DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

June 9, 2016
RFQ #: 484-031616
RFQ Title: Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 6, P.I. Nos.0013601, 0013743, 371150-
FROM: Curtis Scoit, 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
Quafifications, 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 1 and II)
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 |l

Selection Committee Overall Ratings for Phase | and Phase ||

Selection Committee Comments for Finalists — Phase I

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

This approvai is for Bridge Bundie 1-2016, Contract 6, P.l. Nos. 0013601, 0013743, 371150-. The five {5) highest firms in
order of ranking are as follows:

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
Gresham, Smith and Partners

Volkert, Inc.

T.Y. Lin International

Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.

mAmNa

The Selection Committee recommends the selection of the top ranked firm, Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

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

Joi_(,‘j'irpenter, Wision D%c‘tﬁ‘l: of P3/Program Delivery "%ury Yoqu%nent Administrator

CS:kem

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 fo
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 VIN. 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

disqualification 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
' not 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 project

projects and awarded as one (1) contract):

s listed below (note that certain projects may be grouped with other

Contract | County Pl/Projects# | Project Description
Clarke 0013716 | SR 10 LOOP EB & WB @ SR 8/US 29
T [Clarke 0013806 | SR 10/US 78 @ NORTH OCONEE RIVER
{ Dawson 07170 SR 136 @ CHESTATEE RIVER 8.3 Ml SOUTHEAST OF
Hall DAWSONVILLE
Fall 0010212 | SR 53 WB @ CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER
2 1 Tamen 0073807 | 5K 183 @ COCHRAN CREEK 6 MI NW OF DAWSONVILLE
Habersham 0013746 | SR 385 @ HAZEL CREEK IN DEMOREST
Richmond ToT3604 | SR4/US 1@ SOUTH PRONG CREEK 3.9 MI NW OF HEPHZIBAH
Burke 0013736 | SR 56 @ BRACK CREEK 5.8 MI NE OF MIDVILLE
3 |Warmen 0613815 | SR 16 @ ROCKY COMFORT CREEK 2.5 Mi SW OF WARRENTON
Burke 0013820 | SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK OVERFLOW 2.5 MI N OF SARDIS
Burke TED SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK 2.7 MIN OF SARDIS
Johnson 0007178 | SR 171 @ BATTLE GROUND CREEK
Emanuel 0013748 | SR 26 @ OHOOPEE RIVER 1.1 MI E OF ADRIAN
Johnson
4 |Laurens 0013749 | SR 29 @ PUGHES CREEK 7 MI SE OF EAST DUBLIN
Dodge 0073823 | SR 165 @ SUGAR CREEK 1 M| SW OF CHAUNCEY |
Dodge 0013824 | SR 230 @ BIG BRANCH 8.3 MI NW OF RHINE
J' Marion 0008647 OB GAVEL ROAD © LANAHASSEE CREEK TRIBUTARY |
5 [Webster 0013611 SR 57 @ KINCHAFOONEE CREEK & OVERFLOW 1.5 MI W OF
PRESTON
= | Muscogee 0013601 SR 210 @ SCHLEY CREEK NW OF COLUMBUS
6 |Fc:hattahoochee 0073743 | SR 520/US 280 CB & WB @ BAGLEY CREEK 2 MI SE OF
i CUSSETA
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Harris 371150- CR 215/FORTUNE HOLE ROAD @ WILLIAMS CREEK SE OF

HAMILTON1
Brooks 0013714 SR 76/SR 333 @ CS 735/BAY STREET & CSX #636942L IN
QUITMAN
Brooks 0013801 SR 122 @ MULE CREEK2 MIE OF PAVO
7
Brocks 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
% Butioch 0013803 SR 26 @ CANEY BRANCH 13 MI SE OF BROOKLET
Bulloch 0013804 SR 119 @ OGEECHEE RIVER & OVERFLOW 13.6 Mi SE OF
9 Effingham BROOKLET
Evans 0013825 SR 169 @ BULL CREEK 4.5 Mi SW OF CLAXTON
Evans 0013826 SR 169 @ CEDAR CREEK 4 M NW OF CLAXTON
# Carroil 0013740 SR 166 @ BIG INDIAN CREEK 1.9 Mi W OF BOWDON 46
10 Fulton 0013809 SR 14/US 29 @ CSX #638610Y 2.6 M1 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 NwW OF
TIGER
Fannin 642170- SR 60 WIDEN BRIDGE OVER HOTHOUSE CREEK

This Request for Qualifications (RFQ) seeks to identify potential providers for the Scope of Services for each
projecticontract listed in Exhibits 1-11. Firms that respond to this RFQ, and are determined by GDOT to be
sufficiently qualified, may be deemed eligible, and invited to offer a Technical Approach and/or possibly present
and/or interview for these services. All respondents to this RFQ are subject to instructions communicated in this
document, and are cautioned to completely review the entire RFQ and follow instructions carefully. GDOT
reserves the right to 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 violation 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-contracting, 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 Opportunity 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 I-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 fulfil all preliminary engineering services
which may arise during the project cycle.

E. Contract Term and Type

GDOT anticipates one (1) Multi-Phase, Project Specific contract to be awarded to one (1) fim, 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 requirements, beyond that provided in Section V. Selection Criteria for Phase Il, 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 evaiuating
the Technical Approach and Past Performance criteria for Phase Il. The Selection Committee will discuss the
Finalist's Phase Il Responses and the final rankings will be determined.

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

il. 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 Attanta, 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 submissicn of written questions and requests for clarification 31212016 2:00 PM

c. Deadline for submission of Statements of Qualifications .3” 6/2016 2:00 PM

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

finalist firms T8D
PHASE Il
e. Deadline for submission of written questions from finalists TBD 2:00 PM
f. Phase Il 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 evaiuated. Required proof of
prequalification shall be submitted as indicated in Section VI.B.4. below. All Submittals will be pre-screened to
verify that the Prime consultant has the required Area Class(es) and that the overall team has the required Area
Class(es). Any submittal in which the Prime consultant or the overall team area class requirements are not met
will be disqualified from further consideration.

Each submittal will require a certification to allow the Department to analyze risks in determining if any Fim
should be ineligible for award. The certification shall cover a wide variety of information. Any firm which responds
in any potentially concerning manner must provide additional information as directed herein for consideration by
GDOT to determine if Firm is eligible for award.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Project Manager Workload

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

PN

V. $election Criteria for Phase |l - 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 firn 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 structura! 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 VIII, 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. Itis
not allowed to begin new sections on a page allowed for a previous section, if applicable. This will enable the
Depariment 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 submitted on to include the Project Numbers, Pl Numbers,
County(ies), and Description.

A. Administrative Requirements

It is required to submit the information below for each copy of each submittal 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. Company name.

b. Company Headquarter Address.

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

Company website (if available).

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

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

oo a

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

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

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

B. Experience and Qualifications

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

Education.

Registration (if necessary and applicable.)

Relevant engineering experience.

Relevant project management expetience for projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function {no
more than five (5) projects).

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

3. Prime Experience - Provide information on the prime’s experience and ability in delivering effective services
for projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function. Describe no more than five (5) projects, in order
of most relevant to [east 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.).

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

f. Involvement of Key Team Leaders on the projects.

apoo

This information is limited to two pages maximum:.

4, Area Class Summary Form and Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications - Prime Consultants are
defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will contract.
The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team members.
Prime 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 1V) 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 SOQs, documentation
must be provided which shows that the firm has submitted its application for prequalification prior to the SCQ
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, to discuss any information which is pertinent to
these areas, to provide a narrative regarding how the organization of the team, including the PM and Key
Team Leaders can deliver the project on schedule given their workload capacity. (GDOT recognizes that
some individuals may be able to meet the schedule while carrying heavier project loads.) Respondents
may discuss the advantages of your team and the 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

Projecis

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 | Cumrent 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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VII. Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance 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 [l}. 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, cateqorized using the same headings (in red), and nhumbered

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.

Phase Il Cover page — Each project/contract submittal must have a separate cover page for each copy of each
Phase Il 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 firm 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 should 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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Viil.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, entitled Instructions for
Content and Preparation of Statements of ualifications — 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 original and each copy of each Submittal #1 should be stapled separately.

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%" x 117) 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 shouid 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 shail 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.

Submittals must be sealed in an opague 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 prior to the deadline indicated in the
Schedule of Events (Section Il of RFQ) at the exact address beiow:

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

C. Questions and Requests for Clarification

Questions about any aspect of the RFQ, or the project, shall be submitted in writing via e-mail to; 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 Ill). From the issue date of this solicitation until a successful
proposer is seiected and the award is made official and announced, respondents are subject to the Restriction of
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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 foliow the format and meet the content requirements
identified in Section VI, entitied Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance
Response — Phase || 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 allows 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 Sejection 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 Ii 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 (82" x 117) 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.

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)
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.

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

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.

13
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D. Questions and Requests for Clarification

Questions about any aspect of the Phase Il Response for Finalists, shall be submitted in_writing via e-mail to:
Karen Mims, e-mail: kmims@dot.ga.gov. 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, respendents 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 SOQ, the respondent agrees that he/she has carefully examined the Request for
Qualifications, and agrees that it is the respondent’s responsibility to request clarification on any issues in any
section of the Request for Qualifications with which the respondent disagrees or needs clarified. The respondent
also understands that failure to mention these items during the question period or in the SOQ will be interpreted to
mean that the respondent is in full agreement with the terms, conditions, specifications and requirements in the
therein. With submission of a SOQ, the respondent hereby certifies: (a) that this SOQ is genuine and is not
made in the interest or on behalf of any undisclosed person, firm, or corporation; {b) that respondent has not
directly or indirectly included or solicited any other respondent to put in a false or insincere S0Q; (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 GEORGIA SECURITY AND
IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT, which by Georgia Law requires disqualification of the response.
The above changes mentioned to administrative information would be considered allowable as these would be
limited to changes which do not affect the information which the evaluators use to score the respondents. Failure
of a respondent to provide the specific administrative information as required in the notice will result in
disqualification. Any respondent who provides changes in addition to the information requested in the notice shall
be subject to disqualification. Failure of a respondent's SOQ to provide any information pertaining to a
respondent and its teams qualifications, of any type, will subject the SOQ to disqualification. The Department will
not allow updates to qualifications to be provided to avoid disqualification as this would allow a respondent to
modify its SOQ and alter the information which evaluators would score. The above changes related to
qualifications would not be allowable as these would allow changes which do affect the information which the
evaluators use to score the respondents SOQ.

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

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

However more traditional “populated joint-ventures” are welcomed. A populated joint-venture is where an alliance
is brought to life by infusing it with working capital, employees, and control systems. The alliance implements all
necessary business systems, including payroll processing, purchasing, property control, etc. The alliance 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

14
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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 Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1864 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 affiratively 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% overafll 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)8631-1972

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 hon-profit organizations, OMB Circular A-122,

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

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

E. Submittal Costs and Confidentiality

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

Award Conditions

This request is not an offer to contract or a solicitation of bids. This request and any proposal submitted in
response, 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 non-compliance with any requirements of this Request for Qualifications and to reject
any or all proposals submitted in responses. Upon review of responses, the Department will determine the
respondent(s) 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 negctiations with such respondent(s) to determine if an acceptable contract may be reached.

Debriefings

In lieu of Pre-Award and Post-Award debriefings, it shali be the Depariment'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 Depariment that all debriefings will
typically be conducted in writing.

Right to Cancel or Change RFQ

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

It is the responsibilty of all firms inferested 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 Depariment
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 (CPQO) a cuirent 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 employse, when employed by the Department, had
direct involvement with the selection, award and/or administration of the consultant contract. Any consultant firm
entering into a contract with the Department for the first time as a prime or sub consultant shall provide the initial
required list of former Depariment 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 reiates 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

i 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 OCONEE 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

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Mincr 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)
3.02 Urban Roadway Design

3.05 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) | Socil Survey Studies

6.01{b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Pian

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
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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 Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possibie detour, History, Ecology. and Archaeology
Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.

2L E RS

B. 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.
c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

3. Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

4. Aguatic Survey.

5. Stream Buffer Variance.

6. Wetland Mitigation.

7. Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

8. Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

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

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

C. 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.

~oa0TD

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/lUST/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).

WoNH ;R LN
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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 M34, if applicable.

~panTw

FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and cther 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.

Neok 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 and/or issues (additional
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 -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 Consuitant 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 defails 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

1.08(b) | History

1.06{c) | Air Quality

1.06{d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archagology

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

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.02 Major Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5M Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Gecdetic 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 pians, 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. Comiplete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspecticn.
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.

oGNS

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reporis 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 Individuat 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).

2OENOO AW
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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 Centrol Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

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

"o oooTo

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).

(D0 R gLy Gt

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 inciuding MS4, if applicable.

ol X NN
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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 (FS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

Noeo ks

H. Construction;

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

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

J. Aftendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress 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 —01/06/19.

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

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

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-3

Project/Contract 3
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0013604 Richmond SR 4/US 1 @ SOUTH PRONG CREEK 3.9 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 MI SW OF WARRENTON
0013820 Burke SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK OVERFLOW 2.5 MI N OF SARDIS
TBD Burke SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK 2.7 M! 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

1.06(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 Mincr 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 Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval inciuding 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. Provide Survey Control Package.

b Provide Inroads Survey Database.
c. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
d. 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.

Noohkaub

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.
c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Constriction.

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 [FIOH]).

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

3eENPusw
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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.

N X

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BF| ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Sail 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).

CENDO B 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.

~PoOTD

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.

oL N

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 — 10/07/17.
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.

mTmooOme

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-4

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 Ml 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

1.08(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 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 Consultant shall provide concept development, fiekd 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 inciude Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possibie 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.
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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.
h. 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).

SeeNoasw
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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).

pooom

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).

LCoNOOAON

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

1. Prepare ROW pians 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.

XL
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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.

oo bW

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 resclve major project issues)
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 08/30/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 03/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved ~ 09/06/18.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection — 07/01/18.

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-8
Project/Contract 5
1. Pl Numbers 2, Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0008647 Marion CR 89/BOB SAVEL ROAD @ LANAHASSEE CREEK TRIBUTARY
SR 27 @ KINCHAFOONEE CREEK & OVERFLOW 1.5 MI W OF
0013611 I Webster PRESTON
4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consuttants 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 5.8.
Respondents shoutd 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

1.08(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Vaiue 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

5.01 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. Alt 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 ali 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
2.
3.
4

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

Concept Report:

N

Traffic Sfudies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book.

