
Evaluation Criteria

Scoring Criteria Netsync Network Solutions Crown Castle Fiber, LLC InnerCity FiberNet, LLC dba Gigabit Fiber United Data Technologies Qnet Inc., dba Qnet Information Services Sontesa Technologies, Inc. Charter Communications, Inc. CircleGx Nevada MD Inc.

Scorer 1 7.95 6.99 6.77 6.45 6.4 6.4 4.85 5.01

Scorer 2 8.55 5.59 2.57 4.65 2.2 3 0.85 1.21

Scorer 3 8.55 7.59 5.37 4.85 6.8 5.6 3.85 4.21

Scorer 4 8.55 7.39 6.37 5.65 4.6 4.4 5.45 5.41

Scorer 5 7.35 7.39 5.37 4.25 4.6 5 3.85 2.81

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 
  

Average Score 8.19 6.99 5.29 5.17 4.92 4.88 3.77 3.73

Evaluation Criteria

Scoring Criteria Netsync Network Solutions Zayo Group, LLC Crown Castle Fiber, LLC InnerCity FiberNet, LLC dba Gigabit Fiber Qnet Inc., dba Qnet Information Services United Data Technologies Sontesa Technologies, Inc. CircleGx Nevada MD Inc.

Scorer 1 7.95 7.39 7.19 6.77 6.4 6.25 6 5.21

Scorer 2 8.55 6.99 5.39 2.37 2.2 2.05 2.4 1.21

Scorer 3 8.55 7.99 6.79 5.17 5 4.45 3.4 5.41

Scorer 4 7.75 6.99 7.59 6.37 4.6 5.05 4.2 5.61

Scorer 5 7.35 7.59 7.59 5.37 4.6 4.05 4.4 2.81

Average Score 8.03 7.39 6.91 5.21 4.56 4.37 4.08 4.05

Managed Services Stakeholder Scoring Tabulation

Vendor Analysis

Evaluation Summary

Analysis Aproach:
Each project stakeholder scored proposals according to the advertised scoring criteria, with respective weightings. Average scores across stakeholders for each proposal are represented here. Stakeholders used a High (9), Medium (5), Low (1) scoring system to evaluate proposals. The highest possible score for a proposal is 9.

Vendor Evaluation

Equipment Scoring Tabulation

Vendor Analysis

Evaluation Summary

Analysis Aproach:
Each project stakeholder scored proposals according to the advertised scoring criteria, with respective weightings. Average scores across stakeholders for each proposal are represented here. Stakeholders used a High (9), Medium (5), Low (1) scoring system to evaluate proposals. The highest possible score for a proposal is 9.

Vendor Evaluation


