State of Maine

REP / Proposal Master Score Sheet

SCORE OR REP# 201804057: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant | -
PROPOSA SUBMITTED BY: | Baker Brook Farm Ripley Farm MFSN via HCCA VitaminSea
oS e COST Cost: | $9,400.00 Cost: | $9764.00 Cost: | $7,500.00 Cost: | $10,000.00
EVALUATION ITEM
. . o POINTS
J Bonenfant; M Maczluso; T Gordon; S Gilbert AVAIL.
Sechqn I: Organization Qualifications and (25) 20 25 o5 25
Experience
Section II: Proposed Services (40) 25 35 20 23
Section |ll: Cost Proposal {(25) 18 14 13 18
Section IV: Maine Business and Economic
Impact Consideration (10) 6 0 6 0
TOTAL | 100 83 74 84 66
PROPOSAL SUBMITTED BY: | Fragrance Farm. MFT
oA 57 COST:| Cost: | $15,033.29 Cost: | $7,500.00
POINTS
EVALUATION ITEM AVAIL.
Sectlo_n [: Organization Qualifications and (25) 13 25
Experience
Section |l: Proposed Services (40} 25 35
Section [ll: Cost Proposal (25} 17 20
Section IV: Maine Business and Fconomic (10) 6 8
Impact Consideration
TOTAL 100 61 88
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STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
CONSERVATION AND FORESTRY

‘Walter E. Whitcomb

Paul R. L.ePage Commissioner
Governor

AWARD NOTIFICATION LETTER

TO: Baker Brook Farm LLC
DATE: July 2, 2018

SUBJECT: Notice of Conditional Contract Award(s) under RFP # 201804057,
Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

Dear Stephen O'Brien:

This letter is about the Request for Proposals (RFP), issued by the State of Maine Department
of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry for the Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
The Department has evaluated the proposals received using the evaluation criteria identified in
the RFP. The Department hereby announces conditional contract award(s) to the following

bidder(s):

¢ Maine Farmland Trust

+ FEugene Ripley, DBA Ripley Farm

» Baker Brook Farm LLC

¢ VitaminSea LLC

¢ Maine Farm to School Network at Healthy Communities of the Capital Area
» The Fragrance Farm Inc.

The Department will contact the aforementioned bidder(s) soon to negotiate a contract. As
issued in the RFP, the Notice of Conditional Contract Award is subject to execution of a written
contract. This Notice does NOT constitute the formation of a contract between the Department
and the apparent successful vendor. The bidder shall not acquire any legal or equitable rights
relative to the contract services until a contract containing terms and conditions acceptable to
the Department is executed. The Department further reserves the right to cancel this Notice of
Conditional Contract Award at any time prior to the execution of a written contract.
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As stated in the RFP, following announcement of this award decision, all submissions in
response to the RFP are considered public records available for public inspection pursuant to
the State of Maine Freedom of Access Act (FOAA). 1 M.R.S, §§ 401 et seq.; 5 M.R.S. § 1825-B

(6).
This award decision is conditioned upon final approval by the State Procurement Review
Committee and the successful negotiation of a contract. A Statement of Appeal Rights has
been provided with this letter; see below.
Thank you for your interest in doing business with the State of Maine.
Sincerely,
oS et
Walter E. Whitcomb
Commissioner
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STATEMENT OF APPEAL RIGHTS

Any person aggrieved by an award decision may request an appeal hearing. The request must
be made fo the Director of the Bureau of General Services, in writing, within 15 days of
hotification of the contract award as provided in 5 M.R.S. § 1825-E (2) and the Rules of the
Department of Administrative and Financial Services, Bureau of General Services, Division of
Purchases, Chapter 120, § (2) (2).
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STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
CONSERVATION AND FORESTRY

Walter E. Whitcomb

Paul R, LePage Commissioner
Governor

AWARD NOTIFICATION LETTER

TO: Eugene Ripley DBA Ripley Farm
DATE: July 2, 2018

SUBJECT: Notice of Conditional Contract Award(s) under RFP # 201804057,
Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

Dear Eugene Ripley:

This letter is about the Request for Proposals (RFP), issued by the State of Maine Department
of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry for the Agriculiural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
The Department has evaluated the proposals received using the evaluation criteria identified in
the RFP. The Department hereby announces conditional contract award(s) to the following

bidder(s):

¢ Maine Farmland Trust

« Eugene Ripley, DBA Ripley Farm

¢ Baker Brook Farm LLC

e VitaminSea LLC

« Maine Farm to School Network at Healthy Communities of the Capital Area
» The Fragrance Farm Inc.

The Department will contact the aforementioned bidder(s) soon to negotiate a contract. As
issued in the RFP, the Notice of Conditional Contract Award is subject to execution of a written
contract. This Notice does NOT constitute the formation of a contract between the Department
and the apparent successful vendor. The bidder shall not acquire any legal or equitable rights
relative ta the contract services until a contract containing terms and conditions acceptable to
the Department is executed. The Department further reserves the right to cancel this Notice of
Conditional Contract Award at any time prior to the execution of a written contract.
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As stated in the RFP, following announcement of this award decision, all submissions in
response to the RFP are considered public records available for public inspection pursuant to
the State of Maine Freedom of Access Act (FOAA). 1 M.R.S. §§ 401 et seq.; 5 M.R.S. § 1825-B

(6).

This award decision is conditioned upon final approval by the State Procurement Review
Committee and the successful negotiation of a contract. A Statement of Appeal Rights has
been provided with this letter; see below.

Thank you for your interest in doing business with the State of Maine.

Sincerely, '

A £ ftits-

Walter E. Whitcomb
Commissioner
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STATEMENT OF APPEAL RIGHTS

Any person aggrieved by an award decision may request an appeal hearing. The request must
be made to the Director of the Bureau of General Services, in writing, within 15 days of
notification of the contract award as provided in 5 M.R.S. § 1825-E (2) and the Rules of the
Department of Administrative and Financial Services, Bureau of General Services, Division of
Purchases, Chapter 120, § (2) (2).
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STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
CONSERVATION AND FORESTRY

Paul R. LePage Commissioner
Governor

AWARD NQTIFICATION LETTER

TO: Maine Farm to School Network at Healthy Communities of the Captial Area

DATE: July 2, 2018

SUBJECT: Notice of Conditional Contract Award(s) under RFP # 2018040357,
Agricuitural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

Dear Joanne Joy,

This letter is about the Request for Proposals (RFP), issued by the State of Maine Department
of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry for the Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
The Department has evaluated the proposals received using the evaluation criteria identified in
the RFP. The Depariment hereby announces conditional contract award(s) to the following

bidder(s):

« Maine Farmland Trust

» Eugene Ripley, DBA Ripley Farm

+ Baker Brook Farm LLC

s VitaminSea LLC

« Maine Farm to School Network at Healthy Communities of the Capital Area
e The Fragrance Farm Inc.

The Department will contact the aforementioned bidder(s) soon to negotiate a contract. As
issued in the RFP, the Notice of Conditional Contract Award is subject to exectition of a written
contract. This Notice does NOT constitute the formation of a contract between the Department
and the apparent successful vendor. The bidder shall not acquire any legal or equitable rights
relative to the contract services until a contract containing terms and conditions accepfable to
the Department is executed. The Department further reserves the right to cancel this Notice of
Conditional Contract Award at any time prior to the execution of a written contract.

Page 1 of 3 ' rev, 3/6/2018
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As stated in the RFP, following announcement of this award decision, all submissions in
response to the RFP are considered public records available for public inspection pursuant to
the State of Maine Freedom of Access Act (FOAA). 1 M.R.S. §§ 401 et seq.; 5 M.R.S. § 1825-B

(6).
This award decision is conditioned upon final approval by the State Procurement Review
Committee and the successful negotiation of a contract. A Statement of Appeal Rights has

been provided with this letter; see below.

Thank you for your interest in doing business with the State of Maine.

Sincerely,

ol S F Tt

Walter E. Whitcomb .
Commissioner
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STATEMENT OF APPEAL RIGHTS

Any person aggrieved by an award decision may request an appeat hearing. The request must
be made to the Director of the Bureau of General Services, in writing, within 15 days of
notification of the contract award as provided in 5 M.R.S. § 1825-E (2) and the Rules of the
Department of Administrative and Financial Services, Bureau of General Services, Division of
Purchases, Chapter 120, § (2) (2).
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STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
CONSERVATION AND FORESTRY

Walter E. Whitcomb

Paul R. LePage Commissioner
Govetnor

AWARD NOTIFICATION LETTER

TO: Maine Farmiand Trust
DATE:; July 2, 2018

SUBJECT: Notice of Conditional Contract Award(s) under RFP # 201804057,
Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

Dear Kristin Varnum:

This letter is about the Request for Proposals (RFP), issued by the State of Maine Department
of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry for the Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
The Department has evaluated the proposals received using the evaluation criteria identified in
the RFP. The Department hereby announces conditional contract award(s) to the following

bidder(s}:

o Maine Farmland Trust

« Eugene Ripley, DBA Ripley Farm

e Baker Brock Farm LLC

¢ VitaminSea LLC

« Maine Farm fo School Network at Healthy Communities of the Capital Area

« The Fragrance Farm Inc.

The Department will contact the aforementioned bidder(s) soon to negotiate a contract. As
issued in the RFP, the Notice of Conditional Contract Award is subject to execution of a written
contract. This Notice does NOT constitute the formation of a contract between the Department
and the apparent successful vendor, The bidder shall not acquire any legal or equitable rights
relative to the contract services until a contract containing terms and conditions acceptable to
the Department is executed. The Department further reserves the right to cancel this Notice of
Conditional Contract Award at any time prior to the execution of a written contract.

Page 10f 3 rev, 3/5/2018




As stated in the RFP, following announcement of this award decision, all submissions in
response to the RFP are considered public records available for public inspection pursuant to
the State of Maine Freedom of Access Act (FOAA). 1 M.R.S. §§ 401 et seq.; 5 M.R.S. § 1825-B

(6).

