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Georgia Departmant of Transperiation Interoffice Memo
DATE: December 11, 2019

FROM: Curtis Scott, Transportation Services Procurement Manager

TO: Treasury Young, Procurement Administrator

SUBJECT RFQ-484-052819, Batch #1 — 2018 Engineering Design Services, Contract #8 —
Pl# 0015688, Butts County
Ranking Approval

The Office of Procurement’s Transportation Services Procurement Section has reviewed and evaluated Statements of
Qualifications, Technical Approach, and Past Performance for the above referenced project.

Attached for your review is one (1) set of the following:

Advertisement and all Addendums

Consultants' Submission Prescreening Checklist — Phase |

GDOT Guide for Selection Committee Members (Phase | and 1)

Preliminary Ratings and Comments from Evaluators

Selection Committee Ratings for Top Respondents — Phase |

Selection Committee Comments for Top Respondents — Phase |

Selection of Finalists Notification and Notice to Selected Finalists

Consultants’ Submission Prescreening Checklist — Phase il

Area Class Checklist

Seilection Committee Overall Ratings for Phase | and Phase 1|

Selection Cormmmittee Comments for Finalists — Phase Il

Past Performance Reference Checks and any available additional documentation
Verification of Non-Debarment from SAM Website for Intended Awardee and Team
Prequalification Certificate for Intended Awardee

The five (5) highest firms in order of ranking are as follows:

. Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

. Mott MacDonald LLC
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
CHA Consulting, Inc.

Pond & Company

AN

The Selection Committee recommends the selection of the top ranked firm, Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

Concurrence with Award from Responsible Division Director: Certification Procurement Requirements Met:

Albert Shelby,

irector of Progra livery Tredsury fo?‘,’ P?dlrement Administrator

CS:rhr

Attachments



Date Posted: 4/26/2019

Georgia Department of Transportation

Georgia Department of Transportation

Request for Qualifications

To Provide

Batch #1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services

RFQ-484-052819
Qualifications Due: May 28, 2019

Georgia Department of Transportation
One Georgia Center
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

v. 11-15-18



RFQ-484-052819

L.

REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS
484-052819

Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services

General Project Information

A. Overview

The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) is soliciting Statement of Qualifications (50Qs) from qualified
firm(s}) to provide Engineering Design Consultant Services for the projects listed below (note that certain projects
may be grouped with other projects and awarded as one (1) contract):

! Contract | County Pl # Project Description
1 Glynn 0014914 | CR 583/SEA ISLAND ROAD @ DUNBAR CREEK ON ST SIMONS
ISLAND
2 Butts 0016126 | SR 36 @ BIG SANDY CREEK 3.8 Mi SW OF JACKSON {Bridge Design
in-house)
Butis 0016127 | SR 36 @ NORRIS CREEK 3.2 Ml SW OF JACKSON
3 McDuffie & 0016128 | SR 80 @ LITTLE RIVER 12.8 Ml NW OF THOMSON
Wilkes
4 Monroe 0016129 | SR 18 @ NS #718484D 13 MI E OF FORSYTH
Jones & Monroe | 0016130 | SR 18 @ OCMULGEE RIVER 13 MI E OF FORSYTH
5 Monroe 0013120 | SR74 @ SR 42
5] Chatham 0015151 | SR 204 FROM SR 21 TO CS 1201/RiQ ROAD @ 25 LOCS
7 Baldwin 0015667 | SR 22 @ SR 24
8 Butts 0015688 | SR 16 @ CR 291/ENGLAND CHAPEL ROAD
9 Muscogee | 0015690 | SR 22/US 80 @ SR 22 SPUR

This Request for Qualifications (RFQ) seeks to identify potential providers for the Scope of Services for the
project/contract iisted in Exhibit I-1 thru Exhibit 1-8. Firms that respond to this RFQ, and are determined by GDOT
to be sufficiently qualified, may be deemed eligible, and invited to offer a technical approach and/or possibly present
and/or interview for these services. All respondents to this RFQ are subject to instructions communicated in this
document, and are cautioned to completely review the entire RFQ and follow instructions carefully. GDOT reserves
the right to refect any or all Statements of Qualifications or Technical Approach, and to waive technicalities and
informalities at the discretion of GDOT.

. IMPORTANT- A RESTRICTION OF COMMUNICATION IS IN EFFECT FOR THIS PROJECT.

From the advertisement date of this solicitation until successful respondents are selected and the award is made
official and announced, firms are not allowed to communicate about this solicitation or scope with any staff of GDOT
including the Commissioner and GDOT Board Members, except for the submission of questions as instructed in
the RFQ, or with the contact designated in RFQ Section VIIL.C., or as provided by any existing work agreement(s).
For violation of this provision, GDOT reserves the right to reject the submittal of the offending respondent.

. The Georgia Department of Transportation Board has adopted a 16% overall annual goal for DBE

participation on all federally funded projects. This goal is not to be considered as a fixed quota, set aside
or preference. The DBE goal can be met by prime contracting, sub-contracting, joint-venture or mentor/
protégé relationship.

Georgia Department of Transportation will monitor and assess each consuitant services submittals for their DBE
participation and/or good faith effort in promoting equity and opportunity in accordance with the state of Georgia,
Department of Transportation Disadvantage Business Program Plan.
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For more information on the GDOT DBE Program please contact;

Georgia Department of Transportation
Equal Opportunity Division

One Georgia Center, 7t Floor

600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

Phone: (404) 631-1972

D. Scope of Services

Under the terms of the resulting Agreements, the selected consuitants will provide full engineering design services
as well as associated engineering related services, for the GDOT Project identified. The anticipated scope of work
for the project/contract is included in Exhibit I-1 thru Exhibit 1-9.

In addition, GDOT desires that the Consultant have the ability to provide, either with its own forces or through a
sub-consultant team member, comprehensive services necessary to fulfill all preliminary engineering services which
may arise during the project cycle.

E. Contract Term and Type

GDOT anticipates one (1) Muiti-Phase, Project Specific contract to be awarded to one (1) firm, for the
project/contract identified. GDOT anticipates that the Gontract Type will be paid via Firm Fixed Price andfor Cost
Plus Fixed Fee methodology. As a Project Specific contract, it is the Department’s intention that the Agreements
will remain in effect until successful completion of the preliminary engineering phase of the projects, and may
choose to utilize the selected consultant for use on construction revisions as necessary.

F. Contract Amount

The Multi-Phase, Project Specific contract amount will be determined via negotiations with the Department. If the
Department is unable to reach a satisfactory agreement and at reasonable rates o he paid for the services to be
provided, the Department reserves the right to terminate negotiations with the highest scoring finalist and begin
negotiations with the next highest scoring finalist.

Il. Selection Method
A. Method of Communication

All general communication of relevant information regarding this solicitation wiil be made via the Georgia
Procurement Registry (GPR) under RFQ-484-052819. All firms are responsible for checking the GPR on a regular
basis for updates, clarifications, and announcements. GDOT reserves the right to communicate via electronic-mail
with the primary contact listed in the Statements of Qualifications. Other specific cemmunications will be made as
indicated in the remainder of this RFQ.

B. Phase | - Selection of Finalists
Based on the Statements of Qualifications submitted in response to the projects/contracts listed in this RFQ, the
Selection Committee will review the Experience and Qualifications and Resources and Workload Capacity
listed in Section IV. Selection Criteria for Phase |. The Selection Committee will discuss the top submittals and
the final rankings of the top submittals will be determined. From the final rankings of the top submittals, the Seiection
Committee will identify three (3) to five (5) firms which will be shortlisted.
All firms must meet the minimum requirements as listed in Section IV.A. below.

C. Finalist Notification for Phase Il

Firms selected and shortlisted as finalists will receive notification and final instructions from GDOT regarding the
Phase Il — Technical Approach response.
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D. Phase li - Finalists Response on Technical Approach and Past Performance

GDOT will request a Technical Approach of the three (3) to five (5) finalist firms for the project/contract. GDOT
reserves the right to request a presentation/interview on any project/contract as determined in its best interests;
however, this additional requirement shall typically be reserved for the most complex projects. Each finalist firm
shall be notified in writing and informed of the Technical Apprach due date. Any additional detailed Technical
Approach instructions and requirements, beyond that provided in Section V. Selection Criteria for Phase i, for
the finalists will be provided in the Finalist Notification. Al members of the Selection Committee will review the
Technical Approach (and will attend the presentation/interview if so chosen). Firms shall not address any
questions, prior to the award announcement, tc anyone other than the designated contact.

Final Selection

Final selection will be determined by carrying the scores from Phase I forward for each Finalist and by evaluating
the Technical Approach and Past Performance criteria for Phase Il. The Selection Committee will discuss the
Finalist's Phase Il Responses and the final rankings will be determined.

Negotiations will then be initiated with the top-ranked firm(s) to finalize the terms and conditions of the contract(s),
including the fees to be paid. In the event a satisfactory agreement cannot be reached with the highest-ranking
firm(s), GDOT will formally terminate the negotiations and possibly enter into negotiations with the second highest-
ranking firm, and so on in turn until a mutual agreement is established and GDOT awards a contract. The final form
of the contract shall be developed by GDOT.

Schedule of Events

The following Schedule of Events represents GDOT's best estimate of the Schedule that will be followed. All imes
indicated are prevailing times in Atlanta, Georgia. GDOT reserves the right to adjust the Schedule as GDOT deems

necessary.
| PHASE | DATE TIME
? a. GDOT issues public advertisement of RFQ-484-052819 4/28/2019 | ----------
i' b. Deadline for submission of written questions and requests for clarification 5/13/2019 2:00 PM
!], ¢. Deadline for submission of Statements of Qualifications | 5/08/2019 | 2:00 PM
\L .
[? d. GDOT completes evaluation and issues notification and other information to TBD |
ﬂ finalist firms I :
| PHASE i |
i I
;L e. Deadline for submission of written guestions from finalists i TBD 1 2:00 PM
I : I
| f. Phase il Response of Finalist firms due | TBD ! TBA
L ] I

IV. Selection Criteria for Phase | - Criteria for Evaluation of Statements of Qualifications

A. Area Class Requirements and Certification

Presented teams must be prequalified in the indicated Area Class(es) in order to be evaluated. Required proof of
prequalification shall be submitted as indicated in Section VI.B.4. below. All Submittals will be pre-screened to
verify that the Prime consultant has the required Area Class(es) and that the overall team has the required Area
Class(es). Any submittal in which the Prime consultant or the overall team area class requirements are not met will
be disqualified from further consideration.
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Each submittal will require a certification to allow the Department to analyze risks in determining if any Firm should
be ineligible for award. The certification shall cover a wide variety of information. Any firm which responds in any
potentially concerning manner must provide additional information as directed herein for consideration by GDOT to
determine if Firm is eligible for award.

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications — 30%

The Selection Committee will evaluate all firms on their Experience and Qualifications, which shall account for a
total of thirty (30%) percent of the total evaluation. The following criteria for scoring Phase | of the evaluation
will be utilized to determine which firms are shortlistad:

1. Project Manager education, registration, relevant engineering experience, relevant project management
experience, experience in utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance.

2. Key Team Leaders’ education, registration, relevant technical experience, and relevant experience in utilizing
GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance.

3. Prime Consultant's experience in delivering projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function.

C. Project Manager, Key Team Leadet(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20%

The Selection Committee will evaluate all firms on their Resources availability and Workload Capacity which shall
account for a total of twenty (20%) percent of the total evaluation. The following criteria for scoring the
Resources and Workload Capacity will be utilized to determine which firms are shortlisted:

Project Manager Workload

Workload capacity of Key Team Leader(s)
Resources dedicated to delivering project
Ability to Meet Project Schedule

PUN~

V. Selection Criteria for Phase Il - Criteria for Evaluation of Technical Approach and Past Performance

A. Technical Approach — 40%

The Selection Committee will evaluate the shortlisted firms (Finalists) on their Technical Approach, which shall
account for a total of forty (40%) percent. The Selection Committee shall utilize the following additional criteria for
scoring Phase [l of the evaluation to determine the highest ranked/most qualified (NOTE: Scores from Phase |
will be carried forward and combined with the scores from the Phase Il to determine the final ranking of
Finalists):

1. Provide any unique technical approaches your firm offers relative to addressing anticipated design concepts,
use of any alternative methods for delivery (if applicable), and/or management of the project.
2. lIdentify any unique challenges of the project and how your firm intends to mitigate these challenges, including

quality control, quality assurance procedures. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, knowledge of the
project and project area which may uniquely benefit the firm and project, and your ability and willingness to
meet time requirements.

B. Past Performance — 10%

The Selection Committee may consider information provided via references provided for relevant projects,
knowiedge any selection committee member has of performance on relevant projects, and performance evaluations
or knowledge presented on GDOT projects. The Selection Committee will consider all factors in their totality and
score from 0 to 10 when arriving at a final score for the Past Performance.
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VL. Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of Qualifications — Phase | Response

The Statements of Qualifications submittal must be submitted in accordance with the instructions provided in

Section VIIl, and must be Organized, categorized using the same headings (in red), and

numbered and lettered exactly as outlined below, and must be responsive to all requested information.
For the sections in which page number limits are stated, each section with a stated limit must begin on a new
page and end on the last page allowed for the section. It is not allowed to begin new sections on a page allowed
for a previous section, if applicable. This will enable the Department to ensure compliance with the page
limitations.

Cover page — Each project/contract submittal must have a separate cover page for each copy of each submittal for
each project/contract and each must iist the RFQ#, RFQ Title, proposing firm's full legal name and the
specific project contract being submitted on to include the Project Numbers, Pl Numbers, County(ies),
and Description.

A. Administrative Requirements

It is required to submit the information below for each copy of each submittal. This is general information
and will not be scored but may be used to determine eligibility for selection. Under Administrative
Requirements section, only submit the information requested; additional information will be subject to
disqualification of your firm.

1. Basic company information:

a. Company name.

b. Company Headquarter Address.

Contact Information - Name and all contact information (telephone number(s) and e-mail address) of
primary proposing contact (this will be the individual with whom the Department will direct all
communications).

Company website (if available).

Georgia Addresses - Identify and provide addresses for the offices located in the State of Georgia.

Staff - List the number and disciplines of staff members employed in each office in the State of Georgia.
Ownership - Provide form of ownership, including state of residency or incorporation, and number of years
in business. Is the Offeror a sole proprietorship, partnership, corporation, limited liability Corporation, or
other structure?

@™o

2. Certification Form - Complete the Certification Form (Exhibit “lI” enclosed with RFQ), and provide a notarized
original within the firm's Statement of Qualifications. This is to be submitted for the Prime ONLY.

3. Georgia Security and Immigration Compliance Act Affidavit— Complete the form (Exhibit “I” enclosed with RFQ),
and provide a notarized original within the firm's Statement of Qualifications. This is to be submitted for the
Prime ONLY.

4. Addenda - Signed cover page of any Addenda issued for the Prime ONLY

B. Experience and Qualifications

1. Project Manager - Provide information pertaining to the project manager, including but not limited to:

Education.

Registration (if necessary and applicable.)

Relevant engineering experience.

Relevant project management experience for projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function.
Relevant experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (Plan Development Process,
Design Policy, Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.).

oo oW

This information is limited to two (2) pages maximum.
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2. Key Team Leaders - Provide experience of Key Team Leaders (defined as those individuals who oversee
project areas determined as particularly important to each specific project, refer to the Project Description in
Exhibit |, specifically Section 7 for the list of Key Team Leaders for each Project). For each Key Team Leader
identified provide:

Education.

Registration (if necessary and applicable.)

Relevant experience in the applicable resource area of the most relevant projects.

Relevant experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuais, or guidance (PDP, Design Palicy,
Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.) which are specific to the key team 'eader's area.

Ao oTo

This information is limited to one (1) page maximum for each Key Team Leader identified in Section 7
of each Exhibit I. Respondents submitting more than one (1) page for each Key Team Leader identified
will be subject to disqualification. Respondents who provide more Key Team Leaders than what Is
outlined in the requirement will be subject to disqualification as this would provide an advantage over
firms who complied with the requirement and had the required number of Key Team leaders.
Respondents who do not provide the required Key Team Leaders will be subject to disqualification as
this does not meet the requirements of the project and therefore would deem the respondent and its
team unqualified for the award.

3. Prime Experience - Provide information on the prime’s experience and ability in delivering effective services for
projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function, which demonstrate the firm's capabilities to provide
services for GDOT. For each project, the following information should be provided:

Client name, project location and dates during which services were performed.

Description of overall project and services performed by your firm.

Duration of project services provided by your firm, and overall project budget.

Experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (PDP, Design Policy, Environmental
Procedures Manual, etc.)

Client(s) current contact information including contact names and telephone numbers.

Involvement of Key Team Leaders on the projects.

anow

M

This information is imited to two (2) pages maximum.

4. Area Class Summary Form and Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications - Prime Consultants are
defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will contract. The
Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team members. Prime
Consuitants and their sub-consultant team members must meet the Area Class requirements listed in Exhibit |
for each project on which they apply. In regards to the required Area Classes, for each project/contract on which
they apply, respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit V) which details the
required area classes for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consuitants on the
team listed in the Statement of Qualifications. The area classes and firm’s meeting the area classes listed on
the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. If a team member's
prequalification will expire prior to the due date of the SOQs, documentation must be provided which shows
that the firm has submitted its application for prequalification prior to the SOQ due date. The team must maintain
its prequalification certification in order to be considered eligible for award if selected. Additionally,
respondents should submit the Notice of Professional Consuitant Qualifications {for the Prime
Consultant and all sub-consultants for each project) issued by GDOT and attach after the Area Class
summary form.

This information is limited to the one page for the Area Class table (unless the project needs require an
extensive list of area classes) and the required Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications.
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C. Resources/Workload Capacity

1. Overall Resources - Provide information regarding the overall resources dedicated to delivering the specific
project, including:

a.

b.

Organizational chart which identifies the project manager, prime, Key Team Leaders, support personnel,
and reporting structure. This chart may be submitted on a 11” x 17" page. (Excluded from the page count)
Primary Office - [dentify and discuss the primary office which will be responsible for handling the specific
project and the number and types of staff within the office and how this office could benefit the project and
promote efficiency. This information to be Included on the one {1) page allowed combined with the
Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and Ability.

Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and Ability — Respondents are to provide information regarding
additional resource areas identified as important to the project, to discuss how the key areas will integrate
and work together on the project, to discuss any information which is pertinent to these areas, to provide a
narrative regarding how the organization of the team, including the PM and Key Team Leaders can deliver
the project on schedule given their workload capacity. (GDOT recognizes that some individuals may be
able to meet the schedule while carrying heavier project loads.) Respondents may discuss the advantages
of your team and the abiiities of the team members which will enable the project to meet the proposed
schedule as identified in Exhibit | (where applicable). If there is no proposed schedule, discuss the
advantages of the team and the abilities of the team members which will enable the project to move as
expeditiously as possible. Respondents submitting more than the one (1) page allowed {combined
for C1.b. and C1.c.), will be subject to disqualification.

2. Project Manager Commitment Table - Provide a list of ALL projects (GDOT, other governments and private
contracts — Information may be validated and any firm determined not to be listing all projects may be subject
to disqualification) on which the proposed project manager is currently committed, to enable the Department to
ascertain the project manager's availability. Utilize a table similar to the foliowing format with a minimum of all
criteria indicated to provide the requested information:

Project Pl/Project # for GDOT Role of PM | Project Current Phase | Current Status of | Monthly Time
Manager { Projects/Name of on Project Description ; of Project Project Commitment in
Customer for Non-GDOT Hours
Projects

|
|
!

3 Key Team Leader Project Commitment Table - Provide a table similar to the below, with a minimum of all criteria
indicated, which identifies ALL projects the Key Team Leaders (refer to the Project Description in Exhibit I,
specifically Section 7 for the list of Key Team Leaders for each Project) are committed on to enable the
Department to ascertain the available capacity.

Key Pl/Project # for GDOT ! Role of Key | Project Current Phase | Current Status of | Monthly Time
Team Projects/Name of ! Team Description of Project Project Commitment in |
. Leader | Customer for Non-GDOT | Leaderon Hours
Proiects I| Project | |

I
i

|
|

This information is limited to the organization chart (excluded from page count}, one (1) page combined of
text (for both the Primary Office and Narrative on Resource Areas and Ability), and the tables.
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VII. Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance Response — Phase |l Response

The following information will only be requested of the shortlisted firms. The Selection Committee will evaluate
the shortlisted firms using the information provided as requested below (NOTE: Scores from Phase [ will be
carried forward to Phase ll):

The Phase Il response must be submitted in accordance with the instructions previded in Section IX, and must
be Orqganized, cateqorized using the same headings (in red), and humbered and

lettered exactly as outlined helow, and must be responsive to all requested information. For the sections in
which page number limits are stated, each section with a stated limit must begin on a new page and end on the
last page allowed for the section. It is not allowed to begin new sections on a page allowed for a previous
section, if applicable. This will enable the Department to ensure compliance with the page limitations.

Phase Il Cover page — Each submittal must have a separate cover page for each copy of each Phase [l submittal and
each must indicate the response is for Phase ll, list the RFQ#, RFQ Title, proposing firm's full
legat name and the specific project contract being submitted cn to include the Project Numbers,
Pl Numbers, County(ies), and Description.

A. Technical Approach

1. Provide any unique technical approaches your firm offers relative to addressing anticipated design concepts,
use of any alternative methods for delivery (if applicable), and/or management of the project.

2. ldentify any unigue chailenges of the project and how your firm intends to mitigate these challenges, including
quality control, quality assurance procedures. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, knowledge of the
project and project area which may uniquely benefit the firm and project, and your ability and willingness to
meet fime requirements.

This information will be limited to a maximum of three (3) pages.

B. Past Performance

No additional information should be submitted to fulfill this requirement. Information from the relevant
projects listed as well as information on file with the Department will be used to fulfill this requirement.

Past performance may be evaluated through the checking of project references for the proposed project manager
as well as the firm. The Department will check these references at random. For this reason, attention should be
paid to the references provided to ensure that the contact information provided is accurate and the individual
references are reachable. Other past perforrnance information which may be utilized includes GDOT consultant
performance ratings as well as Knowledge that any member of the Selection Committee has pertaining to the past
performance of the firm on any project.

VIIl. Instructions for Submittal for Phase [ - Statements of Qualifications
A. There is one (1) electronic version submittal required. The Submittal must follow the format and meet the content

requirements identified in Section VI, entitled Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of
Qualifications — Phase [ Response. See Attachment 1 for a summary of how the submittals should be prepared.

B. Submittals must be typed on standard (8'4" x 11"} paper. The pages should be numbered, however, submittal
pages will be counted by section to determine compliance with page limits. Responses are limited to the page
counts indicated in each section using a minimum of size 11 font. Page counts wiil be determined by pages with
print on them, not by the physical piece of paper. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be prepared simply and
economically as indicated above. Colored displays, and promational materials are not desired. Emphasis must be
on compieteness, relevance, and clarity of content.
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NOTE: Additional pages other than what has been specified above in each section should not be included
and will be grounds for disqualification. Submittals are limited to the information requested in Section VI.
Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of Qualifications - Phase | Response only. Hyperlinks or
embedded video are not allowed.

Statements of Qualifications submittals must be a PDF document for each project/contract. Each PDF document
must follow the naming convention for electronic records as follows: the proposing firm's full legal name, RFQ¥#,
RFQ Title and the specific project contract number being submitted on. To submit your Statement of Qualification
click the following Links:

Contract 1: mailto:tsp_sog tech submittal@dot ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052813%20Contract%201%20
Contract 2: mailto:tsp_sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%202%20

Contract 3: mailto:tsp_sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%203%20
Contract 4. mailto:tsp sog fech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%204%20

Contract 5: mailto:tsp_sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%205%20
Contract 6. mailto:tsp_soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%206%20

Contract 7. mailto:tsp_soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%207%20

Contract 8: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%208%20

Contract 9: mailto:tsp sog tech submittal@dot.ga.qgov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%209%20

If a firm is responding to multiple projects/contracts, each submittal must be e-mail separately using the naming
convention for electronic records, and submission link provided. Upon successful receipt of the electronic
submittal, the system will send a receipt confirmation e-mail to the sender. If you do not receive an email receipt
confirmation for your submittal within one hour of your submittal, please contact Folayan Battle at

fbattle@dot.ga.qov.

Statements of Qualifications must be received by GDOT prior to the deadline indicated in the Schedule of Events
(Section il of RFQ).

No submittals will be accepted after the time and date set for receipt.

All expenses for preparing and submitting responses are the sole cost of the party submitting the response. GDOT
is not obligated to any party to reimburse such expenses. All submittals upon receipt become the property of GDOT.
Labeling information provided in submittals “proprietary” or “confidential”, or any other designation of restricted use
will not protect the information from public view. Subject to the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of
the proposal documents will remain confidential until final award.

GDOT reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to waive any technicalities associated with this submittal if deemed
in the best interest of the State.

C. Questions and Requests for Clarification

Questions about any aspect of the RFQ, or the project, shall be submitted in writing via e-mail to; Folayan Battle,
e-mail: fbattle@dot.ga.qov. The deadlines for submission of questions relating to the RFQ are the times and
dates shown in the (Schedule of Events- Section Hll). From the issue date of this solicitation until 2 successful
proposer is selected and the award is made official and announced, respondents are subject to the Restriction of
Communicatioh in Section 1.B.

IX. Instructions for Submittal for Phase Il ~ Technical Approach and Past Performance Response

THESE INSTRUCTIONS ARE INTENDED SOLELY FOR THOSE FIRMS IDENTIFIED AND NOTIFIED AS
FINALISTS. Final Instructions will be provided to the Finalists in the notification.

Please note that each project/contract will follow an individual schedule which meets the availability of each

Selection Committee. For this reason, the Notice to Selected Finalists and resulting Phase If responses may
be on different scheduies for each project/contract.

10
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A. There is one (1) electronic version submittal required. The Submittal must foliow the format and meet the content
requirements identified in Section VI, entitled Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach _and Past
Performance Response - Phase Il Response. See Attachment 1 for a summary of how the submittals should
be prepared.

