DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

June 14, 2016

RFQ #: 484-031616

RFQ Title: Bridge Bundie 1-2016, Contract 3, P.I. #0013604, 0013736, 0013815, 0013820
FROM: Curtis Scott, Transportation Services Procurement Manager

TO: Treasury Young, Procurement Administrator

SUBJECT: 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 I)
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 I

Selection Committee Overall Ratings for Phase | and Phase Il

Selection Committee Comments for Finalists — Phase Il

Past Performance Reference Checks and any availabie additional documentation
Verification of Non-Debarment from SAM Website for Intended Awardee
Prequalification Certificate for Intended Awardee
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The five (5) highest firms in order of ranking are as follows:

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

Atkins North America, Inc.

Calyx Engineers + Consultants

AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment & Infrastructure, Inc.
American Engineers, Inc.

AN

The Selection Committee recommends the selection of the top ranked firm, Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

Concurrence with Award from Responsible Division Director: Certification Procurement Requirements Met:
e Cohap tat By . e

Joe Shrpenter, Divﬁion Dire%ér of P3/Program Delivery Trea;dry Young, Procurement Administrator
CSursf

Attachments
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REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS
484-031616

Bridge Bundle 1-2016
Recent RFQ Changes/Updates

This page serves to provide a means for the Department to summarize recent changes to its RFQ format so that
interested respondents can ensure their Statements of Qualifications (SOQs) are in compliance. Failure to ensure
compliance may cause SOQs to be disqualified. The contents of this summary are not intended to represent all the
modifications made to this document, but those which are a change or clarification to a policy or response requirement.
Respondents should refer to each of the referenced sections in the table below in order to review the change or
clarification. All respondents to this RFQ are subject to instructions communicated in this document, and are cautioned to
completely read and review the entire RFQ and follow instructions carefully (see Section |. General Project Information,
A. Overview for details).

For questions regarding these changes, please refer to Section VIII. Instruction for Submittal for Phase | —
Statements of Qualifications, C. Question and Requests for Clarification.

Date of Change | RFQ Section Impacted | Summary of Change

June 12, 2015 Section IV.B. and IV.C. ‘- | For Phase | of the evaluation process, the percentage assigned to the
total evaluation for the Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and
Prime's Experience and Qualifications has been increased from twenty
percent (20%) to thirty percent (30%} and the percentage assigned to
the total evaluation for the Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and
Prime’'s Resources and Workload Capacity has been decreased from
thirty percent (30%) to twenty percent {20%).

June 12, 2015 Section VI.B.2. Clarification is provided regarding the Department's position on
disgualification when a respondent provides more than the allowed Key
Team Leaders, as well as when a respondent does not provide all of
the required Key Team Leaders.

June 12, 2015 Section VI.B.3. The requirement which limits the Prime Consultant's projects,
presented as part of the Prime's Experience and Qualifications during
the Phase | process, to the previous five (5) years has been removed.
This will allow respondents to use projects outside of the previous
restriction of the last five years.

Note — This change does impact the information to be provided in
the respondents SOQ by providing a broader range of eligible
projects for consideration of the prime respondent.

June 12, 2015 Section X.A. Clarification is provided regarding the Department's position on
disqualification when administrative information is not provided in
accordance with the RFQ as well as when qualification information is
hot provided in accordance with the RFQ.
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General Project Information

A. Overview

REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS

484-031616

Bridge Bundle 1-2016

The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) is soliciting SOQS from qualified firm(s) to provide
Engineering Design 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/Projects# | Project Description
. —_— ___
Clarke 0013716 SR 10 LOOP EB & WB @ SR 8/US 29
1 Clarke 0013808 SR 10/US 78 @ NORTH OCONEE RIVER
Dawson 0007170 SR 136 @ CHESTATEE RIVER 8.3 M| S?GTHEAST OF
Hall DAWSONVILLE
Hall 0010212 SR 53 WB @ CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER
2
Dawson 0013807 SR 183 @ COCHRAN CREEK 6 MI NW OF DAWSONVILLE
Habersham 0013746 SR 385 @ HAZEL CREEK IN DEMOREST
- —
Richmond 0013604 SR 4/US 1 @ SOUTH PRONG CREEK 3.9 Ml NW OF HEPHZIBAH
Burke 0013736 SR 56 @ BRACK CREEK 5.8 MI NE OF MIDVILLE
3 Warren 0013815 SR 16 @ ROCKY COMFORT CREEK 2.5 Ml SW OF WARRENTON
| Burke 0013820 SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK OVERFLOW 2.5 MI N OF SARDIS
Burke TBD SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK 2.7 MI N OF SARDIS
. __ N
Johnson 0007179 SR 171 @ BATTLE GROUND CREEK
' Emanuel 0013748 SR 26 @ OHOOPEE RIVER 1.1 MI E OF ADRIAN
+ Johnson
4 i Laurens 0013749 SR 29 @ PUGHES CREEK 7 MI SE OF EAST DUBLIN
L
i Dodge 0013823 SR 165 @ SUGAR CREEK 1 Ml SW OF CHAUNCEY
Dodge 0013824 SR 230 @ BIG BRANCH 8.3 MI NW OF RHINE
| Marion 0008647 CR 99/BOB SAVEL ROAD @ LANAHASSEE CREEK TRIBUTARY
5 Webster 0013611 SR 27 @ KINCHAFOONEE CREEK & OVERFLOW 1.5 MI W OF
PRESTON
e — |
Muscogee 0013601 SR 219 @ SCHLEY CREEK NW OF COLUMBUS
6 Chattahoochee | 0013743 SR 520/US 280 EB & WB @ BAGLEY CREEK 2 Ml SE OF
CUSSETA
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Harris 371150- CR 215/FORTUNE HOLE ROAD @ WILLIAMS CREEK SE OF
HAMILTON I
e N -
Brooks 0013714 SR 76/SR 333 @ CS 735/BAY STREET & CSX #636942L IN
QUITMAN
Brooks 0013801 SR 122 @ MULE CREEK 2 MI E OF PAVO
7
Brooks 0013802 SR 122 @ BRICE POND TRIB & @ OKAPILCO CREEK
Seminole 0013828 SR 45 @ DRY CREEK
Chatham 0013741 SR 25/US 17 @ SAVANNAH RIVER IN PORT WENTWORTH
8 Chatham 0013742 SR 25/US 17 @ MIDDLE RIVER IN PORT WENTWORTH
N
Bulloch 0013803 I SR 26 @ CANEY BRANCH 13 MI SE OF BROOKLET
|
Bulloch 0013804 | SR 119 @ OGEECHEE RIVER & OVERFLOW 13.6 Ml SE OF
9 Effingham BROCKLET
Evans 0013825 SR 169 @ BULL CREEK 4.5 Ml SW OF CLAXTON
Evans 0013826 SR 169 @ CEDAR CREEK 4 MI NW OF CLAXTON
- —
Carroll 0013740 SR 166 @ BIG INDIAN CREEK 1.9 MI W OF BOWDON
10 Fulton 0013809 SR 14/US 29 @ CSX #638610Y 2.6 Ml NE OF UNION CITY
Fulton 0013810 SR 14 @ ABANDONED CSX RAILROAD IN WEST ATLANTA
. — ——
Pickens 0013827 SR 136 @ TALKING ROCK CREEK 3 MI N OF JASPER
Rabun 170940- CR 86/CAT GAP ROAD @ TALLULAH RIVER 7.1 MI NW OF
11 TIGER
Fannin 842170- SR 60 WIDEN BRIDGE OVER HOTHOUSE CREEK

This Request for Qualifications (RFQ) seeks to identify potential providers for the Scope of Services for each
project/contract listed in Exhibits 1-11. Firms that respond fo 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 reject any or all Statements of Qualifications or Technical Approach, and to waive
technicalities and informalities at the discretion of GDOT.

B. 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 VII.C., or as provided by any existing work
agreement(s). For viclation of this provision, GDOT reserves the right to reject the submittal of the offending
respondent.

C. The Georgia Department of Transportation Board has adopted a 15% 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-cantracting, joint-venture or mentor/
protégé relationship.
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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 Oppoertunity Division

One Georgia Center, 7" 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 consultants will provide full engineering design
services, as well as all associated engineering related services for the GDOT Projects identified. The anticipated
scope of work for each project/contract is included in Exhibits 1-11.

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) Multi-Phase, Project Specific confract to be awarded to one (1) firm, for each
project/contract identified. GDOT anticipates that the Contract Type will be paid via Firm Fixed Price and/or Cost
Plus Fixed Fee methodology. As Project Specific contracts, 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 amounts will be determined via negotiations with the Department. If the
Department is unable to reach agreement on reasonable rates to be 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.

. Selection Method
A. Method of Communication

All general communication of relevant information regarding this solicitation will be made via the Georgia
Procurement Registry (GPR) under RFQ-484-031616. 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 communications
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
Selection 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.
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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.

D. Phase Il - Finalists Response on Technical Approach and Past Performance

GDOT will request a Technical Approach of the three (3) to five (5) finalist firms for each 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 proposal due date. Any additional detailed proposal instructions
and requirernents, beyond that provided in Section V. Selection Criteria for Phase I, for the finalists will be
provided in the Finalist Notification. All 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, to anyone other than the designated contact.

E. Final Selection

Final selection will be determined by carrying the scores from Phase | 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 It 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 times
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 -484-031616 2/15/2016 | ————
b. Deadline for submission of written questions and requests for clarification | 3/2/2016 2:00 PM

; o pr— |
c. Deadline for submission of Statements of Qualifications ' 3/16/2016 2:00 PM

d. GDOT completes evaluation and issues notification and other information to "

finalist firms | TeD
PHASE I |
e. Deadline for submission of written questions from finalists TBD 2:00 PM
|
f. Phase |l Response of Finalist firms due TBD TBA
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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. helow. All Submittals will be pre-screened to
verify that the Prime consuitant 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.

Each submittal will require a ceriification to allow the Department to analyze risks in determining if any Firm
should be ineligible for award. The certification shalt 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 shortlisted:

1. Project Manager education, registration, relevant engineering experience, relevant project management
experience, experience in utifizing 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 Leader{s} and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20%

The Selection Committee will evaluate ali 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:

1. Project Manager Workload

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

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 Il 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. Technical approach to delivering the project (including design concepts and use of alternative methods).
2. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, or knowledge which your firm has which could benefit the project,
and your ability and willingness to meet time requirements.

3. *™EXHIBIT 1-8, CONTRACT 8 ONLY***

a. Experience in the structural design of movable bridges such as bascule bridges, swing bridges or vertical
lift span bridges.

b. Experience in electrical engineering and mechanical engineering associated in the design, rehabilitation
or operation of movable bridges.
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B. Past Performance — 10%

The Selection Committee may consider information provided via references provided for relevant projects,
knowledge 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.

Vl. Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of Qualifications — Phase | Response

The Statements of Qualifications for each project/contract submittal must be submitted in accordance with
the instructions provided in Section VHl, and must be Organized, cateqorized 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 list the RFQ#, RFQ Title, proposing firm’s full legal name and
the specific project contract being submitied 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 for each project. This is
general information and will not be scored but may be used to determine eligibility for selection.

1. Basic company information:

a.
b.

o

e oo

Company name.

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 - ldentify 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?

2. Certification Form - Complete the Certification Form (Exhibit *I” enclosed with RFQ), and provide a notarized
criginal 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 “IiI” 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:

aoom

Education.

Registration (if necessary and applicable.)

Relevant engineering experience.

Relevant project management experience for projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function (no
more than five (5) projects).
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e. Relevant experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (Plan Development
Process, Design Policy, Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.).

This information is limited to two pages maximum.

2. Key Team Leaders - Provide experience of Key Team Leaders (defined as those individuals who oversee
project areas determined as particulatly important to each specific project, refer to the Project Description in
Exhibit I, specifically Section 7 for the list of Key Team Leaders for each Project). For each Key Team
Leader identified provide:

a. Education.

b. Registration (if necessary and applicable.)

¢. Relevant experience in the applicable resource area (on no more than three (3) of the most relevant
projects).

d. Relevant experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (PDP, Design Policy,
Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.) which are specific to the key resource area.

This information is limited to one (1) page maximum for each Key Team Leader identified in Section 7
of each Exhibit |. 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. Describe no more than five (5) projects, in order
of most relevant to least relevant, 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.

f. Involvement of Key Team Leaders on the projects.

apop

This information is limited to two pages maximum,

4. Area Class Summary Form and Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications - Prime Consuitants are
defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will contract.
The Team is detined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team members.
Prime Consultants 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 IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-
venture of consultants 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 S0Qs, 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 Consultant
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.

9
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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.

Primary Office - Identify 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.

Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and Ability — Respondents are also allowed one page 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, fo 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 abilities 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
additional page allowed, 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 following format with a minimum of
all criteria indicated to provide the requested information:

Project
Manager

Pl/Project # for GDOT Role of PM | Project Current Phase | Current Status of | Monthly Time
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 1-11, 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 | Leader on Hours

Projects Project

This information is limited to the organization chart, one page of text (for the Primary Office and Narrative
on Ability discussion), and the tables.

10
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Vil. Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Perfarmance Response — Phase Il 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 Il). 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 Finalists and
resulting Phase Il responses may be on different schedules for each project/contract. If a firm is a Finalist on
multiple projects/contracts, the Phase Il responses should be considered as separate responses which shall
be prepared and submitted separately.

The Phase Il response must be submitted in accordance with the instructions provided in Section IX, 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 tc ensure compliance with the page
limitations.

Phase Il Cover page — Each project/contract submittal must have a separate cover page for each copy of each
Phase 1l submittal for each project/contract and each must indicate the response is for Phase
Il, list 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. Technical Approach

1. Technical approach to delivering the project (including design concepts and use of alternative methods).
2. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, or knowledge which your firn has which could benefit the project,
and your ability and willingness to meet time requirements.

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

3. **EXHIBIT 1-8, CONTRACT 8 ONLY***, Technical Approach 1, 2 & 3 (There will be one extra page for
Exhibit 1-8, Contract 8 Only to address number 3, Technical Approach which will include a total of 4
pages).

a. Experience in the structural design of movable bridges such as bascule bridges, swing bridges or vertical
lift span bridges.

b. Experience in electrical engineering and mechanical engineering associated in the design, rehabilitation
or operation of movable bridges.{There will be one extra page for Exhibit 1-8, Contract 8 Only to
address number 3, Technical Approach which will include a total of 4 pages.

***This information will be limited to a maximum of four (4) 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 shouid be
paid to the references provided to ensure that the contact information provided is accurate and the individual
references are reachable. Other past performance 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.

11
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Vlll.Instructions for Submittal for Phase | - Statements of Qualifications

A. For each project/contract which is being sought by the firm, there are two (2) submittals required. Submittal #1
must follow the format and meet the content requirements identified in Section VI, entitied |nstructions for
Content and Preparation of Statements of Qualifications — Phase | Response. Respondents must submit
one original and five (5) identical copies for all projects being sought. Submittal #2 is an electronic version of
Submittal #1 which allows for GDOT to maintain the files electronically (please submit a electronic version for
each contract you are submitting). The criginal and each copy of each Submittal #1 should be stapled separately.
For each project/contract response, the original and each copy of Submittal #1 should be bound together using a
binder clip or other similar fashion which allows the individual copies to be separated and distributed easily to
Selection Committee Members. If a firm is responding to multiple projects/contracts, each separately bound
project/contract may be submitted in a single package (boxed, enveloped, or other). See Attachment 1 for a
summary of how the submittals should be prepared.

B. Submittals must be typed on standard (8'2" 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 and should be double-sided 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. For example, a piece of paper
which has print on both sides, shall be considered two pages while a piece of paper with print on only one side
would be considered a single page. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be prepared simply and economically
as indicated above. Fancy bindings, 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.

Submittais must be sealed in an opaque envelope or box, and reference RFQ 484- 031616 and the words
“STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS” must be clearly indicated on the outside of all of the envelopes or boxes.
Statements of Qualifications must be physically received by GDOT pricr to the deadline indicated in the
Schedule of Events (Section /il of RFQ) at the exact address below:

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Attention: Karen Mims
Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center, 19" Floor
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

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

Statements of Qualifications 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.

GDOT researves 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: Karen Mims, e-
mail: kmims@dot.ga.gov. The deadlines for submission of questions relating to the RFQ are the times and
dates shown in the (Schedule of Events- Section lll). 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 I.B.
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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 Finalists and resulting Phase Il responses may be on
different schedules for each project/contract.