This award decision is conditioned upon final approval by the State Procurement Review
Committee and the successful negofiation of a contract. A Statement of Appeal Rights has
been provided with this letter; see below.

Thank you for your interest in doing business with the State of Maine.

Sincerely,

T T

Walter E. Whitcomb
Commissioner
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STATEMENT OF APPEAL RIGHTS

Any person aggrieved by an award decision may request an appeal hearing. The request must
be made to the Director of the Bureau of General Services, in writing, within 15 days of
nofification of the contract award as provided in 5 M.R.S. § 1825-E (2) and the Rules of the

Department of Administrative and Financial Services, Bureau of General Services, Division of
Purchases, Chapter 120, § (2) (2).
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STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
CONSERVATION AND FORESTRY

Walter E, Whitcomb
Paul R, LePage Commissioner
Governor

AWARD NOTIFICATION LETTER

TO: The Fragrance Farm Inc.
DATE: July 2, 2018

SUBJECT: Notice of Conditional Contract Award(s} under RFP # 201804057,
Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

Dear Lorie Costigan:

This letter is about the Request for Propesals (RFP), issued by the State of Maine Department
of Agriculture Consetvation and Forestry for the Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
The Department has evaluated the proposals received using the evaluation criteria identified in
the RFP. The Department hereby announces conditional contract award(s) to the following
bidder{s).

s Maine Farmland Trust

Eugene Ripley, DBA Ripley Farm

Baker Brook Farm LLC

VitaminSea LLC ‘

Maine Farm to School Network at Healthy Communities of the Capital Area
The Fragrance Farm Inc.

The Department will contact the aforementioned bidder(s) soon to negotiate a contract. As
issued in the RFP, the Notice of Conditional Contract Award is subject to execution of a written
contract. This Notice does NOT constitute the formation of a contract between the Department
and the apparent successful vendor. The bidder shall not acquire any legal or equitable rights
relative to the contract services until a contract containing terms and conditions acceptable to
the Department is executed. The Department further reserves the right to cancel this Notice of
Conditional Cantract Award at any time ptior to the execution of a written contract.
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As stated in the RFP, following announcement of this award decision, ali submissians in
response to the RFP are considered public records available for public inspection pursuant to
the State of Maine Freedom of Access Act (FOAA). 1 M.R.S. §§ 401 et seq.; 5 M.R.S. § 1825-B

(6).

‘This award decision is conditioned upon final approval by the State Procurement Review
Committee and the successful negotiation of a contract, A Statement of Appeal Rights has
been provided with this letter; see below.

Thank you for your interest in doing business with the State of Maine.
Sincerely,

A e M

Walter E. Whitcomb
Commissioner
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STATEMENT OF APPEAL RIGHTS

Any person aggrieved by an award decision may request an appeal hearing. The request must
be made to the Director of the Bureau of General Services, in writing, within 15 days of
nofification of the contract award as provided in 5 M.R.S. § 1825-E (2) and the Rules of the
Department of Administrative and Financial Services, Bureau of General Services, Division of
Purchases, Chapter 120, § (2) (2). :
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STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
CONSERVATION AND FORESTRY

Walter E. Whitcomb

Paul R. LePage Commissioner
Governor

AWARD NOTIFICATION LETTER

TO: VitaminSea LLC
DATE: July 2, 2018

SUBJECT: Notice of Conditional Contract Award(s) under RFP # 201804057,
Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

Dear Tom Roth:

This letter is about the Request for Proposals (RFP), issued by the State of Maine Department
of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry for the Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
The Department has evaluated the proposals received using the evaluation criteria identified in
the RFP. The Department hereby announces conditional confract award(s) to the following

bidder(s):

» Maine Farmland Trust

¢ Eugene Ripley, DBA Ripley Farm

« Baker Brook Farm LLC

¢ VitaminSea LLC

e Maine Farm to Schaol Network at Healthy Communities of the Capital Area

¢ The Fragrance Farm Inc.

The Department will contact the aforementioned bidder(s) soon to negotiate a contract, As
issued in the RFP, the Notice of Conditional Contract Award is subject to execution of a written
contract. This Notice does NOT constitute the formation of a contract between the Department
and the apparent sticcessful vendor. The bidder shall not acquire any legal or equitable rights -
relative to the contract services until a contract containing terms and conditions acceptable to
the Department is executed. The Department further reserves the right to cancel this Notice of
Conditional Contract Award at any time prior to the execution of a written contract.

Page 1 of 3 rev. 3/5/2018




As stated in the RFP, following announcement of this award decision, all submissions in
response to the RFP are considered public records available for public inspection pursuant to
the State of Maine Freedom of Access Act (FOAA). 1 M.R.S. §§ 401 et seq.; 5 M.R.S. § 1825-B

(6).

This award decision is conditioned upon final approval by the State Procurement Review
Committee and the successful negotiation of a contract. A Statement of Appeal Rights has
been provided with this letter; see below.

Thank you for your interest in doing business with the State of Maine.
Sincerely,

A, & STt

Walter E. Whitcomb
Commissioner
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STATEMENT OF APPEAL RIGHTS

Any person aggrieved by an award decision may request an appeal hearing. The request must
be made to the Director of the Bureau of General Services, in writing, within 15 days of
notification of the contract award as provided in 5 M.R.S. § 1825-E (2) and the Rules of the

Department of Administrative and Financial Services, Bureau of General Services, Division of
Purchases, Chapter 120, § (2) (2).
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: The Fragrance Farm Inc,

DATE: June 27, 2018

FREERAKRKERRA AR AR AR AAAAAXFARA AR AR A Ak kR Ak Ak dkAhkihk ki khkkikhkkdkhkhhhkdhhhhdkhhhihkhkhhikhkhkhkidkkdkihkkkhkkd

DEPARTMENT NAME: Maine Department of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry
NAME OF RFP COORDINATOR: Jessica Nixon: amended with Anne Trenholm
NAMES OF EVALUATORS: Joy Bonenfant; Melissa Macaluso, Tom Gordon; Stephanie Gilbert

FRAFARKKREERER KL R A AN RRARAERRTE LR AT LT REERRTERARRR AR R IR EERETERET R FRRERRRRRRERTRETRRRR IR RTRTRRR kR RkRkkkkhhkkkik

SUMMARY PAGE

Numerical Score:

Section |.  Crganization Qualifications and Experience {Max: 25 Points) 13
Section Il. Proposed Services (Max: 40 Paints) 25
Section lll: Cost Proposal {Max: 25 Points) 17
Section IV: Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration (Max: 10 Points) 6

TOTAL POINTS {Max: 100 Points) 81

Rev. March 5, 2018 1




STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER; The Fragrance Farm Inc.

DATE: June 27, 2018

hhkkkEEAkAXERkFAAEAXAR ARk R Ak Ak khhidkkhkhiobkiddiokkhhhhdkhk itk kdkkiohtkhkhikkkhhhdkdkkkkdhkdhkdkhikhkdkiokkkdihihkhkkhikkihikk

EVALUATION OF SECTION |
Organization Qualifications and Experience

Total Points Available: (25) Score: 13

AEKEREREEERRERAEERERREEERER AR EEERRERERRR R TR KRR RERRTERR AR ERKRTRRRERRIRE KRR R KRR RKRRTR AKX T R AR ARk Ak hk R kk Ak hkhhkkkkihkk

Evaluation Team Comments:

Positive:

Extensive experience and longstanding

Minus/Question:
Incomplete information, not all submitted

Organizational chart not provided-—is it implied?

Working relationship with project Il not clear
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: The Fragrance Farm Inc.

DATE: June 27, 2018

R e s L T T L L L L L A R R P R R S g 2 2 T I

EVALUATION OF SECTION Il
Proposed Services

Total Points Available: (40) Score: _ 25

e o b e L T e L L T T T T T L L L L L L R s L r ey g

Evaluation Team Comments:

Positive:
Automation and efficiency of process
Meets the scope

Potential market expansion opportunity
Minus/Questions:

What is the innovation? What is the technology? Lacks detail and description to understand what the innovation
and technology and services would be.
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIBDER: The Fragrance Farm Inc.

DATE: June 27, 2018

********k***********i***#***************ﬁ*i*****************ﬁ******************************i***********************k*******

EVALUATION OF SECTION Il
Cost Proposal
Best value assessment of money, time, tasks, budget and match

Total Points Available: (25) Score: 17

****i***********k*******t*******************************ﬁ************************************************************i*****

Evaluation Team Comments:

Description of money time and tasks are strengths
Implementation of expanding processing is additional strength
Provided budget

Match is not clear
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: The Fragrance Farm Inc.

