Georgla Department of Transportation I nte rOff[ C e M e m 0
DATE: December 11, 2019

FROM: Curtis Scott, Transportation Services Procurement Manager

TO: Treasury Young, Procurement Administrator

SUBJECT RFQ-484-052819; Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services, Contract #6 —
PI# 0015151, Chatham County
Ranking Approval

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

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

Advertisement and all Addendums

Consultants’ Submission Prescreening Checklist — Phase |

GDOT Guide for Selection Committee Members (Phase | 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

Area Class Checklist

Selection Committee Overall Ratings for Phase | and Phase I

Selection Committee Comments for Finalists — Phase |

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

The six (6} highest firms in order of ranking are as follows:

Moffat & Nichol

STV Incorporated

American Engineers, Inc.

Michael Baker International, Inc.
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.
Moreland Altobeili Associates, Inc.

ShhwNA

The Selection Committee recommends the selection of the top ranked firm, Moffat & Nichol.

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

QAT M, 77 77

Albert Shelby, Director of Program'@yvery Treﬂry Young, Pfocyfement Administrator

C8:asg

Attachments
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RFQ-484-052819

REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS

484-052819

Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services

General Project Information

A. Overview

The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) is soliciting Statement of Qualifications {S0Qs) from qualified
firm(s} to provide Engineering Design Consultant Services for the projects listed below (note that certain projects
may be grouped with other projects and awarded as one (1) contract):

Contract | County Pl # Project Description
1 © Giynn 0014914 | CR 583/SEA ISLAND ROAD @ DUNBAR CREEK ON ST SIMONS
ISLAND
2 Buits 0016126 | SR 36 @ BIG SANDY CREEK 3.8 Ml SW OF JACKSON {Bridge Design
n-Nause)
Butts 0016127 | SR 36 @ NORRIS CREEK 3.2 Ml SW OF JACKSON
3 McDuffie & 0016128 | SR 80 @ LITTLE RIVER 12.9 MI NW OF THOMSON
Wilkes
4 Monrae 0016129 | SR 18 @ NS #718484D 13 MI E OF FORSYTH
Jones & Monroe | 0016130 | SR 18 @ OCMULGEE RIVER 13 MI E OF FORSYTH
5 Monroe 0013120 | SR74 @ SR 42
6 Chatham 0015151 | SR 204 FROM SR 21 TO CS 1201/RIC ROAD @ 25 LOCS
7 Baldwin 0015667 | SR22 @ SR 24
8 Butts 0015688 | SR 16 @ CR 291/ENGLAND CHAPEL ROAD
9 Muscogee 0015690 | SR 22/US 80 @ SR 22 SPUR

This Request for Qualifications (RFQ) seeks to identify potential providers for the Scope of Services for the
project/contract listed in Exhibit I-1 thru Exhibit I-9. Firms that respond to this RFQ, and are determined by GDOT
to be sufiiciently 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.

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

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

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

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

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

Georgia Department of Transportation
Equal Opportunity Division

One Georgia Center, 7" Floor

800 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 associated engineering related services, for the GDOT Project identified. The anticipated scope of work
for the project/contract is Included in Exhibit -1 thru Exhibit 1-9.

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

E. Contract Term and Type

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

F. Contract Amount
The Multi-Phase, Project Specific contract amount will be determined via negotiations with the Department. If the
Department is unable to reach a satisfactory agreement and at reasonable rates to be paid for the services to be
provided, the Department reserves the right to terminate negotiations with the highest scoring finalist and begin
negetiations 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-484-052819. All firms are responsible for checking the GPRon 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 |V. Selection Criteria for Phase I. 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 wiil be shortlisted.
All firms must meet the minimum requirements as listed in Section IV.A. below.

C. Finalist Notification for Phase Il

Firms selected and shortlisted as finalists will receive notification and final instructions from GDOT regarding the
Phase Il - Technical Approach response.



RFQ-484-052819

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 the project/contract. GDOT
reserves the right to request a presentation/interview on any project/contract as determined in its best interests:
however, this additicnal requirement shall typically be reserved for the most complex projects. Each finalist firm
shall be notified in writing and informed of the Technical Apprach due date. Any additional detailed Technical
Approach instructions and requirements, beyond that provided in Section V. Selection Criteria for Phase I, for
the finalists will be provided in the Finalist Notification. 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.

Final Selection

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

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

Schedule of Events

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

necessary.
PHASE | DATE TIME

a. GDOT issues public advertisement of RFQ-484-052819 4/26/2019 | —mmemee

b. Deadline for submission of written questions and requests for clarification 5/M13/2019 | 2:00 PM

c. Deadline for submission of Statements of Qualifications 5/28/2019 2:00 PM

d. GDOT completes evaluation and issues natification and other information to TBD

finalist firms
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

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

A. Area Class Requirements and Certification

Presented teams must be prequalified in the indicated Area Class(es) in order to be evaluated. Required proof of
prequalification shall be submitted as indicated in Section V1.B.4. below. All Submittals will be pre-screened to
verify that the Prime consultant has the required Area Class(es) and that the overall team has the required Area
Class(es}. Any submittal in which the Prime consultant or the overall team area class requirements are not met will
be disqualified from further consideration.
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Each submittal will require a certification to allow the Department to analyze risks in determining if any Firm should
be ineligible for award. The certification shall cover a wide variety of information. Any firm which responds in any
potentially concerning manner must provide additional information as directed herein for consideration by GDOT to
determine if Firm is eligible for award.

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

The Seiection Committee will evaluate all firms on their Experience and Qualifications, which shall account for &
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

LN~

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

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

B. Past Performance - 10%

The Selection Committee may consider information provided via references provided for relevant projects,
knowledge any selection committee member has of performance on relevant projects, and patformance evaluations
or knowledge presented an GDOT projects. The Selection Committee will consider all factors in their totality and
score from 0 to 10 when arriving at a final score for the Past Performance.
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V1. Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of Qualifications — Phase | Response

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

Section 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. It is not allowed to begin new sections on a page allowed
for a previous section, if applicable. This will enable the Department to ensure compliance with the page
limitations.

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

A. Administrative Requirements

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

1. Basic company information:

a. Company name.

b. Company Headquarter Address.

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

Company website (if available).

Georgia Addresses - |dentify 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 incarporation, and number of years
in business. Is the Offeror a sole proprietorship, partnership, corporation, limited liability Corporation, or
other structure?

@~po

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

3. Georgia Security and Immigration Compliance Act Affidavit — Complete the form (Exhibit “lif” 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 apglicable.)

Relevant engineering experience.

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

pooop

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

Education.

Registration (if necessary and applicable.)

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

Relevant experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (FDP, Design Policy,
Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.) which are specific to the key team leader's area.

apow

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

3. Prime Experience - Provide information on the prime’s experience and ability in delivering effective services for
projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function, which demonstrate the firm's capabilities to provide
services for GDOT. For each project, the folloewing 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. Clieni(s) current contact information including contact names and telephone numbers.

f.  Involvement of Key Team Leaders on the projects.

aoop

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

4. Area Class Summary Form and Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications - Prime Consultants are
defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will contract, The
Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team members. Prime
Consultants and their sub-consultant team members must meet the Area Class requirements listed in Exhibit |
for each project on which they apply. in regards to the required Area Classes, for each project/contract on which
they apply. respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the
required area classes for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of censuitants on the
team listed in the Statement of Qualifications. The area classes and firm's meeting the area classes listed on
the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. if a team member's
prequalification will expire prior to the due date of the SOQs, documentation must be provided which shows
that the firm has submitted its application for prequalification prior to the SOQ due date. The team must maintain
its prequalification certification in order to be considered eligible for award if selected. Additionally,
respondents should submit the Notice of Professional 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.
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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. Organizational chart which identifies the project manager, prime, Key Team Leaders, support personnel,
and reporting structure. This chart may be submitted on a 11" x 17" page. (Excluded from the page count)

b. Primary Office - Identify and discuss the primary office which will be responsible for handling the epecific
project and the number and types of staff within the office and how this office could benefit the project and
promote efficiency. This information to be included on the one (1} page allowed combined with the
Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and Ability.

c. Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and Ability — Respondents are to provide information regarding
additional resource areas identified as important to the project, to discuss how the key areas will integrate
and work tagether 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 o meet the proposed
schedule as identified in Exhibit | (where applicable). If there is no proposed schedule, discuss the
advantages of the team and the abilities of the team members which will enable the project to move as
expeditiously as possible. Respondents submitting more than the one (1) page allowed {combined
for C1.b. and C1.c.), will be subject to disqualification.

2. Project Manager Commitment Table - Provide a list of ALL projects (GDOT, other governments and private
contracts — Information may be validated and any firm determined not to be listing all projects may be subject
to disqualification) on which the praposed 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 Pi/Project # for GDOT Rele of PM | Project Current Phase | Current Status of | Monthly Time
Manager | Projects/Name of on Project Description of Project Prcject Commitment in
Customer for Non-GDOT Hours
Projects

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

Key Pl/iProject # for GDOT Roie of Key | Project Current Phase | Current Status of | Monthly Time
Team | Projects/Name of Team Description of Project Project Commitment in
Leader | Customer for Non-GDOT | Leader on Hours
Projects Proiect

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

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

The Phase |l response must be submitted in accordance with the instructions provided in Section IX, and must

be organized, categorized using the same headings {in red), and numbered and

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

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

A. Technical Approach

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

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

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

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

Past performance may be evaluated through the checking of project references for the proposed project manager
as well as the firm. The Department will check these references at random. For this reason, attention should be
paid to the references provided to ensure that the contact infarmation 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 pertalning to the past
perfarmance of the firm on any project.

VIIl. Instructions for Submittal for Phase | - Statements of Qualifications

A. There is one (1) electronic version submittal required. The Submittal must follow the format and meet the content
requirements identified in Section VI, entitled Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of
Qualifications — Phase [ Response. See Attachment 1 for a summary of how the submittals should be prepared.

B. Submittals must be typed on standard (82" x 117) paper. The pages should be numbered, however, submitial
pages will be counted by section to determine compliance with page limits. Responses are limited to the page
counts indicated in each section using & minimum of size 11 font. Page counts will be determined by pages with
print on them, not by the physical piece of paper. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be prepared simply and
economically as indicated above. Colored displays, and promotional materials are not desired. Emphasis must be
on completeness, relevance, and clarity of content.
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NOTE: Additional pages other than what has been specified above in each section should hot be included
and will be grounds for disqualification. Submittals are limited to the information requested in Section VI.
Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of Qualifications - Phase | Response only. Hyperlinks or
embedded video are not allowed.

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

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

Contract 2: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.ga. ov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%202%20
Contract 3: mailto:tsp_sog tech submittal@dot.qa. ov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%203%20
Contract 4; mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.qa. ov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%204%20
Contract 5: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%205%20
Contract 6: mailto:tsp_soq tech submittal@dot.qga. ov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Coniract%206%20
Contract 7: mailto:tsp sog tech submittal@dot.qa. ov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%207%20
Contract 8: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.qa. ov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%208%20

Contract 9: mailto:tsp_soq_tech submittal@dot.qa.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%209%20

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

fbattle@dot.ga.qgov.

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

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

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

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

C. CQuestions and Requests for Clarification

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

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

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

Please note that each project/contract will follow an individual schedule which meets the availability of each
Selection Committee. For this reason, the Notice to Selected Finalists and resulting Phase |l responses may
be on different schedules for each project/contract.

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

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

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

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

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

Contract 2: mailto:tsp_sog tech_submittal@dot.qa.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%202%20
Contract 3: mailto:isp soq tech submittal@dot.qa.dov?subject=RF %20484-052819%20Contract%203%20
Contract 4: mailto:tsp sog_tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%204%20
Contract 5: mailto:tsp _sog tech submittal@dot.qa.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract®205%20
Contract 6: mailto:tsp_sog tech submittal@dot.ga.qov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract®206%20
Contract 7: mailto:tsp_soq_tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%207%20
Contract 8: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.qa.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract%208%20
Contract 9: mailto:tsp sog tech submittal@dot.qa.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-052819%20Contract®%209%20

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

fbattle@dot.ga.qov.

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

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

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

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

Responses submitied via facsimile or e-mail wili be rejected. Al 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 fo the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of the proposal documents will remain
confidential until final award.
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GDOT reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to waive any technicalities associated with this submittal if deemed
in the best interest of the State.

D. Questions and Requests for Clarification

Questions about any aspect of the Phase Il Response for Finalists, shall be submitted in writing via e-mail to:
Folayan Battle, e-mail: fbattle@dot.ga.qov or as directed in the Notice to Selected Finalists, if different. The

Finalists. From the issue date of this solicitation until a successful proposer is selected and the award is made
offictal and announced, respondents are subject to the Restriction of Communication in Section I.B.

X. GDOT Terms and Conditions
A. Statement of Agreement

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

B. Joint-Venture Proposals, Subh-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 jeint-venture,
proposed and established as a separate business entity, should have its own set of books and supporting
documentation sufficient for an audit traii. Transactions should be recorded consistent with the joint-venture
agreement, and care must be taken to ensure that the joint-venture bears its equitable share of the costs. Therefore,
“unpopulated joint-ventures” would not have an adequate accounting system suitable for cost reimbursement
contracts.

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

12



RFQ-484-052819"

Sub-Consultants shall generally be considered any team member which is performing any service which typically
requires prequatification, 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
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 resulfing
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 1964 and 78 Stat.
252, 42 USC 2000d--42 and Titie 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Department of Transportation, Subtitle A, Office
of the Secretary, part 21, Nondiscrimination in federally assisted programs of the Department of Transportation
issued pursuant to such Act, hereby notifies all proposers that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered
into-pursuant to this advertisement, minority business enterprises will be afforded full opportunity to submit bids in
response to this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin
in consideration for an award.

The Georgia Department of Transportation Board has adopted a 16% overall annual goal for DBE
participation on ail 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 Genter, 7" Floor
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Phone: (404)631-1972

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

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

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

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

4, The prime is responsible for being reasonably assured that all sub-consultant(s) presented as a part of the

proposed team are similarly in compliance with the above requirements.
E. Submittal Costs and Confidentiality

All expenses for preparing and submitting responses are the sole cost of the respondent submitiing the response.
The Depariment 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
sconfidential’, or any other designation of restricted use will not protect the information from pubiic 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
respanses. Upon review of responses, the Department will determine the respondent(s) proposal that in the sole
judgment of the Department is in the best interest of the Department (if any is so determined), with respect to the
evaluation criteria stated herein. The Department then intends to conduct negotiations with such respondent(s) to
determine if an acceptable contract may be reached.

G. Debriefings

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

H. Right to Cancel or Change RFQ

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

. Substitutions, Alternates, Exceptions, and Extensions

No substitutions or alternates will be accepted for this solicitation. Any respandent submitting substitutions or
alternates will be consldered non-responsive and will not be considerad far award.

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

Pursuant to GDOT Policy 3A-17, any GDOT employee who leaves the employment of the Department and
subsequently becomes employed with a consultant firm and whose duties while employed with the Department
included the direct involvement with the negotiation, administration, or management of a contract in which the firm
Is either the primary consuitant 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 consuitant firm that is under contract with the Department as a prime ar
sub consultant shall provide to the Department's Chief Procurement Officer (CPO) a current list of all former
Department employees empioyed by the firm and a document that certifies the responsibilities of those employees
as it relates to the current contracts with the Department. This certification document shall attest to the fact that
over the last year no former Department employee that is employed by their firm has worked on a contract between
the Department and their firm where that employee, when employed by the Department, had direct involvement
with the selection, award and/or administration of the consultant contract. Any consultant firm entering into a
contract with the Department for the first time as a prime or sub consultant shall provide the initial required list of
former 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 relates to the above paragraph, then the
CPOQ shall have the authority to issue a stop work arder on that contract.
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EXHIBIT I-1

Contract 1

Project Numbers: NA

Pi Number: 0014914

County: Giynn

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

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

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

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

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

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06{c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

. 1.06(f) | Archaeology

| 1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

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

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

j (OR)

i 4.01b Minor Bridge Design

[ 4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)

. 5.01 Land Survey

| 5.02 Engineering Surveying

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

| 6.01(b} | Geological and Geophysical Studies

| 6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

| .05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

{1 9.01 Erasion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Cenirol Plan
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6. Scope:

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

The Consultant shall provide:

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

B. Concept Report:

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

PN N

C. Environmental Document:

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

a. Categorical Exclusion.

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

d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.

Section 408 Coordination.

Aguatic Survey,

Stream Buffer Variance.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/PIOH).

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

©®ND O W

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

~o oo oD
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Bridge Hydraulic Study.

BFI Repott.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Location and Design Report.

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

PNO O ALN

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

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

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

~po0pom

&0k

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

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

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

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

8. The following mitestone dates are proposed:

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

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

FFPR — Q3 FY 2023.

Let Contract — Q1 FY 2024.

moowp
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EXHIBIT I-2
Contract 2

Project Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0016126 and 0016127

County: Butts

Description: SR 38 @ BIG SANDY CREEK 2.8 M! SW OF JACKSON and
SR 36 @ NORRIS CREEK 3.2 MI SW OF JACKSON

Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is cefined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form {example provided in Exhibit 1V) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

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

Number | Area Class
3.1 Rural Roadway Design

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

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attituce, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

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

(OR)

4.01b Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)

5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

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

6.01{b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

5.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

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

1 8.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Contrel Plan

18



RFQ-484-052819

8. Scope:

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

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

The Consultant shall provide:

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

B. Concept Report:
1. Traffic Studies.
2. Cost Estimates.
3. Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
4. Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
5. Approved Concept Report.
6. Concept Design Data Book.
7. Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

C. Environmental Document:
1. Necessary Environmental Speciat Studies surveys reparts and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archaeology).
2. NEPA documents:
a. Categorical Exclusion.
bh. EA/FONSI.
¢. Section 4f coordination.
d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Gonstruction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
Section 408 Coordination.
Aquatic Survey.
Stream Buffer Variance.
Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement (1 possible detour/PIOH).
Prepare for and attend the PFPR and FFPR.

W ~NH e AW

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

®aon T
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f. Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

2. Bridge Hydraulic Study (for P1# 0016127 only).

3. BF} Report (both bridges).

4 Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

5. Constructability Meeting participation.

6. Cost Estimation with annual updates.

7. Location and Design Report.

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

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW pians 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 [imited to:
Final Bridge Plans (LRFD).
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.
Final Staging Plans.
_ Final Drainage Design including MS4.
2. FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Corrected FFPR Plans.
CES Final cost estimate.
Final PS&E Package.
Amendments & Revisions.

~o a0 T
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H. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

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

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

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

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering {PE} Notice to Proceed — Q2 FY 2020.

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

FFPR - Q1 FY 2023.

Let Contract — Q2 FY 2023.

moom»
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EXHIBITI- 3
Contract 3

Project Numbers: NA

P! Numbers: 0016128

Counties: McDuffle and Wiilkes

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

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

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

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

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

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.08(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06{e) | Ecology

1.08(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

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

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

(OR)

4.01b Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)

5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5,08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01{b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

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

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

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge pians, 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
Envirenmental Procedures Manual.

The Consultant shall provide:

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

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

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

Concept Design Data Book,

Public Involvement Pian (for GDOT's approval).

Nooewh

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

a. Categorical Exclusion.

b. EA/FONSI,

c. Section 4f coordination.

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

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

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

© & N® oW

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

®ae o
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Pavement Evaluation/UST/Sail Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Location and Design Report.

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

N> oA

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

F. Utilites:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

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

Final Bridge Plans (LRFD).

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final ESPCP.

Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

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

Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

CES Final cost estimate.

Final PS&E Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

mo o0 Do
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H. Construction:
1. Use on Gonstruction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

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

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

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

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

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

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

. FFPR -1 FY 2023.

E. LetContract — Q2 FY 2023.

Sowp
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EXHIBIT i-4
Contract 4

Project Numbers: NA

PI Numbers: 0016129 and 0016130

Counties: Monroe & Jones

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

Required Area Classes:

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

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

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

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

Number | Area Class

1.068{(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)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

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

{OR)

4.01b Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies {Bridges)
5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

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

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

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

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge pians, 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.

The Consultant shall provide:

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

B. Concept Report;

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
PAR Activities,

Concept Mesting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

NGk~

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

a. Categorical Exclusion.

b. EA/FONSI.

¢. Section 4f coardination.

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

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

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

DENDO AW

B. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
a. Preliminary Bridge Plans.
b. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
¢. Preliminary ESPCP,
d. Preliminary Utility Plans.
e. Preliminary Staging Plans.
f. Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
B

2. Bridge Hydraulic Study.
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BFI Report.

Pavement Fvaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Location and Design Report.

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

o NGO w

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

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

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

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

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

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

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

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

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

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

FFPR - Q3 FY 2023.

Let Contract — Q1 FY 2024,

moow>
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1.
2.
3.
4
5

EXHIBIT -5
Contract 5

Project Numbers: NA

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

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consuitant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section & A. The Prime Consuitant
or subconsuttant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.8. Respondents
should submit @ summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Quaiifications.
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:

m

301 | Two-Laneor Multi-lane Rural Roadway Design

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

IIEEHEI
M

.
[ 1.06(f) | Archaeolog
_’Freshwater Agquatic Surveys
volvement

‘Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public In
1.10___| Traffic Analysis
-’Traﬁc Operations Studies
"3.07___| Traffic Operations Design
_W Architecture Design

342 | Hydraulicand H drological Studies (Roadwa

501 | g
5.02 Engineering Surveying

Geodetic Surveying
5.04 Aerial Photograph
5.05 Photogramimet
5.06 Topographic Remote Sensing
 5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engingering SUE}
| 6.01(a Soil Survey Studies
| 6.01(b Geological and Geoph sical Studies :
1 6.03 Hydraulic and H drologic Studies (Soils & Foundation
¢ 9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Poliution Control Plan
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6. Scope.
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g. Pavement Type selection.

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

12. SUE Plans (Quality Level B).

D. Survey:

Aerial Photogrammetry!l\!iapping.

Survey Control.

Complete Survey Database.

Property information and Owners (with updates).
Complete stream hydraufic surveys streams.
Extend survey limits (if necessary)-

Survey package report.

~ooswnNs

m
X

ight-of-Way Plans:

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

Coordinated field review of right of way plans and staking.

Right of Way revisions during acquisitions.