A.

There are two (2) submittals required. Submittal #1 must follow the format and meet the content requirements
identified in Section VII, entitled Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance
Response — Phase Il Response. Respondents must submit one original and five (5) identical copies for the
project for which they have been identified as a Finalist. Submittal #2 is an electronic version of Submittal #1
which aliows for GDOT to maintain the files electronically. The original and each copy of each Submittal #1
should be stapled separately. For each project/contract response, the original and each copy of Submittal #1
should be bound together using a binder clip or other similar fashion which allows the individual copies to be
separated and distributed easily to Selection Committee Members. In the event that the firm has been identified
as a Finalist on more than one project/contract, and the due date and time for the Phase Il response is the same
and a firm is responding to multiple projects/contracts, each separately bound project/contract may be submitted
in a single package (boxed, enveloped, or other.)

Submittals must be typed on standard (8% x 11"} paper. The pages should be numbered, however, submittal
pages wiil be counted by section to determine compliance with page limits. Responses are limited to the page
counts indicated in each section and should be double-sided 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. For example, a piece of paper
which has print on both sides, shall be considered two pages while a piece of paper with print on only one side

would be considered a single page. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be prepared simply and economically
as indicated above. Fancy bindings, 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.

C.

Submittals must be sealed in an opaque envelope or box, and reference RFQ 484-031616 and the words
“PHASE Il RESPONSE” must be clearly indicated on the outside of all of the envelopes or boxes. Statements of
Qualifications must be physically received by GDOT prior to the deadline indicated in the Notice to Finalists at
the exact address below:

Georgia Department of Transportation {(GDOT)
Aftention: Karen Mims
Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center, 19" Floor
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

No submittals 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 submiftals 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.
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D. Questions and Requests for Clarification

Questions about any aspect of the Phase |l Response for Finalists, shall be submitted in writing via e-mail to:
Karen Mims, e-mail: kmims@dot.qa.qov. or as directed in the Notice to Finalists, if different. The
deadlines for submission of questions relating to the Phase Il Response will be identified in the Notice to 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 1.B.

X. GDOT Terms and Conditions

A. Statement of Agreement

With the submission of a S0OQ, the respondent agrees that hefshe has carefully examined the Request for
Qualifications, and agrees that it is the respondent’s responsibility to reguest 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 result 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 GEQRGIA 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 aliow a respondent to
madify its SOQ and alter the infermation 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 inte “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 trail. 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 controf systems. The alliance implements all
necessary business systems, including payroll processing, purchasing, property control, etc. The alliance will
develop its own indirect rate structure and calculates its own indirect cost rates, based on the direct and indirect
costs it incurs.

Sub-Consultants shall generally 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 billed as costs. Sub-Consultant Team Members must be written into the resulting Agreement and are subject
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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 billed 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 Titie VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and 78 Stat.
252, 42 USC 2000d--42 and Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Department of Transportation, Subtitle 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
contract 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 15% 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 Opportunity Division
One Georgia Center, 7™ Floor
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, 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 CFR Part 31 and, in the case
of non-profit organizations, OMB Circular A-122.

2. Any firm that currently has ah aggregate contract amount exceeding $250,000 should have submitted their
yearly CPA overhead audit no later than June 30 of each year.

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

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 untii 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, regardless of whether the proposal is determined to be the best proposal, is not binding upon the
Department and does not obligate the Department to procure or contract for any services. Neither the
Department nor any respondent submitting a response will be bound unless and until 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 nen-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) proposal that in the sole 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.

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 firm. It shall be the policy of the Department that all debriefings will
typically be conducted in writing.

Right to Cancel or Change RFQ

GDOT reserves the right to cancel any and alfl 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.

It is 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.

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 employment 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 current 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/cr 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
Department's CPO 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 11

Project/Contract 1

1. Pl Numbers: 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0013716 Clarke SR 10 LOOP EB & WB @ SR 8/US 29
0013806 Clarke SR 10/US 78 @ NORTH QCONEE RIVER

4. 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 sub-consultants, 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 sub-consultant 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 sub-consultants 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

3.02

Urban Roadway Design_

|
1
|

OR

Number

Area Class

4.01

Minor Bridge 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:

I Number | Area Class
1.06(a) | NEPA
1.08(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)
3.02 Urban Roadway Design
3.06 Urban Interstate Highway Design
4.01 Minor Bridge Design
4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
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
i 9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
5. 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, hydrauiic and
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hydrological studies, preiiminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-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
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and Archaeology
Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Concept Report:

ookON=

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Bock.

B. Environmental Document:

1.

3
4
5.
6.
7
8
9.
1

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

NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Agquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH])).

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

C. Preliminary Design:

1.

LN AN

Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans,

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.

P o0Tp

Bridge Hydraulic Study.
Bridge Foundation Investigation (BF I} Report.
Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.
Constructability Meeting participation
Cost Estimation with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
Location and Design Report.
PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
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D. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

E. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.
F. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Final Bridge Plans.
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.
Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

~0QanPD

R

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

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

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

Amendments & Revisions.

N o

G. Construction:

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

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

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

6. The following milestone dates are proposed:
A. Preliminary Engineering {PE) Notice to Proceed - 10/07/16.
B. Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
C. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/19.

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

8. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-2
Project/Contract 2
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
SR 136 @ CHESTATEE RIVER 8.3 MI SOUTHEAST OF
| 0007170 Dawson/Hall DAWSONVILLE ,
0010212 Hall SR 53 WB @ CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER
0013807 Dawson SR 183 @ COCHRAN CREEK 6 MI NW OF DAWSONVILLE
0013746 Habersham SR 385 @ HAZEL CREEK IN DEMOREST

4. 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 sub-consultants, 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 sub-consultant 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 sub-consultants 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
3.02 Urban Roadway Design

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team {either the Prime Consultant andfor 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 Invoivement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

3.02 Urban Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.02 Major Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic 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

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. 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 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,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEFA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possibie detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Comiplete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.

Dtk

C. Envirchmental 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. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report {PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement {1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH])).

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

SOPND oA W
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Pians.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Ultility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System {MS4), if applicable.

P anTp

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation {BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

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

CoNOBRLN

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.
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.
Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

~pooo®

o

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

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates {(PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

N o~

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 andfor issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues)
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/16.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved —01/06/19.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection — 07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/189.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

Tmoomy

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

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-3

Project/Contract 3
1. PI Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions: I
0013604 Richmond SR 4/US 1 @ SOUTH PRONG CREEK 3.2 MI NW OF HEPHZIBAH
0013736 Burke SR 56 @ BRACK CREEK 5.8 Ml NE OF MIDVILLE
0013815 Warren SR 16 @ ROCKY COMFORT CREEK 2.5 Ml SW OF WARRENTON
0013820 Burke SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK OVERFLOW 2.5 MI N OF SARDIS
TBD Burke SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK 2.7 MI N OF SARDIS

4. 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 sub-consultants, 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 sub-consultant 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 sub-consultants 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

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge 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) [ Archaeoiogy

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)

5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
5. 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 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,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmentat Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

a.

b

c.
d.

Provide Survey Control Package.
Provide Inroads Survey Database.
Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

NoopwN

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.

C. Environmental Document:

1.

SeeNons®

Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reporis and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeology).

NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
¢c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Invoivement {1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOM]).

0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.

~poooTm

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI } Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

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

CoNOO LN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

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

Final Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final ESPCP.

Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

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

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

ook w

G. Construction:

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

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

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

26



RFQ-484-031616, Bridge Bundle 1

6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/18.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Iinspection — 07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

mmoomy>

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

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT |14

Project/Contract 4
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0007179 Johnson SR 171 @ BATTLE GROUND CREEK
0013748 Emanuel/Johnson SR 26 @ OHOOPEE RIVER 1.1 Ml E OF ADRIAN
0013749 Laurens SR 29 @ PUGHES CREEK 7 MI SE OF EAST DUBLIN
0013823 Dodge SR 165 @ SUGAR CREEK 1 Ml SW OF CHAUNCEY
0013824 Dodge | SR 230 @ BIG BRANCH 8.3 M| NW OF RHINE

4. 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 sub-consultants, 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 sub-consultant 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 sub-consultants 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

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge 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)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. 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 plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisicns 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,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.

DOk GN

C. Environmental Document:

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

2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
k. Section 4f coordination.
c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

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

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

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).

PooTp

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

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

CONG AWM

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

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

Final Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final ESPCP.

Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
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FFPR participation , report, and responses(all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

e

G. Construction:

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

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance 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)

30



RFQ-484-031616, Bridge Bundle 1

6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 09/30/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review {(PFPR) Inspection — 03/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 09/06/18.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR} Inspection — 07/01/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/03/19.

Let Contract — 02/14/20.

nmoow

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

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-6
Project/Contract 5
{1, Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
, 0008647 Marion CR 99/BOB SAVEL ROAD @ LANAHASSEE CREEK TRIBUTARY
SR 27 @ KINCHAFOONEE CREEK & OVERFLOW 1.5 MI W OF
0013611 Webster PRESTON

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Censultants 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. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant 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 sub-consultants 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 prequazlified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 ! Rural Roadway Design

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge 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)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) { Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Censultant 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 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,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

Provide Survey Control Package.
Provide Inroads Survey Database.
Staking for Bridge Site inspection.
Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

BOMN=

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.
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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. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement {1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

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

SeENOORrw
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D. Preiiminary 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.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).
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Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI| ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting pariicipation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

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

©oNBORWN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and cocrdinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

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

Final Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

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

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

ook w

G. Construction:

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

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

I. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress andfor issues (additional
meetings may be required to resclve major project issues).
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8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (FE} Notice to Proceed — 10/07/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/19.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection — 07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

mTmoom>

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

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-6
Project/Contract 6
i 1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0013601 Muscogee SR 219 @ SCHLEY CREEK NW OF COLUMBUS
0013743 Chattahcochee SR 520/US 280 EB & WB @ BAGLEY CREEK 2 MI SE OF CUSSETA
| 371150- Harris CR 215/FORTUNE HOLE ROAD @ WILLIAMS CREEK SE OF
i

HAMILTON

4. 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 sub-consultants, 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 sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhihit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants 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

OR

Number

Area Class

4.01

Minor Bridge 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

1.08(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)
3. Rural Roadway Design

401 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological. Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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503 Geodetic Surveying

5.08 Subsurface Utility Engineering {SUE)

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. 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 plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisicns 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,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecoclogy, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.
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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. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of & Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

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

SeeNonr
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but nct limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).
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Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BF| ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses {all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
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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.
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.
Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

Ol WA

M

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

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.
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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. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or igsues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/16.
Preliminary Field Plan Review {PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/18.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPRY) Inspection — 07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

Tmoow>

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.
8. Assumptions:
A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).
C. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) regulated waterway within project limits.

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-7
Project/Contract 7
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions;
0013714 Brooks SR 76/5R 333 @ CS 735/BAY STREET & CSX #636942L IN QUITMAN
0013801 Brooks SR 122 @ MULE CREEK 2 MI E OF PAVO
0013802 Brooks SR 122 @ BRICE POND TRIB & @ OKAPILCO CREEK
1 0013828 Seminole SR 45 @ DRY CREEK

4. 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 sub-consultants, 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 sub-consultant 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 sub-consultants 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

3.02 Urban Roadway Design
OR

Number | Area Class

4.01 Minor Bridge 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

1.06(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)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

3.02 Urban Roadway Design

3.15 Highway Lighting

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.08 Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)

6.01(a} | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b} | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.0 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. 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 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,
National Environmenta! Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.

3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.

4. Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.

U S A

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 Exciusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

0 Frepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR)}.
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).

~oQ0op

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI } Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

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

OENDIN AWM

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 Bridge Plans.

b. Final Signing and Marking Plans.

¢. Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Controt Plans (ESPCP).

d. Final Utility Plans.

e. 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.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.
Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.
Amendments & Revisions. '

Sk N

H. Construction:

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

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

J. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress andfor issues {additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/16.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — (01/06/19.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR} Inspection — 07/01/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/03/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20,

mmoome

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

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabititated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-8

Project/Contract 8

, 1. Pi Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
i 0013741 Chatham SR 25/US 17 @ SAVANNAH RIVER IN PORT WENTWORTH
| 0013742 Chatham SR 25/US 17 @ MIDDLE RIVER IN PORT WENTWORTH

4. 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 sub-consultants, 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 sub-consultant 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 sub-consultants 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

OR

Number

Area Class

4.02

Major Bridge 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

1.08(e) { Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public involvement)
3.01 Rurat Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.02 Major Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 _Engineering Surveying
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5.03 ' Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b} | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. 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 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 Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Vessel Study, Bridge Type Study, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept
Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.
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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. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House[PIOH]).

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

SePNOns®
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Road\n_ray Plans, including but not fimited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP}.

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System {MS4, if applicable).
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Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation {BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

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

CoONDORWGN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

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

Final Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plahs.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
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FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.
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G. Construction:

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

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance 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).
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed;

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/16.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18,
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/09.

Final Field Plan Review {FFPR) Inspection — 07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract ~ 02/11/19.

mTmoowr

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.
8. Assumptions:
A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).
C. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) regulated waterway within project limits.

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-9
Project/Contract 9
! 1. PINumbers 2. Counties: | 3. Descriptions:
. 0013803 Bulloch SR 26 @ CANEY BRANCH 13 Ml SE OF BROOKLET
SR 119 @ OGEECHEE RIVER & OVERFLOW 13.6 Ml SE OF

0013804 Bulloch BROOKLET

0013825 Evans SR 169 @ BULL CREEK 4.5 Ml SW OF CLAXTON

0013826 Evans SR 169 @ CEDAR CREEK 4 MI NW OF CLAXTON

4. 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 sub-consultants, 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 sub-consultant 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 sub-consultants 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

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge 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(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

3.15 Highway Lighting
4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engingering Surveying
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5.03

Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies
9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
5. 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

hydrolegical studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project
final acceptance). Al required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Flan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual,

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A

Complete Field Surveys:

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Inroads Survey Database.

Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.

Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.
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Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.
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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. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Invoivement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

0. Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).
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49



RFQ-484-031618, Bridge Bundle 1
D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedication, and Pallution Control Plans (ESPCP}).

Preliminary Utility Pians.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).
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Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BF| ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Desigh Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and cther information requested by Engineering
Services).
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E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

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

Final Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
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FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

ook W

G. Construction:

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

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for afl deliverabies.

. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection = 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/19.

Fina! Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection —07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

Mmoo

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

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9, There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-10

Project/Contract 10

1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:

0013740 Carroll SR 166 @ BIG INDIAN CREEK 1.9 MI W OF BOWDON
0013809 Fulton SR 14/US 29 @ CSX #638610Y 2.6 MI NE OF UNION CITY
0013810 Fulton SR 14 @ ABANDONED CSX RAILROAD IN WEST ATLANTA

4. 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 sub-consultants, 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 sub-consultant 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 sub-consultants 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
3.02 Urban Roadway Design

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge 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

1.08(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Atftitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

3.02 Urban Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies {Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.08 Subsurface Utility Engineering

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01({b} | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

: 9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including ail 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 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,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA} and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Repert Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Vessel Study, Bridge Type Study, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept
Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.
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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. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement {1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Crainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).

~opooop

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BF1 ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Scil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
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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.
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.
Final Drainage Design including M34, if applicable.
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FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.
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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. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).
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8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed ~ 10/07/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/19.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection - 11/01/18.

Final Plans for Letting — 03/03/20.

Let Contract — 06/14/20.
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7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is ho additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-11

Project/Contract 11

[ 4. PINumbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:

| 0013827 Pickens SR 136 @ TALKING ROCK CREEK 3 MI N OF JASPER
170940- Rabun CR 86/CAT GAP ROAD @ TALLULAH RIVER 7.1 MI NW OF TIGER
642170- | Fannin SR 60 @ WIDEN BRIDGE OVER HOTHOUSE CREEK

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consuitants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firn with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, 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 sub-consultant 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 ali sub-consultants 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

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge 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

1.068(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) 1 Noise

1.06{e) | Ecology

1.06(H | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. 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 pians, final right-of-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
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.

3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.

4. Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.

N

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. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluaticn for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

. Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [P1OH]).

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

2oENO oA
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D. Preliminary Design:

1.

CcoNDNhON

Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).