DATE: June 27, 2018

ARARAKARRARRARKREARAARRTARARARENRARR DA ARRIRARRRF AR AR ANDARRRRAIRRAAIRAT AR R AR TR R AR AR R AR R AR I RR A AAL DA RRA AR R AR XA TR AR A KRRk Tkkh

EVALUATION OF SECTION IV
Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration

Total Points Available: (10} Score: 6

TEEAREEE AR RN AR R AR AR R IR R LR R E R TR R A TR RN R TR AR LR RRRREEEERER AT EERRRRRRERRERRRR TR TR KRR R AR Rk KKk Kk khh ki hd ik

Maine Resident Maine tmpact
Number of FTE Employess; 25 2.5 100 %
Payroll: $33,783 $33,783 100 %
Average percent of MAINE BUSINESS ANALYSIS: 100 %,
1-74%: 2 points
75-100%: 4 points 4
Total amount in Maine
Income Taxes Paid (State): $ 4,206
Property Taxes Paid {Local): $ 7,571
Wages to Maine Residents; $33,783
Payments fo Maine Subcontractors Estimated: $ 80,000
Sum of MAINE ECONOMIC IMPACT: $ 125,560
$1 - $1,000,000: 2 points 2
$1,000,001 - $10,000,000: 4 points
>$10,000,000: 6 points
Total Points for Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration: 6
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: VitarminSea LLC

DATE: June 27, 2018

FREXREKRKKKERKRERERFEERE TR EERAF R AR R AR R RR R AR RRR AR AR AR A AR R ARR AR R AR TA AT ARRAR AR AR AR N AR AR AR AR AR RA R A K RFk

DEPARTMENT NAME: Maine Depariment of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry
NAME OF RFP COORDINATOR: Jessica Nixon; amended with Anne Trenholm
NAMES OF EVALUATORS: Joy Bonenfant; Melissa Macaluso; Tom Gordon; Stephanie Gilbert

FRERAKEE IR TR RN A AR A rhhd kAR AR AT RT AR AN AR AR I AR AR FARRAXAR T AR L ARRATRRARRTRAANRAAR AR AR A A h ek h h A d kA dhhhkhkdhhkkhkhthkkik

SUMMARY PAGE

Numerical Score:

Section I. Organization Qualifications and Experience {Max: 25 Points) 25
Section il. Proposed Services {(Max: 40 Pgints) 23
Section Ill: Cost Proposal {Max: 25 Points) 18
Section 1V: Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration (Max: 10 Points) 0

TOTAL POINTS {(Max: 100 Points) 66

Rev. March 5, 2018 1




STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057
RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

BIDDER: VitaminSea LLC
DATE: June 27, 2018

FHRUEEEERIHAAAK TR AR IRIREE IR R R AR R KRR ERR AR RRTRETRRKRTELR AR RRTETRK Rk R hok Fede koo ke hodeodedok s de ok ok e s de ok e e kb de e deodeodede e ek kodede e e esie & e e

EVALUATION OF SECTION |
Organization Qualifications and Experience

Total Points Available: (25) Score: __ 25

KA AEAAE RN R T AR R R R R AR AT ERRR IR RERR TR RRTR KL KRR RF R KR RERK AR RRERR TR AFRANRAAR Ak kA AN

Evaluation Team Comments:

Positive:
Welt established

Three examples demonstrate experience
Organizational chart
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: VitaminSea LLC

DATE: June 27, 2018

bbb A A L R L L B R R S b R PR SRR A L B L S B T T R L L T T T B R S g g R g T AT ey

EVALUATION OF SECTION I
Proposed Services

Total Points Available: (40) Score: _ 25

Evaluation Team Commeiits:

Positive:

Energy efficiency as part of the plan
Growth opportunities

Product is innovative for Maine
Minus:

Financial viability unclear in the documents provided

Questions:

Is this an incubator?

Interesting:

Seafood hub for other harvesters
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: VitaminSea LLC

DATE: June 27, 2018

****************************************ﬁ**********i***************************ﬁ***************************************t***

EVALUATION OF SECTION Il
Cost Proposal
Best value assessment of money, time, tasks, budget and match

Total Points Available: (25) Score: _ 18__

FREKERKAIERRRREAER A RRTRRERRHRREANRAER IR A AT AARE IR IR ATERIEERLLRRRKAARRANKAARFRRRRE AT RR KA K TR RARRI LT RRIN KR K KRR &K Fedr ke ke kde ik

Evaluation Team Comments:

Description of money time and tasks are adequate, could be stronger
Provided budget
Provided match

Is this the anly service provider consultant in this capacity?

Rev. March 5, 2018 4




STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricuitural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: VitaminSea LLC

DATE: June 27, 2018

***************************************************ﬁ*****************************************t****************%w***********

EVALUATION OF SECTION IV
Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration

Total Points Available: (10) Score: _ 0

***************i**********************t*****************************k******************************************************

Maine Resident Maine Impact
Number of FTE Employees: XX XX XX %
Payroll: XX XX XX %
Average percent of MAINE BUSINESS ANALYSIS: XX %
1-74%: 2 points
75-100%: 4 points
Total amount in Maine
Income Taxes Paid {State): 3 XX
Propertty Taxes Paid (Local): $ XX
Wages io Maine Residents: $ XX
Payments to Maine Subcontractors Estimated: $ XX
Sum of MAINE ECONOMIC IMPACT: $ XX
$1 - $1,000,000: 2 points
$1,000,001 - $10,000,000: 4 points
>$10,000,000: 6 points
Total Points for Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration: XX

Rev. March 5, 2018 5




STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricuiltural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

BIDDER: Maine Farm to School Network at Health Communities of the Capital Area
DATE: June 27, 2018

FARKKRAARRANENERERAAFRARERAHARANRRAK AT RA AT ARRAAAAAERAARRAEENAARARA KRR AR R IR AR RAAR AR ERR R AR AR RREXARARAERTRNAEER KRR A ALK

DEPARTMENT NAME: Maine Department of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry
NAME OF RFP COORDINATOR: Jessica Nixon; amended with Anne Trenholm
NAMES OF EVALUATORS: Joy Bonenfant; Melissa Macaiuso; Tom Gordon; Stephanie Gilbert

ERFERKKTRRRFEXRIRAEARRR AR R IR AR AR AR AR TR R AR AR R R AR R AN AR AT RA AR A AR AR I AR AR AR TR A IR KRR AR AR A AR RA AR A AR AR AR AR AR A R A hhhdFAh®x

SUMMARY PAGE

Points Awarded:

Numerical Score:

Section I.  Organization Qualifications and Experience (Max: 25 Points) 25
Section Il. Proposed Services (Max: 40 Points) 20
Section lll: Cost Proposal (Max; 25 Points) 13
Section IV: Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration (Max: 10 Points) 6

TOTAL POINTS (Max: 100 Points) 64

Rev. March 5, 2018 i
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

BIDDER: Maine Farm to School Network at Health Communities of the Capital Area
DATE: June 27, 2018

ThRE TR AR AR TR R RAR R AR R R AR AR R AR AR AL TR R AR IR T TR T T KK R ETRRT R IR R REATRE KRR I KRR T T RRR A RR IRk AR R AAN

EVALUATION OF SECTION |
Organization Qualifications and Experience

Total Poinis Available: (25) Score: 25

RARERNKANKIIRERAAREAANADRARANHAANATAFAN AR ERRARERRIRRARAARIARAAN AN ARANAAKNARRRRAN RN AR AR AR N IRARRH R AR ERARAIR AR N RRAR AR

Evaluation Team Comments:

Positive:

Complete information
Demonstrate good understanding of business and product

Rev. March 5, 2018 2




STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

BIDDER: Maine Farm to School Network at Health Communities of the Capital Area
DATE: June 27, 2018

khhh KRR EE KA IR A A AT AA AR KA AR AT AR AR AR TR AR AR KRRk K hh ek kR K HRAERXKKEERRRRFRKERERRTRERRTE AR RAR ARk khhk

EVALUATION OF SECTION I}
Proposed Services

Total Points Available: (40) Score: 20

AETEKETAKIHAKFATRFAERARKAEAKEREERT RN RA TR AT AN GA IR AR R EERI AR AARRREAETEER AR T AR IER kAT T Td LT R hhdfek dkdodkoiokkdkokidokkddokdok kiokk

Evaluation Team Comments:

Positive:

This extends the reach beyond October
Strong interest of 74%

Momentum from past years

intent and goals

Minus:

Method for information and data gathering: time of year, location and approach. Farmers are at markets to sell
to the customers who are at the market and earn income.

Questions:

Is outreach via and at farmers at stalls at farmers' market when they are looking the right time and place for
acquiring this data?

Is the work plan realistic for production agriculture--farmer(s)--in the calendar year?

Interesting/Question

The information is already available, why not provide this to the farmers?

What are the fresh products institution seek? How much? What time of year? What volumes? Are there more
effective approaches to publicize this to farmers? And provide the specifics so that farmers can make an

informed decision for business planning.

Stipend delivery to unknown prospects—does the network and members not know existing producers? Isn't
institutional information and interest already available?
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

BIDDER: Maine Farm to School Network at Health Communities of the Capital Area
DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVALUATION OF SECTION Ill
Cost Proposal
Best value assessment of money, time, fasks, budget and match

Total Points Available: (25) Score: 13
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Evaluation Team Comments:

Product and interest is adequate, methodology needs improvement.

Description of time, tasks, and methodology is inadequate. (Four consultants during important, busy time for
audience--direct retail producers at a farmers’ market,) are not strengths—is this portion of the work plan
methodology and strategy the best approach?

Provided budget

Did not fully describe match
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

BIDDER: Maine Farm to School Network at Health Communities of the Capital Area
DATE: June 27, 2018

RE e 2 b e 2 g e T e R L R R R kb bttt bt L e e L St s Lt eI S

EVALUATION OF SECTION IV
Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration

Total Points Availabie: (10) Score: _ 6
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Maine Resident Maine Impact
Number of FTE Employees: 10 10 100 %
Payroll: $443,134 $443.134 100 %
Average percent of MAINE BUSINESS ANALYSIS: 100 %
1-74%: 2 points
75-100%: 4 points 4
Total amount in Maine
income Taxes Paid (State): $0
Property Taxes Paid (Local): $0
Wages to Maine Residents: $443,134
Payments to Maine Subconiractors Estimated: 8
Sum of MAINE ECONOMIC IMPACT: $ 443,134
$1 - $1,000,000: 2 points 2
$1,000,001 - $10,000,000: 4 points
>$10,000,000: 6 points
Total Points for Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration: 6
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER Eugene Ripley DBA Ripley Farm

DATE: June 27, 2018

**********************i’***’k*********************‘k***fr******'k'k'k'k*1\’*ir*****************‘k********:\'*t***************************

DEPARTMENT NAME: Maine Department of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry
NAME OF RFP COORDINATOR: Jessica Nixon: amended with Anne Trenholm
NAMES OF EVALUATORS: Joy Bonenfant; Melissa Macaluso; Tom Gordon; Stephanie Gilbert

**************‘a\’*ft**’k************ﬂ'****************t********i*’k**************'k*********************k**************************

SUMMARY PAGE

Pints Awarded:

Numerical Score:

Section .  Organization Qualifications and Experience (Max: 25 Points) 25
Section Il. Proposed Services (Max: 40 Paints) 35
Section lll: Cost Proposal (Max: 25 Poinis) 14
Section IV: Maine Business and Economic impact Consideration (Max: 10 Points) 0

TOTAL POINTS {Max: 100 Points) 74

Rev. March 5, 2018 1




STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER Eugene Ripley DBA Ripley Farm

DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVALUATION OF SECTION |
Organization Qualifications and Experience

Total Points Available: (25) Score: __ 25
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Evaluation Team Comments;

Positive
Complete information
Demonstrate good understanding of business and product
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STATE OF MAINE |
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057
RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

BIDDER Eugene Ripley DBA Ripley Farm
DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVALUATION OF SECTION |l
Proposed Services

Total Points Available: (40) Score: __35__
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Evaluation Team Comments:

Positive
Depth and extent of market research
Addresses marketplace and current interests

Medel is replicable

Minus/Interesting/Question

Baby sitter service if 49% of the cost for the scope? Needs to be addressed.