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

SRR

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

omNOGO RN

~p P TP

G. Construction:
1. Useon Construction Revisions.
2. Site Condition Revisions.

H. Quality Assurance/Quality Control 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).
J. Prepare, reproduce, and distribute Field Plan Review (FPR) Packages, addressirespond to comments, and make

changes. The Consultant shall provide written responses to all Field Plan Review Reports to the Department's
project manager no 1ater than 48 hours prior to the distribution deadtine.
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K. Prepare, reproduce, and distribute preliminary and final plans and all supportind disciplines (signing and marking,
erosion control, R/W, utiliies,) as well as all special provisions, all design files, and supporting documentation.

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

8. An expected schedule includes the following milestone dates:
A. Notice to Proceed: Q2 FY 2020.
g. Concept Report Q4 FY 2021.
C. Right of Way Authorization: Q3 FY 2021.
D. Construction Authorization: Q4 FY 2022.
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EXHIBIT 1-6
Contract 6

Project Numbers: NA

P Numbers: 0015151

County: Chatham

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

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

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

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

1.06{g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

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

3.06 Traffic Operations Studies

3.07 Traffic Operations Design

3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)

3.13 Facilities for Bicycles and Pedestrians
3.15 Highway Lighting
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.04 Aerial Photography

5.05 Phectogrammetry

i 5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)

[ 6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

| 6.01(b) | Geologicai and Geophysicai Studies

! 6.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies (Scils & Foundaticn)
1 9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Poilution Control Plan
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6. Scope:

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

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

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

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

The Consuitant shall provide:

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

contractor list.

Conceptual construction cost estimate.

Prepare concept layouts and alignments aiternatives.

Initial Concept meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

© oo NO G

B. Environment Document:

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

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

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

4. Preparation of Section 404 Permit Application.

5. Section 7 Coordination.

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

7. Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

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

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

10. Certification for Right-of-Way.

11. Certification for Let.

12. TPro and P& Updates.

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

gRwn
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D. Survey:
1. Aerial Photogrammetry/Mapping.
2. Survey Control.
3. Complete Survey Database.
4. Property Information and Owners (with updates).
5. Complete stream hydraulic surveys streams.
6. Extend survey limits (if necessary).
7. 8urvey package report,

E. Right-of-Way Plans:
1. Prepare, Revise and dsliver final Right-of-Way plans.
2. Coordinated field review of right of way plans and staking.
3. Right of Way revisions during acquisitions.
4. Coordination with the GDOT Right of Way Office during acquisitions.
5. Location & Design Approval,
F. Final Design:
1. FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
2. Erosion Control Plans.
3. Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
4. Corrected FFPR Plans.
5. Cost Estimation System {(CES) Final cost estimate.
6. Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) Package.
7. Amendments & Revisions.
8. Final Design Data Book.
9. Complete Final Roadway Plans. Including but not imited to:

a. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
b. Final Signal Plans.
c. Final Staging & Erosion Plans.
10. Utility Plans;
11. Update all Environmental Special Studies Reports and NEPA reevaluation:

a. History.

b. Ecology.

c. Archaeology.

d. Air

e. Noise.

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

12. Pavement Evaiuation.
13. Special Provisions.
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G. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Site Condition Revisions.

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

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

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

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

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

8. An expected schedule includes the following milestone dates:
A, Ntice to Proceed: Q2 FY 2020.
B. PFPR Request: Q1 FY 2022,
C. Construction Authorization: Q4 FY 2023.
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EXHIBIT I-7
Contract 7

Project Numbers: NA

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

k=

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

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

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

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

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06{(d) | Noise

1.06{e) | Ecology

1.06{f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

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

3.06 Traffic Operations Studies

3.07 Traffic Qperations Design

3.08 Landscape Architecture Design

i 3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies {(Roadway)
3.15 Highway Lighting

5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying

i 5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.04 Aerigl Photography

5.05 Photogrammetry

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

6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

1 8.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Pian
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6. Scope:

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

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

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Concept Report:

1.
2.

©ooNGo AW

Traffic studies.

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

Conceptual construction cost estimate.

Prepare concept layouts and alignments alternatives.

Initial Concept meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

B. Environment Document:

1.

2.

LoND oA

10.
11.
12,
13.

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

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

NEPA documents:

a. Environmental Approval.

b. NEPA Reevaluations, as required.

Preparation of Section 404 Permit Application.

Section 7 Coordination.

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

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application,

Public involvement (Public Information Open House (PIOH)) and associated coordination with GDOT.
Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR), Constructability Review, and Final Field Plan
Review (FFPR).

Certification far Right-of-Way.

Certification for Let.

TPro and P86 Updates.

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

C. Preliminary Design, include but not limited to:

1.

ki

©®~N o

Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

a. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

b. Preliminary Signal Plans.

c. Prelim{nary Staging & Erosion Control Plans.

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

Location and Design Report.

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

Traffic Studies.

Preliminary Construction plans.

Pavement Evaluation/UST & Monitoring wells/Soil Survey.

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

D. Survey:
1. Aerial Photogrammetry/Mapping.
2. Survey Control.
3. Complete Survey Database.
4. Property information and Owners (with updates).
5. Compiete stream hydraulic surveys streams.
6. Extend survey limits (if necessary).
7. Survey package report.
R
1

E. Right-of-Way Plans:
. Prepare, Revise and deliver final Right-of-Way plans.
2. Coordinated field review of right of way plans and staking.
3. Right of Way revisions during acquisitions.
4. Coordination with the GDOT Right of Way Office during acquisitions.
5. Location & Design Approval.
F. Final Design:
1. FFPR participation, report, and responses (ali plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
2. Erosion Control Plans.
3. Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
4. Corrected FFPR Plans.
5. Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.
6. Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) Package.
7. Amendments & Revisions.
8. Final Design Data Book.
9. Complete Final Roadway Plans. Including but not limited to:

a. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
b. Final Signal Plans.
¢. Final Staging & Erosion Plans.
10. Utility Plans.
11. Update all Environmental Special Studies Reports and NEPA reevaluation:

a. History.

b. Ecology.

¢. Archaeology.
d. Air.

e. Noise.

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

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

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

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

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

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

8. An expected schedule includes the following milestone dates:
A. Notice to Proceed: Q2 FY 2020.
B. ROW Authorization: Q2 FY 2022.
C. Construction Authorization: Q2 FY 2023.
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k=

EXHIBIT 1-8

Contract 8

Project Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0015688

County: Butts

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

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

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

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

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

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

prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
1.06(a) | NEPA
1.06(b) | History
1.06{(c) | Air Quality
1.06(d) | Noise
1.06(e) | Ecology
1.06(f) | Archaeology
1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys
1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis
3.06 Traific Operations Studies
3.07 Traffic Operations Design
3.08 Landscape Architecture Design
3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)
3.15 Highway Lighting
5.01 Land Surveying
5.02 Engineering Surveying
5.03 Geodetic Surveying
5.04 Aerial Photography
5.05 Photogrammetry
5.08 Gverhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering {SUE)
6.01(a) | Saoil Survey Studies
6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
L S.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Poliution Control Plan
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6. Scope:

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

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

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Concept Report;
1. Traffic studies.
2. Conceptual right of way cost estimate utilizing vendor from GDOT's Right-of-Way services prequalified
contractor list.
Conceptual construction cost estimate.
Prepare concept layouts and alignments alternatives.
Initial Concept meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.
Concept Design Data Book.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

DL =

B. Environment Document;

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

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

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

4. Preparation of Section 404 Permit Application.

5. Section 7 Coordination.

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

7. Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

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

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

10. Certification for Right-of-Way.

11. Certification for Let.

12. TPro and P6 Updates.

13. Preparation of Environmental Commitments Table "Green Sheet’ and Environmental Resource !mpact Table
{ERIT).

C. Preliminary Design, include but not limited to:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
a. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
b. Preliminary Signal Plans.
c. Preliminary Staging & Erosion Control Plans.

2. Cost Estimation System (CES) Preliminary cost estimate with annual updates.

3. Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) Reviews.

4, Location and Design Report.

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

6. Traffic Studies.

7. Preliminary Construction plans.

8. Pavement Evaluation/UST & Monitoring wells/Soil Survey.
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9.

Pavement Type selection.

10. Constructability Review meeting.

11.
12.

Approved Pavement Design.
SUE Plans (Quality Level B).

D. Survey:

Noembkwn -

Aerial Photogrammetry/Mapping.

Survey Control.

Complete Survey Database.

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

Survey package report.

E. Right-of-Way Plans:
1

2.
3.
4,
5.

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

Coordinated field review of right of way pians and staking.

Right of Way revisions during acquisitions.

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

F. Final Design:

1.

CoNook~wh

10.
11.

12.

13.

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

Erosion Control Plans.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

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

Final Design Data Book.

Complete Final Roadway Plans. Including but not limited to:

a. Final Signing and Marking Plans.

b. Final Signal Plans.

c. Final Staging & Erosion Plans.

Utility Plans.

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

Ecology.

Archaeoclogy.

Air.

Noise.

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

Special Provisions.

TeoanocD

G. Construction:

1.
2,

Use on Construction Revisions.
Site Condition Revisions.

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

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

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

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

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

Contract 9

Proiect Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0015690

County: Muscogee

Description: SR 22/US 80 @ SR 22 SPUR
Required Area Classes;

SR

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

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

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

1.08(f) | Archaeoiogy

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

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

3.06 Traffic Operations Studies

3.07 Traffic Operations Design

3.08 Landscape Architecture Design

3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)
+ 3.15 Highway Lighting

5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.04 Aetial Photography

: 5.05 Photogrammetry

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

6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

: 8.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Poliution Control Plan
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6. Scope

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

would
SR 22

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

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

The Consultant shall provide:

A. Concept Report:

1.
2,

LN OoEW

B. En
1.

i

Traffic studies.

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

Conceptual construction cost estimate.

Prepare concept layouts and alighments alternatives.

Initial Concept meeting Preparation and Attendance,

Approved Concept Report,

Concept Design Data Book.

Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT's approval).

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

. Certification for Righi-of-Way.
. Certification for Let.
. TPro and P6 Updates.

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

C. Preliminary Design, include but not limited to:

1.

;o wn

o N

Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, inctuding but not limited to:

a. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

b. Preliminary Signal Plans.

¢. Preliminary Staging & Erosion Control Plans.

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

Location and Design Report.

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

Traffic Studies.

Prefiminary Construction pians.

Pavement Evaluation/UST & Monitoring weils/Soil Survey.
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8. Pavement Type selection.

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

12. SUE Plans (Quality Level B).

D. Survey:

Aerial Photogrammetry/Mapping.

Survey Control.

Complete Survey Database.

Property [nformation and Owners (with updates).
Complete stream hydrauiic surveys streams.
Extend survey limits (if necessary).

Survey package report,

Noohon

E. Right-of-Way Plans:
1. Prepare, Revise and deliver final Right-of-Way plans.
2. Coordinated field review of right of way plans and staking.
3. Right of Way revisions during acquisitions.
4. Coordination with the GDOT Right of Way Office during acquisitions.
5. Location & Design Approval.
F. Final Design:
1. FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
2. Erosion Control Plans.
3. Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
4. Corrected FFPR Plans.
6. Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.
6. Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) Package.
7. Amendments & Revigions.
8. Final Design Data Book.
9. Complete Final Roadway Plans. Including but not limited to:

a. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
b. Final Signal Plans.
c. Final Staging & Erosion Plans.
10. Utility Plans.
11. Update all Enviranmental Special Studies Reports and NEPA reevaluation:

a. History.

b. Ecology.

¢. Archaeology.
d. Air.

e. Noise.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

3 , being duly sworn, state that | am {title) of

{firm} and hereby duly cerlify that | have read and understand the
information presented in the attached proposal and any enclostire and exhibits thereto.

Initial each box below Indicating certification. The person initialing must be the same person who signs the Certification Form. (if unabie teo Initial any
box for any reascn, place an “X” in the applicable box and attach a statement expiaining the non-certification. The Department will review and make a
determination as to whether or not the firm shal! be considered further or disqualified;.

| further certify that to the best of my knowledge the information given in response to the Request ‘or Qualifications is full, compiete and truthful.

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

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

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

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

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

| fusther 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 firm's annual average revenue for the past five {5) years is sufficient to allow the services to be delivered
effectively by our firm and that there are no trends in the reventie which may he conceming other than normal market fluctuations.

1 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.

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

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

V. is responsible for being reasonably assured that ail sub-consuitant(s) presented as a part of the proposed team are similatly in
compliance with the above requirements.

| acknowledge, agree and autherize, and certify that the proposer acknowledges, agrees and authorizes, that GDOT may, by means that either deems
appropriate, detenmine the accuracy and truth of the informatior. provided by the proposer end that the GDOT may cortact any individua! ar entity named
in the Statement of Qualifications for the purpcse of verifying the information supplied therein.

| acknowiedge and agree that ali of the information centained in the Statament of Quatifications is submitted for the express purpose of inducing the GDOT
to award a contract.

A material false statement or cmission made in conjunction with this proposal is sufficient cause for suspension or debarment from further contracls, or
denial or ressission of any contract enfered into based upon this proposal thereby precluding the firm from doing business with, or performing work for,
the State of Georgia. In addition, such false statement or omission may subjact the person and entity making the proposal to criminal prosecution under
the laws of the State of Georgia of the United States, including but not limited to 0.C.G.A. §16-10-20, 18 U.8.C. §§10071 or 1341.

Swom and subscribed before me

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

GEORGIA SECURITY AND IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT

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

Salicitation/Contract Name: | Batch 1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services

CONSULTANT AFFIDAVIT

By executing this affidavit, the undersigned Consultant verifies its compliance with O.C.G.A. § 13-10-91, stating
affirmatively that the individual, entity or corporation which is engaged in the physical perfarmance of services on behalf of
the Georgia Department of Transportation has registered with, is authorized to use and uses the federal work authorization
program commonly known as E-Verify, or any subsequent replacement program, in accordance with the applicable
provisions and deadlines established in 0.C.G.A. § 13-10-91.

Furthermore, the undersigned Consultant will continue to use the federal work authorization program throughout the
contract period and the undersigned Consuitant will contract for the physical performance of services in satisfaction of such
contract only with sub-consultants who present an affidavit to the Consultant with the information required by 0.C.G.A. §
13-10-91(b). Consultant hereby aftests that its federal work authorization user identification number and date of
authorization are as follows:

Federal Work Authorization User Identification Number Date of Authorization
(EEV/E-Verify Company 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 Authorized Officer or Agent of Consultant)

Signature (of Authorized Officer or Agent) Date Signed

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN BEFORE ME ON THIS THE

DAY OF ,201_

INOTARY SEAL]

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

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

Respondents should complete a table similar to the below and indicate by placing an “X" in the appropriate column indicating the firm which meets each required
area class for each specific project with particular emphasis on the area classes which the Prime must hold as well as the sub-consultants. The below table is a full
listing of 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 consultants certificate expires.

Area Class | Area Class Description Prime Sub- Sub- Sub- Sub- Sub- Sub-
# Consultant | Consultant | Consultant | Consultant #3 | Consultant #4 | Consultant #5 | Consultart #6
Namg #1 Name #2 Name Name Nama Name Nams
DBE ~ YesiNa =
Prequaliflcation Expiration Date
1.01 Statewide Systems Planning
1.02 Urban Area and Regional Transportation Planning
.03 Aviation Systems Planning
04 Mass and Rapid Transportation Planning
05 Altemate Systems Pianning
.08{a) NEPA
1.06{b) History
1.08{c} Alr Quality
1.06{d) Nolse
1.06{g) Ecology
1.0840) Archasology
1.96{g) Frashwatar Aguatic Surveys
1.08¢h) Bat Surveys
1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Coremunity Value Studies {Public Involvement)
1.08 Airport Master Planning (AMP)
1.09 Location Studies
1.10 Traffic Analys!s
1.1 Traffic and Toil Revenue Studles
1.12 Major Investment Studies
1.13 Nan-Motorized transportation Planning
2.01 Mass Transit Program (Systems Management)
2.02 Mass Transit Feaslbllity and Technical Studies
2.03 Mass Transit Vehicle and Propulsion System
2.04 Mass Transit Controls, Communication and Information Systems
205 Mass Transit Architectural Engineering
2.06 Mass Transit Unique Structures
207 Mass Transit Electrical and Mechanical System
208 Mass Transit Operations Management and Support Services
209 Airpott Design (AD)
2.10 Mass Transit Program {Systemns Marketing)
3.01 TworLana or Multi-lane Rural Roadway Dasign
3.02 Two-Lane or Multi-lane urban Roadway Dasign
3.03 Multi-Lane Urban Raadway Widening and Recenstruction
3.04 Multi-lane Rural Interstate Limited Access Design
3.08 Multi-lane Urban Interstate Limited Access Design
3.06 Traffic Operations Studies
3.97 Traffic Operations Casign
3.08 Landscape Architecture Design
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3.0 Traffic Cantro! Systemns Analysis, Desigh and Implementatlon
3.19 Utility Coardination
31 Architecture
3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Raadway)
3.13 Facilities for Bieyclas and Pedestrians
3.14 Historic Rehabilitation
315 Highway and Qutdoor Lighting
3.18 Value Engineering {VE)
3.17 Toll Facilittes Infrastructure Deslgn
4.01 Minor Bridge Design
4.02 Major Bridge Design
4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Siudies (Bridges)
4.05 Bridge Inspection
5.01 Land Surveying
5.02 Englneering Surveying
5.03 Geadetic Surveying
504 Aerial Photography
5.05 Photogrammetry
.08 Topographic Remote Sensing
.07 Cartography
. Overhead/Subsurface Utility Enginesring (SUE)
.01(a) Sall Survey Studles
| 6.81(b) Geological and Geophysical Studies
.02 Bridge Foundation Studies
.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies (Sails & Foundation)
| 6.04{a) Labaratory Testing of Roadway Construction Matarials
6.04{b) Field Testing of Roadway Censtruction Materials
6.05 Hazardeus Waste Site Assessment Studies
8.01 Construction Engineering and Supervision
9.01 Erasion, Sedimentation, and Pallution Control Plan
9.02 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting
§.03 Field Inspecticn for Ergsion Control
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ATTACHMENT 1

Submittal Formats for GDOT Batch 1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services

Cover Page

A. Administrative Requirements

1.

Basic Company Information

Company name
Company Headquarter Address —

# of Pages Aliowed

==

Contact Informaticn

Company Website —
Georgia Addresses
Staff

Ownership _—

[orooeon

2. Notarized Certification Form (Exhibit I1) for Prime
3. Notarized Georgia Security and Immigration Compliance Act Affidavit (Exhibit I11)
4. Signed Cover Page of any Addenda Issued

B. Experience and Qualifications

1.

Project Manager ’

Educaticn

-

>

Registration
Relevant engineering experience

Relevant project management expenence
Relevant experience u

Key Team Leader Experience \’

Education —

papow

a

b. Registration

c. Relevant experience in applicable resource drea

d. Relevant experience using GBO i cesses, etc,

Prime’s Experience
. Client name, prOIect iocation, and dates
. Description of overall project and services pe

Duration of project services provided
Experience using GDOT specific processes, F—"
Clients current contact mfcrmat[on
Involvement of Key Team Leaders )

~poo0op

Area Class Table and Notice of Professionat Consuitant Qualifications for
Prime and Sub-Consultants

C. Resources/Worklcad Capacity

1.

Overall Resources

-

->

b. Primary office to handle proiect and staff des;ription of office and benefits of office

c. Narrative on Additional Resaurce Areas and

2. Project Manager Cemmitment Table
3. Key Team Leaders Project commmitment table
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1

Excluded

1
1
1 {each addenda)

1 (each)

Excluded

Excluded
1

Excluded
Excluded



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

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

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

Firm Name

Signature Date

Typed Name and Title

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Office of Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
16t Fioor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

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

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

I. Section I. A. Overview - Project Table is deleted in its enfirety and replaced with the foilowing:

Contract | County Pl # Project Description
1 Glynn 0014914 | CR 583/SEA ISLAND ROAD @ DUNBAR CREEK ON ST SIMONS
ISLAND

2 Butts 0016126 | SR 36 @ BIG SANDY CREEK 3.8 MI 8W OF JACKSCN
Butts 0016127 | SR 36 @ NORRIS CREEK 3.2 MI SW OF JACKSON

3 McDuffie & 0016128 | SR 80 @ LITTLE RIVER 12.9 Ml NW OF THOMSCN (Bridge Design
Wilkes in-house)

4 Monroe 0016129 | SR 18 @ NS #718484D 13 MI E OF FORSYTH
Jones & Menroe | 0016130 | SR 18 @ OCMULGEE RIVER 13 MI E OF FORSYTH

b Monroe 0013120 | SR74 @ SR 42

6 Chatham 0015151 | SR 204 FROM SR 21 TO CS 1201/RIO ROAL @ 25 LOCS

7 Baldwin 0015667 | SR22 @ SR 24

8 Butts 0015688 | SR 16 @ CR 291/ENGLAND CHAPEL ROAD

9 hMuscogee 0015690 | SR 22/US 80 @ SR 22 SPUR




Addendum No. 1

RFQ 484-052819, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services

Page 2 of 7

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

N

EXHIBIT I- 2

Contract 2

Project Numbers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0016126 and 0016127

County: Butts

Description: SR 36 @ BIG SANDY CREEK 3.8 Mi SW OF JACKSON and

SR 36 @ NORRIS CREEK 3.2 MI SW OF JACKSON

5. Required Area Classes:

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

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

Number !

Area Class

301 |

Rural Roadway Design

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

Number | Area Class
1.06{a) | NEPA
1.06(b) | History
1.06{c) | Air Quality
1.06{(d) | Naise
1.06(e) | Ecology
1.06(f) | Archaeology
1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys
1.07 Aftitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public [nvolvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis
3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)
4.01a ! Minor Bridge Design
(OR)
4.01b__ | Minor Bridge Design
4.04 ' Hydraulic and Hydrological Stucies (Bridges)
5.01 , Land Survey
5.02 Engineering Surveying
5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies
6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies
6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies
6.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies (Soils & Foundation)
6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

 9.01

Frosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan




Addendum No. 1
RFQ 484-052819, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services
Page 3of 7

6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and hydrological
studies, preiiminary bridge pians, signing and marking pians, finai right-of-way (ROW) pians (including revisionsj, 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.

The Consultant shall provide:

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

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

Noogewh

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

a. Categorical Exclusion.

b. EA/FONSI.

c. Section 4f coordination.

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

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

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

© NG AL

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

Pop o



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

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

Services).

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

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

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

n
e ap TR

oo e

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 rescolve major project issues}.

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

8. The following milestone dates are propcsed:

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

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

FFPR — Q1 FY 2023.

