Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool
Developer: L2BE DEVELOPERS Evaluator:l%@gg_&,%,_
Date: S L
Summary of Evaluation Criteria Score

A prospective developer's financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the
review panel based on the following:

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements /5
2. Clear and comprehensive subinittal = /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 2 /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans IS
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects f /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, __ /8
construction, financing, etc.

3. References for key completed projects ¢ /4
J Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)
| 1. Demonstrated project marketability / 16
| 2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing 16
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects /6
-_5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State /6
;Beneﬁt to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and StaleF S /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and Staie 16
4. Building design and efficient use of property /6
'_Sh. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) S /6
Total: I 25 /100

Comments can be provided on page 2



Comments:
Lack €0 DB3CRPTION oF PROPDSED DEUELOPMEN T

Evaluator Signature Date




Miystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

£
Developer: PespLeg HOUES Evaluator.;Mrﬁi%

Date: % | /6 | /6

Summary of Evaluation Criteria Score
A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the

review panel based on the following:

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements 3 /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal . /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation @ o {5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans o) /S
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

| 1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects 7 /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, .
construction, financing, etc. & /8
3. References for key completed projects o /4
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)
1. Demonstrated project marketability 5 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project ﬁnancmg 1% /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project b /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects 3 /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests fi‘om the Town/State o /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)
I. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State i & 16
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out o (= 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State ) /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property &) 5 16
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) & (o 16
Total: | 71 /100

Comments can be provided on page 2




Comments: _
(O RePAI\R COSTS TO REL CBATER BE&M LoD
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Evaluator Signature Date




Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

7
Developer: (—RCTON Howsinlil- AUTHORTY Evaluator: W%

Date: S e 1

Summary of Evaluation Cr:terla : Score

A prospective developer’s financial offenng will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the
review J:l_anel based on lhc foilowmg

—————————
TR T T R T
e gz \11 .!‘f' "'i ,.I;;h .\'MH [,'\* et 4‘?" -;fl H‘ R SN .::"

v:: L
—

Project Approach (20 Pomts Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements 3 /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal e /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation NSit /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans o 15
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)
1. Demonstraied experience in completing similar projects F /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, -. /8
construction, financing, etc. :
3. References for key completed projecis 2 Z /4
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)
1. Demonstrated project marketability /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project - T /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects ) 3 /6
-_S. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)
1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State 16
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out _, /6
3 Quanmauve and qualitative beneﬁts to the Town and State ; /6
4. Building d:en_gn_and ;:ff cient use of property & 16
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) 16
T s 0 A = o0 |

Comments can be provided on page 2




Comments:
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i Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: STACK 3TONE Evaluator: ////,1@6& %

Date: < / 23 4

Summary of Evaluation Criteria 1 Score

A prospective developer's financial offering will not be the only criteria for cvaluation. Each ﬁroposal will be evaluated by the
review panel bascd on the _follo_win__Ef_ .

e
——————————————————————
S R T e e I Ty T FaTs

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements a IS
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal & = /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 3 /s
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans o 5
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)
1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects = /8
2. Surength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, > /8
construction, financing, elc. -
3. References for key completed projects i 14
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)
1. Demonstrated project marketability = 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing 3 /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project - ¢ /6
F_4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projecls_- - 3 /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 3 /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)
1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State 3 /6
2. Taxes to the Town and Stateﬂu;;;n fudl build-out it 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State Y 16
4. Building design and efficient use of property Y /6
5. Other cmmm;j‘t;l:;eﬁls (public use, amenities, other) ¢ /6
Total: 49 /100

Commenls can be provided on page 2



Comments:
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

ot var ﬁ\/"ﬁpw
Developer: g’:!aﬁrﬁo&.,pu ""-“"/ZS 2@_?Evaluator:_ 'Pa l\j{-& Bhoué.
Carya‘owa’fv erl&f-ézr‘eéke Co”m‘{’Date: oy 2% | 2008

Summary of Evaluation Criteria Score

A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation, Each proposal will be evaluated by the
review panel based on the following:

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements

2. Clear and comprehensive submittal

3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation

NN

4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects G-‘ /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,

construction, financing, etc. 7 /8
3. References for key completed projects 1 /4
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability '-,L /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing QL /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects 2 /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 5 /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State 5 16
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out J /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State I.[- /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property 3 /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) J /6
Total: | “1T1 7100

Comments can be provided on page 2



Comments:
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: Evaluator: pa IEF?'E B‘fb{ﬂ_ 4

%&&(’fohe @W'QO Date: “t 1 23/ 20/8

Summary of Evaluation Criteria

Score

review panel based on the following:

A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements

2. Clear and comprehensive submittal

3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation

4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects '—/- 8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, 9‘ /8
construction, financing, etc.

