
Project Plan Budget Estimate:

TOTAL:

COLORADO Park:

VETERNS Park:

SISTER CITIES Park:

FOOTPRINT Park:
OVERVIEW

 - 

 + 

Company Name % Of Estimate

Address 9892 Titan Park Circle, Unit 1 Littleton, CO 80125 94.5%  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  + 55

Representative Erin Starr, COO 1 4 7

email erin@starplaygrounds.com TOTAL BID: 2 5 8 >=1

phone 303.791.7626 140,753.00$             3 6 9 >0.001

Company Name % Of Estimate NOT RESPONSIVE

Address PO Box 1174 Niwot, CO 80544 74.6%  +  +  -  -  -  -  +  +  +  +  +  -  +  +  +  +  + 55

Representative Chris Churchich, Owner 1 4 7

email heather@churchichrecreation.net TOTAL BID: 2 5 8

phone 303.530.4414        x14 111,212.00$             3 6 9

Company Name % Of Estimate

Address 2100 W Fair Avenue Littleton, CO 80120 100.0%  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  -  +  + 54

Representative Brandon Smith, President 1 4 7

email Brandon@atozrecreation.com TOTAL BID: 2 5 8

phone 303.670.3789 149,000.00$             3 6 9

Company Name % Of Estimate

Address PO Box 620411 94.4%  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  -  + 54

Representative Jarett Baer, Sales 1 4 7

email jarett@rmrec.com TOTAL BID: 2 5 8

phone 303.783.1452 140,696.25$             3 6 9

Company Name % Of Estimate NOT RESPONSIBLE

Address 58.9% 53

Representative 1 4 7

email TOTAL BID: 2 5 8

phone 87,811.60$               3 6 9

Company Name % Of Estimate NOT RESPONSIVE

Address 878 E Hwy 60 Monett, MO 65708 94.0%  +  +  +  +  +  +  -  +  +  +  +  +  +  +  -  -  + 55

Representative Jeff Prangler, Customer Service Manager 1 4 7

email jeffery.prangler@playpower.com TOTAL BID: 2 5 8

phone 417.354.2281 140,069.00$             3 6 9
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200,000.00                            

149,000.00                            

92,750.00                              

74,000.00                              

515,750.00$                  

Play Power LT Farmington, Inc. c/o Recreation Plus

Rocky Mountain Recreation, Inc. (Option 2)

Rocky Mountain Recreation, Inc. (Option 1)

AtoZ Recreation

Churchich Recreation, LLC

STAR Playgrounds

0.94

84.9

Financials Upon Request

0

0.94

Contracts must be awarded to the lowest priced 'responsive' and 'responsible' bidder. The responsibility of the bidder should be distinguished from the responsiveness of the bid: bidder responsibility relates to the 

bidder's ability to satisfactorily perform the work whereas responsiveness of the bid relates to the form of the bid. A responsive bid is one that materially complies with the form or content requirements of the bidding 

documents.

 
Material irregularities in a bid may not be waived and make it nonresponsive.

 

This Bid Form Check-Off List is designed to assist the City of Brighton in determining if a bid is responsive and responsible.  Some examples of a 'non-responsive' bid are:

 

a) Unsigned bids,  b) Nonrequired attachments or related documents,  c) Qualifications made to the bid,  d) Stipulations made on the Bid Form,  e) Discrepancies,  f) Submittals on unauthorized forms,  g) Late or mishandled bids, h) Claimed 

mistakes
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Submission Not Signed
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No Safety Record - Design only,

Install subbed out

0.67
84.9

See Line Above for P&C Evaluation
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SUBMISSION REVIEW AND EVALUATION
Project Name: PLAYGROUND IMPROVEMENTS (VETERANS PK)

Project Number: RFP #19-029
REQUIRED
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Using this file and ranking the participants to the BID/PROPOSAL submittal referenced at the 

top of this page, will allow for a more robust evaluation process by which to identify and 

compare RESPONSIVE and RESPONSIBLE companies.  Procurement will fill in the 

information found on the TALLY SHEET to identify RESPONSIVE submittals.  Evaluators 

familiar with the criteria of the project and selected by the affected department(s) will rank the 

elements of the BID/PROPOSAL by the weighted, customizable but uniform questions found 

on each of the additional tabs.  For each of the categories the evaluators are requested and 

encouraged to include comments reflecting their personal judgement of the submittal 

packages.