B. Submittals must be typed on standard (8%" x 11") paper. The pages should be numbered, however, submittal
pages will be counted by section to determine compliance with page limits. Responses are limited to the page
counts indicated in each section using a minimum of size 11 font. Page counts will be determined by pages with
print on them, not by the physical piece of paper. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be prepared simply and
economically as indicated above. Colored displays, and promotional materials are not desired. Emphasis must be
on completeness, relevance, and clarity of content,

NOTE: Additional pages other than what has been specified above in each section should not be included and will
be grounds for disqualification. Submittals are limited to the information requested in Section VII. Instructions for
Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance Response-Phase |l Response only. Hyperlinks or embedded
video are not aliowed.

C. Technical Approach submittal must be a PDF document for each project/contract. Each PDF document must follow
the naming convention for electronic records as follows: the proposing firn's full legal name, RFQ#, RFQ Title and
the specific project contract being submitted on. To submit your Technical Approach click the following Links:

Contract 1: mailto:tsp sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%201%20

Contract 2: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%202%20
Contract 3: mailto:tsp _sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%203%20
Contract 4: mailto:tsp_soq tech_submittal@dot ga.qov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%204%20
Contract 5: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%205%20
Contract 6: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052818%20Contract%206%20
Contract 7: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%207%20
Contract 8: mailto:tsp_soq tech submittal@dot.ga.qov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%208%20
Contract 9: mailto:tsp_sog tech submittai@dot ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%209%20

If a firm is responding to multicle projects/contracts. each submittal must be e-mail separately using the naming
convention for electronic records, and submission link provided. Upon successful receipt of the electronic
submittal, the system will send a receipt confirmation e-mail to the sender. If you do not receive an email receipt
confirmation for your submittal within one hour of your submittal, please contact Folayan Battle at

fbattief@dol.ga.qov.

Technical Approach must be received by GDOT prior to the deadline indicated in Notice to Selected Finalists.
No submittals will be accepted after the time and date set for receipt.

All expenses for preparing and submitting responses are the sole cost of the party submitting the response. GDOT
is not obligated to any party to reimburse such expenses. All submittals upon receipt become the property of GDOT.
Labeling information provided in submittals “proprietary” or “confidential’, or any other designation of restricted use
will not protect the information from public view. Subject to the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of
the proposal documents will remain confidential until final award.

GDOT reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to waive any technicalities associated with this submittal if deemed
in the best interest of the State.

No submittais will be accepted after the time and date set for receipt.

Responses submitted via facsimile or e-mail will be rejected. All expenses for preparing and submitting responses
are the sole cost of the party submitting the response. GDOT is not obligated to any party to reimburse such
expenses. All submittals upon receipt become the property of GDOT. Labeling information provided in submittals
“proprietary” or “confidential’, or any other designation of restricted use will not protect the information from public
view. Subject to the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of the proposal documents will remain
confidential until final award.
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GDOT reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to waive any technicalities associated with this submittal if deemed
in the best interest of the State.

D. Questions and Requests for Clarification

Questions about any aspect of the Phase Il Response for Finalists, shall be submitted in writing via e-mail to:
Folayan Battle, e-mail: fbattle@dot.qa.qov or as directed in the Notice to Selected Finalists, if different. The
deadlines for submission of questions relating to the Phase Il Response will be identified in the Notice to Selected
Finalists. From the issue date of this solicitation until a successful proposer is selected and the award is made
official and announced, respondents are subject to the Restriction of Communication in Section [.B.

X. GDOT Terms and Conditions

A_ Statement of Agreement

With the submission of a SOQ, the respondent agrees that he/she has carefully examined the Request for
Qualifications, and agrees that it is the respondent's responsibility to request clarification on any issues in any
section of the Request for Qualifications with which the respondent disagrees or needs clarified. The respondent
also understands that failure to mention these items during the question period or in the SOQ will be interpreted to
mean that the respondent is in full agreement with the terms, conditions, specifications and requirements in the
therein. With submission of a SOQ, the respondent hereby certifies: (a) that this SOQ is genuine and is not made
in the interest or on behalf of any undisclosed person, firm, or corporation; (b} that respondent has not directly or
indirectly included or solicited any other respondent to put in a false or insincere SOQ; (c) that respondent has not
solicited or induced any person, firm, or corporation to refrain from sending a SOQ.

The respondent also understands that failure to provide required information may resuit in disqualification. Failure
to provide administrative information may not result in disqualification. At the Department's discretion, the
Department may notify the respondent that administrative information is not provided or there was an error in the
information provided, and the Department will allow a respondent to provide an update to the administrative
information. However, the exception to this is the provision of the required GEORGIA SECURITY AND
IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT, which by Georgia Law requires disqualification of the response.
The above changes mentioned to administrative information would be considered allowable as these would be
limited to changes which do not affect the information which the evaluators use to score the respondents. Failure
of a respondent to provide the specific administrative information as required in the notice will result in
disqualification. Any respondent who provides changes in addition to the information requested in the notice shall
be subject to disqualification. Failure of a respondent's SOQ to provide any information pertaining to a respondent
and its teams qualifications, of any type, will subject the SOQ to disqualification. The Department will not allow
updates to qualifications to be provided to avoid disqualification as this would allow a respondent to madify its S0Q
and alter the information which evaluators would score. The above changes related to qualifications would not be
allowable as these would allow changes which do affect the information which the evaluators use to score the
respondents SOQ.

B. Joint-Venture Proposals, Sub-Consultants, and Vendors

GDOT does not generally desire to enter into “joint-venture” agreements with multiple firms. In the event two or
more firms desire to “joint-venture”, it is strongly recommended that one incorporated firm propose and maintain
status as the Program Management firm with the remaining firms participating as major firms. Any joint-venture,
proposed and established as a separate business entity, should have its own set of books and supporting
documentation sufficient for an audit traii. Transactions should be recorded consistent with the joint-venture
agreement, and care must be taken to ensure that the joint-venture bears its equitable share of the costs. Therefore,
“unpopulated joint-ventures” would not have an adequate accounting system suitable for cost reimbursement
contracts.

However more traditional “populated joint-ventures” are welcomed. A populated joint-venture is where an alliance
is brought to life by infusing it with working capital, employees, and control systems. The alliance implements all
necessary business systems, including payroll processing, purchasing, property control, etc. The alliance wiil
develop its own indirect rate structure and calculates its own indirect cost rates, based on the direct and indirect
costs it incurs.
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Sub-Consultants shall generaily be considered any team member which is performing any service which typically
requires prequalification, which is subject to the Audit and Accounting System Requirements, and whose services
are bilied as costs. Sub-Consultant Team Members must be written into the resulting Agreement and are subject
to all terms and conditions in the Agreement. Vendors shall be considered any team member which is performing
any service which typically does not require prequalification, which is not subject to the Audit and Accounting System
Requirements, and whose services are bilied as direct expenses. Vendors may not be written into the resulting
Agreement and may not be subject to all terms and conditions in the Agreement.

C. Non-Discrimination and DBE Requirements

The Georgia Department of Transportation in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 19564 and 78 Stat.
252, 42 USC 2000d--42 and Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Department of Transportation, Subtitie A, Office
of the Secretary, part 21, Nondiscrimination in federally assisted programs of the Department of Transportation
issued pursuant to such Act, hereby notifies all proposers that it will affirmatively ensure that any conhtract entered
into pursuant to this advertisement, minority business enterprises will be afforded full opportunity to submit bids in
response to this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin
in consideration for an award.

The Georgia Department of Transportation Board has adopted a 16% overall annual goal for DBE
participation on all federally funded projects. This goal is not to be considered as a fixed quota, set aside
or preference. The DBE goal can be met by prime contracting, sub-contracting, joint-venture or mentor/
protégé relationship.

Georgia Department of Transportation will monitor and assess each consultant services submittals for their DBE
participation and/or good faith effort in promoting equity and opportunity in accordance with the state of Georgia,
Department of Transportation Disadvantage Business Program Plan.

For more information on the GDOT DBE Program please contact:

Georgia Department of Transportation
Equal Oppeortunity Division
One Georgia Center, 7% Floor
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Aflanta, Georgia 30308
Phone: (404) 631-1972

D. Audit and Accounting System Requirements
GDOT reserves the right to reject any proposal with firms that do not meet the following requirements:

1. Firm(s) should have an accounting system in place to meet requirements of 48 CER Part 31 and, in the case
of non-profit organizations, OMB Circular A-122.

2. Any firm that currently has an aggregate contract amount exceeding $250,000 should have submitted their
yearly CPA overhead audit.

3. Firm(s} should have no significant outstanding deficient audit findings from previous contracts with GDOT that
have not been resolved.

4. The prime is responsible for being reasonably assured that all sub-consultant(s) presented as a part of the
proposed team are similarly in compliance with the above requirements.

E. Submittal Costs and Confidentiality

All expenses for preparing and submitting responses are the sole cost of the respondent submitting the response.
The Department is not obligated to any respondent to reimburse such expenses. All submittals upon receipt
become the property of the Department. Labeling information provided in submittals as “‘proprietary” or
“confidential’, or any other designation of restricted use will not protect the information from public view. Subject to
the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of the proposal documents will remain confidential until a final
award.
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F. Award Conditions

This request is not an offer to contract or a solicitation of bids. This request and any proposal submitted in response,
regardiess of whether the proposal is determined to be the best proposal, is not binding upon the Department and
does not obligate the Department fo procure or contract for any services. Neither the Department nor any
respondent submitting a response will be bound unless and untii a written contract mutually accepted by both parties
is negotiated as to its terms and conditions and is signed by the Department and a respondent containing such
terms and conditions as are negotiated between those parties. The Department reserves the right to waive non-
compliance with any requirements of this Request for Qualifications and to reject any or all proposals submitted in
responses. Upon review of responses, the Department will determine the respondent(s) proposai that in the soie
judgment of the Department is in the best interest of the Department (if any is so determined), with respect to the
evaluation criteria stated herein. The Department then intends to conduct negotiations with such respondent(s) to
determine if an acceptable contract may be reached.

G. Debriefings

in lieu of Pre-Award and Post-Award debriefings, it shall be the Department's policy to provide the “Selection
Package” at the time of the Selection Announcement (also referred to as the Announcement of Entering into
Negotiations). The "Selection Package” will include the scores and comments of phases for all firms who
responded and will typically be provided as a PDF file and e-mailed. Previously, pre-award debriefings only
provided the scores and comments of the fim. It shail be the policy of the Department that all debriefings will
typically be conducted in writing.

H. Right to Cancel or Change RFQ

GDOT reserves the right to cancel any and all Request for Qualifications where it is determined to be in the best
interest of the Department to do so. GDOT reserves the right to increase, reduce, add or delete any item in this
solicitation as deemed necessary.

Itis the responsibility of all firms interested in submitting Statement of Qualifications (SOQs) for this advertisement
to routinely check the posting on the Georgia Procurement Registry for any revisions to this RFQ.

. Substitutions, Alternates, Exceptions, and Extensions

No substitutions or alternates will be accepted for this solicitation. Any respondent submitting substitutions or
alternates will be considered non-responsive and will not be considered for award.

J. GDOT Code of Conduct Pertaining to Conflict of Interest in the Award and Administration of Contracts

Pursuant to GDOT Policy 3A-17, any GDOT employee who leaves the empioyment of the Department and
subsequently becomes employed with a consultant firm and whose duties while employed with the Department
included the direct involvement with the negotiation, administration, or management of a contract in which the firm
is either the primary consultant or a sub-consultant SHALL NOT be authorized to work on that contract as an
employee of that firm for a period of one (1) year after their employment ends.

Additionally, on July 1! of each year, any consultant firm that is under contract with the Department as a prime or
sub consultant shall provide to the Department's Chief Procurement Officer (CPO) a curment list of all former
Department employees employed by the firm and a document that certifies the responsibilities of those employees
as it relates to the current contracts with the Department. This certification document shall attest to the fact that
over the last year no former Department employee that is employed by their firm has worked on a contract between
the Department and their firm where that employee, when employed by the Department, had direct involvement
with the selection, award and/or administration of the consultant contract. Any consultant firm entering into a
contract with the Department for the first time as a prime or sub consultant shall provide the initial required list of
former Department employees and certification prior to the contract effective date. If the Departments CPQO
determines at any point during a contract that an actual conflict exists as it relates to the above paragraph, then the
CPO shall have the authority to issue a stop work order on that contract.
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EXHIBIT I-1

Contract 1

Project Numbers: NA

P! Number: 0014914

County: Glynn

Description: CR 583/SEA ISLAND ROAD @ DUNBAR CREEK ON ST SIMONS ISLAND
Required Area Ciasses:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d} | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(1) ! Archaeclogy

1.06(g} | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Aftitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)

4.01a Minor Bridge Design
(OR} .
4.01b Minor Bridge Design
4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges) |
5.01 Land Survey ]
5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Controf Plan
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6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way (ROW) plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final
acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shall be in
accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide, NEPA and the
GDOT Envircnmental Procedures Manuai.

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Complete Field Surveys:
1. Provide Survey Control Package.
2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for ROW acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

1. Traffic Studies.
Cost Estimates.
Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Practical Alternatives Review (PAR) Activities.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.
Concept Design Data Book.
Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT’s approval).

NGOk wN

C. Environmental Document:
1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archagology).
2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.

b. Environmental Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact (EA/FONSI).
¢. Section 4f coordination.

d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.

Section 408 Coordination.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/PIOH).

Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

©EeNOOhAw

D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Preliminary Bridge Plans.
Preliminary Signhing and Marking Plans.
Preliminary ESPCP.
Preliminary Utility Plans.
Preliminary Staging Plans.
Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

-0 Q0o
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Bridge Hydraulic Study.

BFl Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

PND DA WGN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Final Bridge Plans (LRFD).

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final ESPCP.

Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering

Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

CES Final cost estimate.

Final PS&E Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

T o0ow
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H. Construction;
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

. Quality Controi/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additionat meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

7. Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design.
B. Bridge Design.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q4 FY 2020.

Limited Concept report submittal — Q1 FY 2021 (about 4 months duration).
PFPR - Q2 FY 2022.

FFPR - Q3 FY 2023.

Let Contract - Q1 FY 2024,

moowx>
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EXHIBIT I- 2
Contract 2

Project Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0016126 and 0016127

County: Butts

Description: SR 36 @ BIG SANDY CREEK 3.8 M| SW OF JACKSON and
SR 36 @ NORRIS CREEK 3.2 M| SW OF JACKSON

Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
confract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form {example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and alf subconsultants or joint-venture of consuiltants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 ! Rural Roadway Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant andfor one or more of their subconsuitant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.068(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)

4.01a Minor Bridge Design

(OR} |
4.01b Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)

1 5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geclogical and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

6.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies (Soils & Foundation)
8.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies !
I'9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan ]
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8. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including ali required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, fina! right-of-way (ROW) plans (inciuding
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final
acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. Ali deliverables shall be in
accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide, NEPA and the
GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Bridge design and H&H activities will be performed by GDOT's Bridge Design Office for Pl# 0016126 only. The
Consultant will be responsible for the bridge design and H&H on Pl# 0016127; the BFI for both bridges, and all non-
bridge hydraulics for both projects.

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Complete Field Surveys:
1. Provide Survey Control Package.
2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for ROW acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Mesting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval.

NO kN

C. Environmental Document;

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archaeology).
2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.

b. EA/FONSI.

¢. Section 4f coordination.

d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
Section 408 Coordination.

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement (1 possible detour/PICH).
Prepare for and attend the PFPR and FFPR.

©ooN® ;AW

D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
a. Preliminary Bridge Plans.
Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
Preliminary ESPCP.
Preliminary Utlity Plans.
Preliminary Staging Plans.

»ae o
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f.  Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

Bridge Hydraulic Study (for Pi# 0016127 only).

BFI Report (both bridges).

Pavement Evaiuation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

®NOO A wN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Pians, including but not limited to:

Final Bridge Plans (LRFD).

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final ESPCP.

Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

f. Final Drainage Design including MS4.

FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering

Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

CES Final cost estimate.

Final PS&E Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

P oo o
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H. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

I, Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J. Aftendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress andfor issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

7 Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design.
B. Bridge Design.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q2 FY 2020.

Limited Concept report submittal — Q3 FY 2020 {about 4 months duration).
PFPR - Q2 FY 2021.

FFPR - Q1 FY 2023.

Let Contract— Q2 FY 2023,

moowmx
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EXHIBITI-3
Contract 3

Project Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0016128

Counties: McDuffie and Wilkes

Description: SR 80 @ LITTLE RIVER 12.9 M| NW OF THOMSON
Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV} which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area ciasses or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date-must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequaiified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Ciass
3.01 Rural Roadway Desigh

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06{e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrolegical Studies {Roadway)

4.01a Minor Bridge Design

(OR)

4.01b Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)

5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering {SUE)

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies ;
8.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies {Soils & Foundation)
6.05 | Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

1 8.01 I Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan |
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6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept deveiopment, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including revisions),
erosion contral plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final acceptance).
All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shall be in accordance
with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide, NEPA and the GDOT
Environmental Procedures Manual.

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Complete Fieid Surveys:
1. Provide Survey Control Package.
2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for ROW acquisition.

B. Concept Report:
1. Traffic Studies.
Cost Estimates.
Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Caoncept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.
Concept Design Data Book.
Public Involvement Plan {for GDQOT's approval).

Nookwh

C. Environmental Document:
1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecolegy, and Archaeology).
2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.

b. EA/FONSI.

c. Section 4f coordination.

d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
Section 408 Coordination.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement (1 possible detour/PIOH).
Prepare for and attend the PFPR and FFPR.

Qo NGO AW

D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Preliminary Bridge Plans.
Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
Preliminary ESPCP.
Preliminary Utility Plans.
Preliminary Staging Plans.
f. Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
2. Bridge Hydraulic Study.
3. BFI Report.

Qoo
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Pavement Evaluation/UST/Scil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estitnation with annual updates.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

NG o

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Final Bridge Pians (LRFD).
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.
Final Staging Plans.
f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
2. FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Corrected FFPR Plans.
CES Final cost estimate.
Final PS&E Package.
Amendments & Revisions.

®ooop
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H. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

[, Quality Control/fQuality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J. Aftendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

7. Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design.
B. Bridge Design.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q2 FY 2020.

Limited Concept report submittal — Q3 FY 2020 (about 4 months duration).
PFPR - QG2 FY 2021.

FFPR - Q1 FY 2023.

Let Contract — Q2 FY 2023.

moow>
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EXHIBIT I-4
Contract 4

Project Numbers: NA

Pt Numbers: 0016129 and 0016130

Counties: Monroe & Jones

Description: SR 18 @ NS #718484D 13 M| E OF FORSYTH and
SR 18 @ OCMULGEE RIVER 13 Ml E OF FORSYTH

Redguired Area Ciasses:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consuitant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified beiow in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified befow in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsuitants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet ali required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(h) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06{d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)

4.01a Minor Bridge Design (OR)

(OR}

4.01b Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrologica! Studies (Bridges)

1 5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)

i 6.01{a) | Soil Survey Studies

| 8.01(b} | Geoiogical and Geophysica! Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundatich Studies |
5.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

 8.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
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8. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-cf-way plans (including revisions),
erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final acceptance).
All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shail be in accordance
with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide, NEPA and the GDOT
Environmental Procedures Manual.

The Consuitant shall provide:

A. Complete Field Surveys:
1. Provide Survey Control Package.
2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for ROW acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
PAR Activities.

Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

@NOOO RN =

C. Environmental Document:
1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archaeology).
2. NEPA documents:

a. Categarical Exclusion.

b. EA/FONSI.

c. Section 4f coordination.

d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
Section 408 Coordination.

Agquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement (1 possible detour/PIOH}).
Prepare for and attend the PFPR and FFPR.

©CoeNO M~

D. Preliminary Design:
1. Compiete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Preliminary Bridge Plans.
Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
Preliminary ESPCP.
Preliminary Utility Plans.
Preliminary Staging Plans.
f. Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
2. Bridge Hydraulic Study.

®oo T
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BFI Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Sail Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

PN AW

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Final Bridge Plans (LRFD).

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final ESPCP.

Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable,

2. FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering

Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

CES Final cost estimate.

Final PS&E Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

~0Aae oo
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H. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

| Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J.  Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthiy meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

7. Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design.
B. Bridge Design.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q4 FY 2020.

Limited Concept report submittal — Q1 FY 21 (about 4 months duration).
PFPR - Q2 FY 2022.

FFPR — Q3 FY 2023.

Let Contract — Q1 FY 2024.

moow:>
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EXHIBIT I- 5

Contract 5

Project Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0013120
County: Monroe
Description: SR 74 @ SR 42
Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form {example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team wili be disqualified. The

Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number

Area Class

3.01

Two-Lane or Multi-lane Rural Roadway Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be

prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.068(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Guality

1.06(d} | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeclogy

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

3.06 Traffic Operations Studies

3.07 Traffic Operations Design ;
3.08 Landscape Architecture Design :
3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)

3.15 Highway Lighting

5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.03 . Geodetic Surveying

5.04 Aerial Photography

5.05 Photogrammetry

5.06 Topographic Remote Sensing

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)

6.01(a) | Sail Survey Studies

6.01{b) | Geological and Geophysica! Studies

6.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies (Soils & Foundation)

9.01 | Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
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6. Scope

The project wili construct a Single I.ane Roundabout at the intersection of SR 74 and SR 42. GDOT performed an
Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) in 2017. The Single Lane Roundabout was preferred over the Conventional All-

Way S

top (AWSC), however, it recommended the AWSC could be constructed as an interim measure, if needed.

The Consultant shall provide development of the following scope of service items. All deliverables shall be in
accordance with, but not limited to, the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines (EDG), GDOT
Design Policy Manual, GDOT Drainage Manual, GDOT Bridge and Structures Design Manual, Plan Presentation Guide,
Nationa! Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

The Caonsultant shall provide:

A. Concept Report:

LoNOORW M=

B. En
1.

Traffic studies.

Conceptual right of way cost estimate utilizing vendor from GDOT's Right-of-Way services prequalified
contractar list.

Conceptual construction cost estimate.

Prepare concept layouts and alignments alternatives.

Initial Concept meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

vironment Document;
Necessary Environmental Special Studies survey reports and assessment of effects for Ecology, History,
Archaeology, Air, and Noise.
Agency coordination including multiple meetings to ensure consistency of expectations, design, and clearance
limits.
NEPA documents:
a. Environmental Approval.
b. NEPA Reevaluations, as required.
Preparation of Section 404 Permit Application.
Section 7 Coordination.
Protectad Species Surveys including Aquatic & Terrestrial Surveys, as required.
Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement (Public Information Open House (PIOH)) and associated coordination with GDOT.
Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR), Constructability Reviews, and Final Field
Plan Review (FFPR).

. Certification for Right-of-Way.

. Certification for Let.

. TPro and P6 Updates.

. Preparation of Environmental Commitments Tabile “Green Sheet” and Environmental Resource Impact Table

(ERIT).

C. Preliminary Design, include but not limited to:

1.

AL
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Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

a. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

b. Preliminary Signal Plans.

¢. Preliminary Staging & Erosion Control Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Preliminary cost estimate with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) Reviews.

L.ocation and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Traffic Studies.

Preliminary Consfruction plans.

Pavement Evaluation/UST & Monitoring wells/Soil Survey.
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9. Pavement Type selection.

10. Constructability Review meeting.
11. Approved Pavement Design.

12. SUE Plans (Quality Level B).

D. Survey:

Aerial Photogrammetry/Mapping.

Survey Control.

Complete Survey Database.

Property Information and Owners {with updates).
Complete stream hydraulic surveys streams.
Extend survey limits (if necessary).

Survey package report.

NookwN =2

Right-of-Way Plans:

1. Prepare, Revise and deliver final Right-of-Way plans.

2. Coordinated field review of right of way plans and staking.

3. Right of Way revisions during acquisitions.

4. Coordination with the GDOT Right of Way Office during acquisitions.
5. Location & Design Approval.

F. Final Designh:
1. FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Erosion Control Plans.
Quaiity Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
Corrected FFPR Plans.
Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.
Final Pians, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) Package.
Amendments & Revisions.
Final Design Data Book.
Complete Finaf Roadway Plans. Including but not limited to:
a. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
b. Final Signal Plans.
¢. Final Staging & Erosion Plans.
10. Utility Plans.
11. Update all Environmental Special Studies Reports and NEPA reevaluation:

CENDARON

a. History.

b. Ecology.

c. Archaeology.
d. Al

e. Noise.

f. Freshwater Aquatic and other protected species surveys as needed.
12. Pavement Evaluation.
13. Special Provisions.

G. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Site Condition Revisions.
H. Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews for all deliverables.

[. Atltendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

J. Prepare, reproduce, and distribute Field Plan Review (FPR) Packages, address/respond to comments, and make

changes. The Consultant shall provide written responses to all Field Plan Review Reports to the Department's
project manager no later than 48 hours prior to the distribution deadline.
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K. Prepare, reproduce, and distribute preliminary and final plans and all supporting disciplines (signing and marking,
erosion control, R/W, utilities,) as well as all special provisions, all design files, and supporting documentation.

7. Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Lead.
B. NEPA Lead.

8. An expected schedule includes the following milestone dates:
A. Notice to Proceed: Q2 FY 2020,
B. Concept Report Q4 FY 2021.
C. Right of Way Authorization: Q3 FY 2021.
D. Construction Authorization: Q4 FY 2022,
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EXHIBIT I-6
Contract 6

Project Numbers: NA

P! Numbers: 0015151

County: Chatham

Description: SR 204 FROM SR 21 TO CS 1201/RIC RCAD @ 25 LOCS
Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT wiill
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Rurai Roadway Design
3.02 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Urban Roadway Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or cne or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b} | History

1.068(c) | Air Quality

1.06{d) | Noise

1.06{e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attifude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

3.06 Traffic Operations Studies

3.07 Traffic Operations Design

312 : Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway) ,
1'3.13 ! Facilities for Bicycles and Pedestrians ]
1 3.15 Highway Lighting

5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.04 Aerial Photography

5.05 Photogrammetry

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

I 6.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies {Spils & Foundation)
| 8.01 | Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
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6. Scope:

The purpose of this project is to address several issues identified in the Road Safety Audit of SR 204 due to concerns
with pedestrian safety. The project is proposed to be pedestrian and signal upgrades in and around Savannah and wiil
be funded with Federal safety dollars. The following reflect recommendations made in the report.