3. References for key completed projects Z /4
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability ?‘ /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing 3 16
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project \j_ /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects S /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State N ; 16
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State Y 16
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out 3 /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property L /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) Q /6

Total:

(o5 /100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: Evaluator: 7)62 I\ge Biro Lk

Rg.s_p/eir Homes, LLc Date: O | 23 /%p/_g_

Summary of Evaluation Criteria Score

A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the
review panel based on the following:

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

~—
wn

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements

—
wn

2. Clear and comprehensive submittal

3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation

Go R |1

/S

4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects 5 /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,

construction, financing, etc. 7 /8
3. References for key completed projects - /4
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability 6 /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project ﬁnanéing 5 16
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project l{. /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects 5 16
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State lf /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State Cgh‘ﬁ‘h‘\\’? R 3 /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out 3 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State 5 16
4. Building design and efficient use of property 5 Je
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) \5' 16
Total: | “I /100

Comments can be provided on page 2



Comments:
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: Evaluator: %g ;‘ﬁ ¢ Browlk

Glolg-e DLW{"P@W T e, Date: ¢ 1 23/ 29/8

Summary of Evaluation Criteria

Score

review panel based on the following:

A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements ] /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal / /S
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation / /S
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans ! /5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects

2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,
construction, financing, etc.

/8

3. References for key completed projects

2 8
/
o

/4

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability < 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing / /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project ] /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects / /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 2' /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property l /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) / /6

Total: ,

19 7w

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Townof Grovon Housm:o Futeorit., Evaluator: Collen
Greoter roron &0.&'.‘\1:: Corpp =
Carpionado brvp- & Corstrctinpyate; O 4 '2 / QD’.E’:
Summary of Evaluation Criteria =~ Score
A prospectwe developcr s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluauon Each proposal will be evaluated by the

revnew ]:_ranel based on the fol]owmg
F™ T g O E vl TR 0 e b o o BE. oy ) TR EFEEN P e R T ol skt I? e
'r“_ ﬂ‘} S " " ;.,'i‘ % &" '**‘-—“i-*"-'F-" i U S g e T \r}"l Y ..J'?&fr"" Jﬁ%h;m;t l‘ '.'-'..1-.?.'.“:.‘ m;”i Peiu h

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

Developer:

L3

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements 4[5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal Foox 415
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation gf' i ”'M,;; nl ‘,E*':i,m.-;r ~;’;’fﬁb— 35
4, Degree to which the project complies with local plans no{' x;,fe-l' vt be}payad 3/5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects |0 ng +errm pa 41%‘\46' 18
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, 7/8
construction, financing, etc. ~2&MS  Well pelahce

3. References for key completed projects (' ovicerns aloouvt @x agee ration ! /4

many exanvyiles couldht Gad baved evdclarce

Pro,]ect Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability good concegt dawiyg lr 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing some. e Adlence s /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project 1o# Gf Q W 22 4? : / /6

= /6
4 16

. . # "U r” , & i - ‘ﬁ
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total) .
1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State (5. Z prilhipn + CI’”& " 5 /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out _ 5-_- /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State 5‘%’}"%{3{; ssir E&'nd: o S} “ 16
4, Building design and efficient use of property A /fe Con/ Eﬁ# < 16
5. Other community benefits {public use, amenities, other) rec f_ﬁ}a&-& 94*@ ; 16

=

Total: | /100

Comuments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: Sjﬁck_;s:h)ﬂe Evaluator: C\)Her\
Date: O4 / 23 ; 0I§

Summary of Evaluation Criteria ; i Score
A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the
review panel based on the following:
Project Approach (20 Points Total)
1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements i 501t o, conter~t = /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal driad Concepds not as Hon'led 415
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation |iq\t o o cderd = /5
4, Degree to which the project complies with local plans Sécmﬁrf‘;’;f:ﬂ,ﬂuo( 4 /5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects Ao2R “¢ r Fr l:r— ceacd I8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,

construction, financing, efc. e rzime); Or r1AES  pghrd d«#&( 4 /8
3. References for key completed projects not ensegh in 2 < 14

£

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability hoyelyy kol erpeP & 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing ¢ g ‘f 7 s 16
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project 77 /¢ ‘;f g I:" :r:hf e Lf /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects not Clac— & 4 /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 0T Cowiedel oo 4 16

Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State $ 7@ 5 ’ 605 & 16
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out 3 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State b= (Gr€esd 4 vort A o 16
4. Building design and efficient use of property s T c,a:wvzpéﬁ 16
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) e 16
Total: l 78 1100

Comments can be provided on page 2



Comments:

C J}i‘f»éﬁ’a 0425/ 208
Evaluator Signature Date




Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: (0 be. D@\JQ\OYQJS‘ Tne, Evaluator: (v [ley
Date: O4 / 12 /1 2018
Summary of Evaluation Criteria Score ;

A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the

review panel based on the following:

Project Approach (20 Points Total) ‘|hCOW1p lete. proposal 2 /minimal (~fo

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements | /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal { /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation | /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans I /5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

No Scheosld

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects ng, 957 ~AclES Wit . 2 /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, "2 P79 ' /8
construction, financing, etc. Almost nO inAPommak

3. References for key completed projects Net provided l=37

- - - - ”

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability Not déemonseatred < /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing net™ devvon $vadcof O /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project OV Q‘N&‘\ o /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects no+ odevvneaSirased ole
3. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 216

Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State O /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out \on pmﬁ? School + 7 O /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State '\’Lj VA7 ,,CSC"‘| ”‘33% 276
4. Building design and efficient use of property (gv'\"o oo € 2ol pack 7 Re inke)) O /6
5. Other community benefits {public use, amenities, other) O /6
Total: I \3 /100

Comments can be provided on page 2



Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool
Evaluator: OU {len

Date: 09 | 23 | Kol
. Summary of Evaluation Criteria i IScore AT
A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the

Teview panel based on the following:
R L e e R R I e

e e S N R T e
Project Approach (20 Points Total)

Developer: RQSPIQ( HomeS LLC/

o AT o

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements < S
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal 5 /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 5 /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans CO“%@%,‘%?“’Z’ @ 2o, ~ |5
] = : 7 -d—-’?. = T
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects _%uc'd rrfnt-¢ F %M— A8
2. Surength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,

construction, financing, etc. Known pacdnevs wisolidd jg vels A8 18
3. References for key completed projects oning ShensS Qood Cygip 4 14

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability 3 & "W ,ﬁw 27 Pente é /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing ~ J27Hrs ¢ # &/NMJ"EF i & 16
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project i‘?:‘,‘f_,’;g :;i‘;?:/ih-“ m‘-;_.’#?;‘ gﬁ““l" s 16
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects "\m\?\r%g\\\e_g,_( e ft..iﬁ—ﬂ (2 16
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State = 16
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total) nomi-al At #o ncqgoing

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State ¥ //y 7~ Fbr p dEjoagel 4 16
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out 2.3 willion @ 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State iy of vse.S & 16
4. Building design and efficient use of properiy o /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) ,,Dafbl.-‘c 17373 gpra;-/uf' @ 16
Total: /100

Comments can be provided on page 2




Comments:
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

eveloper: . ’ _ Evaluator: Cg)ﬁf‘z‘% //léxf@
Developer: kh]ﬂl;ﬁ, Q’/I/Mﬂﬂ’ré/l'ﬂ& - Lf faj //‘X

‘Summary of Evaluation Criteria. 5| Score

A prospectwe developer s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the
review panel based on the followm:

Pro_;ect Approach (20 Pomts Total) /

1. Compliance with the RFR\submlssmn requirements J.,/ /5
2. Clear and comprehensive sthittaI ;-'f /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thOl'Oll\gtl approach to implementation / IS5
4, Degree to whxch the prOJect com\plles wnh local plans _,f"' /5
Team Quahficatmns (20 pomts Tota]) /

1. Demonstrated experience in completing s\-(lilar projcc}s/ /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, ‘engmce}'fng architectural design, /8
construction, financing, etc. N/

3. References for key completed projects \ /4

RN

Project Viability and Ability to Execute’i’ro_]ect \n a Timely Manner (30 Pomts Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability ~/ ' \ /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting Prfoject financing \ /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate _a’ﬁd complete project \“'\ /6
4, Demenstrated on-time comple}i{m of past projects \\ /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State \ \ /6
Benefit to Town and Sﬁ{te (30 Points Toetal) \ \'*.\ \y

1. Financial offering apﬁ benefit to the Town and State \ \ 216
2. Taxes to the Tow[p'rand State upon full build-out \ o /6
3. Quantitative an;!jqualitativc benefits to the Town and State \ O e
4. Building desi’gln and efficient use of property Y. /6
5. Other com;éunity benefits (public use, amenities, other) 0 16
Total: [ £/1100

{

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: &, /'ifff N /7/57 M‘?}lﬁ )4:» mh% Evaluator: Caﬂfzdz dé@

Date: 4” /;)-3 I/?;

Summary of Evaluation Criteria Secore

A pros;:ectwe developer s ﬁnanclal offenng will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal w1ll be evaluated by the
review ancl based on the foll g:
=

k3 =,r"'|;.

Project Approach (20 Pomts 'I‘otal)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements S/5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal 5 /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 5 /5
4. Degree to whlch the prOJect complies with local plans 5 /5

}31#“;? S _ ._.;!_ A :f ..n'-':':-:,.ﬁ":.:"‘?-: B R ._,-cr .*,'-:i;j > _ : Ly T e Ea T g e e rrp—

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1 Demonslratcd experience in completing similar projects 7 I8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, y /8
construction, financing, efc.

3. References for key completed projects 4 /4

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability AL
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing ¢ 16
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project 6 16
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects £ /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State é /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State é /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out 2 /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State k /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property < /e
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) | 6 16_'I
Total: 4L /100

Comments can be provided on page 2



Comments:
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: Evaluator: &V?/' wﬁ( //55 L%
Date: lj? !0?3 //‘(

_Summary of Evaluation Criteria _ Score

A prospecnve deveIOper 5 financial offenng will not be the only criteria for evaluauon Each proposal wﬂl be evaluated by the
i review panel based on the following:

Prq;ect Approach (20 Pomts Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements 5 /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal 2= I8
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 5’ ]
4 Degree to which the prOJect complles with local plans r /5
Team Qualiﬁcaﬁons (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects {5’ /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, g /8
construction, financing, etc.

