
 

 

ADDENDUM #1 

AH Written Responses to questions posted to Q&A board 

ISSUE DATE: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 

 

This Addendum shall become and form a part of:  

Request for Qualifications # RFQL 2026-0121  
Architects and Engineering 

 

 

TO ALL VENDORS This Addendum, including all articles and corrections listed 
below, shall become a part of the original Request for Qualifications (“RFQL”) 
package and shall be taken into account in preparing your proposal response.  
 

The above-numbered solicitation is amended as set forth below. Vendors must 
acknowledge receipt of this addendum by signing and completing Addenda 
Acknowledgement Form. The Addenda Acknowledgement Form must be 
submitted with the Firm’s response to this RFQL. Failure to include the Form in 
the proposal response may subject your firm to disqualification.  
 

In order to ensure that all firms are given an equal opportunity to submit a 
competitive response, the following are responses to questions and/or requests for 
clarification concerning RFQL 2026-0121.  
 

*Proposal Due Date Extended to read as follows: 
 

EVENTS DATE AND/OR TIME 

“NEW” Proposal Due Date and Time Thursday July 9, 2026 at 2:00 P.M. 
EST. 
 

Thursday, July 16, 2026 at 2:00 P.M. 
EST. 
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ADDENDUM #1 

 

Request for Qualifications # RFQL 2026-0121  
Architects and Engineering 

 

 

*Written Responses from Atlanta Housing to the questions received from 
interested respondents via the Q&A board associated with the solicitation 
event. All other terms, conditions, and specifications in the original solicitation 
remain unchanged: 
 

 

• Item #10 requests a "List of SBE firms that Respondents may solicit for 
subcontracting opportunities." If we already have a group of subcontractors 
on our team, should this list be a plan of action to add subs to our team for a 
particular task order/scope of work? 

 

  AH Response: 
 Item #10 specifically refers to firms that fit the SBE categorization. If you have 

assembled a group of subcontractors for your response, please identify those 
subcontractors that qualify as SBE firms. If you do not include SBEs on your 
team, you may also list SBE firms that you could add to supplement your team 
should the need arise on a future task order.  

 

•  In this list of information to provide for previous project experience under 
submittals section #2, item k. requests a "List of MBE/WBE/SBE firms that 
Respondents may solicit for subcontracting opportunities" Since this is for 
previous project experience, would you simply like a list of the team members 
on the project and their MBE/WBE/SBE status? 

 

AH Response: 
Yes, that is acceptable. Also see 3.1.2(l) regarding MBE/WBE/SBE joint 
venturing. 
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•    Should we include resumes of Key Personnel in Uploads 3 and 4 as stated in 
the portal? We're assuming we should include Resumes in "Key Personnel" 
and our 5 project examples in "Project Experience" as stated in the RFQ. Is 
that correct? 

 

AH Response:  
Yes. Respondents should upload information in the section corresponding to 
the applicable Evaluation Factor. Resumes for proposed key personnel should 
be submitted under Evaluation Factor C – Qualifications of Key Personnel, 
and project examples should be submitted under Evaluation Factor D – 
Project Experience.  
 

Respondents should provide all information necessary to address the 
applicable evaluation criteria and the submittal requirements identified in 
Section 3.1 of the RFQL. 
 

•  As outlined in this RFQL, selected respondents from this RFQL, will then 
have the opportunity to respond to a specific Task Order Request for a 
particular project/scope of work. It also appears that Task Order would 
contain a price and technical proposal (which would include hourly rates, 
expenses, breakdown of all costs, etc.). However, it was mentioned by AH 
during the pre-proposal conference for this RFQL, that we should include our 
rates in this RFQL response. If this is correct, please specify where our rates 
should be included in this RFQL response, and what exactly they should 
contain (hourly rate, expenses, breakdown of all costs, etc.). 

 

AH Response:  
Hourly rates should be included in the RFQL so that they can be 
implemented at the Task Order stage. 

 

• What types of supplemental staff would the AH need of the A/E team? 

 

 AH Response: 

The A/E bench is established and exists using the framework of a conventional 
client-contractor relationship. However, there may be a need, though rare, for 
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Atlanta Housing to request temporary in-house support for internal staff 
engaged in a specific task. While on-retainer services will be determined on a 
case-by-case basis, it could include any service listed in Section 1.2. 