Install ADA-compliant pedestrian facilities. Install obstacles in medians to deter mid-block pedestrian crossings and
encourage use of permitted pedestrian facilities. Add crosswalks and make push buttons more accessible. Implement
ADA improvements in all quadrants at Abercorn Street @ E. Jackson Boulevard. Close driveways closest to
intersactions. Replace the painted isiands with concrete islands fo break up deceleration ianes, or extend right-turn
storage onto Eisenhower Dr. at Abercorn Street @ Eisenhower Drive. Replace painted median with concrete along
right-turn lane on southbound Abercorn Street at Abercorn Street @ West Montgomery Cross Road/SR 204 Spur.
Pedestrian lighting as mentioned in the RSA. Evaluate and install RCUT's as mentioned in the RSA. Consider
alternatives for frontage road access.

As programmed, the project does not have a ROW phase.

The Consultant shall provide development of the following scope of service items. All deliverables shall be in
accordance with, but not limited to, the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines {EDG), GDOT
Design Policy Manual, GBOT Drainage Manual, GDOT Bridge and Structures Design Manual, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Concept Report:

1. Traffic studies.

2. Conceptual right of way cost estimate utilizing vendor from GDOT's Right-of-Way services prequalified
contractor list.

3. Conceptual construction cost estimate.

4. Prepare concept layouts and alignments alternatives.

5. Initial Concept meeting Preparation and Attendance.

6. Approved Concept Report.

7. Concept Design Data Book.

8. Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.

9. Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

B. Environment Document;

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies survey reports and assessment of effects for Ecology, History,
Archaeology, Air, and Noise.

2. Agency coordination including multiple meetings to ensure consistency of expectations, design, and clearance
limits.

3. NEPA documents:
a. Environmental Approval.
b. NEPA Reevaluations, as required.

4. Preparation of Section 404 Permit Application.

5. Section 7 Coocrdination.

6. Protected Species Surveys including Aquatic & Terrestrial Surveys, as required.

7. Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

8. Public Involvement (Public Information Open House (PIOH)) and associated coordination with GDOT.

8. Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR), Constructability Review, and Finat Field Plan
Review (FFPR).

10. Certification for Right-of-Way.

11. Certification for Let.

12. TPro and P6 Updates.

13. Preparation of Environmental Commitments Table “Green Sheet” and Environmental Resource Impact Table
(ERIT).
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C. Preliminary Design, include but not limited to:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
a. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
b. Preliminary Signal Plans.
c. Preliminary Staging & Erosion Control Plans.
Cost Estimation System (CES) Preliminary cost estimate with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) Reviews.
Location and Design Report.
PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Traffic Studies.
Preliminary Construction plans.
Pavement Evaluation/UST & Monitoring wells/Soil Survey.
Pavement Type selection.
10 Constructability Review meeting.
11. Approved Pavement Design.
12. SUE Plans (Quality Level B).

hwN
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D. Survey:

Aerial Photogrammetry/Mapping.

Survey Control.

Complete Survey Database.

Property Information and Owners (with updates).
Complete stream hydraulic surveys streams.
Extend survey limits (if necessary).

Survey package report.

e

Right-of-\Way Plans:

1. Prepare, Revise and deliver final Right-of-Way plans.

2. Coordinated field review of right of way plans and staking.

3. Right of Way revisions during acquisitions.

4. Coordination with the GDOT Right of Way Office during acquisitions.
5. Location & Design Approval.

F Final Design:
1. FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Erosion Control Plans.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
Corrected FFPR Ptlans.
Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.
Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) Package.
Amendments & Revisions.
Final Design Data Book.
Complete Final Roadway Plans. Including but not limited to:
a. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
b. Final Signal Plans.
¢. Final Staging & Ercsion Plans.
10. Utility Plans:
11. Update all Environmental Special Studies Reports and NEPA reevaluation:
History.
Ecology.
Archaeology.
Air.
Noise.
Freshwater Aquatic and other protected species surveys, as needed.
12. Pavement Evaluation.
13. Special Provisions.

COoONDIO R LN
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G. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Site Condition Revisions.

H. Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews for all deliverables.

I Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

J. Prepare, reproduce, and distribute Field Plan Review (FPR) Packages, address/respend to comments, and make
changes. The Consultant shall provide written responses to all Field Plan Review Reports to the Department's
project manager no later than 48 hours prior to the distribution deadline.

K. Prepare, reproduce, and distribute preliminary and final plans and all supporting disciplines (signing and marking,
erosion control, R/W, utiiities,) as well as all special provisions, all design files, and supporting documentation.

7. Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Lead.
B. NEPA Lead.

8. An expected schedule inciudes the following milestone dates:
A.  Notice to Proceed: Q2 FY 2020.
B. PFPR Reguest: Q1 FY 2022
C. Construction Authorization: Q4 FY 2023.
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EXHIBIT I-7

Contract 7

Project Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0015667
County: Baldwin
Description: SR 22 @ SR 24
Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consuitant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
shouid submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The

Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadiine stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Rural Roadway Design
3.02 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Urban Roadway Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be

prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
1.06(a) | NEPA
1.06(b) | History
1.08{c) | Air Quality
1.06(d} | Noise
1.06{e) | Ecology
1.06(f) | Archaeology
1.06(q) ; Freshwater Agquatic Surveys
1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Invoivement) |
1.10 Traffic Analysis
3.06 Traffic Operations Studies
3.07 . Traffic Operations Design
3.08 Landscape Architecture Design
i 3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)
3.15 Highway Lighting
5.01 Land Surveying
5.02 i Engineering Surveying i
5.03 Geodetic Surveying
5.04 Aerial Photegraphy
5.05 Photogrammetry
5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01{a) ! Soil Survey Studies
6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
1 9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
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6. Scope

The purpose of this project is to construct a roundabout at the intersection of SR 22 (Sparta Highway} and SR 24,
approximately 4 miles east of Milledgeville. Federal funds will be utilized.

The Consultant shall provide development of the following scope of service items. All deliverables shall be in
accordance with, but not limited to, the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines (EDG), GDOT
Design Policy Manual, GDOT Drainage Manual, GDOT Bridge and Structures Design Manual, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Concept Report:

1.
2.
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B. En
1.

2.
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Traffic studies.

Conceptual right of way cost estimate utilizing vendor from GDOT's Right-of-Way services prequalified
contractor list.

Conceptual construction cost estimate.

Prepare concept layouts and alignments alternatives.

Initial Concept meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

vironment Document:
Necessary Environmental Special Studies survey reports and assessment of effects for Ecology, History,
Archaeology, Air, and Noise.
Agency coordination including multiple meetings to ensure consistency of expectations, design, and clearance
limits.
NEPA documents:
a. Environmental Approval.
b. NEPA Reevaluations, as required.
Preparation of Section 404 Permit Application.
Section 7 Coordination.
Protected Species Surveys including Aquatic & Terrestrial Surveys, as required.
Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement (Public Information Open House (PIOH)) and associated coordination with GDOT.
Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR), Constructability Review, and Final Field Plan
Review (FFPR).

. Certification for Right-of-Way.

. Certification for Let.

. TPro and P6 Updates.

. Preparation of Environmental Commitments Table “Green Sheet” and Environmental Resource impact Table

(ERIT).

C. Preliminary Design, include but not limited to:

1.
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Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

a. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

b. Preliminary Signal Plans.

¢. Preliminary Staging & Erosion Control Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Preliminary cost estimate with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (ali plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Traffic Studies.

Preliminary Construction plans.

Pavement Evaluation/UST & Monitoring wells/Soil Survey.

Pavement Type selection.
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10. Constructability Review meeting.
11. Approved Pavement Design.
12. SUE Plans (Quality Level B).

D. Survey:

Aerial Photogrammetry/Mapping.

Survey Control.

Compiete Survey Database.

Property Information and Owners (with updates).
Complete stream hydraulic surveys streams.
Extend survey limits (if necessary).

Survey package report.

NN

Right-of-Way Plans:

1. Prepare, Revise and deliver final Right-of-Way plans.

2. Coordinated field review of right of way plans and staking.

3. Right of Way revisions during acquisitions.

4. Coordination with the GDOT Right of Way Office during acquisitions.
5. Location & Design Approval.

F Final Design:
1. FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Erosion Control Plans.
Quality Assurance/Quality Confrol Reviews.
Corrected FFPR Plans.
Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.
Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) Package.
Amendments & Revisions.
Final Design Data Book.
Complete Final Roadway Plans. Including but not fimited to:
a. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
b. Final Signal Pians.
c. Final Staging & Erosion Plans.
10. Utility Pians.
11. Update all Environmental Special Studies Reports and NEPA reevaluation:
History.
Ecology.
Archaeology.
Alr.
Noise.
Freshwater Aquatic and other protecied species surveys, as needed.
12. Pavement Evaluation.
13. Special Provisions.

CoNOR LD
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G. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Site Condition Revisions.

H. Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews for al! deliverables.

I Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues {additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

J.  Prepare, reproduce, and distribute Field Pian Review (FPR) Packages, address/respond to comments, and make

changes. The Consultant shall previde written responses to all Field Plan Review Reports to the Department’s
project manager no later than 48 hours prior to the distribution deadline.
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K. Prepare, reproduce, and distribute preliminary and final plans and all supporting disciplines (signing and marking,

erosion control, R/W, utilities,) as well as all special provisions, all design files, and supporting documentation.
7. Key Team Leaders:

A. Roadway Lead.
B. NEPA Lead.

8. An expected schedule includes the following milestone dates:
A. Notice to Proceed: Q2 FY 2020.

B. ROW Authorization: Q2 FY 2022.
C. Construction Authorization: Q2 FY 2023.
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EXHIBIT [-8
Contract 8

Project Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0015688

County: Butts

Description: SR 16 @ CR 291/ENGLAND CHAPEL ROAD
Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Staterment of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consuitant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Rural Roadway Design
3.02 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Urban Roadway Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e} | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeociogy

1.08(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies {Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

3.06 Traffic Operations Studies

3.07 Traffic Operations Design

3.08 Landscape Architecture Design

3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrologicai Studies (Roadway)
3.15 Highway Lighting

5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying

| 5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.04 Aerial Photography

5.05 Photogrammetry

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Sail Survey Situdies

| 8.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

| 9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
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6. Scope:

The purpose of this project is to construct a single fane roundabout at the intersection of SR 16 and CR 291 {England
Chapel Road. The intersection is currently stop-controlled and construction would include pedestrian crossings and
sidewalks. Federal funds will be utilized.

The Consuitant shall provide development of the following scope of service items. All deliverables shall be in
accordance with, but not limited to, the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines (EDG), GDOT
Design Policy Manual, GDOT Drainage Manual, GDOT Bridge and Structures Design Manual, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmentai Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Concept Report:
. Traffic studies.
2. Conceptual right of way cost estimate utilizing vendor fram GDOT's Right-of-Way services prequalified
contractor list.

1. Conceptual construction cost estimate.

2. Prepare concept layouts and alignments alternatives.

3. Initial Concept meeting Preparation and Attendance.

3. Approved Concept Report.

4. Concept Design Data Book.

5. Concept Mesting Preparation and Attendance.

6. Public Invoivement Plan {for GDOT’s approval).

B. Environment Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies survey reports and assessment of effects for Ecology, History,
Archaeology, Air, and Noise.

2. Agency coordination including muitiple meetings to ensure consistency of expectations, design, and
clearance limits.

3. NEPA documents:

a. Environmental Approval.
b. NEPA Reevaluations, as required.

4. Preparation of Section 404 Permit Application.

5. Section 7 Coordination.

8. Protected Species Surveys including Aquatic & Terrestrial Surveys, as required.

7. Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

8. Public Involvement (Public Information Open House (PIOH)) and associated coordination with GDOT

9. Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR), Constructabliity Review, and Final Field
Plan Review (FFPR).

10. Certification for Right-of-Way.

11. Certification for Let.

12. TPro and P8 Updates.

13. Preparation of Environmental Commitments Table “Green Sheet” and Environmental Resource Impact Table
{ERIT).

C. Preliminary Design, include but not limited to:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
a. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
b. Preliminary Signal Plans.
c. Preliminary Staging & Erosion Contro! Plans.
Cost Estimation System (CES) Preliminary cost estimate with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) Reviews.
Location and Design Report.
PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Traffic Studies.
Preliminary Construction plans.
Pavement Evaluation/UST & Monitoring wells/Soil Survey.
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9.

10.
11.
12.

Pavement Type selection.
Constructability Review meeting.
Approved Pavement Design.
SUE Plans (Quality Level B).

D. Survey:

A NoOA~LN -~
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Aerial Photogrammetry/Mapping.

Survey Control.

Compilete Survey Database.

Property Information and Owners (with updates).
Complete stream hydraulic surveys streams.
Extend survey limits (if necessary).

Survey package report.

ht-of-Way Plans:

Prepare, Revise and deliver final Right-of-Way plans.

Coordinated field review of right of way plans and staking.

Right of Way revisions during acquisitions.

Coordination with the GDQOT Right of Way Office during acquisitions.
Location & Design Approval.

F. Final Design:
1.

CoNOORALN

10.
11.

12.
13.

FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering

Services).

Erosion Control Plans,

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) Package.
Amendments & Revisions.

Final Design Data Book.

Complete Final Roadway Plans. Including but not limited to:
a. Final Sighing and Marking Plans.

b. Final Signal Plans.

¢. Final Staging & Erosion Plans.

Utifity Plans.

Update all Environmental Special Studies Reports and NEPA reevaluation:
History.

Ecology.

Archaeology.

Air.

Noise.

f.  Freshwater Aquatic and other protected species surveys, as needed.
Pavement Evaluation.

Special Provisions.

PAao T o

G. Construction:

1.
2.

Use on Construction Revisions.
Site Condition Revisions.

H. Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews for all deliverables.

I Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings

may be required to resolve major project issues).

J.  Prepare, reproduce, and distribute Field Plan Review (FPR) Packages, address/respond to comments, and make
changes. The Consultant shall provide written responses to all Field Plan Review Reports to the Department's

project manager no later than 48 hours prior to the distribution deadiine.
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K. Prepare, reproduce, and distribute preliminary and final plans and all supporting disciplines (signing and marking,
erosion control, R/W, utilities,) as well as all special provisions, all design files, and supporting documentation.

7. Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Lead.
B. NEPA Lead.

8. An expected schedule includes the following milestone dates:
A. Notice to Proceed: Q2 FY 2020.
B. ROW Authorization: Q2 FY 2022.
C. Construction Authorization: Q1 FY 2023.
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EXHIBIT I-9

Contract 9

Project Numbers: NA

P! Numbers: 0015690

County: Muscogee

DCescription: SR 22/US 80 @ SR 22 SPUR
Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsuitants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Rural Roadway Design _
3.02 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Urban Roadway Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06{(b) | History

1.06{c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e} | Ecology

1.06{(f} | Archaeology _

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Aftitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

3.06 Traffic Operations Studies

3.07 Traffic Operations Design

3.08 Landscape Architecture Design

3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)
3.15 Highway Lighting

5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.04 Aerial Photegraphy

5.08 Photogrammetry

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
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6. Scope

The purpose of the project is to construct two multi-lane roundabouts with Federal Safety Dollars. The first roundabout

would
SR 22

The C

be constructed at the intersection of SR 22 @ SR 22 SPUR. The second roundabout would be constructed at
@ Technology Parkway. Railroad coordination is anticipated.

onsultant shall provide development of the following scope of service items. All deliverables shall be in

accordance with, but not limited to, the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines (EDG), GDOT
Design Policy Manual, GDOT Drainage Manual, GDOT Bridge and Structures Design Manual, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Envirorimental Procedures Manual.

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Concept Report;

1.
2.
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B. En
1.

Traffic studies.

Conceptual right of way cost estimate utilizing vendor fram GDOT’s Right-of-Way services prequalified
contractor list,

Conceptual construction cost estimate.

Prepare concept layouts and alignments alternatives.

initial Concept meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT’s approval).

vironment Document:
Necessary Environmental Special Studies survey reports and assessment of effects for Ecology, History,
Archaeology, Air, and Noise. ‘
Agency coordination including multiple meetings to ensure consistency of expectations, design, and clearance
limits.
NEPA documents:
a. Environmental Approval.
b. NEPA Reevaluations, as required.
Preparation of Section 404 Permit Application.
Section 7 Coordination.
Protected Species Surveys including Aquatic & Terrestrial Surveys, as required.
Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement (Public Information Open House (PIOH)) and associated coordination with GDOT.
Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR), Constructability Review, and Final Field Plan
Review (FFPR).

. Certification for Right-of-Way.

. Certification for Let.

. TPro and P86 Updates.

. Preparation of Environmental Commitments Table “Green Sheet” and Environmental Resource Impact Table

(ERIT).

C. Preliminary Design, include but not limited to:

ile
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Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

a. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

b. Preliminary Signal Plans.

c. Preliminary Staging & Erosion Control Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Preliminary cost estimate with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QGC) Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Traffic Studies.

Preliminary Construction plans.

Pavement Evaluation/UST & Monitoring welis/Soil Survey.
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9. Pavement Type selection.

10. Constructability Review meeting.
11. Approved Pavement Design.

12. SUE Pians (Quality Level B).

D. Survey:

Aerial Photogrammetry/Mapping.

Survey Control.

Complete Survey Database.

Property Information and Owners (with updates).
Complete stream hydraulic surveys streams.
Extend survey limits (if necessary).

Survey package report.

A NOoOkwb

jght-of-Way Plans:

. Prepare, Revise and deliver final Right-of-Way plans.

Coordinated field review of right of way plans and staking.

Right of Way revisions during acquisitions.

Coordination with the GDOT Right of Way Office during acquisitions.
Location & Design Approval.

oA wN

F Final Design:
1. FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering

Services).

Erosion Control Plans.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

Final Design Data Book.

Complete Final Roadway Plans. Including but not limited to:

a. Final Signing and Marking Plans.

b. Final Signal Pians.

c. Final Staging & Erosion Plans.

10. Utility Plans.

11. Update all Environmental Special Studies Reports and NEPA reevaluation:

History.

Ecology.

Archaegciogy.

Air.

Noise.
f.  Freshwater Aquatic and other protected species surveys, as needed.

12. Pavement Evaluation.

13. Special Provisions.

DONDO AW
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G. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Site Condition Revisions.

H. Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews for all deliverables.

I Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

J. Prepare, reproduce, and distribute Field Plan Review (FPR) Packages, address/respond to comments, and make

changes. The Consultant shall provide written responses to all Field Plan Review Reports to the Department’s
project manager no [ater than 48 hours prior to the distribution deadline.
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K. Prepare, reproduce, and distribute preliminary and final plans and all supporting disciplines (signing and marking,
erosion control, RAVW, utilities) as well as all special provisions, all design files, and supporting documentation.

7. Key Team Leaders;
A. Roadway Lead.
B. NEPA Lead.

8. An expected schedule includes the following milestone dates:
A, Notice to Proceed: Q2 FY 2020.
B. ROW Authorization: Q2 FY 2022,
C. Construction Authorization: Q2 FY 2023.
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EXHIBIT Il
CERTIFICATION FORM

l, , being duly sworn, state that [ am {title) of

{firm) and hereby duly certify that | have read and understand the
information presented in the attached proposal and any enclosure and exhibits thereto.

Initial each box below Indicating certification. The person initialing must be the same person who signs the Certification Form. {If unable to initial any
box fer any reason, place an "X” in the applicable box and attach a statement explaining the non-certification. The Department will review and make a
determination as tc whether or not the firm shali be considered further or disquaiified).

I further ceriify that to the best of my knowledge the information given in respense ‘o ihe Request for Qualifications is full, complete and truthful.

| further certify that the submitting firm and any principai employee of the submitting firm has not, in the immediately preceding five (5) years,
been convicted of any crime of moral turpitude or any felony offense, nor has had their professional license suspended, revoked or been
subjected to disciplinary proceedings, nor is any team membersfprincipals currently under indictment for any reason related to actions on public
infrastructure projects.

i further certify that | understand that Firms included on the current Federal list of firms suspended or debarred are not eligible for selection and
that the submitting firm has not, in the immediately preceding five (5) years, been suspended or debarred from contracting with any federal,
state or local government agency, and further, that the submitting firm is not now under consideration for suspension or debarment from any
such agency.

| further certify that the submitting firm has not in the immediately preceding five {5) years been defauited in any federal, state or local government
agency contract and further, that the submitting firm is not now under any notice of intent to default on any such contract, nor has been removed
from a contract or failed to complete a contract as assigned due to cause or defauit.

I further certify that the firm or any affiliate(s) has not been involved in any arbitration, litigation, mediation, dispute review board or other dispute
resoiution proceeding with a client, business partrier, or government agency in the last five (5) years involving an amount in excess of $500,000
related to performance on public infrastructure projects.

[ further certify that there are not any pending regulatory inquiries that could impact our ability to provide services if we are the selected consultant.

I further centify that there are no possible conflicts of interest created by our consideration in the selection process or by our involvement in the
project.

| further certify that the submitting firm's annual average revenue faor the past five (5) years Is sufficient to allow the services tc be delivered
effectively by our firm and that there are no trends in the revenue which may be conceming other than normal market fluctuations.

[ further certify that in regards to Audit and Accounting System Requirements, that the submitting firm;

I.  Has an accounting system in place to meet requirements of 48 CFR Part 31 and, in the case of non-profit organizations, OMB
Circular A-122,

Il.  Has submitted its yearly Certified Public Accountant overhead audit if it currently has an aggregate contract amount exceeding
$250,000.

[ll. Has no significant outstanding deficient audit findings from previous contracts with GDOT that have not been resolved,

IV. Is responsible for being reasonably assured that all sub-consultant(s) presented as a part of the proposed team are similarly in
compliance with the above requirements.

I acknowledge, agree and authorize, and certify that the proposer acknowledges, agrees and autherizes, that GDOT may, by means that either deems
appropriate, determine the accuracy and truth of the information provided by the proposer and that the GDOT may contact any individual or entity named
in the Statement of Qualifications for the purpose of verifying the information suppiied therein.

I acknowledge and agree that all of the information contained in the Statement of Qualifications is submitted for the express purpose of inducing the GDOT
to award a contract.

A material false statement or omission made in confunction with this proposal is sufficient cause for suspension or debarment from further contracis, or
denial or rescission of any contract entered into based upon this proposal thereby preciuding the firm from doing business with, or performing work for,
the State of Georgia. In addition, such false statement or omission may subject the person and entity making the preposal fo criminal prosecution under
the laws of the State of Georgia of the United States, including but not limited to O.C.G.A. §16-16-20, 18 U.5.C. §§1001 or 1341.

Sworn and subscribed before me

This day of L 20 . Signature
NOTARY PUBLIC
My Commission Expires: NOTARY SEAL
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EXHIBIT I

GEORGIA SECURITY AND IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT

Consuitant's Name:
Address:
Solicitation No./Contract No.: | RFQ-484-052819

Solicitation/Contract Name: } Batch 1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services

CONSULTANT AFFIDAVIT

By executing this affidavit, the undersigned Consultant verifies its compliance with O.C.G.A. § 13-10-91, stating
affirmatively that the individual, entity or corporation which is engaged in the physical performance of services on behalf of
the Georgia Department of Transportation has registered with, is authorized to use and uses the federal work authorization
program commonly known as E-Verify, or any subsequent replacement program, in accordance with the applicable
provisions and deadlines established in O.C.G.A. § 13-10-91.

Furthermore, the undersigned Consultant will continue to use the federal work authorization program throughout the
contract period and the undersigned Consuitant will cantract for the physical performance of services in satisfaction of such
contract only with sub-consultants who present an affidavit to the Consultant with the information required by O.C.G.A. §
13-10-91(b). Consultant hereby attests that its federal work authorization user identification number and date of
authorization are as follows:

Federal Work Authorization User Identification Number Date of Authorization
(EEV/E-Verify Company Identification Number)

Name of Consultant

| hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct

Printed Name (of Authorized Officer or Agent of Consuitant) Title {of Authorized Officer or Agent of Consultant)

Signature (of Authorized Officer or Agent) Date Signed

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN BEFORE ME ON THIS THE

DAY OF ,201_

[NOTARY SEAL]

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:
Rev. 11/01/15
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Respondents should complete a table similar to the below and indicate by placing an “X*
area class for each specific project with particular emphasis on the area classes which the

EXHIBIT IV
Area Class Summary Example

in the appropriate column indicating 1
Prime must hold as well as the sub-c

listing of ail area classes. Since no single advertisement would require every area class, Respondents should delete all the are
to the project they are pursuing and only include the ones applicable. Particular attention should be paid to the date that consull

Area Class | Area Class Description Prime ! Sub- Sub- Sub- Sub-
# Consultant Consuttant Consultant Consuitant #3 | Cons
Name #1 Name #2 Name Name Nam
DBE - Yes/No ->
Prequalification Expiration Date
1.01 Statewide Systems Planning
1.02 Urban Area and Regional Transportation Planning
1.03 Aviaticn Systems Planning
1.04 Mass and Rapid Transportation Pianning
1.05 Alternate Systems Planning
1.06(a) NEPA
1.06(k) History
1.06(c) Air Quality
1.06(d) Noise :
1.06(e) Ecolegy
1.06(N Archaeoiogy
1.C6(g) Freshwater Aquatic Surveys
1.06(h) Bat Surveys
1.07 Aftitude, Opinicn, and Community Value Studies {Pubiic Invoivernent)
1.08 Airport Master Planning (AMP}
1.09 Location Studies
1.10 Traffic Analysis
1.1 Traffic and Toil Revenue Studies
1.12 Major Investment Studies
1.13 Non-Motorized transportation Planning
2.01 Mass Transit Program {Systems Management)
2.02 Mass Transit Feasibility and Technical Studies
2.03 Mass Transit Vehicle and Propulsion System
2.04 Mass Transit Contrals, Communication and Information Systems
2.05 Mass Transit Architectural Engineering
2.06 Mass Transit Unigue Structures
2.07 Mass Transit Electrical and Mechanical System
2.08 Mass Transit Operations Management and Support Services
2.09 Airport Design {AD)
2.10 Mass Transit Program (Systems Marketing)
3.1 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Rural Roadway Design
3.02 Two-Lane or Multi-lane urban Roadway Design
3.03 Multi-Lane Urban Roadway Widening and Reconstruction
3.04 Multi-lane Rural Interstate Limited Access Design
3.05 Multi-lane Urban Interstate Limited Access Design
3.06 Traffic Operations Studies
3.07 Traffic Operations Design
3.c8 Landscape Architecture Design
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3.09 Traffic Control Systems Analysis, Design and Implementation
3.10 Utility Coordination
3.1 Architecture
3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)
3.13 Facitities for Bicycles and Pedestrians
3.14 Historic Rehabilitation

1 3.15 Highway and Qutdoor Lighting

: 3.16 Value Engineering (VE)

317 Toll Facilities Infrastructure Design

| 4.01 Minor Bridge Design

| 4.02 Major Bridge Design

L 4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)

' 4.05 Bridge Inspection

f 5.01 Land Surveying
5.02 Engineering Surveying
5.03 Geodetic Surveying

! 5.04 Aerial Photography
5.05 Photogrammetry
5.06 Topographic Remote Sensing

i 5.07 Cartography
5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engireering (SUE)
6.01(a) Soil Survey Studies
6.01() Geological and Geophysical Studies
6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies
6.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies (Soiis & Foundation)
6.04(a) Laboratory Testing of Roadway Construction Materials
6.04(b) Field Testing of Roadway Construction Materia's
5.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
8.01 Construction Engineering and Supervision
9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
9.02 Rainfal! and Runoff Reporting
9.03 Field Inspection for Eresion Control
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ATTACHMENT 1

Submittal Formats for GDOT Batch 1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services

# of Pages Allowed

Cover Page >
A.  Administrative Requirements
1. Basic Company Information T
a. Company name
b. Company Headquarter Address ~——
c. Contact Information
d. Company Website —
e. Georgia Addresses
f. Staff
g. Ownership - -
2. Notarized Certification Form (Exhibit I1) for Prime ->
3. Notarized Georgia Security and Immigration Compliance Act Affidavit (Exhibit [1) -
4. Signed Cover Page of any Addenda Issued ->
B. Experience and Qualifications
1. Project Manager
a. Education
b. Registration
¢. Relevant engineering experience
d. Relevant project management experience
e. Relevant experience usi i bcesses, etc.
2. Key Team Leader Experiefice
a. Education 1
b. Registration
¢. Relevant experience in applicable resource area
d. Relevant experience using GDO i cesses, etc.
3. Prime’s Experience o
a. Client name, project location, and dates
b. Description of overall project and services peMermed
¢. Duration of project services provided "
d. Experience using GDOT specific processes, pte.
e. Clients current contact information
f.  Involvement of Key Team Leaders
4. Area Class Table and Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications for =
Prime and Sub-Consultants
C. Resources/\Workload Capacity
1.  Overall Resources
—a_ Qrganization chart >
b. Primary office to handle project and staff destription of office and benefits of office
¢. Narrative on Additicnal Resource Areas and Sy
2. Project Manager Commitment Table ->
>

3. Key Team Leaders Project commitment table

51

1

Excluded

1
1
1 (each addenda)

1 (each)

Exciuded

Excluded
1

Excluded
Excluded



ADDENDUM NO. 1
ISSUE DATE: 5/1/2019
This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:
RFQ 484- 052819 — Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services
NOTE: PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY! THERE MAYBE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO ANY CHANGES ADDRESSED IN THIS ADDENDUM MAY RESULT IN
DISQUALIFICATION.