3. References for key completed projects ?’ /4

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability 6 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing % /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project /16
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects L 16
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the TownlState o 16

Benefit to Town and State (30 Pomts Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State 5 /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out L 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State 4 16
4. Building design and efficient use of property 6 16
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) < /6

’i‘otal: | ..- - | | — I 'gg @ E 7100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

(. ﬂnmf ety

Evaluator:

Developer:

. Summary of Evaluation Crite

rev1ew panel based on the followi

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

A prospectlve developer s financial offering will not be the ouly Criteria for evaluauon Eax:h prupuﬂl wﬂl be ewﬂhmed b}r the

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements

2. Clear and comprehensive submittal

3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation

4. Degree to whlch the project complles with local plans

Team Quahficatlons (20 pomts Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects

2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,
construction, financing, etc.

3. References for key completed projects

L

E

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability

2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing

3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project

4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects

5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State

s
3

Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State

. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out

. Building design and efficient use of property

2
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State
4
5

. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other)

BT T
TR

Téfa];- ; . L St A o S L [

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystrc Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool
Evaluator: P{!‘—"& w & p_L e e

i Date: L[I':.‘_-r,I/(?
‘o Summary of Evaluation Criteria -~ | Score

A prospecuve dcvc]opcr s financial offering will not be the only criteria for cvaluauon Each pmposal will be evalualcd by the
_rewew panel based on the followmg

SET s e T e T T
Project Approach (20 Pomts Total)

Developer:

Gde be ‘)wn’(of:mrﬁ‘ PN

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements ' / /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittat / /S
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation ' / /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans i IS

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in cémpleﬁng similar projects ! /8
2, Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, /8
construction, financing, etc. 0

3. References for key completed projects ‘ / /4

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability / 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing : / 16
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project ' 3 16
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects / 16
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 2 16

Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State {

2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out _ o /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State 7 /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property T - e /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) o /6

/6

Total: ' T [ 2. /100

Comments can be provided.on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: ¢, 4.3 How & . Evaluator: PA wl Hm sk
a Date: o' (20 | ) 8
Sofaloo L Summary of Evaluation’ Cntena A oo | - Score
A prospecnve developer s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluanon Each proposal wull be evaluatcd by the

revnew panel based on the fo]]ow'

Y
R

I“‘““%% "'}*r;(-if“&‘rfz ;"}4 SE s g

Prcuect Approach (20 Pomts Total

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements B ' </ /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal g /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation ' 5/ /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans // /5

Team Qua.lifications (20 points Total)

1 Demonstrated experience in completing smular projects

g 8
7. Strength of the team including project lead, engmecrmg, architectural design,
| construction, financing, etc, v 8
2

3. References for key completed projects /4

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Paints Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability B & /6
2 Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing _ Y6
3 Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project & /6
4, ]?emonstrated on-time compleugrf ?_f past projects ; &f /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State _ & /6

Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)
1. Financial offering and beneﬁt to the Town and State /6

2. 'I‘axes to the Town and State upon full build-out =2 /6
Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State & /6
3

Building design and efficient use of property
Ot.her commumty beneﬁts (publlc use, amenities, other)

w|alwl

/16

Total — ] ' [ L2 /100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystlc Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Evaluator: p au (4 / s A
Date: O?’l 20 l' /(_P

Developer:

Resglev Homes Lt

¥ . Summaryef Evaluation Criferia-~ - | Score

A prospecuve developcr s financial offering will not be the only criteria Tor cvaluanon Each proposal will be evaluated by the

eview panel based on t.he fol]owmg -
BT e S e B e .-~%‘¥4’%‘v‘:f%§"

A

Pro_lect Approach (20 Pomts Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requircmenis 2 /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal . -2 5
3. Rational, detajled, and thorough approach to implementation ' s /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans = 5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in cbmpleting similar projects I8

2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,

<
construction, financing, etc. ;)/ /8
3

3. Refetences for key complcted projects /4

-

Pro_lect Vnablhty and Ablhty to Execute ProJect in a Tlmely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project finamcing y : /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project 3 /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects ol /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State joo /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State 2 16
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out Ly 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State 3 16
4. Building design and efficient use of property i
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) < 16
Total: | S [100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystlc Educatlon RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: <5 AQQ s;-l—p,‘. < én.;. °€) Evaluator: /)Au { /-/ a7 :‘/{
Date:_ 041 oo | 1 &

R AR Snmmary of Evaiuatmn Criteria - ' Score; ¢
A prospecnve dcvelopcr s financial offering wall not be the only criteria for evalnation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the

Teview panel I:_uas_ed the followu_lg

O TN e iy
Project Approach (20 Pomts Total)
1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements 2 /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal = /S
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation K4 /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans 3 /8
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)
1. Demonstrated experience in cémpleting similar projects / /8
2. Strength of the team mcludmg project lead, engineering, architectural design,
construction, financing, etc a /8
3. References for key completed projects P /4
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)
1. Demonstrated project marketability 3 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing Z 16
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project 2 /6
4, Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects / /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 32 /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total) |
1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State 2 /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-cut o /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and Stape 3 /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property T /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) PR 16
Total: ' i 3 1100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: Evaluator:ﬁv‘
GO0

Date: / /

Summary of Evaluation Criteria

Score

A prospective developer's financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the

review panel based on the following:

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements

/ /5

2. Clear and comprehensive submittal

/5

P——

3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation

/5

—

4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans

g /5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completifig similar projects / 18
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,

construction, financing, etc. O /8
3. References for key completed projects S /4
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in 2 Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability O 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing O 16
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project / /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects o 16
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 3 /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State O 16
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out ) 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State Dl /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property /16
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) /16

Total:

/&S~ 1100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: /6/ Evaluator: KJOT\LS
/?\QS'OLQI/ AN Date: V !ZS_! Ig/

Summary of Evaluation Criteria Score

A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the

review panel based cn the following:

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements 4/ /S
2. Clear and comprehensive submitial '7/ /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation lf/ /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans y /5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

I. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects /8

construction, financing, etc.

