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AWARD RECOMMENDATION
	Notice of Intent to Award Number: 260000000499
	Notice of Intent to Award Date: 5/21/2026

The Department of Natural Resources Procurement Office has completed the evaluation of RFP  260000001239 Natural Play and Learning Space Installation and has recommended an award to:

Michigan Recreational Construction in the amount of $345,000.00 and Nature Play Landscapes, LLC in the amount of $345,000.00, pending State Administrative Board approval. More information on the State Administrative Board can be found at: State Administrative Board.

Participating bidders who were not recommended for the award may schedule a debriefing session with the Solicitation Manager. The debriefing session will provide the bidder with the State’s rationale on why the bidder was not recommended for the award. The Solicitation Manager may be contacted as follows:

Lisa Crozier-Green, Solicitation Manager.
CrozierGreenL@michigan.gov

Background Information:
This Request for Proposal (RFP) was to solicit responses for selection of a Contractor to provide installation service for Natural Play and Learning Spaces. The term of this contract is Five Years, with up to Five 1-Year Options to Renew.

Bidders:
The RFP was posted on SIGMA VSS on February 19, 2026, for a period of twenty-three calendar days.  The following bidders submitted proposals by the published due date of March 13, 2026.
	Bidder
	Address, City, State, Zip Code
	SDVOB*
	GDBE**

	Michigan Recreational Construction
	P.O. Box 2127, Brighton, MI  48116
	No
	No

	Nature Playscapes, LLC
	6338 Lovers Lane, Portae, MI  49002
	No
	No


*SDVOB: Service-Disabled Veteran Owned Business
**GDBE: Geographically Disadvantaged Business Enterprise

EVALUATION SYNOPSIS

I. Evaluation Process
A Responsible Vendor is a vendor that demonstrates it has the ability to successfully perform the duties identified by the solicitation. A Responsive proposal is one that is submitted in accordance with the solicitation instructions and meets all mandatory requirements identified in the solicitation.

Proposal Instructions: Evaluation Process
	Technical Evaluation Criteria
	Score

	Vendor Questions Worksheet
	25 points

	Schedule A, Statement of Work
	25 points

	1. Requirements – 5 points
	

	2. Service Requirements – 5 points
	

	3. Staffing – 7 points
	

	4. Pricing – 2 points 
	

	5. Ordering – 2 points 
	

	6. Acceptance – 2 points 
	

	7. Invoice and Payment – 2 points
	

	Attachment 1 - Qualifications
	25 points

	Attachment 2 – Contractor Experience and Portfolio Examples
	25 points

	Total
	100 points


Proposals receiving 80 or more technical evaluation points will have pricing evaluated and considered for award.  The full evaluation process is stated in the RFP Proposal Instructions.
II. Evaluation Method
Responses to this solicitation were reviewed by the Solicitation Manager in collaboration with Parks and Recreation Division Subject Matter Experts, which consisted of the following individuals: 