The combination of these two independently derived scores will result in an overall ranking of 

the merits of the contributor on an easily comparable scale of 0-100%. O
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SUBMISSION REVIEW AND EVALUATION
Project Name: PLAYGROUND IMPROVEMENTS (VETERANS PK)

Project Number: RFP #19-029
REQUIRED
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Using this file and ranking the participants to the BID/PROPOSAL submittal referenced at the 

top of this page, will allow for a more robust evaluation process by which to identify and 

compare RESPONSIVE and RESPONSIBLE companies.  Procurement will fill in the 

information found on the TALLY SHEET to identify RESPONSIVE submittals.  Evaluators 

familiar with the criteria of the project and selected by the affected department(s) will rank the 

elements of the BID/PROPOSAL by the weighted, customizable but uniform questions found 

on each of the additional tabs.  For each of the categories the evaluators are requested and 

encouraged to include comments reflecting their personal judgement of the submittal 

packages.

The combination of these two independently derived scores will result in an overall ranking of 

the merits of the contributor on an easily comparable scale of 0-100%. O
ri

gi
n

al
 B

id
 B

o
n

d

A
d

d
en

d
u

m
 A

ck
n

o
w

le
d

ge
m

en
t

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 F

o
rm

 (
Si

gn
ed

)

Im
m

ig
ra

ti
o

n
 C

o
m

p
lia

n
ce

A
ff

id
av

it
 o

f 
C

o
m

p
lia

n
ce

Eq
u

ip
m

en
t 

Li
st

C
ri

te
ri

a 
1

9

NEEDED REQUESTED
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The proposing firm's fee structure, based on the Services to be provided, should be cost based and must be fixed-firm (not to exceed) where possible, include volume discounts, 

payment discounts, other incentives and contain cost improvement/reductions over time.  Terms should adhere to the City of Brighton’s published Terms and Conditions.

I think the price is fair for all vendors for the what they are proposing I think the higher price playgrounds reflect a better playground with more play value for the users.

Ability to consistently meet the stated needs and provide high quality products or services based upon the results of reference checks and past performance for other clients.

N
/A

UP

Burk hs the most Iconic Playground

TOP

TOP

Understanding, receptiveness  and conformity of the proposal/bid to the stated needs of the City, both in the time to complete the project and in the scope of services offered.  The 

degree to which the proposal meets or exceeds the terms of the Request for Proposal/Request for Quote.

A to Z , Churchich  and Rocky Mountainare the only vendors to have what it would think of as a "iconic Slide"   Rocky Mountain does not have a swing set.  Star playground has the 

best theme however I don’t feel like the slide is iconic.  Churchich and and A  to Z both have a Red, White and Blue theme fitting the Park but are both subtle.

Rocky Mountain Option 1 has no swings requested in RFP
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Capabilities of the proposing firm and its experience in dealing with municipal governments in projects of similar size, scope and nature.

I don’t have the information to judge these areas.



Project Plan Budget Estimate:
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SUBMISSION REVIEW AND EVALUATION
Project Name: PLAYGROUND IMPROVEMENTS (VETERANS PK)

Project Number: RFP #19-029
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Using this file and ranking the participants to the BID/PROPOSAL submittal referenced at the 

top of this page, will allow for a more robust evaluation process by which to identify and 

compare RESPONSIVE and RESPONSIBLE companies.  Procurement will fill in the 

information found on the TALLY SHEET to identify RESPONSIVE submittals.  Evaluators 

familiar with the criteria of the project and selected by the affected department(s) will rank the 

elements of the BID/PROPOSAL by the weighted, customizable but uniform questions found 

on each of the additional tabs.  For each of the categories the evaluators are requested and 

encouraged to include comments reflecting their personal judgement of the submittal 

packages.