Question

There are existing catalog examples in the marketplace. Will they be exploring before creating theirs?

How open are they to sharing this experience? Could they include a consultant with online catalog experience to

maximize, identifyfuse best expertise for that approach?

Interesting
Approach to business expansion
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #; 201804057
RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

BIDDER Eugene Ripley DBA Ripley Farm
DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVAELUATION OF SECTION Il
Cost Proposal

Price: Comparison with Lowest Bid

Total Points Available: (25) Score: _ 14_

R L L L N Y L T r i st ity

Evaluation Team Comments:

Provided budget

Provided match

Description of money time and tasks detail that babysitter service is 49% of the cost; is this portion of the
proposal the best use of the public funds for the RFP?
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057
RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

BIDDER Eugene Ripley DBA Ripley Farm
DATE: June 27, 2018

**************************************************'\'*************i"k'k*‘k***************'}**1\’*****************************ﬁi****

EVAI.UATION OF SECTION IV
Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration

Total Points Available: (10) Score: _ 0

‘k***t*****t*********i**’k************i’***a\‘*********************i******************************t****i*********’k**w*******'ln\'**

Maine Resident Maine Impact
Number of FTE Employees: XX XX XX %
Payrol; XX XX XX %
Average percent of MAINE BUSINESS ANALYSIS: XX %
1-74%: 2 points
75-100%: 4 points

Total amount in Maine

Income Taxes Paid (State): 3 XX

Property Taxes Paid (Local): $ XX

Wages to Maine Residents: $ XX

Payments to Maine Subcontractors Estimated: $ XX

Sum of MAINE ECONOMIC IMPACT: $ XX
$1 - $1,000,000: 2 points
$1,000,001 - $10,000,000: 4 points
>$10,000,000: 6 points

Total Points for Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration: XX
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricuitural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: Baker Brook Farm LLC

DATE: June 27, 2018

DEPARTMENT NAME: Maine Department of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry
NAME OF RFP COORDINATOR: Jessica Nixon; amended with Anne Trenholm
NAMES OF EVALUATORS: Joy Bonenfant; Melissa Macaluso; Tom Gordon; Stephanie Gilbert

**************************************‘k**ﬁ******************************************i*********************)\"\'****t**********

SUMMARY PAGE

Points Awarded:

Numerical Score:

Section |. Organization Qualifications and Experience {Max: 25 Points) 20
Section Il. Proposed Services {(Max: 40 Points) 25
Section [ll: Cost Proposal {(Max: 25 Points) 18
Section IV Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration (Max: 10 Points) 6

TOTAL POINTS (Max: 100 Points) 69
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: Baker Brook Farm LLC

DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVALUATION OF SECTION |
Organization Qualifications and Experience

Total Points Available: (25) Score: _ 20
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Evaluation Team Comments:

Positive:
Experience in dairy production and with existing accounts and precessing
Labor force is there for this type of business

Provided examples of experience with accounts
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: Baker Broaok Farm LLC

DATE: June 27, 2018

RRRKAEREERFTARERRRRRHARER AR AR AR R AR AR A A AR R A AR AR AR AR XA AR E AT RE R AR AR KR IR RERA IR RRKATRTRR AR ERRARIARAKRARR AR

EVALUATION OF SECTION I
Proposed Services

Total Points Available: (40} Score: 26

Rt e A e g E b S e S L e S e e e s T e R L T L R T E T I S Y

Evaluation Team Comments:

Positive:
Motivation to seek out market opportunities

Identifying funding is good for a sound approach; it’s structured, which can provide an informed decision by a
small business to make long-term plans

Minus:

Boiler plate approach, which can limit the details and understanding of the potential impact for the specific
business

Could be stronger on market research—business model canvassing might not be adequate

The innovation and technology isn't obvious for the bid of this RFP

Interesting:
Geographic location in the state and capacity for small

This is for research approach about what is possible

Questions:
Three deliverables about investigation of funding and the next steps not explicit about the technical aspects
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: Baker Brook Farm LLC

DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVALUATION OF SECTION il
Cost Proposal
Best value assessment of money, time, tasks, budget and match

Total Points Available: (25) Score: 18
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Evaluation Team Comments:

Description of money time and tasks are strengths, could be stronger for the value.
Provided budget
Provided match

Question: Is this the only service provider consuitant in this capacity?
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: Baker Brook Farm LLC

DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVALUATION OF SECTION 1V
Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration

Total Points Available: (10) Score: _ 6_
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Total Maine Resident Maine Impact
Number of FTE Employees: 3 3 100 %
Payroll. $37,544 $37,544 100 %
Average percent of MAINE BUSINESS ANALYSIS: 100 %
1-74%: 2 points
75-100%: 4 points 4

Total amount in Maine
Income Taxes Paid (State): $ 988

Property Taxes Paid {Local): $ 9,262

Wages to Maine Residents: $ 37,544

Payments to Maine Subcontractors Estimated: $ 6,400

Sum of MAINE ECONOMIC IMPACT: $ 54,194

$1 - $1,000,000: 2 points 2
$1,000,001 - $10,000,000: 4 points
>$10,000,000: 6 points
Total Points for Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration: 6
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: Maine Farmland Trust

DATE: June 27, 2018
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DEPARTMENT NAME: Maine Department of Agriculture Conservation and Forestry
NAME OF RFP COORDINATOR: Jessica Nixon; amended with Anne Trenhoim
NAMES OF EVALUATORS: Joy Bonenfant; Melissa Macaluso; Tom Gordon; Stephanie Gilbert
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SUMMARY PAGE

i

Points Awar ed:

]

Numerical Score:

Section |. Organization Qualifications and Experience (Max: 25 Points) 25
Section Il. Proposed Services (Max: 40 Points) 35
Section lll: Cost Proposal (Max: 25 Points) 20
Section |V: Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration (Max: 10 Points) 8

TOTAL POINTS {Max: 100 Points) 88

Rev. March 5, 2018 1




- STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: Maine Farmland Trust

DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVALUATION OF SECTION |
Organization Qualifications and Experience

Total Points Available: (25) Score: 25
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Evaluation Team Comments:

Positive: Extensive experience detailed in the proposal

Inferesting: Went over the four pages
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057
RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

BIDDER: Maine Farmland Trust
DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVALUATION OF SECTION [}
Proposed Services

Total Points Available: (40) Score: 35
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Evaluation Team Comments:

Positive:
Good concept

Tool valuable in the aim for a user-friendly potential

Minus:

There is only one service provider who will be trained in the tool (limited). Implies outreach to one type of
production style and farmer, limited number is not far-reaching

Not clear if ali farmers in Maine wiil be able to use this completed tool without having to first participate in a fee
for service program or activity with a trained service provider

Questions:
Transferring the calculator to Excel? How complex is this and is it the most useful to a broad audience?

What are the next steps for the tool? A saleable product? Will Maine farmers who want to use the calculator
have to pay to participate in a program to be able to use the tool for their business?

Are the workshops tied to the proposed services?

Other funds are available based on information submitted—what is the need to support this through this grant?
Farming for Wholesale is a $200,000-plus activity

Interesting/Question: Is a calculator unigue and innovative?
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: Maine Farmland Trust

DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVALUATION OF SECTION 1H
Cost Proposal

Best value assessment of money, time, tasks, budget and match

Total Points Available: (25) Score: 20
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Evaluation Team Comments:

Description of time and tasks are strengths

Provided budget

Did not describe match

Minus/Question: What is the public outreach and availability of the end product to all Maine producers—is there
a fee to purchase it? Is this exclusive to the service provider or an organization? Outreach and use of the

completed tocl by end user broad enough? Does someone have to pay a workshop or membership fee to be
able to use this calculation tool? How would there be a broader propagation of the calculator tool?
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STATE OF MAINE
TEAM CONSENSUS EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant
BIDDER: Maine Farmland Trust

DATE: June 27, 2018
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EVALUATION OF SECTION IV
Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration

Total Points Available: (10) Score: 8
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_ Is |
Total Maine Resident Maine Impact ‘
Number of FTE Employees: 32 32 100 % |
Payroll: $1,814,384 $1,814,384 100 %
Average percent of MAINE BUSINESS ANALYSIS: 100 %
1-74%: 2 points
75-100%: 4 points 4
Total amount in Maine
Income Taxes Paid (State): $0
Property Taxes Paid {Local): $ 45,982
Wages to Maine Residents: $1,814,384
Payments to Maine Subcontractors Estimated: $ 42,305
Sum of MAINE ECONOMIC IMPACT: $ 1,902,671
$1-$1,000,000: 2 points
$1,000,001 - $10,000,000: 4 points 4
>$10,000,000: 6 points
Total Points for Maine Business and Economic Impact Consideration: 8
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP # RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.

