT e RuDOLPH LIBBE COS. INC., Vbidge, Ofo 6645| 00| [ZJET] SOUTHLAND HOLDINGS LLE, Roanoke, Tores 235.3 13
N2 GRAY CONSTRUCTION, Lexingion, Ky 6513 | 321 | [EZJ S PEPPER CONSTRUCTION, Cricago, I 2348 | 00
EBIE]) FLATIRON CONSTRUCTION, Broomied, Colo 6103 | 00 | [EBIEN mwH CONSTRUGTORS ING., Boomied, Colo 2286 | 223.7
PBITE] THE WHITING-TURNER CONTRACTING CO., Balimore, . 6057 | 00| [FPJIEE] HUDSON MERIDIAN CONSTRUGTION GROUP, New York, .Y 225.1 0.0
B3 oennis GROUR, Sprngied s 5882 | 116 | [EENELN PriMus BUILDERS INC., ioodsiock, Ga. 213 00
AR cre, kansas Oy o 5864 | 00 | [ETWETH THE KOKOSING GROUP OF COS, Westenill, Ofio 2156 | 00
EBEE Facen INc., Grae Fals, Vi, s85| 00| [EEIETN eurovia usa, v Park Fa 2083 00
EAZY pansons, Centevile, \a. 5675 | 1189 | [N MESSER CONSTRUCTION GO, Cincinnat, O 250 | 00
EBI55 oLTMANS CONSTRUCTION €O ifiter, Caf 5350 | 00| [N iHC CONSTRUCTION COS. LLC, Egh I 2016 00
3150 ke CONSTRUCTION, Indianapols nd 5310 | 00| [ZIET aLan MYERS, Worcssier Pa 1986 | 0.0
mn PERFORMANCE CONTRACTORS INC., Ba(on Rouge, L. 517.1 00| [EEJET FA WILHELM CONSTRUCTION, Indianapols Ind. 197.0 | 00
EBIZT BBL CONSTRUCTION SERVICES LLC, Ay, .Y 5038 | 00| FITJPE] WILLIAMS BROTHERS CONSTR. CO. INC., Housion, Texas 1920 00

COMPANIES ARE RANKED IN $ MILLIONS BASED ON 2020 REVENUE FROM DESIGN-BUILD CONTRACTS WHERE THE PROJECT IS DESIGNED BY EMPLOYEES OF THE FIRM OR JOINT-VENTURE PARTNER AND BUILT BY ITS OWN FORCE OR SUBCONTRACTORS
UNDER ITS SUPERVISION. **NOT RANKED IN 2020 AMONG THE TOP DESIGN-BUILD FIRMS.
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STO BUILDING GROUP subsidiary LF

#2 Driscoll is construction manager on
: the 85,000-sq-ft reconstruction of the

i Penn State University James Building.

Construction Management-at-Risk Firms

RANK ‘ TOTAL REV. INT'L
2021 2020| FIRM ($ MIL.) REVENUE
ERRR e TURNER CORP, Now York, I\ 14,4099 | 6805
3] 570 BUILDING GROUP INC., Nev: Yok, Y. 8,080.0 | 483.0
BB )| THE WHITING-TURNER CONTRACTING CO., Bafimore, Md. | 62267 | 0.0
AT Aecom, Los Angees, Cai 57028 | 329
B3] opr coNSTRUCTION, Rednood Cit, Calt 54969 | 2716
IEBC0 ciLBANE BUILDING CO., Providence, .| 54143 | 1312
7| HOLDER CONSTRUCTION, Alara, Ga. 40230 00
D51 suFFOLK CONSTRUCTION CO. ING., Bosion, Vs, 38913 | 0.0
XTI BALFOUR BEATTY US, Dalas, Texas 35860 | 0.0
ECIEER cuank GROUP, Bethesda, Md. 3,578.7 0.0
1158 SWINERTON, San Francisco, Calif. 3,532.8 0.0
EEIIE] skansKa UsA, Now vork, LY 30240 00