Environmental Document:

1.

2
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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.

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

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signhing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary ESPCP.

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

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

T T o

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).

CoNDOAWN

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

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

F. Final Design:;

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

a. Final Bridge Plans.
b. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
c. Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
d. Final Utility Plans.
e. Final Staging Plans.
f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
2. FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
3. Corrected FFPR Plans.
4. Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.
5. Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.
6. Amendments & Revisions.

G. Construction:

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

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for alf 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 — 10/07/17.
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.

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).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-6
Project/Contract 6
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
i 0013601 Muscogee SR 219 @ SCHLEY CREEK NwW OF COLUMBUS
0013743 Chattahoochee SR 520/US 280 EB & WB @ BAGLEY CREEK 2 Ml SE OF CUSSETA
. CR 215/FORTUNE HOLE ROAD @ WILLIAMS CREEK SE OF
371150- Harris 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-consuliants, 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-consuitants 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 Aftitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies {Publi¢c Invoivement)
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

5.08 Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

8.01 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 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 Cancept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Dmhwp =

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).

geENoorw
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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).

ol W L

Bridge Hydrauiic 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, repori, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

CoNGORON

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.

~@opop

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

3. Corrected FFPR Plans.

4, Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

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

6. Amendments & Revisions.

H. Construction:

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

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

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

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/186.
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.

Tmoow>

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design l.ead.
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/SR 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
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 5.8.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consuitants 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:

Nurtber | Area Class

3.01 Rural Roadway Design

3.02 Urban Roadway Design

OR

] Ndmber 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

3.02 Urban Roadway Design

3.15 Highway Lighting

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

L

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

9.01 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 pfans, 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.

2 o

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.
c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

3. Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

4. Aquatic Survey.

5. Stream Buffer Variance.

6. Wetland Mitigation.

7. Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

8. Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

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

10. Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Finai Field Plan Review (FFPR).
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, inciuding 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).

N W

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/lUST/Sail 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).

LDOND oA WN

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

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

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.
G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway 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.

~oapTD

n

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.

o0k w

H. Construction:

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

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

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

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/186.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/19.

Final Field Pian Review (FFPR) Inspection — 07/01/19,

Final Plans for Letting — 12/03/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

nmoom P

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-8
Project/Contract 8
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
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 Consuitants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firn with whom GDOT
wili 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

Maijor 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

4.02 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 Mesting, 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.

PN

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.

RN TN

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.
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 Atternatives 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).

SOENOOA®
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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).

00O T

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BF1) Report.
Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.
Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
Location and Design Report.

WENOOHWN

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

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

F. 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 M3S4, if applicable.

~pQeow®
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Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

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

o ;W

G. Construction:

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

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

1. 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.

mmoow»

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 additiona! information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT 1-9
Project/Contract 9

! 1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
; 0013803 Bulloch SR 26 @ CANEY BRANCH 13 M! SE OF BROOKLET
| SR 119 @ OGEECHEE RIVER & OVERFLOW 13.6 M| SE OF

0013804 Bulloch BROOKLET

0013825 Evans SR 169 @ BULL CREEK 4.5 Ml SW OF CLAXTON
{ 0013826 Evans SR 1692 @ 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 5.8.
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 Consuitant 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 beiow:

| 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) ; Archaeclogy

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 i Engineering Surveying
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503

Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a)

Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b)

Geolegical and Geophysical Studies

6.02

Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01

Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Pian

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 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:

R wWhN =

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Inroads Survey Database.

Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.

Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Dk wN

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.

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

NEPA dccuments:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. 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 Viegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PARY), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public information Open House [PICH]).

6. Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PF PR) 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).

~papow

‘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).

woN®O RGN

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

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

F. 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 Control Plans {(ESPCP).
d. Final Utility Plans.
e. Final Staging Plans.
f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
2. FFPR patticipation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
3. Corrected FFPR Plans.
4. Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.
5. Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.
6. Amendments & Revisions.

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).
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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 — 01/06/18.

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

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

mmoow>

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

1.06(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

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

8.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.1 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Consultant shail provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmentai 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, 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.

OO AwN

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 possibie detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

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

IOoPNPOA®
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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).

000 T

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 other information requested by Engineering
Services).

VoNOBRALN

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.

c. Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control 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.

R

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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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

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

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection — 11/01/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 03/03/20.

Let Contract - 06/14/20.

nmoom»

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 1-11

Project/Contract 11

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

0013827 Pickens SR 136 @ TALKING ROCK CREEK 3 MI N OF JASPER

170840- Rabun CR 86/CAT GAP ROAD @ TALLULAH RIVER 7.1 MI NW OF TIGER
i 642170- Fannin SR 60 @ WIBEN BRIDGE OVER HOTHOUSE 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 beiow 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

1.08(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 (Pubiic 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

65.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b} | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Pian

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 nght-of-way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staglng 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.

oCRkwN-

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.

3. Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

4. Aquatic Survey.

5. Stream Buffer Variance.

6. Wetland Mitigation.

7. Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

8. Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

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

10. 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.

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

0o oD

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BF1 ) 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).

COoNIORALN

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

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.

N R

N

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.

oo kW

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 Fieild 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,

Finaf Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

Mmoo

7. Reiated 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
CERTIFICATION FORM

1, . being duly swom, state that | am {title) of

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

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

| further certify that to the best of my knowledge the information given in response 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 nat, in the immediately preceding five (5} years,
been convicled of any crime of moral turpitude or any felony offense, nor has had their professional license suspended, revoked or been

subjected 1o disciplinary proceedings, nor is any team members/principals currently under indictment for any reason related to actions on
public infrastructure projects. .

I further certify that | understand that Firms included on the current Federal list of firms suspended or debarred are not eligible for selection
and that the submitting fim has not, in the immediately preceding five (5) years, been suspended or debarred from contracting with any

federal, state or local government agency, and further, that the submitting firm is not now under consideration for suspension or debarment
from any such agency.

| further certify that the submitting firm has net in the immediately preceding five (5) years been defaulted in any federal, state or local
government agency contract and further, that the submitting firm is not now under any notice of intent to default on any such contract, nor has

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

| further certify that the firm or any affiliate(s) has nol 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 net 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 1o allow the services 10 be delivered
effectively 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:

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

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

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

IvV. 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 Statement of Qualifications is submitted for the express purpose of inducing the
GDOT to award a contracl.

A material false statement or omission made in conjunction with this proposal is sufficient cause for suspension or debarment from further contracts, or
denial or rescission of any coniract enfered into based upon this proposal thereby precluding the firn from doing business with, or performing work for,
the State of Georgia. In addition, such false statement or omission may subject the person and entily making the proposal fo criminal prosecution under
the faws of the State of Georgia of the United States, including but not limited to O.C.G.A. §16-10-20, 18 U.S.C. §§7001 or 1341.

Sworn and subscribed before me

This day of ,20_ . Signature
NOTARY PUBLIC
My Commission Expires: NOTARY SEAL
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EXHIBIT It

GEORGIA SECURITY AND IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT

g Consultant's Name:

i Address:

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

Solicitation/Contract Name: Bridge Bundle 1-2016

CONSULTANT AFFIDAVIT

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

Furthermore, the undersigned Consultant will continue to use the federal work authorization program throughout the
contract period and the undersigned Consultant will contract for the physical performance of services in satisfaction of
such contract only with sub-consultants who present an affidavit to the Consuftant with the information required by
0.C.G.A. § 13-10-81(b). Consultant hereby attests that its federai work authorization user identification number and date
of authorization are as follows:

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

Name of Consultant

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

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

Signature {of Authorized Officer or Agent) Date Signed

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN BEFORE ME ON THIS THE

DAY OF . 201_

[NOTARY SEAL]

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

Rev. 11/01/15
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EXHIBIT IV
Area Class Summary Example

Respondents should complele 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 all area classes. Since no single advertisement 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 consullants certificate expires.

Area Class | Area Class Description Prime: Sub- Sub- Sub- | Sub- Sub- Sub-
# Consultant Consultant Consultant | Consultant #3 | Consultant #4 | Consultant #5 | Consultant #5
Name #1 Name #2 Name Name Nams Name Narne
DBE — Yes/No =»
PrequalHication Expiration Date
.01 Statewide Systems Planning
.02 Urban Area and Regional Trangportation Planning
.03 Aviation Systems Planning
.04 Mass and Rapid Transportation Planning
.05 Alternate Systems Planning
.06{a) NEPA
| 1.06{k) History
.06(c Air Quality
.06(d! Noise
.06(e; Ecology
1.06() Archaeclogy i
.06(g) Freshwater Aquatic Surveys
.06(h) Bat Surveys
07 Aftitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies {(Public Involvement)
08 Airoort Master Pianning (AMP)
.09 Location Studies
0 Traffic Analysis |
1.1 Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies |
1.12 Maior Investmert Studies i
1. Nor-Motorized *ransportation Planning I
2.0 Mass Transit Program (Systems Managamant)
2.02 Mass Transit Feasibility and Technisal Studias
2.03 Mess Transit Vehicle and Propulsion System
2.04 Mass Transit Controls, Communication and Information Systems
2.05 Mass Transit Architectural Engineering
2.08 Mass Transit Unique Structures
2.07 Mass Transit Eiectrical and Mechanical System
2.08 Mass Transit Cperations Management and Suppart Services
2.09 Aimport Dasign (AD)
2.10 Mass Transit Pregram (Systems Marketing)
3.01 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Rural Roadway Design
302 Two-Lane or Multi-lane urban Roadway Design
.03 Multi-Lane Urban Roadway Widening and Reconstniction |
3.04 Multi-lane Rural Interstate Limited Access Design
3.05 Multi-lane Urban interstate Eimited Access Design
3.06 Traffic Operations Studies
3.07 Traffic Operations Design
3.08 Landscape Architecture Design |
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.09 Traffic Control Systems Analysis, Design and Implementation
.10 Utility Coordination
.11 Architecture
.42 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)
E Facilities for Bicycles and Pedestrians
.14 Historic Rehabiiitation
318 Highway and Qutdaor Lighting
3.1€ Value Engineering (VE)
3.17 Toll Facilities Infrastructure Design
4.01 Minor Bridge Design
4.02 Major Bridge Design
4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
4.08 Bridge Inspection
.01 Land Surveying
.02 Engineering Surveying
5.03 Geodetic Surveying
5.04 Aerial Photography
5.05 Photogrammetry
5.06 Topograchic Remote Sensing
| 5.67 Cartography
5.08 OverneadiSubsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
8.01(a] Soil Survey Studies
6.01(b) Geologica! and Gaophysical Studies
| 6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies
6.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies (Solls & Foundation)
6.04(a) Laboratory Testing of Roadway Construction Materials
6.04{b) Field Testing of Readway Construction Materials
6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
8.C1 Construction Enginesring and Supervision
2.0 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Cortral Plan
9.02 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting
9.03 Fieid Inspection for Erosion Control
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ATTACHMENT 1
Submittal Formats for GDOT Bridge Bundle 1-2016

# of Pages Allowed

Cover Page >
Administrative Requirements
1. Basic Company Information B
a. Company name
b. Company Headquarter Address e
c. Contact Information e ——
d. Company Website
e. Georgia Addresses
f. Staff
g.  Ownership —
2. Notarized Certification Form (Exhibit II) for Prime ->
3. Notarized Georgia Security and Immigration Compliance Act Affidavit (Exhibit i1} ->
4, Signed Cover Page of any Addenda Issued ->
Experience and Qualifications
1. Project Manager 1
a. Education
b. Registration
c. Relevant engineering experience
d. Relevant project management experience
e. Relevant experience usi j cesses, etc.
2. Key Team Leader Experienceé 1
a. Education
b. Registration
c. Relevant experience in applicable resource irea
d. Relevant experience using GDO i cesses, elc.
3. Prime's Experience I
a. Client name, project location, and dates
b. Description of overall project and services perfermed_
¢. Duration of project services provided rf
d. Experience using GDOT specific processes, ptc
e. Clients current contact information
f.  Invoivement of Key Team Leaders
4. Area Class Table and Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications for ->
Prime and Sub-Consultants
Resources/Workload Capacity
1. Overall Resources
—a Qrganization chart -
b. Primary office to handle project and staff deskription of office and benefits of office
c. Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and Bbili
2. Project Manager Commitment Table >
3. Key Team Leaders Project commitment table -

1

Excluded

RO N N

(each addenda)

1 (each)

Excluded

Excluded
.1

Excluded
Excluded



ADDENDUM NO. 1
ISSUE DATE: February 19, 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.

[n 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 Transpertation 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:

[ Questions 1l Answers ]
1. || Would the firm awarded the Yes.
Bridge Program Management
contract under RFQ-484-
012118 be precluded from
submitting on this contract?

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




ADDENDUM NOQ. 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
800 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:

| 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 negotiations 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, will the
project team be required to be
pre-gqualified 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-484-011116 precluded
from submitting on this
contract?

Please see Addendum No. 1 for the Prime. Sée 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 I,
but under Exhibit I-6 (page 36
of the RFQ), it only reads
“Hamilton.” Is the “I" supposed
to be included in the project
description for Pl Number
371150-?

The Project Description for Contract 6, P.1. 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, P Number
0013804 shows Bulloch and
Effingham counties; however
under Exhibit I-9 it only shows
Bulioch county for this Pl
Number. Can you please
verify the correct county(ies)
for PI Number 30138047

The Project Description for Contract 9, P.1. No. 0013804 is as follows:

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




ADDENDUM NO. 3
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 Transporiation (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:

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 precluded from submitting on this contract.