Let Contract — Q2 FY 2023.

moow»



Addendum No. 1
RFQ 484-052819, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services
Page 5of 7

Ill. Exhibit I-3, Contract 3 is deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following:
EXHIBIT I- 3
Contract 3

Project Numbaers: NA

Pl Numbers: 0016128

Counties: McDuffie and Wilkes

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

W=

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

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

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

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

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | Histary

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.C6(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys
1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1.10 Traffic Analysis

3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)

5.01 Land Survey

B.02 Engineering Surveying

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

6.01(h) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

6.03 Hydraulic and Hydrologic Studies {Scils & Foundation)
6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Contrel Plan




Addendum Ne. 1
RFQ 484-052819, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services
Page 6 of 7

6. Scope:

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

The Consultant shall provide:

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

B. Concept Report:
1. Traffic Studies.
2. Cost Estimates.
3. Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
4, Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
5. Approved Concept Report.
6. Concept Design Data Book.
7. Public Involvement Plan (for GDOT’s approval).

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

a. Categorical Exclusion.

b. EA/FONSI.

c. Section 4f coordination.

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

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

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

LONSO AW

D. Preliminary Design:

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

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

. Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
Pavement Evaluation/lUST/Soil Survey.
Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Location and Design Report.

©oao0 oD
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Addendum No. 1
RFQ 484-052818, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services
Page 7 of 7

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

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

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.
Final Staging Pians.
e. Final Drainage Design including M34, if applicable.
FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Corrected FFPR Plans.
CES Final cost estimate.
Final PS&E Package.
Amendments & Revisions.

oo oD

N

o ;AW

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

. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

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

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

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

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

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

FFPR - Q1 FY 2023

Let Contract — Q2 FY 2023,

mooo»



ADDENDUM NO. 2
ISSUE DATE: 5M6/2019
This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:
RFQ 484-052819 — Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services
NOTE: PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY! THERE MAYBE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO ANY CHANGES ADDRESSED IN THIS ADDENDUM MAY RESULT IN DISQUALIFICATION.

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

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

Firm Name

Signature Date

Typed Name and Title

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

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

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



Project Consideration Checklist — RFQ-484-052819 Batch 1 - 2019

This form must be completed and included in the Statement of Qualifications as the last page with applicable boxes checked.
This form will NOT be counted in the maximum number of pages.

ALL  The submitted team meets the prequalification requirements for ail projects and would like to be corsiderad on all projects.

OR

The submitted team meets the prequalification requirements and would like to be considered on the following checied contracts.

Contract County PI# Project Description
1 Glynn 0014914 ICR 583/SEA ISLAND ROAD @& DUNBAR CREEK ON ST SIMONS ISLAND
Butis 0016126 ISR 36 @ BIG SANDY CREEK 3.8 MI SW QOF JACKSON
2 Butts coi6127 ISR 36 @ NORRIS CREEK 3.2 MI SW OF JACKSON
3 McDuffie & Wilkes 0016128 'SR 80 @ LITTLE RIVER 12.8 M: NW OF THOMSON (Bridge Design in-house}
Monroe 0016129 SR 18 @ NS #718484D 13 M| E OF FORSYTH
4 Jones & Monroe 0016130 SR 18 @ CCMULGEE RIVER 13 Ml E OF FORSYTH
5 Monroe 0013120 SR 74 @ SR 42
6 Chatham 0015151 ISR 204 FROM SR 21 TO CS 1201/RIO ROCAD @ 25 LOCS
7 Baldwin 0015667 ISR22 @ SR 24
s Butts 0015688 SR 16 @ CR 291/ENGLAND CHAPEL ROAD
g Muscogee 0015690 ISR 22/US 80 @ SR 22 SPUR




SUBMISSION & PRESCREENING CHECKLIST

SOLICITATION #: RFQ-484-052819
SOIICITATIONETITIE: Batch #1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services,
Contract 6
SOLICITATION DUE DATE May 28' 2019
SOLICITATION TIME DUE: 2:00pm Georgia Department of Transportation
[
I 2 = |&
8 - o
€ 3 E |& 3
S|BIE | |£§
O (Nig |F,I38
= |=lBE2|8c|E
= |=|S8i{s88|83
S |S|gL(RE|T .
£ | L |ER|IEEIET
* | % |bag|6gEica
No. Consultants Date Time | W W |HqgioTjon
1 American Engineers, Inc. 5/28/2019 ) 7:27AM | x | x | x X x
2 Barge Design Solutions, Inc. 5/28/2019 | 10:27 AM | x X X X X
3 Calyx Engineers and Consultants Inc. 5/28/2019 | 11:42AM | x | ? | «x x x
4 Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. 5/28/2019] 1:56PM | 2 ? X X X
5 CROY Engineering, LLC 5/28/2019 | 8:56AM | x | x | x X x
6 EXP US Services Inc. 5/28/2019 | 7:32AM | x | x | x X X
7 Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc. 5/28/2019 | 1:12PM | x X X X X
8 Holt Consulting Company, LLC 5/28/2018 | 1:51PM | x | x | 7 X X
8 Hussey, Gay, Bell & DeYoung, Inc. 5/28/2019 | 12:38PM | x [ x | x X X
10 International Design Services, Inc. /dba/IDS Global, Inc. - Dig 5/26/2018 | 1:43PM | x | x | x | No | No
11 KCI Technologies, Inc. 5/26/2019 [ 1:40PM | x | x | x X X
12 Kennedy Engineering Associate Group LLC 5/28/2019 [ 1:45PM | x | ? | x X X
13 Lowe Engineers, LLC 5/28/2019 | 11:56 AM | x | x | x X X
14 Mead and Hunt, Inc. 5/28/2019 | 9:56AM [ x | x [ x X X
15 Michael Baker International Inc. 5/28/2019 | 12:46PM | x | x [ x X X
16 Moffatt & Nichol 5/268/2019 [ 1:00PM | x | x [ x X X
17 Moreland Aliobelli Associates, Inc. 5/28/2019 | 1:15PM [ x | x | x X x
18 Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 5/28/2019 | %:58AM | x | x | x X X
19 Pond & Company 5/28/2019 | i:10PM [ x | x | x x X
20 R.K. Shah & Associates, Inc. 5/28/2019 | 11:48AM [ x | x | x x x
21 RS&H, Inc. 5/28/2019 | 8:21 AM X X X X X
22 Southeastern Engineering, Inc. 5/28/2019 | 10:20AM | x | ? | x X x
23 STV Incorporated 5/28/2018 | 11:27AM | x | x | x X X
24 T.Y. Lin international 512612019 | 1:54PM | x | x | ? X X
25 Thompson Engineering, Inc. 5/28/2019 | 9:56AM | x | x | x X X
28 Wolverton & Associates, Inc. 5/28/2019 | 11:53AM | x | x | x X X

N
-

WSP USA Inc.

5/28/2019 | 1:45 PM X X X X X




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

RFQ-484-052819
Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services
Contract #6 , Pl# 0015151

Coordination and Communication

Amber Shakir-Greer will coordinate the overall submittal evaluation process and serve as Facilitator of any Selection
Committee Meetings through the completion of the evaluation. All Committee members will be provided copies of submittals
and related information, and will be notified of any proposed (if applicable) meetings, conference calls, and deadlines.
IMPORTANT- All written communication (e-mails, memos, scoresheets, handwritten notes in S0Qs, etc.) related to the
evaluation can be subject to public record. Therefore, all such communication should be limited to objective and verifiable
information.

Ewvaluation Process

The evaluation and scoring witl be handled in two phases. Phase | will be the evaluation of the written Statements of
Qualifications received from all respondents. Phase |l 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 1l 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 |l

. Technical Approach — (40% or 400 Points)

s Past Performance — (10% or 100 Points)

Phase |
Evaluation of Statements of Qualifications

Evaluation of Eligible Submittals

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

= Peor = Does Not have minimum qualifications/availability

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

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

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

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

Directions for use of the Evaluation Prefiminary Scoring Forms:

Scoring forms will be distributed to all Selection Committee members aiong with copies of submittals which were received
and validated. Evaluators wil! have the option of using the hard copy farms 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
varsion of the form should only maintain one version of the form and must provide the electronic version of the form to




Procurement. Each evaluator will use their numbered scoring form for scoring all submittals. Evaluators must ensure that
the name of the Firm being evaluated is written in the appropriate box to identify the Firm to whom the ratings and comments
belong. Using the criteria categories in Evaluation of Eligible Submittals above, each submittal will be 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 shouid 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
alt 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 SO0 for the respondents
to provide a narrative in their ability. This narrative will allow them to discuss how the organization of the team, including the
PM and Key Team Leaders can deliver the project on schedule given their workload capacity. It also recognizes that some
individuals may be able to meet the schedule while carrying heavier project workloads and allows them to discuss the
advantages of their team and the abilities of their team members which will enable the project to meet the proposed schedule.
If there is no schedule provided, they can discuss the advantages of the team and abilities of the team members which will
enable the project to move as expeditiously as possible. You MUST consider this natrative along with the workload table
when rating the SOQs. You MUST NOT merely look at the workioad table solely for making the rating decision.

Evaluation Meeting:

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

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

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

it is important to note, that all evaluation scoring, notes, and comments wili 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.




Phase Il - Revised
Evaluation of Technical Approach and Past Performance

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

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

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

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

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

Submittals and Past Performance information must be read/considered thoroughly with careful attention to the presence of
required submittal content. The reader should keep the evaluation criteria in mind when assessing each submittal. As
Reviewers read the responses, they will make notes in the submittals and must be prepared fo 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 Méeting:

All notes must be brought to the Selection Committee Meeting planned for Wednesday, October 16, 201 9. 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 watranted. The Committee will assign the following ratings:

= Poor = Does Not have minimum qualifications/availability

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

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

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

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

FINAL SCORING AND SELECTION

A e e e —— —————————=

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




GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE PRELIMINARY SCORING AND RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Solicitation Title

Batch #1 - 2019 Engineering Design

1

Services, Confract 8, PI#0015151 E Moffatt & Nichol
Solcitation #: RFQ-484-052819 E 2 Michael Baker International Inc.
PHASE [ - Individual Committee Member Preliminary Scoring based on Published Criterla :| 3 STV incorporated
= 1 ! 49 American Engineers, nc
‘! Lowe Engineers, LLC
(RANKING) i8 Mareland Altobelii Associates, Inc
Sum of 7 KCl Technglogies, ne
Individual i Group | 8 Heath & Lineback Engineers, inc
SUBMITTING FIRMS e - Rankings | Ranking . Barge Design Solufions, Inc
= 10 Hussey, Gay, Bell & DeYoung, Inc
American Engineers, Inc. A, 17 4 11 Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.
Barge Deslgn Solutions, Inc. 26 9 £2 Kennedy Engineering Associate Group LLC
Calyx Engiheers and Consultants Inc. . 34 17 s CROY Engineering, LLC
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. | 27 11 ik Helt Consulting Company, LLC
CROY Engineering, LLC 29 13 - Wolverton & Associates, Inc.
EXP US Services Inc. = as 22 i Neel-Schaffer, Inc.
Heath & Lineback Engineérs, Inc. 25 8 uy Calyx Engineers and Consultants inc
Holt Consulting Company, LLC = 28 14 18 Southeastern Engineering, inc
I:Il;s;ey; Gay, I;ell.;De-\;c;nung; Iné:. 26 10 L R.K. Shah & Associates, Inc.
|international Design Services, Inc. /dba/lDS Global, Inc. - Disqualified Bi 1A Pond & Company
KCi .Ter.‘hnolégiés, Ihk:; -y _;j..__..L,,j,v,';;;;, e L '_L'.. - _18 - 2t T Lin International
Kennedy Engineering Associate Group LLC -~ i 27 12 i &3 EXP US Services Inc
Lowe Ehglﬁéefé, L 17 I3 ‘ = _Thompson Engineering, Ing.
[Mead and Hunt, Inc. . 52 2 E 24 WSP USA Inc
Iﬁlchaal Baker Intei'na:tional Inc. —_— | T 1K 2 | C RS&H, inc.
Moffatt & Nichol 3 T Mead and Hunt, In¢
Moreland Altobelli As-socia;es, Inc. 17 [ i i Intemational Design Services, Inc. /dba/lDs Global, Inc. - Disqualified |
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. ' B ) 7_ ~2 e 28 16 E
e cany S T I‘
R.K. Shah & Associates, Inc. ¥ 18 |
RSEH,Ie. © T 4 25 ‘
Sohﬁeaétem Englﬁéering, ne. 35 18 I
STV Incorporated - - 11 3 E -
T.Y. Lin International _ el |2 !'
Thompsoﬁ Engineering, Inc. 33 ? 23 |
Wolverton & Associates, Inc. - 28 15 |
WSP USA Inc. 3 1 24 ||




Evaiuation Criterta \

Evaluator 1

36it

200

%

- | Phase Dng.
Maxini s Poirts alfowssi =| 300 ‘I— 200 | Evatstor 4 mdividue
_ SUBMITTING FIRMS ' Y | ¥ | TomiS-oe| Rankimg
|Amencan Engineers, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Barge Design Solutions, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Calyx Engineers and Consultants Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P C Good Good 375 1
CROY Enginesnng, LLC | Adequate{ Adequate| 250 9
EXP US Services Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Heath & Lneback Engineers, [he Goed | Adequate 325 B
Holt Consulting Company, LLC ‘Adequate [ Adequate 250 8
Hussey, Gay, Bell & DeYoung, [nc Adequate | Adequate 250 ]
Intemational Design Services, Inc /dba/dDS Global, Inc - .
Disqualified - Paoor Poor 0 27
|KCI Technologies, Inc - ‘Good Good 375 1
|Kennedy Enginesnng'Associate Group LLC. =~~~ | —Good—|—Goed—| 375 1
]Lcwe Engingers, LLC - 2 | Adequate [ Adequate 250 g
Mead and Hunt, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 9.
Michase! Baker Intemational [nc Adeqguate | Adequate 250 9
Moffatt & Nichoi ‘| Good - | Good: 375 1
Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Negl-Schaffer, Inc Good Good - 375 1
Pond & Compary Adequate| Adequate| 250 9
R K Shah & Assocziates, Inc ‘Adequate | Adequate 250 9
R&&H, Inc Adequate| 'Good 300 i
Southeastern Erngineenng, Inc Adequate|- Good - 300 7
STV Incorperated Adequate | Adequate 250 9
TY Lin Intsrnatonal ‘Adequate | Adequate 250 g
Thampsor Engmneenng, Inc " | Adéquate | Adequate] 250 8
Wolverton & Assoctates, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 9
WSP USA inc | Adequate | Adequate 25C are
_ Mwesneien. el diiaamed 7

2




GDOT Solicitation #: o —
ey RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6 Phase of Evaluation: PHASER'at;"egm'“a“’
Evaluator #: 1 :

Evalnation Toanngaan shoulu sszign Raings joptinie mid axplasiabion 107 calyys ownn 18 AN Sorion Cufmenis Must e wrtten o ihe Ghaes neavided and sbonls ey M raling aksgned
v 2 H i il

Poor = [Dses Not have minimum qualiflcationsizvailability = 05 of ﬁg Avallable Pojnts

Marginal = Maets Minimum quallficationsfavailability but one or more major ions ara not addressed or is lacking In some lal asp = Score 25 % of Available Points
é¢quate = Meets minlmum qualificeti affability and je Iy ble of parforming work = 50% of Feints
Good = Mors then meets minimum quallficaionsiavailability and exceeds in some =75% of Available Points

ta qualificationsfavailability and exceads i Several ar all areas o 100% of Ausiiabla Paints

Froject ananer. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Experiencs and Qualcuﬁom —Sﬂ ]a- ns y Adequ at

2 |

Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed prajects similar to the Froposed project for which they would iike fa
be considered. The Key Team Leaders display previous work in the area of pedestrian improvements and signal upgrades. Due to the level of|
publfic involvement anticipated, expounding on previous Pl efforts would have been helpful.

{8 Project Manager, Key Team Leader(e) and Prime’s Resourcea and Workioad Gapacity — 20% imslﬂned Rating > | Adequate

The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the resources needed.
The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs Bave worked togather before, and although the
committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes are covered
among the Prime and the subs; however, the Area Class Summary Page does not show much overiap. The combined years of experience of|
the Team Leads and the mumber of years they have been at their firm is an added value.

A Froject Maneger, Aey Team Leader{s] and Prime s EXpenencs and QUANTICAUONS - 30% Aselgned Rating Adeguate

Based on the projects presented In the RFQ, the Project Manager, Key Team Leads and Prime have worked on projects that included bridge
rep/acements, widenings and pedestrian improvements; however projects identifylng the design of roundabouts were not included. The team
has decades of experience working on DOT projects that include federal funding.

B. ProJect Manager, K%y Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Cepatity — 20% 1Assign=d Rating =) > ' Adeguate

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs; however, the Area Class Summary Page does not show much overiap.

A Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s) &id Piimela Ehpenen and Quaiifivations - 30% = fAssignea Ranng ; | Adeq uate

The projects presented in the RFQ highlights how the Roadway Team Lead has worked on projects simtilar to the ones included in the batch;
however, the projects highlighted for the PM and the NEPA Team lead do not. The work experience for the NEPA Team Lead is heavy on
Cultural Resources Management. The project presented for the Prime shows experience In similar projects with the exception of,
roundabouts. Based on the projects listed in the commitment table, the Prime and identified team leads have experience working on
managing multiple projects.

B Project Manager, Kay Team Leatder{s) and Prime’s Resources and Workloat Capacity — 20% Rssigned Ratng H | Adequate

Comments: The RFQ did not definitively identify profects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before, and
although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes are
covered amony the Prime and the subs, in addition to showing some overfap with area classes.




A\

lfcabians — St p— “JAssigned Rating

roject Maagar,. Mey Team Leader(s) and Prime’'s Experience and Qui

i Good

Based on the projects identified in the RFQ, the PM, Key Team Leads and the Prime have all worked on projects relevant to the batch. They
show that they have experience serving as the lead and working on multiple projects.

B Project Manuger, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnime's Reseurces and Workload Capacity - 20% lo‘esswmﬂ Rating LN ) } Good

7

Cemments: The fTrms all display resource availabiiity based on their current workioad. They de not Identify projects that show that they have
worked together on previously; however, all the area classes are represented amongst the firms and even duplicated in some instances.

Adequate

Comments: Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar fo the proposed project for which they
would like to be considered. The Key Team Leaders display previous work in the area of, pedestrian improvements and slgnal upgrades.

# Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resouroes ang Worklna_d Capacity - 20% B ‘ﬂssignod Rating 4)9 i Adequate

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify profects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs, and show overiap in some instances.

A Frojoct Manager, Key Toam Laansris) and Piine s Expenence and Gueilications — 30% Ass.gneq Ratng

Adequate

Comments: The PM and Key Team Leads did not adequately identify a full range of project experience relevant to the projects in the batch.
The PM identified more roundabout profects, the Lead Designer focused on more infersection improvements, and the NEPA Lead focused on
more bridge replacements.

B Project Manager, Key Taam Leade){s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Gapachy — 20% jAssigwed Ratmg > 3 |

Adequate

Comments: The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show instances wheore the Prime and Subs have worked together before, and
although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes are
covered among the Prime and the subs, in addition to showing some everlap with area classes.

A Froject Manager, Key Team Leades{st and Prime’s Experfence and Quaificatisns - S0% Aaalged Rabing Good

Comments: Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar to the proposed project for which they
would like to be considered. The Key Team Leaders display previous work in the area of pedestrian improvements and signal upgrades. The
profects identified for the NEPA Lead shows the ability to execute an elevated Public Involvement strategy should the need arise.

B Project Manager, Key Taam Leader(e] ant Prime’s Resources and Workdoad Capacity ~ 20% lAssInned Rating : > Ad equ ate

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team I:eads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. Al the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs; however, the Area Class Summary Page does not show much overiap.




)

AProjet Mapagel, Key Team Leadr;s) and Prime’s Experience and Quallfications — U% - - Assigned ﬂin 2 = P Adequate

Comments:

B. Project ﬁam.ger_ Key Team Leadar(s) and Frime’s Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% !—'\isisf'ed Rztang H I Ad equate

Comments:

Adequate

ct Maw_ Rey Team Leuns) ano Frime's enunca and Qualilmons —30% |Pesigned Rating = » I

Comments: Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar to the proposed project for which they
would like to be considered. The PM and the Key Team Leads display previous work in the area of pedestrian improvements, signal upgrades
and roundabout construction.

8 Project Manager, Key Team Leaderis) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capacity — 200 l-hwred Rty H i Adeguate

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consulfants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs; however, the Area Class Summary Page does not show much overiap,

- —

A. Frojest Manager. Key Tean: Loaitar(s) aid Prims's EXfafience nod Quaiiicalions *50% o 1 4 1 v wEiud facd Aaiig 7 o Good
Comments:

B Project Manager, Key Team Leaderis) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% ]Miiﬂﬂe" LEy » i Good
Comments:

A Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prims’s Experience and Qualifications — 0% ([ Good

Comments: Based on the Information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar to the proposed project for which they
would like to be considered. The Key Team Leaders display previous work in the area of pedestrian improvements and signal upgrades.

B Project Manager, ley Team Leaderis} and Prime's Resources and Werkload Gapacity — 20% !kss-:veﬂ Ratlaz = > I Good

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identily projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs.




iAﬁ:gﬁd(l Ruatlag

Comments. Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar to the proposed project for which they
would like to be considered.

|8 Project Managsr, Key Teart Léader(s} and Prime s Resources and Workload Capacity ~ 20% IAssfaned Rating = = I Adequate

Comments: The resources presenfed in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projecis ihat show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs; however, the Area Class Summary Page does not show much overlap.

Adequate

Comments; Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar to the proposed project for which they
would like fo be considered.

- . = L
B Project Manager, Key Team Leaderis} and Prime’s Resources and Worklond Capacity — 20% IAﬂsthed Rating > I Adequate

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs; however, the Area Class Summary Page does not show much overiap.

EirmName:. )T T Y ! .
A Projeet SETagEr. ey Telmt Leadars) i Prime's Cabstisncs and Duadhoations — 30% Assigied Ralg > Adequate

Comments: Based on the information presented in the EFQ, the identification of similar projects by the Prime, PM, and Lead Designer was
limited and the inclusion of roundabouts and bridge design was small.

] Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resowces and woikload Gapacity — 0% ]Awgﬂed Ruting H ! Ade qu ate

Comments: The resouirces presenfed in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show Instances where the Prime and Subs have worked fogether before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs, and show averiap in some instances.