#,
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, @ /8
=

/4

3. References for key completed projects

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability s /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing y /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project ?P /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects 6 /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State p, / 16
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State / /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out il 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State L
4. Building design and efficient use of property 5/ /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) < /6
Total: [ — ") 1100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: Evaluator: \}OMR

CS'W\SfO’\L Date: ”z// o?(%l ;"?/

Summary of Evaluation Criteria

Score

review panel based on the following:

A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements . % /5
2, Clear and comprehensive submittal 47/ /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation _—5’ /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans =< /5
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)
1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects f‘ /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,
construction, financing, etc. @ /8
3. References for key completed projects 2 14
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)
1. Demonstrated project marketability ) -% /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing s 16
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project 4/ /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects 3 /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 2/ /6
7
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)
t. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State < /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out < /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State =" /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property =2 /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) 4/ /6
Fd
Total: 5 1100

Comments can be provided on page 2

{
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developg oA H&\Bn Y ather é/

Evaluator: Jrc )_V_]fg

Summary of Evaluation Criteria

Score

A prospective de\.reloper's financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the
review panel based on the following:

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements < /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal 5 /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation - / /S
4, Degree to which the project complies with local plans j/ /S
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects @ /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,

construction, financing, etc. @ /8
3. References for key completed projects y /4

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability

416

2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing 4/ /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project 14 /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects A'/ /6

5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State

5/ /6

Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State 5/ /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out - 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State s 16
4, Building design and efficient use of property = /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) S~ /6
Total: 27100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: Evaluator: LS I\qry_ [ﬂﬂ P
e . (D—L{)L{L hz'{'b!‘??"a :Z;Y:A Date Z/ é I /{f/?/

Summany of Evaluatnon@rntgrm s _ Score

A prospcctlvc devcloper s financial offerir offering will not be the only criteria for evaluatlon Each proposal wxll be evaluated by the
rewew anel bascd on the fo]lowm :

PrOJect Approach (20 Pomts Total)

1. Compliance with the REP submission requirements /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal _ } /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans % /5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, /8
o)

construction, financing, ctc.
3. References for key completed projects

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability

2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing

3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project

4. Dcmonstrated on-time completmn of past projects ; 3 /6
—

5 Reasonablc demands or requests from the Town/State

Benef' t to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and Stathg_ C,Lf}) W IONRL
YUy

2 Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out

3 Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State 4.4 16
4. Building design and efficient use of property /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) {‘) /6
Total: | - o =7 /100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: /g | ”’JUSV?/ Abhory aluator: S‘\qr\f, MNal fu?/

I)ate.
WEREaR T A Sii‘mmanynof Evaluation Criterin |  Score

A prospecuve dc{rcloper § financial offermg will not be the only criteria for cvaluatfon Each -[Jropésal wnli bc evaluated IJy thc
_ rcvn _panel based on the following

Pl'OjeCt Approach 20 Pomts Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements ' g /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal _ _ S . IS5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation ' /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans /5

-

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects ? /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, - - ? /8
=

construction, financing, etc.
3. References for key completed projects /4

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Projeci in a.Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated projz;ct marketability \ () hf :}_ Ceuil /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing _ m‘k/ /6

o
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project .%/ 16
g,

4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects no m _ 16
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State %. 4

b

/6

Benefit to Town and State (30 Pomts Total)

1. Financial off;:_r;ng and benefit to the Town and Stateﬁ 0{;[&{ a ¢ erl}ﬂM) 2 /6
2. Taxes to the Town and Statc upon full build-out (ﬂ /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative bcnef is to the 'I‘owu and State /6
4. Building design and cfﬁ(:lent use of property : /6
_5 Other community benefits (pubiic use, amenities, other) : ’ é) 16

Total: _ - | q :’%? /100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

FE At Sufhmany«ofﬁEvaluatlon”Cn,tegla B

[ ol S
—

Developer: Evaluator' SI\ ang fZ!ﬂ:{ o
p %K ‘!"‘u'ﬂmﬁ’ L&/Date j , Q;I_ ?[

o P

 Score

—

2y
i

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

. .m' -— ——
A prospecuve dcvcloper s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluatlon Each proposal w1ll be evaluated by the