BIDDER NANIE: Baker Brook Farm, LLC

DATE: Lo % 1% ¢ -ty (g

EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal raview notes written by individual evafuators
for this Request for Propcsals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or sha reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during feam consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is avaifable for feam
consensus evajuation notes and scoring. Once complefe, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department’s RFP Coordinator or Lead Evalfuator for this RFP.
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Individual Evaluator Comments: Project THLDINLOO Mode b “lan

Propegsal Format:
All pages numbered? @ Yes O No
Bidders name on every page? ®Yes O No
Questions/Instructions <= 4 pages? ® Yes O No
Formatted for printing? @ Yes O No
No additional attachments? O Yes & No
All forms included in package? _ Yes @ No - maivsina
a.  Appendix A-Cover Page? ® Yes O No
1. Complete? @ Yes ONo
2, Dated? @Yes ONo
3. Signed? @ Yes ONo
b. Appendix B — Debarment? @ Yes ©C No
¢. Appendix C — Qualifications? ® Yes O No
1. Qualifications described? O Yes @ No
2. 3 Examples provided? @ Yes ONo
d. Appendix D ~ Cost Proposal? ® Yes O No
e. Appendix E - ME Bus Economic Impact? @ Yes O No

NS NPTy RPN

Vinamciod Vielol W "‘f

Section I. Organization Qualifications/Experience
1. Overview — App C — Qualifications/Exp described? @®Yes ONo

* 3 Examples demonstrate experience?
a. Example1: OYes @&No
b. Example2: OYes @ No
c. Example3;: OYes @No

2. Subcontractors used? ® Yes O No
If yes: Name? @ Address? @ Phone? @& Contact? @ Org Capacity? ® Qualifications? @

3. Org Chart? @ Project included? @ Positions identified/Tifle/Description? @

4. Litigation list provided? Yes © Or: NONE @
a. Entily brining suit? O Yes ONo
b. Complainant? OYes ONo
¢. Accusation? O Yes ONo
d. Amount? §
e. Outcome? OYes O No
¥ 5. Financial Viability - 3 years of audits included? O Yes @ No
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.

BIDDER NAME: Baker Brook Farm, LLC

DATE: (o' 81§ ¢ L1413

EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF

Section Il. Proposed Services — Is it one of the 9 Provided Services? VO Which one(s)? #
X~ Part [| Does it Demonstrate: 4—6-6-7-8-9

1. Scope of Sves to be Provided
Methods/Resources used? O Yes @& No
How tasks will be accomplished? O Yes @ No
Expectations ensured and desired Oufcomes met? O Yes @ No

a. Amount of grant/Proposed cost: $_"1 ., 5% A 10 ®)

b. Exact uses of proceeds: '
Otherfunds? @ Yes ONo Uses?®Yes ONo

c. Technical assistance info to include: Name? O Qualifications? O Desc of assistance? O
Explanation of how technalogy will help business? O Yes O No

2. Work Plan implementation:
Brief Work plan? ® Yes O No
Timeline chart — Task? OYes @®No Month? @Yes ONo Whe?@Yes ONo

Section lI. Cost Proposal

1. Form Instructions:
a. Cover entire period of initial contract? ® Yes O No
b. Costs necessary to fully comply with terms/conditions and RFP requirements? O Yes O No
c. No proposal prep costs included? ®Yes ONo
Only costs incurred after coniract effective date and related to implementation/operation.
®Yes ONo
2. Appendix D complete? OYes @ No

Requested Additional tesser of Request
Amount Funds Total Cost 75% or 57500 inLine
e om0 [P0 dqueo | Y 1,090 PP
Comments:

¥ Yiecncial \,/.'a.bs‘h‘f-{,! Yorad M;'S&i\ﬂj

T ' ) d vico
o as 050 %o VraGkot. - W R
Palance HE  $2250 iy laker €75 i M for HNAD nud.
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP # RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.

BIDDER NAME: Maine Farmland Trust

DATE: {5-8-18 & L IM- 18

EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF
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Instructions; The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluator make notss for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numetical scoring should take place on these noles, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring, Once complete, please submit a copy of this document fo your
Department’s RFP Coordinator or Lead Evalfuator for this RFP.
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individual Evaluator Comments: Project: CAOO 0 Cialony \*(

Proposeal Format:
All pages numbered? ® Yes O No
Bidders name on every page? ®Yes ONo
Questions/instructions <= 4 pages? O Yes @ No
Formatted for printing? ® Yes O No —
No additional attachments? O Yes ®No included Tadke of ConlonFs
All forms included in package? @ Yes O No
a.  Appendix A-Cover Page? ® Yes O No
1. Complete? ® Yes O No
2. Dated? ®Yes O No
3. Signed? ®Yes ONo
b. Appendix B - Debarment? @ Yes O No
¢. Appendix C — Qualifications? @ Yes O No
1. Qualifications described? @ Yes O No
2. 3 Examples provided? ® Yes O No
Appendix D — Cost Proposal? ®Yes O No
e. Appendix E — ME Bus Economic Impact? ® Yes O No

L

o

Section |. Organization Qualifications/Experience
1. Overview — App G - Qualifications/Exp described? ® Yes O No

3 Exarmples demonstrate experience?
a. Example1: @Yes O No
b. Example2: ®Yes ONo
c. Example3: @Yes O No

2. Subconijractars used? @Yes ONo
If yes: Name? @ Address? ® Phone? @ Contact? ® Org Capacily? @ Qualifications? @

3. Org Chart? @ Project included? @ Positions identified/Title/Description? @

4. Litigation list provided? Yes O Or: NONE @
a. Entity brining suif? O Yes ONo
b. Complainant? O Yes O No
c. Accusation? O Yes ONo
d. Amount? $
e. Outcome? OYes ONo

5, Financial Viability - 3 years of audits included? @ Yes O Ne
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP # RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.

BIDDER NAME: Maine Farmiand Trust

DATE: lo- % \¥ & (o-iM-l¥

EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF

Section 1. Proposed Services — Is it one of the 9 Provided Services? 4es Which e(s)?# | and G
Part {| Does it Demonstrate:(4.> 6-7—-8-9

1. Scope of Svcs to be Provided
Methods/Resources used? @ Yes O No
How tasks will be accomplished? @ Yes O No
Expectations ensured and desired Outcomes met? @ Yes O No

a. Amount of grant/Proposed cost: $_1, 500 . OO /$_T, S0 O

b. Exact uses of proceeds:
Other funds? O Yes @ No Uses?0Yes ONo

c. Technical assistance info to include: Name? @ Qualifications? @ Desc of assistance? @
Explanation of how technology will help business? @ Yes O No

2. Work Plan implementation:
Brief Work plan? @ Yes ONo
Timeline chart — Task? @ Yes O No _ Month? @ Yes O No Who?® Yes O No

Section Il CostProposal - "1)p kasls  Quevidedt .

1. Form Instructions:
a. Cover entire period of initial contract? @& Yes O No
b. Costs necessary to fully comply with terms/conditions and RFP requirements? @ Yes O No
c. No proposal prep costs included? @Yes ONo
Only costs incurred after contract effective date and related to implementation/operation.
@®Yes ONo
2. Appendix D complete? ®Yes O No

Requasted Additlonal Lesser of Request
Amount Funds Total Cost 75% or $7500 in Line
£
P =200 - - Mo | e us - No
Comments:

ool land cunkoans
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. STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.

BIDDER NAME: The Fragrance Farm, Ing.

DATE: {3-%\% Ousd o1k

EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluafors
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document fo your
Department’s RFF Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.

FRR R F AR AA AR AT AT HERR KRR TR AN TORTN TR NIk R AR AR I AR N R AR AREREAIEI AR R RARATARRF AN TAZ AR R AR AR ARAR T X IR NATFRRR AN ATFRRARARALE

Individual Evaluator Comments: Project Wi oA &:J:%\'mg aca \*{

Proposal Format.

All pages numbered? ® Yes O No

Bidders name on every page? ®Yes ONo

Questions/Instructions <= 4 pages? @ Yes ONo

Formatted for printing? @ Yes O No

Mo additional attachments? O Yes O No . \ o
All forms included in package? O Yes ®No - M\%‘&H‘B 2% 1D e
a. Appendix A-Cover Page? ® Yes O No

1. Complete? ®Yes O No

2. Dated? ®Yes O No

3. Signed? ®Yes O No

Appendix B — Debarment? @ Yes O Neo

¢. Appendix C - Qualifications? ® Yes O No

1. Qualifications described? ® Yes O No

2. 3 Examples provided? ® Yes O No

Appendix D — Cost Proposal? @ Yes ONo

e. Appendix E — ME Bus Economic Impact? @Yes O No

S el e

=

o

Section l. Organization Qualifications/Experience
1. Overview — App C — Qualifications/Exp described? ®Yes O No

3 Examples demonstrate experience?

a. Example 1 ®Yes ONo ) R
b. Example2: @ Yes @ No - Ewpuniaiate- ok & FM"-%LC'
c. Example3: @ Yes O No

)

. o s i i
2.} Subcontractors used? @ Yes ONo N TG T0F OUIRA =
If yes: Name? O Address? O Phaone? O Contact? O Org Capacity? O Qualifications? O

i

3) Org Chart? O Project included? O Positions identified/Title/Description? 0 (o { T

—

)

4, Litigation list provided? Yes O Or: NONE O .
a. Erlity brining suit? O Yes O No Nov @iovided

b. Complainant? O Yes ONo
c. Accusation? OYes ONo
d. Amount? $
~ &, Qutcome? OYes O No

{ 5.) Financial Viability - 3 years of audits included? O Yes @ No

‘?
]
|
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: REP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.

BIDDER NAME: The Fragrance Farm, Inc.