SUBMISSION & PRESCREENING CHECKLIST

SOLICITATION #:

RFQ 484-031616

SOLICITATION TITLE:

Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 6

SOLICITATION DUE DATE:

March 16, 2016

Llionap e Fhovnenmouogwed eot B e rangaansiinisis

SOLICITATION TIME DUE; N"cc_u_.:
8 e o
b= F ] -
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% |%|5g EE |55 8%
No. Consultants Date Time w (Wilpag| 03 |Ox = O |[Comments
1 AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &Infrastructure, Inc. 3/15/2016 |4:20pm. | X | X | X X X X
2 American Consulting Professionals, LLC 316/2016 |9:51am. | X | X | X X | x X o
3 American Engineers, Inc. 31152016 |11:22am.| X | X | X X X X
4 Barge Waggoner Sumner & Cannon, Inc. {BWSC) 3M6/2016 [1:26pm. | X | X | X X X X
5 CALX Engineers + Consultants fka Mulkey 316/2016 [10:39am.| X | X | X X X X
6 CDM Smith Inc 316/2016 [9:18am. | X | X | X X X X
7 Civil Services, Inc. 316/2016 |10:59am.| X | X | X X X X
8 Columbia Engingering & Services, Inc. 3/16/2016 [1217pm.| X | X | X X X X
9 Gresham, Smith and Partners 3/16/2016 |11:42am.; X | X | X X X X
10 Hoit Consulting Company, LLC 3/16/2016 [11:03a.m.| X | X | X X X X
11 Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC 3/16/2016 |9:14am. | X | X | X X X X
12 KCI Technologies, Inc. 3/16/2016 [11:110am.| X | X | X X X X
13 Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 3M16/2016 |1:43pm. | X | X | X * X X
14 Long Engineering, Inc. 3M16/2016 [12:13pm.| X | X | X X X X
15 Michael Baker Jr., Inc. 3M6/2016 [10:13am.| X | X | X X X X
16 Moreland Alfobelli Associates, Inc. 3/116/2016 |10:38a.m.| X | X | X X X X
17 Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc. 3M6/2016 |1:26pm. | X | X | X X X X
18 Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. 3M6/2016 [12;53p.m.| X | X | X X X X
19 STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates  |3/15/2016  |10:04am.| X | X | X X X X
20 TranSystems Corporation 3M6/2016 |1:2tpm. | X | X | X X X X
29 T. Y. Lin International 3/116/2016 |12:58p.m.| X [ X | X X X X
22 Vaughn & Mslton Consulting Engineers, Inc. 316/2016 |10:53am.| X | X | X X X X
23 Volkert, Inc. 3/116/2016 |10:18a.m.| X X X X X X




| S0Q AREA CLASS CHECKLIST

Sclicitatlon #: RFQ 484-031618
Ralinhatinn THla: Bridos Rundla 1-2016_ Contract &
Primes and Subconsultants 21212121813 ]l elelala]e E1EL .
HEEE R EEHE AR E R R 21212 | 2 |2 lcerificats Expires  |Comments
4 | AMEC Foster Wheeles Env &lnfrastructure, Inc. X[ X[ X[ X[ X]| X X X| X X| X X1 X[ X[X|X 10/3142018
Cresent View Enginessing, LLC X X 3/31/2016 | Expires 03/31/18
Edwards-Pitman Envir d, Inc. X x| x[X] X[ X[X| X 51312017
v Enginesring. Inc. X 1243142018
Az Crcinaaring B Onneling Saniras Ine iyl xlxlwxlx| X 13 1IG1%
| 2 |American Consulting Professionals, LLG S A, 5 X K| R A SlieSld
Arcura Englnesring & C Services, Inc. . X| X! x{X| X|X|X 1/31/2018
| |Ecologleal Sclutions X X X 2/28/2019)
Fdwards-Pitiwan Environmental, Inc. X[ X[ X | X| X[ X1 X|X 5/31/2017
| _|Gresham, Smith and Partners X X XIX|X| X X 8/31/2017
KCI Tachnolugies, Inz X | X X[ [ x| X —Ix R
| |Kennedy Engineering & Associates Group LLC X| x X X[ X X 7/31/2018
MC Squared. Inc. X1 X| X 11/30/2047]
Meffatt 8 Nichol X X X|X|X X 113112018
Mulkey Enginests & Consultants X X X XX | x| X[ X|X]X]|X X 32017
" EM FAE A IR T
_ _ ||
AR AEAE A8 I R X I apires AR 1E
= Elx| x| | B[ XXX I =
| 11 HES I ]
= i = W § RENE]
# |mge W znmet & Cannon, InG. (AWSS A | XX ] Xer X A = iGzvie
CHA Consuting. Ing. X| x| X X 3/31/2017
| |Dewberry Consultants LLC Xl X X[ XX X| X 1/31/2018
| |vanasses Hangen Brustin. Inc. X[ a1l X|X|X[X X 4/30/2018|
|___|Rochaster & Assodiates, Inc. X XXX X 212612017
United Conautting X X[ X|X| X f2017
‘witmer Engineering, Inc. X[ X]| X 2/28/2017
CCR Environmental, Inc. b3 X 72017
5_|CALX Englneers + Consulmnts fia Mulkey XX X X x| x| X[X[X]|X| | X AT
Vanasaes Hangen Brustin, Inc. XX X|X|X|X X 4130/2018 ]
Ezuological Solutions X X X 2/28/2018
Moffatt & Nichol X X XIX1X X 1/31/2019
Rangar Consutting, Inc. X | X| X 5/31/2018|
6 |CDM Smith [nc X|X|X|X|[X|[X X|X|X|X X|X[X]|X 121312017
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. XX | X[ X[ X|X|X| X 2 513172017
Long Engineering, Inc. X| X X[ X|X|X[|X X /3172018
Southeastern Englneering. Inc. X X X X1 X | X X 12731720
[ [volkert Inc. s X X[ X x AR X 73112017
Meffatt & Michol ’ X X X X|X X 131/201¢
Jacobs Englneering Group Inc. X1 X| x| x| X Xl X | X | X | X| X! X X 1/2016 | Expires 05/31H16,
Pont Engineering, Inc. X 12/31/2018
United Gensukting X X|X|X| X 3/31/2017
T_|Clvil Se Inc. X1 X 943012017
Edwards-Pltman Envi Inc. X x| X[ x| x| X[X|X 53112017
Gresham, Smith and Partners X X X[ X | X[ X X 8/31/2017
Cardno, Ing. x| X X X| X[ X X| X | X[ X 2/26/2018
United Consulin X X[X|X| X 873172017
CSI Gen, Inc. Xl X|X 11/30/2017
£ | Colembla Englnearing & Servicas, Ins, X XXX X /3012017
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X X[ X[ x| x[x]|X|X 5/31/2017
Healh & Lineback Enginears, Inc. XXX X 4/30/2017
United Consultin X X| X[ X[X 8/31/2017|
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Solicitation #: RFG 484-031616
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Page 2 of 4

Greshani, Smith and Partners X X X[ X X|X X B/31/2017
| |American Engineers, Inc. X | X | X X[ X[ X]|X| X X | X £/30/2016 | Explres 09/30:16.
Civil ervices. Inc. X| X S30{2017
Ecological Salutions X X 2/28{2019
| Plirnan Environmental, Inc. X1 X| X]| X X|X| X 5/31/2017
United Consuting { X | X X 83172017
Expires this
10 | Holt Gonsulting Company, LLG X 103112016 year
i i X|X|X X 1/31/2018
Edwarde-Pitman ], Inc. X | X[ X|X|X[X| X! X 5/31/2017|
| _lAulkck EnginaeringLLG X X 121312017
Untied Consulting X X| X X 83112017
Long Englnesring, Inc. X X[ X| X|X|X|X X 1/31/2018
11 | Infrastrueture Consulting and Engkneering, PLLE X|X| X X . 1312019
x| X X XX | X|XIX|X[X]|X X 3112017
X X 22812017 ]
Edwards-Pltrnan Environmental, Inc. XX | X[ X[X]|X]|X]|X 573172017
12 | KEI Technaolegles, Inc. X| X X[X|X|X X 713142017
American Consuliing Prefessionals, LLC X X[ X| X X| X X 373472017
Kennedy Enginesring & Assoclates Group LLC XX "X X | X X 73172018
Edwards-Pitman Envirenmental, Inc. XX X[ X|X|X| XX 53172017 _
Development Planning & Engineering, Inc. X X[ X| X | X X 41302018
Linfted Consutin X X[ X X B/212017
| 13 |Kimtey-Horn and Associates. inc. X X|X|X X x| X| X X B/231/2018
| _|Edwards-Pitman Envirenmental, Ine. X X|X|X|X|X)|X| X 53172017
Ruchester & Associates, Inc. X Xl x| x X 2/28/2017
So-Deep. Inc. X 12/31/2017
| |Tenecon Conaulznts, inc. X| X[ X[ X)X X X X | X 5/30/2016| Expires 08/30H6
| |Uniled Censutin X X| X X 8/31/2017,
Wolvaricn & Assaciates, Ing. X x| X xX[X X 343112017
| 14 |Long Engineering, Inc. X X|X|X|X|X|X X 1/31/2016 —
| |Atking North Ametica, lnc XX | X| X[ X X| x| X | X] X[X|X|X X B/30/2017,
CCR Environmental, Inc. X X 713172017
| | Michael Baker Jr.. Inc. Xix[x[X[X]X X[X|X]| X X X 1173072017
Moreland Aftobell Associates, Inc. X | X|X| X[X]| X X! X|X X|X|X|X|X X[ X 4/30/2018
15 | Michael Baker Jr., Inc. X|X|X|X[X[X X|X| X X X X 11/30/2017
Edhwards-Pltman Environmental, lnc. X[ X| X[ X|X|X| XX 53172017
Long Engineering. In¢. _ XX | X[ X|X| XX X 13172018
Unlted Gonsuttin X XX X 83112017
[nfragtiucture Consuling and Enginearing, PLLE X | X|X X 1/3112018
16 |Moreland Altehelll Assoc Inc. X x| x[xX] x| X XXX X|X|X|X[X Xl x 413012018
CCR Environmentsl, Ine. X X 713112017
Long Enginesring Inc. X| X|XIX|[X[|X|X X 1431/2018|
New Siouth Assaclates, Inc. X X 513112017
Scutheastern Engineering, Ine. X X X XX | X X 12431/2018
Walerhousa Engineering, Ine. X 12/31/2018
| 17 |Parsons Brinckerhotf, Inc, X x| X[ x| X X X| X]| X X X| X 11/30/2017
Ecwards-Fltman Emvironmental, Inc. X XXX | X| X[ X[ X 5f31{2017 _
LandAir Survieying Company of Georgia XXX 71112017
Long Engineering, Ine. __ n X X[ X[ x[X[x[xX X 1/31/2018
MC Sguarad. Inc. X X 11/30/2017
18 | Parsons Transportation Group, [nc. X| x| X X /3112018
Cardne, Inc. X | X XXX} X X|X|X| X 22812018
Edwards-Pitman Environmantal, inc. XX | X[ x| X| X[ X[ X /3112017
Kannedy Engineering & Assodiates Group LLC x| X X X | X X 713112018
United Consult X x| X X 83112017
Vaughn & Makon Consulting Engineers, Inc. X | X[ X[X|X|X|X X B/31/2018
48 | 8TV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associatss X X X| X | X X 6/30/2016| Expires 06/30/16
Edwards-Pitman Envirenmental, lnc. X[ X[ X|X|X|X| XX 6/31/2017|
T. Y. Lin International X| X X 2/2B/2018
United Congutting X Xl X X 8i31/2017
Waughn & Mafton Consulting Engineers, Inc. X)X | X1 X[ X[ X|X X 83112018
Watarhouse Engineering, Ing. X 12/31/2018




S0Q AREA CLASS CHECKLIST
| |sollcitation #: RFQ 484031616
Solialation Title: Brigge Hindla 1-2015, ficni=ant &
X[ X[ X[ X|X| X X 83172017
Edwards-Pitman Enviranmental, ine. x [ X[ X[ x[ x| X[X}] X S5HR12017|
X 513112017
Pont Englnearing, Inc. X 1273172018
Aulick Enginesring LLG X X 12(31/2017
GEL Geaphysics, LLC X x| x| X X 3112018
United Consultin: X X X| X1 X 2/31/2017
21 |T. Y. Lin International XX X 242812018
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, inc. YU x [l x| x| x| X[X 573172017
| |Long Engineering, ino. x| x x[xi{x]x! X X 1/31/2018
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Assodiatas X X XX | X X 6/30/2016| Expires 08/30A16
| |Tenacon Coneultants, inc. X| X! X|X|X|X XXX X B8/30/2016 | Expires 06/30/18
Valkert. Inc. X X[ X|X X | X[ X X 10/31/2017
22 |Vaughn & Malton Gonsulting Englneers, Inc. X[ x[x[ x| x| x| X X 813172018
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X[ X[ X[ x| x| X} XX 5/31/2017
Contour Engineering, LLC X|X| X 4/30/2017
Neel-Echafer, Inc, x| x| X X 11/30/2016 | Expires 11130116
23 |Volkart, Inc. . X X[ x| X X[ X| X L Lt 1013112017
Ecwards-Pitman Enviionmantal, Inc. X X[ x[ x| X|X]X|X 513142017
Long Engineeding, [nc. X x] x| X[ x| x| X 1#31/201
Cotporate Envimnmental Riak Management, LLC X X| X X[ X[ X X| X[ X1 X 51314201
Temacon Conaultants, Inc. I x I x[x[x]x X| X! X[ X 8/30/201
New South Assogiates, Inc. X X 1/31i2017
willmer Engineering, Inc. = X| x| X 12812017
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GDOT GUIDE FOR SELECTION COMMITTEE MEMBERS

RFQ 484-031616
Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 6

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

Coordination and Communication

Karen Mims 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 wili 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 evaiuation and scoring will be handled in two phases. Phase | will be the evaluation of the written Statements of
Qualifications received from all respondents. Phase || will be the evaluation of the written responses from the Finalists.
The scoring for the Finalists will be carried forward from Phase | 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 Il

. 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 submiital 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:

e 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

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 ail 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




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 workioads and allows them to discuss
the advantages of their team and the abilities of their team members which will enable the project to meet the proposed
schedule. If there is no schedule provided, they can discuss the advantages of the team and abilities of the team members
which will enable the project to move as expeditiously as possible. You MUST consider this narrative along with the
workload table when rating the SOQs. You MUST NOT merely look at the workload table solely for making the rating
decision.

Evaluation Meeting:
All completed Scoring Forms with the preliminary scores and comments for each criteria of each firm, must be

brought to the Selection Committee Meeting planned for Friday, April 01, 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 Finalisis who will proceed and have their scores carried
forward to Phase Il of the evaluation.