 

• Is a hazardous material consultant required on the A/E team? 

  

AH Response: 
The ideal composition of an A/E team is contingent on the requested scope of 
work in a future task order. This may include hazardous materials consulting 
services. While it is up to each proposer to put forth the most complete team to 
address the range of potential services listed in Section 1.2, it is not mandatory. 
Proposers may choose to supplement their team in the future to respond to the 
unique circumstances of a task order. In that scenario, proposers must submit 
qualifications for any additional team members not represented in response to 
this solicitation. See Section 3.2. 

 

• Will AH be contracting with a CM or Owner’s Representative on any of the 
anticipated projects/task orders? 

 

 AH Response:  
Atlanta Housing may utilize Construction Managers, Owner's Representatives, 
development partners, contractors, or other project-specific consultants as 
determined by the needs of a particular project. The composition of the project 
team and the contractual relationships among participants will be identified at 
the Task Order stage. Respondents should assume they may be required to 
coordinate with AH staff, contractors, developers, Owner's Representatives, 
Construction Managers, and other consultants as applicable. 
 

 

• Can AH confirm whether there are page limits, file size limits, required 
tabs/sections, naming conventions, or preferred organization for the RFQL 
response within the Business Management Portal? 
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AH Response:  
Atlanta Housing does not identify any page limits, file size restrictions, required 
naming conventions, or prescribed organizational format within the RFQL. 
Respondents are responsible for providing all information required under 
Sections 3 and 4 and addressing the Evaluation Factors identified in the 
solicitation. Respondents are encouraged to organize their submissions in a 
clear and logical manner to facilitate review and evaluation. 
 

 

•  Section 3.1 requests both a list of MBE/WBE/SBE firms and a narrative 
regarding MBE/WBE/SBE participation, and later separately requests a list 
and narrative for SBE firms. Can AH confirm whether a single coordinated 
subcontracting/utilization narrative and proposed consultant list may satisfy 
these requirements? 

 

AH Response: 
Yes. Respondents may submit a consolidated narrative and 
consultant/subcontractor list provided the submission clearly addresses all 
information requested regarding MBE, WBE, and SBE participation, as well 
as SBE-specific participation. The response should identify proposed firms 
and describe historical or future efforts related to joint venturing, mentoring, 
subcontracting, and supplier inclusion. 
 

 

•  For forms such as the Section 3 Hires Tracking Form and related Section 3 
documentation, should respondents complete these based on current company 
information and anticipated approach, or may respondents provide a general 
Section 3 compliance plan with project-specific details to be completed at the 
Task Order stage? 

 

AH Response:  
Respondents should complete and submit the required Section 3 forms 
identified in Section 3.3. In addition, respondents may provide a general 
Section 3 Action Plan describing their anticipated approach to compliance, 
training, employment opportunities, business utilization, and outreach efforts. 
Because project-specific requirements may vary by assignment, additional 
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details and reporting requirements may be requested in connection with future 
Task Orders. 
 

 

 

•  Section 3.3 includes HUD Form 5370-A, General Conditions for 
Construction Contracts – Public Housing Programs. Please confirm whether 
this form is required for professional design services respondents at the RFQL 
stage, or whether it is included for future Task Orders involving construction-
related services. 

 

AH Response:  
Yes. HUD Form 5370-A is identified in Section 3.3 as a Required 
Representation and Certification that must be included with the proposal 
submission. Respondents should submit the form as part of their RFQL 
response. 

 

 

•  Will subconsultants be required to carry the same insurance limits as the prime 
respondent, or will required limits be determined by discipline, scope, and 
Task Order requirements? 

 

AH Response: 
The insurance requirements identified in the RFQL apply to the awarded 
contractor. Additional insurance requirements for subcontractors, if applicable, 
may be addressed in future Task Orders based on the nature, scope, and risk 
profile of the assignment. Respondents should identify their current insurance 
capabilities as required by the RFQL. 

