CITY OF ATLANTA

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

LADAWN BLACKETT
INTERIM INSPECTOR GENERAL

INDEPENDENT PROCUREMENT REVIEW DIVISION

Independent Procurement Review Report

TO:  Atlanta City Council

DATE: April 30, 2025

The purpose of this report is to communicate the results of the following solicitation.

Background

The Department of City Planning requested a Request for Proposals for the project and scope shown
below. Requests for Proposals are typically evaluated based on a variety of evaluation factors
including price, understanding of scope and objectives, and expertise. This project was not

previously cancelled.

Solicitation#
Project Name:

Estimated Dollar Amount:

Term:
Recommended Awardee:

DOP Responsive Bidders:

All Bidders:

Information regarding the Independent Procurement Review Division and its reports can be found at www.atloig.org.

RFP/PS/DCP/2406-1250013

On-Call General Planning Consultant Services

$500,000 per fiscal year

Three years with one two-year renewal option

APD Urban Planning & Management, LLC

Blue Cypress Consulting, LLC

R2T, Inc (dba River to Tap)
Tunnell-Spangler-Walsh & Associates (dba TSW)

APD Urban Planning & Management, LLC

Blue Cypress Consulting, LLC

CERM

Praxis3

R2T, Inc (dba River to Tap)

Sizemore Group

Tunnell-Spangler-Walsh & Associates (dba TSW)

APD Urban Planning & Management, LLC

Blue Cypress Consulting, LLC

Boostgroup, LLC

Corporate Environmental Risk Management

People to People Resources LLC

Praxis3,LLC

R2T, Inc (dba River to Tap)

Sizemore Group

Starr Whitehouse Landscape Architects and Planners
Tunnell-Spangler-Walsh & Associates (dba TSW)
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Observations and Responses

Responsive Review

Observation 1: The Contract Specialist did not provide initials indicating the presence of
submitted documents or signatures to indicate responsiveness on the Financial Responsibility
Review forms for the four proposed awardees as required on the forms.

DOP Response: DOP acknowledges the initial oversight in providing initials on the
Financial Responsibility Review forms submitted for review. The Category Specialist has
since reviewed and initialed the forms for all four (4) proposed awardees to indicate
responsiveness. The updated forms have been provided to IPro.

Observation 2: The Offeror Contact Directory requires primary and secondary contacts. One of the
four proposed awardees deemed responsive by DOP listed only one of the two required contacts.

DOP Response: Per the instructions on Form 4 — Offeror Contact Directory, proponents are
asked to provide a secondary contact where applicable. The contact listed by APD includes
two distinct roles/titles, indicating that the individual is serving in both the primary and
secondary contact capacities for the organization. Therefore, APD has fulfilled the
requirement as outlined in the form.

Observation 3: The Financial Responsibility Review Form asks for the three highest ranking
officers of an entity to sign an attestation of the company's financial condition. Two of the four
proposed awardees deemed responsive by DOP each provided one of the three signatures.

DOP Response: Based on the organizational structures of both APD and TSW, there are no
individuals holding the titles of Chief Executive Officer or Chief Financial Officer. Each
organization provided the required attestation to the best of its structural capacity, with the
highest-ranking available officer signing the Financial Responsibility Review Form.

Observation 4: DOP listed the four proposed awardees as responsive for SAM.gov exclusion, but
the contract file included no documentation of the SAM.gov exclusion searches.

DOP Response: SAM.gov exclusion searches have been completed for each of the four
proposed awardees. The documentation has since been compiled and submitted to [IPRO
for inclusion in the contract file.

Evaluation

Observation 5: Two individuals who were not identified as approved evaluators in the CPO
Evaluator’s Memorandum attended the collaborative scoring session.

DOP Response: Confidentiality forms for the individuals who participated in the

collaborative scoring session, including Singh and Walden, have been completed and
submitted to IPro.
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The review yielded no additional findings.

Methodology

The Independent Procurement Division reviews the following stages of the procurement process:

e Initiation

e Solicitation

e Responsive Review
e Evaluation

e Award

In accordance with Atlanta City Charter Article 8, Section 8-107, and Section 2-1604 of the Atlanta
Code of Ordinances, the Independent Procurement Review Division of the Office of the Inspector
General must review all solicitations with an aggregate value of 81,000,000 or greater seeking
approval by the Atlanta City Council, for file completeness, conflicts of interest, and other areas of
perceived deficiency;, must review all cooperative purchase agreements and piggyback contracts
with an aggregate value greater than $1,000,000; and may conduct discretionary reviews of any
value.
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