1 MCCARTHY HOLDINGS INC., St Louis, Mo 29191 | 00
JE DUNN CONSTRUCTION GROUP, Kansas City, Mo, 2,841.3 0.0
EEBEED HiTT CONTRACTING INC., Fals Chuch, 25134 | 39
71| HOFFMAN CONSTRUCTION, Portand, Ore. 24940 00
P] BECHTEL, Reston, Va. 2,350 | 2354.0
EEBETD MoRTENSON, Minncapols, Minn. 22874 00
EEDFI] HeNSEL PHELPS, Grecley, Colo 2,246.1 0.0
EZBEZY PoL consTRUCTION, Denver, Colo 2,058 | 12308
12| LENDLEASE, Now York, .. 20385 00
HATHAWAY DINWIDDIE CONSTR. CO., San Francisco, Cali. | 1,765.9 | 0.0
EEBFE] BARTON MALOW HOLDINGS LLC, Souiield, Mich. 16493 | 430
] okuanD CORP, St Lake Ciy, Utzh 15765 | 00
11| BIG-D CONSTRUCTION, Sait Lake City, Utah 1510 00
E 18 MOSS, Fort Lauderdale, Fla. 1,501.3 0.0
7 CONSIGLI CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., Milford, Mess 14630 | 00
BB kiEwrT coRe, Omana, Neb 14289 | 121
m VXN WEBCOR, San Francisco, Calif 1,386.1 0.0
EDNE7] oaviD E. HARVEY BUILDERS INC., Houston, Toxas 13850 00
EDL] cLunE CONSTRUCTION, Cricago, I. 133%0 | 00
EAFE) ABERICI-FLINTCO, 51, Louis, o 13112 | 2796
EEJI72 ADOLFSON & PETERSON CONSTR, Mimeapols, M. | 1,120 | 0.0
EZEL]| FoRTIS CONSTRUCTION INC., Portand, Ore. 11640 | 2180
EENET] .7 maGEN & Co. INC., New York, Y. 10433 00
[EZJ /| coASTAL CONSTRUCTION GROUP, Vi, Fa 10378 00
] ROBINS & MORTON, Biriingha, Al 922 00
[EEB[E] MESSER CONSTRUCTION CO., Cincina, Ofio 980 00
m 74| CORE CONSTRUCTION GROUP, Frisco, Texas 972.8 0.0
/11| PEPPER CONSTRUCTION, Ciicago, I 917.0 | 00
B0 POWER CONSTRUCTION CO. LLC, Chicago, I 8900 00
MANHATTAN CONSTRUCTION GROUP, Tusa, Ok 8826 00
EJFZ] HUNTER ROBERTS CONSTR. GROUP LLC, New Vork, Y. | 8800 0.0
EZ3EL] THE WALSH GROUP, Cricago, I 8755 109
BB HoAR CONSTRUCTION, Eimingham, Al 851 00
F3"| SHAWMUT DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION, Bosion, Mass. | 8287 0.0
“" CBRE, Dallas, Texas 806.0 773.0
317 THE CHRISTMAN CO., Lansing, Mich. 7860 00
317 LEVEL 10 CONSTRUCTION, Sunnyvale, Cali 7830 00
B[] TRUEBECK CONSTRUCTION, San Vateo, Cal me| oo

RANK
2021 2020| FIRM

BE

[ 02| 73]