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

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

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 wilt 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 hrought to the Selection Committee Meeting planned for Monday, May 09, 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 Il will be added fogether and a final overall ranking will be determined and provided
for Selection Committee approval.
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GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE PRELIMINARY SCORING AND RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Solicrtation Title

Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 6

1

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc

Solicitation # RFQ 484-031616 2 Gresham, Smith and Partners
PHASE | - Individuat Committee Member Preliminary Scoring based on Published Criteria 3 Michael Baker Jr, inc
= 4 Kirmley-Hem and Assocates, Ins
5 Mareland Altobelll Associates, Inc
{(RANKING) 6 Volkert, Inc
Sum of 7 Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc
Individual | Group | 8 T ¥ Lin Internatonal
SUBMITTING FIRMS Rankings | Ranking 9 Columbiz Engineenng & Services, Inc
s L:: L AMEC Fester Wheeler Ervironment &Infrastructure, Inc
AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &lnfrastructure, Inc. 26 10 1 Infrastructure Censultng and Engineenng, PLLC
American Consulting Professicnals, LLC 41 20 W TranSystems Corporation
American Engineers, Inc. 29 13 5 Amencan Engineers, inc
Barge Waggoner Sumner & Cannon, Inc. {(BWSC}) 32 18 e KCl Technologies. Inc
CALX Engineers + Consultants fka Mulkey 35 18 L Barge Waggoner Sumner & Cannon, Inc {BWSC)
CDM Smith Inc 34 16 e CDM Smith Inc
Clvil Services, Inc. 42 21 L/ Holt Gensulting Company, LLG
Golumbia Engineering & Services, Inc. 25 8 i CALX Engineers + Censultants fka Mulkey
Gresham, Smith and Partners 7 2 b STV Incarporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Assoclates
Holt Consulting Company, LLC 34 17 2_0 Amencan Censulhng Professionals, LLC
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC 26 11 gl Cwvil Services, Inc
KCI Technologies, Inc. - 30 14 & Lorg Engineenng, inc
Kimley-Horn and Assoclates, [nc. 19 4 ) Vaughn & Meiten Consultng Engineers, Inc
Long'Engineerir;g, Ing. ~ 49 22
Michae! Baker Jr., Inc. ) i 16 3
Moreland Altobelll Associates, Inc. 19 5
Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc. 23 7
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. 5 1
STV incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates 39 19
TranSystems Gorporation 27 12
T.Y. Lin International 24 8
Vaughn & Meton Consulting Engineers, Inc. 51 23
Volkert, Inc. 19 | 6




<4
&
& &
Evaluation CGriteria —_— ép
& 0
& /&
<~“§“'la oéﬁéé
s «?90 & d
- Saparinem Points alfowed =| 300 2
 SUBMITTING FIRMS BEA
AMEG Foster Wheeler Environment &lnfrastructure, Inc Marginal | Adeguate
American Consulting Professtonals, LLC Marginal | Adequate
Arnencan Enggneers, Inc Marginal | Marginal
Barge Waggoner Sumner & Cannon, inc (BWSC) Adeguate| Marginal
CALX Engmeers + Constltants fka Mulkey Adequate [ Adeguate
CDM Smuth Inc Marginal | Adequate
Ciwvl Services, Inc Marginal | Marginal
Columina Engineenng & Services, Inc Adeguate | Adequate
Gresham, Smith and Pariners Adequate | Adequate
Holt Consuling Company, LLC Marginal | Adequate
Infrastructure Consuling and Engineenng, PLLC Marginal | Adequate
KCI1 Technologies, Inc Marginal | Adeguate
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc Good Good
Long Ergineenng, Inc Marginal | Adequate
| Michae! Baier Jr, Inc Good | Adequate
Morelana Altobell: Associates. Inc Adequate | Adequafe
Parsons Bancikerhoff, inc Adequate | Adequate
Parsons Transpertaton Group. ne ) Good | Adequate
STV Incorperated gba STV Raiph Whitehead Associates Adequate | Marginal
TranSystems Corporation Marginal | Adequate
T Y Lin Internaticnal Good | Adeguate
Vaughn & Melten Consulbng Engineers, Inc. Marginal | Adequate
Volkert, Inc . Marginal | Adequate
Maximam Folnts alfowed =, 384 | 200

Evaluator 1
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GDOT Solicitation # | RFQ 484-031616- Bridge Bundie, Contract 6, P.1, 9 PHASE | - Prelirﬁinary
Nos. 0013601, 0013743 & 371150- Phase gfi Evaluationy Ratings

Evaluator #: 1

Evafuatias Lerttent $houid Sae {10 KAtngs (Gotans and <+ pIanAGED for ey Lalow] 4o wach Soshion Gonunesds masi by Seritun an Gy Boxes broveded 20d sheued pustiy the rating agaigres

Poor = Does Not have minii qualifications/availabiity = 0% of the il Points
Marginal = Meats Minimum gualifications/availablilty but one or more major considerations are not addressed or is lacking in joma essential asp = Score 25 % of Avallable Points
uate = Moets minimum guslification/availability and Is generally capabia of rforming werk = 50% of il Palnts

Good = More then meets minimum qualificalons/avallability and exceeds in some =75% of Avafable Points

Extallant = Fully maste qualficationsiavallabifity ord sx=nads In several ar all areas = 100% of Avallahis Painte
== - - —- — ¥ 3 3 4

VTSI |I|\ =

adw{sj and Frime's Expenence ana Qualifications - 30%

PM - 30 years of experlence - GA PE 1991. RE - Northwesf Corridor, bridge interstate widening project in Glynn County, bridge
interstate widening project in Mcintosh County, airport terminal project and load rating. RD - 13 years of experience - GA PE 2009 —
Comity/AL. RE - rehab/reconstruction project in Bibb County, bridge replacement project in Coweta County and Value Engineering
stedy, BD - 15 years of experience - GA PE 2015 - Comity/MO. RE - bridge project in NC, bridge Improvement project in IL and
design/build project in MO. NEPA - 10 Years of experience ~ Biology. RE - Beltline project, trailway project in Dawson County and gas
Pipefine in Liberty County. Prime — Deslgn-build project in CO, two bridge replacements project in €O, widening/reconstruction project in
IL and new location in Naval base. i

Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% Assligned Rating _\, Adequate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design, M54 listed. PM - 0, R - 100, BD - 45 and
NEFPA - 80.

Assignea Raung

i arginal

PM - 22 years of experience - GA PE 2002. RE - bridge replacement project in Randolph County, bridge replacement project in Berrien-
Tift Counties, bridge replacement project in Mitchell County, bridge replacement project in Gordon County and bridge replacement
project in Echols County. RD - 19 years of experience — GA PE 2007 — Comity/Al. RE - two bridge replacement projects in FL and bridge
replacement project in Whitfleld County for BOCC. BD - 14 Yyears of experience - GA PE 2007 - Comity/FL. RE - ftwo bridge replacement
projects in Whitfield County for BOCC and bridege replacement project in FL. NEPA - 15 years of experience - Forestry/Zoology. RE -
bridge replacement project in FL, bridge replacement project in Whitfieid County for BOCC and bridge replacement project in FL. Prime
- two bridge replacement projects in Whitfield County for BOCC and three bridge replacement projects in FL.

- - . = o
Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capaclfy - 20% Asslgned Rating 7\ Adeq uate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - bridge and roadway teams. More than two PE Fisted in bridge and roadway design. No MS4 listed,
PM - 50, RD - 80, BD - 60 and NEPA - 70.
[y My \ FE

Frojeci Manager, Hey Team Leaders] and Prima’s Expert

&G uaifcal < 30% Asslgned kating

Marginal

PRI - 19 years of experience — GA PE 2002 — Comity/KY. RE - widening/reconstruction bridge project in Bartow-Poik Counties, bridge
replacement project in Troup County, widening/reconstruction project in Barren County, bridge replacement project in Gordon County
and widening project in Houston County. RD - 19 Yyears of experience — GA PE 2005. RE - bridge replacement project in Troup County,
widening/reconstruction bridge project in Bartow/Polk Counties and bridge replacement project in Gordon County. BD - 20 years of
experience — GA PE 1985 - Comity. RE - parallel bridge projact in Bartow County, bridge replacement Project in Troup County and
widening/reconstruction bridge project in Fayette-Clayton Counties. NEPA - 18 Years of experience - Environmental, RE - bridge
replacement project in Bartow County, bridge replacement project in Dooly County and bridge replacement Pproject in Johnson County.
Prime - bridge replacemaent projects in Troup, Polk-Bartow, Macon, Houston and Gordon Counties.

Projact Manager, Key Team Leadar(s) and Pnme's Resowces and Workiozd Capacity - 208, Immnd Rating % M ar g il"l al

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. NO redundancies in area class. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. No MS4
listed. FM - 48, RD - 0, BD - 5 and NEPA - 39.




Adequat

algned Rating

PM ~ 12 years of experience - GA PE 2008. RE - extension project in Walton County, Intersection improevement project, new location
project, extension profect and improvement project in Gwinnetf County. RD - 15 years of experience — GA PE 2009 - Comity/AL. RE -
two bridge replacement projects over water in AL and interchange project in AL BD - 15 years of experience - GA PE 2005. RE - three
bridge replacement project over wafer in Coweta County. NEPA — 27 years of experience - Marine Science. RE - HIA project which
include new bridge over water in Troup County, new interchange project In Coweta County and bypass project in Coweta County. Prime
- bridge for private company, two bridge projects in AL, trail profect in TN and bridge project in TN.

Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resaurces and Workload Capacity - 20% lhsigned Rating ) Marginal

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. M34 listed. PM - 40, RD - 30, BD - 60 and
NEPA - 51.

rirm Name:  [WALA |

RELLILL TYe. il e g v |
Project Mariager, Ray Team Leadoi(s) and Fims's Experiances and Guahimalons - 30

Adequate .

PM - 20 years of experience - GA PE 2002. RE - Big Bridge project (list 13 bridges), bridge on-call coniract (list three bridges),
environmental task order project, bridge replacement project in Monroe County and new bridge profect in Fulton County. RD - 26 years
of experience - GA PE 1997. RE - widening/reconstruction project in Fayette County, widening/reconstruction project in Fulton County
and widening/reconstruction project in Cobb-Paulding Counties. BD - 29 years of experience - GA PE 1989. RE - bridge replacement
project in Towns County, new bridge project in Jackson County and bridge replacement project in Cobls County. NEPA — 25 years of
experience — Geography. RE - on-call environmental work, widening/reconstruction project in Gwinnett-Fulton Counties and
widening/reconstruction profect In Gwinnett County. Prime - corridor project in Fayette County, culvert project In Cobb-Paulding
Counties, corridor project in Fulton County, bridge project in SC and bridge project in NC.

[Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Warkload Gapacity - 20% |Au‘-sned Rating

> | Adequate
Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in only roadway design. No M34 listed. PM - 60, RD - 80, BD - 46 and NEPA
- 116.

R A - E 2 =
{Froject Manager, ey Team Leaceris) and Prime’a Experience and Qualifications - 30%

IAziigned Ratin,

Marginal

PM - 18 years of experience - GA PE 2009. RE - Interchange project in Bibb County, roadway designer for project in Muscogee County,
roadway designer for project in Wheeler County and roadway designer for project in Fulton County. RD — 20 years of experience - GA PE
2008 - Comity/VA. RE - bridge project over water In Chatham County, bridge project in Chatham County and realignment/bridge project
in Gordon Counly (ALL as Project Manager.) BD - 40 years of experience - GA PE 2016 - Comity/SC. RE - bridge repiacement project in
8¢, bridge replacement project over water in SC and bridge project over water in SC. NEPA — 27 years of experience — History/Folitical
Science/Planning. RE - Big Bridge profect for 28 bridge - doesn’t state which bridges, Big Bridge project for 33 bridge - doesn’t state
which bridges and bridge replacement project in Fulton County. Prime - new location in Chatham County, bridge replacement in
Chatham County, realignment in Gordon County, bridge replacement in Towns County and bridge replacement in SC.

Project Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resouraes and Workload Capacity - 20% Inssignea Rating > |

Adequate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. MS84 listed. PM - 30, RD - 20, BD - 28 and
NEPA - 40.

Marginal

PM — 35 yoears of experience - GA PE 1998 - Comity. Bridge median barrier wall replacement in FL, bridge/roadway project in FL, road
widening project in FL, bridge project in FL and resurfacing project in FL. RD — 21 years of experience — GA PE 2011 ~ Comity/FL. RE -
bridge rehakh project over water in Richmond County, bridge replacement project over Richmond County and bridge replacement project
over water in FL. BD - 38 years of experience - GA PE 1984. RE - bridge replace over road in Tift County, bridge replacement project
over water in Richmond Counly and new bridge project over RR in Lee County. NEPA — 17 years of experience - Anthropology. Prime —
bridge replacement in Gordon County, Interchange project in Tift County, bridge raplacement in Richmond County, new twin bridge
profect in Lee County and interstate widening in Mcintosh County.

Project Manager, Key Tegm Leader{s) and Prime's Re=ources and Workload Capacity - 20% I.nsslgnad Rating > l Mar ginal

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed In bridge and roadway design. No hydraulics engineer listed. No MS4
listed. P - 88, RD - 72, BD - 72 and NEFPA - §8.
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Project Managar, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications - 30% —I'Aasinnvd Rsting ? Adequate

PM - 24 years of experience — GA PE 2003 - Comlity/AL. RE - interchange project in Spalding Countly, new bridge project over RR in
Coffee County, bridge replacement project over water in Gwinnett County, bridge replacement project over water in Gwinnett County
and pedestrian bridge over water in Gwinnett County. RD - 30 years of axperience ~ GA PE 1991. RE - bridge replacement project over
water in Gwinnett County, hridge replacement project over water in Gwinnett County and pedestrian bridge over water in Gwinnett
County. BD - 30 years of experience - GA PE 1989. RE - bridge replacement project over water and RR in Fulton County, bridge
replacement project over wafer in Putnam County and bridge widening/replacement project over water in Appling-Toombs Counties.
NEPA - 17 years of experience - Anthropology/French/international Affairs/Heritage Preservation. RE - list as Environmental Project
Manager on two bridge replacement over water in Towns County. Prime — bridge replacement project in Gwinnett County, twin bridges
in Spalding County, bypass project in Coffee County and bridge replacement project in Gwinnett County.