 

 

•  Can AH confirm that exceptions to the contract will be addressed at a later date 
in conjunction with a specific proposal for services or Task Order? If 
exceptions must be submitted with this RFQL response, can AH provide the 
proposed contract or Master Services Agreement language upon which 
respondents should comment? 
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AH Response:  
Atlanta Housing confirms that any proposed exceptions or objections to the 
contract terms must be identified and submitted with the Respondent's RFQL 
response. Respondents should not wait until a future Task Order or specific 
project assignment to raise contractual exceptions. As stated in the RFQL, 
proposed exceptions must be clearly identified during the solicitation process 
and may not conflict with mandatory requirements, applicable HUD 
requirements, or other required terms and conditions.  
 

The RFQL itself contains the form of contract, contractual requirements, and 
terms and conditions upon which Respondents may comment and identify any 
exceptions. Following evaluation and prior to award, Atlanta Housing may 
engage the apparent successful Respondent in discussions to resolve any 
contractual differences. Failure to identify exceptions in the proposal or failure 
to resolve proposed exceptions within the timeframe established by Atlanta 
Housing may result in rejection of the proposal.  
 

Respondents are encouraged to provide specific, clearly defined exceptions to 
particular contract provisions rather than general statements reserving the right 
to negotiate terms at a later date. Generalized exceptions are not acceptable and 
will not be considered sufficient to satisfy this requirement. 
  

 

 

•  Section 1.1 states that pricing information is not requested and will not be 
evaluated as part of this RFQL, while Section 3.4 references price/cost, 
negotiations, and best and final offers. Please confirm that no fee proposal, 
hourly rate schedule, reimbursable expense schedule, or cost information 
should be included in the RFQL submission and that pricing will be requested 
only at the Task Order or future RFP stage. 

 

AH Response:  
Hourly rates should be included in the RFQL so that they can be implemented 
at the Task Order stage. 
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•  Letter of Interest appears as Evaluation Factor A and also appears in the 
Section 3.3 Required Representations and Certifications list. Should 
respondents submit one Letter of Interest that satisfies both requirements, or 
is AH requesting a separate form or document for Section 3.3? 

 

AH Response:  
Respondents are only required to submit one Letter of Interest. The Letter of 
Interest satisfies both Evaluation Factor A and the Required Representations 
and Certifications requirement identified in Section 3.3. No separate Letter of 
Interest is required. 
 

•  Is the intent of Evaluation Factor G, Required Representations and 
Certifications, to require completion of the forms listed in Section 3.3, Required 
Representations and Certifications? Please also confirm whether forms may be 
marked “Not Applicable” where the form is not applicable to this RFQL or to 
a design services submission.  

 

AH Response:  
Yes. Evaluation Factor G relates to the Required Representations and 
Certifications identified in Section 3.3. Respondents should complete and 
submit all applicable forms. Forms may be marked "Not Applicable" where 
appropriate, consistent with Section 3.3. 
 

 

•  Are the evaluation factors listed in the scoring card intended to be addressed 
directly in tandem with the Section 3.1 submission requirements for this RFQL, 
or are any of those items included for reference and intended to apply primarily 
to future Task Orders or RFPs? 

 

 

AH Response: 
The evaluation factors apply to this solicitation only. Future task orders will 
include evaluation and scoring information relevant to the task(s) being 
requested at that time.  

 

•  Although the RFQL is titled for Architect and Engineering Firms, some 
potential assignments may include residential amenity, unit, community, or 
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mixed-use interior design scope. Should respondents include interior design 
qualifications, FF&E experience, amenity planning, and related interior 
architecture experience if those services are part of the firm’s capabilities? 

 

AH Response: 
While it is up to each proposer to put forth the most complete team to address 
the range of potential services listed in Section 1.2, it is not mandatory. 
Proposers may choose to supplement their team in the future to respond to the 
unique circumstances of a task order.  

 

•  Does “completed” mean finished design or finished construction? (project 
experience requirement per RFQ)? 

 

AH Response: 
“Completed” is dependent on the nature of the project being included as 
relevant project experience. Since this solicitation is to establish a prequalified 
bench of architects and engineers, a completed building project is ideal. 
However, the range of tasks included in Section 1.2 could include projects that 
are smaller or less complex than a full building but still demonstrate 
experience in addressing Atlanta Housing’s diverse needs. It is up to each 
respondent to determine the best combination of project experience to convey 
the teams’ abilities effectively. 

