MD 404 - US 50 to East of Holly Road
Design-Build
CONTRACT NO. AW8965170
COMPETITIVE SEALED PROPOSAL
FINAL SELECTION RESULTS

The State Highway Administration has made a determination that the Proposer of 404 Corridor Safety Constructors provided the best
combined technical & price proposal for the subject project and is selected for award. The results of these evaluations are outlined

below.

OVERALL
PROPOSER PRICE PROPOSAL TECHNICAL RATING
404 Corridor Safety
Constructors (Wagman,
David A. Bramble, and $104,997,777.77 GOOD -
Allan Myers)
Kiewit $147,090,612.00 ACCEPTABLE +

DEEINITIONS

Price Proposal: The total price of all items as listed in the Schedule of Prices.

Overall Technical Rating: The overall adjectival rating of the Proposer’s technical proposal.

Adjectival Rating Definitions: The Technical Evaluation Factors and the overall Technical Proposal were rated by an adjectival
(qualitative/descriptive) method. The following adjectival ratings were used in evaluation of each technical evaluation factor and

the overall technical rating of the Proposal:

EXCEPTIONAL.: The Proposer has demonstrated a complete understanding of the subject matter and the Proposal
advances the Project goals to an exceptional level. The Proposal communicates an outstanding commitment to quality
by a highly skilled team in all aspects of the Work. The Proposal outlines a strong approach to mitigating project
specific risks and inspires confidence that all contract requirements will be met or exceeded. The Proposal contains

significant strengths and minor weaknesses, if any.



GOOD: The Proposer has demonstrated a strong understanding of the subject matter and the Proposal advances the
Project goals to a high level. The Proposal communicates a commitment to quality by an experienced team in all
aspects of the Work. The Proposal defines an approach to mitigating project specific risks with little risk that the
Proposer would fail to meet the requirements of the contract. The Proposal contains strengths that outweigh
weaknesses.

ACCEPTABLE: The Proposer has demonstrated an adequate understanding of the subject matter and the Proposal
meets the Project goals. The Proposal communicates a commitment to quality Work by a qualified team. Project
specific risks have been identified and the Proposer has a reasonable probability of successfully completing the Work.
The Proposal contains strengths that are offset by weaknesses.

UNACCEPTABLE: The Proposer has not demonstrated an understanding of the subject matter and the Proposal
presents an approach which does not address the goals of the Project. The Proposal fails to meet stated requirements
and/or lacks essential information. The commitment to quality is not adequate, with Work performed by unqualified or
unproven teams. Project specific risks are not addressed, and the Proposal generates little confidence that the Project
requirements can be met. The Proposal contains deficiencies, significant weaknesses and minor strengths, if any.