DATE: Lo %198 ouad (oM 0k

EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF

Section Il. Proposed Services ~ Is it one of the 9 Provided Services? “es Which one(s)? #
Part Il Does it Demonstrate{45-6~-7-8-9

1. Scope of Sves to be Provided
Methods/Resources used? O Yes O No
How tasks will be accomplished? O Yes O No
Expectations ensured and desired Outcomes met? O Yes O No

a. Amount of grant/Proposed cost $ 15, ¢352.2% /51D, 0%3.29

b. Exact uses of proceeds:
Other funds? O Yes ®No Uses?OYes @No
c. Technical assistance info to include: Name? O Qualifications? O Desc of assistance? O

Explanation of how technology will help business? @ Yes O No

2. Work Plan implernentation:

Brief Work plan? @ Yes O No
Timeline chart — Task? @ Yes ONo Month? @ Yes QONo Who?@Yes O Mo

Section Hl. Cost Proposal - ™ Aol VG o b Lonplt %QLQM_QMQ(MW
Conderucitn dednedn 2

Coslk Kion
1. Form instructions: LAadol Cog 7 Qb Cunvracie- Cogk?
a. Cover entire period of initial contract? O Yes O No
b, Costs necessary to fully comply with terms/conditions and RFP requirements? O Yes O No
. No proposal prep costs included? @ Yes 'O No
Only costs incurred after contract effective date and related to implementation/operation.
@Yes ONo
2. Appendix D complete? @ Yes ONo

Requested Additianal lLesser of Reguest
Amount Funds Total Cost 75% or $7500 in Line
3s.05A] Y 02529 Yreeo A0
Comments:

\ ) 4
(heock pmdod- 1 doCk -

23000300 1S A7 SO Ao (vigodl  CoCiasoind S
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP # RFP 201804057
RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.

BIDDER NAME: VitaminSea, LL
DATE: % 1% oamd (g 15-1%
EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Instructions; The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators

for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is reguired that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring shouid take place on these nofes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaiuation mesfings. A separate form is avafiable for feam
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your

Department's RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.

AgEkAkhFEIAAFAARAEAEREA TRk R AR RRERA

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Proposal Format:

1. All pages numbered? @ Yes QO No

2. Bidders name on every page? @ Yes ONo

3. Questions/instructions <= 4 pages? ® Yes, O No . .

4. Formatted for printing? O Yes @ MNo - Jush Rcokicn PN tedon 2P é -

5. No additional attachments? ® Yes O No .

8. A Finoved al

All forms included in package? O Yes @ No - KA}S3: ns App B o
a. Appendix A-Cover Page? @ Yes O No
1. Gomplete? ® Yes O No
2. Dated? §Yes ONo
3. Signed? ®Yes ONo
Appendix B — Debarment? ® Yes O No
¢. Appendix C - Qualifications? @ Yes O No
1. Qualifications described? ® Yes O No
2. 3 Examples provided? @ Yes O No
d. Appendix D~ Cost Proposal? @ Yes O No
(e.) Appendix E — ME Bus Economic Impact? O Yes @ No

Viedoi Uy

=

Section |, Organization Qualifications/Experience
1. Qverview — App C - Qualifications/Exp described? ®Yes O No

3 Examples demonstrate experience?
a. Example1: @Yes ONo
b. Example2: ® Yes ONo
c. Exampled: ®@Yes O No

2. Subcontractors used? @ Yes O No
if yos: Name? @ Address? @ Phone? @ Contact? @ Org Capagcity? ® Qualifications? @

3. Org Chart? @ Project included? @ Positions identified/Title/Description? @

4. Lifigation list provided? Yes O Or: NONE @
a. Entity brining suit? O Yes O No
b. Complainant? OYes O No
c. Accusalion? O Yes ONo
d. Amount? $

€ Outcome? OYes CNo

{5.) Financial Viability - 3 years of audits included? OYes @ No
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.

BIDDER NAME: VitaminSea, LLC

DATE: Lo - 8 1% Owd e 118

EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DAGF

Section Il. Proposed Services - Is it one of the 9 Provided Services? \lef Which one(s)? # 9
Part || Does it Demonstrate(@><G - 6 {7 -E>&

1. Scope of Svcs to be Provided
Methods/Resources used? @ Yes O No . . Loag
How tasks will be accomplished? G Yes ® No - Lacicn dedos t - no @uoee §

Expectations ensured and desired Quicomes mel? @ Yes No

a. Amount of grant/Proposed cost: $_"1 (0 50,000

b. Exact uses of proceeds:
Cther funds? @ Yes ONo Uses? @Yes ONo
c. Technical assistance info to include: Name? ® Qualifications? ® Desc of assistance? O
Explanation of how technolagy wili help business? @ Yes O No 1

{“’)\; ﬁé’\r
2. Work Plan implementation: Uj‘\g) ,( ¥
Brief Work plan? @ Yes O No ’ 0P

Timeline chart—- Task? ® Yes ONo Month? @ Yes ONo Who? @ Yes ®No

Section lll. Cost Proposal - I\, uoalkdowen ol 8ol Coat

Leckaa cdodoald
1. Form Instructions: ~/
a. Cover entire period of inftial contract? ® Yes O No
b. Costs necessary to fully comply with terms/conditions and RFP requirements? ® Yes O No
¢. Mo proposal prep costs included? ®Yes ONo
Only costs incurred after contract effective date and related to implementation/operation.
®@Yes ONo
2. Appendix D complete? @ Yes O No

Requested Additional Lesser of Request
Amount Funds Total Cost 75% or $7500 in Line
P oo - [V2,5000 (Yoo VLS00 - Yo
Comments:

M‘t%%‘l&\c; AP € 4 Aex ebtugwd.
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant,

BIDDER NAME: Maine Farm to School Network at Healthy Communities of the Capital Area
DATE: Lt - @1Y amsd -1D1%

EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Propasals (RFP) pracess. It is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews, No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as thal is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department's RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.

SRk kdcdok hkAhhh kAR AR EREAREREFRFRKAIEARC A kA kR I h AR AR NN AR AR & ik

AEkXARRERNERENW N K RIRfkdohdhk dithkdhtikhhddidhidikdbdkiridink

Proposal Format
All pages numbered? @ Yes O No
Bidders name on every page? ®Yes ONo
Questions/instructions <;4 pages? ®Yes ONo
Formatted for printing? @ Yes O No .
No additional attachments? O Yes @ No - Wit o€ Contenfs incloded
All forms included in package? @ Yes ONo
a. Appendix A-Cover Page? ® Yes O No
1. Complets? ® Yes O No
2. Dated? @Yes QORNo
3. Signed? @Yes ONo
Appendix B - Debarment? ® Yes O No
¢. Appendix C — Qualifications? ® Yes O No
1. Qualifications described? @ Yes O No
2. 3 Examples provided? ® Yes O No
d. Appendix D~ Cost Proposal? @ Yes O No
e. Appendix E -~ ME Bus Economic Impact? ® Yes O No

RIS

=3

Section I. Organization Qualifications/Experience
1. Overview — App C - Qualifications/Exp described? ® Yes O No

3 Examples demonstrate experience?
a. Example 1: @Yes ONo

b. Example2: @ Yes ONo -

c. Example3: @ Yes ONo

2. Subconfractors used? OYes @ No
If yes: Name? O Address? O Phons? O Contact? O Org Capacity? O Qualifications? O

3. Org Chart? ® Project included? O Positions identified/Title/Description? @

4. Litigation list provided? Yes O Or. NONE @
a. Entity brining suit? O Yes ONo
b. Complainant? O Yes ONo
¢, Accusation? OYes O No
d. Amount? $
g. Quicome? OYes O No

5. Financial Viability - 3 years of audits included? OYes @®No (A« v Aoy

T Rroixxdﬁ.ci S pmdcagfb
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Dircct Technical Assistance Grant,

BIDDER NAME: Maine Farm to School Network at Healthy Communities of the Capital Area
DATE: (s 18 cuad G 1%n8

EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF

Section II. Proposed Services — Is it one of the 9 Provided Services? Yes Which one(s)? #
Part il Does it Demonstrate: 4 -5~-6-7—8

1. Scope of Svcs to be Provided
Methods/Resources used? ® Yes ONo
How tasks will be accomplished? ® Yes O No
Expectations ensured and desired Outcomes met? ® Yes O No

a. Amount of grant/Proposed cost: $_"1 00 51500

b. Exact uses of proceeds:
Other funds? O Yes ®No Uses? ® Yes O No

¢. Technical assistance info to include: Name? @ Qualifications? @ Desc of assistance? ©
Explanation of how technology will help business? @ Yes O No

2. Work Plan implementation:
Brief Work plan? @ Yes O No
Timeline chart — Task? @ Yes ONo Month? @ Yes ONo Who?@®Yes ONo

Section Ill. Cost Proposal - 4 ot rcldo L0 .
o 1

1. Form Instructions:
a. Cover entire period of initial contract? ® Yes O No
b. Costs necessary to fully comply with terms/conditions and RFP requirements? @ Yes O No
c. No proposai prep costs included? @ Yes O No
Only costs Incurred after contract effective date and related to implementation/operation.
®Yes ONo
2. Appendix D complete? @ Yes O No

Requested Additional Lesser of Request
Amount Funds Total Cost 75% or $7500 in Line
37,00 - - R0 | Sy No
Commaents:
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.