~poOoTE

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

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

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1.
2.

Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Final Design:

1.

e ol B A

Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Finai Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

-0 a0 oD

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

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

G. Construction:

1.
2.

Use on Construction Revisions.
Review Shop Drawings.

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

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

58



RF(Q-484-031616, Bridge Bundle 1

6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/16.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/18.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection —07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

mTmoow®

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

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT II
CERTIFICATION FORM

1, , being duly swarn, state that | am (title) of

{fi'm) 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 Cerification Form. (If unable to initial
any box for any reason, place an "X in the applicable box and attach a statement explaining the non-certification. The Depariment will review and make
a determination as to whether or not the firm shall be considered further or disqualified).

| further certify that to the best of my knowiedge the information given In respanse to the Request for Qualifications Is full, complete and
truthful.

| further certify that the submitting firm and any principal 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, hor is any team members/principals currently under indictment for any reason related to actions on
public infrastructure projects.

| 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 submiiting 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 defaulted in any federal, state or local
government agency contract ang further, that the submitting firm is not now under any notice of intent lo default on any such contract, nor has

been removed from a contract or failed to complete a contract as assigned due to cause or default.

| further certify that the firm or any affiliate(s) has not been involved In.any arbitration, litigation, mediation, dispute review board or other
dispute resolution proceeding with a client, business partner, 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 certify 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 firn's annual average revenue for the past five (5) years is sufficient to allow the services to be delivered
affectively by our firm and that there are no trends in the revenue which may be concerning other than normal market fluctuations.

| further certify that in regards to Audit and Accounting System Requirements, that the submitting firm:

. 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.

. 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.

| acknowledge, agree and authorize, and certify that the proposer acknowledges, agrees and authorizes, 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 supplied therein,

| acknowledge and agree that all of the information contained in the Stalement of Qualifications is submitted for the express purpose of inducing the
GDOT to award a contract,

A material false statement or omission made in conjunction with this proposal is sufficient cause for suspension or debarment from further contracts, or
denvial 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 stafement or omission may subject the person and entity making the proposal to criminal prosecution under
the faws of the State of Georgia of the United Stafes, including but not limited to O.C.G.A. §16-10-20, 18 U.5.C. §§1001 or 1341.

Sworn and subscribed before me

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

GEORGIA SECURITY AND IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT

MConsultant’'s Name:

Address:

Solicitation No./Contract No.: | REQ-484- 031616

Solicitation/Contract Name: Bridge Bundle 1-2016

CONSULTANT AFFIDAVIT

By executing this affidavit, the undersigned Consultant verifies its compliance with 0.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 0.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 Consultant will contract 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
0.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 |dentification Number Date of Authorization
(EEV/E-Verify Company Identification Number)

Name of Gonsultant

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

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

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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EXHIBIT IV
Area Class Summary Example

Respondents should complete a table similar to the below and indicate by placing an “X” in the appropriate column indicating the firm which meets each required
area class for each specific project with particular emphasis on the area classes which the Prime must hold as well as the sub-consultants. The below table is a
full listing of ali area classes. Since no single adverlisement would require every area class, Respondents should delete all the area classes which are not
applicable to the project they are pursuing and only include the ones applicable. Particular attention should be paid to the date that consultants certificate expires.

Area Class | Area Class Descripticr: Prims Sub- Sub- Sub- T Sub- Sub- Sub-
# Consultant Consuiitant Consuftant Corsultart #3 | Consultant #4 | Consultant #5 | Censultant #6
Name #1 Name #2 Name Name Name Name Name
DBE - Yes/No >
Prequalification Expiration Date
1.01 Statewide Systems Planning
1.02 Urbar Area and Regional Transportation Plahning
1.0 Aviation Systems Plarning :
1,04 Mass and Rapid Transpertation Planning i
.05 Altemnate Systerns Planning i
.06(a) NEPA !
.06(b) History i 1
.06{c} Air Quaiity i
.08{d) Noise :
06{g) Ecology
0E{f) Archaeclogy
| 1.06{g} Froshwater Aquatic Surveys
1.06(h) Bat Surveys
1.67 Attitude, Opinien, and Community Value Studies {Public Involvement}
1.08 Airport Master Plarning (AMP}
1.09 Location Studies
1.10 Traffic Analysis
A4 Traffic and Toll Revenua Studies
A2 Major Investment Studies
.13 Non-Motorized transpertation Planning
01 Mass Transit Program: (Systems Management)
.02 Mass Transit Feasibiiity and Technical Studies
.02 Mass Transit Vehicle and Propulsion System
2.04 Mass Transit Controls, Communication and Information Systems
2.05 Mass Trarsit Architectural Engineering
2,08 Mass Transit Unique Structures
2.07 Mass Transit Electrical and Mechanical System
2.08 Mass Transit Operations Management and Support Services
2.09 Airport Design (AD)
210 Mass Transit Program (Systems Marketing) 1
3.01 Two-Lane or MultHare Rural Roadway Design !
3.02 Two-Lane or MultHane urban Roadway Design !
HEGE] Multi-Lane Urban Roadway Widening and Reconstruction 1
! 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 Dasign : !
a.08 Landscape Architectiire Design H
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.09 Traffic Control Systems Analysis, Dasign and Im plementation j
.10 Utility Coerd:natior:
.11 Architectura
.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)
.13 Failities for Bicycles and Pedsstrians
.14 Historic Rehabilitation
RE Highway and Cutdoor Lighting
1€ Value Engineering (VE) i
.17 Toll Facilities Infrastructure Design 7
4.01 Minor Bridge Design |
4.02 Major Bridge Design I
4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrologicai Studies (Bridges) 1
4.06 Bridge Inspection t
5.01 Land Surveying
5.02 Engineering Surveying
5.03 Geodelic Surveying
5.04 Aerial Photography
5.08 Photogrammetry
5.06 Topegraphic Remaote Sensing
5.07 Cartography
5.08 QOverhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) Soil Survey Studies
6.01¢{b} Goological and Geophysical Studies
6.0z Bridge Foundation Studies
6.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Siudies (Soils & Foundation)
6.04{a) Laboratory Testing of Roadway Construction Materials
| 6.04{b) Fiald Testing of Roadway Censtruction Materials
8.05 Hazardeus Waste Site Assessment Studies
8,01 Construction Engineering and Supervision
2.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pelluticn Centrel Plan
202 Rainfall ang Runoff Reperting
9.03 Field Inspection for Erosion Gontrol
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ATTACHMENT 1

Submittal Formats for GDOT Bridge Bundle 1-2016

# of Pages Allowed

Cover Page >
A. Administrative Requirements
1. Basic Company Information T
a. Company name
b. Company Headquarter Address —
¢c. Contact Information e
d. Company Website
e. Georgia Addresses
f.  Staff
9. Ownership —_—
2. Notarized Certification Form (Exhibit 1) for Prime ==
3. Notarized Georgia Security and Immigration Compliance Act Affidavit (Exhibit 11} ->
4. Signed Cover Page of any Addenda Issued ->
B. Experience and Qualifications
1. Project Manager 1
a. Education
b. Registration ==
¢. Relevant engineering experience
d. Relevant project management experience
€. _Relevant experighce usi i ocesses, efc.
2. Key Team Leader Experience
a. Education L
b. Registration
¢. Relevant experience in applicable resource area
d. Relevant experience using GDQ i cesses, etc.
3. Prime’s Experience
a. Client name, project location, and dates
b. Description of overall project and services p
¢. Duration of project services provided
d. Experience using GDOT specific processes, pic.
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. ResourcesAWorkload Capacity
1. Overall Resources
—a_ QOrganization chart ->
b. Primary office to handle project and staff deskripticn of office and benefits of office
c. Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and Ebili
2. Project Manager Commitment Table -
3. Key Team Leaders Project commitment table -
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This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:

NCTE PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY!
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO THE CHANGES ADDRESSED

DISQUALIFICATION.

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

control.

Firm Name

ADDENDUM NO. 1

ISSUE DATE: February 19, 2016

RFQ-484-031616: Bridge Bundle Batch 1-2016

THERE ARE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
IN THIS ADDENDUM MAY RESULT

Signature

Date:

Typed Name and Title

This Addendum, including all articles and corrections listed below, shall become and form a part of the original RFQ

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Office of Transportation Services Procurement

One Georgia Center
600 West Peachtree Street, NW

19™ Floor

Atlanta, Georgia 30308

package and shall be taken into account in preparing your proposal.

|. Written Questions and Answers:

| Questions

Answers

1. || Would the firm awarded the
Bridge Program Management
contract under RFQ-484-
012116 be precluded from
submitting on this contract?

Yes.

2. 1| Wili the bridges awarded
under this contract be
managed by the program
management consultant
awarded the Bridge Program
Management contract under
RFQ-484-0121167

Yes.




ADDENDUM NO. 2
ISSUE DATE: March 3, 2016
This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:
RFQ-484-031616: Bridge Bundle Batch 1-2016

NOTE PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY! THERE ARE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO THE 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.

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
19" Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

This Addendum, including all articles and corrections listed below, shall become and form a part of the original RFQ
package and shall be taken into account in preparing your proposal.

|. Written Questions and Answers:

U Questions i Answers

1. || Addendum 1 states that the The Subconsultants would have to have written permission from the
firm awarded the Bridge Department.

Program Management
contract under RFQ-484-
012116 would be precluded
from submitting on this
contract. Would the
subconsultants be precluded
from submitting on this
contract as well?

2 || Several of the contracts show | Those are the projected NTPs based on historical negotiation times for task order
a Preliminary Engineering #1. It could be earlier if negoatiations go smoothly.

Notice to Proceed (NTP) in
Fall 2017. Please verify that
the NTP dates are correct.




Since these project all deal
with bridges that may require
surveys for bats, wili the
project team be required to be
pre-qualified in newly .
designated area class 1.06(h)
for bat surveys?

All these projects are not in bat survey areas. At this time we are not requiring the
new bat area class.

Are the firms (Prime and
Subs) awarded the On-Call
State Funded Bridge Design
and Support Services under
RFQ-484-0111186 precluded
from submitting on this
contract?

Please see Addendum No. 1 for the Prime. See Addendum No. 2, Number 1 for
the Subconsultant.

|

RFQ Page 10, Section
V1.C.1.a. Organizational Chart
— Would the Department allow
an 11 X 17 sheet for the
organization chart?

Yes.

On page 4 of the RFQ for
Contract 6, the third project
description has “Hamilton 1",
but under Exhibit -6 (page 36
of the RFQ), it only reads
“Hamilton.” Is the “I” supposed
to be inciuded in the project
description for Pl Number
371150-?

The Project Description for Contract 8, P.l. No. 371150- is as follows:

CR 215/FORTUNE HOLE ROAD @ WILLIAMS CREEK SE OF HAMILTON |,
Harris County.

On page 4 of the RFQ for
Contract 9, Pl Number
0013804 shows Bulloch and
Effingham counties; however
under Exhibit I-9 it only shows
Bulloch county for this Pl
Number. Can you please
verify the correct county(ies)
for P Number 00138047

The Project Description for Contract 9, P.I. No. 0013804 is as follows:

SR 119 @ OGEECHEE RIVER & OVERFLOW 13.6 MI SE OF BROOKLET,
Bulloch and Effingham County.




ADDENDUM NO. 2
ISSUE DATE: March 3, 2016
This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:
RFQ-484-031616: Bridge Bundle Batch 1-2016

NOTE PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY! THERE ARE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO THE CHANGES ADDRESSED IN THIS ADDENDUM WAY RESULT IN
DISQUALIFICATION.

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

control.

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
19" Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

This Addendum, including all articles and corrections listed below, shall become and form a part of the original RFQ
package and shall be taken into account in preparing your proposall.

. Written Questions and Answers:

Addendum 2, Answer Number four is deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following answer:

Neither the Prime nor the Subconsultant for the awarded firm for the On-Call State Funded Bridge Design and Support
Services under RFQ-484-011116 will be preciuded from submitting on this contract.



SUBMISSION & PRESCREENING C

SOLICITATION #:

RFQ 484-031616

SOLICITATION TITLE:

Bridge Bundle 1-2016 - Contract 3

SOLICITATION DUE DATE:

March 16, 2016

HECKLIST

SOLICITATION TIME DUE: 2:00pm
< o

Slile | & |, &
= [=|22| 28 | |l &

= =258l 22 |2 3

a e lo.8 [} [E] 1

|2 |5|5%| EE |58 $:2

No. Consultants Date Time | W |W 54| 05 |6 =0
1 AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &Infrastructure, Inc. 3M5/2016 |4:18 PM x | x| x x X X
2 American Consulting Professionals, LLC 3/16/2016 [9:50AM | x | x | x x x x
3 American Engineers, Inc. 3152016 11:21AM| x | x | x X x X
4 Atkins North America, Inc 3M6/2016 M1:35AM | x | x | x x x x
5 Civil Services, Inc. 362016 [1o:s6 AM| x | x| x x X X
6 Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.  |3r16/2016 |[11:29AM] x | x | x x X x
7 Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc. 3M6/2016 |12:17PM| x | x | x x x x
8 Cranston Engineering Group, P.C. 3/16/2016 |10:20 AM| x | x | x X x X
9 Gresham, Smith and Partners 3/16/2016 M1:40 AM| x | x | x x X x
10 Holt Consulting Company, LLC 3/16/2016 M1:01AM| x | x | x x x x
11 Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC 316/2016 19:12AM | x | x | x x X X
12 KCI Technologies, Inc. 3/116/2016 [11:14AM| x | x | x x x X
13 Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 3716/2016 [1:44 PM X | x| x x x X
14 Long Engineering, Inc. 3M6/20168 M213PM| x | x| x x X X
15 Michael Baker International Inc. 3/16/2016 (10:26AM| x | x | x x X x
16 Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc. 3/16/2016 |10:35AM| x | x | x X X x
17 Moffait & Nichol 316/2018 M0:10AM| x | x [ x X X x
18 Calyx Engineers + Consultants 3/16/2016 |[10:37 AM| x | x | x x X X
19 Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 3/16/2018 |1:14 PM X [ x| x x X x
20 Parsons Brinckerhoff, inc. 3/16/22016(1:25PM | x | x | «x x X X
21 Parsons Transportation Group, Ing. 3/M16/2016 j12:52PM| x [ x [ x X X x
22 Pond & Company 3162016 [1:34AM| x | x | x X X x
23 RS&H, Inc. 3/15/2016 {4:47 PM x | x| x x X X
24 STV incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates 352016 [10:02AM] x| x | x X x X
25 TranSystems Corporation 3/16/2016] 1:19 Pq x | x| x x X x
28 T.Y. Lin International 3/16/2016{12:67PM| x | x | «x X b x




SOQ AREA CLASS CHECKLIST

Solicitation #: RFQ 484-031616

Solicitation Title: Bridge Bundle 1-2016 - Contract 3

: dlaldld|alc| B : w3
Primes and Subconsultants glslsls .M\ FlFlnleleldslclalalzlzlal-
cllo|lol|lo||loflelclcole|el|a|lelecllalollofe|o . )
sl llellellvilellell~lcoll ils|wlvld|d]s|]sl o |Certficate Expires
1 |AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &Infrastructure, Inc. XXX X]|X]| X Xl x| x X| X X| X| X| X 10/31/2018
Volkert, Inc. X X|X]| X X| X| X X 10/31/2017
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X| X| X[ X[ X]|X]| X x| x| x 5312017
Waterhouse Engineering LLC X X 12/31/2018

Willmer Engineering. Inc.