IA'ssigned Rating

W

Good

A Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and PAme s Expensnce and Qualifications — 30%

Contments: Based on the information presenfed in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar to ihe proposed project for which they

would like to be considered.

H'ﬁ' Project Manager, Rey T8am Leadet(s) and Brime's Resources and Workload Gapacity — 0% Assigned Rating J'k > i Good

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources necded. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs, and show overlap in some instances.




l Assigned Rating

: Adequa

Comments: The PM has designed and managed over 50 highway projects for GDOT and has 27 years of experience with MA; however ,the
designer htas only been with MA since 2014 and the project listed in the RFQ was heavily focused on pedestrian improvements. Additionally,
the NEPA Lead is an ecologist by trade and the profects included as relevant experience was heavily focused on ecology deliverables, not
NEPA documentation. The Prime has experience with similar projects, having completed pedestrian improvements, bridge replacements, and
roundabout designs. What stands out about the firm is that they have experience working with projects with complex Public Involvement and

Agency Coordination.
B Project Manager, Kay Team Leader(s) and Prim=% Resources and Workioad Gapacity — 20% . 'ﬂssgr'eﬂ Rating N > Adequate

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did iioi definiiively identify projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked iogether before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs; however, the Area Class Summary Page does not show much overiap.

o FAse lgne Raxing —— - I : GOOd
Comments: Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar to the propesed project for which they
would like fo be considered, The PM has Z7 years of experience and has managed or designed roundabouts, multi-use trails, pedestrian
improvements, CD lanes and bridges. He has also served as a Lead Engineer for VE Studies. the Lead Designer has over 16 years of|
experience and has designed or served as the profect manger for major design build projects, LCI projects, roundabouts and interchanges.
The Lead has authored multiple EA level documents and has over 24 years experience. The Prime has the experience relevant to be
considered for the Road Safety Audit of SR 204,

B Project ﬁana_ggr_ Key Team Leader(a) and Prime’s Resources and Workjoad Capacity —20% Jresearmoimg — | Good

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show Instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs; however, the Area Class Summary Page does not show much overiap.

A mt RNanager, y th uuﬂ-’ii and Pﬂme‘ : dehc.é GQuaiifications - ; -“smsn Ratryg 57 Adequate
Comments: Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar fo the proposed projects for which they
waould like to be considered, with the exception of bridge design profects. The projects highlighted for the PM is heavy in corridor and traffic
studies. Not much was provided in the way of experience on similar projects in the batch. The Design Lead’s credentials focused mainly on
pedestrian and safety inprovements, projects that included bridge designs were not hightighted. Lastly, the NEPA Lead has 30 years of
consulting experience and has managed and authored environmental studies and conducted public outreach for environmentally complex
projects; however experience on similar projects was noft highlighted.

B. Project Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's R ces ant Workioad Capacity — 0% ]Assigneﬂ Rating - > ] Adequate

Comments: The resources presenfed in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultanis chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show Instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before,
and although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes
are covered among the Prime and the subs, and shows some overlap.

A Project Manager, Key Team Leadetis] and Prime’s Experienca and Quallfications — 30% Aestaned Rating v Adequate
1
£
9
E
]
Q
B Prolect Manager, Key Team Leadet(s) snd Priie’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% Iﬂ“'v'ﬁd Rating —H g Adequate

Comments.




5 ~ 30% Agrignued Raling

Adequate

Comments: Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects simifar fo the proposed project for which they
would like to be considered. The PM has 35 years of experience and has worked on multiple bridge bundle projects, some that included
extensive coordination with resource agencies due to Cultural Resources or T&E Species. Thh Design Lead has 15 years of experience and
has also work on bridge bundie projects. The credential's for the NEPA Lead also focused heavily on bridge repiacements despite the batch
including the need for roundabout design and pedestrian and safety improvement designs.

B’ Project Manager, Key Tuam Leadsr(s) and Prime's Resources and Womlo_nd_ capa_oity ~W% i Rating —H l Good

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The firm has over 500 transportation professional across the couniry, predeominantly in the Southeast. The RFQ did not
definitively identify profects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before; however ,it did mention that they
have built relationships with thelr subs and have worked with the NEPA Lead “exensively for several years”, Although the committed hours
for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subis were not. All the area classes are covered among the Prime and
the subs, and shows some overiap.

_Adequate

L :

Comments: Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar to the proposed profect for which they
would like to be considered. The PM has over 21 years of experience; howevwe, the credentials highlighted did not include roundabout
project management. The Design LEAD has worked with the firm since 2014 and highlighted experience on muitiple roundabout projects the
the design of pedesirian enhancements in front of a HS. Teh NEPA Lead has 23 years of experience has served a the envionmental QAQC
person for TE projects, and has worked on numerous CMAQ projects.

IB Project ianager, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime's Resources and Warkioad Capanihy - 20% [7issigned Rating H | Good

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ identifies a series of projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before. One
includes a potetial roundabout. The Prime also highlighted how they have parinered on the PTIP contract and the support services contract.
Although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes are
covered among the Prime and the subs, showing some overlap with some area classes.

Adequate
Comments: Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar to the proposed project for which they
would like to be considered. One project, that Included 30 intersection improvements, a road widening, and the construction of sidewalks
and pedestrian improvements, was highlighted. The PM has 26 years of experience and has experience working on sidewalk and pedestrian
improvements, and bridge replacement projects via a bridge bundle in District 4. The Lead Designer’s credentials highlighted experience
working on sidewalks and pedestrian improvements; however, bridge replacement projects were not highlighted. The NEFA Lead has 17 yrs
of experience that includes public involvment, conducting Cultural Resources Surveys and reports, ecology reports, and permits and SBV
applications. The NEPA LEAD also has experience working on bridge replacements; however safely and pedestrian improvement projects
were nof highlighted.

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacit’-—““-_-#—) Adeqguate

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows thaf the sub-consultants chosen will adegquately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before;
however, it did mention hiow their business partners are Iike friends who the have worked with for aver 10yrs. And although the commliited
hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. All the area classes are covered among the Prime
and the subs, showing some overiap with some area classes.

Firm Name: T.Y. Lin International
A. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications - 309 > Adequate

Comments:

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capaci&-Hé Adequate

Comments:




Firm Name: Thompson Enginecering, Inc.
N

A. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications — 30— r Adeguate

Comments: Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects simifar fo the proposed project for which they
would like fo be considered. The PM has 29 yrs of experience and has performed various design aspects of roadway design. The relevant
profect manager experience includes coordinating with sub-consultants; developing scopes, schedules, and budgets; monitoring profect
progress and reporting project status fo the Owner. As PM, the relevant projects included were bridge replacements, an Interchange
modification, a bypass. Projects consisting of safety and pedestrian improvements and roundabouts were not highlighted. The Design lead
bas 19 yrs of experience and has served as the lead engineer for bridge replacements and widenings. Projects consisting of safety and
pedestrian improvements and roundabouts were not highlighted. The NEPA Lead has aover 16 yrs managing state-aid fransporfation projects,
including streetscapes and pedestrian improvements, safety projects, road widenings, and infersection improvements. Experience highlights
GEPA E docinment preparation and profect fteam cooordination.

B. Project Manager, Ney Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity =20 immmmmm—y Adequate

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before;
however a statement was added saying tha the PM has prior experience with the sub-consultants committed to the team. Also, the
document mentioned that the PM and Lead Designer have recent experience working together on the design and project management of
roadway widening and inferchange projects; however, it does not mention which ones.

Firm Name: Wolverton & Associates, Inc.

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

Comments: Based on the information presented in the RFQ, the firm has completed projects similar to the proposed project for which fﬁ
would like to be considered. The Prime has an existing on-call contract with both Chatham County Department of Engineering and the City of
Savannah resulting In dozens of projects completed in the area, including several traffic signal and pedestrian upgrades. The Prime also
helped coordinate and establish project-specific pay items fo address the pedestrian push butfon requirements for the Clty. The PM has
15yrs of experience and extensive knowledge of the profect area via both current and previous projects and has served as PM on similar
projects that include ADA and signal upgrades, safety and operational improvements, pedesirian improvements and roundabouts. The Lead
Designer has served as PM on the design of signalized intersections and safety analysis. Credentials do nat highlight Lead design work. The
NEPA Lead has served as PM and Senior NEPA Planner on projects requiring robust public outreach, multi-trail projects ,and widening and
safety improvements.

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacify 80—, Adequate

Comments: The resources presented in the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identify projects that show instances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before.
Although the committed hours for the Key Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. Also, the committed
hours for the NEPA Lead is over 50%. All the area classes are covered among the Prime and the subs, showing some overfap with some area
classes.

Firm Name: WSP USA, Inc.
A. Projoct Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications - 30%— = Adequate

Comments: Based on the information presenfed in the RFQ, the relevant experience on similar profects was limited ta mostly safety and
pedestrian updrades. The document did not make much mention of bridge or roundabout design. The relevant experience listed for the Lead
PM inciuded roles a Deputy PM, Task Manager, and Profect Engineer. Of the & projects highlighted as relevant experience, none lists the role
of Lead PM. Additionally, the projects highlighted are mostly related to traffic, pedestrian and safely improvements. The Lead Designer has
11yrs and has served as the lead for multiple pedestrian improvements. The relevant experience highlighted for the NEPA Lead, who served
mostly as the Environmental Project Manager for the projects listed, and once as the Environmental task Lead, were heavily concentrated on
pedestrian improvements.

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity—=S8i——— Adegquate

Comments: The resources presenied In the organizational chart shows that the sub-consultants chosen will adequately provide the
resources needed. The RFQ did not definitively identif_;'f projects that show Insfances where the Prime and Subs have worked together before.
Although the committed hours for the Hey Team Leads were provided, the committed hours for the subs were not. Also, the committed
hours for the PM Lead is over 50%. All the area classes are covered amonyg the Prime and the subs, showing some overiap with some area
classes. Additonally, the Prime has listed additional resources that include QA/QC, Drainage/Erosion Control/MS84, Pedestrian Specialist, and

Senior Technical Advisor.




W
&/ &
&/ f E |
&/ s vaiuator
IR T _@—_‘fb <
- = Mikinim Pomnts sowed = 200 200 | Evaiuator 2 individual
T Tl L I T i :
SUEITTING FidME Y b L) Bagte | Aankmp
Ammencan Engineers, Inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 7
Barge Design Solutions, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 7
Caiyx Engineers and Consultants Inc . .| Adequate | Adequate 250 7
lark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P C Marginal | Adeguate 175 18
CROY Engineenng, LLC Marginal | Adequate 175 18
EXP US Services Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 7
Heath & Lineback Engneers, Inc Goed | Adequate 325 1
Holt Consulting Company, LLC | Good | Adequate 325 A
|Hussey, Gay, Bell & DeYoung, inc Adequate| Adequate 260 7
International Design Services, Inc /dba/IDS Global, Inc - -
Disqualified - -Poor...| Poor. ] .27
KC| Technologies, Inc . Adequate | Adequate 250 7 -
~ |[Kennedy Enginsering Associate Group LLC Marginal | Adequate| 175 | 18
Lowe Engineers_iLC il Adequate | Adequate] 250 ~
Mead and Hunt [ne ‘Marginal | Adequate 175 18
Michael Baker International Inc " Good | Adequate 325 1
|Mosatt & Nichel ' -Good - | Adequate| 325 4
Moreland Altobe'lt Associates, [ne Adequate | Adequate 250 7
Nee!-Schaffer, Inc .Marginal | Adequate 175 18
Pond & Company Marginal | Adequate 175 18
R X _Shah & Associates, Inc ‘Marginal | Adequate 175 18
RSEH, Inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 © T
AScutheastern Enginesring, nc :{-Marginal | Adequate] 175 . 18
_I8TV incorporated Good | Adeqlate| 325 1
TY Lin internatonal Adeguate | Adequate 250 7
|Thomipson Engmeenng, Inc -| Adequate | Adequate|. 250 . A e
Welverton & Associates, inc Good | Adequate 325 1
WSP USA inc Marginal | Adequate 175 18
Maximmnt Polids allows=d <] 300 - 200 - 5001%
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Eealuation Commirtoes shauld anagn Rancas fuphione Al Sxasbutian s ralingy Deibw) b gact Faotpt, Comimens P ke wntfen i the eees mrareded and f9200 Juatdy (hu sty faigeest

Poor = Ddes Not have minimum gualificati ility = 0% of _ll_n' Points J

Marginal = Meets Minimum qualificationsfavailability but ane or more major considerations are not d or s lacking in some 1 = Seore 25 % of Avallable Points

Adequate = Meets minit qualification/availzbility and is generzlly capable of perferming work=50% of Avall Points

Good = More then meets minimum qualifications/; ility and exceeds in some =75% of Available Points

Excellent = Fully mests gualifications/avallability and exceeds in.several ar all arass = 100% of Auailabls Painia Se—

A Project Manager, Key Team Laader{s) ant Pttrne’s Experience and Qualifications — s5% Rasigied Raling = Ad eguate

PM and Team and has adequate experience. Most project listed aren't GDOT. Prime also only lists non GDOT projects

B Praject Manager. Key Team Leaden(s) and Frfn_w‘s Resources ant Workicad Capaoity — 20% Basignos Rating 7\ Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A Proyect Manager. fey Team Loaderisf and Frime's Experience ang Wualfications — 30% Assigned Rating > | Adequate

Ppr-limited PM experience on GDOf and some lead design experience. Lead Design doesn't have detail on experience leading design team
through entire process.Team and has adequate experience. Most project listed aren’t GDOT, Prime also only lists many projects in other

states with limited GDOT.

B Project Manager. Key Team Leadaris) snd Pime's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% JAecioned Rating — | Adequate

Team has adegquate resources and capacity.

|4, Projast Manager, Key Tesm Leader(s) and Prima’s Ex; and Quaiifcalmns — 30% Assigned Sy Adequate

PM-limited PM experience. Lead Dosigner experince one GDOT TIA and others local. doesn't have detail on experience leading design team
through entire process. Prime limited GDOT mananaged projects.

L Projest Manager. Key Team Leadetls) and Prime's Resources and Workicoad Capacity — 2% [Asstaned Rating 4)9 I Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.




%'af A Froject Maidger, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualificabions — 30% Assigred Rating I I I I . FM&I’ inal

PM prior experince as a PM not clear. Doesn't give detail on what she did as the PM.Lead designer list roundabout and on-call for GDOT.

B Project Manager, Eey Team Leader(s) and Dhme's Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20%

IAssrgnod Rating —» E Adeq uate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A Project Manager, Key Team Leadat1s} and Prime’s Experiences and Qualifications = 30% 'Asslgneu Ratng HM&I’ inal

Pl-limited GDOT PM experience. Doesn't state what role he had as PM. Design Lead designer doesn’t adequately specify what their role as
fead designer was in projects. Prime doesn't list GODT projects

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workioad Gapacity — 265 JMsigmd Rating

> | Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A Froject Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Frime's Expernenve and Qualificalions — 5

Adeguate

PM didn’'t provide clear role and responsibility as PM. Lead designer Iaced expericence leading a design feam. Role was more of PM. Other
team and prime experince good.

B Projeci Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Pnme's Resources and Workload Capacity ~ 26%

st Ratna —-, | Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A Praject Managen Key Tearn Leader(s) and Prime s Experience and Quallfications — 30%

Astigned Rating l

Good

PM, lead design, NEPA and prime show good examples of prior experience

E. Project Manager, Key Toam Leadans) and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity — 207 [pasianed Rating

- | Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.




,3/3. Project Manager. Key Team Leader({s) and Prim¢’s Experlence and Cuallficatlons — 30%

%

Assigned Rating

Good

PM has good experince demonstrated on GDOT projects. Could just more safety related. Team and prime also have good experince with
GDOT projects.

B Project Managar, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime’s Resources and Worldoad Capacity — 20%

']Assigned Rating

A 4
b

Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A. Project Manager, Key Team Leaderist and Pnimes Expgnem:e ana Gualifications — 30%

Assigned Ratlng Ad eq u ate
PM didn't specify what roles was a previous PM. Qther feam was adegquate. Prime adequate.
H Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s] and Fama s Resaurces and Workioad Capacity — 20% l“"iﬂ"“ Rating H H Adeguate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

E

A m]ect Manager Rey Team Leadens) and Prime's Sxperiense and aal?ﬂcalt sxigred ‘Ratig <=L 4 Ad equate
PN didn't specify what roles was a previous PM. Other team was adequate. Prime adequafe.
B Projoct Manager, Key Taam Leaders) and Prine's Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% iﬂssiuned Rating ) ) ] Adequate

Team has adeguate resources and capacily.

A Projaci Manager, Ksy Team Leader(s} and Prime’s Expenence and Qualifications — 30%

e Marginal
PM and lead designer shown as same person. Many prime projects are out of state.
B Project Managsr, Key Team Leader{s} and Prime's Resources and Werldoar Capecity — 20% JAssiamd Rafing —)9 I Adeqguate

Team has adequate resources and capacity. The fact one person is to do two roles may be a facfor with resources.




%3’

Progect Manager, Kev Team Leader(s) nd Prime’'s Expenence and Gualifications — 30% Assigned Rating 33

Adequate

PM didn't specify what roles was a previous PM. Other team was good to adeguate. Prime adequate.

B Projact Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and yorioad Gapacity — 209 Assigned Rating = ) |

Adeguate

Team has adegquate resources and capacity.

Mainal

PM didn't specify what roles was a previous PM. Lead design and primme experience not a lof in GDOT. Other team good.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader{e) and Prime's R and Worklond Gapatity — 20% iAs;igneﬂ Refing —)9 l Adequate
Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A Fruject Mansger, Rey {eam Leaderis] and Frime's Expenence and Jualifications — 55% |Fee el Ratig Good
PM, team and prime experience good.

R, Project Maniger_. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Worklaad Gapacity — 20% IA“'H"%‘ Ratrg = > { Adeqguate

Team has adequate resocurces and capacity.

A Project Manager, Key Team Leaders) and Pnme's Experience and Quallﬁmﬁons - 30% . Assigned Rafing > Good
PN roles weren't heavily PM but design. Design and Env fead good. Prime good.
Jl_i.. Project Manager, Key Tenm Leader(g) and Pnme s Reseurces and Worldoad Capacity — 20% Iﬂssisned Rating ) ) I Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.




A Prajegi Manager. Key Team Loader(s) and Prime s Expatienca and Qualifications — 30% Aggigfed Ranng Adequate

PM didn’t specity what roles as actual PM. Some was more lead design. Lead designer no previous work as lead designer. Nepa good. Prime

good.

B Projoct Manager, Key Team Leaderis} and F1ime's Resources and Werkioad Capacity — 20% . iﬂssianed Rating » I Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Expenence ang wualificarions — 30% Assigned Ratling = M argin al

PM didn't specify what roles as actual PM but more design. Lead design and NEPA good. Prime adequate. Mainly design build and studies

examples given.

Wi
hd

[E Froect Manager, Key Tesrn Leader(=) and PAmp's Resotrces and Warkkad Capacity — 20% Rssianed Rating Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A Project Manager, Rey Team Leader(s) and Frime's Expenencs and wualifications — 30% igne: i = Marqiﬂa]

PM lacks experience as PM on GDOT projects. Mainly have studies as examples. Lead design adequate examples not GODT projects. NEFA
good. Prime adequate.

B Project Manager, Key Tedm Leader(s) and Prime's Resourees and Workload Capacity - 20% IA“iurued Rating —)_) i Adequate

Team has adeguate resources and capacity.

. Peojedt Manager, Rey Toam Leader(s) and Prime's Experience and Qualifications ~ 30% Assigneq Kating M argi nal

PM examples load design not PM. Design lead previous design eng more than lead design on most. NEPA good. Prime adequate.

b 4
N

B Projent Managsr, Key Team Leader(s) and Frimes Resources and Warkiond Capacity - 20°% e Adeguate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.




A Project Manager, fey Twam Leader(a) and Prime’s Experence and Qualifications — 30%

Assigned Hating

Adeguate

P

PM didn't specify role as PM. Design lead adequate. NEPA and prime good.

[E Preject Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Warkicad Capacity — 20% Assigned Rating H I

Adeguate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A Project Manager. Kay Team Leader{s) and Frims s Expenence and Qualificatens — 30%

Marginal

PM examples not specific roadway (Air and TAP). Lead design is adequate but low on GDOT work. NEPA and Prime adeguate.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prme-s Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% Assigred Rating H I Ade qu ate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

£, Prgject Manager. Key Team Leader|s) #nd Pnme’s Experience and Lualifications — 377

all team and prime good experince with GDOT projects.

B PBroject Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Rescurces and Worktcad Capacity ~ 20% Iﬂssignm Rating

b 4
N

Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A Project Manager, Ray Team Leadsi(a] and Prime ¢ Expefience and Qualtfications — 30% Rssignea fating

Adequate

PM good experience. Lead design examples are designer and utility coordination. NEPA and prime adeguate.

B Project Manager, Key Tgam Leadet{s} and Prime's Resowrces and Worklond Capacity - 20% IAisianed Rating —'\ ) Adeguate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.




A Project Manager, Rey Teant Leader(s) and Prime's Expenence and Qualifications — 30%

Adequate

2|

PM and lead designer need more recent GDOT experience. Safiey examples would be good. NEPA good. Prime adegquate. Age of GDOT
projects referenced and one out of state. Only 2 GDOT recent projects.

B Frojact Manager. Kay Team Leadsr(s] &nd Prime & Resources ang Workioad Capacity - 20% [restaned Rating > |

Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Experience ana wualifications — 0% IAssisned Rating g I Good

Team has good experince in their roles and shows excellent projects related to the area and type. Design Lead could have more lead design
experince shown. Prime good.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leaderis} and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity ~ 20% IMsignsd Rating

W

> Adeguate

Team has adequate resources and capacity.