Tbtal: I

1. Compliance with the REP submission requiremcntsg a4 ) oy /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal ! ;i /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation (?‘ /S
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans ~ ' j /_5_
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)
1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects ‘ O /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design,
construction, financing, etc. ] I /8
3. References for key completed projects ?_mi@u{s SM " no M (P /4
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a.Timely Manner (30 Points Total)
1. Demonstrated project marketability c;;L /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting prOJcct financing MEJS E aﬂ d-p amké[ ‘2 /6
3. Reasonable Umcframe to mmate and complete project _ _ 16
4 Demonstrated on-time compienon of past projects i W1 ﬁ i E no ‘J&}z‘/ :)d_ /6|
5 Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State Jr,.}; o - QL J,ru(' j /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total) P
1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State % j 16
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State -E,n\pb{% WM b i 16
4. Building design and effi cnent use of property W _’,,.f" /6
5. Other community benefits (publlc use, amenities, other) ”{uh,}m (,ﬂw }JJ}.{{C o /6
/100

Comnents can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: ﬁQSﬁ er” ‘!,tﬂw5/ yre Evaluator;jjhggg MNa {lo
Date: / e

R R T SummaKyJovaaluatmn Criteria

A prospectlve developer 8 financial offering will not be the onl only criteria for cvaluatlon Each proposal wﬂl be evaluated by the .
panel based on the following:

PrOJect Approach (20 Pomts Total)
'
1 Compliance with the RFP submission requirements L/ /5

2, Clear and comprehensive submittal

3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 3 /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans ' -

Team Qualifi cations (20 points Total)
1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects nG:u\lﬁH’ Sﬂn li'd {10 3 (: /8
| =
/

2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architechdral design,
construction, financing, etc.

3. References for key completed pmJects n'uny MQJS WN‘”@&’.&# see (,‘o(e/pb ﬂ..S

Project Vlablllty and Ablhty to Execute Project in a Tlmely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability (L /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing ' 5 /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project ’ P /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects " A ’3 /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/StateglJfJ fome Wm / (6
!
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)
1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and Smta,éwbﬂﬁ m,-g‘(' N q . /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out P Q‘ & ﬁ )@ £§, g‘ /6
{ 3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State q /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property g" e /6
5. Other community bgngﬁts (pubiic use, amenities, other) !‘?u‘m ':Q e &LP_]'E S' /6
Total: | . f /100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: ﬁeo ge‘ D‘Uf 0(0 P ug" Ihc Evaluator:—,t/(-f(._ﬂ’a‘ W
/ /

Date:

Summary of Evaluation Criteria Score

A prospective developer's financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal will be evaluated by the

review panel based on the following:

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements O /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal 1 /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 1/ /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans P /5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects Z /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, (

construction, financing, etc. ‘VQ sk"m o /8
3. References for key completed projects S /4

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

I. Demonstrated project marketability VHR- &owrd tng SM 216
- - T <

2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing 4{ 16

3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project 3 /6

4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects O /6

5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State // /6

Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State 116
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out (P fo -l—()q(ve){_w(' O /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State ’ 216
4. Building design and efficient use of property (=€, - SC 216
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) Nel detngpopt < /6
Total: | >% /100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: Q_LSP&I_ MO MoK Evaluator: MQA{.}Q, Aﬁeumé&-;

Date: / /

Summary of Evaluation Criteria Score

A prospective developer’s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluation. Each proposal wili be evaluated by the
review panel based on the following:

Project Approach (20 Points Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements /5
2, Clear and comprehensive submittal _5' /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 5}‘5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans é‘btif- hol g‘m{L { 2] ) _g /5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects S/8

2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, < /8
| construction, financing, etc. _ _

3. References for key completed projects 9 /4

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

I. Demonstrated project marketability MZ A;M <t gf Ay 6 /6
_2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing (\?ﬁ ¢ e 4o " ;% /6

3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project ‘ ;) /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects 3 /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State DE £ {/3 - 3 /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State . / /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out ! { /6
B Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State < /6
| 4. Building design and efficient use of property DEF P —== - 2 16
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) L /6

L . = e i = =
Total: _ 1 F2 oo

Comments can be provided on page 2







Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Date: ) /

 Summary of Evaliiation Criteria = ; Score

A prospecuve developer s financial offering will not be the only criteria for evaluamn Each proposal will be evaluated by the
review panel based on the following:

R R BT T T VA R R A
Project Approach (20 Points Total)

—l.-a")'mpliance with the RFP submission requirements 3 ‘ i 57 5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal L /8
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation ’ 4? /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans ' 3— /5

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in complenng similar pro_]eqs L T
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engmeermg, architectural des:gn, nol Ao

construction, financing, etc. /- dp 4 378
3. References for key completed pro_]ects - Toh'whl T Pur‘fwos'lh >

: 1y 7 /4
L EFb ol ﬁ ¢ h :
Project Vlablhty and Ablhty to Execute Project m a Tunely Manner (30 Pomts Total)

. 1 Demonstrated project marketability in R C,Q_(M o Ve ) Pover f—' < 16
2 Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing A Mﬁ ! f $ 20 ﬂaﬁ{% 12 ‘g 16
3 Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project 4- 16
| 4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects (thgy 3 pr‘D/ et~ f_}’— /6
5 Reasonable demands or requests from the TownlState DEFP/ 0 Pﬁ 1 — ( (} 2 /6|

Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and-State fe\1 Lé;uu—' 5 /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out o o 6 /6_.
3. Quanti{ative and qualitative benefits to the Towﬁ and State - _ S /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property - & 16
5. Other community benefits (public use, mneﬂgﬁes, othe) C /6
Total: _ _ | 47 oo’

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Developer: ém‘\-\gh H,gu_& n 'A'\l%"h 'a/ Evaluator: M(Ujﬂ/ Wl,é(ﬁ,

Date: / !