In the event of a conflict between previously released information and the information contained herein, the latter shall control.

NOTE: A signed acknowledgment of this addendum (this page) MUST be attached to your SUBMITTAL for Phase I.

Firm Name

Signature Date

Typed Name and Title

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Office of Transportation Services Procurement.
One Georgia Center
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
19t Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

This Addendum, including all questions and answers, shall become and form a part of the original RFQ package and shall
be taken into account when preparing your proposal.

The purpose of this Addendum is to modify the original RFQ.

l. Section I. A. Overview - Project Table is deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following:

| Contract | County Pl # Project Description
i 1 Glynn 0014914 | CR 583/SEA ISLAND ROAD @ DUNBAR CREEK ON ST SIMONS
. ISLAND
| 2 Butts 0016126 | SR 36 @ BIG SANDY CREEK 3.8 M| SW OF JACKSON
Butts 0016127 | SR 36 @ NORRIS CREEK 3.2 M| SW OF JACKSON
3 McDuffie & 0016128 | SR 80 @ LITTLE RIVER 12.9 Ml NW OF THOMSON (Briage Design
Wilkes ! in-house)
! 4 Monroe 0018129 | SR 18 @ NS #718484D 13 MI E OF FORSYTH
|| Jones & Monroe ; 0016130 | SR 18 @ OCMULGEE RIVER 13 MI E OF FORSYTH
! 5 Monroe 0013120 | SR74 @ SR 42
6 Chatham 0015151 . SR 204 FROM SR 21 TO CS 1201/RIO ROAD @ 25 LOCS
| 7 Baidwin 0015667 | SR 22 @ SR 24
: 8 Butts 0016688 : SR 16 @ CR 281/ENGLAND CHAPEL ROAD
| 9 | Muscogee 0015690 ] SR 22/US 80 @ SR 22 SPUR ,




Addendum No. 1
RFQ 484-052819, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services
Page 2 of 7

II. Exhibit I-2, Contract 2 is deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following:
EXHIBIT I- 2
Contract 2

Project Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0016126 and 0016127

County: Butts

Description: SR 36 @ BIG SANDY CREEK 3.8 MI SW OF JACKSON and
SR 36 @ NORRIS CREEK 3.2 MI SW OF JACKSON

5. Required Area Classes:

Pwp s

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant or
subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consuiltant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disgualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06{f) | Archaeology

| 1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys .
1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)
4.01a Minor Bridge Design

(OR)

4.01b Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)

5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
8.01{a) | Soil Survey Studies

| 6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

£ 6.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies (Soils & Foundation)
6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Polluticr Control Plan




Addendum No. 1
RFQ 484-052819, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services

Page 3of 7

6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and hydrological
studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way (ROW) ptans (including revisions), erosion
control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final acceptance). All
required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shail be in accordance with
the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide, NEPA and the GDOT

Environmental Procedures Manual.

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1.

2
3.
4

Provide Survey Control Package.
Provide Inroads Survey Database.
Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
Staking for ROW acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

N ok WN

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initia! Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Pubiic Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

C. Environmental Document;

1.

2.

©®ND ;AW

Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,

Ecology, and Archaeology).

NEPA documents:
a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. EA/FONSI,

¢. Section 4f coordination.

d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
Section 408 Coordination.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/PIOH).

Prepare for and attend the PFPR and FFPR.

D. Preliminary Design:

1.

2.

Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary ESPCP.

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

f.  Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

P o000



Addendum No. 1
RFQ 484-052819, Batch #1 ~ 2019 Engineering Design Services

Page 4 of 7
3. BFI Report.
4. Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.
5. Constructability Meeting participation.
8. Cost Estimation with annual updates.
7. Location and Design Report.
8. PFPR participation, report, and responses (al! plans sets and other information requested by Engineering

Services).

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Pians, including but not limited to:
a. Final Bridge Plans (LRFD).
b. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
c. Final ESPCP.
d. Final Utility Plans.
e. Final Staging Plans.
f. Final Drainage Design including MS4.

2. FFPR perticipation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

3. Corrected FFPR Plans.

4. CES Final cost estimate.

5. Final PS&E Package.

8. Amendments & Revisions.

H. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

I.  Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J.  Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings may
be required to resolve major project issues).

7. Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design.
B. Bridge Design.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q2 FY 2020,

Limited Concept report submittal — Q3 FY 2020 (about 4 months duration),
PFPR - Q2 FY 2021.

FFPR - Q1 FY 2023.

Let Coniract — Q2 FY 2023.

moowy»
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Il Exhibit -3, Contract 3 is deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following:

D bhwh -

EXHIBIT |- 3

Contract 3

Project Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 6016128

Counties: McDuffie and Wilkes

Description: SR 80 @ LITTLE RIVER 12.9 MI NW OF THOMSON
Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant or
subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The

Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number

Area Class

3.01

Rural Roadway Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team

prequaiified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
1.06(a) | NEPA
1.06(b) | History
1.06(c) | Air Quality
1.06(d) | Noise
1.06(e) | Ecology
1.06(f) | Archaeology i
| 1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys |
| 1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
{ 1.10 Traffic Analysis
3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway) |
5.01 Land Survey H
5.02 Engineering Surveying
5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) ! Soil Survey Studies
| 6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies
b E.02 | Bridge Foundation Studies
| 6.03 | Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies (Soils & Foundation)
| 6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

| 9.01

Erosion, Sedimentation, and Paliution Control Plan

members) MUST be
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6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction
studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way pians (
plans, staging plans and final construction plans

Procedures Manual.
The Consultant shall provide:

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1.
2.
3.

Provide Survey Control Package.
Provide Inroads Survey Database.
Staking for ROW acquisition.

B. Cancept Report:

1.

Nookwn

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approvai).

C. Environmental Document:

1.

2.

XN O A

Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects {

Ecology, and Archaeology).
NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.

b. EA/FONSI.

¢. Section 4f coordination.

d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
Section 408 Coordination.

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement (1 possible detour/PIOH).
Prepare for and attend the PFPR and FFPR.

D. Preliminary Design:

1.

ok wh

Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary ESPCP.

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

. Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Location and Design Report.

® 00 oo

plans, hydraulic and hydrological
including revisions), erosion control
(including revisions through project final acceptance). All required
sngineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. Aii deiiverables shall be in accordance with the Plan
Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide, NEPA and the GDOT Environmental

i.e., Air, Noise, History,
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6. PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
a. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
b. Final ESPCP.
c. Final Utility Plans.
d. Final Staging Plans.
e. Final Drainage Design inciuding MS4, if applicabie.
2. FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Corrected FFPR Plans.
CES Final cost estimate.
Final PS&E Package.
Amendments & Revisions.

ook W

H. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

I Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J.  Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings may
be required to resolve major project issues).

7. Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design.
B. NEPA Lead.

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q2 FY 2020.

Limited Concept report submittal —~ Q3 FY 2020 (about 4 months duration).
PFPR - Q2 FY 2021.

FFPR - Q1 FY 2023.

Let Contract — Q2 FY 2023.

moowx



ADDENDUM NO. 2
ISSUE DATE: 5/16/2019
This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:
RFQ 484-052819 ~ Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services
NOTE: PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY! THERE MAYBE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO ANY CHANGES ADDRESSED IN THIS ADDENDUM MAY RESULT IN DISQUALIFICATION.

In the event of a conflict between previously released information and the information contained herein, the latter shall
control.

NOTE: A signed acknowledgment of this addendum (this page) MUST be attached to your SUBMITTAL for Phase I.

Firm Name

Signature Date

Typed Name and Title

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Office of Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center
600 West Peachtree Streat, NW
19% Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

This Addendum, including all questions and answers, shall become and form a part of the original RFQ package and shall be
taken into account when preparing your proposal.

The purpose of this Addendum is to modify the original RFQ to include the Project Consideration Checklist.



SUBMISSION & PRESCREENING CHECKLIST

SOLICITATION #: RFQ-484-052819 {
SELIETRTGN TTLE: Batch #1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services,
Contract 8
SOLICITATION DUE DATE May 28, 2019
SOLICITATION TIME DUE: 2:00pm Georgia Department of Transportation
s =
w® g lE &
£ 185 |& =
T - -] = £ E
o c ] =
c 1918 |5 %5
- =z (ool B8 el
s |S|<8|58[8%
5 2|38|s8 |85
5 | E|5E|5E|f¢g
No. Consultants Date Time | W [o|5&I85!88
1 Alfred Benesch & Company 5/28/2019) 9:54AM | X | X | X X X
2 Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon 5/28/2019] 10:29AM | X | X | X X | X
3 CALYX Engineers and Consultants 5/28/2019| 1M43AM | X | X | x| x | x
4 CHA Consulting, Inc. §/28/2019| 1:51PM | X | x| x X X
5 Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.| 51282019 1:54Pm | x | x X X X
6 Cranston Engineering Group, P.C. 5/28/2019| 12:2¢1PM | X | X | X X X
7 CROY Engineering, LLC 5/28/2019( 9:02AM | X | X | X X X
8 EXP US Services Inc. 5/28/2019| 7:36AM | X | X | Xx X X
9 Freese and Nichols, Inc. 5/24/2019| 12:36AM | X | X | X X X
10 Hussey, Gay, Bell & Deyoung, Inc. 52872019 12:41PM | X | X | X X X
International Design Services, Inc. /dbafID$ Global, Inc. -
11 Disqualified 5/28/2019) 1:43PM | X | X | X | No | X
12 Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC 5/28/2019| 11:10AM | X | X | X | X X
13 KCI Technologies, Inc. 5/28/2019) 1:49PM | X | x| x X X
14 Kennedy Engineering & Associates Group LLC 5/28/2019) 1:48PM | X | X | X X X
15 Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 512812019 12:08PM | X | X { Xx X X
16 Michael Baker International, inc. 5/28/2019] 12:48PM ; X | X | X X X
17 Moffatt & Nichol 5/28/2019( 1:00 PM X X X X X
18 Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc. 5/28/2019) 1:117PM | x | x| x X X
19 Mott MacDonald LLC 5/28/2019| 12:27PM | X | X | X X X
20 MSA Professional Services Inc. dba Ourston 5/28/2019| 10:13AM | X | X | X X X
21 Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 5/28/2019| 10:00AM | X | X | X X X
22 Pond & Company 5/28/2019| 1:1MPM | X | X | X X X
23 QK4, Inc. 5/28/2019| 12:37PM | X | X | X X X
24 R.K. Shah & Associates, Inc. 5/28/2019] 11:49AM | X | X | X X X
25 RS&H, Inc. 5/28/2019] 8:23AM | X | X | X X X
26 Southeastern Engineering, Inc. 5/28/2019] 10:56 AM | X | X | X X X
27 Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. 5/28/2019; 1:57PM | X | X | Xx X X
28 T.Y. Lin Internationali, Inc. 5/28/2019| 1:55PM | X | x| X X X
20 Thompson Engineering, Inc. 6/28/2019) 9:52AM | x | x| x | x | x
30 TranSystems Corporation 5/28/2019| 1:44PM | X | X | X X X
31 Vanassee Hangen Brustlin, inc. 6/28/2019| 1:23PM | X | X | X X X
32 Vaughn & Melton Consulting Engineers, Inc. 512812019 11:52AM | X | X | X X X
33 Volkert, Inc. 5/28/2018| 12:33PM | X | X | X X X




GDOT GUIDE FOR SELECTION COMMITTEE MEMBERS -
Phase Il Evaluation - Revised

RFQ 484-052819
Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services
Contract # 8 , P1#0015688

|This ENTIRE GUIDE must be reviewed carefully by all Selection Committee Members BEFORE the evaiuation of submittals)

Coordination and Communication

Rhonda Hightower-Rucker will coordinate the overall submittal evaluation process and serve as Facilitator of any Selection
Committee Meetings through the completion of the evaluation. All Committee members will be provided copies of submittals
and related information, and will be notified of any proposed (if applicable) meetings, conference calls, and deadlines.
IMPORTANT- All written communication (e-mails, memos, scoresheets, handwritten notes in SOQs, etc.) related to the
evaluation can be subject to public record. Therefore, all such communication should be limited to objective and verifiable
information.

Evaluation Process

The evaluation and scoring will be handled in two phases. Phase | will be the evaluation of the written Statements of
Qualifications received from all respondents. Phase || will be the evaluation of the written responses from the Finalists. The
scoring for the Finalists will be carried forward from Phase 1 and added to the scores from Phase Il to determine the highest
ranked Finalists and hence with whom negotiations wili be initiated. The criteria to be utilized in the evaluation and scoring
are as follows:

Phase |

. PM, Key Team Leader(s), and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications — (30% or 300 Points)
PM, Key Team Leader(s), and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — (20% or 200 Points)

Phase I

o Technical Approach — (40% or 400 Points)
= Past Performance - (10% or 100 Points})

Phase |
Evaluation of Statements of Qualifications

Evaluation of Eligible Submittals

Submittals determined eligible must be read thoroughly with carefui attention to the presence of required submittal content.
The reader should keep the evaluation criteria in mind when assessing each submittal. As Reviewers read the responses,
they will determine the rating for each criteria as follows:

+ Poor = Does Not have minimum qualifications/availability

» Marginal = Meets Minimum qualifications/availability but one or more major considerations are not addressed or is lacking
in some essential aspects

* Adequate = Meets minimum qualification/availability and is generally capable of performing work

s Good = More than meets minimum qualifications/availability and exceeds in some aspects

* Excellent= Fully meets qualifications/availability and exceeds in several or all areas

Directions for use of the Evaluation Preliminary Scoring Forms:

Scoring forms will be distributed to all Selection Committee members along with copies of submittals which were received
and validated. Evaluators will have the option of using the hard copy forms or an electronic version of the form. However,
to ensure that Open Records Request can be filled in compliance with the law, Evaluators who choose to use the electronic
version of the form should only maintain one version of the form and must provide the electronic version of the form to

v. 3-24-15




Procurement. Each evaluator will use their numbered scoring form for scoring all submittals. Evaluators must ensure that
the name of the Firm being evaluated is written in the appropriate box to identify the Firm to whom the ratings and comments
belong. Using the criteria categories in Evaluation of Eligible Submittals above, each submittal will be given a preliminary
score for each of the criteria. The Reviewer should provide comments for each section which support the rating. Reviewers
should not seek to write down everything that the submittal contains. Rather, Reviewers should first determine the rating
and then answer why they feel the rating is warranted.

The review, preliminary scoring, and comments MUST be completed prior to the Selection Committee Meeting and
must be sent to the Procurement Facilitator by the deadline given in order to make efficient and effective usage of
ali Selection Committee Members time.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS FOR EVALUATING AVAILABILITY

Through working with the consultant industry, they asked that when considering their availability, we consider more than
merely the number of projects they have listed. With this in mind we have allowed space in their SOQ for the respondents
to provide a narrative in their ability. This narrative will allow them to discuss how the organization of the team, including the
PM and Key Team Leaders can deliver the project on schedule given their workload capacity. It also recognizes that some
individuals may be able to meet the schedule while carrying heavier project workloads and allows them to discuss the
advantages of their team and the abilities of their team members which will enable the project to meet the proposed schedule.
If there is no schedule provided, they can discuss the advantages of the team and abilities of the team members which will
enable the project to move as expeditiously as possible. You MUST consider this narrative along with the workload table
when rating the SOQs. You MUST NOT merely look at the workload table solely for making the rating decision.

Evaluation Meeting:

All completed Scoring Forms with the preliminary scores and comments for each criteria of each firm, must be
brought to the Selection Committee Meeting planned for Friday, July 12, 2019. The completed forms must be turned
in at the conclusion of the meeting.

Prior to the meeting, the Facilitator will use the scores and subsequent ranks to determine where the majority of the
discussion should be focused. Generally, the majority of the discussion will center on the top submittals. The Selection
Committee will discuss and determine a final committee rating for each criteria and will provide summary comments as to
why the Committee feels the rating is warranted.

The final rankings will be used to determine the three to five Finalists who will proceed and have their scores carried forward
to Phase Il of the evaluation.

It is important to note, that all evaluation scoring, notes, and comments will be subject to open records and there is

a very high likelihood they will be reviewed by a wide variety of individuals. For this reason, it is extremely important
to adhere to all guidelines and suggestions contained in this Guide for Selection Committee Members.

v. 3-24-15
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Phase Il - Revised
Evaluation of Technical Approach and Past Performance

« Finalists will be required to submit a written response which must detail the Technical approach (including design
concepts and use of aiternative methods).

« Past Performance - Procurement will be checking references and will provide the results of the reference
checks to the Selection Committee for review. The Selection Committee will also be allowed to share and
review any other documented information made available for consideration regarding the Firm's performance
on any project/contract, along with the reference checks to provide a group rating with comments.

With the increased lack of responses to the reference checks, Procurement is requesting that prior to attending the Phase
Il meeting that each of the selection committee members perform the following action to add to the past performance
discussion.

The Selection Committee should be prepared to share personal work experience while working with each shortlisted
firm, provide project P.I. number and any performance issues, concerns and/or positive feedback about the Prime
Consultant and it's team that may hinder or improve their overall rating for past performance.

o Selection committee members that do not have any personal prior work experience with any of the shortlisted firms,
must seek additional documented material through discussion with their Office Management, CMIS (Vendor evaluation),
inter-office documentation (emails, written correspondence, cure letters, etc.) to help aid in the discussion during the
Phase Il meeting.

Submittals and Past Performance information must be read/considered thoroughly with careful attention to the presence of
required submittal content. The reader should keep the evaluation criteria in mind when assessing each submittal. As
Reviewers read the responses, they will make notes in the submittais and must be prepared to discuss their position in the
Selection Committee Meeting for Phase Il. The review and notes MUST be completed prior to the Selection Committee
Meeting.

Evaluation Meeting:

All notes must be brought to the Selection Committee Meeting planned for Wednesday, October 09, 2019. The
Selection Committee will discuss and determine a final committee rating for each criteria and will provide summary
comments as to why the Committee feels the rating is warranted. The Committee will assign the following ratings:

= Poor = Does Not have minimum qualifications/availabiiity

* Marginal = Meets Minimum qualifications/availability but one or more major considerations are not addressed or is
lacking in some essential aspects

 Adequate = Meets minimum qualification/availability and is generally capable of performing work

= Good = More than meets minimum qualifications/availability and exceeds in some aspects

« Excellent = Fully meets qualifications/availability and exceeds in several or all areas

FINAL SCORING AND SELECTION

The scores from Phase | and Phase Il will be added together and a final overall ranking will be determined and provided for
Selection Committee approval.

v. 3-24-15




GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE PRELIMINARY SCORING AND RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Solicitation Trtfe parcLat i"::ts';’::";';“‘ﬁ,f::;g“ Sarvicespl e
Solicttation #: RFQ-484-052819 2 Vanassee Hangen Brustin, Inc
PHASE | - Individual Gommittee Member Preliminary Scoring based on Publlshed Criteria 3 CHA Consulting, Ine
_{Iﬁ L O = \ —W@){_@q FLEJ = 4 Mott MacDanaid LLG
Ay &2kl § - %]g] g L = L] g E j!’ B Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc
{RANKING}) § MSA Pre 1al Services ing. dka Ourston
Sum of 7 TrenSystems Corporation
Individual | Group 8 Glark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C
SUBMITTING FIRMS I . Rankings | Ranking 9 Reel-Schaffer, [nc.
16 CALYX Engineers and Consultants
Alfred Benesch & Company a— g s 24 11 11 Alfred Benesch & Company
Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon = ! 34 21 12 CRCYE ring, LLC
CALYX Englneers and Consuliants o _ 17 10 b Cranston Engineering Group, P.C
CHA Consuliing, Inc. " 9 3 w Freese and Nichols, Inc
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Archltects, P.C. - 3 15 ] U Hussay, Gay, Bell & Deycung, Inc
Craiiston Engineering Group, P.C. B . 25 13 e infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLG
CROY Engineering, LLC —c _ 2 12 e QKA4, inc.
EXP US Services nc. - ol 54 29 = Michael Baker Infernational, tnc
Fregss and Nichols, Ing. B . ! 25 14 18 Vaughn & Meiton Consulting Engmneers, Inc.
Hi v, Gay, Bell & Deyouny, Inc. ; 27 15 2 Stantec Cor g Services, Inc
International Design Servites, Inc. /dba/[D§ Glebal, Ine. - Disqualified 89 33 bl Barge, Waggoner, Sumnet and Cannon
Infrastructure Consulting and Englneering, PLLC g — 27 16 = Southeastern Engineenng, Inc.
KCl Technologies, Inc. 47 26 2 T.Y. Lin internatioral, Inc
Kennedy Engingering 8 Assoclates Group LLC 81 32 2s Thompson Engineering, Inc
Kimiey-Horn and Assoclates, Inc, S 10 5 = VotkeH, Inc.
Michael Baker International, Inc. 30 18 £ KCI Technologies, Inc
Moffatt & Nichol y ' 52 28 sl Moreland Altobelli Asscerates, in.
Moreland Altobelll Associates, Inc. 51 27 2 Moftatt & Nichol
Mott MacDonald LLC . 8 4 - ___EXP US Services Inc
MSA Professlonal Services Inc. dba Qurston e, 12 & a0 RS&H, Inc.
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. _ —— ; =3 16 8 i RK Shah & Associates, Inc
Pond & Company _ . 6 1 & Kennedy Engineering 8 Associates t3roup [LC
QK4, Inc. Iy 27 17 5 International Design Services, Inc. /dba/iDS Global, Inc. - Disqualifiad
R.K. Shah & Associafes, Inc. . 58 31
RS&H, Inc. ~ 57 30
Southeastem Engineering, Inc. 5 22
Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. 33 20
T.Y. Lin International, Inc. 41 23
Thompson Enginearing, Inc. 42 24
TranSystems Cornaratian 13 7
Vi Hangen Brusilin, Inc. 6 2
Vaughn & Melton Consulting Engineers, Inc. 32 19
[Volkert, Inc. 45 25 H




Evaluator 1

 Phass One
Evah:ater {indivicon’

| dkmamym Poiofe slfowed = | 209
_ SUBMITINGFRMS i | owiBuen | Reakny |

Alfred Benesch & Company Good Adeguate 325 11
Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon Adeguate Good 300 14
CALYX Engineers and Consultanis Goad Good 375 4

CHA Cansultng, inc Excellent Good 450 1

Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects,  C Good Good 375 4
Cranston Ergineenng Group, P C Good Good 375 4
CROY Engmneenng, LLT Good Adequate 325 11
EXP US Services Inc Marginal Gaod 228 26
Freese and iichals, Inc Good Good 375 4
Hussey, Gay, Be!' & Deyoung, inc Adequate Good 300 14
|Internatioral Design Services, Inc /balDS Global, Inc - Disqualified 0 ¢} 4 33
Infiasiruztuns Censuliing and Enginesrny, PLLC Adequate Good 300 i4
KCI Technciogies, Inc Marginal Good 225 26
Kennedy Erginsering & Asscaates Greup LLC Marginal | Adaquate 175 30
Kimiey-Ho: and Assaciates, Inc Good Good b 4

Michasl Baker Internatiunal, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 24
Moffatt & N:chol Marginal Good 225 26
Moreland Allobeilt Associates, In¢ Marginal | Adequate 175 30
Meit MacDenald LLC Excellent Goad 460 1

MSA Protessianal Services inc dba Curstan Excellent Goad 450 1

Neel-Schaffar. Ine Adequate Good 300 14
Pond & Compary Good Good a75 4

Qk4, Inc Adequate Good 300 14
R K Shah & Associates, Inc I Marginal | Adequate 175 30
RS&H, inc | Marginal | Good 225 26
Souineastern Engineenng, inc ¥ Adequate Good 300 14
Siantec Consuling Services, Inc Adsquate Goed 300 i4
ITY QN interrational. Inc Adequata Good 3C0 14
Thotrpsan Engineenng, Inc Adequate Good 300 | 14
TranSysiems Ceporation Gead Adequate 325 [ 11
Wenasses Hangen Brustin, Inc Good Good e 4
Vaughn & hetor: Consulng Sngineers, lac Adeguate | Adequate 250 24
Wolkeri, Inc - _ Adaquate Good 300 = 14

Veudiium Pomts affowes s | 300 | . 500




DT

GDOT Sollcitation #: PHASE | - Prelimina

RFQ-484-052819, Contract #3 Phase of Evaluation: . b
Ratings

Evaluator # 1 ; -

Eysdution Cemmiltscn Amid assgn Renus {upsinms A exnianatinn 0r fatains U2Iew) 0 Gakh Sralne TiEranunts oSt i wREen i e Fotie goviiled and seoold aify 1ha citing suiigied

Poor = Does Not have minlmum quaiificati rallabllity = 0% of the Avaiiable Polnts

Marginal = Maets Minimum qgualificationsiavallability but cne or more major Idarations are not addressed or is lacking in some esaential aspucts = Score 25 % of Available Points

Adequeate = Meets minimum quatificatior/availability and is generally eapable of performing wark = 50% of Avallable Poirits

Good = More then meets minimum gualification ailability and In some aspacts =75% of Avallable Points

Excellent = Fully mests aualifications/avallabllity and exceeds in saversl or all araas = 100% of Available Points

A Projecl iAaager, Key Team Leaden(s) and Frimie's Expenance and Guaiicabons — 50% Assigned Raong

Good

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Several relevant roundabout projects mentioned in Prime Experience as well. Two of the KTLs
recently worked together on several projects (SOUTH MILLEDGE ROAD AND WHITEHALL ROAD ROUNDABOUT).