A Project Manager, rey Team Leader(sf and Prime's Expensice dnd Cnlalitications— 30% Assigned Raung

Marginal

Prime, PM, lead design low on GDOT experince with let projects. Design Lead design lead no GDOT let proejcts listed.NEPA good.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime's Resources and Woridoad Capacity - 20% ]Mﬂgmd Rating —,\ > I

Adequate

Team has adequate resources and capacity-




Evaluation Critera
-._,_____‘_‘_‘_‘_‘—‘— ¢¢ 4\°
L Evaluator 3
i Suagy Qom
. ) Waumum Folnts 2iowod | 309, 203 fmmmmmm
5 - SUBMITTING FIRMS ¥ Y [Tcial Soow | Raokig
lAmerican Engineers, Inc Good Good 375 1
Barge Design Solubions, Inc Adequate| Good 300 10
Calyx Engineers and Consultants Inc Adequate| Adequate 250 18
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P C Good | Adequate 325 8
CROY Engineenng, LLC Good Good 375 1
EXP US Services Inc. Marginal | Good 225 22
heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 18
Holt Consutting Company, LLC Adegiate | Adequate 250 18
Hussey, Gay, Belt & DaYoung, Inc Adequate| Good 300 10
International Design Services, Inc /dea/IDS Global, Inc -
Disqualified . Poor. | . Poor . 1] 27
K| Technologles, Inc Adequate|._Good .- 300 10
Ykernedy Engineenng Associate Group x_LC v | T Good | Adequate|” T #35 g
|owe Engineers, LLC “Good | 'Good | 375 1
Mead and Hunt, Inc Marginal | Adequate 378 - 25
|Michael Baker [ntematmnal InG Good Good 378 1
[Moffatt & Nichol ; : "Good . | . Gobod | . a7s =)
[Moreland Altobelli Associates, nc ‘Good | Good -| . %75 1
Neel-Schaffer, Inc Adequate| Good | 300 10
Pond & Company ‘Adequate| Good 300 10
R K Shah & Associates, Inc Adequate| _Good - | 300 10
RS&H, ine Marginal | Marginal 125 28
{southeastern Engineering, Inc | Adequate| JGood [ 300 10
STV Incorporated Good ‘Good 375 1
T Y Lin Intemationsl Marginal | - Good - 205 22
Thompson Engineering, Inc _Marginal.|_ Good .} . . 225 22
Wolverton & Assccrates, InG Adequats | Adequate 25C 18
WSP USA Inc | Adequate| Good aoe 10
Maximus Points sfowed=| 300 ! HC 5o91%
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Eugluating Conupitisn: should assign Ramngs foptions hlld explanation fur ratings nn.on) tz each.Section Cummaﬁt-‘- MR b wrtten i Ehe b as providad and shag |u Riwi iy the ralihig Assgnad

Poor = Does Not have minimum qualilicatior ftability = 0% of the Available Points ]

Marginal = Meets Minimum qualificationsiavallabliiity but ane or more major Iderati are not add d or is lacking in some esgential aspects = Scora 25% of Available Points.

Adequate = Meats minimum qualifi ailabiitty and is generally capable of performing work = 50% of Avallable Points.

Good = Mors. then meets minimum guall\‘lcatlnnaravaunbﬂlt) and in soma =75% of Avalilable Points
Excellent = Fully meets qua!ificsfionsiovoilability am ds it several or =2z = 1002 of Avzilable Points

A, Projacs Mandger, Key Team Leageria) any Frime’s Expenence and Gualficdons - 0%

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, 21 years experience (4 roadway projects presented, 3 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades, 36 similar); Roadway Lead =
BSCE, PE, 21 years experience (3 roadway projects presented, 3 of 3 signal/ADA/ped upgrades, mostly roadway/drainage design engineer
experience); ENV Lead = BA History, MS Urban/Regional Planning, 34 to 36 years experience; Prime (5 roadway projects presented, 5 of 5
signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 4, Rodway Lead on 1, none together.

W

B Project Manager, Key Teem Leaderie] and Prime's Reeources and Workioad Capacity — 20% [Aesianer Rating Good

Comments: PM = 68/160 Committed = 58% Available; Roadway Lead = 10/160 Committed = 94% Available; ENV Lead = 45/160 Committed =
72% Available; Firm + Resources 7 roadway, 4 traffic operations {Atkins) staff, 2 QA. Narrative - basic restatement of org chart.

Al Project Manager, ey Teant Leaderns) and Prime’s Expenencs and Sualllications — 30k i i Adequate

Comments: PM = BSCET, PE, 18 years experience (6 roadway projects presented, 4 of 6 widening projects with sidewzalk and some signals);
Roadway Lead = BSCE, PE, 23 years experience (5 roadway projects presented, 5 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades, 3 as PM); ENV Lead = BS
Zoology, 16 years experience; Prime (4 roadway projects presented, 2 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 1, Rodway Lead on 0, none

together.

B Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Prim="s Resources and Werkload Capecity — 20% 1Assisned Rating H I Good

Comments: PM = 45/160 Committed = 72% Awvailahle; Roadway Lead = 52/160 Committed = 68% Available; ENV Lead = 68/160 Committed =
58%, Available; Firm + Resources 9 roadway, 4 traffic operations staff, 3 QA. Narrative mentions additional compnay resources.

A Projest Manager. Key Team Leader{&} and Prame’s Expensnce and Qualincavons — 30% ' Assigneg Raung - Ade au ate

Comments: PM = BCET, PE, 29 years experience (10 roadway projects presented, 8 sidewalks, 2 widenings); Roadway Lead = BSCE, PE, 13
years experience (5 roadway projects presented, 3 of 5 sidewalk, intersection improvements); ENV Lead = BA History/Philosophy, MA
History, 23 years experience; Prime (5 roadway projects presented, 4 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades, 1 widening), PM on 5, Rodway Lead on 0,

none together.

A Project Manager, Key Tearn Leader{s} and Prime's Resources and Worklozd Capacity — 20% JAssigmd Rating } > I Adeguate

Comments: PM = 100/160 Committed = 38% Available; Roadway Lead = 76/160 Committed = 53% Available; ENV Lead = 28/160 Committed =
83% Available; Firm + Resources 5 roadway, 2 traffic operatlons staff, 1 QA. Narrative - additional staff, QC/QA, key items.




-1 TR . ity

Frogecl Munager, Key Team ar(s) and Prlme’ Expenence and uallﬁcaﬂons - - Asssed Ratins - 2\ = Good

,\

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, 25 years experience 8 roadway projects presented, 6 of 8 signal/ADA/ped upgrades, 2 widenings); Roadway Lead
= BSCE, PE, 12 years experience (6 roadway projects presented, 5 of 6 signal/ADA/ped upgrades, 1 multiple intersections); ENV Lead = BA
English Lit., BS/MS ENV Econ., 10 years experience; Prime {4 roadway projects presented, 2 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades, 2 roundabouts},
PM on 0, Rodway Lead on 6, none together.

8 Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Pnme’s Resources and Warkioad Capacity — 20% 1" igned Rating = > 1 Adequate

Comments: P = 68/160 Committed = 58% Avaiiable; Roadway Lead = 108/160 Committed = 333% Avaliabie; ENV Lead = 72/160 Commlited =
55% Available; Firm + Resources 6 roadway, 6 traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions additional compnay resources.

A Project Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Expenence and Qualificabons — 30%

Assighed Ralig : - » N Od

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE; 29 years experience (5 roadway projects presented, 4 urban widenings, 1 urban bridge, with signal, roundabout);
Roadway Lead = BSCE, MSCE; PE, PTOE, ?? years experience (1 roadway projects presented, 2 corridor studies, 1 urban widening project|
with 1 signais); ENV Lead = BA Cultural Geography, 25 years experience; Prime (4 roadway projects presented, 3 of 4 signal/ADA/ped
upgrades, 1 urban widening}, PM on 4, Rodway Lead on 3, 3 together.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prme’s Resources and Warkiozd Capagity ~ 20% Iﬁssmnvd Ruting —)9 I Good

Comments: PM = 72/160 Committed = 40% Available; Roadway Lead = 60160 Committed = 63% Avallable; ENV Lead = 65/160 Committed =
59% Available; Firm + Resources 4 roadway, 2 traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative - basic restatement of org chart.

sﬁ j anagar‘ Tam ‘Leader(s) and Frime's Experience ang Guallications - 8% Assigneu Ratng N Marginal

Comments: PM = BSCET, PE, 28 years experlence (5 roadway projects presented, 3 roundabouts, 1 intersection improvement, 1 widening);
Roadway Lead = BSCE, PE, PTOE, 25 years experience {3 roadway projects presented, 1 turn lanes, 1 realignment, 1 widening w/ signal and
bike lanes); ENV Lead = BS/MS Biology, PhD Soil Science, 7? years experience; Prime (5 roadway projects presented, 3 roundabouts, 2
intersection improvements}, All by PM's other company and not the Prime's experience.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Primne's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% ]Assisneﬂ Rating H ! Good

Comments: PM = 4/160 Committed = 98% Available; Roadway Lead = 4/160 Committed = 98% Available; ENV Lead = 10/160 Committed = 94%
Available; Firm + Resources 16 roadway, no traffic operations staff listed, 1 QA. Narrative does not mention anything about traffic operations.

Firmi Name: e e .
A Project Manager, Rey Team Loadsi(s) and Frime s expenience and Qualificakions — 0% | 22 | Adequate

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, ?? years experience (5 roadway projects presented, 2 widenings, bypass, new roadway, intersection
improvement); Roadway Lead = BSCET, PE, 18 years experience (4 roadway projects presented, gateway local road, 2 widenings,
intersection improvement); ENV Lead = BS Zoology, 16 years experience; Prime (5 roadway projects presented, 2 widenings, bridge,
interchange, viaduct), PM on 5, Rodway Lead on 5, § together.

B Project Manager Key Yeam Leaderfs) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Cepacity - 20% lmsignnd Rating D ) I Adequate

[

Comments: PM = 90/160 Committed = 44% Available; Roadway Lead = 64/160 Committed = 60% Available; ENV Lead = 68/160 Committed =
58% Available; Firm + Resources 3 roadway, 2 bike ped, no traffic operations staff listed. Narrative mentions addlitional resources, team

organization.




Pnrne'sence analiﬂcationz = %

Ad quae

Rey Tsam Leadar(s) and

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, 20 years experience (6 roadway projects presented, bypass improvement, turn lanes/signal, 2 widenings, bridge,
interchange); Roadway Lead = BSCE, PE, 20 years experience = same person shown as PM on Clark Patterson Lee S0Q (3 roadway projects
presented, 3 of 3 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BES Geology/Marine Science, 24 years experience; Prime (4 roadway projects
presented, intersection improvements, 3 bridges). PM on 5, Rodway Lead on 0, 0 together.

B Project Manager, Key Team Lenders) and Prime's Resources and Wordoad Cepacity - 20% [ wais > | Adequate

Comments: PHi = 78160 Commitied = 51% Availabie; Roadway Lead = 68/160 Committed = 58% Availablc; ENV Load = 18/160 Committed =
89% Available; Firm + Resources 4 roadway, 2 traffic operations staff, 2 QA. Narrative mentions team coordination, availability (75%).

. ?-‘.rbj'gur, Key Team Leader{s) an nme’e Expenence and ulmcaon - — 3 = dequ ate

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, 23 years experience 5 roadway projects presented, 4 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead = BCE, PE,
25 years experience (2 roadway projects presented, 2 signal/ADA/ped upgrades, 1 corridor study); ENV Lead = BS Zoology, 16 years
experience; Prime (4 roadway projects presented, 3 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), completed corridor study for this project. PM on 4,
Rodway Lead on 1, 0 tegether.

[E Project Manager, ey Team Leader(s) and Prime'a Resources and Workioad Capacity - 26% IAssismd Rating » ! Good

Comments: PM = 52/160 Committed = 68% Available; Roadway Lead = 16/160 Committed = 90% Available; ENV Lead = 68/160 Committed =
58% Available; Firm + Resources 10 roadway, 2 traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions additional availability.

P TRt | Adequate

Comments: PM = BCE, PE, 20 years experience (14 roadway projects presented, & of 14 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead = BSCE,
PE, 13 years experience (4 roadway projects presented, 3 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BA English Lit., BS/MS ENV Econ., 10
years experience; Prime (3 roadway projects presented, 2 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades, 1 corridor study). PM on 4, Rodway Lead on 0, 0
together.

[B Project Manager. Key Team Leader(2) and Prime’s Resources and Werkload Capacity ~ 20% ] |Assinned Rating H | Good

Comments: PM = 40/160 Committed = 75% Available; Roadway Lead = 36/160 Committed = 78% Available; ENV Lead = 72/160 Committed =
55% Available; Firm + Resources 4 roadway, 1 traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions additional resources, QA.

A Project Menager, Rey Team Leader{s) and F1ime's Experlente and Qualifications - 30% lhms:nm Rating Good

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, 25 years experience (3 + 2 multiple roadway projects presented, 3 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead =
PM; ENV Lead = BS Geology/Marine Science, 24 years experience; Prime (6 roadway projects presented, 4 of 6 signal/ADA/ped upgrades),
PM/Rodway Lead on 2.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s}! and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity ~ 20% i igned Rating —)9 i Adeauate

Comments: PM/Roadway Lead = 84/160 Committed = 48% Available; ENV Lead = 18/160 Committed = B9% Available; Firm + Resources 5
roadway, 2 traffic operations staff, 2 QA same as Roadway. Narrative - basic restatement of org chart.




Lzsianed Rating

mj Manager. ey Team Leacens) and Prime's rience 2nd Quailficatons — 5¢%

Comments: Text Hard to read. PM = BSCE, MSCE, MBA, PE, 31 years experience (4 roadway projects presented, 1 of 4 signal/ADA/ped
upgrades}; Roadway Lead = BS Construction, BSCE, PE, 20 years experience (4 roadway projects presented, 3 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades);
ENV Lead = BS Zoology, 16 years experience; Prime (5 roadway projects presented, 4 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 5, Rodway Lead

on 5, 5 together.

B Project Manager. Key Team Leader{a} and Prime’s Rasoutces and Workload Capacity — 20% |A-‘si9r'mi Rating » ] Good

Comments: PM = 52/160 Committed = 68% Avaiiable; RKoadway Lead = 74/160 Committed = 54% Available; ENV Lead = 68/160 Committed =
58% Available; Firm + Resources 6 roadway, 4 traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions additional resources and traffic experience.

A Projeci Manager, Rey Team Leaderis} and Prime’s Experience and Quallfications ~~3b%*« S Marginal

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, 27 years experience {5 roadway projects presented, 2 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead = BSCE, PE,
14 years experience (4 roadway projects presented, 2 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), No GDOT or GA experience; ENV Lead = BS Zoology, 16
years experience; Prime (4 roadway projects presented, 2 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades}, PM on 2, Rodway Lead on 0, 0 together.

B Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s} ard Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity ~ 20% IMsngnm Rating = > | Adequate

Comments: PM = 88/160 Committed = 45% Avallable; Roadway Lead = 110/160 Committed = 31% Available; ENV Lead = 68/160 Committed =
58% Available; Firm + Resources & roadway, 3 traffic operatlons staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions close proximity to 0GC.

A Drojesi Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Experignce and Qualimcanons — 30% Jhssigned Raheg Good

Comments: PM = BSME, PE, PTOE, 19 years experience {8 roadway projects presented, 6 of 8 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead =
BSCE, PE, 14 years experience (5 roadway projects presented, 5 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades}; ENV Lead =BS/MS Biology, PhD Seil Science,
40 years experience;j Prime (5 readway projects presented, 5 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 5, Rodway Lead on 1, 1 together.

B Project Manager, Key Taam Leader{e} and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capatity — 20% lAssiqned Ratieg] > 5 J Good

Comments: PM = 60/160 Committed = 63% Avaiiable; Roadway Lead = 40/160 Committed = 75% Avallable; ENV Lead = 44/160 Committed =
73% Available; Firm + Resources 10 roadway, 3 traffic operations staff, 3 QA. Narrative mentlons organizational help from another firm.

A L]
ger, Koy Team L

{8) and Prme’s Expenence and Gualifivalione = |' igned Rating * => | Good

Projet M

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, PTOE, 77 years experience (5 roadway projects presented, 4 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades, including adjacent
corridor project); Roadway Lead = BS Business, BCE, PE, ?? years experience (3 roadway projects presented, 3 of 3 signal/ADA/ped
upgrades}; ENV Lead = BA International Relations, MHP, ?? years experience; Prime (4 roadway projects presented, 4 of 4 signal/ADA/ped
upgrades}, PM on 4; Rodway Lead on 0, 0 together.

B Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s] and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% lm-gm‘f Ruting ﬂ I Good

Comments: PM = 52/160 Committed = 68% Availabie; Roadway Lead = 45/160 Committed = 72% Available; ENV Lead = 42/160 Committed =
74% Available; Firm + Resources 8 roadway, 4 traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions clase proximity to the project and QC.




A Project Manager. Aey Team Lezdar(s) and Pnime's Expenence and Qualifications — 30% I:‘wgmd Rating Good

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, 27 years experience (7 roadway projects presented, 4 of 7 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead = BSCE,
MSCE, PE, 5 years experience (6 roadway projects presented, 4 of & signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BS/MS ES, 7? years experience;
Prime (5 roadway projects presented, 5 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 5, Rodway Lead on 0, 0 together.

B Project Mariager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workdoad Capaclty - 20% |A==iuned Rating —)9 ] Good

i

Comments: PM = 48/160 Commitied = 70% Availabie; Roadway Lead = 48/160 Committed = 70% Available; ENV Lead = 56/160 Committed =
65% Availabie; Firm + Resources 7 roadway, 2 traffic operations staff, 2 QA. Narrative mentions additioenal resources and QC.

— — -

A Foject ar. Kayaam Lelar(s) and Prime’s Experience and Quaﬂcﬁﬂons - IJ%

Comments: PM = BSCET, PE, 27 years experience (10 roadway projects presented, 6 of 10 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead = BSCE,
PE, 16 years experience (5 roadway projects presented, 4 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BS Geology/Marine Science, 24 years
experience; Prime (3 roadway projects presented, 1 of 3 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 5, Rodway Lead on 0, 0 together.

B Projact Manager. Key Teem Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% |Assiuned Rating % I Good

Comments: PM = 95/160 Committed = 41% Available; Roadway Lead = 60/160 Committed = 63% Available; ENV Lead = 18/160 Committed =
9% Available; Firm + Resources 4 roadway, 2 trafflc operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions detalls of staff capabilities and QA.

[ :
A Project Manager, Key Team Leaner(s; and Pnime's Expensncs and Quailiications - 307 ‘Assisned Rating

Adeguate

W

Comments; PM = BSGE, MSCE, PE, PTOE, 25 years experience (9 roadway projects/studies presented, 4 of 9 signal/ADA/ped upgrades);
Roadway Lead = BSCE, PE, 20 years experience (5 roadway projects/studies presented, 5 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BA
English, M NR, Communications, 30 years experience; Prime (4 roadway projects/studies presented, 1 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades}, PM on 4,
Rodway Lead on 1, 1 together.

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity — 0% !Assisned Rating ﬂ I Good

Comments: PM = 76/160 Committed = 53% Available; Readway Lead = 60/160 Committed = 63% Available; ENV Lead = 100/160 Committed =
38% Available; Firm + Resources 7 roadway, 4 traffic operations, 2 bike/ped staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions firms experience/project

approach.

|Flon Name

A Fraject Manag ‘ E Adequate

Comments: PM = BSCE, MSCE, PE, 40 years experience {11 roadway projects presented, 7 of 11 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead =
BCE, PE, 24 years experience (4 roadway projects presented, 2 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BS Zoology, 16 years experience;
Prime {3 roadway projects presented, 2 of 3 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 3, Rodway Lead on 3, 3 together. Mostly widenings.

B Project Wlanager, Key 1sam Leaderis) and Prime's Resources £7d Workload Capgoity — 20% ]"‘“'"“"d Bating > > l Good

Comments: PM = 30/160 Gommitted = 81% Available; Roadway Lead = 32/160 Committed = 80% Available; ENV Lead = 68/160 Committed =
58% Available; Firm + Resources 5 roadway, 4 traffic operations staff. Narrative mentions experience of staff.




)

Experence and Qualifications — 30%

. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme's

Comments: PM = BSCE, No PE, 35 years experience (6 roadway profects presented, 1 of 6 signal/ADA/ped upgrades) mostly rural projects;
Roadway Lead = BSCE, PE, 15 years experience (2 roadway projects presented, 0 of 3 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BS Ecology,
Etology, Evolution, 16 years experience; Prime (4 roadway projects presented, 1 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 4, Rodway Lead on 3, 3
together. Mostly bridges.

B Project Maneger, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% Iassignui Rating > ) I Mar qin al

Comments: PM = 40 to 80/160 Committed = 50 te 75% Available; Roadway Lead = 60 to 140/160 Committed = 13 to 63% Available; ENV Lead =
8860 Committed = 45% Available; Firm + Resources 4 roadway, No traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Neither org chart nor narrative mention
traffic operations.

AP] nnger. e Team Leader(s) and Pnme's pnenr.e a alﬁcuns - . Rat Adequate

Comments: PM = BSCET, PE, 21 years experience (5 roadway projects presented, 2 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead = BSCE,
PE, 77 years experience (5 roadway projects presented, 3 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BS Biology, 23 + 10 years experience;
Prime (5 roadway projects presented, 3 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 4, Rodway Lead on 5, 5 together.

A Projert Manager, Key Team Leadenis) and Prime's Resoutces and Workload Capacity - 20% |Assisned Rating % I Good

Comments: PM = 54/160 Committed = 66% Available; Roadway Lead = 40/160 Committed = 75% Available; ENV Lead = 36/160 Committed =
78% Available; Firm + Resources 7 roadway, 3 traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions additional resources, abillty.

A Project Manager, Key Team Leaderis) and Prinie’s Expaence and Qualifications — 0% ]Assisned Rating g ' Good

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, 26 years experience (10 roadway projects presented, 7 of 10 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead = BCE,
PE, 77 years experience (4 roadway projects presented, 4 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BS Chemistry, 17 years experiencej
Prime {3 roadway projects presented, 3 of 3 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 3, Rodway Lead on 3, 3 together.

T Frojoci WManagat. Key Team Laader(s) and Prmes Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% [etiaved Rating —)_) I Good

Comments: PM = 70/160 Committed = 56% Available; Roadway Lead = 60/160 Committed = §3% Available; ENV Lead = 64/160 Committed =
60% Available; Firm + Resources 6 roadway, 3 traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions team's similar experience.

A Proyecl Managsd, Rey Team Loader(s} and Prime's Expenence and QualiNcations — 3

A Fats = | Marginal

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, 38 years experience (10 roadway projects presented, 6 of 10 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead = BSCE,
PE, 20 years experience (2 roadway projects presented, 1 of 2 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BA English, M NR, Communications, 28
years experience; Prime (4 roadway projects presented, 4 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 4, Rodway Lead on 0, 0 together.

