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Evaluation Criteria : . . Magnolia
: o : . Comprehensive Connected EPIC Special Favorite . g Presence
Evaluation Criteria Weight Attain Therapy . Light Street Government .
Concepts Healthcare Education Healthcare : Learning
Solutions
(Refer to Scoring Guide) (W]
(Total Average) (Total Average) (Total Average) (Total Average) (Total Average) (Total Average) (Total Average) (Total Average)
Evaluation Criteria 1 o
Vendor is able to provide Respondt_ant demonstrates t_he competer_lce and h_as the_ quallflcgt_lons to perform
. . the services and/or provide the deliverables,including -certifications and/or
services specific to the . . . : e . 35%
. . . licensures, experience, financial capability in light of the size and scope of the
regions listed in project, and proposed personnel assignments.
Attachment G of the RFQ 29.60 31.00 29.40 29.20 28.60 27.60 29.80 28.60
Evaluation Criteria 2 Respondent’s proposal for providing services and/or deliverables addresses the
Vendor's ability to specifications and requirements for the project being procured, including the 2504
comply with RFQ quality of respondent’s services and/or deliverables and the extent to which said
services and/or deliverables meet the school’s needs. 22.80 24.00 18.40 20.60 19.60 20.40 20.80 21.20
Evaluation Criteria 3
Vendor's ability to provide|Repondent has stated they currently have staff to support the region they are 15%
in-person services proposing servces
7.00 11.80 10.20 4.40 10.00 7.40 8.40 10.80
Evaluation Criteria 4
Vendor's ability to provide . . . .
. Respondent has stated they can provide their own computers, testing kits and
own computers, testing ; : . 15%
. . equipment in their proposal
kits, and equipment
13.40 13.40 11.00 4.80 5.20 13.40 11.60 9.20
Evaluation Criteria 5 For respondent with a prior relationship with the school, respondent’s past
Vendor's reputation and |Performance is documented in written, signed and dated evaluations prepared by
quality of services the school’s project manager and said evaluations demonstrate respondent’s past
favorable performance
OR
For respondent with no prior relationship with the school or respondent with a prior 10%
relationship with the school and no written, signed and dated evaluations
prepared by the school’s project manager, reputation of respondent and of
respondent’s goods and/or services demonstrate past favorable performance, as
established through independent, third-party references.
8.00 6.00 6.00 7.60 6.20 7.40 5.60 8.00
100%

|Grand Total Score

80.80

86.20

75.00

66.60

69.60

76.20

76.20

77.80