SI9RI50A7

2 |American Consulting Professionals, LLC X X| X| X A X X 3i31i2017
Accura Engineering & Consulting Services, Inc. X| X[ X]|X]|X| X 1/31/2019
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X XIX|X|X|X]|X]| X x| x| x 5/31/2017
Ecological Solutions X X X 2/28/2019
Gresham, Smith and Partners X X X| X X]| X X 8/31/2017
KCI Technologies, Inc. X1 X X| X| X X 7/31/2017
Kennedy Engineering & Associates Group LLC X| X X X| X X 7/31/2018
MC Squared, Inc. X| X| X 11/30/2017
Moffatt & Nichol X X X| X| X X 1/31/2019
Mulkey Engineers & Consultanis X| X X XX X|X|[X]|X]|X X 3/31/2017
Willmar Enainoering Ino X X X 212812017

APTd iy A e

3 |American Engineers, Inc. R RXR|{RjRIX|X|X|X|X| X 9i30/20106
Jacobs Engineering Group Inc. X|X| X X{X X| X[ X[ X[X]|X]| X X 53112016
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X| X| X[ X|X|X| X X x| x 5/31/2017
T. Y. Lin International X| X X 2/28/2018
MO Qrnarad Ing X1 XX 11/30/2017

4 [Atkins North Amerlca, Inc XIX|X|X | X KRR X)X | X X | X X 6/30i2017
CCR Environmental, Inc. X X 7/31/2017
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X[ X X|X]|X|X]|X x| x| x 5131/2017
Long Engineering, Inc. X| X| X| X| X| X X 1/31/2018
Mulkey Engineers & Consulants X| X X X X|X]|X|X| X]| X X 3/31/2017
Ranger Consulting, Inc. X X[ X 5/31/2018
TerraXplorations, Inc. X X 5/31/2018
Waterhouse Engineering LLC X X 12/31/2018

Whiimer Engineering, Inc.

Page | of 5
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SOQ AREA CLASS CHECKLIST
Solicitation #: RFQ 484-031616

Solicitation Title: Bridge Rundle 1-2016 - Contract °

5 |Civil Services, Inc. X| X 9/30/2017
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X|X|X|X|X]|X]| X x| x| x 5/31/2017
Gresham, Smith and Partners X X X|X| X]| X X 8/31/2017
Cardno, Inc. X| X X X|X| X X| X X 2/28/2018
United Consulting X X[ X| X 8/31/2017
ORI 2dn Ino X X X 11/30/2017

W r e b

6 |Clark Patterson Englineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. X[ X X 5/31/12017
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. XX X[X{X]|X|X]| X x| x| x 53112017
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc, X[ X]| X X 4/30/2017
LandAir Surveying Company of Georgia X| X1 X 7312017
Long Engineering, Inc. X| X[ X[ X[ X]| X X 1/31/2018
Moffatt & Nichol X X X| X[ X X 1/31/2019
United Consulting X X| X X 8/31/2017
Wilburm Enaineering, 11 C . 513112017

7 |Columbla Englneering & Services, inc. X X| X| X X 9/130/2017
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X[ XX X]|X|X]| X X x| x 513172017
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc. X| X| X X 4/30/2017
Lnited Consulting 4 ¥ X1 X 813112017

8 |Cranston Engineering Group, P.C. X| X X| X| X X 513112017
Moffatt & Nichol ] X X X|X]| X X 1/31/2019
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. XX X[ X]|X|X|X]| X x| x| x 5/31/2017
S&ME . Inc. 11302017

Gresham, Smith and Partners X4 X 8i3172017
American Engineers, Inc. X| X[ X X]|X|[X]|X]X|X]|X 9/30/2016
Civil Services, Inc. X X 9/30/2017
Ecological Solutions X X X 2/28/2019
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Ing. X| X[ X X]X|X]|X]| X X | x| x 513172017
United Consulting X X1 X X 2/31/2017

10 |Holt Consulting Company, LLC X 10/31/120%0
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X[ XX X[X]X]| X x| x| x 5/31/2017
Michael Baker Intemnational Inc. X | x| x| x| x| x X| x| x| x x x 11/30/2017
Aulick Engineering LLC X X 12/31/2017
United Consulting X X]| X | X 8/31/2017
Lona Enaineering, Inc. XXX X]| XX X 1/31/2018

Page 2 of 5



SOQ AREA CLASS CHECKLIST
Solicitation # RFQ 484-031616

Solicitation Title: Bridge Rundle 1-2016 - Contract 3

11 [Infrastructure Consuiting and Enginecering, PLLC X|X|X X 1/31/2019
Mulkey Engineers & Consultants X| X X X| X[ X]|X]|X]X]| X X 313112017
NOVA Engineering & Environmental, LLC X| X| X 3/31/2019
RS&H, Inc. X X | X X|X]|X]| X X 11/30/2019
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. XX x| x| xIxix]x x| x| x BIA1/2017

12 |KCI Technologies, Inc. X X XK X | XK A Ti31i2017
American Consulting Professionals, LLC X X| X]| X X| X X 313172017
Kennedy Engineering & Associates Group LLC X| X X X| X X 7/31/2018
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X[ X|X]|XiX|X]| X x| x| x 5/31/2017
Development Planning & Engineering, Inc. X X X| X[ X X 4/30/2018
Limitad Canoline X X X X RIZ1/2017

Bt Al aharin AFias VA i) P

13 |Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. X X| X| X X| X X| X X 8i31/2018
Edwards-Pitman Enviranmental, Inc. XXX | X|X|X]|X]| X x| x| x- 53112017
Rochester & Associates, Inc. X X| X| X X 2/28/2017
So-Deep, Inc. 12/31/2017
Terracon Consultants, Inc. X| X[ X XXX X| X| X| X 6/30/2015
United Consulting X X|X| X 8/31/2017
Walvarton 2 Acenciates Ine X X1 X1 X X 3131/2017

14 |Long Engineering, Inc. X| X|X|X|X]| X X 1/31/2018
Atkins North America, Inc XIX|X|X]| X X X X|X|X]|X]| X X 6/30/2017
CCR Environmental, Inc. X X 713112017
Michael Baker Intenational Inc. X| x| x| x| x| x x| x| x| x X X 11/30/2017
Moreland Altobelli Associates, inc. X| X[ X|X]|X]|X X| X| X XIX]|X|X]|X]|X]| X 4/30/2018
CDM Smith Inc X| X[ X|X|X|X X|X|X]| X X|X|X| X 1213112017
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC X| X| X X 1/31/2019
Heath & Lineback Engingers, Inc. X{X]|X X 4/30/2017
Halt Consulting Company, LLC X 10/31/2016

15 |Michael Baker Internationai inc. X | x| x| x| x| x X | x| x| x X x 1113012017
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. XX X| X|X]|X]|X]| X x| x| x 531/2017
Long Engineering, Inc. X| X[ X| X| X]| X X 1/31/2018
Holt Consulting Company, LLC X 10/31/2016
infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC X[ X| X X 1/31/2019
Wolverton & Associates, Inc. X X| X| X X 3312017

X! X! X 21282017

Willmer Engineering, Inc.
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SOQ AREA CLASS CHECKLIST

Solicitation #: RFQ 484-031616

Sollcitation Title: Bridge Bundle 1-2016 - Contract 3

Waterhouse Engineerina LLC

16 |Moreland Altobelli Associates, inc. XXX X]| X X8 [EX X|X]| X X 4/30/2018
CCR Environmental, Inc. X X 7/31/2017
Long Engineering, Inc. X[ X | X[ X[X|X X 1/31/2018
New South Associates, inc. X 513172017
Southeastern Engineering, Inc. X X X X| X| X X 12/31/2018

12/21 /9018
rd e

Moffatt & Nichol AR X X 1/31i2019
Atkins North America, Inc X| X[ X[X]| X X X| X[ X]X]|X X 6/30/2017
Aulick Engineering 1LC X X 12/31/2017
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. X| X X 513172017
Ecological Solutions X X X 2282019
Long Engineering, Inc. X|X|X]|X|X]| X X 1/31/2018
Mulkey Engineers & Consultants X| X X X|X|X|X]|X]| X X 3/31/2017
New South Assaciates, Inc. X 5/31/2017

Rannar Cancultina Ina
e R e o e

A/AT/2018

18 |Calyx Engineers + Consultants x| x x X | x| x| x| x| x X 313172017
Vanassee Hangen Brustlin, Inc. x| x| x| x| x X 4/30/2018
Ecological Solutions X X X 2128{2019
Moffatt & Nichol X X X| X[ X X 1/3112019
Rannar Conaulfing Ine, 5/31/2018

19 [Neel-Schafier, inc. X X| X X 11/30/2016
Vaughn & Melton Consuiting Engineers, Inc. X| X|X]X]|X]| X X 8/31/2018
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X|X]| X[ X]|X X X| x| x 5/31/2017

NOVA Engingering & Environmental 11 ¢

3/31/2019

20 |Parsons Brinckerhoif, inc. K| X|X| X | X X|X| X X 11130/2017
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X X[ X]|X X X | x| x 5/31/2017
LandAir Surveying Company of Georgia X| X]| X 713112017
Long Engineering, Inc. X| X[ X[ X}|X] X X 1/31/2018

MC Squared; Inc

11/30/2017

United Consulting

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. 113112018
|Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. XX x| x]x X x| x| x 5/31/2017
likennedy Engineering & Associates Group LLC X| X X X X 7/31/2018

X 8/31/2017

Page4 of 5
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SOQ AREA CLASS CHECKLIST

Solicitation #: RFQ 484-031616

Solicitation Title: Rridne RBundlae 1.2018 . Contract 2

bl PELGE AR ot bt] ROAA I Y

..u_ul.::..,.. ...
22 [Pond & Company X] X X 1/31/2018
ARCADIS U.S., Inc. X[ X]| X X| X| X X| X[ X X]|X| X| X 6/30/2017
Edwards-Pitman Envircnmental, Inc. X X{X|X X x| x| x 5/3112017
Long Engineering, Inc. X| X X| X| X X 1/31/2018
I libond v i in x r‘- .‘p K m._qm._:__.NOaﬂ

ey ESDC

23 |RS&H, Inc. X| X X{ X XK X 11/30/201%
Infrastruciure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC X| X X 1/31/2019
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Ine. XIX|X| X X X | x| x 5/31/2017
Accura Engineering & Consulting Services, Inc. X X| X[ X]|X]| X 1/31/2019
MC Squared, inc. X| X| X 11/30/2017
United Consulting X X[ X]| X 8/31/2017
Rnchactar & Accnciatas Ine X X1 x| X X 202R/2017

25

IR L s S5 A e A i

TranSystems Corporation

24 |STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Assaciates X X X| X A 6/30/2016
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X|{X| X[ X X x| x| x 5/31/2017
T. Y. Lin Intemational X| X X 2/28/2018
United Consulting X X[ X]| X 8/3172017
Vaughn & Melton Consulting Engineers, Inc. X| X X X]| X X 8/31/2018
Watarhnuea Enninaarina |1 0 b 4 .—M_—.WA HMDA_W

8/31/2017

Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X|X|X| X X X | x| x 5/31/2017
Sycamore Consulting, Inc. X 8/3172017
Pont Engineering, Inc. X 12/31/2018
Aulick Engineering LLC X 12/31/2017
Linited Consulting X X XX 8/31/2017

Page 5 of 5

26 [T. Y. Lin International X X X 2128/2018
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X[ X]| X X x| x| x 5/31/12017
NOVA Engineering & Environmental, LLC X[ X X 3/31/2019
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates X X X| X X 6/30/2016
Toole Surveying Company, Inc. XX | X 12/31/2018
Volkert. Inc:. X1 X1 X X 10/31/2017




GDOT GUIDE FOR SELECTION COMMITTEE MEMBERS

RFQ 484-031616
Bridge Bundle 1-2016 - Contract 3

i This ENTIRE GUIDE must be reviewed carefully by all Selection Committee Members BEFORE the evaluation of submittals.

Coordination and Communication

Steve Farrar 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- Alf 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 li will be the evaluation of the written responses from the Finalists.
The scoring for the Finalists will be carried forward from Phase | and added to the scores from Phase Il to determine the
highest ranked Finalists and hence with whom negotiations will 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

. 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 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 determine the rating for each criteria as foliows:

s 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

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

o 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 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

v. 3-24-15
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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
all 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 scheduls 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 S0Qs. 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 Thursday, April 07, 2016. 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 || 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




Phase Il

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 alternative methods).

= Past Performance - Procurement will be checking references and will provide the results of the reference checks to
the Selection Committee. The Selection Committee will also be allowed to bring any information for consideration
they have available regarding the Firm’s performance on any project/contract.

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 submittals 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 Monday, May 16, 2016. 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/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

= 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 I 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 Title: Bridge Bundle 1-2016 - Contract 3 1 Atiins North America, Inc
Solicitatlon #: RFQ 484-031616 2 AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &Infrastructure, Inc
PHASE | - Individual Committee Member Preliminary Scoring based on Published Criteria Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
o D > G 5 ' B 6 -. - : Calyx Engineers + Consultants
Gresham, Smith and Partners
{RANKING) & Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc
Sum of Amencan Engineers, Inc
Individual | Group Parsons Brinckerhoff Inc
SUBMITTING FIRMS Rankings | Ranking . Holt Consulting Company, LLC
: il A o syl R 10 Moreland Altobelii Associates, Inc
AMEC Foster Whesler Environment &Infrastructure, Inc. T 2 " Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P C
American Consulting Professionals, LLC 34 17 e Long Engineering, Inc
Alﬁerlpan Engineers, inc. 20 7 B RS8&H, Inc
Atkins North America, inc 4 1 i~ . Michae! Baker Intemational Inc.
Civil Services, Inc. 4 n [1° Moffatt & Nichol
Clark Pafterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. 27 11 16 T Y Lin International
Columbia Engineering & Services, Ing. - 46 22 i American Consulting Professionals, LLC
Cranston Engineering Group, P.C. 51 26 L Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC
Gragham, Smith and Partners 13 5 s Pond & Company
Holt Consulting Company, LLC 26 9 G KC! Technologies, Inc
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC 34 18 & Civil Services, Inc
|KC] Technologies, Inc. 4 20 =2 Columbia Engineering & Services, inc
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 19 [] 2 TranSystems Corporation
Long Engineering, inc. ' 27 12 24 Nesl-Schaffer, Inc
Michael Baker International Inc. 28 14 - STV Incorparated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Assoclates
Moreland Altobelli Associates, [nc. 28 10 - Cranston Enginesring Group, P C
Moffatt & Nichol 30 15
Calyx 'Englneérs + Consultants 12 4
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 48 24
Pamt;'ans Brinckerhoff, Inc. 23 8
|Parsons Transportation Group, Inc 12 3
|Pond 8 Company 34 19
RS&H, Inc. 27 13
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates 49 25
TranSystems Corporation 48 23
T. Y. Lin International 3 18




&

&
Evaluation Criteria > &O&Q "&
A
> S
+ &
7/, Evaluator 1
& S
= r . 5 ; Phase One
""" Meximum Points allowed=| 300 | 200 |Evalator1Individual
SUBMITTING FIRMS v v Total Score | Ranking
AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &Infrastructure, Inc Excellent| Good 450 1
American Consulting Professionals LLC Adequate | Adequate 280 15
American Engineers, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 15
Atkens North America, Inc Good | Excellent 425 2
Civii Services, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 15
Clark Patterson Enginesrs, Surveyor and Architects, P C Adequate! Good 300 11
Columbia Engingering & Services, Inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 15
Granston Enginesnng Group, P C Adequate | Adequate 250 15
Gresham, Smith and Pariners Good Goeod 375 4
Holt Consulting Company, LLC Good | Adequate 325 7
Infrastructure Consutbing and Engineering. PLLC Adequate | Adequate 250 15
KC! Technologies, Inc Good- | Adequate 325 7
Kimlay-Horn and Associates, Inc Good | Adequate 325 7
{Long Engineering, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 15
iMlcheI Baker Intemational Inc Adequate! Good 300 11
IMoreland Altobelll Associates, Inc Good | Adequate 325 7
Moffatt & Nichol Adequate| Good 300 11
Calyx Engineers + Consultants Good Good 375 4
Neel-Schaffer Inc Adequate| Good 300 11
Parsons Bnnckerhoff. Inc Good Good 375 4
Parsons Transportation Group, Ing Good Excellent 425 2
Pond & Company Adequate | Adequate 250 15
RS&H, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 15
STV Incorporated dbe STV Ralph Whitehead Associates Adeguate | Adequate 250 15
TranSystems Corporation Adequate | Adequate 250 15
T Y Lin International Adequate | Adequate 250 15
O Maximum Points allowed =| 300 200 - 500|%
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Evaluation Criteria > / °¢° on&
(A
G
& &
F# Evaluator 2
& Evaluator
2 ST i e g . Phase One
Maximum Points alfowed=| 300 200 |Evaluator 2 Individual
SUBMITTING FIRMS v ¥ | Tota! Score | Rankin
AMEC Foster Wheeler Enwironment &lInfrastructure, Inc Adequate| Good 300 5
American Consulting Professionals, LLC Adequate | Adequate 250 8
American Engineers, Inc Good Good 375 1
Atikins North America, Inc Good Good 375 1
Civil Services, Inc Adeguate | Marginal 200 20
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P C Adequate| Good 300 5
Columbia Engineenng & Services, Inc Adeguate | Marginal 200 20
Cranston Enginesring Group, P C Adequate| Poor 150 25
Gresham, Smith and Pariners Adequate | Adequale 250 8
Holt Consulting Company, LLC Adequate | Adequate 250 8
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC Adequate | Adequate 250 8
KCI Technologies, Inc Marginal | Adequate 175 23
Kimiey-Homn and Associates, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 -]
Long Engineering, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 8
Michael Baker International Inc. Adequate | Adequale 250 8
|More!and Altobelll Associates, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 8
Moffatt & Nichol Adequate | Adequaie 250 8
Calyx Engineers + Consultants Good | Adequate 325 4
Neel-Schaffer, Inc Marginal | Marginal 125 26
Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc Adeguale | Adequate 250 8
Parsons Transportatton Group, Inc Goed Gooed 375 1
Pond & Company Adequale | Adsquate 280 8
RS&H, Inc Adequate | Adeguate 250 8
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates Margina! | Adeguate 175 23
TranSystems Corporation Adequate | Marginal 200 20
T Y Lin intemational Adaquate| Good 300 5
Moamum Pomts allowed =| 300 200 - 500 [%
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A
o &
77 Evaluator 3
# ¢ valuator
A A B - Phase One
Maximum Points allowed =| 300 200 | Evaluator 3 Individual
SUBMITTING FIRMS v v Total Score | Ranking