8 Project Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Worklpad Capacity — 20% llAssigmd Rating $ [ Adequate

Flow chart shows required staffing and feam has capacity fo complete the work. Firm has a QA/0C support team

A Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s} and Prime’s Experence and Qualifiications — 30% lhsisnsd Rating

Adequate

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Road KTL listed mostly studies and peer reviews. Several relevant roundabout projects
mentioned in Prime Experience as well. Two of the KTLs recently worked together on a similar project

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Reseurces and Warkload Capacity — 20% st!sigﬂerr Fating _H | Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacily fo complete the work and QA/QC staff member. Firmn has his office includes 24
seasoned professlonals, including transportation, structural, and civil engineers and designers, and support feam members. 15 offices with
nearly 400 employees corporate-wide.

A Project Manager, Rey Team Leader(s) and Priine s Expenence ana Quaticanons — 30% ASEgned Ratng » Good

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Several relevant roundabout projects mentioned In Prime Experience as well. Two of the KTLs
recently worked fogether on a simllar projects (JOHN WARD ROAD AT IRWIN ROAD ROUNDABOUT AND INTERSECTION IMPRO VEMENT)

B Project Manager, Key Toam Leader(s) and Piavie's Revources and Workload Capacity — 20% Inss‘g"nd Rating H l Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has a QA/QC support team

A Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Experiance and Juaiilicalions — 307 Arsgued Rating Excellent

All KTL's listed refevant project experience. Several relevant projects with muitiple roundabouts mentioned in Prime Experience as well.




4

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resourcas and Warkload Gapacity — 20% IAmgnw Rating = > | Good

L

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has a staff of 35 employees and a QA/QC support.

A Prm' Manager, Key Tam Leaueus and Prime’s gxperience and Qualifications — 30% ] Iﬂmgﬂed Rating Bt G ood

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Several relevant roundabout projects mentioned in Prime Experience as well. Two of the KTLs
recentiy worked fogether on a similar project { Old Savannah Road at Twiggs Street Intersection and Sidowalk Improvements)

B Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Caparcity — 26% | Rating ) a E Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has a staff of 36 employees and a QA/QC support.

A Project Maniager, Aey Teain Leadei(d) and Frime's Expenence and Qualifications — 30% Resigned Rating Good

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Several relevant roundabout projects mentioned in Prime Experlence as well. Two of the KTLs
recently worked together on similar projects

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Gapacity — 20% nﬂssiumd Rating } ; i Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has a staff of more than 40
seasoned and highly capable professionals along with a QA4/QC support.

A Project Manager, Key Teain Leader(s) and Prime’s Expenence and Gualllicalions — 555 Assignea Raung Good

All KTL's listed relevant praject experience. Several relevant roundabout profects mentioned in Prime Experience as well,

B Projevt Managar, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Worldoad cgpmﬂy — 209 ifsign-d Rating _H i Adequate

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity fo complete the work. Firm has team fo perform QC/QA reviews

A Froject Manager, Key Team Leagens] ana Prime s Experience and Qualifications — 30% lAiaiuMd Rating

Marginal

Only PH listed roundabout profects. Projects with roundabouts were mentioned in Prime Experience




v

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s} and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% I Assigned Rating ) > I Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has 25 employees with professional expertise
encompassing a wide range of transportation and engineering experience. This includes highly experienced employees providing the QA/QC
on the project and the team also includes retired GDOY personnel.

£, Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Experence and Qualifications — 30%

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Several relevant roundabout projects mentioned in Prime Experience as well.

B. Project Manager. Kay Team Leader(s] and Prime’s Resources and Workinad Capacity — 20% lAssiu"M Rating » ! Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has 25 additional licensed Georgia Professional
Engineers throughout firm who are available fo provide roadway, structural, geotechnical and electrical engineering support to our local staff
as needed.

A Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnime’s Experlencs ant Qualiﬂcatln

Adequate

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Profects with roundabouts mentioned in Prime Experience.

4

B. Projett ianager, Key Team Leader(s} and Frime's Resolices and Workload Capacity — 20% IAssi!ned Ratmg = ) I Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has companies employs 125+ professlonals to assist
with project as needed to successfully deliver project.

A Project Managar, Rey Tedm ideﬂ!ﬂ'm’a Prime's Experignte and Qufifications - 30% JAesansd Ratng o | Ad equate

Alf KTL's listed relevant project experience. Projects with roundabouts mentioned in Prime Experience.
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B Project Man«ger, Key Team Leadet{s) and Prime's Resources and Worldoad Capacity ~ 20% Agsighed Rating

b 4
hd

Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has feam fo perform QC/QA reviews

B 1 L ] 1 B e - - . - = -_
A Projeed 2 — | Marginal

KTL's did not list roundabout projects in experience or Prime Experience

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Pnme’s Resources and Workioed Capacity — 20% J igned Rating

Wi
hd

Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has team to perform QC/QA reviews

A_Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s} ana Prime's Experience and Qualifications — 30% |Asshmd Rating g ' Ma rg inal

PM and Road KTL the same. Projects with roundabouts were not mentioned in Prime Experience.

B, Project Manager, Key Team I.sader(s} and Frime s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% lmmned Rating _H i Adequate

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has Plans for QC/QA reviews

A Projeci Manager, Key Team Leader(s] and Frime's Expenence and Quaifications — 38% Asslgned Rating Good

All KTL's listed relevapt project experience. Several relevant roundabout projects mentioned in Prime Experience as well,

& Project Manager, Kay Team Leadsr(s)and Pnime’'s Resources and Workload Capecity ~ 20% lAssiuned Rating 4» | Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has qualified speclalist to perform QC/QA reviews

A Project Marager. Key Tears Leadens) anid Priitic’s Exparignce and Quaiificanons — 50% Assigneq Haring I

Adequate

PM and Environmental KTL's listed relevant project experience however Road KTL did not. Several relevant Pprojects with multiple
roundabouts mentioned in Prime Experience as well. Special design of elliptical roundabout mentioned {VENTURE DRIVE AT STEVE
REYNOLDS AND DAY DRIVE INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS).
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B Projest Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% Asggned Rating ) a I

Adeguate

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work

Assigne:d Ratimg

[A Project Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Fnime’s Experience and Quallfications — 30%

i Marginal

Ait KTL's listed relevant project experience. Projects with roundabouts were not mentioned in Prime Experience however two KTL's worked
tfogether projects mentioned.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leadar(s) and Prime’s Resourcas and Warkload Capacity ~ 20% | Assigned Rating

b 4
hd

Good

Fiow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to compleie the work. Firm has qualified specialist to perform QC/QA reviews

A, Projact Manager, Rey Team Leader(s] and Frime's Expenience and Qualncanons = 30% Assigned Rating

Marginal

PM and Road KTL's listed relevant project experience however Environmental KTL referenced mostly ecology work instead of NEPA docment
writing or review. Several relevant projects with multipie roundabouts mentioned in Primeo Experience.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% iAssigned Rating 4),_) i Adequate

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Office currently has a staff of 211 employees, with 79
engineers and planners, 10 environmental technicians.

A, Pigject Maniage:, Key Team Leadéns) aid Primie's Expernunce and Guaiifications ~ Amrzgnea Ranng _» i

Excellent

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Several relevant projects with multiple roundabouts mentioned in Prime Experience as well.

[B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prme's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% ]issnod Rating 3 a I

Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has qualified specialist to perform QC/QA reviews

A Project Manager, Key Team Le=der(s] and Prime's Expenence ane Qualifications — 30% Assigned Rating

Excellent

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Several relevant projects with multiple roundabouts mentioned in Prime Experience as well.




B Project M Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capaclty — 20% Assigned Rating

W
hd

Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has qualified specialist to perform QC/QA reviews

A Projec

k

lager, Rey Team Leuder(n) ‘and Pme's penenra and Qualifications — 30%

Assigrod Rating

= _Adeguate

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Several relevant projects with multiple roundabouts mentioned in Prime Experience as well,

WV
N/

B Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workload GCapaclty — 20% II gned Rating

Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has qualified specialist to perform QC/QA reviews

. Pjt:t Manager, Key Teari LEr{_ I'I Prime's Experlence d uuauéﬁﬁgns - 31{,

Good

All KTL's listed relevant project experience. Several relevant roundabou? projects mentioned in Prime Experience as well. Also, two KTL's
worked together on some of these projects (Columbia County, Columbia County, GA).

B, Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capagity — 20% |A=signed Rating

A 4
A4

Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity fo complete the work. Firm has 12 roadway designers, six traffc
engineers, and fve environmental scientists.

A Projact Manager. Key Team Leadet(s) and Pnme's Experience and Qualifications= - Assigned Rating Adequate

PM and Road KTLs did not list roundabout project experience. Roundabouf projects listed under Prime Experience (KY 81 / Ky 56
Intersection Roundabaout)

B Project Manager, Kay Team Leader{z) and Prima’s Resources and Workinad Capacrty — 20% I&ssignad Rating 4)9 [ Good

Filow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. staf of 72 engaged in our primary business of pfanning and
designing transporiation improvements, including pianning, frafc studies, environmental assessments, road/bridge design, frails and
streetscape improvements, drainage design, and right-of-way acquisition. Staff assigned to provide QA/QC.

Al Froject Manager, fey Team lesderis) ane Frume’s Experjernce and Wuanficatons — 30% i Marginal

PM and Road HTLs did not list roundabout projfect experience. Roundabout projects were not listed under Prime Experience
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B Project Manager. Key Team Leadrr(s) and Prime’s Resources and Warkload Capacity — 20% 'Assiuned Rating H i Adequate

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work

Asslgned Rating

ar‘qmal

PM and Road KTLs did not list roundabout project experience. One relevant project listed under Prime Experience (Sargent Road at
Crossington Road})

b 4
L

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Resources and Wotdoad Capacity — 20% [ gned Rating ! Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity fo complete the work. 19 fransportation professionals (8 roadway engineers, 6
planners, 3 bridge engineers, 2 water resources engineers). Staff assigned to provide GA/QC.

A Project Maitages, ey Toam Leader(s) aid Primse's Experience and Gualifications — 30% Assiguea Ranng 3 Ade quate
All KTLs listed refevant experience. No reference made to roundabout projects under Prime experience.
B Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s} and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% ]Msismd Rating _H l Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. 91 employees including 7 administrative staff, 21
transportation employees, and 19 survey office and field staff. Staff assigned to provide QA/QC.

A_Project Manager, ney Team Leader(s) and Pame’s Expenence and Quallfications — 30% A3Sgied Aaliig Ad equate

All KTLs listed relevant experience. Prime experience listed projects with multiple roundabouts(SR 372 (Crabapple Road) Improvements).

B. Project Manages, Key Team Loadar{s} and Prime’s Reseurces and Workioad Capacity — 20% IAssigmd Rating 4)9 I Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has over 120 transportation staff in GA and they have
a separafe QA/QC team.

A Project Manager, Rey Team Leadens) and Fnme's Expenence and Gualmcations ~ 30% ‘|A=signed Rating Ad equate

PM and ENV listed relevant experience. Rd KTL did not list experience w/ roundabout projects. Prime experience listed roundabout praofects
with unique designs { 7TH STREET TRUCK ROUTE and ROUNDABOUT - SOUTH TERMINAL EXPANSION).




L

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime's Resources and Workload Capaclty — 20% l-\w-:rnd Ratng ) > l Good

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm is ranked 28 among the Top 100 Pure
Designers by Engineering News-Record. Firm consist of 30 domestic offices with over 750 employees and eight international
offices with 1,300 employees.

LALTF

mjaaaef. y Tem mdq and Frime's penerma ana Qajmcalona -30% ? i Ad equate

All KTL’s have relevant experince listed including multi flane roundabout projects. Roundabout projects were not mentioned under the Prime
Experience.

Goad

B Project Manager, Key Team Laadar(s) and Prime s Resources ant Workload Capacity — 20% lAssigned Rating

h 4
hd

Firtn listed additional resources and has the capacity fo complete the project and listed key resource to serve as QC/QA leader.

Assignea Raung

' Fm .':Ianer_ Key Tm Lmﬂ ad Pﬂma Experlence and ualcﬂons — 3% i Good

All KTL's have relevant experince listed including multi lane roundabout projects. Multi-lane and unique roundabout designs were HNsted
under Prime Experience (COLEMAN BOULEVARD REVITALIZATION ).

| Projest Manager, Key Team Laader(z) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% JAssigntd Rating 49 | Adequate

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity fo complete the work. Frim has additional resources to handle work If needed (800
transportation professionals).

A Project manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnime's Expanience and Quallfications — 30% ~sangiiad Ratltg Good

All KTL's have relevant experince Jisted including multi Iane roundabout projects. Firm currently works on on-call roundabout contract for
GDOT and listed several relevant roundabout projects under Prime Experience.

B. Project Manager. Key Team Leadar{s} and Prime s Resotrces and Worklond Capanity — 20% |A==I9ned Rating _H | Good

Firm listed additional resources and has the capacity to complete the project and listed key resource to serve as QC/QA leader.

A Froject Manager, Rey Team Lender(s) and Frime's Expenence ana Quanficanons - 30% Aselgned Rating Ade quate

FHM and Environmental KTL's have relevant experince listed, however Road KTL’s did not mention roundabout projects. Relevant projects
listed under Prime Experience including roundabout project that incoporates bike Ianes (HARRAF'’S CASINO ACCESS ROAD, ROUNDABOUT &
BRIDGE}.




—
B. Preject Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Gapacity — 20% ,Assigmd Rating ) > [ Ad equate
Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity te complete the work
A Praject _Man'l.&gar_. Rey Team Leader(s) and Prime's Expensnce and Quallfications — 30% Aszlgned Rating > ; Ade quate

PM and Environmental KTL's have relevant experince listed, however Road KTL's did not mention roundabout projects. One roundabout
project was mentioned under the Prime Experlence (SR 30/US 98) Gregory Street and Bayfront Parloway af the 17th Avenue Inferscetasn in
Escambia County, Florida).

B Project Manager, Key Team Leadsar{s) and Pnme's Resources and Worklsad Capacity — 20% Assigned Rating 4)_} H G ood

Flow chart shows required staffing and team has capacity to complete the work. Firm has over 40 offices and 1000 emplolyees
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_ SUBMITTING FiRMa

Sximom ot affowad ot

Evaluator 2

Alfred Benesch & Cornpany

Adequate

1
Barge. Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon Adequate Good 300 1
CALYX Enginesrs and Consuitants Adsguate Good 300 1
CHA Consulting, Inc. Adeguata Geod 300 q
Clark Patterson Enginesrs, Surveyor and Architects, P © Adequate Gaod 300 1
Cranston Enginesrnng Group, F C Adequate Good 00 1
CROY Engineenng, LLC Adequate Good 300 1
EXP L& Services Inc Adeguate Good 30C 1
Freese and Nichols, Inc Adequate Good 300 1
Hussey, Gay, Belt & Deyoung, Inc Adequate Good 300 1
International Design Senvicas, 1hc /dba/IDS Global, Inc - Disquaified a 0 4] 33
Infrasinicture Consuling and Engineetng. PLLC Adeguate Good 300 1
KC| Teshnoloyes, Inc Adaquate Good 300 1
Kennedy Engineenng & Associates Group LLC Adequate Good 300 1
Kimley-Hom and Associates, Inc Adequate Goed 300 1
Michaei Baker international, Ing Adequate Goad 300 1
Maffatt & Nicha! Adequate Good 30C 1
Morelard Altobell Associaies, Inc Adequate Good 300 1
Mott MacDonaid LLC Adeguate Good 3 1
MSA Prefessional Servicse Inc gba Curston Adequate Good 3c0 i
Negl-Schaffer. Inc Adequate Good 30¢ 1
Pond & Compary Adequate Cood 300 1
QK4, Inc Adeqguate Good 300 1
R.K_Shah & Asscciates, Inc Adequate Good 300 1
RS&H, Inc Adequate Good 300 1
Southeastern Engineenng, Inc Adaquate Good 300 1
Steniec Consuling Services, inc Adeguata Good 300 1
TY Lin intemiatonal. Inc Adequate Good 00 1
Thompsen Engineeting, Inc Adequate Good 300 1
TranSysiemns Corporaiion + Adequate Good 300 1
Vanassee Hangen Brustin, Inc I Adeguate Good J00 1
Vaughn & Meltor: Censuling Engiresers, Inc i Adeguate Goad 300 1
Volkerd, inc Adequate Good 39'0_ 4

Maxir:ium Points affowes' = | 300 200 500 |




g

g
CEnnim

Tyt
GDOT Soliciation # . PHASE | - Prelimin
RFQ-484-052819, Contract #3 Phase of Evaluation: : an
Ratings
Evaluator # 2 i _
Buglualing Unminidtans should ausign Bitagh (ulions andg sxyronghor fog ZAntg DRl My sack Sootlei Commante iest Bewarton in tho voxes movidod and thouta Bty thee Tating daaniot

Poor = Cioes Not have minimum gualiﬁc-ltfaml_milahﬁy = 0% of the Avrilabie Polnis -

Marginal = Meets Minimum qualificationslavailability but one or more major ot ate hot addressed or le kasking in soma essentlal aspects = Gcore 25 % of Avallabie Points
|Adequate = Meets i qualificationfavailability and is v capable.of p g work = 50% of Avallable Points

Good = More than meets mink

qualificationsfavailability and in some aspects =75% of Available Points
Excellent = Fully meets tualificationsfavaitability and exceeds in smmrl or all areas = T00% of Avarlable Points

A Preject Mucasger, Key Team Leadei{s) and Prime's Experience and Qualficaflons - 30% Assigned fRammg

rd Adeguate

RKTL presented relevant exp on several projects of similar scope prepared for local governments which demonstrates the necessary exp to
complete required scope of services. Presented limited exp with GDOT processes. Prime has completed profects of similar scope with RKTL.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) end Prime’s Resources and Yorkload Capacity — 0%

Assigned Roting

> Good

Prime has sufficient resources fo complete scope of services. RKTL has several profects in various phases of development. and appear fo
have capacity for work. ENV KTL has numerous projects In various phases of deveopment.

A, Project mManager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications — 30% |As=igned Ratag ,! Adequate

RKTL presented relevant exp on several projects of similar scope which demonstrates the necessary exp to complete required scope of
services. Presented limited exp with GDOT processes. Prime has completed projects of similar scope.

B Project Managsr. Key Team | eader{s} and Prims's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20%

Ilﬁs igned Rating

— | Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services.

. Ied:! nkger, Rey Team Leaﬂarfi and me‘ Experience ang Qusiificaucns — 30%

Assiyned Ratmg

Adequate

FPM has significant exp with GDOT processes and presented relevant eng exp.RKTL presented limited details on actual engineering
experience. Details focused on project descriptions and not the work performed

B Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s} and Prime s Resourees and Workinad Capacity — 20%

A egignad Ratie

W
A4

Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services.

A Propect Manager, Key Team | sader(s) and Prrme’s Experience and Qualificalions — 30%

Azigned Fanng

Adequate

RKTL presented significant technical exp for traffic analyses for several projects but presented no exp with GDOT processes. Prime has

completed numerous projects of similar scope with RKTL involvment. Demonstrates ability to perform scope of services. Comploted a quick
response project for GDOT. Presented limited exp with GDOT PDP.




Z

B. Profect Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Prima's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% IMﬂiﬂnsd Rating : ) Good

Prime has sufficient resources fo complete scope of services. RKTL has 100% availability to perform scope of services. ENV KTL has
numerous projects in various phases of development.

. I’ra} ener. Key Team Leade

r(s) arsi

Frime’s pznance ana Gualificetions — u [ ; - 5 !

Adeguate

PM has managed/designed a variety of projects using GDOT processes. RKTL has worked on various types of projects and has exp. utilizing
GROT processes. Prime has completed several a variety of projects with PM or KTL Involvment.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% |Assigned Rating

\ 4
L4

| Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services.

_. Per-t \lcinaen Key Team LEldES! and Prime’s E):jaece and Qualifications —

Adequate

PM presented exp managing various types of projects. RKTL presented limited exp with projects of similar scope. Notes familiarity with
GDOT processes. Prime has completed profects of similar scope with PM or KTL involvment.

B Project Manager, Key Team Laader{s) and Prime’s Rasources and Workioad Gapacity — 267 lA.sslgned Rating LY ) [

Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services.

A Froject Manager, Rey Team Leager|s) and Prnme’s Experience and Qualifications — 30% IABsIgned Rating

Adequate

PM presented exp managing various phases of similar scope projects and noted familiarity with GDOT processes. RKTL presented limited
exp with projects of similar scope. Relevant exp presented by prime appears to be as a subconsultant fo ICE. Actual work performed by Croy
is not specificed.

B Prolect Manager, Key Team Leaderfs) and Prime's Rescurces and Workloatd Capacity — 20% 'Aulsned Rating 4» i Good

Prime presented minimum staff to complete scope of services. PM and KTL appear to have capacity for work. Availability of RTKL unknows.

A Projact Managel, Rey Téani Leader(s) and Prime’s Experience gna QuaJilicaToNs — 30% Assigned Rating

Adequate

PM has significant exp with GDOT processes and presented relevant eng exp with projects of similar scope. Roadway Key team presented
limited details on relevant eng exp. Prime has exp with various bridge profects that involved bridge KTL.




Z

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workinad Capacity — 20% 5 s Rating » | Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services. PM and other KTLs appear to have capacity for work.

A Projact Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Experience and Qualifications — 30% Assigned Rating Ad equ até

PM presentfed relevant exp with various fypes of projects and noted familiarity with GDOT processes. RKTL noted exp on an executive level
as principal in charge for several bridge rehabilitation projects with no exp with GDOT processes.. The prime presented exp with varicus
types of projects inciuding bridges yet did not have any exp with GDOT specific processes.

- 5 [ it
B Project Manager, Key Team Leaden(s) and Prime’s Rescurces and Workioed Capacity — 20% ] Rating _H ! Good

Prime presented miminum staff to complete pe of servi Additional resources noted provided details on years of exp but limited
details on relevant exp and familiarity with GDOT processes. PM and KTL appear to have availability for work.

> | Adequate

RKTL presented limited exp on the completion of a profect utilizing GDOT processes. On-going work to complete project of similar scope.
Has capabilities to perform the required services.

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s} and Frime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% Assigned Rating H ! Good

Prime has sulficient resources to complete scope of services and PM and KTL appear to have capacily for work. Env lead has numerous
PpProjects in various stages of development.

' P.-;r,'r.'t l.i1§a1', \‘-: Tewm Lasi .. Eapeniance and aﬁﬁcttums - 30% Tassgnea Raung

Disqualified

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Werkioad Capacity — 20% Assigned Rating

]
v

Disqualified

A |13 M) ==
A_Froject Manager, Key Team Ledder(s) and Prime's Experience and Qualifications — 30% ]Asslgmd Rating

Adequate

PN presented project with relevant exp. Has managed several interchange projects. Roadway KTL has served as lead on various profects
and Is familiar with GDOT processes. Prime has completed several project with PM and KTL involvment.




2.

fB. Project Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% Aasigned Rating : b

2 Good

Prime appears to have sufficient resources to deliver scope of services.

A Project annger. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Experlence and Quallﬁcatlns K8

Adequate

PM presented engineering exp for a variety of transportation prajects; provided limited details on actual project management experience.

RTKL noted exp with simple projects therefore has capahilitios to complete required scope of services. Prime has compleied projects of
simifar scope.

B Project Mansger. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workdoad Capaclty — 20% Jﬁslywd Ratihg )

> Good

Prime has sufficient resources fo complete scope of services. NEPA and bridge lead have numerous projects in varlous phases of|
development.

F'mJel Mnager Aey Team eadrfsj and Frime's Experience and Qualifications — 30%

Adequate

RKTL presented exp on various types of projects and exp with GDOT processes. Prime has limited exp with profects of similar scope yet has
capabilities to perform scope of services.

rﬁ Project Manager, Key Team Leaden(s) and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% ]Aulnnm Rating

Wi
h.d

Good

Prime has sufficient resources fo complete scope of services with support from subconsultants. PM and RKTL will serve in same role.
Additional information in narrative referenced bridge projects instead of roundabouts.

A Profect Manager, Rey Leagei(s) and Priine & Exp o : - i

Adequate

RHKTL presented relevant exp on projects of similar scope that demonstrates the necessary exp to complete required scope of servcies. Has
exp with GDOT processes based on listed projects. Prime presented relevant exp with projacts of similar scope.

B Projact Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prme's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% ]Msiuned Rating = Y !