Summary of Evaluation Criteria =~ [ Score
A prospccnvc dcvclopcr s financial offering will not be the only criteria far evaluamn Each proposal will be evalvated by the

rewew Eanel based on the followmg
i et Pt o e TECF e A LR AT o Vo A, O T e T
‘lq .'.?:-}!Lﬂrl A ”q. u".it. i. "; i ﬁi e 3‘ Lf'z"" et lE 'Er ? l' I '?T o Lar A “I Thi-.x 5 P. Eafiesi ."_ A

Pro_]ect Approach (20 Pomts Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requireinents g/5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation ﬁs
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans ' S5

i

Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects e /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, cngmeermg, architectural design, 2 /8
construction, financing, etc.

3. References for key completcd pro_]ects < 14

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability 6 16
‘ 2. Demonstrated evidence supporting pI’O_]::;:t financing - 6‘/ 6
3. Reasonable ﬁ:n;i;rame to initiatt_: and complete project d -;f /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects 5 /6

5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 5161

Benefit to Town and State (30 Pomts Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State o < /6
_2 Taxes to the Town and State upon full bmld—out . ft 210 K, anng.b > & 16
3“_dauant1lat1ve and qualitative benefits to the Town and State _ v ) & /6
4, Building des:gn and efficient use of property S 6 /6
5. Other commumty beneﬁts (pubhc use, amenities, other) - & 16

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool
Evaluator: L\ 20 ﬂb tey

Project Approach (20 Polnts Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements ) /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal & /5
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 2 15
4. Degree to whlch the pro_lect comphes thh local plans A /5
[T o b T S 7 B e R I T e e e
gl 'v".l._.“ Ly ‘-ﬂ" ki Hh 1 u,:n_.l-*': ."\ L = "_‘___ﬁ 4 4‘;,___'_; b T ik 'I:'T:i._:'.'.1:..'._-;-"!'_'-_'{ et "_,?—,J.—.'Zﬁ‘. o R
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)

1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects ] /8
2. Strength of the team mcludmg Project lead, engineering, architectural design, /8
construction, financing, etc

3. References for key completed projects L /4

Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability o /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing . /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project S 16
3
L{

4. Demonstrated on-time completior of past projects /6
3. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State /6

foregee TR

Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1._Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State (o /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out & /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State I /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property & 16
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) s /6
Total:_ — | £a__ /100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 SCOl‘lilg Tool

Developer:
> fp\e.-s?\ev \‘)CO“YM \\\\C-

Evaluator: E;‘Qn ( bcg}l{

=g
Fofie

Project Approach (20 Points 'l‘otal)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements L /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal < /S
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 5 IS
4 Degree to whlch the prOJect comphes with local pla.us 5 ]
:rm:— TR nr T : T = ST W' TR wh—w;;f Tt
Team Quallﬂcatlons (20 points Total)
1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects ¢, /8
2, Strength of the team mcludmg project lead, engineering, architectural design, /8
| construction, financing, etc |

3. References for key completed projects 2 14
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)

1. Demonstrated project marketability © e /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing 1N 16
3. Reasonable timeframe o initiate and complete project £ 16
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects R /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State o /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)

1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State % /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out & 16
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State ( /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property {A /6
S. Other community bemﬁts (public use, amenitiec, other) _CP /6
Total: [ 9l 7100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool
Developer: Evaluator: L \on O\‘) F(w{

" e .uw-—w—.—-.—.- L v P T T TR e e ey

Lo A R ."'._--- Dkt ce i B L B PR SR U i g s

Project Approach (20 Polnts Total)

1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements 4 IS
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal K /S
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation I 5
4, Degree to wluch the pmJect comphes w1th local plans )-{ /5
Team Quahﬁcaﬂons (20 polnts Total)
1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects % 8
2.8 Strength of the team mcludmg project lead, engineering, architectural design, N /8
construction, financing, etc
3. References for key completed projects | _g — 14
S S : : A e
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)
1. Demonstrated project marketability y /6
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing 5:" 16
3. Reasonsble timeframe to initiate and complete project g /6
4. Demonstrated on-time completion of past projects ' G /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State (o /6
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)
1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State G /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out ( /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State < 16
4. Building design and efficient use of property o 73
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) “‘f /6
Total: 4 /100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

