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AWARD RECOMMENDATION
	Notice of Intent to Award Number: 260000000461
	Notice of Intent to Award Date: 5/6/2026
The Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy procurement office has completed the evaluation of RFP 260000001263 Statewide Study on GHG Emissions Evaluation and Clean Energy Tracking and has recommended an award to ICF Incorporated, LLC in the amount of $149,050.88, pending State Administrative Board approval, if applicable. More information on the State Administrative Board can be found at: State Administrative Board.
Bidders who were not recommended for the award can 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:
Ally Estrada, Solicitation Manager.
EstradaA@michigan.gov
(517) 657-1413
Background Information:
This Request for Proposal (RFP) was to solicit responses for selection of a Contractor to provide a Statewide Study on Green House Gas Emissions Evaluation and Clean Energy tracking. The term of this contract is one year, with no renewal options.
Bidders:
The RFP was posted on SIGMA VSS on February 23rd, 2026 for 31 days. The following bidders submitted proposals by the published due date of March 26th, 2026.
	Bidder
	Address, City, State, Zip Code
	SDVOB*
	GDBE**

	Applied Economics Clinic, Inc.
	6 Liberty Sq., PMB 98162, Boston, MA, 02109
	No
	No

	Energy and Environmental Economics, Inc.
	44 Montgomery Street, Suite 1250, San Francisco, CA, 94104
	No
	No

	ICF Incorporated, LLC
	1902 Reston Metro Plaza, Reston, VA, 20190
	No
	No

	Spheros Environmental Group Parent, Inc.
	1221 Auraria Parkway, Denver, CO, 80204
	No
	No

	Sustainability Solutions Group USA, Inc.
	3411 Silverside Rd, Building 104, Wilmington, DE, 19810
	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
	Weight

	1.
	Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 1- Requirements
	25

	2.
	Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 2- Staffing
	25

	3.
	Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 3- Project Management
	25

	4.
	Vendor Questions Worksheet
	25

	
	Total
	100


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 Joint Evaluation Committee, which consisted of the following individuals: 
	Voting
	Advisory

	Ally Estrada, Buyer- EGLE
	Lisa VanOstran, Procurement manager- EGLE

	Julia Field, Deputy Chief Climate Officer- EGLE
	Alessandra Carreon, Chief Climate Officer- EGLE

	Sayon Ghosh, Climate Research Officer- EGLE
	Jamie Scripps- EGLE Contractor 

	Christopher Ethridge, Assistant Division Director of Air Quality Division- EGLE
	


III. Evaluation Results
A. Bidder # 1- Applied Economics Clinic
The Evaluation Team determined that Applied Economics Clinic based on a score of 83, did meet the requirements of this RFP. This determination was accomplished by evaluating their responses to the Technical Evaluation Criteria.
1. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 1- Requirements
The Evaluation Team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted:
a. Bidder’s proposed project plan lacked technical detail 
b. Bidder’s proposed deliverables lacked clarity
2. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 2- Staffing
The Evaluation Team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted:
a. Bidder’s proposed staff lacks relevant combination of experience
3. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 3- Project Management
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
4. Vendor Questions Worksheet
The Evaluation Team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted:
a. Bidder does not have previous experience contracting with the State of Michigan
b. Bidder’s proposed team is small, raised concerns regarding large data load capacity of this RFP
Total Score: 83/100

B. Bidder # 2- Energy and Environmental Economics, Inc.
The Evaluation Team determined that Energy and Environmental Economics, Inc based on a score of 97, did meet the requirements of this RFP. This determination was accomplished by evaluating their responses to the Technical Evaluation Criteria.
1. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 1- Requirements
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
2. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 2- Staffing
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
3. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 3- Project Management
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
4. Vendor Questions Worksheet
The Evaluation Team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted:
a. Bidder proposed modifications to contract terms, thus did not agree to State Standard Contract Terms
b. Bidder does not have previous experience contracting with the State of Michigan
Total Score: 97/100