 

 

•  SURVEY DATA FOR DETERMINATION OF RESPONSIBILITY Form: 
Please clarify who is to complete this form - the Consultant or a client 
reference? Is this form specific to a project? If so, should one be completed for 
each project example provided? 

 

AH Response:  
The Performance Record of Responsibility form is a required submission 
identified in Section 3.3. Respondents should complete and submit the form as 
part of their proposal package. Additional reference information should be 
provided in accordance with Section 3.1 References requirements. 

 

•  Evaluation Factors B and D both request a “Record of delivery of requested 
services during any or all phase(s) of planning, pre-construction (design and/or 
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engineering), construction and post construction on time and on budget for the 
work contracted and/or the total construction budget of the project.” Is AH 
expecting a different response under Firm / Team Qualifications and Project 
Experience, or may respondents provide the same information in both sections 
where applicable? 

 

AH Response: 
Respondents may provide the same information in Evaluation Factors B and D. 
However, respondents are also encouraged to include a variety of different 
projects to convey the depth and breadth of team experience (Factor B) and the 
varying nature and complexity of competed projects (Factor D). 

 

•  Section 3.1 requests five projects completed over the last five years, while 
Evaluation Factor D requests at least two actual projects per proposed service 
area or building type. Could AH clarify the minimum number of projects 
required? May the same project be used to demonstrate experience across 
multiple service areas or building types where applicable? 

 

AH Response: 
A minimum of 5 projects are required.  Refer to Section 3.1 for the minimum 
information required in a submission.  

 

•  Evaluation Factors B and D reference “Sec. 1.3 Scope of Work / 1-8.” Could 
AH confirm whether this is intended to reference Section 1.2, Scope of Work 
and Specific Requirements, items 1-8? If so, is AH requesting responses 
organized around those items, or is there additional clarification available 
regarding the scope of work, project names, locations, or specific anticipated 
assignments? 

 

 

AH Response:  
Refer to Section 1.2 1-8 

 

•  Items k, l, and m on pages 12 and 13 are included in the list of items to provide 
for each of the 5 projects provided to meet section 3.1.2 Project Experience. 
However, it seems more appropriate that these three items are addressed in a 
general manner, rather than for each of the 5 project examples. Please confirm 
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if the intent is for these items to be addressed once in the response, rather than 
5 times, one for each project example. 
 

AH Response: 
It is acceptable to address items 3.1.2(k), (l) and (m) in a general manner, in 
one location. However, if a submission includes projects that are exceptionally 
representative of MBE/WBE/SBE participation, or utilized atypical software 
that demonstrates technical innovation, it is beneficial to include specific 
details on those projects. 
 

 

 

•  Evaluation Factor A requests a “List of areas for consideration in Categories 
of Services as defined in Section 1.6.” We were unable to locate Section 1.6 
in the RFQL. Could AH clarify where the Categories of Services are defined 
and whether this is intended to reference Section 1.2, Exhibit L, or another 
section? 

 

AH Response:  
Atlanta Housing confirms that the reference to Section 1.6 in Evaluation 
Factor A is incorrect. Respondents should reference Section 1.2 – Scope of 
Work and Specific Requirements and Exhibit L – Categories of Services when 
identifying the service areas for which they are seeking consideration. 
 

 

• EVALUATION FACTOR D: Project Experience (20 points): Record of 
delivery of requested services during any or all phase(s) of planning, pre-
construction (design and/or engineering), construction and post construction 
on time and on budget for the work contracted and/or the total construction 
budget of the project. (p. 17) Would you like for us to provide a contract, or 
do we need to have our clients write a letter that confirms that the project was 
on budget and on time? 

 

AH Response:  
A letter from the client confirming that the project was completed on time and 
within budget is sufficient to satisfy this requirement. Respondents are not 
required to submit copies of contracts. The letter should be provided by a 
client representative with knowledge of the project and should identify the 
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project while confirming the Respondent’s performance with respect to 
schedule and budget. Respondents may also include additional supporting 
information within their project descriptions, as appropriate, to demonstrate 
successful project delivery. 
 

 

• Regarding EVALUATION FACTOR B: Qualifications of Firm / Team (28 
Points): Awards received in various Categories of Services over the past 5 
years. (p. 17) We are assuming that AHA would like for us to provide a listing 
of projects our firm has been awarded in the last 5 years. Is that correct? 