BIDDER NAME: Eugene Rcifiey DBA Ripley Farm

DATE: Lo- %1% ound - 11

EVALUATOR NAME: Joy Bonenfant EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFF) process. It is required that each indlvidual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numetical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team cansensus evaluation meelings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, piease submit a copy of this document to your
Department’s RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Individual Evaluator Comments: Project: ™N 210 aoduck a0 royRoo tarrect

D orenniod Plant Pac*b:mO

Proposal Format:

All pages numberad? ® Yes ONo
Bidders name on every page? ®Yes ONo
Questions/instructions <= 4 pages? ® Yes ONo
Formatted for printing? ®Yes O No
No additional attachments? ® Yes O No . ' Y “vel
All forms included in package? © Yes @& No -Firanciod Viedo LY M'“MS
a. Appendix A-Cover Page? ® Yes ONo
1. Complete? ® Yes O No

2. Dated? ®Yes ONo ,
3. Signed? ®@Yes ONo - Eleclvon calldy

OOk W N

b. Appendix B — Debarment? ® Yes O No

c. Appendix C — Qualifications? @ Yes O No
1. Qualifications described? @ Yes O No
2. 3 Examples provided? @ Yes O No

d. Appendix D - Cost Proposal? @ Yes O No

e. Appendix E — ME Bus Economic Impact? ® Yes O No

Section 1. Organization Qualifications/Experience
1. Overview — App C — Qualifications/Exp described? @ Yes O No

3 Examples demonstrate experience?
a. Example!. @ Yes ONo
p. Example2; ® Yes O No
. Example3: ®#Yes ONo

2. Subcontractors used? @Yes ONo woek SUIGOLA
[f yes: Name? ® Address? @ Phone? @ Contact? @ O Capacity? ® Qualifications? @

3. Org Chart? @ Project included? @ Positions [dentified/Title/Dascriplion? @

4. Litigation list provided? Yes O Or; NONE @
a. Entity brining suit? O Yes O No
b. Complainant? O Yes ONo
¢. Accusation? OYes ONo
Amount? $
e Qutcome? OYes ONo

o ¢

{ 5.5 Financial Viability - 3 years of audits included? O Yes ®No - noY Q\C}deﬁ.d




R

RFP #: RFP 201804057

STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
BIDDER NAME: Eugene Ri giey DBA Rlpley Farm

DATE: \» % 1% oun
EVALUATOR NAME;: Joy Bonenfant

't

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: DACF

Section II. Proposed Services ~ Is it one of the 9 Provided Services? \les Which ane(s)?# 9

Part |i Does it Demonstrate(4 {5 }- 6 {D-G)>@

b. Exact uses of proceeds:
Cther funds?® Yes O No Uses?®Yes ONo
¢. Technical assistance info to include: Name? ® Qualifications? @ Desc of assistance? @

Explanation of how technology will help business? @ Yes O No

1. Scope of Sves to be Provided
Methods/Resources used? ® Yes O No
How tasks will be accomplished? @ Yes O No
Expectations ensured and desired Qutcomes met? @ Yes O No

a. Amount of grant/Proposed cost: § 1, 22% ~

5.9 7Y

2. Work Plan implementation:

Brief Work plan? @ Yes QNo
Timeline chart — Task? @ Yes O No

Month? @ Yes ONo Who?®Yes O No

Section lli. Cost Proposal - #s add OO

pask Eoanaey

- MO

7
Luar-?—jrfﬂﬁ Lﬂgo hoﬁafa ouLr o YAD

R |

1. Form Instructions;

a. Cover entire period of initial contraci? ® Yes O No
b. Costs hecessary to fully comply with terms/conditions and RFP requirements? O Yes @ No
¢. Na proposal prep costs Included?

Only costs incurred after contract effective date and related to implementation/operation.

@Yes ONo

@ Yes ONo
2, Appendix D complete? ® Yes O No
Requested Additional Lesser of Request
Amount Funds Tatal Cost 75% or $7500 in Line

by 3en- v, Wdl-

QM | V-

\Aeo

Comments:
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RE]
BIDDER NAME: {34 Ker Broek Farw, LLC

DATE: June 1, 2018 4

EVALUATOR NAME: Tom Gordon

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Instructions; The purpose of this form is fo record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluator make hotes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these noles, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a capy of this document to your
Department’s RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn
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Individual Evaluator Comments:
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RF
RFP TITLE: Apriculfural:Direct Tec
BIDDER NAME: £or..e R:ﬂé d
DATE: June 1, 2018

EVALUATOR NANIE: Tor Gordon
EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry

Ko e e kb ek e de e dedk o e de o I g TR R AR o Rl RO A R bk Rl ok Rk R R R bk ok R R R kR h Rk A R R AR R RN

Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department’'s RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Individual Evaluator Comments:
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RFR.201804057
RFP TITLE: A Dire
BIDDER NAME: M<ie Fanm Jo S2
DATE: June 1, 2018

EVALUATOR NAME: Tom Garden
EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry

uc;-{_-NL’rwd!"k 4 He @, (}mmwf:‘ex ﬂﬁ\ne. C/’Z“{ /}f""
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaltiators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as thatis
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form s available for feam
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department’s RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.
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Individual Evaluator Comments:
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RE
RFP TITLE::A tural-Dix ny
BIDDER NAME: \/;fevun Sea LLC-

DATE: June 1, 2018

EVALUATOR NANIE: Tom Gordon

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP} process. It is required that each individua! evaluator make notes for
each propasal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once completa, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department's RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.
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Individual Evaluator Comments:

/ § "
{ e s Teerd ilg MR —catlad
ha.{"/ﬂ(‘f,wnf J’fvu-d UfDA grc—fh

wr][ wle  Canye /ﬁ-—j"fp &?:—afr"&e, "F;:.-(G« "77 “g" ex g ‘““I‘s\-rx

L /T 7 7
.«-/yif/?w'f-" ppdeh _Js et sl/?cc tded _im Le Iﬁf\vlld'm/
Wﬂf‘/ﬁ}ﬁ/;n ffﬁc f[l}f fie‘f}dlk;'




STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

BIDDER NAME ""L,_ F,\ijnm Fron Tine,
DATE: June 1, 2018 d

EVALUATOR NANE: Tom Gordon

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form Is to record proposal review notes written by individual evafuators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. If Is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form Is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department’s RFF Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.
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Individual Evaluator Comments:
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP # REP.201804057
RFP TITLE: Ag
BIDDER NAME: Ma/ne Frmden
DATE: June 1, 2018

EVALUATOR NAME: Tom Gordon
EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review nates written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It Is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form Is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complele, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department’s RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.
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Individual Evaluator Comments:
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant,
BIDDER NAME: Raltey [Bveock-

DATE: 5[3%{
EVALUATOR NAME: Melissa Macaluso
EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation mesetings. A separate form Is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department’s RFP Goordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.
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individual Evaluator Comments:

Svimgh VAV Rt
N chd .

ALK AL

O A PASUAS PADAL A
oA Wt Svot,U?

ST T Pl Liiiiez Plion gt rudv .
o 1¢ This V&ﬂﬁ'ﬁ*ﬁﬂ/ﬂ%? ’

Fa " r'[ PUPEREPUSTN |
[V _Coartvaet=yoovic




STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RF . T
RFP TITLE: Agricultural Dire haical Assistance Grant,

BIDDER NAME: £} \Ot&’f FEL

DATE:

EVALUATOR NAME: Melissa Macaluso

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes wrilten by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluafor make notes for
each praposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these noles, as thal is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notas and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department's RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technic; e Grant,

BIDDER NAME: KACLs 2. A2 4D Schpol fUetioRK-
DATE: =5 {24/

EVALUATOR NAME: Melissa Macaluso

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Departinent of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes wriften by individual evatuators
for this Request for Proposals (RFF) process. It is required that each individual evaiuator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department’s RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFF.
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Individual Evaluator Comments:
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RE] ST
RFP TITLE culiniral Direet Technical As

BlDDERNAMg:' FuanSen e
Tyifgisen

DATE: LP |
EVALUATOR NAME: Melissa Macaluso
EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review noles written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these noles, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department's RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.
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Individual Evaluator Comments:
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP TITLE: Agri¢nlfural Direct. ‘echnical Assistance Giant:

BIDDER NAME: “TV. Fn qva vl Faim, tvic.,

pATE: Lltlzple v ‘

EVALUATOR NAME: Melissa Macaluso

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is avallable for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department's RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP,
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Individual Evaluator Comments:
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP TITLE: Ag
BIDDER NAMIE

DATE: 624} |%
EVALUATOR NAME: Melissa Macaluso

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry

Instructions: The purpose of this form is fo record proposai review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take pface on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for tearn
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department's RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP,
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
BIDDER NAME: Baker Brook Farm, LLC, Gray & Windham

DATE: June 24 — 26, 2018

EVALUATOR NAME: Stephanie Gilbert

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry
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Instructions: The putpose of this form is to record proposal review notes wrilten by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. Itis required that each individual evaluator make notes for
@ach proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should fake place on these notes, as thatis
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scaring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department's RFFP Coordinator or Lead Evalualor for this RFP.

Individual Evaluator Comments:

Positive — Experienced in micro dairy — selling to Smiling Hill, Pineland and St. Jasephs College.
Three-family members involved in the business.

Ninus — Innovations are not clear. But feasibility makes sense... Business Model Canvas may not be
enough market research.
Consultant is doing the lion’s share of the work

Question — Match not evident.... In-kind not quantified to account for match.

Interesting — Report, Funding, Research named, but reaily all research for future potential successful

business model.
- Timely for dairy industry. Could be stronger on the market regearch.




STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP # RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
BIDDER NAME: Ripley Farm

DATE: June 24 — 26, 2018

EVALUATOR NAMIE: Stephanie Gilbert

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agricuiture, Conservation and Forestry
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instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evalualors
for this Request for Proposals (RFF) process. It is required that each individual evaluafor make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scorting should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department’s RFP Goordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.
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Individual Evaluator Commments;

Positive — Very high level of Market Research in project proposed. That is excellent

Minus - what order-processing and on-line catalogue models are currently being considered — how will
they test the modal.

Question — would they be willing to share their story and research to help other farms consider?

