COLLABORATIVE DESIGN-BUILD
ABSTRACT OF FEE PROPOSALS

Project Number: PW22-2 / PLY105 Maximum Possible Points for Technical Score = 390
Project Name:  Energy Research + Sustainability Center Maximum Possible Points for Fee Score = 80 INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THIS FORM:
Proposal Due Date: March 6, 2023 Total Maximum Possible Points = 470 Read the Notes below carefully, as they contain important information and instructions.
p y y p
Highest Technical Proposal Score = 362 Blue cells contain calculations. DO NOT input data into blue cells.
Direct Construction Cost Budget = $ 17,075,000 Yellow cells contain calc's reflecting results. DO NOT input data into yellow cells.
Average Fee Proposalin $ = $ 5,099,704 ENTER DATA into orange cells. Delete sample data shown belowin orange cells.
Lowest Fee Proposalin $ = § 4,493,113
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In signing below. [ certifv 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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