 

AH Response:  
The reference to "Awards received in various Categories of Services" refers 
to professional recognitions, honors, industry awards, certifications of 
excellence, or similar distinctions received by the firm or team within the past 
five years. Respondents may provide a summary list and supporting 
information as appropriate. 

 

• Should each subconsultant include response to section 3.1.2 Project 
Experience? 

 

AH Response: 
It is up to each proposer to determine the optimum projects to convey the 
range of firm or team abilities, whether singly or in collaboration. Projects 
that demonstrate productive working relationships between key personnel and 
team members are encouraged. 
 

•  Is AHA sending out these forms to our references or do we need to send out 
the forms? 

 

AH Response:  
Respondents are responsible for providing the required reference information 
identified in Section 3.1. Atlanta Housing reserves the right to contact 
references as part of the evaluation process. 
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• This form cannot be completed entirely since there is not an awarded amount. 
How much information do you want us to enter in order to submit in our 
packet? 

 

AH Response:  
Where a form contains fields that are not applicable to this RFQL or cannot 
be completed because information is unavailable at the qualification stage, 
respondents may complete the applicable portions and mark the remaining 
sections "Not Applicable," where appropriate. 
 

 

•  In Section 3.4 on page 16 under the Subsection labeled “Evaluation Factor A: 
Letter of Interest” we are asking to reference Section 1.6 for a “list of areas 
for consideration in Categories of Services as defined in Section 1.6” but there 
is no Section 1.6. Can AHA please confirm what the “list of areas for 
consideration in Categories of Services” is? 

 

AH Response: 
Section 1.6 is a misprint. It should read “Section 1.2”. 
 

•  Can AHA please confirm where the Section 3 Hire Tracking Form is located 
as it was not provided? Should we submit the Section 3 Self-Certification 
form in replacement of that form? 

 

AH Response:  
The Section 3 Hires Tracking Form (Schedule D) is identified as a required 
form under Section 3.3. If the form is not currently available in the portal, 
Atlanta Housing will issue clarification or provide the form through the 
procurement process. Respondents should not substitute alternate forms 
unless specifically instructed by Atlanta Housing. 
 

•  Can the AHA please confirm which forms subconsultants are required to 
complete as well for the submittal? 

 

AH Response:  
Respondents should submit all information necessary to identify proposed 
subcontractors and team members. Additional certifications, affidavits, or 
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compliance documents applicable to subcontractors may be required prior to 
contract execution or at the Task Order stage. 
 

•  Can you please clarify the time frame that is acceptable for the five projects 
completed over the past five years (3.1.2 Submittals)? Can that include 
projects that concluded in 2020? 

 

  AH Response:  
Yes. Projects completed in 2020 may be included, provided they fall within 
the five-year period referenced in the solicitation and are representative of the 
firm's qualifications and experience. 
 

 

•  Is this form only required by the Prime, or should it also be completed by 
subconsultants? 

 

AH Response:  
Unless otherwise specified on the individual form, respondents should submit 
the required forms on behalf of the proposing team. Additional certifications 
or affidavits may be required from subcontractors prior to contract execution 
or during the Task Order process. 
 

 

•   Could you please clarify that the SURVEY DATA FOR DETERMINATION 
OF RESPONSIBILITY is the same as the Performance Record of 
Responsibility referenced in the RFQL? Is this meant to be used for 
References, or should the respondent supply both the Performance Record of 
Responsibility form as well as Section H. References? 

 

AH Response:  
The Performance Record of Responsibility is a required form identified in 
Section 3.3. References are a separate requirement under Section 3.1. 
Respondents should provide both the required Performance Record of 
Responsibility documentation and the reference information requested in the 
References section. 
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•  For the Required Representations and Certifications identified in Section 3.3, 
should Respondents submit only the forms included in the Jaggaer prerequisite 
section, or are there additional forms that must be included with the proposal 
submission? 

 

 AH Response:  
 Respondents should submit all Required Representations and Certifications 
identified in Section 3.3 together with any documents specifically required 
elsewhere in the RFQL. 

 

•  Are hourly rates, fee schedules, or other pricing information required as part 
of the RFQL submission, or will pricing be requested only at the Task Order 
stage? 

