FIRM REPORTS 25% OF ENV. SVS. REVENUE IN CSL AND 60% SPLIT EVENLY AMONG

11 TYPE OF FIRM (OTH)
DESIGN, CONST AND CM-PM; 12 TYPE OF FIRM (OTH)—FIRM REPORTS 52% OF ENV. SVS. REVENUE IN "PHOSPHATE AND POWER." 13 TYPE OF FIRM (OTH)—FIRM REPORTS 46% OF ENV. SVS. REVENUE IN OIL AND GAS SERVICES.

FOOTNOTES: 10 TYPE OF FIRM (OTH)—FIRM REPORTS 52% OF ENV. SVS. REVENUE FROM "SEDIMENT REMEDIATION."

i DEWBERRY debuted on the Top 200

#1 33 listin 2009 at No. 200. The firm sees
¢ more transportation-related environ-

i mental work due to new regulations.
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MARKETS (% OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVENUE) (% OF ENV. REV.)

2011 ENVIRONMENTAL

REVENUE / :
o OF TYPE OF WORK & / ,
ALL | %OF S/ &
RANK TOTAL | FIRM | NON- | LARGEST% OF /& / &/ /&

2012 2011 (NSML) | REV. | US. | ENVREVENVE /&'/S)/ IS

KENNEDY/JENKS CONSULTANTS INC., San Francisco, Calif 700 8| 0 DES 0 0 0

CROSSLAND HEAVY CONTRACTORS INC., Columbus, Kan. 700 94| o0 0PsS 0 0 0

MAX FOOTE CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., Mandeville, La. 695 95| 0 CON 0 0 0