AMEC Foster Whesler Environment &Infrastructure, Inc Excellent | Excellent 500 1
American Consuiting Professionals, LLC Good Good 375 11
Amencan Engineers, Inc Excellent| Good 450 4
Atkins North Amenca_ ing Excellent | Excellent 500 1
Civil Services, Inc Good Good 375 11
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P C Good Good 375 11
Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc. Good Good 375 11
Cranston Engineenng Group, P C Good Good 375 11
Gresham, Smith and Partners Excallent | Excellent 500 1
Holt Consulting Company. LLC Good Good 375 11
Infrastructure Consulting and Enginsering, PLLC Good Good 375 11
KCI Technologies, Inc Good Good 375 11
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc Excellent | Good 450 4
Long Engingering. Inc Excellent| Good 450 4
Michael Baker Internaticnal Inc Good | Excellent 425 2]
Moreland Altobelll Associates, Inc Good Good 375 11
Moffatt & Nichol Geod Good 375 1
Calyx Engingers + Consultants Excellent| Goobd 450 4
Neel-Schaffer, Inc Good Good 375 11
Parsons Brinckerhoff, In¢. Good Good 375 11
Parsons Transportation Group, Ing Good | Excellent 425 9
Pond & Company Good Good 375 11
RS&H, Inc Excellent | Good 450 4
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates Good Good 375 11
TranSystems Corporation Good Good 375 11
T.Y Lin Internationa! Good Good 375 11

Maximum Points allowed=| 300 © 200 500|%
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GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF TOP SUBMITTALS FOR PHASE |

Solicrtation Title: Bridge Bundle 1-2016 - Confract 3

Atkins North Amenca. Inc

Vd
&

Solizitation #: REQ#84:031810 2 AMEC Foster Wheeler Emaronment &Infrastruchure, Ine
PHASE [ - Individual Committee Member Scoring and Overall Ranking based on Published 2
Criteria FOR TOP TEN SUBITTALS Kimley-Hom and Associates, Inc
= -
D = 2 :
=Y G YE 2} D O S Amsencan Engineers, Inc
2 ] Calyx Engineers + Consultants
{RANKING) 6 Parsons Transportation Group, Inc
7 Holt Consultng Company LLC
Group 7 Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc
SUBMITTING FIRMS Scora Rankin 7 RS&H, Inc
10 Parsons Blinckerhoff, Inc
10 Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P C
1o Moffatt & Nichol
Atking Narth America, Inc 500 1 2 Gresham, Smith and Pariners
AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &infrastructure, Ine. 450 iz ] Long Enginesring, Inc.
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. j ' ' i ’ 375 ] i Michael Baker Intemational Inc.
Calyx Engineers + Consultants ) 400 5
Gresham, Smith and Partners 250 13 :
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 450 2
American Engineers, Inc 450 2
Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc 300 10
Holt Consulting Company, LLC N : 325 (a7
Morsland Altobelli Associates, Inc. 328 287
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveycr and Architects, P.G o 300 10
Long Engineering, Inc. 250 13
RSEH, Inc, 325 7
Michael Baker International Inc 250 13 ]
Moffatt & Nichol 300 10
-3

Evaluation Criteria > S éc\
& &
&
2 7
&
& S
Phase One
S LR | . Scores and Group
Maxunum Points allowed =| 300 | 200 . ASanknd
SUBMITTING FIRMS v v Total Score |  Ranking
Atkins North America, Inc Excellent | Excelient 500 1
AME( Foster Wheeler Environment &lnfrastructure, Inc. Excellent| Good 450 2
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. Good Good 375 6
Calyx Enpmeers + Consultants Excellent | Adequate 400 5
Gresham_ Smith and Partners Adequate | Adequate 250 13
temiley-Hoin and Assousates, Inc Excellent | Good 450 2
American Engineers. Inc. Excellent | Good 450 2
Parsons Bnnckerhoff. Inc Adequate| Good 300 10
Holt Gonsuiting Company, LLC Good | Adequate| 325 7
Moreland Altobelll Assaciates, Ine. Good | Adequate 325 7
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P C. Adequate | Good 300 10
Long Engineenng, Inc Adequate | Adeguate 250 13
RS&H, Inc. Good | Adequate 325 7
Michael Baker Intemational Inc. Adequate | Adequate| 250 13
|Moffatt & Nichol Adequate | Good 300 10
| Maximum Points aliowed =| 300 200 500|%




RFQ RFQ 434-031816 ' PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firm Atkins North America, Inc # of Evaluators]z '

Expenence and Qualifications Assigned Rating Excellent

The PM has lots of bridge experience. The roadway key team lead has completed several bridge
replacement projects over water. The NEPA key team lead had lots of experience, however the
evaiuation team would have like to see more recent big bridge projects. The PM and key team leads all
had relevant GDOT PDP knowledge. The prime consultant demonstrated that they have done bridge

replacement projects before. The evaluation team noted that the proposed PM and key team leads have
all worked together before,

IRescurces tatulity and Workload Gapacity Assigned Rating Excellent

The organizational chart is deep. The prime consultant identified NEPA, bridge, geotechnical, survey
and roadway in the QC/QA organization chart. The consultant's team has more than enough availability
for this contract.

|rRFQ RFQ 434-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUEBMITTALS
Flrm AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &infrastructure, Ing. # of Evaluators a3
Experience and Qualfications Assigned Rating Excellent

The PM had design, NEPA and project management experience. The bridge and NEPA key team leads
have bridge replacement experience and understands the GDOT PDP process. The prime consultant
does have bridge replacement experience.

rRasouroes ailability and Workload C | Assigned Rating Good

The consultant’s team had enough availability to perform the work needed for this contract. The

organizational chart has depth, but environmental discipline did not address the QC/QA. However they
did mention constructability QC/QA.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 1 . PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm [Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. - # of Evaluators |3
|Experience and Quaiifications Assigned Rating Good

The PM demonstrated relevant bridge replacement experience and has a clear understanding of the
role of environmental in delivering projects. The roadway, bridge and NEPA key team leads have
experience with bridge replacement over water. The prime consultant has recent experience with
bridge replacement over water projects.

R kability and W d Capacity Aszignad Rating Good

The consultant's team has enough availability to perform the work needed for this contract. The
organizational chart has depth. Quality control includes structure, roadway, NEPA and constructability.




|rFa RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Flrm Calyx Engineers + Consultants # of Evaluators|,

JE v and Qv Assigned Rating Excallent

The PM had bridge replacement over water experience and the environmental projects. The bridge key
team lead had bridge replacement experience. The prime consuitant had bridge replacement
experience in the form of corridor widening projects.

Resources availability and Workload Capacity Asslgned Rating Adequate

The organization chart, except for the environment portion, lacks depth. The NEPA key team lead has
very limited availability.

RFQ RFQ@ 484-031616 ) PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Smith and Partners # of Evaluators| 3
Experwnce and Qualtfications | Assigned Rating Adequate

The PM is mindful of constructability, the need to avoid permit changes and the consequences of late
design changes. The roadway key team lead lists relevant experience but does not appear to be the
design lead. The NEPA key team lead does not show environmental lead experience on bridge design
projects. The prime consultant lists several bridge replacement projects, with most over water.

IRa avajability and Worklioad € . |assigned Rating Adequate

The organizational chart lacks depth in history and archeology. The organizational chart does not
include environment, bridge or constructability. The evaluation team has a concern that the team's
availability is limited due to the phases of the projects listed.

RFQ |R|=u 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Flrm |KIr|1Iay—Horn and Assoclates, Inc. # of Evaluators|s : :
Expenence and Qualiheations . Assigned Rating Excellent

The PM has big bridge experience and noted that environmental and roadway work need to be
coordinated. All key team leads had bridge replacement experience. The prime consultant listed
bridge replacement projects that included the key team leads involvement.

|Raspurces availability and Workload Capacity : Assigned Rating | Good

The environmental organizational chart shows good depth.




|rRFQ RFQ 484031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firm i American Englneers, Ing. # of Evaluators| 3

{Expenenca and Qualfications . v Assigned Rating Excellent

The PM, roadway and bridge all demonstrated relevant project experience. The PM and roadway key
team lead both note involvement in reviewing environmental requirements. The evaluation team
believes the NEPA key team lead has experience to perform the work. The prime consultant has bridge
over water project experience.

[Rescurces availability and Workload Gapacity - |Assigned Rating Good

Only one firm was listed as prequalified in each environmental discipline. The organizational chart
lacks specificity. Within QC/QA, the consultant did not have environmental, structure and
constructability.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 - PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Flrm Parsons Brinckerhoff, Ing. i# of Evaiuators a
|Expetience and Qualifications Assigned Reting Adequate

The PM lists bridge replacement engineering project management experience. The roadway key team
lead lists experience but the evaluation team is unsure of the active role within the project. The bridge
key team lead listed projects for bridge over water projects. The NEPA key team lead's experience is
appropriate for the requirements of this contract. The prime consultant lists several relevant bridge
replacement projects over water.

IRs y and Wi i Ci - Assigned Rating Good

The team's resource availability is enough to perform the work needed for this contract. The
organizational chart is good, however it does not include QC for bridge or NEPA.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Flrm Hoit Consulting Company, LLC # of Evaluators 3
|Expenence and Qualifications - ' Asslgned Rating Good

The PM has engineering and project management experience related to bridge replacement projects.
The NEPA key team lead demonstrates experience with bridge CEs. The evaluation team would like to
see more lead design and GDOT experience for the roadway key team lead. The prime consultant lists
bridge replacement projects that are relevant to the work on this contract. The additional resource
narrative notes the need for early and often coordination of early activities such as mapping,
geotechnical and environmental.

Rezources availabiity and Workload Capacity |Assigned Rating Adequate

The organizational chart does not show depth in each environmental discipline. The organizational
chart also lacks depth in roadway design. Within QC/QA, the consultant did not have environmental,
structure and constructability.




RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firm Moreland Alcbelli A ) Inc. # of Evaluators|

3

iExpenenoe and Qualificebons g lAssigned Rating Good

The PM and roadway key team Iead lists bridge replacement experience, however not standalone
bridge replacement experience. The NEPA key team lead shows experience in reviewing erosion
control plans. The additional resource narrative notes the need to identify critical environmental areas
during concept phase. The prime consultant listed experiences that were mainly widening projects.

R labitity and Workload Ci - Assigned Rating Adequate

The organizational chart only shows one ecologist and the organizational chart lacks QC for
environmental, bridge and constructability. The consultant's availability is reasonable for this contract.

RFQ RFQ 484-031816 - PHASE 1'SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Clark Patterson Englneers, Surveyer and Architects, P.C. ' # of Evaluaiors a
Expenence i Qualifications - : Assighed Rating Adequate

The PM has relevant project bridge replacement projects as a program manager. The NEPA key team
lead only lists two projects. The roadway key team [ead demonstrated limited experience as lead
roadway engineer for the projects listed. The bridge key team lead lists several standalone bridge
replacement projects. The prime consultant lists several bridge related projects.

Resources lability and W d Capacity - Assigned Reting Good

The organizational chart appears thin, however the NEPA write-up notes the depth of their firm. The
organizational chart does not show QC for environmental, structure and constructability, however the
NEPA write-up allows for in-house review of work products. The evaluation team noted that the NEPA
key team lead was not listed on the reference projects for the prime.

RFQ |RFQ 484-031816 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
|Firm |Long Enginesring, Inc. # of Evaluators|3
E and Qualifications Asslgned Rating | Adeguate

The PM has been project director and project manager on several bridge projects that included multiple
bridges within the projects. The roadway key team lead does not have standalone bridge replacement
experience listed. The bridge key team lead has good knowledge and experience. The NEPA key team
lead did not demonstrate experience relevant to this contract. The prime consultant lists several stand
alone bridge projects with the involvement of the key team leads.

|Resources avanabifity and Workioed Capachty }. Rating | Adequate

The organizational chart lacks specificity for environmental. The organizational chart does not show
QC for environmental, roadway and constructability.




[RFa |RFQ 484-031618 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
[Firm [Rs&H, Inc. # of Evaluators|3
[Exp and Gualifications Aszsigned Rating | Good

The PM and the roadway key team lead have prior experience with standalone bridge replacement. The
bridge key team lead has bridge experience, but the evaluation team would like to see more standalone
bridge replacement experience. The NEPA key team lead lists only two projects. The prime consultant
lists relevant projects for this contract, however the NEPA key team lead is not listed on any of the
projects listed and the PM is listed only on one project.
Resources bility and Workioad Gapacity |assigned Rating |

Adeguate
The organizational chart lacks depth for environmental. The organizational chart does not show QC for

environmental and constructability. The NEPA key team lead has less than 60% availability.

%n [RFG 484031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY CCMMENTS FOR TOF SUBMITTALS
[Firm [Michael Baker Intemational Inc. # of Evaluators|3
Experience and Qualhications Assigned Rating Adequate

The PM has experience, however the projects listed are minor bridge replacement and not standalone
bridge replacement. The roadway key team lead lists experience, however the projects are on-going.
The bridge and NEPA key team leads show relevant experience. The prime consultant lists projects
that are relevant to bridge replacement over water.

Resources avallability and Workload Capacity | Assigned Rating | Adequate

The consultant's team has enough availability to meet the needs of this contract. The organizational

chart is good, but does not show depth for history, archeology or NEPA. The organizational chart does
not show QC for environmental and constructability.

RFQ IRFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
|Firm |Moffatt & Nichol # of Evaluators|3 -
[Expetionce and Qualifications |Assigned Rating Adequate

The PM has engineering and project management experience on bridge replacement projects. The
bridge key team lead does not show a lot of lead bridge experience and does not demonstrate
experience in the GDOT PDP process. The roadway key team lead lists several bridge replacement
projects. The NEPA key team lead did not demonstrate adequate experience far this type of contract.

The prime consultant lists bridge replacement experience but does not show experience in the GDOT
PDP process.

ty and load Cap |assigned Rating | Good
The consultant team has good availability with multiple firms listed within the disciplines. The

organizational chart only shows one person for history and archeology and does not show QC for
constructability.




adr
Frlelio

SELECTION OF FINALISTS

RFQ-484-031616
Bridge Bundle — (B1-2016)

The Georgia Department of Transportation is pleased to announce the
selections of the following firms as finalists regarding the above
RFQ for (B1-2016), Contracts 1-11:

Selected Finalists:
Project/Contract #1 —PI Nos. 0013716, 0013806

Gresham, Smith and Partner
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
Long Engineering, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

S

Project/Contract #2 — PI Nos. 0007170, 0010212, 0013807, 0013746

American Engineers, Inc.

Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.
Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc.
RS&H, Inc.

TranSystems Corporation

B RIS S

Project/Contract #3 - PI Nos. 0013604, 0013736, 0013815, (013820

AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment & Infrastucture, Inc.
American Engineers, Inc.

Atkins North America, Inc.