Projact Manager, Key Taam Leader(s) and Pnme's R and kload Capacty ~ 20% IA!ulgnerl Rating N~ I

Adequate

Prime only 3.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. No MS34 listed. PM - 68, RD - 50, BD - 48 and NEPA -
68.

#mjam: Mananer r{ay TETM Leaders] and Fome’s :x‘mnullw ana Guaufications - 30%

[Faciane Rarna > | Adeq uate
PM - 21 years of experience - GA PE 2000. RE - bridge replacement project over water in Walton-Oconee Countles, bridge replacement
project over water in Walton County, bridge replacement profect over water in Clarke County, Bypass project in Washington County and
fnterchange improvement project in Floyd County. RD - 8 years of experience - GA PE 2012. RE - inferstate interchange project in
Gwinnett County, bridge replacement project in Clarke County and bridge replacement project in Walton County. BD - 23 years of
experience - GA PE 1996. RE - bridge replacement project over water in Walton County, Big Bridge project but doesn’t list bridges and
bridge replace project over water in Clarke County. NEFA - 12 years of experience — BS/Master in what? RE - bridge replacement
project over water in Rockdale County, bypass project in White County and bridge rehah project in DeHalb County. Prime - bridge
repiacement projects in Walton County {2), Gwinnett, Fulton and TN.

Project Manager, Key Team L.eadar(s) and Pnme's Resources and Workioad Capatity - 20% |A==|sn=1 Rating N

? Adequate

Prime both 3.01 and 4,01, Org Chart - More than twe PE listed in bridge and roattway design. M54 listed. PM - 24, RD - 48, BD - 16 and
NEPA - 68.

P;oject Mnnager, Key Team Leadar(s) and Prnime's Ex

and Qualifi

PM - 16 years of experience - GA PE 2007 — wrong PE number listed. RE - bridge replacement project over road in Douglas County,
bridge reconstruction project over water in Gwinneft County, bridge replacement project over water in Webster-Stewart Countles,
bridge repiacement project over water in Forsyth County and bridge replacement project over water in HallF-Forsyth Counites. RD -8
years of experience - GA PE Pending. RE - bridge replacement project over water in SC, bridge replacement projects in MO and bridge
rehab project In SC. BD - 10 years of experience - GA PE 2011. RE - bridge replacement project over water in Coweta County, bridge
project on new location over water in Walton County and bridge replacement project over water in Coweta County. NEPA - 17 years of
experience - Anthropclogy/French/international Affairs/Heritage Preservation. RE - list as Environmental Project Manager on two bridge
replacemaents over water in Towns County. Prime - experience listed for other companies.

Projact Manager, Key Team Leads:(s} and Prime's Resources and Warkioad Capacity - 20% |A=slsn=d Rating

> | Adequate
Prime only 3.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed In bridge and roadway deslgn. No M$84 listed. PM - 64, RD - 80, BD - 0 and NEPA -

I’OJEU! mManager, hey aa aueﬂsj an nma‘a enrl a#nd Guaificalions - Ji

Marginal

PM - 19 years of experience — GA PE 2007. RE - bridge replacement projects in MO, bridge replacement projects in PN, follway project
in NC, interstate widening in NC and another interstate widening in NC. RD - 11 years of experience - GA PE 2010. RE - bridge
replacement project over water in Forsyth-Hall Counties, bridge replacement project in DeKalb County and bridge rehab profect in PN.
BD - 10 years of experience — GA PE 2011. RE - bridge replacement project over water in Coweta County, bridge project on new
location over water In Walton County and bridge replacement project over water In Coweta Counfy. NEPA - 25 years of experience -
Geography/Management/Riddle Aeronautical. RE - District 1 on-call contract, road widening profect in Gwinnetft-Fulton Counties and
trail project in Forsyth-Gwinnett Counties. Prime - bridge replacement projects In SC (2), MO, PN and GA.

’T’mjaﬁt Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Prima's Resouroes and Wndc[oad Capacity - W% |Asslgnad Rating > Ade quate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - Bndge team listed. More than twe PE listed in bridge and roadway design. No M54 listed. PM - 26,
RD -~ 49, BD - 0 and NEPA - 8.
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Project Manager. Key Team Lsadertl) arld Prima's Expﬂnanna and Qualifications - 30% ] sligne ng = Margmal

PM - 35 years of experience - GA PE 1988. RE - widening/reconstruction project with bridge replacements in NG, bridge replacemeint
project in Jenkins County, bridge replacement project over water in Jenkins County, widening/reconstruction project with paraliel
bridges in Worth County and connector project on hew location in Cobb County. RD -~ 15 years of experience — GA PE 2004. RE -
widening/reconsiruction project with bridge on new location in Jenkins-Burke Counties, widening/reconstruction project with bridges in
NC and widening/reconstruction profect fno bridge listed) in Gwinneit County. BD — 15 years of experience - GA PE 2011 - Comity/SC.
RE - bridge replacement project over wafer in SC, bridge replacement project over road in Richmond Counly and bridge replacement
project over water in SC. NEFA - 30 years of experience — Civil Engineering/Finance. RE - bridge replacement project over water in
Jenkins County, widening/reconstruction project in Rabun County and connector ramps project in Fulton County. Prime — bridge
replacement projects in Morgan-Jenkins Counties, Rabun, widening project in Worth County, Connector project in NC.

- AT : 3 P ~
rFl'DjEBt ger, Key Toam {s) and Prime's Reseurces and Worldoad Capsacity - 20% | signed Rating > I Ade quate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed In bridge and roadway design. No M34 listed, PM - 112, RD - 32, BD - 80
and NEFA - 21.

—_— — s e

i Good
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Project Manager, ney leam LB!CIBI’\SI anq Frime s Experience and GQuaifications - 30% ]A“lgned Rating

i

PM — 20 years of experience — GA PE 2002 - Comity. RE - Big Bridge project (list 9 bridge all over water in District 3), bridge replacement
projects in Morgan County, bridge widening project over water in Douglas-Fuiton Counties, widening/reconstruction project which
included bridges over RR and water in Appling-Wayne Countias and interchange project in Elhert County. RD - 15 years of experience -
GA PE 2009 - Comity/MT. RE — Big Bridge project (12 bridges put doesn’t list sites), bridge replacement project in Morgan County and
GRIP Project in Jefferson County. BD - 19 years of experience - GA PE 2006 — Comity/NC. RE - bridge repiacement projects in Morgan
County, bridge widening project over water in Douglas-Fulton Counties and bridge replacement project over water in Clayton County.
NEPA - 36 years of experience - Political Science/Regional Planning. RE - bridge replacement projects in Morgan Counly, safe routes to
school and interchange reconstruction project. Prime - Blg bridge project, 4 bridge replacement projecis in Morgan Counly, imnterchange
projaects in Whitfield County and Fulton Counties and widening bridge project in Fulton County.

Projest Manager, ey Team Leadar(s) and Prima's Resources and Worldoad Capacity - 20% l-‘\isls"ed Rating > l Good

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - bridge and roadway feams. More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. MS4 listed. PM
~ 56, RD - 83, BD - 30 and NEFPA - 55.

R | T ARAERaINSaLAN ]
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iject Mdnaaer Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Experlence and Qualifications - 30% |A==lened Rating = | Marginal

PM - 33 years of experlence - GA PE 1987. RE - Big Bridge project (32 bridges — doesn't list bridges), statewide full design task order,
six downtown bridges, widening/reconstruction in Daugherty County. RD - 25 years of experience — GA PE 1993 - Comity. RE - road
widening/multi-use trail project for Cobb County, Northwest Corridor and widening/reconstruction project in Daugheriy County. BD - 33
years of experience — GA PE 1985, RE - bridge replacement project over water for Cobk County, bridge rehab project in AL and
interchange project in Gwinnett County. NEPA — ? years of experience - Clity & Regional Planning. RE - widening/reconstruction in
Peoach-Houston Counties, Interstate managed Ianas and highway safety project. Prime — fwo bridge repiacement project for Cobly DOT,
bridge replacement for GDOT, statewide services for AL and widening project in District 2.

Project Manager, Key Team Laader(s} and Prime's Reseurces and Workioad Gapacity - 20% Assigned Rating ) |

Adequate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. No MS34 listed. PM - 56, RD - 72, BD - 56 and
NEP& - 42,

—— = = —E=-_-=_——[ 2

> | ol Good

1, s . e =
|Projgot Manager, ney Team L.eader(s) ana P Expenence and Qualifisations - 30%

PM - 25 years of experience — GA PE 1998. RE - bridge replacement project over water in new location in Hall County, Big Bridge

Project {23 bridges but doesn’t list bridges), bridge replacement project in Chatham County, widening/reconstruction project in Irwin-
Turner Counties and one intersection improvement project in Newton County. RD - 18 years of experience - GA PE 2002. RE - list bridge
replacement project over water in Gwinnett County, interchange project in Fulton County and bridge replacement project over water in
Forsyth-Hall Counties. BD — 15 years of experience — GA PE 2004 - Comity/IL. RE - list bridge replacement project over wafter in Barrow
County, bridge replacement project over water in Paulding County and new interchange profect In Muscogee County. NEFA - 40 years of
experience - Soil Science/Biology. RE - list bridge replacement project over water in Hall-Forsyth Counties, bridge replacement project
over waler in Forsyth-Hall Counties and bridge replacement profect over water in Columbia-Lincoln Counties. Prime — Big Bridge project,
bridge replacement project in Forsyth, DeHalb, Gwinnett and Chatham Counties,

[Project Managar, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resaurces and Worldoad Gapacity - 0%, |Assigned Rating _ !
. =i Adequate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - bridge feams. More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. No M54 listed. PM - 4, RD -
50, BD - 32 and NEFPA - 36.
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Projeor Manager. rey Tesm Leuder(s) and Prime’s Experlanre and Qualiﬁcationl 30% IAssinned Rating —>_ I

Adequate
PM - 27 yoars of experience - GA PE 2003. RE -interchange project in Fulton County (bridge over road), GRIF project with new bridge in
Randolph-Clay Counties, interchange project in Henry County, reconstruction project in Oconee County and bridge replacement project
in Columbia County. RD - 15 years of experience - GA PE 2003. RE - list widening/reconstruction project in Witkes-McDuffle Counties
{with bridges), widening/reconstruction profect with new bridge in Hall-Jackson Countles and Interchange project in Lowndes County.
BD - 35 years of experience - GA PE 1981. RE - list bridge repfacement project over water In Troup County, road
widening/reconstruction project in Camden County (interchange bridge) and bridge work order services {23 bridges). NEFPA - 13 years of
experience — Environmental Science. RE - list seven bridge project for GDOT (doesn’t list project), erosion control review for GDOT and
bridge replacement project in AL (doesn’t list type of bridge crossings). Prime - interchange project in Gwinnett County, bridge
replacement project for Jackson County BOOC, Grip project in Randolph-Clay Countles, widening profect in Oconee County and
extension profect in Oconee County.

Preject Manager, Ksy Team Laadar{s} and Prime's Rescurces and Worklead Capaorty - 20% IAsslgnod Rating > i

Adequate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed In bridge and roadway design. No M54 listed. PM - €5, RD - 100, BD - 60
and NEPA - 42.

]Aasiqnnd Rating

" Adequate

PM - 25 years of experience - GA PE 1996. RE - list one bridge replacement project over water in Henry County, one bridge repiacement
project over water in Banks County, one bridge replacement project over RR in Paulding County, Northwes¢ Corridor and one
interchange project over water in DeKalb County. RD — 31 years of experience - GA PE 1993 - Comity. RE - list one bridge replacement
project over water in Newton County (as Project Manager), one bridge replacement project over water in Henry County and one bridge
replacement project over water in Glascock County. BD - 39 years of experience - GA PE 1996. RE - list one bridge replacement
project over water in Johnson County, one bridge replacement project over water in Henry County and one bridge replacement project
over water in Henry County. NEPA - 8 years of experience - Management. RE - list one bridge replacement project over water in Hall
County, one bridge replacement project over water in Pickens County and one bridge replacement profect over water in Hall County.
Prime - bridge replacement project in Henry (2), Burke-Jonkins and Banks Counties.

Project Manager. Key Team Leaderis) and Prime's Resources and Worklead Capacity - 20% Inssinned Rating 4> i

Adequate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. M54 listed. PM - 32, RD - 38, BD - 40 and
NEPA - 52.

Projact Managar, Kay Team Lnader(s] nnd Pﬂme & Expenenr.e anu Gualmcatwns 30%

lAssignudR:ting : 5 ! —— OOd

PM - ? years of experience - GA PE 2011 - COmr(y. RE - list one bridge replacement project over water in Taylor County, one bridge
replacement project over water inn Talbot-Upson Counties, one bridge replacement project over water in Jeff Davis County, one bridge
replacement project over water in Liberty County and one bridge replacement project over water In Cherokee County. RD - 24 years of
experience - GA PE 2011. RE - list one bridge replacement project over water in Jeff Davis County, one bridge replacement project over
water and RR in Sumter County and one bridge replacement project over water in Cherokee County. BD - 27 years of experience — GA
PE 1998 - Comity. RE - one bypass project which include new bridges over RR, road and water, one bridge repiacement project in Jeff
Davis County and one bridge replacement project over water in Cherokee County. NEPA — 17 years of experience -
Anthropology/French/International Affairs/Heritage Preservation. RE - list as Environmental Project Manager on two bridge replacement
over water In Towns County and as lead environmental specialist on road project in Fulton County (no bridges fisted). Prime - bypass
project in Laurens County and bridge replacement project In Cherokee, Jeff Davis, Wheeler and Tayior Counties.
Project Manage:. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capaalty - 20% Assigned Rating 4> I

Adequate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - bridge and roadway teams. More than two PE listed In bridge and roadway design. MS4 listed. PM
~ 32, RD - 48, BD - 20 and NEFA - 68.

