COLLABORATIVE DESIGN-BUILD
ABSTRACT OF FEE PROPOSALS

Project Number: PW22-1/PLY101 Maximum Possible Points for Technical Score = 390
Project Name:  Engineering & Tech, and Student Hsng Maximum Possible Points for Fee Score = 80 INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THIS FORM:
Proposal Due Date: January 6, 2023 Total Maximum Possible Points = 470 Read the Notes below carefully, as they contain important information and instructions.
Highest Technical Proposal Score = 353 Blue cells contain calculations. DO NOT input data into blue cells.
Direct Construction Cost Budget = '$ 101,508,000 Yellow cells contain calc's reflecting results. DO NOT input data into yellow cells.
Average Fee Proposalin $= § 27,070,945 ENTER DATA into orange cells. Delete sample data shown belowin orange cells.
Lowest Fee Proposalin $ = $ 21,415,853
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Clayco-LJC 307 21.10% $ 21,415,853 | NonSmall 0% 0 307 4 6% 21 21 328 $ - 0.00% 0.00 80.00 408 3 yly vy vy y vy
Swinerton-ACMartin 353 22.77% $ 23,116,025 | NonSmall 5% 18 370 1 6% 21 39 392 $ 1,700,172 | 6.28% 5.02 74.98 467 1 Yy Yy Yy vy vy
Turner-SmithGroup 322 24.85% $ 25,224,738 NonSmall 0% 322 3 6% 21 21 343 $ 3,808,885 14.07% | 11.26 68.74 412 2 y y yy vy vy
Weitz-MultiStudio 327 37.95% $ 38,527,163 0% 327 2 6% 21 21 348 $ 17,111,310 [ 63.21% | 50.57 2943 378 4 y y y 'y y n
In signing below, [ certify that this is a true calculation of technical proposal scores and fee proposal scores.
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Addie Dunaway, Procurement Specialist
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