Calyx Engineers + Consultants

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

U'I-P-UJM!.—'



Project/Contract #4 — PI Nos. 0007179, 0013748, 0013749, 0013823, 0013824

ARCADIS U.S,, Inc.

Atkins North America, Inc.

Heath & Lineback Engincers, Inc.
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
Michael Baker International, Inc.

SEs R W T

Project/Contract #5 — P.1. Nos. 0008647, 0013611

CDM Smith, Inc.

Long Engineering, Inc.

Michael Baker International, Inc.
Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc.
Volkert, Inc.

Sl

Project/Contract #6 — P.I. Nos. 0013601, 0013743, 371150-

Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.
Gresham, Smith and Partners

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

T. Y. Lin International

Volkert, Inc.

i 2 2N

Project/Contract #7 — P.1. Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802, 0013828

Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.
Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.

Michael Baker International, Inc.

Neel-Schaffer, Inc.

Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.

ur-l:w!\):—-

Project/Contract #8 — P.1. Nos. 013741, 0013742

CDM Smith, Inc.
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.
Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
RS&H, Inc.

DR W e



Project/Contract #9 — P.I. Nos. 0013803, 0013804, 0013825, 0013826

American Engineers, Inc.
ARCADIS U.S,, Inc.
Moffatt & Nichol

Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.
Volkert, Inc.

b B W N =

Project/Contract #10 — P.I. Nos. 0013740, 0013809, 0013810

AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment & Infrastructure, Inc.
Gresham, Smith and Partners

Morealnd Altobelli Associates, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

T. Y. International, Inc.

-

Project/Contract #11 — P.I. Nos. 0013827, 170940-, 642170-

CDM Smith, Inc.

Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PPLC
Michael Baker International, Inc.

Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

IESR SN



Russell R. McMurry, P.E., Commissioner GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

One Georgia Center, 600 West Peachiree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: (404) 631-1000

NOTICE TO SELECTED FINALISTS

To: AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. ; American Engineers, Inc. ;
Atkins North America, Inc. ; Calyx Engineers + Consultants and Kimley-Horn and
Associates, Inc.

Please send an e-mail confirming receipt of this notice to R. Steve Farrar (rfarrar@dot.ga.gov).

Re: RFQ-484-031616 — Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 3, Pl #s 0013604, 0013736, 0013815,
0013820

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-484-031616),
page 11, VIl Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance Response — Phase Il
Response, A&B and page 13, 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 andfor needs of GDOT, including:

1. Technical approach to delivering the project (including design concepts and use of alternative methods).
2. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, or knowledge which your firn has which could benefit the 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 fulfilf this requirement.

Remaining Schedule

1. GDOT completes evaluation and issues notification and other information to
finalist firms. 04/19/2016] -——-——

2. Deadline for submission of written questions from finalists (e-mail preferred) 04/22/2016| 2:00 PM

3. GDOT Receives Submittals | and 2 for Phase || 04/27/2016| 2:00 PM




Notice to Selected Finalists
RFQ-484-031616 — Bridge Bundle 1-2016 — Contract 3
Page 2 of 2

C.

Finalist Select]

Final selection will be determined by carrying the scores from Phase | 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 will 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 of 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 a mutual agreement is established and GDOT awards a contract. The final form of the contract
shall be deveioped by GDOT.

Please address any questions you may have to R. Steve Farrar, and congratulations, again, to each of you!

R. Steve Farrar
rfarrar@dot.ga.gov
404-631-1561



SUBMISSION & PRESCREENING CHECKLIST

SOLICITATION #:

RFQ 484031616

SOLICITATION TITLE:

Bridge Bundie 1-2016 - Contract 3

SOLICITATION DUE DATE:

April 27, 2016

SOLICITATION TIME DUE: 2:00pm
I*
[]
=]
[
o
£
Za
88
i i
Ef
No. Consultants Date Time Q3
1 Atkins North America, Inc. 412712016 | 12:30 PM X
2 AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment & infrastructure, Inc. | 4/27/2016 | 10:35 AM X
3 Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 412712016 | 11:30 AM x
4 American Engineers, Inc. 4/2712016 | 10:23 AM X
5 Calyx Engineers + Consultants 42712016 | 10:42 AM X




GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Solicitation Title: Bridge Bundie 1-2016 - Confract 3 1 ) 3
Kim!ey-Hom and Associates, Inc.
Solicitation #: RFQ 484-031618 2 Atking North America, Inc.
{PHASE | AND PHASE Il Andividual Committee Member Scoring and Overal Ranking based on Published Criteria 3 Calyx Engineers + Consultanis
[=] B 41 AMEC Foster Whesler Environment & Infrastructure, tne.
AAlCIE 0 PXO = _UJ 5 American Engineers, Inc.
{RANKING)
i Sum of
; Total Group |
ISUBMITTING FIRMS Score | Ranking
Atkins North America, Inc. 800 2
AMEC Fester Wheeler Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. 750 4
Kimiey-Horn and Associates, Inc. 825 1
Amerlcan Englneers, nc. 725 3
Calyx Eng +C It 775 3

PHASE | PHASE I
Maximum Points allowed =| 300 | 200 | 406 | 100 Ranking 3
SUBMITTING FIRMS v ¥ v ¥ Toial Score | Ranking

Atkins North Amarica, nc. Excelleni | Excellent | Adequata| Excell 800 2 I
AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment & infrastructure, Inc. Excell Good | Adequate| E 750 4
Kimiey-Horn and Assodiates, Inc. Excallent] Good Good Good 825 i
American Engineers, Inc. Exceflent] Good |Adequale| Good 725 5 |
Calyx Engineers + Cor Excellent [ Adequate| Good Good 775 3

Ma Polnts allowed=| 300 200 400 100 1000 %




RFQ RFQ 484-031618 “PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm Atkins North America, Inc.

Technical Approach : . Assigned Rating

Adequate

The evaluation team liked that the consultant recognized the need for a
constructability review and they had two field teams for ecology, bridge
hydraulics and field survey. Stage construction alternative for each site was
mentioned. The evaluation team wanted a mention LRFD and the
consultant's approach to focus more on these bridges rather than past
projects.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating | Excelient

The evaluation team reviewed the results of the reference checks and
agreed that the consultant should be rated as 'Excellent'.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm |AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. . .
Technical Approach Assigned Rating Adeguate

The evaluation team liked the staging alternative discussion for each project
and that multiple teams can be deployed on these projects. The technical
design needed more discussion on environmental, PDP process,
constructability and utilities. The environmental work appeared to be
excluded from the QA/QC process.

Past Performance IAssIgned Rating | Excellent

The evaluation team reviewed the results of the reference checks and
agreed that the consultant should be rated as 'Excellent'.




[rRFa RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

Technical Approach |Assigned Rating Good

The identification of environmental resources and seasonal concerns was
well received by the evaluation team. The consultant also recognized that
approach work could affect buffers and the need to identify a buffer variance
early. Additionally the consultant addressed environmental QC and
schedule considerations of funding year. The consultant also identified
multiple alternatives for each site and recognized how hydraulics would piay
a rolt in the overall design.

Past Performance jAssigned Rating | Good

The evaluation team reviewed the results of the reference checks and
agreed that the consultant should be rated as 'Good’.

RFG RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Flrm |Americanﬂ§ineers, Inc. :
Technical Approach Assigned Rating Adequate

The consultant mentioned LRFD and provided structural and staging
alternatives for each site. Needed more discussion on environmental QC
and project specific scheduling details. The statement regarding qualification
under the PCE agreement is in direct conflict with previous statements on
impacts to suitable habitat for protected species and potential de minimis.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating | Good

The evaluation team reviewed the results of the reference checks and
agreed that the consultant should be rated as 'Good'.




[RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm |Calyx Engineers + Consultants

Technical Approach Assigned Rating Good

The early consideration of environmental issues was well received by the
evaluation team. Additionally the consultant addressed schedule
considerations of funding year. The consultant also noted the importance of
VE and the inclusion of environmental within the VE. The evaluation team
felt that the site specific evaluations was thorough. The environmental work
appeared to be excluded from the QA/QC process.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating | Good

The evaluation team reviewed the results of the reference checks and
agreed that the consultant should be rated as '‘Good'".




Reference Check Summary for
RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #3, Pl#s; 0013604,0013736,0013815, 0013820}
Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Quostions (to be answered on 1-10 scale, 10 indicaies best}

Atkins North America,

1. Rate the firn's quality of leadership in Project Management for your project.

Reference A

[|AMEC Foster Wheeler

|Infrastructure, Inc.

|Kimley-Horn and

lAmerican Engineers, Inc.

ICALYX Engineers +
Censultants

Reference B

Section Average

2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project.

Reference A

. Reference B

Section Average

3. Rata the firm's ability to meet the established project geals,

Reference A
Reference B EI_ 9[ B g E||
Section Average .50 2410 £50 950 & 50|
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program management
Reference A 10 ] 5 10 5
Reference B & 5| L El 5|
Section Average 450 200 B 4,50 5,00
15. Rate the overail success of the proiect thus far.
Reference A 10, 10) 9 10 £l
Reference B 10 10 8] 9 ol
Section Average 000 1000 2.50] 9.50] 9.00]
Overall Average 9.80 9.60 8.50| 9.20| 8.70|
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RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #3, Pl#s: 0013604,0013736,0013815, 0013820)
Bridge Bundle 1-2016

_Past Performance Check - Notes for
Atkins North America, Inc.

Reference A

Firm Name Georgia Department of Transportation
|Project Name Big Bridge Project PI# 870372 (2000 -2006)
F’roject Manager Ted Cashin ITitIe |Bridge Design Group Manager
[Contact Information  [404-631-1910 _
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 10
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 10
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 10
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 10
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10
Best In delivery. The consultant's management was proactive and they had
Comments really good relations with the district office.
Reference B
Firm Name Georgia Department of Transportation
Project Name SR 253 over Spring Creek Bridge Replacement P| 0012683 (2013 - Present)
[Project Manager Sonja Thompson [Title [Project Manger
[contact Information 229-529-5300
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 10
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 10
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 9
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10
They are a good firm to work with in all aspects of bridge projects. Overall they
Comments have a good rounded team with Atkins.

Page 2



RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #3, Pl#s: 0013604,0013736,0013815, 0013820}

Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment & Infrastructure, Inc.

Reference A
Firm Name Norfolk Southern Railway Company
Project Name Hawkshill Creek Bridge, Rockingham County, VA {2014 - 2015)
Project Manager  [lonathan Hocker [Title |Bridge Engineer
Contact Information [404-529-1362 or 404-922-3785
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 10
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 10
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 9
4, Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10

|Comments

The consultant has always done very well on projects. One of the preferred
engineering firms and easy to work with.

Reference B

Firm Name

Colorado DOT

Project Name

Bridge Replacement US 6 over Brush Creek, Eagle, CO (2012 - 2015)

Project Manager Karen Berdoulay [Title |Resident Engineer
Contact Information |970-328-9934 or 970-471-9234
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 10
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 10
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
lgoals. 9
4, Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10

Comments

(including structure selections, constructability analysis, accelerated bridge
construction and detour options}. The staff was responsive and very easy to
work with. Responded to design issues very quickly.

Page 3

AMEC did a fantastic job on this project. The firm provided a full range analysis




RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #3, Pi#is: 0013604,0013736,0013815, 0013820)

Reference A

‘Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

Firm Name

Georgia Department of Transportation

Project Name

Big Bridge Five Work Order Services Agreement {2003 - 2008)

Project Manager

Ted Cashin [Title |Design Group Manager

Contact Information

404-624-1300

Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project

Management for your project. 8
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the

duration of the project. 9
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project

goals. 9
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program

management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 9

The consultant did a good job on the task orders. They have good people and

Comments they meet the schedules.
Reference B
Firm Name Georgia Department of Transportation

Project Name

GDOT - Morgan County GA Bridge Replacements (2007 - 2011)

Project Manager

Renee Decker |Tit|e |Design Engineer 3

Contact Information

478-553-3392

Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project

Management for your project. 3
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the

duration of the project. 9
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project

goals. 8
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program

management 8
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 8

Comments

Never had problems with the consultant. The consultant is very
accommodating.
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RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #3, Pl#s: 0013604,0013736,0013815, 0013820)

Reference A

Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
American Engineers, Inc.

Firm Name

Houston County Public Works, (Perry, Houston County)

Project Name

Moody Road (2008 - 2012)

Project Manager

Mr. Brian Jones, P.E. [Title

[County Engineer

Contact Information

478-987-4280

Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project

Management for your project. g
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the

duration of the project. 9
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
lgoals. 10
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program

management 10
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10

American Engineers performed good work with no problems with the design

[Comments delivered and provided plans that Houston County could build to.
Reference B
|Firm Name Georgia Department of Transportation
[Project Name SR 113 (2001-2016)
Project Manager DeWayne Comer |Tit|e |District Engineer
Contact Information |770-387-3602
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 8
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 9
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 9
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 9

Comments

The consultant was responsive.
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RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #3, Plis: 0013604,0012736,0013815, 0013820)

Reference A

Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
CALYX Engineers + Consultants

Firm Name

South Carolina DOT

Project Name

SC 5 Bridges over the Catawha River & Overflow Structure (2008 - 2013)

Project Manager

Program Manager - Low Country

loy Shealy Title Regional Production Group

IContact Information

803-737-1346

Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project

Management for your project. 8
2. Rate the overall services of the firm’s staff for the

duration of the project. 3
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project

goals. 9
4, Rate the firm's technical assistance in program

management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 9

|Comments

This was a complex project and the standout for this project is that they were
very proactive. The consultant offered multiple possible solutions for issues.
Very good communicators.

Reference B

Firm Name

Georgia Department of Transportation

Project Name

SR 74 Corridor Improvement PI#322357 (2005 - 2012)

Project Manager

Adam Smith [Title |

|Contact Information

706-621-9704

Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project, 9
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 9
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
lgoals. 8
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 9

Comments

The firm is a very reputable firm with a strong knowledge of GDOT policy and
guidelines. The consultant has excellent ability as far as program and project
management.
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SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : kimley* horn*
Record Status: Active

|ENTlTY ‘ |Kimley-Horn And Associates, Inc.