B Project Maniager, Key Team Leadar(s] and Prime’s Resourees and Warkload Capacity ~ 20% ln'wsisned Rating jé I Good

Comments: PM = 34/160 Caommitted = 79% Available; Roadway Lead = 60/160 Committed = 63% Available; ENV Lead = 100/160 Committed =
38% Available; Firm + Resources 4 roadway, 2 traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions additional resources.




A Project Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Expsfience and Quajincarions — 307 I““-am«! Ratng % Margin al

Comments: P = BSCET, PE, 29 years expericince (6 roadway projects presented, 2 of 6 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead = BSCET,
PE, 19 years experience (4 roadway projects presented, 2 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BS Zoology, 16 years experience; Prime
(5 roadway projects presented, 2 of 5 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 5, Rodway Lead on 5, 5 together.

B Project Managar, Key Team Leadar(s) and Prime’s Resources end Warkload Capatity - 20% |nssinnad Ratlig L ) 1 Good

rd

Commentis: Pl = 10/160 Committed = 24% Available; Roadway Lead =40/160 Committed = 75% Available; ENV Lead = 68/160 Committed =
58% Available; Firm + Resources 3 roadway, 2 traffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative list additional resources.

[Eirm fNarnt = £ Y el p o ML -
A Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Fnime' s Expenence and Qualifications - 30%

Assignea Raong » ‘ Adeq Uate

Comments: PM = BSCE, PE, 15 years experience (9 roadway projects presented, 4 of 9 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roaﬁway Lead = BSCET,
EIT, Ne PE, 7?7 years experience (2 roadway projects presented, 2 of 2 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BS Zoology, 16 years
experience; Prime (6 on-call contract projects presented, 6 of 6 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 2, Rodway Lead on 6, 2 together.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Reaources and Workioad Capacity — 20% i&ssiqned Rating

b4

> | Adequate |

Comments; PM = 46/160 Commltted = 71% Available; Roadway Lead = 42/160 Committed = 74% Available; ENV Lead = 68/160 Committed =
58% Available; Firm + Resources 1 roadwayitraffic operations staff, 1 QA. Narrative mentions current relationship to Chatham County.

A Project Manager, Rey Team Leaderis) aid Prims s Expenence and Qualifications — 30%

Adeguate

Comments: PM = BSCE, MSCE, PE, PTOE, B years experience (6 on-call projects presented, & of 6 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); Roadway Lead =
BSCE, PE, 11 years experience (X roadway projects presented, 4 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades); ENV Lead = BA Geography, MCRP, ?? years
experience; Prime (4 roadway projects presented, 4 of 4 signal/ADA/ped upgrades), PM on 4, Rodway Lead on 0, 0 together.

B Projoct Manager, Key Team Loader{s) and Prime s Resources and Workload Gapachty — 20% Rseianed Rafiog = = I Good

Comments: PM = 44/160 Committed = 73% Available; Roadway Lead = 32/160 Committed = 80% Available; ENV Lead = 50/160 Committed =
69% Available; Firm + Resources 9 roadway, 3 traffic operations, 1 ped staff, 1 QA. Narrative highlights experience of octher resaurces.




GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF TOP SUBMITTALS FOR PHASE|

Solicitation Title: Contract 6. PI#0015151

Batch #1 - 2018 Engineering Design Serv:ces,! 1

Moffatt & Nichol

Michaet Baker Internaticnal ine Good | Adequate 325
STV Incotporated Good | Adequate 325
American Engineers, inc Good | Adequate 325
Lows Engineers, LLC Adequate| Good 300
Morelanc Allopelh Associates, Inc Good | Adequate 325
KCI Technologies, Inc Adequate| Good 300
|Heath & Lineback Engineers, inc Good | Adequale 325

IBarge Design Sclutions, inc Adequate | Adequate 250

Hussey, Gay. Bell & DeYnung, Inc Adeguate| Adequate 250

Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyer and Architects, P G | Adequate| Adequate 250

Kernedy Engingenng Asscciate Group LLG Adequate | Adequate 250

© o [ o o b |~ eI N N

Holt Consulting Company, LLC

Adequate | Adequate 250

Solicitation #: RFQ-484-052819 2 Michael Baker International Inc.
PHASE I - Individual Committee Member Scoring and Overall Ranking based on Published | o
Criteria FOR TOP FIFTEEN SUBITTALS STV Incorporated
= —_
= 2 2 American Engi 1
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Motiat: & Nichol 375 1 9 Holt Consulting Company, LLG
Michael Baker Irnternational ine. 325 2 9 Wolverton & Associates, Inc
STV Incorporated 325 2 8 CROY Engineering, LLC
American Engiweers. Inz. 325 2
Lowe Engineers, LLC 300 7
Morefand Altobeili Assoclates, inc. 325 2
KCI Technologies, Inc. 300 7
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc. 325 2
Barge Design Solutions, Inc. 250 9
Hussey, Sav, Bell & DeYoung, inc. 250 &
Clark Patierson Srgineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. 250 3
‘Kennedy Engineering Associate Group LLC 250 8
Holt Consulting Company, LLC ) 250 ]
Wolverton & Associates, Inc. 1 250 ]
CROY Engineering, LLC 250 9
oS
& &
P <
I
Evaluation Criteria ‘§S’ &
T/ /&
S
& &
& "
& &
& Q-é 3
Phass Onp
Scores and Group
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‘Moffatt & Nichol Good Good 375 1




RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Flrm !Moﬁaﬂ & Nichol # of Evaluators

Experience and Quaiificatrons Assigned Rating Good

Moffatt & Nichol's PM is a P.E. and P.T.O.E. (Professional Traffic Operations Engineer) and listed 4 projects that contained signals
and pedestrian upgrades, including the adjacent corridor project to Contract 6. Key team leaders: Roadway lead presented 3
projects that contained signals and pedestrian upgrades. NEPA lead developed public involvement plans, and Is currently involved
in a regional on-call project for environmental services, where it's required to coordinate the work orders amongst a large sub-
consultant team. Prime presented 4 projects that contained signal and pedestrian upgrades, and the PM was listed on all 4.

Resources and Workload Capacity [Assigned Rating | Good

Moffatt's Organizational Chart showed an overlap with the firms. There was an overlap in the area clagses, which means more than

1 resource Is avallable to complete the work if necessary. Organizationai Chart contained 8 roadway, 4 traffic operations and 1 Q/A
staff. The PM and all the key team leads have sufficient ability to complete the work. The Narrative mentioned that the firm is in close
proximity to Contract & {they have familiarity with the coastal plain of Georgia). The Evaluation Team felt that more information
could've been provided for the committed hours for the rescurce teams.

RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm |Michael Baker International Inc. # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Asgsigned Rating Good

Michael Baker's PM Is a P.E. and P.T.0.E. , and has 19 years of experience. PM also has a traffic background, which is relevant to
this project, and listed 6 projects for pedestrian upgrades. Roadway lead had 14 years of experience, and 5 projects that contained
signals for pedestrian upgrades. NEPA lead has over 40 years of experience, technical oversight for environmental investigations,
and NEPA documentation and coordination. NEPA also has experience in 404 permitiing, SBV (Stream Buffer Variance), and agency
coordination. Prime presented 5 projects that included signals or pedestrian upgrades, and the PM was listed on all 5.

Resources and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Adequate

Michael Baker's Organizational Chart listed 10 roadway, 3 traffic operations and 3 Q/A staff. For the NEPA team, there seemed to be
an overlap with the listed firms. There was an overlap in the area classes, which means more than 1 resource is available to
complete the work if necessary. The Narrative mentloned organizational help from another firm. The firm has sufficient availability to
complete the work. The evaluation team felt that more information could've been provided for the committed hours for the resource
teams.

RFGQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm |[STV Incorporated # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Good

STV's PM has a P.E. and 26 years of experience and presented 7 projects that contained signal or pedestrian upgrades. Roadway
lead listed 4 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades. NEPA lead has 17 years of experience that included public
involvement, conducting cultural resources surveys and ecology reports, permits and SBV applications. Also, the NEPA lead has
documentation experience. Prime listed 3 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades; the PM and Roadway lead were
listed on all 3.

Resources andg Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Adequate

STV's Organizational Chart listed 6 roadway, 3 traffic operations and 1 QA staff. There was an overlap in the area classes, which
means more than 1 resource is available to complete the work if necessary. The firm has sufficient availability to complete the work.
The evaluation team felt that more information could've been provided for the committed hours for the resource teams.




RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm |American Engineers, Inc. # of Evaluators

Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Good

American Engineer's PM has a P.E. with 21 years of experience, and presented 3 projects that contained signals or pedestrian
upgrades. Alsc, the PM was involved with 36 projects similar in scops to this project. Roadway lead has 21 years of experience, and
presented 3 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades. However, most of that experience was roadway and drainage
design engineering experience {not the lead). NEPA lead Identified as serving as the environmental lead for design services, ITS and
Signal projects contract, which required coordinating sub-consultants in the completion of work orders under the contract. Prime
listed 5 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades; the PM was listed on 4 and the Roadway lead was listed on the
other.

Resources and Workload Capacity ]Assined Rating [ Adequate

American Engineer's Organizational Chart listed 7 roadway, 4 traffic operations and 2 QJA staff. For the NEPA team and traffic
operations, they're using 2 different firms. The aenvironmental resource firm seems to be well-staffed. The evaluation team folt that
more information could‘ve been provided for the committed hours for the resource teams. The firm has sufficient availability to
complete the work.

RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm |Lowe Engineers, LLC # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Adequate

Lowe's PM has a P.E. {as well as an MSCE and MBA}, and 31 years of experience; also presented 1 project that contained signals or
pedestrian upgrades. Roadway lead has 20 years of experience and presented 3 projects that contained signals or pedestrian
upgrades. Also, the Roadway lead served as the lead for all the projects pressnted. NEPA lead conducted envircnmental analysis
and document preparation, conducted public outreach and was involved in the preparation of ecology 404 permits and SBV. Prime
listed 4 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades; the PM and Roadway lead were listed on all 4.

Resources and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Good

Lowe's Organizational Chart listed 6 roadway, 4 traffic operations and 1 Q/A staff. For the NEPA team, each SME is doubled and the
public involvement resources have 4 individuals listed, which shows adequate coverage for each environmental resource area. The
Narrative mentions traffic experience in detail. The firm has sufficient availability to complete the work.

RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Eirm |Moreland Altobselli Associates, Inc. # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Good

Moreland's PM is a P.E. with 27 years experience, and listed 4 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades. Roadway lead
has an MSCE, 5 years experience, and most of that experience seems to be design experience (not as a lead); also, the Roadway
lead listed 4 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades. NEPA lead presented 9 projects, but only served as the lead for
2 of those projects. For the remaining projects, the NEPA lsad served as the Ecology lead. The NEPA lead seems to have more
experience in ecology documentation, somse experience In public involvement activities and NEPA documentation. Prime listed 5
projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades; the PM was listed on all 5.

Resources and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Adequate

Moreland's Organizational Chart listed 7 roadway, 2 traffic operations and 2 VA staff. Eor the NEPA team, the resources seemed
sufficient for the project. There are 2 environmental resources listed for History, Ecology and public involvement. The firm has
sufficient availability to complete the work.




RFQ_|RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm KCl Technologies, Inc. # of Evaluators

Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Adequate

KCI's PM has a P.E., 20 years experience, and 6 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades. The Evaluation Team fait the
PM's role seems to be unclear for the majority of the safety or pedestrian projects listed. Roadway lead has 13 years of experience
and listed 3 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades. NEPA lead has experlence with innovative public involvement
strategies, working on an EIS (environmental impact statement) level of documentation; NEPA lead was an author of a reader-
friendly draft of environmental assessment. Also, the NEPA lead has Section 4F experience. Prime listed 2 signal or pedestrian
upgrades, and 1 corridor study; the PM was listed on all 3.

Resources and Workload Capacity Assigned Raiing Good

KCI's Organizational Chart listed 4 roadway, 1 traffic operations and 1 Q/A staff. KCI excoeads more than sufficient availability to
complete the work, and they have additional resources listed in the Narrative. Their area classes were represeonted amongst different
firms, which shows they have additional coverage in those areas if necessary.

RFG [RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm |Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc. # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Good

Heath & Lineback’s PM has a P.E., and listed 5 roadway projects which included 2 widenings, a bypass, a new roadway and
intersoction improvements. Roadway lead has 18 years experience, and listed 4 roadway projects which included a gateway local
jroad, 2 widenings, and intersection improvements. NEPA lead has served as the NEPA planner for environmental analysis and
document preparation, specifically environmental assessment level of documentation. The NEPA lead has experience conducting
robust public outreach, preparing ecology permits, and coordinating with resource agencles. In addition, the NEPA lead has Section
4F documentation experience. Prime listed 5 roadway projects which included 2 widenings, 1 bridge, 1 interchange and a viaduct;
the PM and Roadway lead were listed on all 5.

Resources and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Adequate

Heath & Lineback's Organizational Chart listed 3 roadway, 2 bike/pedestrian and 1 traffic operations staff. For the NEPA team, 2
SMESs aroe listed for each resource area; however, only 1 environmental firm Is listed with all the area classes. The firm has sufficient
availability fo complete the work.

RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm |Barge Deslgn Solutions, Inc. # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Adequate

Barge Design's PM has a P.E., 18 years of experience and 4 projects were listed with some sidewalks and some signals. Roadway
lead has 23 years experience, and listed 5 projects that contained signal or pedestrian upgrades (3 as a PM). NEPA lead has served
as the NEPA planner for environmental analysis and document preparation, specifically environmental assessment level of
documentation. The NEPA lead has experience conducting robust public outreach, preparing ecology permits, and coordinating
with resource agencies. In addition, the NEPA lead has Section 4F documentation experience. Prime listed 2 projects that contained
signal or pedestrian upgrades; the PM was listed on 1 project.

Resources and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Adequate

Barge Design’s Organizational Chart listed O roadway, 4 traffic operations and 3 Q/A staff. For the NEPA team, 2 SMEs are listed for
each resource area; howevaer, only 1 environmental firm Is listed with all the area classes. The firm has sufficient availability to
complete the work.




RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FCR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm |Hussey, Gay, Bell & DeYoung, Inc. # of Evaluators

Experience and Qualifications Asslgned Rating Adequate

Hussey, Gay, Bell & DeYoung's PM has a P.E., 23 years of experience and listed 4 projects that contained signals or pedestrian
upgrades. Roadway lead has 25 years experience and listed 2 signal or padestrian upgrades and 1 corridor study. NEPA lead has
experience operating as a project manager conducting environmental analysis, preparing environmental documentation, specifically
CE (Categorical Exclusion) level of documentation, and coordinating with the project team. Prime has 3 projects that contained
signals or pedestrian upgrades; the PM was listed on all 3 projects, and the PM completed a corridor study for Contract 6.

Resources and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Adequate

Hussey, Gay, Bell & DeYoung's Organizational Chart listed 10 roadway, 2 traffic operations and 1 Q/A staff. For the NEPA team, 2
SMEs are listed for each resource area; however, only 1 environmental firm is listed with all the area classes. The firm has sufficient
availability to complete the work.

RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firm |[Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Archi| # of Evaluators

iExparienoe and Qualifications Assigned Rating Adequate

Clark Patterson’s PM has a P.E., 25 years of experience and listed 6 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades.
Roadway lead has 12 years experience and listed 5 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades with 1 of those being
multiple intersections. NEPA lead has experience with innovative public involvement strategies, working on an EIS (environmental
impact statement)} level of documentation; NEPA lead was an author of a reader-friendly draft of environmental assessment. Also,
the NEPA lead has Section 4F experience. Prime listed 2 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades with the Roadway

Resources and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Adequate

Clark Patterson’s Organizational Chart listed 6 roadway, 6 traffic operations and 1 Q/A staff. For the NEPA team, they listed multiple
NEPA ecology, alr and noise and public involvement analysts. The area classes are duplicatad amongst multiple firms. The firm has
sufficient availability to complete the work.

RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm__ |Kennedy Engineering Associate Group LLC # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Adequate

Kennedy Engineering listed the same person for the PM and Roadway Lead. The PM/Roadway lead has a P.E. , 25 years experience
and 3 projects that contained signais or pedestrian upgrades plus 2 multiple roadway projects. NEPA lead has experience leading
environmental analysis, public involvement, NEPA documentation - specific experience includes authoring and environmental
assessment leve] of documentation with Section 4F. Prime listed 4 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades; the
PM/Roadway lead are listed on 2.

Resources and Workload Capacity [Assigned Rating |

Adeguate
Kennedy Engineering's organizational chart listed 5 roadway, 2 traffic operations and 2 Q/A staff but they're listed twice on the chart.
The environmental resources are sufficient, 3 SMEs are listed for Ecology. There was an overlap in the area classes, which means
more than 1 resource is available to complete the work if necessary. The firm has sufficient availability to complete the work.




RFQ RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm__|Holt Consulting Company, LLC # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Adequate

Holt Consulting Company's PM has a P.E., 20 years experience and listed & roadway projects, in¢luding a bypass, turn lanes/signals,
2 widenings, a bridge and an Interchange. Roadway lead is the Principal of Clark Patterson, 20 plus years experience, and listed 3
projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades. NEPA lead has experience ieading environmental analysis, public
involvement, NEPA documentation - specific experlence includes authoring and environmental assessment level of documentation
with Section 4F. Prime listed 1 intersection improvement project; the PM and NEPA lead were listed on that project.

[Resources and Workload Capacity TAssigned Rating | _ Adequate
Holi Consuiting Company’s organizational chart iisted 4 roadway, Z traffic operations and 2 QA staff. The Narrative mentions team

coordination and an availability of 75%. For the NEPA team, the resources seem sufficient with a minimum of overlap. The firm has
sufficient availability to complete the work.

RFQ  |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm [Wolverton & Associates, Inc. # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Adequate

Wolverton's PM has a P.E., 15 years experience and presented 4 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades. The PM has
extensive knowledge for the City of S8avannah in Chatham County specifically the Abercorn Street Corridor. Roadway lead is an EIT
not a P.E., and listed 2 projects that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades and has previous experience with the Abercorn Strest
Corridor. NEPA lead has project management and senlor NEPA experience, environmental analysis, NEPA documentation, agency
coordination, and public involvement. Prime has 6 on-call projects presented, ali signals or pedestrian upgrades; the PM is listed on
2, and the Roadway lead is listed on 6.

'Resources and Werkload Capacity [Assiqned Rating | Adequate

Wolverton's organizational chart listed 1 roadway/traffic operations fead, 40 additional support staff and 1 Q/A staff. For the NEPA
team, the firm listed 12 additional support staff. However, the area class summary only listed 1 firm (not much overlap). The firm has
sufficient availability to complete the work.

RFQ |RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm |[CROY Enginsgering, LLC # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Adequate

CROY Engineering's PM has a P.E., 29 years experience and presented 5 roadway projects; 4 of which are urban widenings and 1
urban bridge, with 1 signal and a roundabout on either end of the bridge. Roadway lead has a P.E., PTOE and AICP, and presented 1
roadway project, 2 corridor studies, and an urban widening project with 1 signal. NEPA lead has experience leading environmental
analysis, facilitating public meetings, preparing environmental documentation including Section 4F analysis. Prime listad 3 projects
that contained signals or pedestrian upgrades, and 1 urban widening; the PM was listed on 4, and the Roadway lead was listed on 3.

Resources and Workload Capacity [Assigned Rating | Adequate

Croy's Organizational Chart listed 4 roadway, 2 traffic operations and 1 Q/A staff. The NEPA team has sufficient resources (not much
overlap). The firm has sufficient availability to complete the work.




SELECTION OF FINALISTS

RFQ-484-052819
Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design services

The Georgia Department of Transportation is pleased to announce the selection
of the following firms as finalists regarding the above RFQ:

Contract #1: PI# 0014941, Glynn County
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.

Holt Consulting Company, LL.C

Lowe Engineers, LLC

Michael Baker International, Inec.
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
TranSystems Corporation

Contract #2: PI# 0016126 and 0016127, Butts County
American Consulting Professionals, LL.C

KCI Technologies, Inc.

Lowe Engineers, LLC

Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

Contract #3: PI# 0016128, McDuffie and Wilkes Counties
Barge Design Solutions, Inc.

Lowe Engineers, LLC

Moffatt & Nichol

Mott MacDonald, LLC

R.K. Shah & Associates

Contract #4: PI#s 0016129 and 0016130, Jones and Monroe Counties
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, PC

Lowe Engineers, LLC

Michael Baker International, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

STV Incorporated d/b/a STV Ralph Whitchead Associates




Contract #5: PI# 0013120, Monroe County
American Consulting Professionals, LLC
Mead and Hunt, Inc.

Michael Baker International, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

Pond & Company

Vanassee Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

Contract #6: PI# 0015151, Chatham County

American Engineers, Inc.

Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.

Michael Baker International Inc.

Moffatt & Nichol

Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc.

STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates

Contract #7: PI# 0015667, Baldwin County
American Consulting Professionals, LLC
Development Planning & Engineering, Inc.
Mott MacDonald, LL.C

Pond & Company

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

WSP USA, Inc.

Contract #8: PI# 00815688, Butts County
CHA Consulting, Inc.

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

Mott MacDonald, LLC

Pond & Company

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

Contract #9: PI# 0015690, Muscogee County

Barge Design Solutions, Inc.

CHA Consulting, Inc.

Clark Paterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, PC
TranSystems Corporation

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.




Russell R. McMurry, P.E., Commissioner

One Georgia Center
o 600 West Peachiree Street, NW
- Atlanta, GA 30308
i (404) 631-1000 Main Office

Georglo Department of Transportation

September 3, 2019

NOTICE TO SELECTED FINALISTS - REVISED

To: American Engineers, Inc. ; Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc. ; Michael Baker International
Inc. ; Moffatt & Nichol ; Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc. ; and STV Incorporated dba
STV Ralph Whitehead Associates

Please send an e-mail confirming receipt of this notice to Amber Shakir-Greer (ashakir@dot.ga.gov).