THE CADMUS GROUP INC., Waltham, Mass. 68.3 | 100 1 CSL 11 0 0
SWCA ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, Phoenix, Ariz. 671| 100 0 csL 0 0 2|10/ 0| 25 63 0| 69 13| 18
PORTAGE INC., Idaho Falls, IdahoT 66.7 | 95 0 CON 0({100f 0| O O O O O 0/100/ O
FREESE AND NICHOLS INC., Fort Worth, Texas 654 | 70 0 DES 0| O 0| 64| 30| 1| 5/ 0| 8 2| 9
HYDROGEOLOGIC INC., Reston, Va. 647 | 88 3 CON 76| 5/ 0 O0f 0| 1 1|17 0| 97| 3
WESTON & SAMPSON ENGINEERS INC., Peabody, Mass. T 63.3| 100 o0 DES 8 0 0| 32| 41| 2| 1| 16| 17| 0| 83
JUDY CONSTRUCTION CO., Cynthiana, Ky. 632 95 0 CON 0| O 0| 20| 80| 0O 0| 0| O/ 0100
USA ENVIRONMENT LP, Houston, Texas 620| 100 1 CON 30/ 0 0 0 5|40 o0 2585 5/ 10
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY MANAGEMENT INC., Cincinnati, Ohio 60.8 | 100 0 CON 70, 0 10| 2| 6| 10| 2| 0| 20| 75| 5
SHOOK CONSTRUCTION CO., Dayton, Ohio 601 29| 0 CON 0 0 0| 76| 24| 0/ 0 0f 0 0100
C.H. NICKERSON & CO. INC., Torrington, Conn. 58.6 | 100 0 CON 0, 0] 0| 20| 80 0 0 oOf 17| 0| 83
ANCHOR QEA LLC, Seattle, Wash,10 584 | 98 3 CSL 5/ 0 0| 1| 2| 3| 29| 60| 60, 10, 30
ENGINEERING/REMEDIATION RESOURCES GROUP (ERRG), Martinez, Calif. 56.8 | 92 0 CON 80| 0/ 0| O 4| 3| 3| 10| 23| 55| 22
BARR ENGINEERING CO., Edina, Minn. 564| 53| 15 csL 23| 0 6| 4/ 9| 33 20 6|87 0] 13
TERRA CONTRACTING LLC, Kalamazoo, Mich. 540( 100 0 CON 87| 0/ 0| 0 5 0f o0 89 2 5
ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATES, San Francisco, Calif. 535 | 100 0 CSL 0 0 1| 0| O] 4| 9| 0| 40, 2| 58
W. ROGERS CO., Lexington, Ky. 522| 100 O CON 0| 0/ 0| 4|5 0of o of 2/ 0| 98
SOVEREIGN CONSULTING INC., Robbinsville, N.J. 520( 100 0O CSL/CON 71 0 1 0 2|18 8 of 71| 28| 1
EAGLE CONTRACTING L.P., Fort Worth, Texas 516| 100 0 CON 0 0 0| 4 9| 0 o0 0f 0 0100
HEPACO LLC, Charlotte, N.C.T 51.2 | 100 0 0PS 100/ 0| 0| 0| 0| 0| O Of 98| 1 1
POSILLICO ENVIRONMENTAL INC., Farmingdale, N.Y. 510 32| 0 CON 38 0 0 0 62/ 0 0 0f 40 0| 60
TRIHYDRO CORP, Laramie, Wyo.!1 499 90| o0 csL 50/ 0| 10| 7| 10| 10| 8| 5[ 9| 5/ 5
MERRICK & CO., Aurora, Colo. 492 | 43 5 DES 10| 60| 0| 5| 5 5/ 5| 10/ 0[100f O
TRINITY CONSULTANTS, Dallas, Texas 480 | 96 3 CSL 0| 0| 97| 0| O 3| 0| 0] 98 2| 1
LANGAN ENGINEERING & ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, Elmwood Park, N.J. 470| 40| o0 DES/CSL 50 0 1| 1| 5| 23/ 20| of 98| 1| 1
COMANCO ENVIRONMENTAL CORP.,, Plant City, Fla, 12 465| 100 0 CON 471 0 0| 0/ 1| 0f 0| 52[ 65| 0| 35
BUILDING CRAFTS INC., Wilder, Ky. 46.4 | 100 0 CON 0| 0| 0| 15| 8| 0| 0| 0| 18/ 0| 82
ET ENVIRONMENTAL CORP. LLC, Atlanta, Ga. 46.3 | 100 0 CM-PM 90| 0, 1| 1| 1] 2| 5/ 0] 9| 0 10
CHARTER ENVIRONMENTAL INC., Boston, Mass. 463| 100 0 CON 100 0/ o of 0| o| 0 0| 30 60 10
DEWBERRY, Fairfax, Va. 40| 15| 0 DES 3 0 0| 49 36| 6/ 6 0f 12 29| 59
CIVIL & ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS INC., Pitisburgh, Pa. 40| 73| 0 DES/CSL 38 0 8 4 13/ 17/ 19 0| 92 0| 8
EBI CONSULTING, Burlington, Mass. 46| 100 0 csL 10 0] 1] 0] 1] 95 2/ 0| 9% 2 0
EBERLINE SERVICES INC., Albuquerque, N.M. T 445| 100 | 1 CON 0| 8| 0| 0f o0 12| o of 3 % 7
GLACIER CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., Greenwood Village, Colo. 443 | 100 0 CON 0| 0| 0 3| 97| 0| 0| 0| 34, 0| 66
TRAYLOR BROS. INC., Evansville, Ind. 435 9 0 CON 0| 0 0| 20| 80| O 0| 0| O/ 0100
CAPE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT INC., Norcross, Ga. 44| 32| 14 CON 79| 13| 0 0| 7| O Of Of 24| 76| O
GAI CONSULTANTS INC., Pittsburgh, Pa. M1 51 0 csL 3| 0/ 0| 4 4| 1|83 5[9 1| 7
ENERCON SERVICES INC., Kennesau, Ga. 409 | 21 1 CsL 7,20 15| 1| 1| 31| 19 6| 87 3| 10
GSE CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., Livermore, Calif 409 | 69 0 CON 0| 0/ 0| 60| 40/ 0| 0 0| O 0 100
J. F. AHERN CO., Fond du Lac, Wis. 47| 23| 0 CON 0 0 8 17/ 75/ 0/ 0 0f 10 5| 85
WHITMAN, REQUARDT AND ASSOCIATES LLP, Baltimore, Md. 40| 39| 0 DES 0 0 0| 31 5| 0 10 0f 0 0100
S&ME INC., Raleigh, N.C. 398 | 31 0 DES 750 0 3| 0| 6| 0 16| 0 77| 5 18
DUDEK, Encinitas, Calif. 39.2 | 100 0 CSL 0| 0| 0| 15| 15| 0| 70| 0| 50, 0| 50
IREX CONTRACTING GROUP, L ancaster, Pa.t 387 19| o0 CON 95/ 0/ 0| 0 o0 5 o0 0f9 1| 0
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING & TECHNOLOGY INC., Gainesville, Fla. 379| 100 1 CON 441 0| 3| 13| 2| 21| 17| 0f 49| 1| 50
PARAMETRIX INC., Auburn, Wash. 37.7| 56 0 CSL 17| 0| 0| 7| 16, 2| 58| 0| 20| 12| 68
ELK ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, Reading, Pa.T13 376 | 71 0 CON 42| 0| 1| o| 1| 5| 5| 46| 90| 0| 10
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