Status:Active

DUNS: 061099131

+4:

CAGE Code: 0BPM5 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: May 5, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No

Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 421 FAYETTEVILLE ST STE 600

City: RALEIGH
ZIP Code: 27601-1777

State/Province: NORTH CAROLINA
Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 12:26 PM

Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : "Edwards-Pitman"Environmental* Inc.*
Record Status: Active

IE\ITITY ~ - |EDWARDS-PITMAN ENVIRONMENTAL, INC

Status:Active

DUNS: 926622598 +4: CAGE Code: 1J4K1 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 3, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1250 WINCHESTER PKWY SE STE

200
i City: SMYRNA State/Province: GEORGIA
ZIP Code: 30080-6502 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 12:42 PM

Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : "Rochester & Associates®
Record Status: Active

ENTITY -~ - |[ROCHESTER RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, LLC Status:Active
i DUNS: 868777825 +4: CAGE Code: 6JSH7  DoDAAC:

i Expiration Date: Apr 21, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1115 E. Main Street, Suite 209-B

City: Rochester State/Province: NEW YORK

ZIP Code: 14609-6152 Country: UNITED STATES
§|E-NT'ITY — |Rochester&Associates, inc Status:Active
. DUNS: 049703325 +4: CAGE Code: 3GOM6 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Dec 27, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 425 Oak St NW

City: Gainesville State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 30501-3503 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY - |ROCHESTER SOFTWARE ASSOCIATES, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 784799876  +4: CAGE Code: 1GEN7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 9, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 69 CASCADE DR STE 201

City: ROCHESTER State/Province: NEW YORK

ZIP Code: 14614-1114 Country: UNITED STATES

IENTITY - __|BENDERSON-ROCHESTER ASSOCIATES, L.L.C. Status:Active
DUNS: 791190411 +4: CAGE Code: 4NSG7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jun 28, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 570 DELAWARE AVE FRNT
City: BUFFALO State/Province: NEW YORK

ZIP Code: 14202-1207 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:53 PM Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : "So-Deep" Inc.*
Record Status: Active

Iﬁ Search Results

June 09, 2016 3:55 PM

Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : Terracon* Consultants*
Record Status: Active

' [ENTITY _ [TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

=

DUNS: 049162818 +4: CAGE Code: 75RZ0  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 23, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2822 O'Neal Lane, Building B

City: BATON ROUGE State/Province: LOUISIANA

ZIP Code: 70816-3127 Country: UNITED STATES

IE\ITITY - JTerracon Consultants, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 080088175 +4: CAGE Code; 7TMNV8 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jun 2, 2017  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 125 College St Fl 4

City: Burlington State/Province: VERMONT

ZIP Code: 05401-8444 Country: UNITED STATES

ENTITY . . |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Submi
- 2y tted

DUNS: 016038182 +4: CAGE Code: DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: -- Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinguent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1450 FIFTH ST W

City: North Charleston State/Province: SOUTH CAROLINA

ZIP Code: 29405-2326 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY - '_JTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 144661753 +4; CAGE Code: 3VNY2 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 29, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 5307 INDUSTRIAL OAKS BLVD STE

160
City: AUSTIN State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 78735 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM Page 1 of 21



ENTITY I1TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 033080164 +4: CAGE Code: 4KU33 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

!

i

|

Address: 615 Gale St Bldg B g

City: Laredo State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 78041 ‘ Country: UNITED STATES
ﬁE-NTITY JTerracon Consultants, Inc. Status:Active |
DUNS: 094090271 +4: CAGE Code: 1RJ56  DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: May 12, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No _}
Address: 7002 Commerce Ave |
City: El Paso State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 79915-1104 Country: UNITED STATES J
ENTITY i lTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 078678739 +4: CAGE Code: 7L.5L4 DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Apr 4, 2017  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinguent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 524 Elmwood Park Bivd Ste170
City: New Orleans State/Province: LOUISIANA
ZIP Code: 70123-6814 Country: UNITED STATES
[ENTITY 'JTerracon Consultants, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 613569961 +4: CAGE Code: 1DJP8  DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Mar 3, 2017  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 18001 W 106th St Ste 300
City: Olathe State/Province: KANSAS
ZIP Code: 66061-6447 Country: UNITED STATES
@[ENTITY ", JTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 079101884 +4: CAGE Code: 4U4J2  DoDAAC:
| Expiration Date: Feb 15, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 77 Sundial Ave Ste 401W
City: Manchester State/Province: NEW HAMPSHIRE
ZIP Code: 03103-7236 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM Page 2 of 21



[ENTITY | TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active ‘
]
i

DUNS: 078678693 +4: CAGE Code: 31FN5  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Feb 4, 2017  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

4i
}
1

Address: 3534 Rutherford Rd

City: Taylors State/Province: SOUTH CAROLINA

ZIP Code: 29687-2142 Country: UNITED STATES |
. ; ]
|[ENTITY _ [TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active |

DUNS: 002448053  +4: CAGE Code: 1J808  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1640 Hickory Loop Ste 105

City: Las Cruces State/Province: NEW MEXICO

ZIP Code: 88005-6513 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY | TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 001035880  +4: CAGE Code: 3H2W6 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jan 25, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 912 Morris St

City: Charleston State/Province: WEST VIRGINIA

ZIP Code: 25301-1425 Country: UNITED STATES

ENTITY TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 619694086 +4: CAGE Code: 4ULL3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Dec 16, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 800 Morrison Rd

City: Columbus State/Province: OHIO
ZIP Code: 43230-6643 Country: UNITED STATES
|ENTITY .+ ITERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 790134084 +4: "CAGE Code: 1JBX4 DoDAAC:
! Expiration Date: Jan 31, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
—
Address: 135 AMBASSADOR DR
City: NAPERVILLE State/Province: ILLINOIS
ZIP Code: 60540-3920 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM Page 3 of 21



ENTITY TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

|
Status:Active |

i

DUNS: 078680599 +4; CAGE Code: 1ERJ5 DoDAAC: B
! Expiration Date: Jan 3, 2017  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No |
Address: 1392 13th Ave SW I
| City: Great Falls State/Province: MONTANA
i ZIP Code: 59404-3155 Country: UNITED STATES
E[E_NTITY JTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
‘| DUNS: 625826321 +4: CAGE Code: 3VNV0O DoDAAC:
l Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
!
| Address: 2855 PREMIERE PARKWAY STE C
i City: DULUTH State/Province: GEORGIA
ZIP Code: 30097-5201 Country: UNITED STATES
[ENTITY ' |Terracon Consultants, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 078462524 +4; CAGE Code: 7GH02 DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Sep 23, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 1675 Lee Rd
City: Winter Park State/Province: FLORIDA
ZIP Code: 327898-2207 Country: UNITED STATES
[ENTITY | TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 107269672 +4: CAGE Code: 1JAP2  DoDAAC.

Expiration Date: Sep 23, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

| Address: 9522 E 47th Pi Unit D
City: Tulsa State/Province: OKLAHOMA
5 ZIP Code: 74146-7211 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY ___|TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 078812139 +4; CAGE Code: 0J3A2 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 28, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 110 12th StN
City: BIRMINGHAM State/Province: ALABAMA
ZIP Code: 35203-1537 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM

Page 4 of 21



IE_NTITY ~_|[TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 078681916 +4: CAGE Code: 7GFU8 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 27, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 521 CLEMSON RD

City: Columbia State/Province: SOUTH CAROLINA
Z\P Code: 29229-4307 Country: UNITED STATES

]
r|ENTITY "~ ITERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 840811926 +4: CAGE Code: 7GG03 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 23, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2817 Mcgaw Ave

City: Irvine State/Province: CALIFORNIA

ZIP Code: 92614-5835 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY | TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 078681691 +4: CAGE Code: 7GGS1 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 23, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

. Address: 16200 NW 59th Ave Ste106

City: Miami Lakes State/Province: FLORIDA
ZIP Code: 33014-7541 Country: UNITED STATES

! |ENTITY 'JTerracon Consultants, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 361732134 +4: CAGE Code: 1JON7  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 22, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

{
H
'
;
i

| Address: 4172 Center Park Dr

| City: Colorado Springs State/Province: COLORADO

! ZIP Code: 80901-4505 Country: UNITED STATES

e |
|[ENTITY | TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

i DUNS: 013271563 +4; CAGE Code: 7GDY4 DoDAAC:

l Expiration Date: Sep 22, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

=

| Address: 51 Lost Mound Dr Ste135
| City: Chattanooga State/Province: TENNESSEE
| ZIP Code: 37416-1030 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM

Page 5 of 21



I[ENT!TY ~ |[TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 805470122 +4: CAGE Code: 4U7P4  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Oct4,2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No

Delinquent Federal Debt?: No |

Address: 12460 Plaza Drive

City: Parma State/Province: OHIO

| 2IP Code: 44130-1057 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY - [TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 601956837  +4: CAGE Code: 4GDE8 DoDAAC:

| Expiration Date: Oct 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No

Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 504 E Tyler St

| City: Tampa State/Province: FLORIDA
ZIP Code: 33602-3408 Country: UNITED STATES

=
\[ENTITY___ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

i
i DUNS: 079200865 +4: CAGE Code: 7H2G5 DoDAAC:

—
i Expiration Date: Oct 27, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No

Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

[
I Address: 6701 4th St SW

. City: Minot State/Province: NORTH DAKOTA
ZIP Code: 58701-7608 Country; UNITED STATES

[ENTITY |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

| DUNS: 803186969 +4: CAGE Code: 7TH2R1  DoDAAC:

1

| Expiration Date: Oct 26, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No

1

Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

| Address: 1120 HOSTETLER DR

| City: MANHATTAN State/Province: KANSAS

{ ZIP Code: 66502-5062 Country: UNITED STATES

I -

| |ENT|TY ; |Terracon Consultants, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 079964035 +4: CAGE Code: 43159 DoDAAC:

| Expiration Date: Sep 8, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No

Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

! Address: 4102 7th Ave N

City. Fargo State/Province: NORTH DAKOTA
ZIP Code: 58102-2923 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM

Page 6 of 21



E ENTITY A 5 JTerracon Consuitants, Inc. Status:Active i
DUNS: 089480031 +4; CAGE Code: ONHL9~ DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Sep 8, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 1805 Hancock Dr ;
City: Bismarck State/Province: NORTH DAKOTA E
ZIP Code: 58502 Country: UNITED STATES J
|ENTITY |Terracon Consultants, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 789196508 +4: CAGE Code: 1R8Y8 DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Sep 8, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 1555 N 42nd St Unit B
City: GRAND FORKS State/Province: NORTH DAKOTA
ZIP Code: 58203-0809 Country: UNITED STATES
[ENTITY_ [TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 805572588 +4; CAGE Code: 4U7V9  DoDAAC:
il Expiration Date: Sep 8, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
| Address: 2480 Palumbo Dr
City: LEXINGTON State/Province: KENTUCKY
| ZIP Code: 40509-1117 Country: UNITED STATES
WENTITY | TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
P
| DUNS: 041665972 +4; CAGE Code: 4ULH9 DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Sep 8, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinqlient Federal Debt?: No
| Address: 4836 Colt Rd |
City: Rockford State/Province: ILLINOIS
ZIP Code: 61109-2612 Country: UNITED STATES !
- — ‘
[ENTITY = |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 004546683 +4: CAGE Code: 7FNO7  DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Aug 20, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 310 SOUTH ST UNIT 5
City: PLAINVILLE State/Province: MASSACHUSETTS
ZIP Code: 02762-1547 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM Page 7 of 21



]
[ENTITY __ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active |
| DUNS: 039320714 +4: CAGE Code: 7TFEQ8 DoDAAC: i
|
Expiration Date: Aug 9, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No ;
Address: 212 ZOOT WAY STE B i
City: BOZEMAN State/Province: MONTANA |
| ZIP Code: 59718-5930 Country: UNITED STATES _I
| IENTlTY " |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active |
DUNS: 805475964 +4: CAGE Code: 4U8J6  DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 3006 96TH ST S
City: LAKEWOOD State/Province: WASHINGTON
ZIP Code: 98499-9395 Country: UNITED STATES
[ENTITY - ITERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 146050328 +4: CAGE Code: 4UOW8 DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Aug 9, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 3003 Sierra Ct SW
City: lowa City State/Province: IOWA
ZIP Code: 52240-8504 Country: UNITED STATES
IENTITY 1y |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 805377087 +4; CAGE Code: 4U4L3  DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 508 E 9th St
City: Joplin State/Province: MISSOUR!
i ZIP Code: 64801-4979 Country: UNITED STATES
|[ENTITY -~ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 134427009 +4: CAGE Code: 3YEQ2 DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 1506 MID CITIES DR
City: PHARR State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 78577-2128 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 20186 3:46 PM Page 8 of 21



{[ENTITY ~__ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 942163155 +4: CAGE Code: ODDN2 DoDAAC:

! Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No |

Address: 1901 Sharp Point Dr Ste C

|
i
|
i

| City: FORT COLLINS State/Province: COLORADO |
| ZIP Code: 80525-4429 Country: UNITED STATES |

[ENTITY _ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active J'
| DUNS: 079125358  +4: CAGE Code: 78D23  DoDAAG: |

' Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

| Address: 4081 Hadley Rd Unit B

| City: South Plainfield State/Province: NEW JERSEY

ZIP Code: 07080-1114 Country: UNITED STATES
!IENTITY | TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
=

DUNS: 789367604  +4: CAGE Code: 3VPPO  DoDAAC:

‘ Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

rAddress: 2640 12TH ST SW

City: CEDAR RAPIDS State/Province: IOWA
| ZIP Code: 52404-3440 Country: UNITED STATES
HENTITY ' Terracon Consultants, Inc. Status:Active
1
i DUNS: 789454514 +4: CAGE Code: 5SDSM8 DoDAAC:

|
Q Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016 = Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
|

i Address: 2401 Brentwood Rd Ste 107

| City: Raleigh State/Province: NORTH CAROLINA

| ZIP Code: 27616-3686 Country: UNITED STATES

| [ENTITY - |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 041668810 +4: CAGE Code: 3CX22  DoDAAC: i

| Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No I

— 1

1

| Address: 13050 Eastgate Park Way Ste. 101 i
City: Louisville State/Province: KENTUCKY }

i ZIP Code: 40223-3915 Country: UNITED STATES |

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM Page 9 of 21



EIE\I’TFI'Y . JTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 028278740 +4: CAGE Code: 1J796 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

i
i
i Address: 4905 NE Hawkins St
|
|

City: ALBUQUERQUE State/Province: NEW MEXICO

ZIP Code: 87109-4345 Country: UNITED STATES i
|[ENTITY _ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
| |
| DUNS: 607266629  +4: CAGE Code: 4U4E9  DoDAAC: i
— 1

l Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No |

Address: 5371 NW 33rd Ave Ste 201

| City: FORT LAUDERDALE State/Province: FLORIDA
ZIP Code: 33309-6346 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY _ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 805475809  +4: CAGE Code: 4U8Q7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 4765 W JUNCTION ST

City: SPRINGFIELD State/Province: MISSOURI

ZIP Code: 65802-1013 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY __ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 805475808  +4: CAGE Code: 4U7V6  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2281 S PLAZA DR STE 16

City: RAPID CITY State/Province: SOUTH DAKOTA
ZIP Code: 57702-9313 Country: UNITED STATES
|[ENTITY - |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active i
DUNS: 844843839 +4: CAGE Code: 1JAX7  DoDAAC: J‘
|

Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

1 Address: 750 PILOT RD STE F |
City: LAS VEGAS State/Province: NEVADA
i ZIP Code: 89119-9007 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM Page 10 of 21



[ENTITY__ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
| DUNS: 805470890  +4: CAGE Code: 4U7TR6  DoDAAC:

1
i
i

Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

N
|
i

Address: 201 Hammer Mill Rd ‘
i

City: Rocky Hill State/Province: CONNECTICUT
| ZIP Code: 06067-3768 Country: UNITED STATES
[
|[ENTITY -~ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
=
| DUNS: 022491059  +4: CAGE Code: 4U1E3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federa! Debt?: No

Address: 314 Beacon Dr

City: Winterville State/Province: NORTH CAROLINA |
ZIP Code: 28590-7956 Country: UNITED STATES |
[ENTITY  |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 140430340  +4: CAGE Code: 1HYU1 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1289 First Ave

City: Greeley State/Province: COLORADO

ZIP Code: 80631-4275 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY ~_ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 029992047 +4; CAGE Code: 1VMQ7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 6, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 11600 Lilburn Park Rd

I

City: Saint Louis State/Province: MISSOURI

ZIP Code: 63146-3535 Country: UNITED STATES
[ )

IENTITY - |Terracon Consultants, Inc. ' Status:Active
! DUNS: 112946525 +4: CAGE Code: 1TFXM9 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 11555 Clay Rd Ste 100
City: Houston State/Province: TEXAS
| ZIP Code: 77043-1239 Country: UNITED STATES

Jurie 09, 2016 3:48 PM Page 11 of 21



[ENTITY - |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

| DUNS: 799212840 +4: CAGE Code: 0W9V7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?. No

| Address: 355 S Euclid Ave Ste 107

City: tucson State/Province: ARIZONA
| ZIP Code: 85719-6654 Country: UNITED STATES |
[ENTITY ~ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active |
|
| DUNS: 189201685 +4: CAGE Code: 1J966  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

|
!
!
i

—
| Address: 3113 SW VAN BUREN ST STE 131

City: TOPEKA State/Province: KANSAS

| ZIP Code: 66611-2467 Country: UNITED STATES

=

|ENTITY : JTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 141324009 +4: CAGE Code: 4U1C7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2501 E LOOP 820 N

City: FORT WORTH State/Province: TEXAS

| ZIP Code: 76118-6978 Country: UNITED STATES
IENTITY =1L lTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 805475170 +4: CAGE Code: 4U8G1  DoDAAC:

| Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

-
| Address: 10400 State Hwy 191

i City: Midland State/Province: TEXAS

! ZIP Code: 79707-1497 Country: UNITED STATES

['— !
ENTITY ~  ~ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active E
DUNS: 035308440 +4: CAGE Code: 6NY58  DoDAAC: |

| Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 9655 FLORIDA MINING BLVD W

STE 509
City: JACKSONVILLE State/Province: FLORIDA
ZIP Code: 32257-2042 Country: UNITED STATES

June 08, 2016 3:46 PM Page 12 of 21



'[ENTITY - |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

| DUNS: 612363952 +4. CAGE Code: 1J975 DoDAAC:

' Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No -

Address: 3535 HOFFMAN RD E

- City: SAINT PAUL State/Province: MINNESOTA

ZIP Code: 55110-5376 Country: UNITED STATES i
| ENTITY = |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
' DUNS: 051287563 +4: CAGE Code: 0T620 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federa

| Debt?: No

Address: 4701 N STILES AVE

City: OKLAHOMA CITY State/Province: OKLAHOMA

ZIP Code: 73105-3330 Country: UNITED STATES

ENTITY : |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 806285008 +4: CAGE Code: 4UP95 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federa

| Debt?: No

Address: 4 THOMAS DR STE 3
City: WESTBROOK State/Province: MAINE
ZIP Code: 04092-3842 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY - _|TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 828383351 +4: CAGE Code: 5X8E4  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federa

| Debt?: No

| Address: 6198 IMPERIAL LOOP 7
| City: COLLEGE STATION State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 77845-5765 7 Country: UNITED STATES

!

