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Section 1.3:  Method of Award   

 

The County will evaluate all proposals in accordance with the criteria established in this Request for 

Proposal (RFP). The criteria stated herein provide the basis for each evaluation, are established before 

receipt of proposals and are intended to ensure that the evaluation will be a structured process employing 

equitable measures. Proposals will be evaluated and a contract awarded under the Best Value Continuum 

approach.  Award will be made to the vendor who submits the overall proposal that is judged to provide 

the best value to the County, price and other factors considered.  Vendors shall submit their offers in two 

(2) parts simultaneously.  These two parts will consist of the Technical Proposal and a Price Proposal.  

The two parts (Technical Proposal and the Price Proposal) are to be submitted concurrently in separate 

envelopes, each plainly labeled with the solicitation number, the enclosure, and the vendor’s name and 

address. 

 

1. The Technical Proposal submitted by a vendor in response to this solicitation will be 

submitted in an envelope or package clearly labeled Technical Proposal.  The Technical 

Proposal will contain all documents specified in section 1.14 of this solicitation for inclusion 

in the technical proposal, and any additional technical material the vendor is required and/or 

desires to submit as part of their technical proposal.  The technical proposal shall not include 

any pricing information. 

 

2. The Price Proposal submitted by a vendor in response to this solicitation will be submitted in 

an envelope or package clearly labeled Price Proposal.  The Price Proposal will contain all 

documents specified in section 1.14 of this solicitation for inclusion in the price proposal. 

 

Separately enclosed technical and pricing proposals are to be delivered concurrently by the time and date 

specified in this solicitation.  The technical proposal section from each respondent will be submitted to a 

formal selection committee which shall review the proposals and make a recommendation of at least three 

firms to be shortlisted for discussions.  

 

Technical (non-price) factors will be subjectively evaluated using a color rating system as follows: 

 

 Blue:  Outstanding – proposal meets requirements and indicates an exceptional approach and 

understanding of the requirements.  Strengths far outweigh any weaknesses.  Risk of unsuccessful 

performance is very low. 

 

 Purple:  Good – proposal meets requirements and indicates a thorough approach and 

understanding of the requirements.  Proposal contains strengths which outweigh any weaknesses.  

Risk of unsuccessful performance is low. 

 

 Green:  Acceptable – proposal meets requirements and indicates an adequate approach and 

understanding of the requirements.  Strengths and weaknesses are offsetting or will have little or 

no impact on contract performance.  Risk of unsuccessful performance is no worse than 

moderate. 

 

 Yellow:  Marginal – proposal does not clearly meet requirements and has not demonstrated an 

adequate approach and understanding of the requirements.  The proposal has one or more 

weaknesses which are not offset by strengths.  Risk of unsuccessful performance is high. 

 

 Red:  Unacceptable – proposal does not meet requirements and contains one or more deficiencies.  

Proposal is unawardable. 








































































































































































































































