Lisa Crozier-Green, Solicitation Manager
Amanda Treadwell, Urban Area Field Planner, Parks & Recreation Division, Subject Matter Expert
Maia Turek, Engagement & Innovations Specialist, Parks & Recreation Division, Subject Matter Expert
III. Evaluation Results
A. Michigan Recreational Construction
The Evaluation Team determined that Michigan Recreation Construction (based on a score of 100), met the requirements of this RFP. This determination was accomplished by evaluating their responses to the Technical Evaluation Criteria.
1. Vendor Questions Worksheet – 25 points 
a. No deficiencies were noted.  
2. Schedule A – Statement of Work – 25 points
a. No deficiencies were noted.
3. Attachment 1 – Qualifications – 25 points
a. No deficiencies were noted. 
4. Attachment 2 – Contractor Experience and Portfolio Examples – 25 points
a. No deficiencies were noted.
Total Score:  100/100
B. Nature Playscapes, LLC
The Evaluation Team determined that Nature Playscapes, LLC (based on a score of 80.5), met the requirements of this RFP. This determination was accomplished by evaluating their responses to the Technical Evaluation Criteria.
1. Vendor Questions Worksheet – 22 points 
a. The Evaluation Team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted: 
· Section 5 - states experience with DNR Grant awards but did not provide detail on prior projects.
· Section 8 – states 3 regular employees plus "regular independent contractors and subcontractors.  Referencing Schedule A – Statement of Work, only one subcontractor was named, and the subcontractor’s State Project Registration was received after the proposal deadline.  No independent contractors were specifically named.    
· Section 10 – Prevailing Wage.  The proposal states the bidder was registered, but the State Project Registration was received after the proposal deadline.  
2. Schedule A – Statement of Work – 23.5 points
a. The Evaluation Team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted: 
· 1.5 Warranties - Documents required for reporting warranties were noted, but the process for reporting warranty issues was not included.  The response stated the crew would return to the site within 30 days of the report but did not provide an explanation of how the repairs or replacements would be made.  
· 3.1 Contractor Project Manager – Two Contractor Project Managers were named but did not include contact information for the second Contractor Project Manager.  
· 3.4 Disclosure of Subcontractors – one subcontractor was included, therefore no points were deducted, but referencing the Vendor Questions Worksheet and Attachment 1 – Qualifications, the JEC noted the proposal included or mentioned multiple subcontractors, which were not included in Section 3.4.
3. Attachment 1 – Qualifications – 15 points
a. The Evaluation Team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted: 
· NPCAI Qualification – the bidder was not NPCAI certified at the time the proposal was submitted, but noted certification was expected following the upcoming 3/24/26 RISC course.  
· RISC Certification – No named employees were RISC certified at the time the proposal was submitted but noted RISC certification was expecting following the upcoming 3/24/26 RISC course.   
· OSHA Construction Training – No employees had completed OSHA training at the time the proposal was submitted but noted OSHA construction training was in progress at that time.
· Construction First Aid Training – three named employees were included who had completed first aid training in the workplace.  No certification was included for employees who had completed the required Construction First Aid Training.
4. Attachment 2 – Contractor Experience and Portfolio Examples – 20 points
a. The Evaluation Team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted for all Relevant Projects included: 
· Attachment 2 specifically states: “Use this document to provide the information requested.” 
· The proposal stated “Please refer to additional attachment and website for project photos.  
· No photos were included in Attachment 2.  
· The RFP documents specify links to external websites are not allowed as part of the RFP process.  
· “Additional attachments” were not required for evaluation and cannot be used for evaluation.  
· The project descriptions did not provide a detailed description of primarily elements created using site-sourced materials.  Many primary elements described were manufactured components or were built on site using dimensional lumber.  
Total Score:  80.5/100

IV. Technical Evaluation Summary
	
	Selection Criteria
	Michigan Recreational Construction
	Nature Playscapes, LLC

	1
	Vendor Questions Worksheet
	25
	22

	2
	Schedule A – Statement of Work
	25
	23.5

	3
	Attachment 1 - Qualifications
	25
	15

	4
	Attachment 2 – Contractor Experience & Portfolio Examples
	25
	20

	
	Total
	100
	80.5



V. Pricing Summary
Pricing was not included as part of this RFP.  Due to the nature of the projects, it was not possible for bidders to provide hard quotes, therefore pricing was not included as part of the evaluation or award recommendation.  Proposal “pricing” was based on anticipated “Cost Options” for each Level, to provide the DNR with reasonable expectations of budgets required for labor and materials to complete each Level.  

VI. Award Recommendation
Award recommendation is made to the responsive and responsible Bidders who demonstrated substantial experience required to create and install unique play spaces as outlined in the future DNR NPALS Resource Manual for development of NPALS projects.  

Michigan Recreational Construction in the amount of $345,000.00
Nature Play Landscapes, LLC in the amount of $345,000.00
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