ANDROSCOGGIN TRANSPORTATION RESOURCE CENTER
(ATRC)
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS
FOR
COURT STREET IMPROVEMENTS STUDY
QUESTIONS AND CLARIFICATIONS
1. In Section 6b and 6c you ask for identical information concerning supplying project experience
examples. Is this just an error and would you like us to instead write a section for 6c that
specifically addresses our knowledge of the City of Auburn and the ATRC area (possibly putting in
some project descriptions, but not necessarily 5)?
Sections 6.b. and 6.c. should read as follows:
b. Proposer’s Experience (50) points: Describe the Proposer’s experience and capabilities
providing similar services to those required. Identify at least three (3) projects with whom your
company has done business similar to that required in this RFP in the last five (5) years. Include
points of contact (client’s company name, contact name, address, and telephone number), a brief
description of the project, dates of the project and results.
c. Proposer’s Knowledge of the City of Auburn and the ATRC area (10) points: Please
provide a summary of the Proposer’s background, local presence, and knowledge of the ATRC
MPO area including work experience in the ATRC area, with emphasis on the Proposer’s
knowledge of and work experience with the City of Auburn.

2. Is it okay to not supply a FAX number if we no longer use FAX? (section 6f)
If your company no longer uses FAX, it is acceptable to not supply a FAX number. Name,
address, phone number, and email address of the Proposer are sufficient.
3. In section 6i. I think I’m understanding correctly but just wanted to double check, you only want
us to list any ongoing projects within the Lewiston-Auburn, Maine urbanized area – you are not
looking for a current workload schedule? Is that correct?
In Section 6.i., we are requesting information of any other projects or studies that the Proposer is
working on within the ATRC area that may create a conflict with this study. Section 6.d.ii. is
where current workload schedule should be discussed