Re: RFQ-484-052819, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services, Contract #6,
Pl# 0015151, Chatham County

On behalf of the Selection Committee for the Request for Qualifications (RFQ) referenced above, we congratulate
you and your firm on being selected as a finalist for further consideration. This notice shall serve as an official request
for additional required information and action from finalists. Please refer to the original solicitation (RFQ-484-052819),
page 9, VIl Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance Response - Phase Il Response,
A&B and pages 10-12, IX. Instructions for Submittal for Phase Il — Technical Approach and Past Performance
Response, A-D for instructions to submit your package. As a finalist, your firm is required to comply with the written
instructions and remaining schedule below:

A. Technical Approach - 40%

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

Furnish information that may serve to differentiate your firm from other firms and evidence of the firm's fit to the
project and/or needs of GDOT, including:

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

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

B. Past Performance - 10%

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

Remaining Schedule

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

finalist firms 09/03/2019 ——

i

e. Deadline for submission of written questions from finalists 09/20/2019] 2:00 PM

f. Phase || Response of Finalist firms due I 10/01/2019)  2:00 PM




Notice to Selected Finalists
RFQ-484-052819, Batch #1 — 2019 Engineering Design Services, Contract #6 P # 0015151, Chatham County
Page 2 of 2

C.

Finalist Selecti

Finat selection will be determined by carrying the scores from Phase | forward for each Finalist and by evaluating the
Technical Approach and Past Performance criteria for Phase Il. For each evaluator, the points assigned to each
criterion will be totaled and a rank will be determined. The rankings of all evaluators will be totaled for each finalist in
order to determine the sum of the individual rankings. The finalists will be ranked in descending order of
recommendation using the sum of individual rankings from the Selection Commitiee 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, inciuding
the fees to be paid. In the event a satisfactory agreement cannot be reached with the highest-ranking firm, GDOT will
formally terminate the negotiations in writing and possibly enter into negotiations with the second highest-ranking firm,
and so on in turn until a mutual agreement is established and GDOT awards a contract. The final form of the confract
shall be developed by GDOT.

Please address any questions you may have to Amber Shakir-Greer, and congratulations, again, to aach of you!

Amber Shakir-Greer

ashakir@dot.ga.gov
404-631-1329



SUBMISSION & PRESCREENING CHECKLIST

SOLICITATION #: RFQ-484-052819
T —— Batch #1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services,
Contract 6, PI#0015151
SOLICITATION DUE DATE: October 1, 2019
SOLICITATION TIME DUE: 2:00pm
2 |s
g |5
£ |®
L
c8|aa
 |EE|RE
No. Consultants Date Time |65|=0
1 Moffatt & Nichol 10/1/2019| 1:09PM | X | X
2 Michael Baker International Inc. 10/1/2019) 10:35AM | X X
3 STV Incorporated 10//2019] 10:27AM | X [ X
4 American Engineers, Inc. 9/27/2018| 8:31 AM X | X
5 Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc. 10/1/2018| 9:06 AM X b'e
6 Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc. 10/1/2019| 10:39AM | X | X




S0Q AREA CLASS CHECKLIST

Solicltation #: RFG-484-052818

Solicitation Title: Batch #1 - 201% Engineering Design Services, Contract 6,
PHE{0015151

Primes and Subconsultants

1.06(a)
1.06(b)
1.06(c)
1.06(d)
1.06{0)
1.06(f)
1.06(g)
.07
10
A2
A3
345

k.os
.03

Cettificate Expires

x[6.01(a)
><I6.D1(h)

» =3.07

(¢ >-<|5.01
5[ >=|s.02
| xlﬁm
e Is.oa
EFY xb.m

1 |Amesican Engineers, Inc. 1 X XX X 10/31/2022
| JAtkins North America, Inc = e X|IX|X|X|X| X X, X Xl X 5/10/2020
Edwards-Pitman Enviranmental, inc. X|IX|X|X|X|X|X|X X 41112020
Settimic Consulting Servicss Inc. o I U 2/28/2022
Long Engineering, Inc.12/8/2030: B 12114/2020

MC Rouared Inc 1152020

7 |Heath & L.i Engineers,Inc. X | X H10/2020
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X X[X|X X X 41112020
Wolverton & Assoclates X X XX X . 2/9/2020
Settimic Censuling Services Inc. _ 2/28/2022
United Consulting, LLC X | X 7/13/2020
Adlanta Cangulileo-Eraingers, Ing FEFrra]

14 |Menasl Baker imemavenal Ing. X X 11/9/2020
Atlanta Consulting Engineers, Inc. 1 o ¢ ir ._ N..q Mlﬁ
[___|Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X X1 X X X 41172020
Long Engineering, Inc. X[ X X1 X X X _ 12142020
Moffatt & Nichol o X X)X . X 173172022
Piatinum Geomatics, LLGC X | X 4/30/2022
Unitad Consulting LLEC e

16 | Moffam & Nicnoi S i X x| X A _W352022
‘Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. X X[ X X 4/30/2021
Ecological Solufions, Inc. X L) 21282022
Leng Engineering, Inc. X| x X _12/14/2020
Michael Baker international, Inc. X X[ X X 11/9/2020
Nova Engineering & Environmental, LLC . o 314/2022
Settimio Consulting Services Inc. Dinamnon

i¥ |Morslana Altobsiii Asscciates, Inc. X A X X Hopirl
CCR Envircnmental, Inc. i 3 X | = n@..h_ﬁlom

_ |Hussey Gay Bell & DeYoung X X 12021
Leng Engineering, Inc. X X 12/14/2020
Settimio Consulting Services Inc. ri2aj00e
WiSkias, LLC = " afy/2020

23 |57V incorporated HIL2022
Gardno, Inc. 3/8/2021
CCR Environmantal, Ine. 6/7/2020
Platinum Geomatics, LLG X 4/30/2022
New South Associates, Inc. e 61712020
Nova Engineering & Environmantal, LLG 311472022
Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. N 4/30/2021

il-Bkies, LLC

2TID0eN



GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Salicitation Title!

Batch #1 - 2018 Engineering Design Services, Contract

-

Rankl_ngl

8, PHIOO15161 Moffatt & Nichal
Solicitation # RFQ-484-052819 2 STV Incorporated
PHASE | AND PHASE [l 4ndividual Gommittes Member Scoring and Overal Ranking based on Published Criteria 3 A y Engineers, inc.
4
3 [rs ] 3 : Michael Baker [nternational Inc
jﬁ F{ h].{].@_! [=] - =
1 L‘D@@ e @ I" (‘5 B @ 3 S e L 4 Heath & Lineback Engingers, Inc.
l (RANKING} 8 Moreland Altobeili Associates, Inc
Sum of
Total Group
SUBMITTING FIRMS Score

Moffatt & Nichol 750 1
Michael Baker international inc. i 575 4
STV Incerporated 725 F
American Enginears, Inc, =t 875 3
Mareland Altobelli Assoclates, Inc. = 580 ]
Heath & Lineback Englinsers, Inc. 675 4
Evaluation Criteria \ ij
&
PHASE | PHASE I
Group Scores and
Maximim Poirts aliowed = 300 200 400 100 ~ Ranking
SUBMITTING FIRMS hJ ¥ Y L Totz) Score | Ranking
Moifatt & Nichuf Goed Good Good Good 750 1
Michael Baker intemauonal Inc Good | Adequate| Adequate| Adequate] 575 4
STV Incorporated Good | Adequate] Good | Excellent 725 2!
American Engineers, Inc Good | Adequate| Good [Adeguate 875 3
Morsland Ajivbeil Associates, inc Good | Adequate| Adequate| Marginal 550 [
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc Good | Adequate | Adequate| Adequate 575 4
Maximum Poimnis aliowsd =| 300 200 400 100 10001 %




RFQ RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm Moffatt & Nichol :

Tachnical Approach Assigned Rating Good
Moffatt & Nichol have local knowledge of the area. They worked with other projects along
the corridor. One of the 2 firms identified the bus routes and transit agency. Moffatt walked
the project corridor and photographed each intersection. As it pertains to RSA (Roadside
Safety Audit), they mentioned that the project would be divided into components based
upon.6 design specializations. Also, the firm recognizes that construction staging, retro-
fitting existing developments and scope creep are challenges. They identified an elevated
need for public involvement due to religious stakeholders within the project area.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating |  Good
Two of the Evaluators worked with Moffatt - the PM and environmental lead are responsive
and aware of the project status and needs. One of the reference checks is from Chatham
County, which is where the project is located, and provided a rating which stated that the
"firm exceeded expectations”. CMIS Vendor Evaluation scores for 2018: 60, Two 100s, Two
83s and 77, which is an average score of 83.83. Based on this average score, the
Evaluation Team agreed on a rating of "Good".

RFQ RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm Michae! Baker International Inc. g —_— ' :
Technical Approach Assigned Rating Adequate

Michael Baker is using Moffatt & Nichol as their sub-consultant - different design squads
would be used for different segments. They stated that they would solve problems at the
intersection level and corridor level. Michael Baker noted public involvement as a primary
concern, and recognized the need to avoid impacts due to the lack of a program ROW
phase. They also stated in order to implement some of the solutions, ROW would be
necessary with local funds. They anticipate a PCE (Programmatic Categorical Exclusion);
however, access changes can kick the Department out of the PCE agreement - which
means they may not be scoping correctly. They provided an accelerated PDP schedule.
Michael Baker's entertaining the use of virtual PIOH , in addition to a physical PIOH, which

is in line with the Department’s objective for public engagement.
Past Performance |Assigned Rating | Adeguate

One of the Evaluators has experience with Michael Baker, specifically, Pl# 0014167. The
NEPA representative from Michael Baker wasn't very responsive when asked to fill out the
A3M (Avoidance Minimization Measures Meeting) schedule letter. One of the reference
checks was from the Savannah Airport Commission, and provided information that "the
firm met expectations”. However, the overall project success was below expectations.
CMIS Vendor Evaluation scores from 2018 -"77, 83, 88, 88, 95 and 100", which is an average
score of 88.5. Based on this average score, the Evaluation Team agreed on a rating of




RFQ RFQ-484-052819
Firm STV Incorporated
Technical Approach

PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

= Assigned Rating ' Good
STV's initial analysis of the corridor gave the driver's perspective and pedestrian's
viewpoint. They talked about the transit stops. They mentioned that the project should be
in existing ROW, and noted public involvement. STV provided the main challenges of the
project, which are mid-block crossings, pedesirian accidents, and traffic accidents; they
also provided general solutions for each of those. They gave 3 specific exam ples of safety
challenges with photos, which are transit riders, bus stops without shelters, mid-block
crossings by pedestrians, and no accessible wheelchair ramps. However, they didn't have
a specific design approach and didn’t give any QC/QA approach. They talked about LiDAR
and how it would minimize field crew exposure to traffic, and increase safety while
collecting data. They mentioned the Hunter Army Air Field, and how 1 of their sub-

consultants is familiar with required coordination.
Past Performance e b [Assigned Rating |  Excellent

One of the Evaluators has experience with STV. The CMIS Vendor Evaluation scores for
2018 with the Pl#s 0014134 (which is 1 of the Evaluators’ project), #0014901, #0013992,
#0014073, #0014902, #321960 - all rated the firm "100". Based on this score, the Evaluation

Team agreed on a rating of "Excellent".

RFQ RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm American Engineers, Inc. \
Technical Approach

Assigned Rating Good
American Engineers propose to use the pedestrian safety matrix (which is a list of each
problem area with a ranking of "extreme, high, medium or low" with cost): this means that
they recognize how to prioritize project improvements. The firm assumes only 10 of 50
intersections to be approved for pedestrian safety with traffic and crash studies performed
by their sub-consultants. American Engineers took the iniative to perform an in-house RSA
along the corridor to provide an independent analysis. As far as public involvement, they
identified stakeholders for targeted outreach. They also outlined a 4 step process for
approach - excellent communication/customer service, progress meetings, maintain
schedules and project management software. The firm describes a sufficient QC/QA
Past Performance

|Assigned Rating | Adeguate
None of the Evaluators had experience with American Engineers. The CMIS Vendor

Evaluation scores for 2018 - "'60, 60, five 82s, and 100" which is an average of 78.75. Based
on this average score, the Evaluation Team agreed on a rating of "Adequate".




RFQ RFQ-484-052819
Firm Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc.
Technical Approach

PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS __

_ _ Assigned Rating Adequate |
Moreland Altobelli's design approach is to review the proposed improvements, and make

additional recommendations as needed. They said each location would be evaluated. The
firm does have an office in Chatham County, which is where the project is located. They

recognize that the procurement process wiil require an advanced start to prevent delays.
However, Moreland doesn't have a PIOH plan, and doesn't anticipate public involvement ,
despite the stakeholders in the area and transit riders. They have individuals in mind for
utility coordination as needed.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating | Marginal

One of the Evaluators has experience with Moreland - the environmental lead is new to the
firm and has a heavy background in Ecology, which means he's still learning NEPA and is
on par with a GDOT NEPA associate level. This means he will probably require more
assistance from GDOT. CMIS Vendor Evaluation scores for 2018 - "37, 60, 60, 77, 77" which
means the average score is 62.2. Based on this average score, the Evaluation Team agreed
on a rating of "Marginal".

RFQ RFQ-484-052819 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc. ' -
Technical Approach

_ Assigned Rating 'Adequate
Heath & Lineback’s design approach is to treat each intersection as a stand-alone. Using

the RSA, the firm will identify and validate the problems to determine the full list of needs,
and will involve the stakeholders to determine solutions using the corridor-wide
evaluation. Heath & Lineback plan on developing a public involvement plan, which will
potentially target stakeholders in advance of a formal public meeting. They recognize that
there's no ROW phase plan. Also, they did present an idea from another project to use an
ADA (American Disabilities Act) scissors ramp to avoid required ROW. The firm described
an 11 point scope delivery process, and talked about a quality management plan which

included 8 procedures.
T e [ Fdeauate

One of the Evaluator's has experience with Heath & Lineback - the environmental lead is

responsive and aware of the project status and needs. The projects that 1 of the Evaluators

has direct communication on, it always appears that the environmental lead is

knowledgeable about the statutory requirements. CMIS Vendor Evaluation scores for 2018 -

"Four 60s, 82, Three 77s, and 95" which is an average of 72. Based on this average score,
the Evaluation Team agreed on a rating of "Adequate".




Reference Check Summary for
<RFQ 484-052819 Contract #6>
Batch#1 - 2019 Engineering Design Services

ichael Baker
offatt & Nichol
ssoclates

Questions answered oft & 1, 3, 5 scale,
1 = Balow Exp 3 = Mot E; jons, 5. d Exp
1. Rata the Airm's quality of | p in progren/project management far yaur project.
Refarance 1
Reference 2
Referance 3
Refarance 4
Reference §
Reference &
Reference 7

Heath & Lineback {no

“American Engineers
repsonsas)

Moreland Altobelli
TV Incorparated

it | fun

Section Average 5.00 2.00 5.00) 5.00 5.00

2, Rata the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project,
Reference 1
Reference 2
Reference 3
Reference 4
Reference 5§
Reference 6
Reference 7

i |w [
[T

Section Average 4 50 2nn 5.00 5.00| 5.00

3. Rate the fimn's ability to meet the astablished project gaals.
Refarance 1
Refarence 2
Reference 3
Reference 4
Referance §
Reference &
Reference 7

w lw | fun
wn

Section Average 450 2,00 5.00 5.00| 5.00

4, Rate the firm's technical in program/proj
Reference 1
Reference 2
Reference 3
Reference 4
Reference 5
Referance 8
Refarence ¥

i fen fen fon

Sectlon Average 5.00 3.00 5.00 5,00 5.00

5. Rate the overall success of the profect thus far.
Reference 1
Raference 2
Reference 3
Reference 4
Reference 5
Reference 6
Reference 7

v fen |w |
@0

Section Average 4.50 1.00 5.00) 5.00 5.00
Overall Average 4.70 2.60 5.00 5.00 5.00 0.00




GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for American Engineers, Inc. for Project:
EAST CHEROKEE DRIVE AT QLD HIGHWAY 5 INTERSECTION

#1
| COMPLETE |

Collsctor: Emall Invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Monday, September 16, 2019 3:03:28 PM
Last Modified: Monday, Septamber 16, 2019 3:06:35 PM
Time Spont: 00:03:07

Emalt: gmorton@cherckeega.com

IP Address: 166.102.55.2

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact Information

Geoff Morton, P.E.
Cherokes County
Enginesr
gmortoh@cherokeaga.com
678-493-8077

Q2 A confiict of interest may exist when an Individual
engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there Is no actual benefit to the Individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the
confiict.Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from completing this
survey?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey
Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in
program/project management for your project

QG4 Rate the averail sarvices of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project

Q5 Rate the finm's ability to meet the established project
goals

Geoffrey E. Morton, PE
Cherokee County

Community Development Agency Director
gmorton@cherokeega.com
678-493-6077

5 - Excended
expectations

5 - Exceeded
expeciations

§ - Exceeded
axpectations

I



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for American Engineers, Inc. for Project:
EAST CHEROKEE DRIVE AT OLD HIGHWAY 5 INTERSECTION

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in 5 - Exceeded
program/project management expactations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far 5 - Exceaded

expectations

Q8 Please provide comments fo substantiate your ratings

Projact was awarded a 2018 ACEC Merit Award Winner.



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for American Engineers, Inc. for
Project: LITTLE MILL ROAD PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

#1

OMPLE
Collactor: Email Invitation 1 (Email)
Started: Tuesday, September 17, 2019 8:35:02 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, September 17, 2019 8:38:21 AM
Time Spent: 00:03:18
Emall: tallen@forsythco.com
IP Address: 66.110.201.211

Page 1. Contact Information and Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact Information

Tim Allen Tim Allen

Forsyth County Forsyth County

Assistant Director of Enginesring Assistant Director of Engineering
tlailen@forsythco.com TLAllen@forsyth¢o.com
678-888-1361 678-888-1361

Q2 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual No

angages in activities which may financially or otharwise
benefil themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, Information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opporiunity may create the
confilct.Based on the ebove definition of confiist of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from completing this
survey?

Page 2. Consultant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's qualify of leadership In 5 - Exceeded
program/project management for your project expectations
Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the 2« Mat

duration of the project expectations

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project 5 -Exceeded
goals exgectations



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for American Engineers, Inc. for
Project: LITTLE MILL ROAD PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

Q6 Rate the fim's technical assistance in 5 - Exceaded
program/project managament expectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the nroject thus far 2-Mst
expectations
Q8 Piease pravide comments to substantiate your Respondent skipped this question

ratings



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for American Engineers, Inc. for Project:

16-INTERSECTIONS
Collector: Emaf Invitation 1 {Email)
Started: Tuesday, Septerber 17, 2018 8:52:53 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, September 17, 2019 8:55:31 AM
Time Spent: 00:02:37
Emall: tallen@forsythco.com
IP Address: 66.110.201.211

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of interast

Q1 Contact information

Tim Ailen Tim Allen

Farsyth County Forysth County

Assistant Director of Engineering Assistant Director of Engineering
tiallen@forsythco.com TLAllen@forysthco.com
678-888-1361 6758981361

Q2 A confiict of interest may exist when an individual No

engages In activities which may financially or otherwise
beneflt themseives, thelr relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financlally invoived as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the

conflict. Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or percelved) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from compieting this
survey?

Page 2: Consuitant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadershlp in 5 - Exceeded
pragram/project management for your project expectations
Q4 Rate the overall servicas of the firm's staff for the 5 - Exceeded
duration of the project expectations

Q5 Rate the firm's ability fo meet the established project 3 - Mat
goals expectations



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for American Engineets, Inc. for Project:

16-INTERSECTIONS
Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in 5 - Exceeded
program/project management expectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far § - Exceeded
expectations
Q8 Pleasa provide comments to substantiate your Respandsnt skipped this quastion

ratings



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for American Engineers, Inc. for
Project: SUGARLOAF PARKWAY PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

#1

GMPLETE |
Collector: Email Invitation 1 {Email)
Started: Friday, September 20, 2012 4:20:12 PM
Last Modifled: Friday, September 20, 2019 4:31:50 PM
Time Spont: 00:11:37
Email: edgardo.aponte@gwinnettcounty.com
IP Address: 12.164.201.242

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact Information

Edgardo Aponte Edgardo Aponte

Gwinnett County Swinneff County Department of Transportation
Pre-construction Enginesr Praconstruction Divislorn Director
adgardo.aponte@gwinnettcounty.com edgardo.aponte@gwinneticounty.com
770-822-7433 770-822-7433

Q2 A conflict of interest may exist when an Individual No

engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially invoived as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there Is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the

conflict. Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
Interest (real or perceived) axists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from completing this
survey?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership In & - Exceeded
program/project management far your project expectations
Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the 5 - Exceoded
duration of the project expectations

QS Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project 5 - Exceeded
geals expectations



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for American Engineers, Inc. for
Project: SUGARLOAF PARKWAY PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in 5 - Exceedad
program/project management sxpectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far 5 - Excsaded

expaciations

Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings

The Gwinnett County Department of Transportation contracted with Amesrican Engineers, inc. (AEI) to provide engineering servicas to
prepere construction and right of way plans for tha addition of sidewslks on Sugarioaf Parkway from US 28/Lawrencevilie Highway to SR
124/Scenic Highway. AE! was responsive throughout the developiment of the construction plans and we are very pleased with their
work. AE! Is currently providing engineering services for other projacts that we have in our roadway program,



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for Michael Baker International, Inc. for
Project; AIRWAYS AVENUE AT I1-95 INTERIM IMPROVEMENTS

#1

_ COMPLETE |

Coliector: Emai Invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Tuesday, Sapternber 17, 2018 8:15:28 AM
Last Modifled: Tuesday, September 17, 2019 8:16:41 AM
Time Spent: 00:01:12

Emall: gfidler@savannahalrport.com

P Address: 64.203.242.122

Page 1. Contact Information =1:¢ Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact Infarmation

George Fidler, Jr.