Goad

Prime has sufficient resources to perform scope of services including QA review. RKTL Has numerous Pprojects in various stages of
development yet has sufficient support staff listed,

A Project nnager. Key Taam Lendeu) and Pnime’s Experence and Quallfications — 30% Assigied Raung

Adequate

RKTL presented relevant exp with various types of projects including a project of similar scope. Has familiarity with GDOT processes and
capabilities fo perform scope of services. Prime presented exp with projects of similar scope. Has completed projects with KTL involvment.




Z

B Project Manager, Key Tegm Leader{s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% i igned Rating 4» I Good

Prime has sufficient resources to perform scope of services including QA review. PM and KTL have capacity for work.

& I L L . d . = a ——t W, = o
A Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s] and Pnme’s Experience and Quaificanons — 30% i | Ade Guate

PM and RKTL presented exp with various types of projects. Prime has exp with projects of similar scope invaiving KT members.

B Projact Mariager, Key Team |eader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workicad Capatity ~ 20% 5 Rating 4» [ Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services including QA resources . PM and KTL appear to have capacity for work.

A Project Manager, Key ngm Leadsr{s) and Prime’s Exparience and Quallfications - 30% [ Asslgned Rating > Ad equate

PM presented revelant engineering exp and familiarity with GDOT processes. RK presented refevant exp. Prime has complieted several
projects with similar scope that involved PM or BKTL.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Frime's Rezources and Workioad Capacity - 20% Rsigned Rating _H I Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services including QA resources. PM and KTL appear fo have capacity for work.

A. Frojeci Manmger. Aoy Team L eaden(s] and Fnme’s Experience ana Qualfications — 30% Assigned Rating Ad eguate

RHTL presented refevant exp . Prime has several contracts underway to perform similar scope of services for another State agency.

8 Project Manager. Key Tearn Leader{s} and Prime-2 Rasources and Workioad Capacity — 20% IAssisnsd Rating H ' Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services,

A Project Manager, Key Thaim |eadsiis] and Plulle'a Sxpenence and wuaiflcations — 30% |Assigned Raung Adeauate

N

RKTL presented relevant exp on projects of similar scope that demonsftrates the necessary exp to complete required scope of serveies. Has
exp with GDOT processes based on listed projects. Prime presented relevant exp with projects of similar scope.
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B Prafect Manager. Key Team Leadet(s] and Pime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% i igned Rating

Wi
N/

Good

Prime has sufficient resources fo perform scope of services including QA review. RKTL has numerous projects in various stages of|
development yet has sufficient support staff listed.

A Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Experfence and Quallfications — 30% Assigned Rating

] Adequate

N

Roadway KTL presented relevant exp on various types of profects that demonstrates the necessary exp fo complete required scope of|
services. Has exp with GDOT processes and has completed a project. Prime has not completed many projects of similar scope.

B P-mjectﬁanager; Key Team Leader(s) and Prme’s Resources and Workload Capacity —~ 20% i igned Rating LN l Good

Prime has sufficient resources fo complete scope of services.

A, Project Manager, hey Team Leader(s) and Prime s Expenence and Guallfications — 30% Assigned Rating Adequate

RKTL presented refevant exp on projects of similar scope that demonstrates the necessary exp to complete required scope of servcies, Has
exp with GDOT processes Prime presented relevant exp with profects of similar Scope.

B Project Manager. Key Toam Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% IAssisned Ratlng 4)9 l Good

Prime has sufficient resources to perform scope of services and capacity for work.

A Profdct Manager, Ksy Team Laader(s) and Prime’s Expenence and Quaiifications — 30% Assignea Raung

W

Adequate

RKTL presented relevant exp on various fypes of projects that demonstrates the necessary exp to complete required scope of services.

I8 Project Manager, Key Team Leaden(s} and Prime-e Resou1ces ant Warkicad Capacity ~ 20% v matg —p | Good

L

Prime has sufficient resources fo complete scope of services.

A Project Manager, Key Team Leader{e) and Prnme's Experience and Qualifications — 30% AsSigined Ralirny = Ad equate

PM has over 40+ years of eng exp. RKTL noted eng exp for 2 projects whereby he served as lead from concept to letting and served as
quality assurance reviewer for the other projects listed. Prime has completed various types of projects with PM and KTL involvment.
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B Project Manager. Key Taam Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% Agzigned Ratmg > } I Good
Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services.
A. Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Expenence and Qualifications — 30% Assigned Rating Ade guate

RKTL presented exp for completing concept reports for another bridge bundle contract currently under development. Notes exp with GDOT
processes. Prime has completed projects of various types.

- — =
B Profect Manager, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% | Rating » j Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services.

Al Froject Manager, Rey Team Leaaer(s) and Prime's Experience and Qualifications — 30% ati Ad equate

RKTL presented relevant exp to complete scope of services

el_a. Project Managsr. Key Team Leader{s} and Primne's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% Assigned Rating _H l Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services.

A Project Manages, Rey Taaim Leddén(aj and Prime’s Experience and quaificanons — 30% fEER G AR Adequate

Roadway KTL presented relevant engineering exp with several projects of similar scope. Has exp with GDOT processes based on listed
projects and had completed a profect based on details provided under prime’s exp. Prime presented relevant exp with PM andior KTL
invelvement.

B Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% l=-==‘wd Rating 4)9 { Good

Prime has sufficient resources fo perform scope of services

A_Project Manager, Key Team Leader({s) and Prime’s Expenence and Qualifications = 50% i H Ad equ ate

Prime has not completed a project of similar scope yet has two on-going GDOT projects of similar scope. PM presented exp with various
types of projects but included limited exp with GDOT PDP processes. RKTL presented exp with several on-going projects and nofes exp with
GDOT procesess.
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B Project Mansger, Key Tearn Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% Jissigned Rafing H l Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services.

Project Manager, Key Taam Leader(s) and anas Experience and Qualifications — 30% [ . ed Rath - v Ade quate

RKTL presented relevant exp on projects of similar scope that demonstrates the necessary exp to complete required scopa of servcles. Has
exp with GDOT processes based on listed projects. Prime presented relevant exp with projects of similar scope.

B Projact Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Gapagity — 20% lAssisned Rating : > Good

Prime has sufficient resources fo complete ipe of servi RKTL has several profects in various phases of development. and appear fo
have capacity for work.

A Fropect Manager, Key Teanr Leader(s) and Frime's Experience ana Quaimicattons — 30% Axsigned Rating P | Adeguate

PM presented relevant management exp for several bridge replacment projects from concept to preliminary design. RKTL presented exp with
varlous fypes of projects that demonstrates the necessary exp to complete required scope of services. Has exp with GDOT processes based
on listed profects and has completed a project based on details provided under prime’s exp. Prime has completed several bridge replacment
projects with PM or KTL involvment. Prime has exp with GPOT processes.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% |As=isrmd Rating

SE
\

Good

Prime has sufficient resources fo complete scope of services.

A Pcl mrag Key Team Leaderis sad z ; T ; Ad equate

RKTL presented exp for projects of similar scope yet did nof provide sufficient details on actual work performed/completed. Has capabilities
fo perform the required services.

B Project Manager. Key Team Leaderis) and Frme's Resourcss and Warkivad Capacity — 20% Asslgned Rating _)9 i Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services.

A-Project Manager. Key Teant |.eagsr(s) and Prime's Experiance and Quallfications — 30% d Ad equate

RKTL presented exp and cabilities to perform required scope of services. Prime resources have completed several
projects of similar scope.
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B Project Manager. Key Team Lsader({s) and Pnme's Rescurces and Workload Gapacity — 20% IAssisned Rating H ] Good

Prime has sufficient resources to compliete scope of services.

A Project Manager. Kev Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications — 30% S Ratin ! Ade quate

RKTL presented limited exp on the completion of a project utllizing GDOT processes. Has capabllities to perform the required services.
Prime has not completed a project of similar scope. Relevant projects including mainly on-going bridges.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader({s) and Prime’s Resources and Woi lioad Capacity - 20% iAssignud Rating ) ) I Good

Prime has sufficient resources to complete scope of services.
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=2 e GLE2: 1 _T- e Yy Téa_ﬂmﬁi-.ﬁ b
Alfred Bienesch & Company Good Adeguate 325 12
Barge, Waggoner, Sumnei and Cahnon Good Marginal 275 g
CALYX Engmeels and Censultants Good Adequate 326 12
CHA Consulting, Inc Good Good 37s 2
Clark Paiiersonrt Engineers, Surveyol anc Architecis, P G Excellent | Margina 350 0
Crenston Engineenng Gioup, P C. Adequate | Adegquata 250 20
CROY Engineenng LLC Good Adequate 325 12
EXP US Services Inc Marginal | Adequate 176 27
Frease end Nichals, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 20
Hussey, Gay, Be! & Deyoung, Inc Geood Adequate 325 12
International Desigr Services, Inc fdbaiDs Global, Inc - Disqualiied 0 a 4] 33
Infrasiructure Consulting and Enginesnng, PLLC Good Adequate 325 12
KCl Technologes, inc Adequate | Adequate 250 20
kanziady Enginesnng & Assotiates Group LLC Marginal Marginal 125 30
Kimley-Hain arid Assocates, Inc Excellent | Adequate 400 5
Michae: Baker Intemational, Iric Excellent | Adequate 400 5
IMaffatt 8 Nichal Marginal | Good 225 25
lMoreI-and Aliobelh Assuciates, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 20
[ Mot MacDonald LLC Good Good 375 7
MSA Professiona: Services 'nt Jdba Oursion Excellent | Marginal 350 10
Nesl-Schaffer, Inc Excellent | Excellent 500 1
Pond & Company Excellent | Excelient 500 1
QKA. Inc Good Adequate 325 12
R.K 3hah % Associates, Inc Marginal | Adequate 175 27
RS&H, inc Marginal Marginal 125 0
Southsastern Engineenng, Irnc Adequate | Adequate 250 20
Stanise Consuiing Servicss Inc Adequate Geood 300 48
TY UinInternatianal, Inc Adsguate | Marginal 200 26
Thempson Enginesnng, Inc Marginal | Adequate 178 27
TranSysiems Cerporation Exgellent | Excellent 500 i
Vanassee Hanger Brustin, inc Excellent | Excelient 50C i
aughit & Meltcr: Consuling Engnoel s, Inc Good Good 375 ¥
Volkeri, Inc Marginal Marginal 125 30

Hoo il Fomts-aboed =] #i 206 00 | %
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GDOT Sollcitation #: . PHASE | - Prelimina
RFQ-484-052819, Contract #8 Phase of Evaluation: v v
Ratings
Evaluator#: 3 .
[Beziebastiiig: Chairdibinn el i KAt sapledns and sxalapangn M ritangs balow bt goek Seohan Sasil 00 sl 2n worer [ e lissss greerde did st id Attt Se rating De g e

Poor'= Does Not have minlmum qualifcatii bility = 0% of the Availzble Polnts )
Marginal = Meets Minlmum qualifications/availabillty but ane or mdre major Y are nel addressed or is lacking in some assential agpects = Score 25 % of Points
Adequate = Maats | quaiifl ailability and Is generatly capabje of performing work = §0% of e Polnts |

Good = More then meets minimum qualifications/avaliability and exceeds in some aspects =75% of Avallable Palnts
Excallent = Fully meets qualificatlonsfzvailability end exceads in saversl or 2ll areas = 1005, of Available Polnts

A Projact Manager, Kay Team Leader(s) and Priis's Ezperlenca and Qualifications — 30% Assigned Rating = Good

Comments: Sufficient PM & Design experlence w/ roundabouts excellent Environmentaf management experience (primarily w/ GDOT)

B Projact Manager, Key Team Leadar(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% EAﬁslaned Rsting ) [ Adeq uate

Comments: Extensive sfaff resources, with at least an extra Individual avallable per Area Class; ther commitments are a little high,
particularly for the PM and Roadway KTL

A Project i y Team Leader{sj and Prime’s Expenence and (uaiificanons — 30% Assigned Rating l Good

Comments: PM’s examples reference roundabout experience; Roadway KTL shows exp. w/ roundabouts; NEPA KTL shows roundabout exp. -
Prime shows roundabout exp.

B Project Manager, Kay Team Leader(s} and Prnme’s Re<ources and Workioad Capatity — 20% |Asslgnad Rating H l Ma I’Qi nal

Comments: Org. chart only lists single individuals for the environmental team; does nof break team down by Area Class prequalifications;
other commitments are relatively fow

A Project Maneger, Key Team Leadar(s) and Prirne’s Exparlapce and Quallfications — 30% Assigned Rating Good

Comments: PM examples roundabout experience; Roadway KYL shows roundabout experience; NEPA Key TL shows extensive experience
managing confracts and bundles, but doesn’t specifically identify roundabout experience - Prime experience include roundabout projects

B Projact Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Phme's flesolircas and Warioad Capacity ~ 20% | ——> | Adequate

Comments; Extensive stalff resources, with an extra individual available for most Area Classes; ofher commitments are a little high,
particularly for the PM and Roadway KTL

b Projact Manager, Rey Team Loadsds) and Pdine s Eapenenuce «nd wuaiiicanons — 3% ‘Aseigned raung Good

Comments: PM's examples reference roundabout experience; Roadway KTL shows exp. w/ roundabouts; NEPA KTL shows roundabout exp. -
Prime shows roundabout exp.




32

I8 Project M Key Team L {s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% LERlgres Rg

b 4
vd

Good

Comments: Extenslve stalf resources, with an extra individual available for most Area Classes; other commitments are relatively low

A Project Mmanager, kay Team Leader(s] and Prima’s P and Qualiflcat] ~30% EA!llgﬂed Rating

Excellent

Comments: PM doesn't show roundabout exp, but does include Intersection improvement exp; Roadway KTL shows significant exp w/,
roundabouts; NEPA KTL doesn’t specifically show roundabout exp, does show large experience w/ NEPA and ENV In general - Prime shows
sigrificant exp w/ GDOT and roundabout projects (examples within Iast 5 years)

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s] and Pnime’s Rascurces and Workload Capacity — 20% n‘ [ Railng )

> Marginal

Comments: Extensive staff resources, with an extra Individual avallable for most Area Classes; other commitments are a little high wy around
50% monthly time accounted for, Roadway KTL exceeds 66% of available monthly commitment (160 hr month)

| . G | LRI ! o = . -
A Project '-1951(99 Toam Leader{s] and Prinia'a / 2 i %

Adecmt

Comments: PM examples roundabout experience; Roadway KTL shows roundabout experience; NEPA KTL doesnt specifically show
roundabout exp, does show Iarge experience w/ NEFA and ENV in general - Prime shows at least some exp w/ roundabout projects

B Prajact Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% IAsalqnsd Rating >

> Adeguate

Comments: Org. chart shows multiple staff for the different areas of focus, but does not break team down by Area Class prequalifications;
other commitments are relatively low, but the Roadway KTL's monthly time commitments exceed 50% (180 hrs per month)

Key Team Leader{s) and Frime‘s Exparience and Qualincations — 30%

Good

Comments: PM examples roundabout experience; Roadway KTL shows roundabout experience; NEPA HTL doesnt specifically show
roundabout exp, does show large experlence w/ NEPA and ENV in general - Prime shows extensive exp w/ roundabout projects

B Project Manager, Key Tenm Leader(s) and Pnimsra Resources and Workloed Gapaetty — 20% Zepigred Raning ) a |

Adequate

Comments: Org chart doesn’t list specific Individuals or # of individuals for ENV Area Classes; Time commitments area all somewhat high,
but the status for some the various commitments are nearing completion

A Prejsct Manager, Key Team Leaders) and Prime's Experience and Gualificatl

Marginai

Comments: Only PM's examples demonstrate exp w/ roundabout projects, though the Roadway and NEPA KTLs do show exp with other GDOT
profects; Prime shows a fair bit of exp w/ roundabout profecis
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B Projest Manager, Key Tearn Leadur(s) and Prime’s Rascurces and Worldead Capacity — 20% |,mssigned Rating :

> Adequate

Comments Org. chart shows multiple staff for the different areas of focus, but does not break team down By Area Class prequalifications;
other commitments are very fow

iy e iile. . (TR -
A Froject Menager, ney Team Leader{s) and Frima's Experience and Qualifleztions — 30%

[Pestanes Rating

Adequate

Comments: PM doesn’t show roundabout exp; Roadway KTL does show roundabout exp; NEPA KTL doesn't show roundabouf exp, but does
exp with various other profect lypes; Prime shows 2 farger amount of oxp w/ roundabocut projects

FE Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capaclity — 20% lAssmnrsd Rating » E

Adeguate

Comments: Org chart only shows minimal staff resources for each Area Class; Other commitments are minimal

A, Peﬂ Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prima’s Exg=rlenca and Qualifications

Good

Comments: PM and Roadways KTL do show exp w/ roundabout projects; NEPA KTL doesn't speclly roundabout exp, but does show exp with
a number of other projects that Include intersection and operation Improvements - Prime does show a large amount of roundabout exp

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime s Resources =nd Workioad Gapacity - 20% | g —— | Adeguate
Comments: Org chart only shows minfmal staff resources for each Area Class; Other commitments are minimal

A Pm;r_Ma;gnr. Rey Team Leader(s) and Frime s £ and Qualitl —~30% Assigned Rating Poor
Disquallfled

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Warkicad Capacity — 20% ]“‘55'9""’ Raiing —)9 ﬂ Poor
Disqualified

A Project Manager, Kay Tram Leader(s} and Prime’s Experizice and Qualifications — 30% Assigned Rating

Comments; PM & Roadway KTL show roundabout exp; NEPA KTL doesn't specifically ID roundabout experience, but does have extensive exp
managing contracts and other profects - Prime shows a fair bit of experlence w/ roundabout projects

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leaderis) and Prime's Rescurces and Workioad Capacity — 20% IAssignad Rating = a i

Adequate

Comments: Org chart shows a number of staff resources, but doesn't ID which Area Class prequalifications are satisfied by each
Individual/firm; Other cominitments are relatively low, though the PM's monthly thme commitment Is on the higher side




Adeguate

Comments: PM and NEPA KTL show roundabout experience, including current project for NEPA KTL; Roadway KTL doesn't ID roundabout

exp but shows a good amount of design experience for Intersection improvement and widening projects; Firm doesn't ID roundabout exp but
does show widening exp

B Proiect Manager. Key Team Laadar(s} and Prime's Ri and Workload Cay

Ty ~20% [Peeianed Ratina - | Adequate

Comments: Org chart shows a limits # of available staff, doesn’t ID Airea Class prequalification holders; Other commitments are lower for PM
and RW KTL, a fair bit higher for the NEPA KTL

A Projest Mimgar, nrey (eam der(s) and Pnime’s penencn and Qualificatipns - 3i

0%

TAssigned Rating

Marl

Comments: PM shows exp w/ at least 1 roundabout project; No Roadway KTL (same as FM?); NEPA KTL doesn't show roundabout exp, but

does have exp on widening and reconstruction projects; Finn doesn't ID roundabout project exp, but does show Intersection improvement
axp

B, Profast Managar, Kay Team Leadar(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% IAs-'-is"ed Rating

b 4

> Marginal

Comments: Org chart staff is limited; Other commitments are high for PM, no separate Roadway KTL

A Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s} and Frinw‘s Experlance and Quallficaiians — 30%

Aoagied haling

Excellent

Comments: PM has extensive exp w/ roundabout profects; RW KTL has extensive exp w/ roundabout profects, both as lead designer and peer

reviewer; NEPA KTL also shows extensive exp as the NEPA lead on roundabout projects for GA projects - Firm has extensive exp w/
roundabouf profects

|6 Project Manager, Key Team Leaderis) and Frime's Resourcss and Worldone Capasity — 20%

[PefenedTatng — Adequate

Comments: Org chart is somewhat limited, doesn't specifically call out Noise SME, staff resources don’t call out Area Class prequalification
holders; Other commitments for PM, RW KTL, NEPA KTL are ali quite high (over 70% for RW KTL, 50% for NEPA K TL)

A Prupact lmr. Rey Team Leadeiis) and Frme's Expernence ang Gualifications — 30%

AEsIgned Raung _» i

Excellent

Comments: PM, RW KYL, and NEPA KTL all show roundabout experience; Firm shows a larger amount of exp w/ roundabout profects in GA

B Projact Manager, Kay Teaim Laadar(s) and Pnme’s Resources and Worlkdcad Capacity — 20% JMBisned Rating > > I

Adequate

Comments: Org chart Is somewhat limited, w/ only indlvidual SMEs for most Area Classes Identified; Other commitments for PM & RW KTL
are above 50% per month

\Ficm Mam L

A. Project Manager, Key Team Leadar{s) and Prime’s Experience and Quallfications ~ 30%

Assigned Rating

Marginal

Comments: PM doesn't ID specific project examples for roundabouts, but has a large amount of exp w/ widening and reconstruction projects;

RW KTL has exp w/ multiple roundabout projects; NEPA KTL has exp w/ varlous project types, but doesn't specific roundabout projects - Firm
doesn’t ID much exp w/ roundabout profects




3

B ProJect Manager. Key Team Leader{s} and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity ~ 20% IAssig"r-d Rating

b 4
N/

Good

Comments: Org chart resources seem sufficlent, but are Ilimited to individual SMEs for ENV, dont have Area Class prequalifications called-
out; Other commitments are low

A Fropect i , Rey Team Leadern s} ang Fnme's Expengnce and Wuanmeations ~ 30% Azsigned Rating

N

i Adeguate

Comments: PM shows exp w/ at least 1 roundabout project; RW KTL shows roundabout exp; NEPA KTL doesn't ID roundabouf project exp,
IDs limited NEPA team lead exp - Firm shows a fair bit of roundabout project axp

LE Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% IMslnnM Rating

b 4

> Adequate

Comments: Org chart is sufficlent, but doesn’t ID Area Class prequalification holders; Other commitments are relatively low

i Good

Conmments; PM, RW KTL show exp w/ roundabout projects; NEPA KTL doesn‘t ID specific roundabout examples, but has been ENV lead for
various project fypes, including widening projects - Firm shows exp with various roundabout projects

B Proje~t Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capecity — 20% Imfgned Rating

b 4
b4

Good

Comments: Org chart is extensive and IDs Area Class prequalification holders; Commitments are low for PM, reasonable for NEPA KTL, high
for RW KTL

Projeci m\ger, Rey Team Leadens) and Prime’s 'Exriem;e ann‘uaiiﬂnan‘ans = 30% Assignes Kaung

> | Excellent

Comments: PM, RW KTL show extensive roundabout exp; NEPA KTL doesn't ID specific roundaboit exp, but shows exp w/ complex widening
and roadway improvement profects - firm has extensive exp w/ roundabout projocts

B Project Managar. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% lAssigned Rating H I

Marginal

Comments: Org chart deesn't list specific individuals or # of individuals for ENV Area Classes; Time commitments area quite high for PM and
RW HTL, but the status for some the various commitments are nearing completion

A Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Expsnence and Quallfic:tions — 30% ]Asslsned Rating - Excellent

Comments: PM, RW, and NEPA KTLs all specily a falr bit of roundabout project exp - FIrm shows a falr bit of roundabout exp

B. Project Manager. Key Team Leadar(s) and Prime’s Resources and Worklozd Capaclty — 20% Insalunsd Rating ) ) |

Excellent

Comments; Org chart is sufficlent, somewhat shallow for ENV team (NEPA KTL covers multiple ENV Area Classes); Other commitments are
fairly reasonable/fow




Excellent

; = sIgnedRm . - !