C. Bidder # 3- ICF Incorporated, LLC
The Evaluation Team determined that ICF Incorporated, LLC based on a score of 100, did meet the requirements of this RFP. This determination was accomplished by evaluating their responses to the Technical Evaluation Criteria.
1. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 1- Requirements
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
2. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 2- Staffing
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
3. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 3- Project Management
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
4. Vendor Questions Worksheet
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
Total Score: 100/100

D. Bidder # 4- Spheros Environmental Group Parent, Inc.
The Evaluation Team determined that Spheros Environmental Group Parent, Inc., based on a score of 85, did meet the requirements of this RFP. This determination was accomplished by evaluating their responses to the Technical Evaluation Criteria.
1. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 1- Requirements 
The Evaluation Team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted:
a. Bidder’s proposed methodology/framework did not align with the scope of this RFP
b. Bidder’s proposed project plan lacked technical detail
2. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 2- Staffing 
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
3. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 3- Project Management
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
4. Vendor Questions Worksheet
The Evaluation Team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted:
a.  Bidder lacked a combination of relevant experience relevant to this project
Total Score: 85/100

E. Bidder # 5- Sustainability Solutions Group USA, Inc.
The Evaluation Team determined that Sustainability Solutions Group USA, Inc. based on a score of 97, did meet the requirements of this RFP. This determination was accomplished by evaluating their responses to the Technical Evaluation Criteria.
1. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 1- Requirements
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
2. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 2- Staffing
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
3. Schedule A, Statement of Work, Section 3- Project Management
The Evaluation Team determined that the responses were satisfactory.
4. Vendor Questions Worksheet
The Evaluation team determined that overall, the responses were mostly satisfactory, but the following deficiencies were noted:
a.  Bidder does not have previous experience contracting with the State of Michigan
b. Bidder’s proposed team’s international remote status raised responsivity concerns regarding key communications needed for this RFP.
Total Score: 97/100

IV. Technical Evaluation Summary
	
	Selection Criteria
	Applied Economics Clinic
	Energy and Environmental Economics, Inc.
	ICF Incorporated, LLC
	Spheros Environmental Group Parent, Inc.
	Sustainability Solutions Group USA, Inc.

	1
	Section 1- Requirements 
	15
	25
	25
	15
	25

	2
	Section 2- Staffing
	20
	25
	25
	25
	25

	3
	Section 3- Project Management
	25
	25
	25
	25
	25

	4
	Vendor Questions Worksheet
	23
	22
	25
	20
	22

	
	Total
	83
	97
	100
	85
	97



V. Pricing Summary
Pricing was evaluated for the bidders who passed technical. The following is a summary of their price proposals:
	
	Deliverable
	Applied Economics Clinic, Inc.
	Energy and Environmental Economics, Inc.
	ICF Incorporated, LLC
	Spheros Environmental Group Parent, Inc.
	Sustainability Solutions Group USA, Inc.

	1
	Program Administration Costs
	$
	$
	$14,731.48
	$

	$7,560

	2
	Staffing
	$146,000
	$150,000
	$134,319.40
	$142,628.68
	$134,880

	3
	Travel
	$
	$
	$
	$
	$1,200

	4
	Other
	$
	$
	$
	$
	$

	
	Total Price
	$146,000
	$150,000
	$149,050.88
	$142,628.68
	$143,640



VI. Award Recommendation
Award recommendation is made to the responsive and responsible Bidder who offers the best value to the State of Michigan. Best value is based on the proposal meeting the minimum point threshold and offering the best combination of the factors stated in the Proposal Instructions Evaluation Process section, and price.
ICF Incorporated, LLC provided the best value to the State. Best value factors for Award Recommendation include: strong past relevant experience within the state of Michigan that cover all relevant Primary Use Cases of this RFP, including contracts specifically with the State of Michigan. ICF Incorporated, LLC has the most extensive and relevant GHG inventory and EPA/CPRG experience. ICF Incorporated, LLC’s proposed Project Manager is located in Michigan, which will foster successful communication between EGLE and ICF. 
As part of the best value determination, overall economic impact to the State of Michigan was considered and is not a determinative factor in making this award.
Award Recommendation is made to ICF Incorporated, LLC in the amount of $149,050.88.
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