 

AH Response:  
Hourly rates should be included in the RFQL so that they can be 
implemented at the Task Order stage. 
 

•  Section 3.1 requests five (5) projects completed within the last five years, 
while Evaluation Factor D references at least two projects per proposed 
service area or building type. If a Respondent is proposing multiple service 
areas, should the submission include only five total projects or additional 
projects sufficient to demonstrate experience in each proposed service area? 

 

AH Response:  
A minimum of 5 projects are required.  Refer to Section 3.1 for the minimum 
information required in a submission.  
 

•  Section 3.1 (Submittals) and Section 3.4 (Evaluation Factors) contain slightly 
different information requirements. Should Respondents structure their 
submissions to address the requirements listed in Section 3.1, the Evaluation 
Factors in Section 3.4, or both? 

 

AH Response: 
A minimum of 5 projects are required.  Refer to Section 3.1 for the minimum 
information required in a submission.  
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•  Section 3.1 references "Sample Reports" as part of the submission 
requirements. Could Atlanta Housing clarify the types of reports or project 
documents preferred for this requirement (e.g., meeting minutes, project 
status reports, design review reports, QA/QC reports, construction 
administration reports, etc.)? 

 

AH Response: 
It is up to each respondent to determine how to best address item 3.1(6). 
Atlanta Housing will allow bunding of project documents (meeting minutes, 
status reports etc.) to demonstrate effective information sharing and issue 
identification and resolution. However, documents and reports that are unique 
stand-alone products that combine graphics and narrative are also encouraged. 
 

•  Is there a page limit or maximum file size for the RFQL response, excluding 
required forms and certifications? 

 

AH Response:  
Atlanta Housing has not established page limits, page restrictions, or a 
prescribed organizational format in the RFQL. Respondents should focus on 
providing complete and responsive submissions that address all requirements 
and evaluation criteria. 
 

•  Section 3.1, Submittals, Item 2, Project Experience, states that respondents 
shall submit information identifying “five (5) Projects completed over the last 
five (5) years.” However, Evaluation Factor D, Project Experience, states that 
respondents will be evaluated on “at least two actual (not hypothetical) 
projects per proposed service area or building type.” Please clarify how 
respondents should reconcile these requirements. 
 

AH Response: 
Refer to Section 3.1 for the minimum information required in a submission.  
 

 

•  Are any forms required for subcontractors to complete? For example, typically 
a subcontractor E-Verify affidavit is required, but the form was not requested. 
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AH Response:  
No. The RFQL does not require subcontractors to submit separate forms as 
part of the proposal submission unless specifically identified in the 
solicitation documents. Respondents should submit the Required 
Representations and Certifications identified in Section 3.3 and provide 
information regarding proposed subcontractors as requested in the RFQL. 
However, respondents remain responsible for ensuring that all subcontractors 
comply with applicable requirements, including E-Verify requirements.  
 

Additional subcontractor affidavits, certifications, insurance documentation, 
or compliance-related forms may be required prior to contract execution or in 
connection with a specific Task Order. 
 

 

•  Can you provide an example of the Sample Report requirement (Section 5: 
EVALUATION FACTOR E - Methodology/Ability to 
Perform/Mobilization)? To ensure responsiveness, are there key points you’d 
like each respondent to address? 

 

AH Response:  
It is up to each respondent to determine how to best address Evaluation Factor 
E.  
 

 

•  On the Jaggaer portal for Section 4: EVALUATION FACTOR D- Project 
Experience it asks for resumes of key personnel. Are resumes required in this 
section? 

 

AH Response:  
Resumes are not required to be submitted under Evaluation Factor D – Project 
Experience. Resumes should be submitted under Evaluation Factor C – 
Qualifications of Key Personnel, which specifically requests resumes and 
qualifications for key personnel proposed by the Respondent and any 
proposed team members or subcontractors. Respondents should submit 
project-specific information under Evaluation Factor D and personnel 
qualifications under Evaluation Factor C. If respondents wish to reference key 
personnel associated with a project example, they may do so within the 
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project narrative; however, duplicate submission of resumes under Evaluation 
Factor D is not required. 
 

 

 

•  The RFP mentions staying within the page limit, but no limits are specified. Is 
there a page limit requirement for this submittal? 