Interesting — vegetable production diversification into horticulture to reach emerging markets for
permaculture and edible landscapes.
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STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RFP 201804057

REP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
BIDDER NAME: Maine Farm to School Network

DATE: June 24 — 26, 2018

EVALUATOR NAME: Stephanie Gilbert

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agriculture, Conservation and Forastry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP} process. It is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department's RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFFP.
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Individual Evaluator Comments:

Positive — many partners. Excellent momentum,

Minus
Method for recruiting farmers is off the mark, not in sync with production season. Recommend

alternative strategy for recruiting farmer interest,
Like another reviewer's suggestions — ask institutional buyers what they want, how much, when and

then find producers fo fill that volume,

Question — no questions

Interesting — data is very compeliing. High % of interest in Harvest of the Month is so compelling




STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP # RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
BIDDER NAME: Vitamin Sea

DATE: June 24 — 26, 2018

EVALUATOR NAME: Stephanie Gilbert

EVALUUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agricuiture, Canservation and Forestry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. it is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take pface on these notes, as that is
performed only during feam consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department's RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFF.
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individuai Evaiuator Comments:

Positive — Seem well very qualified in the aguacuiture industry.
Have track record of growth...seem very capable of executing consolidation to reach quadrupled
markets.

Minus - missing maine business economic impact and financial impact
Proposed services are very light on detail, Very generic descriptions of research for three feasibility
categories.

Question — do not see the match component
Is this an incubator?

Interesting — ideas of being hub is interesting but not fully fleshed out, hopefully they will provide




STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP # RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
BIDDER NAME: The Fragrance Farm

DATE: June 24 — 26, 2018

EVALUATOR NAME: Stephanie Gilbert

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry

sy ek dode de de A e e e KA R e W R AR R R R A R Rk R Rk ket kb ek ok Rk R kA AR R RR kR e R foododn ik ok R e RO A A R R R AR AR R NR A REOPR RN R R A R

Instructions: The purpose of this form is fo record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. It is required that each individual evafuator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation meetings. A separate form is available for team
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department’s RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.
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Individual Evaluator Comiments;

Positive — consistently innovating and working towards vertically integrated business

Minus - grant request above possible level of funding... 777 not explained?
Missing organizational chart, narrative did not fully explain. Know the farm, but proposal not clear for

Question — budget form confusing is this showing match?

Interesting — add bottling facility for oil and hydrosol — project is interesting and new praducts are highly
marketable,




STATE OF MAINE
INDIVIDUAL EVALUATION NOTES

RFP #: RFP 201804057

RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant.
BIDDER NAME: Maine Farmiand Trust

DATE; June 24 — 26, 2018

EVALUATOR NAME: Stephanie Gilbert

EVALUATOR DEPARTMENT: Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry
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Instructions: The purpose of this form is to record proposal review notes written by individual evaluators
for this Request for Proposals (RFP) process. it is required that each individual evaluator make notes for
each proposal that he or she reviews. No numerical scoring should take place on these notes, as that is
performed only during team consensus evaluation mestings. A separate form is available for feam
consensus evaluation notes and scoring. Once complete, please submit a copy of this document to your
Department's RFP Coordinator or Lead Evaluator for this RFP.
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Individual Evaluator Comments:

Pasitive ~ very high capacity for program development and implementation
Thera is a need In the marketplace of farmers

Minus — training more than one other service provider would be valuable to the farming community

Question - training more than one other service provider would be valuable to the farming community
Budget and match are unclear.

Interesting — crop profitability calculator builds momentum for scaling-up to reach wholesale market




STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, CONSERVATION
AND FORESTRY

. Paul R. LePage Walter E. Whitcomb

Governor Commissioner
AGREEMENT AND DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
RFP #: 201804057
RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

|, {print name at right) Stephanle Gilbert accept the offer to become a member of the Reguest for Proposals (RFP)
Evaluation Team for the State of Maine Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry. | do hereby accept
the terms sef forth in this agreement AND hereby disclose any affiliation or relationship | may have in connection
with a bidder who has submitted a proposal to this RFP.

Neither [ nor any member of my immediate family have a personal or financial interest, direct or indirect, in the
bidders whose proposals | will be reviewing. “Interest” may include, but is not limited to: current or former ownership
in the bidder's company; current or former Board membership; current or former employment with the bidder:
current or former personal contractual relationship with the bidder (example: paid consuttant); and/or current or
former relationship fo a bidder's official which could reasonably be construed to constitute a conflict of interest
(personal relationships may be perceived by the public as a potential conflict of interest).

| have not advised, consulted with or assisted any bidder in the preparation of any proposal submitted in response
to this RFP nor have | submitted a letter of support or similar endorsement.

| understand that the evaluation process Is to be conducted in an impartial manner. In this regard, | hereby certify
that, to the best of my knowledge, there are no circumstances that would reasonably support a good faith charge of
bias. 1 further understand that in the event a good faith charge of bias is made, it will rest with me to decide
whether | should be disqualified from participation in the evaluation process.

| agree to hold confidential all information related to the contents of Requests for Proposals presented

during the review process until such time as the Department formally releases the funding decision notices
for public distribution.

N, %W 4h /é?j/ /8

Signatyire Date /

Hev, Sept, 2013




DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, CONSERVATION

J

STATE OF MAINE ‘
AND FORESTRY |
|

Paul R, LePags Waiter E, Whitcomb

Governar Commissianer
AGREEMENT AND DISCLOSURE STATEMENT |

RFP #: RFP 201804057 |

RFP TITLE: |

Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant |

1, (print name at right) Mellssa Macaluso accept the offer to become a member of the Requast for Proposals {RFP)
Evaluation Team for the State of Maine Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry | do hereby accept
the terms set forth in this agreement AND hereby disclose any affiliation or relationship | may have in connection
with a bidder whe has submitted a proposat to this RFP.

Neither | nor any member of my immediate family have a personal or financial interest, direct or indirect, in the
bldders whose proposals | will be reviewing. “Interest’ may inelude, but is not imited to: current or former ownership
in the bidder's company; current or former Board membership; current or former employment with the bidder;
current or former personal contractual refationship with the bidder (exarmple: paid consultant); and/or current ar
former relationship to a bidder’s official which could reasonably be construed fo constitute a conflict of interest
(personal relationships may be perceived by the public as a potential conflict of interest).

| have not advised, consulted with or assisted any bidder in the preparation of any proposal submitted in respanse
to this RFP nor have | submitied a letter of support ar similar endorsement, ‘

| understand that the evaluation process is to be conducted in an impartial manner. In this regard, | hereby cortify
that, to the best of my knowledge, there are no circumstances that would reasonably support a good faith charge of
bias. 1 further understand that in the event a good faith charge of blas Is made, It will rest with me to declde
whether | should be disqualified from participaiion in the evaluation process.

| agree to hold confidential all information related to the contents of Requests for Proposals presented
durlng the review process until such time as the Department formally releases the funding decision notices

for public distribution.

%% blz1]/8

Signature Date

Rav. Sept. 2013




STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
CONSERVATION & FORESTRY

Walter E. Whitcomb

Paul R. LePage
Commissioner

Governor

AGREEMENT AND DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
RFP #: 201804057
RFP TITLE: Agricultural Direct Technical Assistance Grant

I, Thomas U. Gordon,
accept the offer to become a member of the Request for Proposals (RFP) Evaluation Team for the State of Maine
Department of Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry. | do hereby accept the terms set forth in this agreement AND
hereby disclose any afflfiation or relationship | may have in connection with a bidder who has submitted a proposal

to this RFP.

Neither | nor any member of my immediate family have a personal or financial interest, direct ar indirect, In the
bidders whose proposals | will be reviewing. “Interest” may include, but is not limited to: current or former ownership
in the bidder's company; current or former Board membership; current or former employment with the bidder;
current or former personal contractual relationship with the bidder (example: paid consultant), and/or current or
former relationship to a bidder's offictal which could reasonably be construed to constitute a conflict of interest
(petsonal relationships may be perceived by the public as a potential conflict of interest).

| have not advised, consulted with or assisted any bidder in the preparation of any praposal submitted in response
to this RFP nor have | submitted a lelter of support or similar endorsement.

| understand that the evaluation process is to be conducted in an impartial manner. In this regard, | hereby certify
that, to the best of my knowledge, there are no circumstances that would reasonably support a good faith charge of
bias. | further understand that in the event a good faith charge of bias is made, It will rest with me {o decide
whether | should be disqualified from participation in the evaluation process.

| agree to hold confidential all information related to the contents of Requests for Proposals presented
during the review process until such time as the Department formally releases the funding decision notices

for public distribution.

%// sl — M., 29 2018

Signature Date / ’

Rev. Sept. 2013




STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF (enter Department)

Aaeicurnage

ConiE T Haer
£ A W 1 La (=
AND Foees ey e
Paut R. LePage (Enter Commissionef

Governor Commissioner

AGREEMENT AND DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

RFP TITLE: A;

I, Joy Bonenfant accept the offer to become a member of the Request for Proposals (RFP) Evaluation Team for the
State of Maine Department of Agricuiture, Conservation and Forestry. | do hereby accept the terms set forth in this
agresment AND hereby disclose any affiliation or relationship | may have in connection with a bidder whao has
submitted a proposal to this RFP.

Neither | nor any member of my immediate family have a personal or financial interest, direct or indirect, in the
bidders whose proposals | will be reviewing. “Interest” may include, but is riot limited to: current or former ownership
in the bidder's company; current or former Board membership; current or former employment with the bidder;
current or former personal contractual relationship with the bidder (example: paid consultant); and/or current or
former relationship to a bidder's official which could reascnably be construed to constitute a conflict of interest
(personal relationships may be perceived by the public as a potential conflict of interest).

[ have not advised, consulted with or assisted any bidder in the preparation of any proposal submitted in response
to this RFP nor have | submitted a letter of support or simitar endorsement.

| understand that the evaluation process is to be conducted in an impartial manner. In this regard, | hereby certify
that, to the best of my knowledge, there are no circumstances that would reascnably support a good faith charge of
bias. | further understand that in the event a good faith charge of bias is made, it will rest with me to decide
whether ] should be disqualified from participation in the evaluation process.

I agree to hold confidential all information related to the contents of Requests for Proposals presented
during the review process untll such time as the Department formally releases the funding decision notices
for public distribution,

Signatute Date

Ty \C’:ouu{gud’ o 5:1%

Rev. Sepl. 2013