97

TOTAL REV. INT'L
(SMIL) | REVENUE
J.H. FINDORFF & SON INC., Madison, \/s. 775.0 0.0
E21151] sunoT CONSTRUCTION INC., Tormps, Arz 759.9 0.0
THE YATES COS. INC., Priladsiphia, Miss. 752.7 0.0
[EAT] cATAMOUNT CONSTRUCTORS INC., Lakennood, Colo 737.2 0.0
EE) UL LeE LEwIS CONSTRUCTION INC., Lubbock, Texas 718.0 0.0
[EZ)[ 1] AvALONBAY COMMUNITIES INC., Aringion, Va 717.9 0.0
"2} RODGERS BUILDERS INC., Charlofte, N.C. 705.7 0.0
[EE)[ 1] cHINA CONST. AMERICA/PLAZA CONST, Jersey iy, N.J. | 685.9 0.0
)20 AusTIN INDUSTRIES, Dalas, Texas 6824 | 00
) THE BECK GROUP, Dalas, Toras 6757 | 900
E13 wavBRiDGE, Deiol, Wich, 6642 | 322
23] BARTLETT COCKE, San Antonio, Texas 6627 | 00
B vec L, e Coony, Teras 6490 | 00
A1 ANDERSEN CONSTRUCTION, Portand, Ore 640.0 0.0
B mecoueH, st Paui, Ninn. 637.0 | 00
)11 JACOBSEN CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., Viest Valey Ciy, Uizh | 630.0 0.0
IE370 6Ly CONSTRUCTION, Bellowe, Viash. 6000 00
)0 oweiL NbusTRIES ING., Cricago, I, 587.1 0.0
EIEE) e Josnson, Colorado Spings, Colo 5537 00
(L) ()] THE PENTA BUILDING GROUP, Las Vegas, Nev. 545.9 0.0
ROGERS-0’BRIEN CONSTRUCTION, Dalls, Texas 527.0 0.0
B2 KaST CONSTRUCTION CO. LLG, West Palm Becch, Fla 523.9 0.0
7} MCCOWNGORDON CONSTRUCTION, Kansas City, Mo. 516.1 0.0
[EZ)T) LECHASE CONSTRUCTION SERVICES LLC, Fochiesier NY. | 506.0 0.0
BB KitcHELL CORP, Proenix, Az 494.0 0.0
P2 GARNEY HOLDING CO., Kansas City, Mo. 481.2 0.0
25 cLancy & THEYS CONSTRUCTION, Raleigh, L.C. 4733 0.0
1 POGUE CONSTRUCTION CO. LP, McKinney, Texes 460.2 0.0
W. M. JORDAN CO., Newport News, Va. 4641 0.0
)17 KRAUS-ANDERSON CONSTRUCTION CO., Minneapols Mim| 48,0 0.0
015 ol coNSTRUCTORS INC., Grand Junciion, Colo 453.8 0.0
<} DIMEO CONSTRUCTION CO., Providence, R.I. 451.8 0.0
EE)I 0EACON CONSTRUCTION LLG, Portand, Ore 4508 0.0
A0 THE BOLDT CO., Appleton, Wi 442.1 0.0
EE2) Bozzuto CoNSTRUCTION CO., Greentel: . 01| 00
3] THE MCSHANE Cos., Rosemont . 4383 0.0
"2l IMC CONSTRUCTION, Valvern, Pa. 419.0 0.0
FE)1E] THE PIKE COS. LTD., Rochester .Y 418.0 0.0
NIBBI BROTHERS GENERAL CONTR., Sen Francisco, Cali. | 417.4 0.0
[ JOERIS GENERAL CONTRACTORS LTD., San Antonio, Tores | 415.0 0.0
B0 inTECH CONSTRUGTION, Phiadeiptia, Pa 4145 0.0
215 1Ps-INTEGRATED PROJECT SERVICES LLC, Ble Bol, Pa. | 4022 | 206
BB Butz ENTERPRISES INC., Alenioun, Pa. 385 00
[ FA. WILHELM CONSTRUCTION, Indianapolis, Ind 392.0 0.0
KAUFMAN LYNN CONSTRUCTION, Deliay Beach, Fia. 390.0 0.0
JAMES R. VANNOY & SONS CONSTR., Jefferson, NC. 387.0 0.0
PJ DICK - TRUMBULL - LINDY PAVING, Pitsburgh, Pe. 385.9 0.0
PLANT CONSTRUGTION CO. LP, San Francisco, Calf, 381.4 0.0
CG SCHMIDT, Milwaukee, Wis. 381.0 0.0
[ MIRON CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., Neenan, Wis 380.0 0.0

BASED ON 2020 REVENUE IN $ MILLIONS FROM “AT RISK” CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT OR PROJECT AND PROGRAM CONTRACTS IN WHICH A FIRM IS EXPOSED TO FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITIES AND RISK SIMILAR TO THOSE OF A GENERAL CONTRACTOR

**NOT RANKED IN 2020 AMONG THE TOP 100 CM FIRMS-AT-RISK.
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