Comments: PM & Roadway KTL show roundabout exp; NEPA KTL doesn't specifically ID roundabout experience, but does have extensive exp
w/ intersection and Interchange improvement profects - Prime shows extensive exp w/ roundabout projfects

B. Projsct Manager. Kay Tedm Leader{s] and Prime's Resources and Workload Capacly — 20% Assigned Rating 49 l Excellent

Comments: Org chart is Fairly deep, ENV team Is limited to Individual SMES, Area Class prequallfication holders not specifically 1D'd; Other
commitments are quite low

A Frofect Manager, Key Team Leadar{s] and Prime s Exparisnce ana Quaiifications — 30% ASEIgNRA FGiNg I Good

Comments: PM doesn't specify any roundabout exp, but does have exp w/ intersection imp and widening profects: RW KTL shows roundabout
exp; NEPA KTL doesn't specify roundabout projects, but has a variety of widening and improvements projects - Firm has extensive
roundabout exp

E Project Manager, Key Team Leadar(s) and Prime’s Rescurces and Workload Capacity - 20% ]!'salaned Rating : > l Ade quate

Comments: Org chart and staff list is fairly shallow, as really only single SMEs are listed for each Area Class {Area Class prequalification
holders not specified); Other commitments are fairly open for PM and KTLs

" - e " -
A Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s} and Prime’s Experience and Qualrﬁ;ahons 0% slgned Rafing - Marglnal

Comments: PM specifies no roundabout project exp; RW KTL specifies no roundabout exp; NEPA KTL specifies no roundabout exp; all do
have Intersection/interchange/widening project exp - Firm exp doesn't specify roundabout exp, but includes interchange and widening exp

B Project Manager. Key Team Leadar{s} and Prime's R and Workload C: pacity - 20% IAusIgned Rating : ) I Adequate

Comments: Org chart Is sufficlent, staff for ENV team Is limited to individual SMEs for each focus, no Area Class prequallfication holders
1D'd; other commitments are minimal

A Priagect Managel. Rey Tean Leader(s) and Prims's Experience and Guaiicacons — 0% Assignea raung Marginal

Comments; PM, RW, and NEFA KTLs don't list roundabout exp, but do have exp w/ other complex project types inciuding widening and bridge
raplacement profects - Firm does list a roundabout project for exp

B Profect Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Pnima’s Reésources and Workload Capacity — 20%, IAssIgned Rating ) 9 i Marqinal

Comments: Org chart somewhat limited, doesn't list Area Class prequalification holders; Other commitments for PM and RW KTL are rather
high, though they may drop by Jan 2020 prior to NTP

A Froject ianager, Key Team Leacer(s) and Prime's Experterce and Qualifications — 30% [ Adequate

Comments: PM doesn't ID specific roundabout exp; RW KTL has roundabout exp; NEPA KTL doesn't ID speciflc roundabout exp, but does
have Intersection improvement exp - Firm has at least some roundabout project experience




=

B Projact Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capachy — 20% 1 Rating

h 4
N/

Adeguate

Comments: Org chart is sufficient, a Iittle shallow for the ENV team; Gther commitments are falrly reasonable

ence and Qualifications — 30% I-‘dﬁ igned Rating

' Project Manager, Kay.aam_shdsdsj anid Fmrlstxp

7 | Adeguate

Comments: PM show exp and involvement in roundabout projects (primarily traffic and feasibility studies); RW KTL shows exp with
roundabout profects; NEPA KTL doesn't specify roundabout project exp, and has some what limited NEFPA Lead exp, but doesnt show that
they were lfead for widening and streetscape projects - Firm has exp with muitiple roundabout projects

J" Y 1 Ve [, eload o T Ratl
B Project Manager, Key Team {a} 2nd Prime's and Wi pacity — 26% |F=E ng %i Good

Comments: Org Chart is sufficlent, ENV SMEs are somewhat limited, but the years of exp are quite high across the groups, Area Class
prequalification holders are not ID'd; Other commitments are fairly low

A Prujugar. ray 'I' LeadeIs) and PRIMA's Expansanca and WQualltications - 30% IAssmnM Ratng

l Adequate

Comments: PM shows roundabout exp; RW KTL doesn't ID roundabout exp, but has widening and reconstruction exp; NEPA KTL doesn't list

roundabout exp, but does ID exp w/ other complex project types including widening and bridge replacement projects - Prime has exp with
roundabout prajects

0 — Ratil N -
B Project Manager, Key Team Leaden(s) and Prime's Resources and Worklioad Capacity — 20% [ ating = > [ M ardin al

Comments: Org Chart is limited, doesn’t list individual SMEs or their respected Area Class prequalification holders; Other commitments are
fairly low

LA Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s] dnd Prime’s Exparience and Qualihcationa — 30% IAssusnad Rating

Vi

Maraginal

Commenis; PM doesn’t list specific roundabout profect exp, but does have exp with widening projects: RW KTL has roundabout exp; NEPA
KTL has widening exp - Firm doesn't list roundabout project exp

B Projact Manager, Key Team | eader(s) and Prime's Resourcas and Woriioad Capagity — 20% IA“igned Rating : > j Adeqguate

Comments; Org chart seems fairly extensive, Area Class prequalification holders not specifically ID'd; Other commitments are low for PM
and NEPA KTL, but quite high for RW KTL, though it appears that should drop or be complete this year prior to NTP for this coniract

A Project Manager, Rey Team Lsader{sj and Frime s Expenence and Cuallfications - 30% Assignea Katng

Excellent

Comments: PM, RW, and NEPA KTLs all specify a fair blt of roundabout project exp - Firm shows a fair bit of roundabout exp

B Project M . Kay Team |eader(s) and Prime’s Kesources and Workload Capagity — 20% Assigned Rating : > T Excellent
1,

Commenis: Org chart is sufficlent, though ENV team is limited to individual SMEs per area of focus, Area Class prequal kolders not IDd;
Other commitments are fow




' Projeul anager, Koy Team Leader(s) and Primes Expenence and Qualfications ~ 30% [pestanen aing P | Excelient

Comments: PM and RW KTL have a large amount of roundabout exp; NEPA KTL doesn't lIst specific roundabout examples, but does show exp
as the ENV manager for Bridge Batches and on-call ENV confracts - Firm has a large amount of roundabout profect exp

B Project Managsr. Key Team Leadar{s] und Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% l d Rating > Z _l Exceilent

Comments: Org Chart is extensive, but doesn't ID Area Class prequal holders; Other commitments are low

. Project Manager. key Team Laau’sr(j and Foime's

Comments: PM has some roundabout exp; RW KTLs don't show specific roundabout project exp, but do have widening and intersection
improvement exp; NEPA KTL has widening and relocation profect exp - Firm has a large amount of roundabout exp

B Project Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resouyces and Workload Gapacity - 20% i Rating = > I Good

Comments: Org chart Is sufficient, ENV SMEs are somewhat limited; Other commitments are fairly low

A Projest Manags, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Experience and Quallfications - 30% Assignea faung M argi nal

Comments: PM has roundabout exp; RW KTI. doesn't specify roundabout exp; NEPA KTL doosn't specify roundabout exp, but does show axp
with widening and hypass projects - Firm doesn't list roundabout profect exp, does show some intersection exp

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader({s) 2ad Prime’s Revources and Weridoad Capacity - 20% IAﬂiynM Rating A’ ) I Mar: inal

Commaents: Org Chart Is extensive, but doesn’t ID Area Class prequal holders; Other commitments are fairly high (~75%) for OM and RW KTL,
fow for NEPA KTL




GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF TOP SUBMITTALS FOR PHASE |

Solicitation Title.

Batch #1 - 2012 Engineering Design Services,

i

Contract 8 Vanassee Hangen Brustlin, Inc.
Salicitation #: RFQ-484-052813 2 Kimley-Hom and Associaies, Inc.
PHASE | - Individuat Committee Member Scoring and Overall Ranking based on Published 3
Criterita FOR TOP FOURTEEN SUBITTALS MSA Professlonal Services Inc. dba Qurston
4@:%}5@_[/6\} ZHEHE fa) D O 1 e Pond & Company
4 CHA Consulting, Inc.
{RANKING) 4 Mot MazDoneid LLC
7 CALYX Engineers and Consultants
Group 7 Alfred Benesch & Company
SUBMITTING FIRMS Score Rankin . CROY Engtnheermg, LLC
10 TranSystems Corporation
%8|  clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.
10 Neel-Schaffer, Inc.
Pond & Company 375 4 13 Cranston Engineering Group, P.C.
Vanassee Hangen Brustlin, Inc. 500 1 13 Freese and Nichols, Inc.
ChHA Censuiting. Inc. 375 4
Mot MacDonald LLC 475 4
Kimley-Horn and Associates, lnc. 450 2
MSA Professianai Services inc. diva Qurston 400 3
TranSystems Corporatian 300 10
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. 300 10
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 300 16
CALYX Engineers and Consultants 325 7
Alfred Benesch & Company 325 7
CROY Engineering, LLC 325 T
Cranston Engineering Group, P.C. 250 13
Freese and Nichols, Inc. 250 13
)
Y
Evaiuation Criteria —_— s§$‘ o{g”
— é\b‘} é\g*
& 2
09&&" o"'ép
' T ! Phase Cna
Ecores snd Groun
Moxmuir: Pomts aliowed = 300 | 20C Raaktig
SUSHITTING FIRMS L/ v | rotai Scoie Rank:ng
Pond & Combany Good 375 4
Vanassee Hangen Brustiin, Inc Excellent 500 1
CHA Consulting, Inc Goad Gooad 375 4
Mott MazDonald LLC 375 4
Kimley-Herm and Assocates, Ine 450 2
MSA Professional Services inc dba Ourston 400 3
TranSystems Corparation 300 10
Clark Pattersor Engirneers, Surveyor ard Architects, P C 300 12
Neel-Scha%fer. inc 300 10
CALYX Engineers and Consiitants 325 7
Alfred Benesch & Company 325
CROY Engineenng, LLC 325
Cranston Enginegning Group, F C 250 13
Fresse and Nichols._ Inc 250 13
Maximtun Poims aliowea=| 306 | 200 500 | %




RFQ-484-052819 8 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firm Pond & Company " # of Evaluators

Experigtice and Qualfications Assigned Ra:.-ngi Good

Pond & Company presented relevant experience with projects of similar scope. All examples
that the Firm listed were roundabout projects. The roundabout projects listed were complex
in scope. Two (2) of the Key Team Leads have previously worked together on similar
projects. The Project Manager, Roadway Lead and NEPA Lead all show experience with
projects of similar scope.

Resources and Workinad Capacity [Ass gnec Rating i Good

Pond & Company's organizational chart showed depth. The Firm showed sufficient
resources fo complete the scope of services. The Firm has twelve (12) Roadway Designers,
six (6) Engineers, and five (5) Environmentalist which demonstrates that they have the
capacity to handle the workload. The Project Manager and all Key Team Leads have limited
other monthly commitments.

RFQ RFQ-484-052818 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TGP SUBMITTALS |
Flrm Vanassee Hangen Brustlin, tnc. # of Evaluators . ’
Expenence and Qualificetions Assigned Rating Excellent

Vanassee Hangen Brustlin, Inc. (VHB) listed a large amount of roundabout projects. The
Firm currently has an on call roundabout contract with GDOT. The Project Manager has
experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (Plan Development
Process, Design Policy, Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.). The Roadway Lead noted
experience with roundabout projects.

|Resources and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Excellant

VHB's organizational chart showed depth in resources. The Firm listed multiple
environmental specialist for each discipline. The Firm listed a key resource to serve as
QC/QA leader for each area class. The Firm listed a SME for roundabout design. All Key
Team Leads have limited other monthly commitments.

RFQ RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm CHA Consulting, Inc. ¥ of Evaluafors [ e - T z
Experience and Qualthcations {Assigred Rating Good

CHA Consulting, Inc. has completed nhumerous projects of similar scope with the Roadway
Lead. The Project Manager was involved with the quick response roundabout project
example presented. All Key Team Leads listed relevant experience with projects of similar
scope. The Roadway Lead has completed analysis and design of over thirty (30) roundabout
projects, however, his experience with GDOT processes is limited. The NEPA Lead listed
relevant experience with required documents.

‘Resoirees and Warkload Capacity Assigned Rating Good

CHA Consulting Inc.'s organizational chart shows staff depth for the different areas of
disciplines. The Firm listed a subject matter expert (SME) for roundabout design. The Firm
listed a key resource fo serve as QC/QA.




RFQ RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARjr COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS =~ -

Firm Mott MacDonald LLC # of Evaluators o0

Expanence and Qualifications Assigrad Rating Good

All of the projects that Mott MacDonald LLC listed incorporated roundabouts. Although the
Firm listed projects of similar scope, the Firm and the Roadway Lead showed limited
experience with GDOT processes. The Project Manager does have experience with GDOT
processes. The Project Manager and Roadway Lead showed experience with roundabouts,
however, the NEPA Lead did not.

Resources and Workload Capacity !Asswgneﬂ Rating Good

Mott Macdonald LLC's organizational chart showed depth of resources for each discipline.
The Firm listed a specialist for roundabout peer review. The Firm listed a QC/QA reviewer for
roadway and environmental.

RFQ  |RFQ4B4.062819 . - PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
[Flrm Kimley-Horn and Assoclates, Inc. .# of Evaluators
|Expenenca and Qualifications Assigned Rating Excellant

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.'s listed multiple examples of projects of similar scope and
have completed several projects with the Project Manager's involvement. The Project
Manager and all Key Leads have extensive experience with roundabout projects. The NEPA
Lead listed specific details of the cultural resource studies along with completion of relevant
environmental documents. The Firm listed a project that was designed for a school bus and
WB-67 fruck movements.

Resources and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Good

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.’s organizational chart was somewhat limited with
environmental. The Firm did not list a noise specialist. The Project Manager, Roadway and
NEPA Leads' monthly commitments were high. The Firm listed sufficient resources to
complete the project. The Firm included a roundabout SME for QC/QA. The Firm has been
serving GDOT since 1994,

RFQ RFQ-484-062819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Flrm MSA Professlonal Services Inc. dba Qurston # of Evaluators ;
Expenence and Qrahficatans Aagignad Rating Excellent

MSA Professional Services Inc. dba Ourston listed numerous examples of projects of similar
scope. The projects listed varied in complexity. The Project Manager and Roadway Lead
have extensive experience with roundabout projects. The Project Manager is the leading
SME for roundabouts in North America. The Roadway Lead has extensive experience
utilizing GDOT specific processes.

IRasources and Workioad Capacity | Assigned Rating Adequate

MSA Professional Services Inc. dba Ourston's organizational chart did not list each
specific environmental specialist. The Firm listed minimal resources to complete
the scope of services. The Project Manager and Roadway Lead have high monthly
commitments.




RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firta !TmnSystems Corporation # of Evaluators
]

Experience end Qualificaions IAssignec Rating Adequate

TranSystems Corporation and the Project Manager listed experience with projects of varying
complexity. Although the Roadway Lead listed examples of various projects, he only listed
an example of one (1) roundabout project. The NEPA Lead demonstrated experience with
roundabout projects.

¥ T
Resources and Workload Capacity 'Assigned Rating Good

TranSystems Corporation resources were sufficient. The Firm has a total of eight hundred
(800) transportation focused professionals to supplement their local staff, if needed. The
Firm included a roundabout SME for QC/QA reviews. The Project Manager and all Key Team
Leads have high availability.

RFQ RFG-484-052819  PHASE1 SUNMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Flirm Clark Patterson Englneers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. # of Evaluators
Expenence and Qualificabons Assigned Rating Adzeguate

The Prime (Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.) and Roadway Lead
listed experience with projects of similar complexity and scope. The Project Manager listed
intersection improvement projects, but not any specific roundabout projects. The NEPA
Lead did not list specific roundabout projects, but he did list experience writing
environmental documents for projects of varying complexity.

Resources and Workload Capacity |Asslgned Rating Good

Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. have a staff of thirty six (36)
employees. The Firm's organizational chart displayed sufficient resources. The Firm listed a
team for QC/QA, which included four {4) roundabout reviewers. The Roadway Lead's
commitment is somewhat high, yet the firm has sufficient resources to support the role. The
Project Manager and NEPA Lead's commitment is minimal.

|[rra  [RFossos28te " PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Neel-Schaffer, Inc. # of Evaluators -
and Qualticatons |Assigned Rating Adeguate

Nee'l-Schaffer, Inc. listed two (2) examples of projects of similar scope. The Project Manager
and all Key Team Leads listed experience with projects of varying complexity, but listed few
examples of roundabout projects.

| Rerources and Workioad Capacity Assignen Rating Good

Neel-Schaffer, Inc.'s organizational chart shows required staffing and that the team has the
capacity to complete the work. The Firm listed a team for QC/QA for all disciplines. The
Project Manager and Roadway Lead's commitment level is low. The NEPA Lead's current
availability is low, however, due to the current stages of the projects, this may change. The
Firm listed a total of five hundred (500) additional staff resources for engineering and




RFQ RFQ-£84-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

# of Evaluators

Firm CALYX Englneers and Consultants

Experence and Qualifications Assignea Rating | Good

CALYX Engineers and Consultants and the Project Manager listed a number of roundabout
examples. The Roadway Lead listed minimal experience with roundabout projects. The
NEPA Lead demonstrates experience completing environmental documentation for complex
projects, but not specific roundabout projects. The Project Manager and all Key Team Leads
have previously worked together.

- T
Resources and Workioad Capacity

Assigned Rating Adaquate

CALYX Engineers and Consultants's organizational chart was somewhat extensive. The
Firm listed multiple resources for each area of discipline. The Firm presented a general
QC/QA team. The Project Manager and Roadway Lead's current availability is sufficient,
however, due to the current stages of the projects, this may change.

RFQ RFQ-484-052819

PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBM[T[’ALS

Firm Alfred Benasch & Company

# of Evaluators

Expenence and Qualifications

Assignec Ratng

Good

Alfred Benesch & Company listed two (2) roundabout projects. The Project Manager and
Roadway Lead have reasonable experience with roundabout projects. The Project Manager
and Roadway Lead have worked together previously on these two (2) projects. The Roadway
Lead has limited experience with GDOT specific processes. The NEPA Lead did not list any
.-roundabout examples, however, he does show extensive experience with GDOT specific
iprocesses, manuals, Design policy, environmental procedures manuals, efc.

Resources and Workload Capacity Asslgned Raiing

Adequate

Alfred Benesch & Company has sufficient resources to complete the project. The
organizational chart listed multiple environmental specialist for each discipline. The Firm |
only listed one (1) individual for QC/QA. No additional information was listed in the narrative
for additional resources.

RFQ RF(1-484.052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm CROY Engineering, LLC _ ¥#of Eya[uatprgl : = -
[Experience and Quatifications Assigned Rating \ Good

CROY Engineering, LLC demonstrated a number of roundabout projects, however they only
listed one (1) project utilizing GDOT processes, manuals, or guidance (Plan Development
Process, Design Policy, Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.). The Project Manager listed
‘extensive experience with roundabout projects. The Roadway Lead listed a number of
roundabout projects. The NEPA Lead listed extensive experience reviewing and writing
‘environmental documentation.




[Re=ources and Workioad Capacity |Assigned Rating : - Adequate

'CROY Engineering, LLC has sufficient resources to complete the project. Although only one
(1) individual is listed for QC/QA, the Firm provides details on their QC/QA process. The
Project Manager and all Key Team Leads have low commitments.

RFQ |RFQ-484-052818 PHASE 1 SUNMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm ICrﬂnston Englneering Group, P.C. # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualificat) hasignad Raling Adequate

Cranston Engineering Group, P.C. and the Project Manager listed an example of one (1)
roundabout project. The Roadway Lead listed experience with duel roundabouts. The
Project Manager and Roadway Lead have worked together on previous projects. The NEPA
Lead has extensive experience with GDOT specific processes, manual, or guidance (plan
development process, design policy, environmental procedures manuals, etc.).

Rescwrces and Woridoad Capacity |Assigned Rating I Adequate

Cranston Engineering Group, P.C.'s organizational chart shows sufficient resources. The
Firm listed forty (40) seasoned and highly capable professionals. The Firm listed one (1)
individual for QC/QA.

RFQ RFQ-484-052819 — PHASE 1 SUNMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Freese and Nichols, inc. # of Eva[uatorsl .| ; )
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating 1 Adeguate

Freese and Nichols, Inc. listed examples of roundabout projects, however, none of those
project required that the Firm utilize GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance. The
Project Manager listed experience with various projects of complexity, but not specific to
project scope. The Roadway Lead presented limited projects utilizing GDOT processes.

Resources and Worklozd Capacity {Assigned Rating : Adequate

Freese and Nichols, Inc.'s organizational chart showed minimal resources for each
discipline, however, they listed twenty five (25) additional licensed Georgia Professional
Engineers. The Firm identified a QC/QA lead. The Project Manager and Roadway Lead have
low commitments. The NEPA Lead currently has low commitments, but due to the current
phase of those projects, this may change.




GDQT

Georgla Depariment of Transporiaiion

SELECTION OF FINALISTS

RFQ-484-052819
Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design services

The Georgia Department of Transportation is pleased to announce the selection
of the following firms as finalists regarding the above RFQ:

Contract #1: PI¥# 0014941, Glynn County
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.

Holt Consulting Company, LI.C

Lowe Engineers, L1.C

Michael Baker International, Inc.
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
TranSystems Corporation

Contract #2: PI# 0016126 and 0016127, Butts County
American Consulting Professionals, LL.C

KCI Technologies, Inc. '

Lowe Engineers, LLC

Moreland Altobelli Associates, Ine.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

Contract #3: PT# 0016128, McDuffie and Wilkes Counties
Barge Design Solutions, Inc.

Lowe Engineers, LL.C

Moffatt & Nichol

Mott MacDonald, L1.C

R.K. Shah & Associates

Contract #4: PI#s 0016129 and 0016130, Jones and Monroe Counties
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, PC

Lowe Engineers, LLC

Michael Baker International, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

STV Incorporated d/b/a STV Ralph Whitehead Associates




Contract #5: PI# 0013120, Monroe County

American Consulting Professionals, LL.C
Mead and Hunt, Inec.

Michael Baker International, Inc.
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
Pond & Company

Vanassee Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

Contract #6: PI# 0015151, Chatham County

American Engineers, Inc.

Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.

Michael Baker International Inc.

Moffatt & Nichol

Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc.

STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates

Contract #7: PI# 0015667, Baldwin County

American Consulting Professionals, LLC
Development Planning & Engineering, Inc.
Mott MacDonald, LLC

Pond & Company

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

WSP USA, Inc.

Contract #8: PI# 0015688, Butts County
CHA Consulting, Inc.

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

Mott MacDonald, L1.C

Pond & Company

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

Contract #9: PI# 0015690, Muscogee County

Barge Design Solutions, Inc.

CHA Consulting, Inc.

Clark Paterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, PC
TranSystems Corporation

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.




Russell R. McMurry, P.E., Commissioner
One Georgia Center

600 West Peachtree Street, NW

Atlanta, GA 30308

{404) 631-1000 Main Office

Georgla Department of Transportation

September 3, 2019

NOTICE TO SELECTED FINALISTS - REVISED

To: CHA Consulting, Inc.; Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.; Mott MacDonald LLC, Pond &
Company and Vanassee Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

Please send an e-mail confirming receipt of this notice to Rhonda Hightower-Rucker {rhightower-
rucker@dot.ga.gov).

Re: RFQ 484-052819, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services, Contract #8, Pi# 0015688,
Butts County

On behalf of the Selection Committee for the Request for Qualifications (RFQ) referenced above, we congratulate you
and your firm on being selected as a finalist for further consideration. This notice shall serve as an official request for
additional required information and action from finalists. Please refer to the original solicitation (RFQ-484-052819),
page 9, VIl Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance Response - Phase Il Response,
A&B and pages 10-12, IX. Instructions for Submittal for Phase Il — Technical Approach and Past Performance
Response, A-D for instructions to submit your package. As a finalist, your firm is required to comply with the written
instructions and remaining schedule below:

A. Technical Approach - 40%

This information will be limited to a maximum of three (3) pages.

Furnish information that may serve to differentiate your firm from other firms and evidence of the firm’s fit to the project
and/or needs of GDOT, including:

1. Provide any unique technical approaches your firm offers relative to addressing anticipated design concepts, use
of any alternative methods for delivery (if applicable), and/or management of the project.

2. |dentify any unique challenges of the project and how your firm intends to mitigate these challenges, including
quality control, quality assurance procedures. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, knowledge of the project
and project area which may uniquely benefit the firm and project, and your ability and willingness to meet time
requirements.

B. Past Performance - 10%

No additional information should be submitted to fulfill this requirement. information from the relevant
projects listed as well as information on file with the Department will be used to fulfill this requirement.

Remaining Schedule -

d. GDOT completes evaluatior and issues notification and other information to

finalist firms 09/04/2019 e

e. Deadline for submission of written questions from finalists 09/20/2018! 2:00 PM

f. Phase Il Response of Finalist firms due 10/1/2019 2:00 PM




Notice to Selected Finaijists
RFQ 484-052819, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services, Contract #8,Pl# 0015688, Butts County

Page 2 of 2

C.

Finalist Selecti

Final selection will be determined by carrying the scores from Phase I forward for each Finalist and by evaluating the
Technical Approach and Past Performance criteria for Phase Il. For each evaluator, the points assigned to each
criterion wilt be totaled and a rank will be determined. The rankings of all evaluators will be totaled for each finalist in
order to determine the sum of the individual rankings. The finalists will be ranked in descending order of recommendation
using the sum of individual rankings from the Selection Committee members. Should a tie exist for the highest ranking
firm on the contract/project, and qualifications appear to be equal, the Selection Committee shall defer to the sum ot the
individual points and the award shall be made to the finalist with the highest sum.

Negotiations will then be initiated with the top-ranked firm to finalize the terms and conditions of the contract, including
the fees to be paid. In the event a satisfactory agreement cannot be reached with the highest-ranking firm, GDOT will
formally terminate the negotiations in writing and possibly enter into negotiations with the second highest-ranking firm,
and so on in turn until @ mutual agreement is established and GDOT awards a contract. The final form of the contract
shall be developed by GDOT.

Please address any questions you may have to Rhonda Hightower-Rucker, and congratulations, again, to each of
you!

Rhonda Hightower-Rucker
Rhightower-rucker@dot.ga.qov
404-631-1430




SUBMISSION & PRESCREENING CHECKLIST

SOLICITATION #: RFQ-484-052819
. Batch #1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services,
Contract 8
SOLICITATION DUE DATE: October 1 , 2019
SOLICITATION TIME DUE: 2:00pm
+*
5 |2
£ |3
s |8
= 15
E = = (=2
s8|g 9
o m
No. Consultants Date | Time | §5|26
1 Vanassee Hangen Brustlin, Inc. 10112018 11:27 PM X X
2 Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 10/1/2019 110:11 AM|] X X
Firm Purchased by Kimley-Horn
3 MSA Professional Services [nc. dba Ourston between Phase | and Phase Il
4 Pond & Company 10/1/2019 :1:19 PM X X
5 CHA Consulting, Inc. 10/1/2019 (1:08PM | X | X
6 Mott MacDonald LLC 10/1/2019 |1:01 PM X X




SOQ AREA CLASS CHECKLIST
Solicitation # RFQ-484-052819

Solicitation Title: Batch #1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services, Contrast 2

| glalcl|slzlceliD )

Primes and Subconsultants silo|ldlcl|ldldlalmlole o rlolalolriajolvs]lw|clFlowl]e
gléléllelelajelelrielalalslal=iclaialelalcelalalalél. . o
k) B e e Ny g e z Tartificate Exnires

CHa Consuiung, inc, - 1 ] R X X | X | X XX | L 2/5/2020
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Ine. X | X[ X{X|XIX|X|X X X|X|X X X 4/11/2020
MSA Professional Services, Inc. — B X X[ XX XX _4/9/2021
MC Sguared, Inc. i = X X 1. 11/9/2020
Vaughn and Metton Consulting Engineers, Inc. XX X X[X|X X X 8/31/2021
Settimie Consulting Services, Inc. XX 5/28/2022
Snuthaactarm Enninaarina Inn X § i i b4 i X X X X X X X X X X X b1 X Jafali2021

Kimiey-Horn and Associates, inc, . a9 A AR LA T L N S . S S 8i31/2021)
MSA Professional Services, Inc. X|X[X1X|X 4/9/2021
TerraXplorations, Inc. X X 5/31/021 |
|Ecologlcal Selutians Inc. X X X ol 2/282022
R. Powell and Assaciates, Inc. X b Bi312019
Southeastem Engineering, Inc. e X X X x| X[ X[ x| x| x x| x| x| x[x X 12/31/2021
KCI Technalogles, Inc. X| X X| X[ X[ X|X|X X X[ X[ X X X 5/10/2020
MC Sousrad. ine. _ . x|l x 11/9/2020
Mot MacDionald LLC == S B X Ky AR} X AR 1 1ol b L b AY 212620
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. XXX X X[X[X|X X X[X|X . O I ¢ __ 41172020
Barge Design Solutions, Inc. == X X X| X[ X[ X]X|X|{X|X|X[X[X]|X XX 9/30/2021
Long Engineering, Inc. o X | X X X| X | X X)L X 12/14/2020
Platinum Gomatiss, LLC Ry XX | X|X[X 4/30/2022
Willmer Engineering, Inc. e e X[ X 2/9/2020
EXF U.S, Servicas, Inc, 1 X| X | X[ XX XX X 11/8/2020
Kitelson & Asanciates T X 1 x ] 112207

Vi LA

Pond & Gompany i X A A| X | K| X | RK|XA| AKX A 3iBizuzi
Edwards-Pitman Envircnmental, Inc. Ny X| X X[ X[ X|[X]|X] X X X| X[ X X X 4/11/2020
Long Engineering, Ine. R e o1 4t I Xx{Xxp |1 | _|X X|X|X X X 12/14/2020
Adrian Collaborative, LLC X X X & ) N 8/9/2020
United Consulting e X . . X1 XX 7/13/2020
Wi-Skies, LLC X 37712020
Platinum Gaomatics LG T i i X b4 N “ ... X T 4302022

Hangen Brustiin, inc. e IR X |X|RXK|A|R|] |R|K|K|X[K|X] |X I XX 4i3012021
MSA Professional Services, Inc. dba Qurston X[XIX|X|X o 4/9/2021
|Contour Engineering, LLC _____ . e X{X Af11/2020
CCR Environmental, Inc. X X B/7/2020
Accura Engineering and Consulting Serivees, Ins. X| X[ X XX | X[ X 1/31/2022
Settimio Consulting Services, Inc. -1 %] X1 X 12/28/2022
|Atlanta Consuiting Engineering, Inc. X 7122021
__.um.dm Deginn Salutinng_ Ine X X X X X X x X X X X X X X b 4 a/an/?n21

Page 1 of 1



GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Solictation Title:

Batch #1 - 2018 Engineering Design Servicas, Contract 8

a

Vanassea Hangen Brusiiln, [nc.