 

AH Response:  
Atlanta Housing has not established page limits, page restrictions, file size 
limitations, or a prescribed organizational format within the RFQL. 
Respondents should focus on providing complete and responsive submissions 
that address all solicitation requirements and evaluation criteria. 
 

• Page 12, Section 3.1.2. requires that the projects are complete. Due to the 
length of the lifespan of our projects, is it possible to include ongoing projects 
where design is complete? 

 

AH Response: 
Yes, including ongoing projects where the design portion is complete is 
permissible. Note however that Atlanta Housing is looking for projects that 
best illustrate the depth and breadth of firm / team experience. 
 

•  Page 13, Section 6. Sample Reports requests "Submit two to three sample 
reports or project documents that would provide AH with a means to evaluate 
work product and how information and issues are collected, shared, resolved 
and recorded amongst all parties, facilitated by the Respondent." Could you 
please clarify what sort of deliverables you're looking for? 

 

AH Response: 
See response above. 
 

 

 

•  Page 12, Section 3.1.2. states "Respondents shall submit information, 
identifying five (5) Projects completed over the last five (5) years." But page 
17, EVALUATION FACTOR D: Project Experience state "At least two actual 
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(not hypothetical) projects..." Can you please clarify how many projects you'd 
like for us to highlight? 

 

AH Response: 
Refer to Section 3.1 for the minimum information required in a submission.  
 

•  The Proposal Submission and Related Information document mentions page 
limits, but none are found throughout the other documents. Can AH please 
confirm if there are page limits? 

 

 AH Response:  
Atlanta Housing has not established an overall page limit for this solicitation. 
The completeness, responsiveness, and quality of the submission are more 
important than overall length. Respondents should ensure all required 
information is included and clearly organized. 

 

 

• Page 19, Section 4.3, the final sentence states, "All Respondents must 
complete the Certification at xx and submit any disclosures of debarments." 
Could you please clarify the requirement of this statement?  
 

AH Response:  
The statement should be interpreted to mean that all Respondents are required 
to complete and submit the Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, 
Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion as part of their proposal submission. In 
addition, if the Respondent or any of its principals has been subject to a 
debarment, suspension, proposed debarment, declaration of ineligibility, or 
voluntary exclusion by a Federal agency, such information must be disclosed 
with the proposal. 
 

Atlanta Housing acknowledges that the reference to "Certification at xx" 
appears to be a placeholder reference. For purposes of this RFQL, 
Respondents should submit the debarment certification identified in the 
Required Representations and Certifications section and provide any 
applicable disclosures related to debarment, suspension, ineligibility, or 
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voluntary exclusion. If no such actions exist, the completed certification will 
satisfy the requirement. 

 

 

•  With the amount of clarification required, can the deadline be extended so that 
we can fully digest the requirements and best respond to the proposal? 

 

AH Response:  
Atlanta Housing will communicate any changes to the solicitation schedule 
through an official addendum issued via the procurement portal. Until such 
addendum is issued, the proposal due date remains unchanged. 
 

• Evaluation Factor I - Exceptions to Contract is not in the portal. Where should 
we list our exceptions?  
 

AH Response:  
Respondents should submit any proposed contract exceptions with their 
proposal. If a dedicated upload location is not available in the portal, 
respondents may include their exceptions as a separate attachment clearly 
identified as "Exceptions to Contract." 

 

•  How many projects do you want us to show? Can you clarify between sections 
3.1 item 2 and Evaluation Factor D, bullet 1? 

 

AH Response: 
Refer to Section 3.1 for the minimum information required in a submission.  
 

 

 

•  Firm size is listed under Evaluation Factors B,C, and D in the portal. Please 
clarify where it should be included. 
 

AH Response:  
Firm size information should be included under Evaluation Factor B – 
Qualifications of Firm/Team, which specifically requests firm size, location, 
and years in business. 
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•  Items K, L, and M under section 3.1 Submittals seem irrelevant to project 
experience. Should these items be captured under another section? Please 
clarify where should be addressed. 
 

 

AH Response: 
It is acceptable to address items 3.1.2(k), (l) and (m) in a general manner, in 
one location.  
 

