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Acacia Reservation — Euclid Creek Restoration
Area 1.1

Acacia Reservation Restoration
Cleveland, Ohio
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@ Acacla Reservation — Euclid Creek Restoration
Cleveland
Best Value Rating Form (Design-Build Contract) - TO BE COMPLETED BY CLEVELAND METROPARKS
Cleveland Metroparks - Acacia Reservation Restoration Project
Project Name: Acacia Reservation ion Project Proposer's Name: Bio Habitats
H N u Evaluator's Name: Review Panel - RFP 6114-b Evaluation Date: 10/23/15-11/16/15
A. Qualifications (Max 100 points)
Criteria Description Range Score
1. Understanding of 2. Understanding of Project Design (Scope) 0-10 9
Project Objectives b.  AOR Project Experience (Quality Lvl, Prict Type) 0-15 15
C. Alignment of DB's Team with Owner's Goals 0-10 9
d. Adherence to Project Timeline 0-10 9
€. Value Added Suggestions (Altemates) 0-5 5
T Diversity Goals 05 5
2. Understanding of 4. Location / Availability / Quality of Proposed Team 05
Project ion b.  Appropriate Staffing Levels 05 4
Contractor Experience with D-B Project Delivery

RFP# 6114-b Results:

(1) (2) (1)+(2)

Price Qualifications Best Value
Ranking Design-Build Team Price (sum) Component  Component Score

Biohabitats, Inc. / Meadville
Land Services $672.209 20 70.4 90.4

RiverReach Construction / GPD $912.091 12.9 70.4 83.3
Haynes Construction, Inc. / NTH $877.611 13.9 64.8 78.7

[N NS

TOposal -
Total Price Proposal |
4. Additional Information a. DB Contingency’ 5.00%
b. Construction Budget given in RFP $1,950,000
& LY 5. Normalized Price Ranking a.  Proposed price from this DB team [ x ] $672,209
X b. Lowest proposed price from all DB teams [ L ] $672.209
: NPR = [1-((x-L)/L)] * 100 |  NPR= 100
1 2 NPR X Weight = Subtotal (B)
3 [ 100 ] [ 2% | | 20 ]
Subtotal (A) + Subtotal (B) = Best Value
Best Value = weighted combination of qualifications and price [ 70.4 I I 20 I I 90.4 I
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