COLLABORATIVE DESIGN-BUILD
ABSTRACT OF FEE PROPOSALS

Project Number: PW23-3 / PLY106 Maximum Possible Points for Technical Score = 390
Project Name:  Health, Dining and Housing Project Maximum Possible Points for Fee Score = 120 INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THIS FORM:
Proposal Due Date: September 8, 2023 Total Maximum Possible Points = 510 Read the Notes below carefully, as they contain important information and instructions.
Highest Technical Proposal Score = 373 Blue cells contain calculations. DO NOT input data into blue cells.
Direct Construction Cost Budget = $ 108,929,000 Yellow cells contain calc's reflecting results. DO NOT input data into yellow cells.
Average Fee Proposalin $ = $ 27,368,029 ENTER DATA into orange cells. Delete sample data shown belowin orange cells.
Lowest Fee Proposal in $ = $ 25,009,001
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Clayco-LJC+PBK 324 25.35% | $ 27,617,932 [ Non-small| 5% 19 343 3 6% 22 41 365 $ 2,608,931 9.53% 11.44 108.56 474 3 y Yy VY. y vy y
Sundt-SCB 373 26.64% |$ 29,020,306 Non-small| 5% 19 392 1 6% 22 41 414 $ 4,011,305 | 14.66% 17.59 102.41 516 1 y Yy y ¥y vy vy
Swinerton-ACMartin 351 22.96% |$ 25,009,001 I Non-small| 5% 19 370 2 6% 22 41 392 $ - 0.00% 0.00 120.00 512 2 yiylylyl y y
Webcor-SmithGroup 326 25.54% | $ 27,824,878 0% 0 326 4 6% 22 22 348 $ 2815877 | 10.29% 12.35 107.65 456 4 y y y y y n
In signing below, I certify that this is a true calculation of technical proposal scores and fee proposal scores.
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Addie Dunaway, Procurement Specialist

Construction Mgmt.
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