'Prmm Managsr hey Team Leaderns) arid F'nma s CRperIBnGe and Aloiias = 3% ]MS'G'\EU Rating . =

Adequate
PM - 23 years of experience - GA PE 1997. RE - listed one interchange bridge replacement for three bridge along the interstate in Cook
County, one widening/reconstruction Interchange project in Forsyth County, one widening/reconstruction interchange project in DeKalb
County, one extension project in Clayton County {new bridge over water) and on widening/improvement profect in Fayette-Coweta
Counties. RD - 10 years of experience - GA PE 2011. RE - list road widening project in Muscogee County (no bridges ilsted), one road
widening project in Dougherty County (no bridges listed) and one road widening project in 8C (no bridges listed). BD — 11 years of
experience - GA PE 2009 - Comity/Al. RE - list one bridge path project replace four stream crossing in Morgan County, one bridga
widening over water in Douglas-Fulton Counties and one bridge replacement profect over water In Cobb County. NEPA - 17 years of
experience - Anthropology/French/International Affalrs/Heritage Preservation. RE - list as Environmental Project Manager on two bridge
replacement over water in Towns County. Prime — widening/improvements in Fayette-Cowela Couintties and Hall County,
widening/improvements In SC, bypass in SC and Big Bridge project by doesn’t list bridges.

Projert Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Renources and Workioad Capacity - 30%, |M=luned Rating ) ] Marginal
)

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Few redundancies in area class. Org Chart - More than two PE listed In bridge and roadway deslgn. No M54
listed. PM - 40, RD - 45, BD - 35 and NEPA - 68.

Margmal



PH-22 yéars of experience — GA PE 1999. RE - list BIG bridge project (7 bridges but doesn’t list bridges), one bridge replacement
project over water in Gwinnett County, one bridge raplacement/widening bridge project over road in DeaKalb County (finish by GDOT),
one bridge widening project on I-95 over water in Mcintosh County and one bridge widening project {listed as Design Engineer) over
road in Fulton County. RD - 8 years of experience - GA PE 2014. RE - list one widening/reconstruction project with bridges over water
in Houston-Twiggs counties, one bridge replacement project ovar water in Bartow County and one reconstruction/partial relocation
project with two new bridges In Washington County. BD - 14 years of experience - GA PE 2008. RE - list bridge paralleling project over
water in Clinch County, bridge replacement project over water in Fayette County and bridge replacement project over water in Gwinnett
County. NEPA - 17 years of experience - Anthropology/French/international Affairs/Heritage Preservation. RE - list as Environmental
Project Manager on iwo bridge replacement over water In Towns County. Prime - Paulding County DOT profect, bridge replacement
projact in Towns County, Northwest Corridor, bridge replacement project in Gwinnett County and project in Jackson County.

Froject Manager, Key Team Leadarfs) and Prime's Resourses and Workioad Capacity - 209 ‘Mﬂgmd Rating _> |

Adequate
Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. No MS4 listed. PM - 40, RD - 60, BD - 64 and
NEPA - 68.
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‘Project Mmaqer, Key Team Laudar(n) and Prlme 's Expanpnnp and Qualifications - 30% Assigned Ratlag —y,

r Good

PM - 32 years of experience - GA PE 1995 - Comity. RE - list one bridge replacement project in Chatham Gounty, one bridge rehal
contract for Districts 3, 6 and 7, one bridge replacement project in Butts-Jasper Counties, one BATCH bridge replacement projects in
Clarke County, Etbert, Walton-Oconee Counties and Barrow Walton Counties. RD - 16 years of experience — GA PE 2004. RE - list one
bridge replacement project in Chatham County, one BATCH bridge replacement projects in Clarke County, Elbert, Walfon-Oconee
Counties and Barrow Walfon Counties and bridge widening/replacement project in Gwinnett County. BD - 26 years of experience — GA
PE 2014 - Comity/NJ. RE - list one bridge replacement project over water in Chatham County, one bridge replacement project over
water in Tallaferro County and one bridge replacement over RR in Biblb County. NEFA - 17 years of experience —
Anthropoiogy/Frencl/international Affairs/Heritage Praservation. RE - list as Environmental Project Manager on two bridge replacement
over water in Towns County. Prime - bridge replacement project in Chatham County, bridge widening profect in Forsyth County,
widening project in Fulton County and bridge repiacement project in Bibb County.

Froject Managar, Kay Taam Leadar(s) and Prime's Rasources and Workload Capactly - 20% |Asslun-d Rating

> | Adequate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. No MS4 listed. PM - 60, RD - 102, BD - 62
and NEPA - 68.
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|Projact Manager. Key feam uuuaus; and Prime' s Eaperierices: and I:lu.uilcnilona Sﬂ‘h

l""’"" i - . > | - Margi
PM - 30 years of experience - 27 years of expeﬂence af GDOT - GA LS 2001. RE - lIsted bridge replacements in Heard County, one
passing lane project in Lamar-Monroe Cotnties, on passing lane project in Butts County, one intersection imprevement project in Henry
County and one realignment project in Fayette County. RD - 17 years of experience — GA PE 2005 - Comity/NS. RE - list on road
widening project In NC (no bridges listed), one widening/realignment in NC (no bridges listed) and one alignment project with new bridge
in SC. BD - 24 years of experience - GA PE 1995. RE - list one realignment bridge replacement project, one bridge widening project and
one new bridge project- All projects listed are in NC. NEPA - 17 years of experience - Anthropology/French/International
Affairs/Herltage Preservation. RE - list as Environmental Project Manager on two bridge replacement over water in Towns County.
Prime - projects in NGC.

Projact Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime'a Rasources and Workload Capacity - 20% |Aﬂlsn=d Rating i‘

Adequate

Prime both 3.01 and 4.01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in bridge and roadway design. No MS4 listed. PM - 30, RD - 35, BD - 60 and
NEPA - 68.

PM - 25 years of experience - GA PE 1999. RE - list HOT to HOV project, one deck rehab project In Catoosa County, one bridge rehab
project in District 6, one bridge replacement project in Fulton County and one bypass project in Clayton County. RD - 14 years of
experience - GA PE 2006 - Comity/OH. RE - list two widening/reconstruction and one bypass in Washington, Floyd and Putnam Counties.
BD - 18 years of experience — GA PE 2015 - Comity/FL - NOT listed on org chart. Comity/NS. BD - 24 years of experience — GA PE 1995.
RE - list one bridge rehab project in Al, one bridge maintenance on-call contract with GDOT and one bridge replacement in Forsyth
County. NEPA - 17 years of experience — Anthropology/French/International Affairs/Heritage Preservation. RE - list as Environmental
Project Manager on two bridge replacement over water in Towns County. Prime - bridge repiacement in FL, bridge superstructure in AL,
bridge replacement in FL and bridge replacement in MS.

Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% |A==Ign=ﬂ Rating _\J

rd Adequate
Prime both 3.01 and 4,01. Org Chart - More than two PE listed in roadway design. Bridge lead NOT listed on org chart. No M54 listed.
PM - 48, RD - 80, BD - 64 and NEPA - 68.
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AMEC Foster Wheeier Environment &Infrastructure, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 B
American Consulting Professionals, LLG Adequate | Adequate 250 3]
American Engineers, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 6
Barge Waggener Sumner & Cannon, Ing (BWSC) Adequate | Marginal 200 14
CALX Engineers + Consultants fka Mitkey Adegquate | Marginal 200 14
CDM Smith Inc Adeguate| Marginal 200 14
Civil Services, Inc Adequate| Marginal 200 14
Columbia Engineening & Services, Inc Adeqguaie| Marginal 200 14
Gresham, Smith and Partners Geod | Adequate 325 1
Helt Censutting Company, LLC Adequate| Marginal 200 14
Infragtructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC Adequate | Adequate 250 B
KCI Technologies, Inc Adequate| Good 300
Kimley-Horn ane Associates, Inc Adequate | Good 300
Leng Engineernng, [nc Marginal | Adequate 175 21
Michae! Baker Jr . Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 5]
Mcreland Altobelh Associates, Inc Adequate [ Adeguate 250 6
Parsors Bnnckerhoff, Inc .| Adequate| Good 300 2
Pargons Transportation Group, Inc Adequate| Good 300 4
5TV Incorporated dba STV Raish Whitehead Associates Marginal | Adequate 175 21
TranSystems Corporation Adequate | Marginal 200 14
T Y Lin International Adequate [ Adequate 250 ]
Vaughn & Meiton Consulting Engineers, Inc Marginal | Marginal 125 23
| Volkert, Inc ) Adequate | Adequate 250 S
Maximum Points atfowsd=<| 300 | 200 300]%
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df &
& Evaluator 3
- F /&
1 T [ Phiaza One
I gqulll_ - Maximum Poings alfowec =1 3o 1 200 Evaluator 3 individual
SUBMITTING FIRMS ] ¥ 1 jotal 3core | Ranking.
AMEC Foster Wneeler Environment &lnfrastructure, Inc Adequate| Good 300 8
Amencan Consulting Professionals, LLG Adequate| Marginal 200 23
Amencan Engineers, Inc Good Good 375 1
Barge Waggoner Sumner & Cannon, Inc {BWSC) Adequate| Good 300 8
CALX Engineers + Consultarts fka Mutkey { Adequate | Adequate 250 16
CDM Smith Inc Adequate| Good 300 8
Civil Services, Inc Good | Adequate 925 ]
Columbia Engineenng & Senvices, Irc Good | Adequate 325
Gresham, Smith and Partners Good Good 375 1
Holt Consuling Company, LLC Adequate| Good 300 8
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineerng, PLLC Adequate| Good 300 8
KCl Technologies, inc Adeguate | Adequate 250 16
Kimley-Hom anc Associates, no Adequate | Adequale 250 18
Long Engineenng, inc Adequate | Adequate 25C 18
Michae! Baker Jr_ In¢ Adequate| Good 300
Moreland Altobelli Associates, [ne Adequate] Good 300
Parsons Brnckerhoff, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 16
[Parsons Transporiaticn Group, Inc Good Goed 375 1
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitenead Associates Adeguate| Good 300 8
| TranGystems Corporation Good Good 375 i
IT ¥ Ln intemationai Adequate | Adequate 250 16
Vaughn & Melton Consulting Engineers, In¢ Adequate | Adequate | 250 16
Volkert, InG Good Good 375 ]
Maximum Points allowed =| 300 200 |  300|%
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GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF TOP SUBMITTALS FOR PHASE |

)
Solicitation Title Bridge Burdle 1-2016, Contract 6 1 .
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
T
Sclicttation #: i RFQ 484-031616 2 Gresham, Smith and Partners
PHASE | - Individual Committee Member Scoring and Overali Rarking based on Published 2
Criteria FOR TOP TEN SUBITTALS L Volkert, Inc.
= = —=
%_@@ 2 . ¥, Lin Infernational
: 2 Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.
8 Kimiey-Horn and Associates, Inc
{ | 6 Parsons Brr:ckarhoff ine
| Group | 8 Michael Baker Jr, Inc
SUBMITTING FIRMS Score Rankin 8 Moreland Altobell: Assceiates, Inc
8 infrastructure Consulting and Engineenng, PLLC
8 TranSystems Corporation
8 Amencan Engineers, Inc
Parsons Transportatlon Group, Inc. . 75 1 13 AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &infrastructure, Irc
Gresham, Smith and Partners 325 2 4 s KCI Technologies, Inc
Michael Baker Jr., Inc. 250 8 ~ Barge Waggoner Sumner & Cannon, inc (BWSC)
Kimiey-Horn and Associates, Inc. - i 6
Moreland Altobelli Assoclates, Inc. 250 8
Volkert, Inc. 325 2
Parsons Brinckerhoff, inc. 300 13
T.Y. Lin International 325 2
Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc. o 325 2
AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &infrastructure, Inc. 175 13
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC 250 8 {
TranSystems Corporation o - = 250 8
American Engineers, Inc. = s n 250 8
KCI Technologies, Inc. 175 13
Barge Waggoner Sumner & Cannon, Inc. (BWSC) 175 13
&
@ &
& /&
&
Evaluation Criteria £ &
o &
<) A@@
&
S [5S
: i 1 " Scores and Group
Maximum Points ailowed =| 300 200 Rauking
e - e - i - __l—' = =
SUBMITTING FIRMS. iy v Total Scoie | Ranking
IParsons Transperation Group, inc _ Good Good 375 1
iGresham, Smith and Parners Good | Adequate 325 2
Mickael Baker Jr, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 ]
Kimley-Hom and Asscciates, Inc Adequate{ Good 300 6
IMereland Altobell Associates [ne Adequate | Adequate 250 8
Volkert, Inc Good | Adequate 325 2
Parsons BrncikerhoF, Inc Adequate| Good 300 [
T Y. Lin internationai Good | Adequate 325 2
Colurabia Engineering & Servicas, Ing Gocd [ Adequate 325 2
AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment &lnfrastructure, Inc Marginal | Adequate 175 13
infrastructure Conswiting and Engineenng, PLLC Adeguate | Adequate 250 8
TranSystems Corporationy Adequate | Adequate 250 8
American Engineers, inc | Adequate| Adequate 250 8
KCl Technologes, Inc Marginal | Adequate 175 13
Barge Waggonel Sumner & Cannon, Inc (BWSC) Marginal | Adequate 175 ) 13
Maxvmeny fowse atiowodn| 300 | 200 500|%




RFQ RFC 434-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY GOMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS, CONTRAET &

Flrm Parsons Transportation Group, inc. " #gFEvaluat

Expariance and Qualhcations Assigned Ratlng Good .

The team listed projects that were similar in nature for this scope of work. Projects listed were
acceptable projects but they did not mention managing multiple bridges at one time. The projects
were not detailed but they gave good examples. The NEPA key team lsad showed experience relevant
to this project.

and I Assigned Rating | Good

According to the organization chart, it displayed the team's approach and provided enough depth to
cover multiple projects. The organization chart included resources for MS4. The team appears to
have acceptable availability for the scope of work.

RFQ RFQ 484031818 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Gresham, Smith and Partners f.of' Evu]l.la.hql‘!l

T
Expasience and Gualfcsbocng Aszigned Ratlng | Good

The team has bridge over water expetience. Also, the Bridge Design lead managed simultaneous
bridge projects. The NEPA lead listed experience relevant to this bridge project. Several of the key
team leaders have worked on past projects together.

R imbalrty and Capscty Assigned Rating Adequate

The organization chart included resources for MS4. The team appears to have acceptable availa'bility
for the scope of work.

