S-1049(5) Project Level Evaluation Methodology: Cash Purchase 

· Evaluators may consider information in any part of the proposal when assigning a score for a category.
· Numerical values will be rounded to 2 decimal places.
· Evaluator scores will be on a 0-10 scale, as follows:

10	Couldn’t imagine a better answer, addressed the site specific questions and provided very detailed response(s) and information on the impacts of the different option(s) and detailed recommendations on how to proceed. Clearly laid out how each section would be addressed. All factors met with clarity and explanation.  

 9-8	Excellent, insightful answer, addressed the site specific questions and provided very detailed response(s) and recommendations on how to proceed. Laid out how each section would be addressed with full detail. All factors are met with clarity and explanation, but not fully

 7-6	More than adequate answer, addressed the site specific questions and provided details and recommendations on how to proceed. Laid out how each section would be addressed with some detail. All factors are met with clarity and explanation, but not clear in some factors.

 5-4	Adequate answer, no special insights, addressed the site specific questions but did not elaborate. Laid out how each section would be addressed, but may be lacking details. All factors are met but may lack clarity or explanation. 

 3-2	Inadequate response, did not address any of the site specific questions or gave an irrelevant answer. Did not provide any response to how each section would be addressed or irrelevant answer. Not all factors are met or are lacking clarity or explanation or not compliant with requirements.

 1-0	Totally inadequate answer, did not address any of the site specific questions or gave an irrelevant answer. Did not provide any response to each section or provided an irrelevant response.  Factors are not met, lacking clarity or explanation or non-compliance. 
0 No answer given

	Cash Purchase
Quality of Design                    150 points
Cost                                        800 points	
Diversity and Inclusion           50 points
                                              1000 points

TG/ED/VO Preference              60 points








Scored by Evaluators
Scores will be used to calculate points as follows:
· Average score across evaluators will be calculated by OSP
· score / 10 * (max points) = points 
· Example score of 7 with max points of 50:  7/10*50 = 35 points

1. Quality of designs (150 points). Factors considered for the “Quality of Design” criterion include
a. Clarity of design proposal
b. Anticipated AC output per kW DC
c. Suitability with site conditions
d. [bookmark: _GoBack]Ease of maintenance and upkeep for the panels


Scored Objectively
1. Cash Purchase Model
a. Cost (800 points)
i. (low price)/(price being evaluated)*800 = points. Price is evaluated per the submitted price sheet on a $/Watt DC basis. 
b. Diversity and Inclusion Practices (50 points)
i. 50 points awarded for at least 25% TG/ED/VO commitment. Vendors must state that they will adhere to this commitment in writing to earn all 50 points. For more information on TG/ED/VO commitments, see http://www.mmd.admin.state.mn.us/mn02001.htm
ii. 0 points awarded for less than a 25% TG/ED/VO commitment
c. TG/ED/VO Preference (60 points). Bonus points awarded to “Targeted Group, Economically Disadvantaged, and Veteran Owned businesses. 