Savannah Airport Commission
Director of Englneering
gfidler@savannahairport.com
912.9684-0514

Q2 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual
engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, thelr relatives or other individuais
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a resuit of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of Interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the
conflict.Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a confiict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from completing this
survey?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey
Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in
program/project management for your project

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals

Mark Denmark
Savannah Airport Commisslon

Asst. Director of Engineering

mdenmark@flysav.com
812-964.0512

3 -Met
expectations

3 - Met
axpectations

3 -Met
expectations



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for Michael Baker International, Inc. for
Project: AIRWAYS AVENUE AT I-95 INTERIM IMPROVEMENTS

Q6 Rate the firm’s technical assistance in 3 -Met
program/project management expectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far 1 - Below
exXpectations
Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your Respondsnt skippod this question

ratings



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for Moffatt & Nichol, Inc. for Project: SR

81 WIDENING (PI#0015089)
COMPLETE |
Collactor: Emafl Invitation 1 (Email)
Started: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 11:00:12 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, September 19, 2018 5:40:43 PM
Time Spent: 18:40:00
Emali: rremearo@co.henty.ga.us
IP Address: 174.218.146.52

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact information

Rogque Romero Roque Romero

Henry County Henry County

Project Manager Transportation Projecis Director
rromero@co.henry.ga.us romsro@co.henry.ga.us
770-288-7325 7702887325

Q2 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual No

engages in activities which may financlally or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financlally involved as
a result of knowladge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the

conflict. Based on the above definition of conilict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from compieting this
survay?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in 5 - Excaeded
program/project management for your project expectations
Q4 Rate the overall services of the firn's staff for the 5 - Exceeded
duration of the project expectations

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to mest the established projest & - Exceeded
goals expectations



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for Moffatt & Nichol, Inc. for Project: SR

81 WIDENING (PI#0015089)
Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in 5 - Exceeded
program/project management expectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far § - Excaeded
expactstions

Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings

M&N steff is very knowledgeabie regarding GDOT PDP and FHWA process. Project Manager Is always available. Phi has baan abie to
get the project moving and get thru the NELT and logical terminal issues. County has work with PM in the pass and design projects are
completed ' ime and more imporiant nei many lssues during construction,



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for Moffatt & Nichol, Inc. for
Project: QUACCO ROAD WIDENING

Coliector: Email Invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Friday, Septambar 27, 2019 4:03:26 PM
Last Modlified: Friday, Septembar 27, 2019 4:04:20 PM
Tima Spent: 00:00:53

Email: NPanther@chathamecunty.org

IP Address: 12.48.151.106

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact Information

Nathaniel Panther Nathanlel Panther

Chathem County Chatham County

Project Manager Pro]ect Manager
npanthar@chathamcounty.org npanther@chathamcounty.org
912-6562-7800 {912) 652 7813

Q2 A conflict of inferest may exist when an individual No

engages In activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themsslves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially Involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
prasence of the opportunity may create the
confiict.Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
Interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you fo recuse yourself from compteiing this
survey?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in 5 - Exceeded
program/project management for your project expectations
Q4 Rate the overal! services of the firm's staff for the 5 - Exceeded
duration of the project expectations

Q5 Rate the firm’s ability to meet the established project 5 - Exceeded
goals expectations



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for Moffait & Nichol, Inc. for
Project: QUACCO RCAD WIDENING

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in § - Exceeded
program/project management expectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far & - Exceedad

expecizifons
Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your Respondant skipped this quastion
ratings



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for Moreland Altobelli Associates for
Project: Bethelview Road, Forsyth County, (Pl#141888)

#1
coupiete |

Collector: Email invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Friday, September 20, 2019 4:02:55 PM
Last Modifled: Friday, September 20, 2019 4:00:23 PM
Time Spent: 0C.06:28

Email: jveunard@forsytheo.com

IP Address: 66.110.201.211

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact Information

John Cunard, P.E. John Cunard

Forsyth County Forsyth County

Engineer Director of Engineering
veunard@forsythco.com Jveunard@forsythco.com
770-781-2165 770-781-2165

Q2 A confiict of interest may exist when an individusl No

engages in activities which may financlally or otherwise
benefit themselves, thelr relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or finandially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the
conflict.Based on the above definition of confiict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and thersfore would
-cause you ie recuse yourself from completing this
survey?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in 5 - Exceeded
program/project management for your project expectations
Q4 Rats the overall services of the firm's staff for the £ - Exceoded
duration of the project expectations

@5 Rate the firm's ability to mest the established project 5 - Exceeded
goals expectations



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for Moreland Altobelli Associates for
Project: Bethelview Road, Forsyth County, (PI#141 888)

Q6 Rate the firm's technicat assistance In 5 - Exceeded
pragram/project management expectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far 5 « Exceeded

axpectations

Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings

Program Manager for us for over 20 years.



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for STV Incorporated for Project: DeKalb
County McAfee Road Sidewalk Project

#1

Collector: Email Invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 5:22:30 PM
Last Modifled: Wednesday, September 18, 2018 5:28:21 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:51

Emall: dwpelton@dekatbcountyga.gov

IP Address: 50.237.147.4

Page 1: Contact Information and Conflict of Interest

Q1 Contact Information

Davld Petton P.E. David Pelton P.E.

DeKalb County DeKalb County

Enginaar Deputy Public Works Director
dwpelton@dekalbcountypa.gov dwpelton@dekalbcountyga.gov
770-452-5223 770-492-5223

Q2 A conflict of interest may exist when an indivigual No

engages In activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity. A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual beneflt to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the

conflict. Based on the above definition of conflict of
interest, is there any circumstance whereby a conflict of
interest (real or perceived) exists and therefore would
cause you to recuse yourself from compieting this
survey?

Page 2: Consultant Reference Check Survey

@3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in 5 - Excesdad
program/project management for your project expectations
Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the § - Excesded
duration of the project expectations

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project 5 - Exceeded
goals expectations



GDOT RFQ-484-052819, Contract 6, Consultant Reference Check Survey for STV Incorporated for Project: DeKalb

County McAfee Road Sidewalk Project
Q5 Rate the fir's technical assistance in & - Exceeded
program/project management expectations
Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far 5 - Exceeded
expectations
Q8 Pleass provide comments to substantiate your Respendant skippsd this question

ratings



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : MOFFATT & NICHOL*
Record Status: Active

[
IENTITY IMOFFATT & NICHOL

Status: Active

DUNS: 783792190 +4. CAGE Code: 531T8  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/28/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1025 Greenwood Blvd Ste 371
City: Lake Mary State/Province: FLORIDA
ZIP Code: 32746-5424 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  |MOFFATT & NICHOL

Status: Active

DUNS: 859600228 +4: CAGE Code: 1TYNY7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/02/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 4225 E Conant St Ste 201
City: Long Beach State/Province: CALIFORNIA

ZIP Code: 90808-1867 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  |MOFFATT & NICHOL

Status: Active

DUNS: 079836171 +4: CAGE Code: 7PB00 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/02/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 2837 SW 27TH AVE STE 101

City: MiAMI State/Province: FLORIDA

ZIP Code: 33133-3772 Country: UNITED STATES

ENTITY __ |MOFFATT & NICHOL Status: Active
DUNS: 015350572 +4: CAGE Code: 1PLX5 DaoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/02/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 529 5th Ave F| 14
City: New York State/Province: NEW YORK

ZIP Code: 10017-4676 Country: UNITED STATES




IENTITY [Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active

DUNS: 142671689 +4: CAGE Code: 3QWS5 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/02/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 101 W Main St Ste 800

City: Norfolk State/Province: VIRGINIA

ZiP Code: 23510-1670 Country: UNITED STATES

IENTITY  [Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 033996026  +4: CAGE Code: INW66 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/02/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 4700 Falls of Neuse Rd Ste 300

City: Raleigh State/Province: NORTH CAROLINA

ZIP Code: 27609-6275 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  |Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 116752112 +4: CAGE Code: 87.98  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/02/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 730 Bayfront Pkwy Ste 5B

City: Pensacola State/Pravince: FLORIDA

ZIP Code: 32502-6250 Country: UNITED STATES

ENTITY _ Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 012173725 +4; CAGE Code: 1PLX1  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/02/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1100 Boulders Pkwy Ste 500

City: Richmond State/Province: VIRGINIA

ZIP Code: 23225-4060 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  IMoffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 080244824  +4: CAGE Code: 7P3W3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/03/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

|
Address: 272 N Front St Ste 204
City: Wilmington State/Province: NORTH CAROLINA

ZIP Code: 28401-3977 Country: UNITED STATES




[ENTITY IMoffatt & Nichol Status: Active

DUNS: 175375765 +4: CAGE Code: 1INU75 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/03/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 2185 N California Blvd Ste 500

City: Walnut Creek State/Province: CALIFORNIA

ZIP Code: 94596-3543 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY __ |Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 005392001 +4; CAGE Code: 1PLX4  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/03/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1660 Hotel Cir N Ste 500

City: San Diego State/Province: CALIFORNIA

ZIP Code: 92108-2805 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  IMOFFATT & NICHOL Status: Active
DUNS: 079570493  +4: CAGE Code: 79A19  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/03/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 250 Mill St Ste 307

City: Rochester State/Province: NEW YORK

ZIP Code: 14614-1026 Country: UNITED STATES

|—E—I\J*'!?ITY ;Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 142671440 +4; CAGE Code: 3QWU4 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/03/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 2 E Bryan St Ste 501

City: Savannah State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 31401-2639 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY ___ [Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 081362195 +4: CAGE Code: 1PLW8 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/28/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 555 ANTON BLVD STE 400
City: COSTA MESA State/Province: CALIFORNIA

! ZIP Code: 92626-7811 Country: UNITED STATES




IENTITY. __ |Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active

DUNS: 078577000 +4: CAGE Code: 6Y5D5  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/28/2020  Has Active Exclusion?; No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 880 H St Ste 208

City: Anchorage State/Province: ALASKA

ZIP Code: 99501-3450 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY IMoffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 005356758  +4: CAGE Code: 1PLW7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/06/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1300 Clay St Ste 350

City: Oakland State/Province: CALIFORNIA

ZIP Code: 94612-1452 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  IMoffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 080244819  +4: CAGE Code: 7TMEE4  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/06/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 11 N Water St Ste 20220

City: Mobile State/Province: ALABAMA

ZIP Code: 36602-3809 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  [Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 789833538 +4; CAGE Code: 1PLX0 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/13/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 2780 Lighthouse Point E Ste D

City: Baltimore State/Province: MARYLAND

ZIP Code: 21224-5055 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY__ IMoffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 859621463 +4: CAGE Code: 3C072 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/13/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1780 Hughes Landing Blvd Ste 575
City: The Woodlands State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 77380-4011 Country: UNITED STATES




IENTITY  IMoffatt & Nichol Status: Active

DUNS: 080077745 +4: CAGE Code: 7TKOH5 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/13/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 180 Wells Ave Ste 302

City: Newton State/Province: MASSACHUSETTS

ZIP Code: 024598-3328 Country: UNITED STATES

IEM TiTY Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 080244829 +4; CAGE Code: 7TPAZS  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/13/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1695 Metropolitan Cir Ste 4

City: Tallahassee State/Province: FLORIDA

ZIP Code: 32308-8722 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY ]Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 027283303 +4; CAGE Code: 1PLX2 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/13/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 501 E Kennedy Blvd Ste 1910

City: Tampa State/Province: FLORIDA

ZIP Code: 33602-5254 Country: UNITED STATES

ENTITY  |Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 054860010 +4; CAGE Code: 4D593  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 07/14/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 4225 E Conant St Ste 101

. City: Long Beach State/Province: CALIFORNIA
ZIP Code: 80808-1867 Country: UNITED STATES
IENTITY_ |Moffatt & Nichol Status: Active
DUNS: 801451365 +4: CAGE Code: 538V5 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/28/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1132 Bishop St Ste 1595
City: Honolulu State/Province: HAWAI|
ZiP Code: 96813-2814 Country: UNITED STATES




[ENTITY __ IMoffatt & Nichol, Inc. Status: Active

DUNS: 079835523 +4: CAGE Code: 7TEOA3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/02/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 601 Poydras St Ste 1860

City: New Orieans State/Province: LOUISIANA

ZIP Code: 70130-6066 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY ]MOFFATT AND NICHOL ENGINEERS Status: Active
DUNS: 148334949 +4; CAGE Code: 1PLX3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/03/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 600 UNIVERSITY ST STE 610

City: SEATTLE State/Province: WASHINGTON
ZIP Code: 98101-4117 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY___ |Moffatt & Nichol, Inc. Status: Active
DUNS: 142671564  +4: CAGE Code: 3QWUS  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/28/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 301 Main St Ste 800

City: Baton Rouge State/Province: LOUISIANA

ZIP Code: 70801-0009 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY _ |Moffatt & Nichol, Inc. Status: Active
DUNS: 080244831 +4; CAGE Code: 7PA10  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/28/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1201 Peachtree St NE Ste 1106

City: Atlanta State/Province: GECRGIA

ZIP Code: 30361-3512 Country: UNITED STATES

] . |
IENTITY ]Moffatt & Nichol - AECOM JV Status: Active
DUNS: 080869479 +4: CAGE Code: 7YCK7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 07/11/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1255 Broad St. Ste 201
City: Ciifton State/Province: NEW JERSEY

ZIP Code: 07013-3398 Country: UNITED STATES




[ENTITY IMoffatt & Nichol - Burns & Mcdonnell Hawaii Status: Active

DUNS: 117225063 +4: CAGE Code: 8ERA7 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 10/10/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1132 Bishop St Ste 1595

City: Honolulu State/Province: HAWAII

ZIP Code: 96813-2814 Country: UNITED STATES

fENTITY jMoffatt & Nichol Engineers / URS Group Joint Venture Status: Active
DUNS: 114746287 +4: CAGE Code: 3DTG4 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 01/22/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 104 W 40TH ST FLR 14

City: NEW YORK State/Province: NEW YORK

ZIP Code: 10018-3660 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY_ |STV-MOFFATT NICHOL DHS JOINT VENTURE Status: Active
DUNS: 080550277  +4- CAGE Code: 7TX33  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 03/13/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 225 Park Ave S Fi 5

City: New York State/Province: NEW YORK

ZIP Code: 10003-1604 Country: UNITED STATES
ENfir'F—Y__jWRA-Moﬁatt Nichol A Joint Venture LLC Status: Active
DUNS: 080780394 +4: CAGE Code: 7XTZ9 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 07/09/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 801 S Caroline Street
City: Baltimore State/Province: MARYLAND

ZIP Code: 21231-3311 Country: UNITED STATES




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : VANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, INC.*
Record Status: Active

EENTITY IVANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN., INC. Status: Active

DUNS: 095874384 +4: CAGE Code: OLYL1 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/12/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 101 WALNUT ST

City: WATERTOWN State/Province: MASSACHUSETTS

ZIP Code: 02472-4026 Country: UNITED STATES

IENTITY ]VANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, INC. Status: Active
DUNS: 803128540 +4: CAGE Code: 58UW5 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/12/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 40 IDXDR # 100

City: SOUTH BURLINGTON State/Province: VERMONT
ZIP Code: 05403-7771 Country: UNITED STATES

=

[ENTITY ___ |VANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, INC. Status: Active
DUNS: 957317936  +4: CAGE Code: 3RQJ3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/12/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 351 Mclaws Cir Ste 3

City: WILLIAMSBURG State/Province: VIRGINIA

ZIP Code: 23185-5797 Country: UNITED STATES
P[E.NT#%?_'jVANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, INC. Status: Active

DUNS: 192518335  +4: CAGE Code: 432K0  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 08/12/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 1775 GREENSBORO STATION PL
STE 200
City: MC LEAN State/Province: VIRGINIA

ZIP Code: 22102-5214 Country: UNITED STATES




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : ECOLOGICAL SOLUTIONS INC*
Record Status: Active

ENTITY _IECOLOGICAL SOLUTIONS INC Status: Active

DUNS: 110230385 +4: CAGE Code: 4GL03  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 01/02/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 630 COLONIAL PARK DR STE 200
City: ROSWELL State/Province: GEORGIA
ZIP Code: 30075-3761 Country: UNITED STATES




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : LONG ENGINEERING, INC.*
Record Status: Active

e ——a
ENTITY |LONG ENGINEERING, INC. Status: Active
DUNS: 015783298 +4: CAGE Code: 57G16  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 09/29/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 2550 Heritage Ct Se Ste 250
City: ATLANTA State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 30339-3074 Country: UNITED STATES




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : MICHAEL BAKER ENGINEERING, INC.*
Record Status: Active

[ ENTITY IMichael Baker Engineering, Inc. Status: Active

DUNS: 079103100 +4: CAGE Code: 6Z3C3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 02/05/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 22 Computer Dr W

City: Albany State/Province: NEW YORK

ZIP Code: 12205-1695 Country: UNITED STATES

{ENT]TY ]MICHAEL BAKER ENGINEERING, INC. Status: Active
DUNS: 801409306 +4; CAGE Code: 6AFK6  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 04/24/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 200 CENTREPORT DR STE 350

City: GREENSBORO State/Province: NORTH CAROLINA

ZIP Code: 27409-9784 Country: UNITED STATES

’gNTFTY ]MICHAEL BAKER ENGINEERING, INC. Status: Active
DUNS: 784087756 +4; CAGE Code: 4HM32 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 10/15/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 15801 BRIXHAM HILL AVE STE 430

City: Charlotte State/Province: NORTH CAROLINA
ZIP Code: 28277-0753 Country: UNITED STATES

| [ENTITY.  |MICHAEL BAKER ENGINEERING, INC. Status: Active
DUNS: 619158178  +4: CAGE Code: 4HL30  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 04/10/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 797 HAYWOOD RD STE 201
City: ASHEVILLE State/Province: NORTH CAROLINA

ZIP Code: 28806-3102 Country: UNITED STATES




I_ENTITY ]MICHAEL BAKER ENGINEERING, INC. Status: Active
DUNS: 783669398 +4: CAGE Code: 4HDM1 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 11/10/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 8000 REGENCY PKWY, STE 200

City: CARY State/Province: NORTH CAROLINA

ZIP Code: 27518-8514 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  IMICHAEL BAKER ENGINEERING, INC. Status: Active
DUNS: 073298374  +4: CAGE Code: OKEO7  DoDAAG:

Expiration Date: 11/18/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 11 MARTIN AVE STE 675

City: WHITE PLAINS State/Province: NEW YORK

ZIP Code: 10606-4015 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY MICHAEL BAKER INTERNATIONAL, INC. Status: Active
DUNS: 942848714  +4: CAGE Code: 79CB1  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 05/12/2020  Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: No

Address: 500 YGNACIO VALLEY RD STE 300
City: WALNUT CREEK State/Province: CALIFORNIA

ZIP Code: 94596-3846 Country: UNITED STATES




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : Nova Engineering And Environmental, LLC*
Record Status: Active

[ENT[TY JNova Engineering And Environmental, LLC Status: Active

DUNS: 801438164 +4: CAGE Code: 52AE1  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 02/20/2020 Has Active Exclusion?: No Debt Subject to Offset?: Yes

Address: 3900 KENNESAW 75 PKWY NW
STE 100
City: KENNESAW State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 30144-6409 Country: UNITED STATES




SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : SETTIMIO CONSULTING SERVICES INCORPORATED*
Record Status: Active

No Search Results




STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION

NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are qualified 1o pravide Consulting Servicas t6 the Department of Transportation for the
area-classes of work checked below. Notice of qualification is not a notics of selaction.

NAME AND ADDRESS DISPOSITION DATE EXPIRATION DATE
MOFFATT & NICHOL January 10, 2018 January 31, 2022
219 WEST BRYAN ST., SUITE 202,
SAVANNAH, GA 31401
SIGNATURE
Hpoal EoetL
1. Transportstion Planning 3.  Highway Design Roadway (continued)
X 4101  State Wide Systems Planning X 308 Traffic Conirol System Analysis, Design and
X 102  Urban Area and Reglonal Transportation Planning Irnplementation
_ 103  Aviation Systems Flanning X 340  Utility Coordination
_ 104  Maess and Rapid Transportetion Planning _ 311  Architecture
X 105 Altemata System and Corridor Location Planning K 312  Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway}
_ 106  Unknown X 313 Faclities for Bicycles and Pedestians
X 1.08a NEPA Documeniztion .. 314  Historic Rehabliitation
_ 1.08b Histary X 315  Highway Lighting
X 1.08c AirStudies - 316 Value Engineering
. 108d Noise Studies _ 347  Design od Toll Faciites Infrastucture
-~ T1.08e Ecology 4.  Highway Structures
- 106f Archseology X 401a Minor Bridges Design
_ 1.06g Freshwater Aquatic Surveys _ 4.01b Minor Bridges Design CONDITIONAL
X 402  MajorBridges Design
_ 1.068h Bat Surveys . 403  Movable Span Bridges Design
X 1.07  Attitude, Opinion and Community Value Studies X 4.04  Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
X 1.08  Alrport Master Pianning X 4.05 Bridge Inspection
X 109 Location Studies L5 Topography
X 110  Trafiic Swdles _ 501 Land Surveying
— 111 Treffic and Tol Revenue Studies _ 502 Engineering Surveying
_ 142 Msajor Investment Studies . 503 Ceodetic Surveying
1.143 Nan-Motorized Transportation Planning _ 504  Aeral Photography
2 Mass Transit Operations _ 5.05  Aerlal Photogrammetry
L 2M Mass Transit Program (Systems) Management _ 505 Topographic Remote Sensing
X 202 Mass Transit Feasibility and Technlcal Studies _ 507  Carlography
_ 203  Mass Trensh Vehicle and Propulsion Syatem _ 508 Subsuriace Utiity Engineering
2.04  Mass Transit Controls, Communications and 6. Solls, Foundation & Materials Testing
Informaticn Systems _ 6012 Soll Surveys
_ 205  Mass Transi Architectural Engineering _ 801b Qeological and Geophysical Studies
_ 206  Mass Transit Unique Structures _ 602 PBrdge Foundation Studiss
_ 207  Mass Transi Electrical and Mechanica! Systems X 603 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies {Soils and
_ 208 Mass Transtt Operations Management and Support Fouridation)
Services . 6.04a Laboratory Materials Testing
X 209 Avisfon _ 6.04b Field Testing of Roadway Gonstruction Matertals
_ 210 Mass Transit Program (Systems) Marketing . 5.05 Hazard Waste Site Assessment Studles
s Highway Design Roadway 8. Construction
X 301  Two-lane or Multi-Lane Rural Generally Frea _ 801 Construction Supervision
Access Highway Design 9, Eroalon and Sedimentation Control
X 302 Twolane or muiti-Lane with Curb and Guiter X 901 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control and
Generally Free Accass Highways Design Incliding Comprehensive Monitoring Program
Storm Sewers _ 902 Rainfall and Runcff Reporting
X 303 Two-Lane or Multi-Lana Widening and _ 903 Field inspections for Compliance of Erosion and
Recanstruction, with Curb and Gutter and Storm Sedimentation Control Devices Installations
Sewers in Heavily Developed Commercial Indusirial
and Residential Urban Areas
X 304 Mutt-Lane, Limited Access Expressway Typa
Highway Design
X 305 Design of Urban Expressway and Interstate
X 308  Traffic Operations Studies
X 307 Traffic Operations Design
_ 3.08 Landecepa Architecture