The combination of these two independently derived scores will result in an overall ranking of 

the merits of the contributor on an easily comparable scale of 0-100%. O
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I don’t have the information for this area.
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All the proposed playgrounds are commercial grade and the Vendors have the experiace and knolwedge to complete this project.
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Contractors should comply with all applicable federal, state, and municipal laws, codes, and regulations aimed at employers to protect the safety and health of employees and the 

public.  Vendors have the obligation of to recognize hazards, to abate or to attempt to abate those hazards promptly, and to train employees and others in hazard recognition and 

avoidance.

I don’t have the information for this area.
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Demonstrated and documented ability to meet the stated and anticipated financial responsibilities related to the stated scope of the project.  support despite unforeseen changes in 

demand, product or timelines; a willingness to work with the City of Brighton to overcome obstacles and through issues.
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SUBMISSION REVIEW AND EVALUATION
Project Name: PLAYGROUND IMPROVEMENTS (VETERANS PK)

Project Number: RFP #19-029
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Using this file and ranking the participants to the BID/PROPOSAL submittal referenced at the 

top of this page, will allow for a more robust evaluation process by which to identify and 

compare RESPONSIVE and RESPONSIBLE companies.  Procurement will fill in the 

information found on the TALLY SHEET to identify RESPONSIVE submittals.  Evaluators 

familiar with the criteria of the project and selected by the affected department(s) will rank the 

elements of the BID/PROPOSAL by the weighted, customizable but uniform questions found 

on each of the additional tabs.  For each of the categories the evaluators are requested and 

encouraged to include comments reflecting their personal judgement of the submittal 

packages.

The combination of these two independently derived scores will result in an overall ranking of 

the merits of the contributor on an easily comparable scale of 0-100%. O
ri
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d
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NEEDED REQUESTED

HISTORICAL CUSTOMER 

SATISFACTION 5
%

0
.0

0
0

0
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0
0

0
.0

4
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0
.0

3
8

0
.0

4
0

0
.0

4
5

0
.0

4
8

0
.0

4
3

1

2

3

4

5

Evaluators:  + 

Name: Department: Date: 5

Eval 1 Travis Haines Parks & Recreation 4

Eval 2 Troy Channell Parks 3

Eval 3 Mark Heidt P&R Dept. 2

Eval 4 Gary Wardle Parks and Recreation 1

Eval 5 0

P&C P&C

P&C Gus Blom P&C Procurement Specialist Mon 30.Sep 2019

UP

Asst Director Wed 23.Oct 2019 PLAYGROUND IMPROVEMENTS (VETERANS PK)

Not Answered

Title: SUBMISSION REVIEW AND EVALUATION Superior
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A
to

Z 
R
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Very Good

Director Parks and Recreatioin Wed 23.Oct 2019 Very Poor

Not Observed

Parks Supervisor Mon 21.Oct 2019 RFP #19-029 Good

Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation DevelopmentWed 23.Oct 2019 Poor
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My answers are based on the my experiace here at the City of Brighton.  I have personelly worked with 4 of the 5 vendors mainley purchasing replacement parts or having the 

vendor place componets on exsiting playgrounds.

Proposal seemed bland with no theme. = Play Power., & Option #2 was too cheap and did not meet requirements = RMR, Inc.,  & Option #1 had great climbing structure but no 

swings that were required = RMR, Inc., & Excellent proposal & met the iconic nature needed for the site = A to Z, & Met requirements, but was not as "exciting" or iconic as others + 

incomplete form submittal = Churchich, & Good theme but no iconic tall structure for the site = Star Playgrounds
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N
/A
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 P
lu

s

TOP

DOWN

Assessment of the supplier’s comprehensive service level and their ability to meet or exceed the expectations.  Willingness to continue to utilize the supplier, their goods and 

services provided.  Demonstrated ability to offer continued quality support despite unforeseen changes in demand, product or timelines; a willingness to work with the City of 

Brighton to overcome obstacles and through issues.
UP