 

•  Can you all clarify what is required for Evaluation Factor D? There is a 
duplicated item from Evaluation Factor B: Record of delivery of requested 
services during any or all phase(s) of planning, pre-construction (design 
and/or engineering), construction and post construction on time and on budget 
for the work contracted and/or the total construction budget of the project 

 

 

 AH Response: 
Respondents may provide the same information in Evaluation Factors B and 
D. However, respondents are also encouraged to include a variety of different 
projects to convey the depth and breadth of team experience (Factor B) and 
the varying nature and complexity of competed projects (Factor D). 

 

 

•  Will you all provide the Schedule D form? 

 

AH Response:  
Schedule D (Section 3 Hires Tracking Form) is identified as a required form 
under Section 3.3. If it is unavailable in the procurement portal, Atlanta 
Housing will provide clarification through the procurement process. 
 

•  Is there a form document for Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, 
Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion or do we just need to acknowledge it in 
the portal? 
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AH Response:  
Respondents must complete and submit the Certification Regarding 
Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion and disclose 
any applicable debarment information as required by Section 4.3. 
 

•  Where is the list of Categories of Services in the RFQL document? 

 

AH Response:  
See Section 1.2 (1-9) for the Categories of Services. 

 

•  On page 12 under 3.1 - Submittals, item 1 states - Respondents are required to 
submit all relevant information as outlined in Sections 3 and 4. Can you 
clarify sections 3 and 4. 
 

AH Response:  
Section 3 establishes proposal submission requirements, required 
representations and certifications, and supporting documentation. Section 4 
establishes the contractual terms and conditions that govern the resulting 
contract and identifies requirements relevant to contract performance. 
Respondents should review and address both sections as applicable. 
 

 

 

 

 

•  On page 12, under item 3.1 Submittals, it lists submission requirements, 
however on page 16, it lists the evaluation factors and questions that are 
required to be answered and uploaded into the portal. These submission 
requirements and evaluation factors are conflicting. Can you please clarify 
which requirements we need to respond to? 

 

 AH Response:  
Respondents should address both Section 3.1 submission requirements and 
the Evaluation Factors identified in Section 3.4. Section 3.1 establishes the 
minimum information that must be provided, while Section 3.4 identifies how 
proposals will be evaluated. 
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•  The proposal submission document references page limitations, can you 
clarify what the page limitations are per question? 

 

AH Response:  
Atlanta Housing has not established an overall page limit for this solicitation. 
The completeness, responsiveness, and quality of the submission are more 
important than overall length. Respondents should ensure all required 
information is included and clearly organized. 
 

 

•  Is there an overall page limit? 

 

 AH Response:  
Atlanta Housing has not established an overall page limit for this solicitation. 
The completeness, responsiveness, and quality of the submission are more 
important than overall length. Respondents should ensure all required 
information is included and clearly organized. 
 

 

• There are Categories of Services that are referenced a couple times in the RFQL 
(section 3.1 in item 2.e as well as the Letter of Interest requirements) that I 
am having some trouble finding. I was just wondering where this list is 
available? Thank you! 
 

AH Response:  
The reference to “Categories of Services” is intended to correspond to the 
service areas described in Section 1.2 – Scope of Work and Specific 
Requirements and identified in Exhibit L – Categories of Services. 
Respondents should use the service disciplines and specialty areas for which 
they are seeking consideration, including, as applicable, Building and 
Landscape Architecture, Civil Design and Engineering, Structural Design and 
Engineering, Mechanical/Electrical/Plumbing/Fire Protection (M/E/P/FP) 
Design and Engineering, Urban Planning, Sustainability Planning and 
Design, and other related services described in Section 1.2.  
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Atlanta Housing acknowledges that the reference to “Section 1.6” in 
Evaluation Factor A is incorrect. Respondents should reference Section 1.2 
and Exhibit L when identifying the Categories of Services for which they wish 
to be considered. 
 

 

Addenda to this RFQL will only be posted to the sourcing event. Addenda will not 
be mailed to potential Respondents. It is the responsibility of the Respondent to 
access the sourcing event for any addenda issued. Each Respondent must 
acknowledge all addenda issued by completing and signing Addenda Acknowledge 
Form. The Form must be included in the Firm’s response to the RFQL. 
 

 

 

 

____________________________________________ 

Dawn Redman 

Interim Vice President, Sourcing and Contracts Management 
Contracts and Procurement 
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