RFQ RFQ 484031618 | PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Flrm Michael Baker Jr., Ins. # of Evaluators|
Expatiunce and Qualificstions Assigned Rating Adequate

The team'’s list of projects were relevant to this scope of work. The Roadway Design Lead showed
bridge over water experience as a Project Manager (PM).

Rasuurcen availability and Werkload Ospacity Assigned Rating 1 Adequate
i

The organization chart showed a team approach in regard to structures. The organizatiorinal chart
included resources for MS4. The previous commitments for the team is mostly in the final stages. The
team has enough resources to perform the scope of work.




RFQ RFQ 484031618 g PHASE 1 SUMNARY COMMENTS FOR TGP SUBWMITTALS —1

Firm [Klmley-Hcrn and Associates, Inc, & of Evaluators

Exparishta and Qualthvabons Agsigned Reting Adequate

The Prime listed experience with projects of a similar nature. The PM, NEPA Lead and the Bridge Lead
has relevant experience with the scope of work. The Roadway Design Lead has mostly project
manager experience.

R Y and Capnoity Assigned Rating Good

i
They used a team approach and the organizational chart has sufficient depth. Also, they showed
support services for MS4. All of the key team leads displayed a high level of availability.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Moreland Altobelli Assoclates, Inc. # of Evaluators

- . t
[Expanance and Quaifications Asghinsd Rating | Adaquate

1
The PM showed experience with complex bridges. The Bridge Design Lead has experience with
multiple related projects. The Roadway Design lead listed projects, but they were not related to the
scope of work. The NEPA lead mentioned projects but was not specific in detailed.

and We i Cup Assigned Rating 3 Adequata
I

The team had a minimum amount of resources to complete the work. The availability of the team was
sufficient.

RFQ RFQ 484-031B16 ~ PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMF TALS
Firm Voliert, Inc, & of 5 :
Exputience and Qualificatians Assigned Rating : Good

y - !
The Bridge Design key team lead experience and qualifications are good. The NEPA lead showed
relevant experience for this project. The Prime’s experience was similar in nature.

R Ly and Workis Capactty Assigned Rating Adequate

The organizational chart shows Brldgé Design Key Lead with good Experience and Qualifications.
They did not list MS4 as a resource. The team Is available immediately according to the Commitment
table.




RFQ RFQ 484-031816 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBNMITTALS i
Flrm Parsons Brinckerhoff, inc. # of E: ] o
Expersnoe and Qualihcations |A=signed Reting Adsquata

All key team leads show experience with bridges over water. The Roadway Design lead showed
bridge over water experience as a Project Manager, but he did list projects as an engineer of record.
The PM did not describe his experience in detail.

T -
Redouroes avatlabiiity and Workloud Capsary Asslgned Rating ! Good

The team talked in-depth about their additional resources which included QA/QC, MS4 and Public
Involvement. The team’s availability was more than sufficient. The organizational chart did not utilize
a team approach but had sufficient staff to complete the work.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm T. Y. Lin International # of Evaluators
Ezpenencea and Gualificutions Asalgned Rating Gaood

The Team had good experience with all listed projects that are relevant to the scope of work. The
team also worked on past projects together that are similar to this scope. The NEPA key lead listed
experience relevant to this bridge project.

and apaorty ]Asslgnad Rating Adequate

The organization chart displayed sufficient resources to complete the work. The team is available to
perform the work.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc. # of Evaluators .
IExpeniancs and Qualificatione Assigned Rating Gond

The Roadway Design lead listed relevant projects. The NEPA key lead listed experience relevant to
this bridge project. The Bridge key lead has extensive experience with projects for this scope of work.

R y and d Capacty IA:ligned Rating [ Adequate

i
The organizational chart lacked detail. The team as a whole had sufficient availability.




RFG RFQ 484031816 £ 1 SUM COMMENT! P SUBMITT:
Frm AMEC Foster Whee'ler Environmant &tnfrastruetute, Inc. # of Evaluators|
Expanancs v Qualfications Assigned Rating Marginal

I s
The PM showed numerous projects for lead bridge experience but not as a Project Manager. The
Roadway Design key team lead was lacking experience for similar projects. The Bridge Design Lead
was not familiar with GDOT's policies and procedures. The NEPA Lead showed sufficient experience.

y and ; ty ’Asaigned Rating Adequate

!
The organizational chart showed the key team leads had sufficient depth to perform the scope of
work.

RFQ RFQ 484-031818 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Flrm !nfrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC 2 of Evaluatars
Exparshce und Qualifications Assigned Rating i Adequate

The PM noted GDOTs Plan Development Process (PDP), but did not list any projects that were relevant
to the scope of work. The NEPA Lead showed sufficient experiencs.

Resourcea lability and 2

Assigned Rating | Adaguatia
The organizational chart shows the team approach for structure to compilete the assigned duties. The

key leads appear to have immediate availability.

RFQ |RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOF SUBMITIALS
Firm [Tr Cor ¥ of Evaluators|
[Expemitnes and Qualicsilons ‘Assigned Rating | Adequate

The Roadway key lead has limited experience with bridge underwatsr. The NEPA key lead listed
experlence relevant to this bridge project. The PM listed several bridges of similar nature.

Renourcas availabiitty and Worliand Gapasity | Assigned Rating | d )
The organizational chart lacks depth. The key leads are available immediately to perform the assigned
work.

RFQ [RFG 484-03161d = PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm [American Enginesrs, Inc. ~ #of Evﬂl-lihl"s-l = 3
[Exgredance a0d Guaications Asslgned Rating ! Adoquaty

The NEPA lead has extensive experienée with related projects. The Roadway Lead listed projects of a
similar nature. The team is sufficient to perform the assigned duties.

mﬁmw JAssigned Rating ] Adeguate

The team had sufficient depth to handle the necessary work. The key team leads are available
according to the commitment chart. The Roadway lead has no commitments on other projects and Is
ready to move forward.




RFQ __ |RFQ 484-031676 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS ~
Flrm | KGl Technologles, inc, & of Evalijators :
Expenence and Qualtfications Assigned Rating i Marginal

The Bridge Design Lead's experience indicates he serves as PM on all listed projects. It was not clear
if the Bridge Lead was familiar with GDOT's policies and procedures for bridges.

[Resgurces wrailabiiity and Workioad Capschy TAssigned Rating i Adeguate

The organizational chart was sufficient and had enough resources to perform the duties for this scopé
of work. MS4 was not mentioned. The availability for the PM was not clear.

RFQ [RFQ 484-031616 = PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOF SUBMITTALS
Firm |E.Irga Waggoner Sumner & Cannon, Ine. (BWSC) # of Evaluators -
‘Expariapca nd Quallfications Asslgned Rating Marginal

The Bridge Design Lead listed projects of relevancy. The NEPA lead's experience did not match the
project description. It was not clear whether the Roadway Design Lead was familiar with GDOTs
policies and procedures.

Reacurons availabllity and Worliowd Gagooity " [Assigned Rating ¥ ) Adeguate
All members on team are available for immediate work. The organizational chart needs additional
depth of resources.




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.

= = IS IS

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

A IS0 T =

Project/Contract #3 - PI Nos. 4013604, 0013736, 0013815, 0013820

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

Atkins North America, Inc.

Calyx Engineers + Consultants

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

kW=



Project/Contract #4 — PI Nos. (007179, 0013748, 0013749, 0013823, 0013824

ARCADIS U.S,, Inc.

Atkins North America, Inc.

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

S

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

CDM Smith, Inc.

Long Engineering, Inc.

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

S e

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.

SN SR

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.

Project/Contract #8 — P.I. Nos. 0013741, 0013742

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

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

=l B BRSO S



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

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

Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.
Volkert, Inc.

o

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

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

3. Morealnd Altobelli Associates, Inc.

4. Parsons Transportaﬁon Group, Inc.

5. T.Y. International, Inc.

Project/Contract #11 — P.1. Nos. 0013827, 170940-, 642170-

CDM Smith, Inc.

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

Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

N



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

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

April 18, 2016

NOTICE TO SELECTED FINALISTS

To: Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.; Gresham, Smith and Partners; Parsons
Transportation Group, Inc.; T. Y. Lin International; and Volkert, Inc.

Please send an e-mail confirming receipt of this notice to Karen Mims {(kmims@dot.ga.gov).
Re: RFQ-484-031616 — Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 6, P.l. Nos. 0013601, 0013743, 371150-

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, VI 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 and/or needs of GDOT, including:

1. Technical approach to delivering the project (including design concepts and use of alternative methods).
2. Provide any specific qualifications, skilts, or knowledge which your firm 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 fulfill this requirement.

Remaining Schedule

1. GDOT completes evaluation and issues notification and other information fo
finalist firms. 04/18/2016]  -—--——-

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 6
Page 2 of 2

o

Finalist Selecti

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 [l. 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 wiill
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 developed by GDOT.

Please address any questions you may have to Karen Mims, and congratulations, again, to each of you!

Karen Mims

404-631-1430



SUBMISSION & PRESCREENING CHECKLIST

| SOLICITATION #:

RFQ 484-031616

SOLICITATION TITLE:

Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 6

SOLICITATION DUE DATE:

Phase I, 04/27/2016

SOLICITATION TIME DUE: 2;00pm
+*
L)
o
V]
o
o)
3
53
_Q- e
3
No. Consultants Date Time SR
1 Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. 412712016 1:09 p.m. X
2 Gresham, Smith and Partners 4/27/2016 12:46 p.m. X
3 Volkert, Inc. 4/27/12016 1:05 p.m. X
4 T.Y. Lin Internaticnal 412712016 §2:52 p.m. X
5 Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc. 412712016 1:22 p.m. X




GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Solicitation Tifle. I Bndge Bundle 1-2018, Coniract 8

i

Parsors Trarsporiater Greup, inc

Solicitation # RFQ 484-031618

Gresaam. Smith and Pariners

PHASE | AND PHASE [l -Individual Committea Memher Seoring and Overal Ranking baged on Published Criteria

Valkert. nc

TY L intematioral

—I=F

W] W |ed|n

Columkia Engineering & Services, Inc

{RANKING)

SUBMITTING FIRMS

Sum of

Total

Group

Score

Rankfllgl_

Parsons Transportation Greup, Inc.

Grasham, Smith and Partners

700

Volkert, Ing,

T.Y. Lin International

Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.

ol e e [ma |

Evaluation Criteria

rOUp SCores an:
Maxumum Poiris alfowsd =| 300 200 400 100 Ranking
SUBMITTING FIRNS hd ¥ hd ¥__ jTolal Seore | Ranking

| Parsens Trajnsportaion Group Inc Good Goad Gaod Good 750 1
Gresham, Sruth. and Partners Good | Adequate| Goeod Good 700 2
Volkeri, Inc Good | Adsquate| Adequate| Geood &00 3
TY Lin intematanal Good | Adequate{ Adequate| Good 880 3
Columbia Engineenng & Senvices, Inc Good | Adequate| Adequate| Goed B00 3

L Points ai =| 300 200 400 100 1600 (%




RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS, CON_TRACT 6
Firm Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
Technical Approach ) Assigned Rating

They presented innovative ideas for the accelerated bridge
construction (ABCs), as well as addressed the concept phases and
coordination with the locals for public involvement. The
environmental approach was in-depth for this project. The
management of the project was very clear and concise. The team also
mentioned knowledge of MS4 experience.

Good

Past Performance |Assigned Rating i Good
Based on the knowledge of the evaluators and the references provided

for past projects, the team agreed the ratings reflects the past
performance.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm Gresham, Smith and Partners _ '
Tachnical Approach ' Assigned Rating Good

They went into detail regarding utility coordination and meeting the
schedules. The management of the project was mentioned and
detailed. They also address the construction access for this project.
They were in-depth regarding the hydraulics report. They talked
about the moveable bridges. The team displayed knowledge with the
public involvement aspects for this project. The team mentioned
project risk matrix. They did not mention ABCs as an option for the
offsite detour that was proposed.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating | Good
Based on the knowledge of the evaluators and the references provided
for past projects, the team agreed the ratings reflects the past
performance.




RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm Vaolikert, Inc,

Technical Approach ) Assigned Rating Adeguate
The overall technical approach appeared to be clear on how the team
will manage this project. They mentioned the low impact bridge
program as a model. Also, the team addressed the use of a temporary
detour bridge. The environmental was not detailed. They did not
reference the foundation for the geotechnical aspects of the project.
The staging was unclear for some of the listed projects.

Past Performance JAssigned Rating | Good
Based on the references provided for past projects, the team agreed
the ratings reflects the past performance.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 _PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS '
Firm T.Y. Lin Internaticnal ]
Technical Appreach Assigned Rating Adequate

They discussed beam depths to determine how the span lengths.
They mentioned the possibility of raising the profiles. The team briefly
discussed previous experience with ABC. They did not reference the
mileage on the detour lanes. They did not specifically discuss the
foundation types for the geotechnical for each project.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating | Good
Based on the knowledge of the evaluators and the references provided
for past projects, the team agreed the ratings reflects the past
performance.

REQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm ICqumhia Engineering & Services, Ine. ;
Technlcal Approach Assigned Rating Adequate

They discussed the bridges in great detail and discussed different
aspects for each bridge. The team was in-depth with the discussion
for the environmental concerns. The project management was not
mentioned including the QA/QC, communication and other vital needs
for this project.

Past Perfarmance |Assigned Rating |  Good
Based on the knowledge of the evaluators and the references provided
for past projects, the team agreed the ratings reflects the past
performance.




RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #6, P.l. Nos. 0013601, 0013743, 371150-)
Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.

Reference A

Firm Name GDOT, Atlanta, GA
Project Name Interchange Reconstruction at SR 3/US 19  PI#332890
District 3 Preconstruction
Project Manager Adam Smith Title Engineer
Contact information 706-621-9704
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. 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 Very reputable firm. Worked hard to meet project schedule and budget.
Reference B ‘
Firm Name GDOT, Atlanta, GA
Project Name SR 135 Bypass from US 441 East to SR 32
Project Manager Krysta! Stovall-Dixon [Title |District Program Manager
Contact Information 404-631-1572
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 overali success of the project thus far. 10
Helen Hawkins {PM) did excellent job on this project. Kept work moving and on
track, answered technical questions, monitored financial status of work task
Comments being performed. Excellent Project Manager/team.