Q‘ \ {"‘n\\f Date: & ! /
S _Summary of Evaluation Criteria AT Score
A prospecuve developer s financial nffenng will not be the only criteria for cvaluanon Each proposa] wdl be evaluatcd by the
wcw pane] based on the following:
Project Approach (20 Points Total)
1. Compliance with the RFP submission requirements AY /5
2. Clear and comprehensive submittal s 18 /S
3. Rational, detailed, and thorough approach to implementation 'Q /5
4. Degree to which the project complies with local plans 9 15
Team Qualifications (20 points Total)
1. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects 018 /8
2. Strength of the team including project lead, engineering, architectural design, /8
construction, financing, etc. i
3. References for key completed projects 2 /4
Project Viability and Ability to Execute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Points Total)
1. Demonstrated project marketability % 16
2. Demonstrated evidence supporting project financing L /6
3. Reasonable timeframe to initiate and complete project O 16
4. Demonsirated on-time completion of past projects &) /6
5. Reasonable demands or requests from the Town/State 4 16
Benefit to Town and State (30 Points Total)
1. Financial offering and benefit to the Town and State 8 /6
2. Taxes to the Town and State upon full build-out e /6
3. Quantitative and qualitative benefits to the Town and State ; /6
4. Building design and efficient use of property O /6
5. Other community benefits (public use, amenities, other) ) 16
Total: ] | 231 /100

Comments can be provided on page 2
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Evahaator: AN

'wGuLg

.“ ) —— .-. ...;. S B ” ‘ Cinem s
fﬂﬂt‘::rg:;: aig \hunuhtttoﬂynmnh evahntion.
lect Approach (20 Points Total) | G|
ompliance with the RFP submission requircments L | 15_;
flmrandounprehmuw ] 5
lational, deusiled. and thorough approach to implemcattion 1 /5
Degree 10 which the projoct complies with Jocal plans | 5

% SRS I
pm Qualifications WQM Total)
Demonsred expericnoc in completing similar projects
ME‘M mmhm;m lead, engineenng. architectural design,
uﬁm rur l:r.-y mmcd pmpm _ ' l

. . e, e e
rqleet W:r ﬂ a\bllhy mElﬂ:ute Project in a Timely Manner (30 Palntl ’l'nlal}

Demonsrated projoct marketshility 3 76
_ Demonstrated cvidence supporting praject financing | /6

p.—-um 2

. Reasonable timefrsme to initiase and complete project | 16

|. Demonstrated on-semc completion of past projects

LM&Mﬂmthm |

Benefit to Tawn and State (30 Puints Total)
1 Fhuuhﬂuﬁui;nurhmd&tnﬂw1hm1JnﬂSuu 3 1 /6]
2! s ¥ the Town and State upon full buibd-out
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mumhumwmimhcﬂm

Demonstrated expetience in:mﬂ:liugsﬁ: projects

fmn@h of the team in:h:din; project lead, engincering. archilectural design.

Mumcs for Iry mlcted m
o R T B L

e

njm S’hhlﬂty and Ahlllly te Execute Project In 2 Timely Manner [JG Nnts TFotal)

anonmned projoct marketabality

:chﬂd evidencs supporing peojoct fimancing

Reasonable timeframe 1o initiste and complete project
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Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool

reloper: G H_ A Evatuator: vEeALS

pject Approach (20 Polnts Total)

Compliance with the RFP submission requirements | 5 /s

Clear and compreheasive subminal S ;‘§_’

Rational, detalled, and thorough agproach to implementation /5
§ /5

Degrmmwhchﬂnpmpumhﬁﬁmhnlptm

gam Quﬂﬂmatims {20 pnus‘l‘otal}

. Demonstrated experience in coapleting similar projects é /8
'_ﬁlrmol’ the muh&uwﬁmlmﬂmm architectural design. ﬁ"
oostruction. financing. Hic
b mmmmmm /4
N s . R D SRR : - 7,
Mm\’hhlllly -dAhllkth:mﬂe Project ina‘l'imel;r Manner {30 H:Ints Total)
I Demonstrated project marketability /6
E wmwmpumm ! 16
3. Ressonable timeframe 1o initise and complese project 76|
:4 Desoasraicd om Semc completion of past projects 376
| _3rfJ
TR e R 27,
/6]
2. Taxes to the Town and Siate upon full besld-out W
12 Wﬂmm"omehmnﬂm | s 16
4. m&-_ﬂemﬂuuﬁfpm 16
N3

5 mmwmwmmm

Cousments ¢an be provified on page 3



s —

__Mystic Education RFP 18-25 Scoring Tool o
Evaluator: vau_ﬁ
_ 23 1 I

raject Approach (20 Points Total)
‘Compliance with the REP submission requircments
 Clear and comprehensive suboninal

" Raticaal, dealled. 2nd thorough approach to mplemsentation
mmumh&mhclmmwplm

R -.I e -n-——.-..--.n-.-.-..m '-_‘. -

Py L

fem Mlmlo-s {Hlpuims rmw

l mm-nl experience in completing simalar projects
E_Sm.nﬂﬂ the uﬁludlnsm lead. engincering. architecthural design,
porsAnton. financing. ete

B Re&mtufot hrmkmdm

hujed \”nhﬂhy-dAhlﬂtymE:uuuhwjealnanmﬂyhmmPo&nts ‘l‘oul)
1. Demonstrated project marketabslity

2 wdmmpmﬁuﬂiu
3 Mmmmmmu#mm
4, wdmmﬂmmm
s Mhﬂwumﬁumﬁ:fnnf&m

Mutwn-lﬁmﬂlhlmrm |
1 mm:ﬂqndb:mﬁ:hﬂnTmudsm
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