Sollcltation #

RFQ-484-052818

Mott MzcDonald LLC

PHASE i AND PHASE !l -indlvidual Committee Member Scoring and Overal Ranking based on Pubilshed Criteria

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

CHA Consulting, Inc

Pond & Company

LI ALY

{RANKING) MSA Professional Services Inc. dba Qurston
Sum of
Total Group
SUBMITTING FIRMS Score | Ranking

Vanasses Hangen Srustlin, ne. = 900 1
Klmiay-Hoen and Associates, Ing. 826 3
MSA Professional Services Ine. dba Qurston 400 8
Pond & Compan: B850 5
CHA Consuliing, [nc. 675 4
Nott MazDanald LLT 850 2

Evaluation Criteria

Group Scores and
Maximum Poinis altowed = | 300 200 400 100 Ranking
SUBMITTING FIRMS v ¥ v v |Total Scoie | Ranking

Vanasses Hangen Brustin, Inc Excellent | Excellent| Good | Excellent 900 * 1+ 1
Kimley-Hom and Associates_Inc Excellent| Geod Good Goed 825" 3
MSA Professivnal Services Inc dba Ourston Excellent | Adequate (1] 1] 400 [:]
Pond & Campany Good Geod | Adequate| Good 650 5
CHA Consulting, Inc Good Gaod | Adequats | Excsllent 575 1
Mot MacDonakd ELC Good Good | Excellent| Good 850 2

Maximum Pomts allowed =| 300 200 400 100 1000 | %




RFQ RFQ-484-052319 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm Vanessa Hangmen Brustiin, Inc.

Technical Approach Assigned Rating Goo d

Vanessa Hangmen Brustlin, Inc.'s (VHB) Technical Approach identified
environmental challenges (pertaining to history), however, they did not
present any viable solutions to mitigate impacts to 4(f) resources. The
Firm was aware of a future widening project along the corridor and the
need to coordinate with the future plans. The proposed design limited
impacts to an existing church and farmstead. The Firm mentioned that
the Project Manager will work to press for early submittals and provide
continuous updates to GDOT's P6 schedule. The Firm mentioned
public involvement with Henry county to overcome public opposition
to roundabouts. The QA checklist will be used by the design team for
deliverables.

Past Performance {Assigned Rating | Excellent

2 of the 3 evaluators have past experience working with VHB. Based
on this past experience, the evaluators stated the Firm was very
responsive and has an extensive history of providing quality
environmental work for GDOT. The Firm addressed issues in a timely
manner. Using the past experience from the evaluators, along with
CMIS Vendor Evaluations (Pl # 322250-, # 0013525) and the comments
from the survey response (from Survey Monkey), the evaluators agreed
to a rating of Excellent.




RFQ RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm Kimley-Horn and Associates, inc.

Technical Approach Assigned Rating ; Good

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.'s Technical Approach identified
existing schedule delays and made plans to recover. The Firm noted a
challenge in the horizontal alignment that is not currently part of the
proposed design and the solutions presented is the actual current
design. The Firm noted that they performed peer reviews. The Firm
stated that they would involve the Project Manager and other KTLs of
risk and recovery as needed. The Firm identified an additional
resource to assist with schedule. The technical approach detailed
minimal impacts expected to environmental resources based on initial
environmental screening and their currently proposed design. The
current proposed design did not consider the future widening project
on this corridor. The Firm provided a detailed approach to evaluate for
a staged construction alternative and a partial closure alternative to
avoid full detours. The proposed approach plans to limit lighting
impacts on adjacent environmental resources. The Firm will use GDOT
processes for QC/QA.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating i Goad

All 3 evaluators have past experience working with Kimley-Horn and
Associates, Inc. Based on past experience, the evaluators stated that
the firm is responsive and quickly returns quality environmental and
design deliverables. Using the past experience of the evaluators, along
with CMIS Vendor Evaluations (Pl #0013736, #370860-, #0011678, and
0011679) and the comments from the survey response (from Survey
Monkey), the evaluators agreed to a rating of Good.




RFQ RFQ-484-052819 " PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm Pond & Company

Technical Approach Assigned Rating Adequate

Pond & Company's Technical Approach was standard. The Firm
focused on the technical design procedures. There was little detail
outlining their environmental approach and anticipated level of
environmental studies. The technical approach made accommodation
of future widening projects. The Firm discussed their QC/QA process.

Past Performance [Assigned Rating | Good

None of the evaluators have past experience working with Pond &
Company. The evaluators used past performance comments from the
survey response (from Survey Monkey), comments from The
Consultant Environmental Tracking System and comments and rating
from CMIS Vendor Evaluations (Pl # 0010821, #721790- and #721780-)
and agreed to a rating of Good.




RFQ RFQ-484-052819 _ PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm CHA Consulting, Inc.

Technical Appreach Assigned Rating ' Adequate

CHA Consulting, Inc.'s Technical Approach was standard. The
technical approach evaluated options that minimized Right Of Way
(ROW) impacts. Their proposed design alternative should minimize
impacts to the existing church and historic resources. The technical
approach provided unique approach to resolving challenges for public
outreach specifically for roundabouts.

Past Performance ' : |Assigned Rating | Excellent

None of the evaluators have past experience working with, CHA
Consulting, Inc., however, the technical approach list Edwards Pitman
as their environmental sub consultant, and 2 of the 3 evaluators have
past experience with this sub consultant and agreed that this sub
consultant performs superb work. Based on comments and scores
from CMIS Vendor Evaluations (Pl # 0014898 and #0014895 ) for CHA
Consulting, Inc. the evaluators agreed to a rating of Excellent.




RFQ RFQ-484-052819 _ PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm Mott MacDonald LLC

Technical Approach Assigned Rating E-xcellent

Mott MacDonald has their own standard QC/QA process which is ISO
9001 certification. The Firm discussed QC reviews at interim
milestones and independent peer reviews outside of project teams.
The technical approach noted a need for coordination of the
roundabout design with the widening project (Pl #0013619). The Firm
noted that they would conduct weekly conference calls with sub
consuitants and provide meeting minutes to the GDOT Project
Manager. The Firm has a proactive and detailed procurement plan for
task orders. The Firm will provide meeting minutes for preparation of
ROW and Let status meetings. The technical approach provides a
comprehensive plan for the environmental coordination process,
beginning with a detailed projection of anticipated environmental
effects, based on their initial desktop and field survey results. The
Firm has a detailed plan for early coordination and public involvement.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating { Good

1 of the 3 evaluators has past experience working with Mott MacDonald
LLC. One of the evaluators is currently working on Pl 0013238 and
noted that Mott MacDonald is responsive and proactive with project
deliverables. Mott MacDonald LLC's Technical Approach list Edwards
Pitman as their environmental sub consuitant, and 2 of the 3 evaluators
have past experience with this sub consultant and agree that this sub
consultant provides superb work. The evaluators used past
performance comments from the survey response (from Survey
Monkey), comments from The Consultant Environmental Tracking
System ( Pl #0013700, #751770-) and rating from CMIS Vendor

Evaluations (Pl #0013238 ) and agreed to a rating of Good.



Quastions answerad on a 1, 3, § scele.

§=E

Reference Check Summary for
RFQ 484-D52819, Contract #8
Batch #1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services

HA Consulting, Inc.***
ott MacDonald LLE

imley-Horn and
soclates, Inc.

1 = Below Exp 3 = Met

Pond & Company

. Rate the firm's quality cf leadership In program/praject management for your project.

Reference 1

Vanassee Hangen

3rusthin, Inc.

Reference 2

Reference 3

Reference 4

Referance 5

Reference 8

Referance 7

Sectlon Average a.qo| 3.00 3.00 5,00

2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for tha d

of the project.

Reference 1

5.00|

Reference 2

Referanca 3

Reference 4

Reference §

Reference &

Referance 7

Section Average a.00l 5.0 5 na| 5.00;

3. Rate the fimm's ability 1o meet the blish

project goals.

Reference 1

5.00

Referance 2

Referonce 3

Reference 4

Reference §

Rsaference €

Referenca 7

Section Average 0.00 3.00| 5.00|

" 4. Rate the firm's lachnical assistance in programiproject management.

Reference 1

5.00|

Refarance 2

Reference 3

Reference 4

Reference 5

Raferance 6

Referenca 7

Saction Average 0.00| 5.00] 5.00 5.00

5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far.

Reference 1

5.00

Refarence 2

Reference 3

Reference 4

Reference §

Refarenca 6

Reference 7

Section Average 0.00| 5.00, 5.00 5.00

5.00)]

0.00

Overall Average 4,20 4.60 4.60

5.00

**#*Surveyor responded as unable to complete survey due to Confiict of Interest

Page 1



GO KPQ 434-U5281% Consuitant Keterence {heck survey 1or CHA Consulting, Inc.; Us 29/Greentop Koad & US
29/Hal Jones Road Minj RABs - COWETA COUNTY, GA

Collector: Email Invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Friday, September (6, 2019 2:43:40 PM
Last Modified: Friday, September 08, 2019 2:46:24 PM
Time Spent: 00:02:43

Email: ewhitlock@coweta.ga.us

IP Address: 174.218.21.32

Page 1: Contact Information and Confiict of Interest

Q1 Contact Information

Eddie Whitlock Eddie Whitlock

Assistant County Administrator Associate County Administrator
Coweta County, Georgia Coweta County, Georgia
ewhitlock@coweta.ga.us ewhitlock@coweta.ga.us
770-254-2601 770-254-2801

Q2 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual Yes

engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the
conflict.Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from completing this
survey?

Page 2. Consultant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Respondent skipped this question
program/project management for your project

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the Respondent skipped this question
duration of the project

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project  Respondent skipped this quaestion
goals

1712



GO REQ 434-U52% 1Y Consultant Keterence (_heck Survey ior CHA Consulung, Inc.; Us Z9/Greentop Koad & UN
29/Hal Jones Road Mini RABs - COWETA COUNTY, GA.

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in Respondent skipped this question
program/project management

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far Respondent skipped this question
Q8 Please provide comments fo substantiate your Respondent skipped this question
ratings

2/2



UDUT REQ 484-05281Y Consultant Reterence Check Survey for Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.; ruid Park
Avenue at Laney Walker Boulevard

#1

—

_Il":l"l-"__\r\il’i:‘lfﬂ;:lzl 1l
| SeeVifELs |

Collector: Emall Invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Thursday, September 19, 2019 4:15:44 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, September 19, 2019 4:20:30 PM
Time Spent: 00:04:45

Email: hmalik@augustaga.gov

iP Address: 184.95.149.120

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of interest

Q1 Contact Information

Name Hameed Malik

Company City of Augusta Engineering
Title Director

Email Address hmalik@augustaga.gov
Phone Number 706-796-5068

Q2 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual No

engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the
conflict.Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from completing this
survey?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in 3 - Met

program/project management for your project expectations
Q4 Rate the overall services of the firr's staff for the 5 - Exceeded
duration of the project expectations

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project 3 - Met
goals expectations

112



GDOUL REQ 484-U5281Y Consultant Reterence Check Survey tor Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.; Druid Fark
Avenue at Laney Walker Boulevard

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in 5 - Exceeded
program/project management expectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far § - Exceeded

expectations

Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings

very response, provide regular update, ability to resclve field conflict during construction

272



GO L REQ 4¥4-052819 Consultant Ketercnce Check Survey ror Mott MacDonald, LLU; U.S. 14/U.5. 6UL/N.C, 207
(Skyway Drive Interchange) Improvements

#1

N | =
| COMPLETE |

Collector: Email Invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Friday, September 20, 2019 3:32:32 PM
Last Maodified: Friday, September 20, 2018 3:33:45 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:12

Emaili: smepperson@ncdot.gov

IP Address: 199.90.35.10

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact Information

Name Sean Epperson
Company NCDOT

Email Address smepperson@ncdot.gov
Phone Number 704-857-6130

Q2 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual No

engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the

conflict. Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from completing this
survey?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in 3 - Met

program/project management for your project expectations
Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the 5 - Exceeded
duration of the project expectations

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project 5 - Exceeded
goals expectations

172



GDOUL KPQ 434-U52¥ 1Y Consultant Keterence Check survey ror Mott MacDonald, LLC; U.S, /4/U.5. bUI/N.C. 207/
(Skyway Drive Interchange) Improvements

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in 5 - Exceeded
program/project management expectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far 5 - Exceeded
expectations
Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your Respondent skipped this question
ratings

212



GDOT RFQ 484-052819 Consultant Reference Check Survey for Pond & Company; Hardy McManus

#1

OMPLETE |
Collector: Email Invitation 1 (Email)
Started: Monday, September 23, 2019 8:48:01 AM
Last Modified: Manday, September 23, 2019 11:34:42 AM
Time Spent: 02:46:40
Email: sexley@columbiacountyga.gov
IP Address: 162.216.25.12

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact Information

Name STEVE EXLEY

Company Columbia County Board of Commissioners
Email Address SEXLEY@COLUMBIACOUNTYGA.GOV
Phone Number 7064477602

Q2 A contflict of interest may exist when an individual Na

engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are perseonaliy or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the
conflict.Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from completing this
survey?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in 5 - Exceeded
program/project managemeni for your project expectations
Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the 5 - Exceeded
duration of the project expectations

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project 3 - Met
goals expectations

112



GDOT RFQ 484-052819 Consultant Reference Check Survey for Pond & Company; Hardy McManus

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in 5 - Exceeded
program/project management expeclations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far § - Exceeded

expectations

Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings

Solid roadway designers and good communicators. They keep the project moving on schedule.

2/2



GLUT REQ 484-U52¥81Y Consultant Reterence CUheck Survey tor Vanasse Hangen Brustin (VHB), Inc.; SK 20 Al
EAST LAKE ROAD ROUNDABOUT - HENRY COUNTY, GA

#1

'-T:.-'n-r - 'i‘"_':—'-:: , H
COMPLETE

Coliector: Email Invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Monday, September 09, 2019 1:45:21 PM
Last Modified: Monday, September 08, 201¢ 1:47:53 PM
TIme Spent: 00:02:32

Email: rburckhalter@co.henry.ga.us

IP Address: 68.118.115.151

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact Information

Ronald Burckhalter David Simmons

Henry County Henry County

Henry County, GA Henry County, GA
rburckhalter@co.henry.ga.us dsimmons@co.henry.ga.us
(770) 288-7339 (770) 288-7641

Q2 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual No

engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the

conflict. Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from completing this
survey?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in 5 - Exceeded
program/project management for your project expectations
Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the 5 - Exceeded
duration of the project expectations

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project 5 - Exceeded
goals expectations

1/2



GDU 1 KPQ 4¥4-U05281Y Consultant Keference Check Survey tor Vanasse Hangen Brustiin (VHB), Inc.; SR 20 AL
EAST LAKE ROAD ROUNDABOUT - HENRY COUNTY, GA

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in 5 - Exceeded
program/project management sxpectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far 5 - Exceeded

expectations

Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings

VHB personnel (made up of previous McGee Partners personnel) typically provide a good design product.

2/2



Search Term : MSA PROFESSIONAL SERVICES Inc. dba QOurston*

SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Record Status: Active

p—

No Search Results




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : CONTOUR ENGINEERING, LLC*
Record Status: Active

[ENTITY -jCONTOUR ENGINEERING, LLC Status: Active

DUNS: 050433932 +4: CAGE Code: 3EPX6 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 10/01/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1955 VAUGHN RD NW STE 101
City: KENNESAW State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 30144-7808 Country: UNITED STATES




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : CCR ENVIRONMENTAL INC*
Record Status: Active

lENTITY ' |CCR ENVIRONMENTAL INC Status: Active

DUNS: 120290635 +4: CAGE Code: 1QXB2 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/04/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 3772 PLEASANTDALE RD STE 150
City: ATLANTA State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 30340-3709 Country: UNITED STATES




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : Accura Engineering And Consulting Services, Inc.*
Record Status: Active

|ENTIW JAccura Engineering And Consulting Services, Inc. Status: Active

DUNS: 168562267 +4: CAGE Code: 534H9  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 03/20/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 3200 Presidential Dr
City: ATLANTA State/Province: GEORGIA
ZIP Code: 30340-3910 Country: UNITED STATES




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : SETTIMIO CONSULTING SERVICES INC.*
Record Status: Active

No Search Results




SAM Search Resnlts
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : ATLANTA CONSULTING ENGINEERING, INC.*
Record Status: Active

No Search Results




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : Barge Design Solutions, Inc.*
Record Status: Active

|ENTITY ol 'fBarge Design Solutions, Inc. Status: Active

DUNS: 008636446 +4: CAGE Code: 32VX0 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 01/16/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 3535 Grandview Pkwy Ste 500

City: Birmingham State/Province: ALABAMA

ZIP Code: 35243-1976 Country: UNITED STATES

EN‘TITY |Barge Design Solutions, Inc. Status: Active
DUNS: 079454163 +4: CAGE Code: 767F3 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 01/16/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 5445 Triangle Pkwy Ste 240

City: NORCROSS State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 30092-2587 Country: UNITED STATES

|ENTITY ' |Barge Design Sclutions, Inc. Status: Active
DUNS: 0977463829 +4: CAGE Code: 33MAS8 DoDAAC:

| Expiration Date: 01/30/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

| Address: 200 Clinton Ave W Ste 800

City: Huntsvilie State/Province: ALABAMA

ZIP Code: 35801-4833 Country: UNITED STATES

iENTlTY | |BARGE DESIGN SOLUTIONS, INC. Status: Active
DUNS: 361006083 +4: CAGE Code: 33LP5  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 03/21/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 4 Sheridan Sq Ste 100
City: Kingsport State/Province: TENNESSEE

ZIP Code: 37660-7435 Country: UNITED STATES




|ENTITY | ,’Barge Design Solutions, Inc.

Status: Active

DUNS: 092330620 +4:

CAGE Code: 33KT5 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 01/16/2020

Has Active Exclusion?: No

Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 520 W Summit Hill Dr Ste 1202
City: Knoxville
ZIP Code: 37902-2012

State/Province: TENNESSEE
Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY - |Barge Design Solutions, Inc.

Status: Active

DUNS: 166180968 +4:

CAGE Code: 33KU9 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 04/17/2020

Has Active Exclusion?: No

Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 60 Germantown Ct Ste 100
City: Cordova
ZIP Code: 38018-4239

State/Province: TENNESSEE
Country: UNITED STATES

|E-NT[TY ' ]Barge Design Solutions, Inc.

Status: Active

DUNS: 804749406 +4:

CAGE Code: 33LB3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 01/16/2020

Has Active Exclusion?: No

Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 2047 W Main St Ste 1
City: Dothan
ZIP Code: 36301-6405

State/Province: ALABAMA
Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY

|BARGE DESIGN SOLUTIONS, INC.

Status: Active

DUNS: 129307307 +4:

CAGE Code: 33LY6  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 02/08/2020

Has Active Exclusion?: No

Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1110 Market St Ste 200
City: Chattanooga
ZIP Code: 37402-2801

State/Province: TENNESSEE
Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY ___ |Barge Design Solutions, Inc.

Status: Active

DUNS: 079239071 +4:

CAGE Code: 726N3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 02/08/2020

Has Active Exclusion?: No

Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1201 Front Ave Ste F
City: Columbus
ZIP Code: 31901-5275

State/Province: GEORGIA
Country: UNITED STATES




IENTITY N IBarge Design Solutions, Inc. Status: Active

DUNS: 081100140 +4: CAGE Code: 82456  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 02/25/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 5100 Westheimer Rd Ste 200

City: Houston State/Province: TEXAS

ZIP Code: 77056-5597 Country: UNITED STATES

|ENTITY_ ‘ |Barge Design Solutions, Inc. Status: Active
DUNS: 081107439 +4: CAGE Code: 82NA4  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 03/14/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 250 E Fifth St Ste 1500

City: Cincinnati State/Province: OHIO

ZIP Code: 45202-4252 Country: UNITED STATES

IENTITY - |Barge Design Solutions, Inc. Status: Active
DUNS: 617183157 +4: CAGE Code: 0S8F0  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 07/16/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1370 VANGUARD BLVD

City: MIAMISBURG State/Province: OHIO

ZIP Code: 45342-0313 Country: UNITED STATES

|E_NT_ITY lBarge Design Solutions, Inc. Status: Active
DUNS: 044267599 +4; CAGE Code: OF8K9  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 04/16/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 615 3rd Ave S Ste 700
City: Nashville State/Province: TENNESSEE

ZIP Code: 37210-2345 Country: UNITED STATES




STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION

NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are quellfied to provide Consulting Services to the Department of Transportation for the
area-clagses of work chacked below. Notice of qualificafion is not a notice of selection,

NAME AND ADDRESS

VAMNASSE HANGEN BRUSTL!N, INC.
1355 Paachtree Street, Sulte 100,
Atianta, GA 30309

DISPOSITION DATE
February 18, 2019

SIGNATURE

EXPIRATION DATE
April 30, 2021

1.

Transportation Planning

Highway Design Readwey {continued)

X 1.t State Wido Systems Planning —~ 909  Traffic Cenirol System Analysls, Design and
X 102  Urban Area and Reglonal Transportation Plarning Implementation
«~ 103  Avietion Systems Planning . 3.10  Utiity Coordinatien
X 104  Mage and Rapid Transportation Planning - Architecture
X 1.06  Allsmate System and Comidor Location Planming X 312  Hydraullc and Hydrological Stutles (Roadway)
- 108  Unknown X 313 Facilfies for Bicycles and Pedestrians
X 1.08a NEPA Documentation ~ 314  Historic Rehabilitation
X 1.08b History — 3.5  Highway Lighting
X 1.08c Alr Studies _ 3168  Value Engngering
X 1.08d Nolse Studies = 347  Pesign od Toll Fadilities Infrastructure
X 1.08e Eocology 4, Highway Structures
X 1.08f Archasology X 4.07a MinorBridges Design
— 1.08g Freshwater Aquetic Surveys — 4.01b  Minor Bridges Deslgn CONDITIONAL
- 402  Major Bridges Desigh i
X 1.06h Bat Surveys - 403  Movable Epan Bridges Design
X 1.07  Aftitude, Opinion and Communily Value Studies ~ 404  Hydrauiic and Hydrological Studies (Bridgee)
X 1.08  Alport Master Planning - 4.05 Bridge Inspection
X 109 Locaflon Studles 5 Topography
X 110  Traffic Studies _ 501 Land Survaying
- 1M Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies - 602  Engineering Surveying
X 112  Major Investment Studies — 5.03  Geodetic Surveying
X 113  Non-Motorized Transpartation Planning ~ 5.04  Aerial Photography
2. Mass Transit Operations ~ 505  Aerial Phologrammetry
- 2Mm Mass Transit Program (Systems) Managemsnt -~ 5§.06  Topographlc Remate Sensing
X 202  Mass Transit Feasibility and Technical Studies — 507  Carography
- 203  Mass Transit Vehicle and Propulsion System —_ 5.08  Subsurface Utliity Engineering
204  Mass Transit Controls, Communications and 5. Solls, Foundation & Materiale Testing
Information Systerns . B8.01a Soil Surveys
_ 208 Mass Transit Architectural Engitesring . 6.01b Geological and Geophysical Studies
_ 208  Mass Trans# Unique Stuctures - §8.02  PBridge Foundation Studies
- 207  Mass Transit Electrical and Mechanical Systems .. 603  Hydraulic and Hydrologica! Studies (Solls and
~ 208  Mass Tranalt Operations Management and Support Foundation}
Services = 08.042 Laboratory Materials Testing
_ 208  Aviation ~ B8.04b Field Testing of Roadway Construction Materals
_ 210 Mase Transit Pregram (Systems) Marketing X 805 Hazard Wasle Site Assessment Studies
1. Highway Dosign Roadway 8. Cornstruction
X 301 Two-Lane or Multi-Lane Rurai Generally Free _ B Construction Supervision
Access Highway Design 8. Eroslon and Sedimentation Control
X 302 ‘Two-Lane or muti-Lane with Curb and Gutter X 9.0 Erosgion, Sedimentation, and Poilution Control and
Generally Free Access Highways Deslgn Including Comprehenslve Monitaring Pregram
Storm Bewers - 802 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting
X 3.03 TwoLlane or MultlLane Widening and _ 503 Field Inspections for Comgiiance of Erosion and
Reconstruction, with Curb and Guiter and Storm ‘ Sedimertaton Control Devices Installations
Sewers in Heavily Developed Commercial Industrial
and Resl!dential Urban Areas
X 3.04  Multi-iane, Limiied Acoess Expressway Type
Highway Deslgr
X 3.06 Designof Urban Expressway and Interstate
X 3.06 Traffic Operations Studies
X 3.07 Treffic Operations Deslgr
_ 308 landscape Archltecture