Page 1



RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #6, P.I. Nos. 0013601, 0013743, 371150-}
Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
Gresham, Smith and Partners

Reference A

Firm Name GDOT, Atlanta, GA
Project Name Bridge Replacement - SR 10/US 78 Bridge over Apalachee River
Project Manager Derrick Brown ITitIe IProject Manager
Contact Information 404-631-1571
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 :
goals. 9
4, Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 9

Dependable, professional, proactive in communicating with GDOT personnel,
Comments kept GDOT team appraised of progess on project.

Reference B

Firm Name GDOT, Atlanta, GA
Project Name Bridge Replacement - SR 81 Bridge over Apalachee River
Project Manager Charles Robinson |Title IProject Manager
Contact Information 404-631-1439
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

Firm/team was very responsive to request made during PDP. Project delivered
on schedule and within budget. Firm/team exhibited exceptional customer
Comments service throughout project. Professional.

Page 2



Reference A

RF( 484-031616 {Contract #6, P.l. Nos. 0013601, 0013743, 371150-)

Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

Firm Name GDOT, Atlanta, GA

Project Name Bridge Replacement on SR 126 over Little Creek  PI#542405

Project Manager Yun Tang ITitIe IProject Manager

Contact Information 404-631-1666
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. 8
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. 8

Comments

Good firm stayed on schedule and within budget,

Reference B

Firm Name Georgia Department of Transportation
Project Name SR 135.U5 221 Bridge Replacement at Whitehead Creek  PI#533176
Project Manager Aghdaz Ghazi |Title |Project Manager
Contact Information 912-271-7027
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. 9
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the estahlished project
goais. 10
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10

Comments

Very proactive, professional and prompt.,

Page 3




RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #6, P.I. Nos. 0013601, 0013743, 371150-)

Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
T. Y. Lin International

Reference A
Firm Name GDOT, Atlanta, GA
Project Name SR 26/US 80 Bridge Replacements
Project Manager Peter Emmanuel |Title [Project Manager
Contact Information }404-631-1158
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
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

Good firm, reliable and proactive. Stayed within budget and deliverables on
time.

Reference B

Firm Name GDOT, Atlanta, GA
Project Name SR 120 Widening from State Bridge Road to Jones Bridge Road
Project Manager Peter Emmanuel [Title |Project Manager
Contact information |404-631-1158
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
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

Hard schedule, beat schedule by 1-year. Met all project deliverables ahead of
schedule. Good firm reliable and professional.

Page 4




RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #6, P.l. Nos. 0013601, 0013743, 371150-)
Bridge Bundie 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for

Volkert, Inc.
Reference A
Firm Name Alabama DOT, Montgomery, AL
Project Name I-59/20 Bridge Superstructure Replacement
Project Manager David Welch |TitIe IState Consultant Mgmt. Engineer
Contact Information }334-242-6842
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. 7
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 8
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 9

Very complex project. Firm performed and delivered massive coordination of resources

Comments ) ;
from numerous tocations to performed needed tasks. Delivered excellent work product.

Reference B

Firm Name Florida DOT
Project Name Brickyard and Stefani Bridge Replacement
Project Manager Dean Mitchell [Title |Design Project Manager
Contact Information |850-415-9001
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

Top notch firm. Very competent, ethical and task driven. Firm met a very tight

Comments . . -
m production schedule. Professional and proactive.

Page 5
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SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : parsons* transportation* group®
Record Status: Active

[ENTITY ]PARSONS TRANSPORTATION GROUP INC Status:Active

DUNS: 007979396 +4: CAGE Code: 4ADMC8 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: May 24, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 100 M ST SE STE 1200
City: WASHINGTON State/Province: DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

ZIP Code: 20003-3520 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 20186 2:36 PM Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term ; Cardno* Inc.*
Record Status: Active

[ENTITY __ |Cardno, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 175369701 +4: CAGE Code: 3HJA1  DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: Jan 11, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2300 Clayton Rd Ste 200

City: CONCORD State/Province: CALIFORNIA

ZIP Code: 94520-2164 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY __ |Cardno, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 153672147  +4: CAGE Code: 4QFE0  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Feb 186, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 801 2nd Ave Ste 700

City: Seattle State/Province: WASHINGTON

ZIP Code: 98104-1573 Country: UNITED STATES

|ENT1TY ICARDNO, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 043704787 +4: CAGE Code: 5QFDG6  DoDAAC:

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

Address: 3150 C St Ste 240

City: Anchorage State/Province: ALASKA

ZIP Code: 99503-3979 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  |CARDNO, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 830343542 +4: CAGE Code: 6BHH7Y DoDAAC:

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

Address: 5496 RENO CORPORATE DR
City: RENO State/Province: NEVADA
ZIP Code: 88511-2250 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 2:38 PM Page 1 of4



[eNTiITY  |CARDNO, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 830343070 +4: CAGE Code: 6BHH8  DoDAAC:

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

Address: 201 N CALLE CESAR CHAVEZ STE

203

City: SANTA BARBARA State/Province: CALIFORNIA

ZIP Code: 93103-3256 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY __ |CARDNO, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 153672337  +4: CAGE Code: 380X2  DoDAAC:

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

Address: 295 Highway 50 Ste 1

City: Zephyr Cove State/Province: NEVADA

ZIP Code: 89448 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY __ |CARDNO, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 148844975 +4: CAGE Code: 42UP5  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: May 3, 2017  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 5415 SW WESTGATE DR STE 100

City: PORTLAND State/Province: OREGON

ZIP Code: 97221-2409 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY |CARDNO, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 078391683  +4: CAGE Code: 6PWA1 DoDAAC:

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

Address: 10004 Park Meadows Dr Ste 300

City: L.one Tree State/Province: COLORADO

ZIP Code: 80124-5453 ' Country: UNITED STATES

[Ezlﬁ'ﬁ\—_—w Cardno Haynes Whaley, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 079238824 +4: CAGE Code: 77U83  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 10, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 3700 W Sam Houston Pkwy S Ste

100
City: Houston State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 77042-5119 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 2:38 PM Page 2 of 4



ENTITY XP SOFTWARE, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 931389506 +4. CAGE Code: 15K32 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Aug 31, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 5415 SW WESTGATE DR STE 150

City: PORTLAND State/Province: OREGON

ZIP Code: 97221-0000 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  |CARDNO, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 827413113 +4- CAGE Code: 1QQP5 DoDAAGC:

Expiration Date: Apr4, 2017  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 701 UNIVERSITY AVE STE 200

City: SACRAMENTO State/Province: CALIFORNIA

ZIP Code: 95825-6757 Country: UNITED STATES

|ENT-I-T—Y_ |CARDNO GS, INC. Status:Active
DUNS: 611603457 +4: CAGE Code: 0L251 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Mar 1, 2017  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2496 CId vy Rd Ste 300

City: Charlottesville State/Province: VIRGINIA

ZIP Code: 22903-4895 Country: UNITED STATES

IENTITY _|Cardno EM-Assist, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 009291709 +4: CAGE Code: 07TPR4 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Feb 16, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 110 BLUE RAVINE RD STE 105

City: FOLSOM State/Province: CALIFORNIA i
ZIP Code: 95630-4712 Country: UNITED STATES !

[ 1
ENTITY |CARDNO EM-ASSIST, INC. Status:Active :
DUNS: 792045663 +4: CAGE Code: 4PB82  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Feb 16, 2017 Has Active Exciusfon?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1451 RIVER PARK DR STE 288
City: SACRAMENTO State/Province: CALIFORNIA
ZIP Code: 95815-4522 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 2:38 PM Page 3 of 4



[ENTITY _ |CARDNO EM-ASSIST, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 782045648 +4: CAGE Code: 4PBE6  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Feb 16, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2363 N HILL FIELD RD STE 4
City: LAYTON State/Province: UTAH
ZIP Code: 84041-6910 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  |ENTRIX, INC.

Status:Active

DUNS: 151743705 +4. CAGE Code: INSE0  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 22, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federai Debt?: No

Address: 5252 WESTCHESTER ST STE 250
City: HOUSTON State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 77005-4102 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2_016 2:38 PM
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SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : "edwards-pitman" environmental*
Record Status: Active

!ENT!TY _IEDWARDS—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
City: SMYRNA State/Province: GEORGIA
ZIP Code: 30080-6502 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 2:38 PM

Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : "kennedy engineering & associates group lic*
Record Status: Active

|ENTiTY —IKENNEDY ENGINEERING & ASSOCIATES GROUP, LLC Status:Active

DUNS: 151287633

+4: CAGE Code: 56GU6 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Feb 28, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 6300 POWERS FERRY RD

City: ATLANTA

ZIP Code: 30339-2219 Country: UNITED STATES

State/Province: GEORGIA

June 09, 2016 2:40 PM

Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : united* consulting*®
Record Status: Active

IENT]TY JUNITED CONSULTING GROUP, LTD. Status:Active

DUNS: 614757854 +4: CAGE Code: 03SV1  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Nov 18, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 625 HOLCOMB BRIDGE RD

City: NORCROSS State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 30071-2045 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY —KJUNITED (EVANGELISTIC) CONSULTING ASSN Status:Active
i 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

ZIP Code: 60473-1094 Country: UNITED STATES

ENTITY _JUNITED CONSULTING SYSTEMS Status:Active
DUNS: 044430515 +4: CAGE Code: 70430  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 13, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2304 MARINERS POINT LN

City: SPRINGFIELD State/Province: ILLINOIS

ZIP Code: 62712-9583 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  |S-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 2:41 PM Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : "Vaughn & melton consulting engineers inc.*
Record Status: Active

[ENTITY |VAUGHN & MELTON CONSULTING ENGINEERS, INC. Status:Active

DUNS: 048237846 +4: CAGE Code: 00UA7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: May 18, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 109 S 24TH ST
City: MIDDLESBORO State/Province: KENTUCKY

ZIP Code: 40965-15615 Country: UNITED STATES

June 08, 2016 2:42 PM

Page 1 of 1



STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are qualtfied to provide Consuliing Services to the Department of Traneportation fer the
area-classes of wark ehecked below. Notice of qualification Is nat a notice of selection.

'NAME AND ADDRESS
Parsone Transportation Group, Inc.
3577 Parkway Lane, Building 5, Sulte 100

Norcross, GA 30082

ISSUE DATE
B/1M6

DATE OF EXPIRATION
113118

BIGNATURE

sl

1. Transporation Planning ' 3. Highway Doslgn Roadway {Continued)
_X_ 101 State Wide Systems Planning Traffic Control Systems Analysls, Design and
Urban Area and Reglona! Transportation _X_ 309 Implementation
X 102 Planning 310 Utility Coordination
108 Aviation Systems Planning _X 311 Architectura
X 104 Mass and Rapid Transportstion Planting _X_ 312 Hydraulicard Hydrologlcal Studies (Roadway)
_X 105 Alernate System and Corrldor Location Planning X 313 Faclitles for Bicycles and Podestrians
1.8 Unknown 344 Historlc Rehabilitation
___ 4.06a NEPA Dacumentation 845 Highway Lighting
. 1.08b History _ 3s%e Value Enginesring
L 1.08c Alr Studles X 317 Design of Toll Facilittes Infrastructure
1.08d MNoise Studies
T 108e Ecology 4. Highway Structures
T q.08f Archaeology _X_ 401a Minor Bridges Design
- 1.08p Freshwater Aquatic Surveys ____ 401b Minar Bridge Design CONDITIONAL
T 1.06h BalSurveys _X 402 Major Bridges Deslgn
"7 4107 Aftitude, Opinlon and Community Value Studies ___ 403 Complex Bridge
I 1.08  Airport Master Planning X 404 Hydraufic and Hydrologleal Studies (Bridges)
_x_ 408 Locatlon Studies _ 4.06 Bridgs Inspection
X 110 Trafilc Studies
" 1a1  Trafficand Toll Revenue Studies s T”;’J:""Ln e
"X 142 Malor Investment Studies — e e y —
X tae Non-Molorized Transpoftation Planning : 508 Gsodetic Surveying
2. Mass Transit Oporations ___ 5p4 Aerigl Photography
X 201 Mass Transit Program (Systems) Management ___ 505 Aerial Photogrammetry
"X 202 Mass Transit Feaslbility and Technicel Studies ___ 508 Topographlc Remote Sensing
X 203 Mass Transit Vehiclo and Propulsion System __ 507 Cartography
— Mass Tranzit Controts, Communications and ___ 508 Subsurface Utlity Enginesfing
X 204 Informsalon Systems - -
X 2.05 Mass Tranelt Architectural Engineering 8. Soils, Foundation & Materlals Testing
" 206 Mass Transt Unlgue Structures —_ 6&Cta Soll Surveys
"X~ 207 Masa Transit Electical and Mechanical Systems ___ 601b Geoloplcal and Geoprysical Studles
- Mass Transit Operslions Management and ___ 602 Bridge Foundation Studies
X 208 Support Services Hydrautic and Hydrologlcal Studies (Soils and
— o208 Avition _ 603 Foundation}
" 240 Mass Translt Program (Systems) Marketing ___ 604 Laboratory Materials Testng
— __ 604b Field Tesling of Roadway Construction Materials
3. Highway Dosign Roadway ____ 605 Hazard Weste Site Assessment Studies
Two-Lane or Multi-Lane Rural Generally Free
X 301 Access Highway Design
“'_ Two-Lane or Multi-Lane with Curb and Gutter 8. Gonstruction
Generally Free Access Highways Design _X_ 801 Construction Supervision
X 3.02 Including Storm Sewers
- Two-Lane or Mult-Lane Widening and 9. Eroslon and Sedimentation Control
Reconstruction, with Curb and Girter and Storm Erosion, Sedimentation, and Poilution Centrel and
Sewers In Haavily Developed Commercial, _X_ €01 Comprehensiva Monitoring Program
_X_ 303 Industial and Residential Urban Areas 902 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting
Muilti-Lane, Limited Access Expressway Type Field Inspections for Compllance of Eroslon and
_X_ 304 Highway Design __ 903 Sedimentation Control Devices Installations
_X 308 Deaslgn of Urban Expressway and Interstate
_X_ 308 Traffic Operations Studies :
_X_ 307 Traffic Operations Design
_X_ 308 \landsceps Architecture