[ENTITY = |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 062740139 +4: CAGE Code: 1DUS2 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1505 OLD HAPPY JACK RD
City: CHEYENNE State/Province: WYOMING
i ZIP Code: 82001-3340 Country: UNITED STATES

June 08, 2016 3:46 PM

Page 13 of 21



[ENTITY -JTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 807982751 +4: CAGE Code: 4U0S7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinguent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2704 S PRAIRIE AVE UNIT D
City: PUEBLO State/Province: COLORADO
ZIP Code: 81005-3171 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY -~ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

|

DUNS: 028306129 +4: CAGE Code: 1H9Z7  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 3601 MOJAVE COURT

i
|
|
]
Status:Active |
:
!
|
\

City: COLUMBIA State/Province: MISSOURI
ZIP Code: 65202-4043 Country: UNITED STATES B
[ENTITY - |[TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 959349812 +4: CAGE Code: 1THYW8 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 5, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 10625 N | 70 SERVICE RD STE 3
City: WHEAT RIDGE State/Province: COLORADO
ZIP Code: 80033-1728 Country: UNITED STATES

IENTITY b iTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 130569341 +4: CAGE Code: 3VNW3 DoDAAC

Expiration Date: Aug 4, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 9856 S 57TH ST
City: FRANKLIN State/Province: WISCONSIN
ZIP Code: 53132-8680 Country: UNITED STATES

\[ENTITY - |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 879018141 +4: CAGE Code: 1PLT2  DoDAAC

Expiration Date: Aug 4, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 6811 BLANCO RD

' City: SAN ANTONIO State/Province: TEXAS
| ZIP Code: 78216-6164 Country: UNITED STATES

June 08, 2016 3:46 PM
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ilENTITY - |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 805469074 +4: CAGE Code: 4U7R1  DoDAAC: i

Expiration Date: Aug 3, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 650 WEST LAKE STREET STE 420

City: CHICAGO State/Province: ILLINOIS
ZIP Code: 60861-1000 Country: UNITED STATES
f
;ﬁmw . [TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC Status:Active
=
. DUNS: 805475832  +4: CAGE Code: 4USM5  DoDAAC:

i Expiration Date: Aug 3, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2830 HWY 75 N

City: SIOUX CITY State/Province: IOWA

ZIP Code: 51105-2211 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY - ITERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 039310974 +4: CAGE Code: 1J921 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 3, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1815 S EISENHOWER ST

City: WICHITA State/Province: KANSAS

ZIP Code: 67209-2810 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY | TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 805569188 +4: CAGE Code: 4U8D2 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 3, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 4103 SE INTERNATIONAL WAY STE

300

City: PORTLAND State/Province: OREGON

ZIP Code: 97222-4611 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active |
DUNS: 968587683 +4: CAGE Code: 1THP90  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 2, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 13910 W 86TH TER
City: LENEXA State/Province: KANSAS
ZIP Code: 66215-1228 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM Page 15 of 21



IENTITY ~ -~ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active |

DUNS: 782675318 +4: CAGE Code: 1JAV7  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 2, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 3220 N 20TH ST STE 3

City: LINCOLN State/Province: NEBRASKA

ZIP Code: 68521-1382 Country: UNITED STATES i
ENTITY ; |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 021690581 +4: CAGE Code: 1J9X4 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 2, 2016 Has Active Exciusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 870 40TH AVE

City: BETTENDORF State/Province: IOWA

ZIP Code: 52722-1607 Country: UNITED STATES

IENTITY |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 028528193 +4: CAGE Code: 1H9Z8 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 2, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1242 BRAMWOOD PL STE 2

City: LONGMONT State/Province: COLORADO

ZIP Code: 80501-6100 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY ITERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 088213954 +4: CAGE Code: 1THXY5 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 2, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 4685 S ASH AVE STE H-4

City: TEMPE State/Province: ARIZONA

ZIP Code: 85282-6767 Country: UNITED STATES |
[ENTITY ITERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active l
DUNS:; 009908948 +4. CAGE Code: 1THOW7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 2, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2110 OVERLAND AVE STE 124
City: BILLINGS State/Province: MONTANA
ZIP Code: 59102-6440 Country: UNITED STATES B

June 08, 2016 3:46 PM Page 16 of 21



IIENTITY - |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

I
i DUNS: 848022919 +4: CAGE Code: 07GL2  DoDAAC:

—
{ Expiration Date: Jul 30, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

' Address: 11849 W EXECUTIVE DR STE

City: BOISE State/Province: IDAHO

| ZIP Code: 83713-1944 Country: UNITED STATES

IENTITY iy |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 780498775 +4: CAGE Code: 4FPH8 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 30, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1609 S CHESTNUT ST STE 107

City: LUFKIN State/Province: TEXAS

ZIP Code: 75901-6180 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY = |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 840814797  +4: CAGE Code: 4U1G4 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 30, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 4565 E US HIGHWAY 50 STE A

City: GARDEN CITY State/Province: KANSAS

ZIP Code: 67846-6265 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 146050468  +4: CAGE Code: 4MX63 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 30, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: CR 3499 STE 4A

City: FLORA VISTA State/Province: NEW MEXICO

ZIP Code: 87415-0000 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY -~ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active |
DUNS: 124204625  +4: CAGE Code: 4U2N3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 30, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 8901 JOHN W CARPENTER FWY

STE 100
City: DALLAS State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 75247-4547 Country: UNITED STATES
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[ENTITY | TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 086517073 +4: CAGE Code: 1JQT8 DoDAAC

| Expiration Date: Jul 30,2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

;rAddress: GO0 SWT7TH ST STEM

| City: DES MOINES State/Province: IOWA

| ZIP Code: 50309-4508 Country: UNITED STATES

|[ENTITY - |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC Status:Active
| DUNS: 805569048  +4: CAGE Code: 4USC4 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 30, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

|
o

Address: 551 W LEAGUE CITY PKWY STE F

|

| City: LEAGUE CITY State/Province: TEXAS

! ZIP Code: 77573-5463 Country: UNITED STATES

I[ENTITY _ | TERRACON CONSULTANTS INC Status:Active
| DUNS: 557586737  +4: CAGE Code: 4HZJ8  DoDAAC:

i Expiration Date: Jul 30, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

|7Acidress: 25809 INTERSTATE 30 S

City: BRYANT State/Province: ARKANSAS

ZIP Code: 72022-9313 Country: UNITED STATES

|ENT’ITY -~ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 033727079 +4: CAGE Code: 418D8 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 30,2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 5301 Longley Ln Ste 157
City: Reno State/Province: NEVADA
ZIP Code: 89511-1811 Country: UNITED STATES

IENTITY ¥ iTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 787269448 +4: CAGE Code: 1JBX2  DoDAAC: |

| Address: 14850 S Pony Express Rd
City: Bluffdale State/Province: UTAH
i ZIP Code: 84065-5587 Country: UNITED STATES

! Expiration Date: Jul 30,2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No ‘
|

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM
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[ENTITY__ | TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 806738477 +4: CAGE Code: 5DSL7  DoDAAC: |

1

Expiration Date: Jul 30, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No |

i

Address: 1523 S BELL AVE STE 104 ]

City: AMES State/Province: IOWA }

ZIP Code: 50010-7718 Country: UNITED STATES !

|[ENTITY " ITERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC Status:Active |

i DUNS: 805474868 +4; CAGE Code: 4U8F9  DoDAAC: J
it

ELExpiration Date: Jul 29, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

| Address: 7876 STAGE HILLS BLVD STE 105

City: BARTLETT State/Province: TENNESSEE
ZIP Code: 38133-4031 Country: UNITED STATES

|rENTITY - ITERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 166236331 +4: CAGE Code: 1JSM9  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 29, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 6612 CHANCELLOR DR STE 102

City: CEDAR FALLS State/Province: IOWA
ZIP Code: 50613-6974 Country: UNITED STATES
[ENTITY : JTERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 159191209 +4: CAGE Code: 6PM12  DoDAAC:
'! Expiration Date: Jul 16, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
-
| Address: 9900 N DAVIS HWY
E City: PENSACOLA State/Province: FLORIDA
| ZIP Code: 32514-8124 Country: UNITED STATES
—
l [ENTITY : _\TERRACON CONSULTANTS INC Status:Active
ll DUNS: 023913625 +4: CAGE Code: 6RGE0  DoDAAC:

I

Expiration Date: Jul 26, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 21905 64TH AVE W STE 100 !
City: MOUNTLAKE TERRACE State/Province: WASHINGTON
ZIP Code: 98043-2251 Country: UNITED STATES
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[ENTITY _° [TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 078417820 +4: CAGE Code: 6Q1M2  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 26, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 611 LUNKEN PK DR

City: CINCINNAT! State/Province: OHIO

ZIP Code: 45226-1813 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. ‘ Status:Active
DUNS: 969062181  +4: CAGE Code: 1JCB1  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 26, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 5217 LINBAR DR STE 309

City: NASHVILLE State/Province: TENNESSEE

ZIP Code: 37211-1018 Country: UNITED STATES

|ENTITY TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 805473316 +4; CAGE Code: 4U3X9 DoDAAC:

| Expiration Date: Jul 23, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 700 E 1st St Ste 725C

| City: Alamogordo State/Province: NEW MEXICO

ZIP Code: 88310-6522 Country: UNITED STATES
!ENTITY : JTerracon Consultants, Inc. Status:Active
i DUNS: 868001181 +4: CAGE Code: 3VNX8 DoDAAC.:

Expiration Date: Jul 23,2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2020 Starita rd ste E

City: CHARLOTTE State/Province: NORTH CAROLINA

ZIP Code: 28206-1298 Country: UNITED STATES |
[ENTITY _ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active |
DUNS: 069857368  +4: CAGE Code: 73QF4  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 16,2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 50 GOLDEN LAND CT STE 100
City: SACRAMENTO State/Province: CALIFORNIA
ZIP Code: 95834-2425 : Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM Page 20 of 21



lITENTITY "~ |TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 122017957 +4: CAGE Code: 41184  DoDAAC:

|
| Expiration Date: Jul 16, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?. No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 15080 A CIR
City: OMAHA State/Province: NEBRASKA
ZIP Code: 68144-5558 Country; UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:46 PM
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SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : United* Consulting*
Record Status: Active

|ENTITY ' 1UNITED CONSULTING GROUP, LTD. Status:Active
DUNS: 614757854 +4: CAGE Code: 03SV1 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Nov 18, 2018 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

i

Address: 625 HOLCOMB BRIDGE RD

City: NORCROSS State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 30071-2045 Country: UNITED STATES J'
ﬁENTITY _i UNITED (EVANGELISTIC) CONSULTING ASSN Status:Active
DUNS. 168132694 +4: CAGE Code: 5PK16  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: May 2, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 536 W SIBLEY BLVD STE 1

City: SOUTH HOLLAND State/Province: ILLINOIS

7IP Code: 60473-1094 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY _ |UNITED CONSULTING SYSTEMS Status:Active
DUNS: 044430515  +4: CAGE Code: 70450  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 13, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2304 MARINERS POINT LN

City: SPRINGFIELD State/Province: ILLINOIS

ZI\P Code: 62712-9583 Country: UNITED STATES B
[ENT]TY e lS—United, inc. Status:Active
|
{ DUNS: 785095902 +4: CAGE Code: 5MZZ8 DoDAAC:

-
: Expiration Date: Jul 14, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1601 Luna Rd
City: Carrollton State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 75006-6431 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 12:43 PM Page 1 of 1



( SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : Wolverton* Associates*®
Record Status: Active

L

%ﬁ) Search Results

June 08, 2016 3:56 PM Page 1 of 1



STATE OF GEORGIA DEFARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are qualifled to provide Consuiting Services to the Department of Transportation for the
area-classes of work checked balow. Motice of qualification Is nct & notice of selection.

Norcross, GA 30082

NAME AND ADDRESS ISSUE DATE DATE OF EXPIRATION
Kimley-Hom and Associates, inc. BMME 8f3118
2 Sun Court, Suite 220

SIGNATURE

1., Transporation Pianning

3. Highway Design Roadway (Continued)

| ]

207 Mass Transi Electrical and Mechanical Systems
Mass Transit Operatione Menagement and

208 Support Services

209 Aviation

240 Mass Traneit Program (Systems) Marketing

|

o

. Highway Design Roadway
Twa-Lane or Mufti-Lane Rural Generally Free
301 Access Highway Design
Two-Lane or Mult-Lane with Curb and Gurtter
Generally Fres Accees Highways Design
3.02 Indluding Storm Sewers
Two-Lane or Mutti-Lane Widening and
Reconstruction, with Curb and Gutier and Storm
Sewers in Heavily Developed Commercial,
3.03 Industrial and Residertial Urban Areas

Multi-Lene, Limited Access Expressway Type
3.04 Highway Deslgn
3.05 Design of Urban Expressway am Interstate
3.08 Trafiic Operations Studies
307 Traffic Operations Deslgn
3.08 Langscape Aschilecture

|=

|

ebepelpepe

X 1.01 State Wide Systems Planning “Traffic Gontrol Systems Analysis, Design and
Urban Area and Reglonal Transportation _X_ 300 Implemertation

X 102 Planning " 340 Utiity Coordintion

X 103 Avigfion Sysisms Planning _an Architecture

X 104 Mass and Rapid Transportation Planning X 312 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)

X 105 Altemate System and Corridor Lacation Planning _X_ 343 Facliies for Blcycles and Pedestrians

108 Unknown " 314 Historic Rehabilftation

X t.0Ba NEPA Documentation ___ 38 Highway Lighting

~ 106b History T 318 Velue Engineering

X 1.06c Alr Studies o 347 Design of Toll Fachities Infrastructure

X 1.080 Noise Studies

"X 1.08e Ecology 4. Highway Structures

T 408f Archaeology X 401a Minor Bridges Design

4 08g Freshwaler Aquatic Surveys _ 4£01b Minor Bridge Design CONDITIONAL

T 1.08h BatSurveys _X 402 Major Bridges Design

X 107 Atiitude, Opinion and Community Value Studies ___ 403 Complex Bridge

T 108  Alrport Master Planning X 404 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridgas}

"X 108 Location Studies _X_ 405 Bridge Inspection

X 1.10 Trafiic Studies

" 141 Trafflc and Toll Revenue Studies i L

TX_ 142 Majot Investrment Studies —— g Engheering Surveying

X 113 Non-Motorized Transportation Planning : 503 Geodelic Surveying

2. Mase Transit Operations ___ 604 Aerial Photography

201 Mass Transil Program (Systems) Managernent __ 505 Aeral Photogrammetry

"X 202 Mass Transit Feasiblity and Technical Studles ___ 508 Topographic Remote Sensing

" 203  Mess Transkt Vehicle and Propulsion System ___ 507 Carlography

_ Mass Transh Confrols, Communicafions and ___ 508 Subsurface Utilty Enginesring

204 Information Systems
- 205 Mass Transit Architectural Engineering 8. Suils, Foundation & Materlals Testing
X 208 Mess Transh Unique Structures 6.01a  Soil Surveys

8.01b Geological and Geophysical Studies
8.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

Hydraufic and Hydrological Studies (Soils and
8.03 Foundation)
6.4z Laboratory Matorials Testing
6.040 Field Testing of Roadway Construclion Materials
6.05 Hazard Waste Stte Assessment Studies

L b b

8. Construction
- 801 Construciion Supervision

#. Erosion and Sedimentation Controf

Ercslon, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control and
X 901 Comprahensive Montioring Program

802 Rainfall and Runcff Reperting

Fiald Inspactions for Compiliance of FErosion and
803 Sedimentaiion Control Devices Installalions




