
 
 

Eastern Branch RFP Evaluation 
Stephen Campbell 
February 25, 2015 
 
Commissioners Flahaven and Krepp, 
 
Following is a summary of the responses to the BAFO issued on January 27, 2015 for the Eastern Branch 
Building Re-development.  As we are in the midst of a deliberative process, we are limited in what 
details of the BAFO submissions, especially regarding financial aspects of the proposals, may be shared. 
 
We are looking forward to receiving your letter, advising of the community’s preference of the 
proposers.  We recognize that any award will not satisfy all members of the community.  However, 
either development will be a significant enhancement to the Eastern Branch Boys and Girls Club 
building, and a positive addition to this Capitol Hill community. 
 
We have worked together over the past year to issue a Request for Proposals that reflects the priorities 
of both the District and the community.  Our goal has been to provide great latitude to the proposers, 
and to positively reactivate the site.  The community’s goals were incorporated into the solicitation, 
including in the Evaluation Process section. 
 
As discussed, we anticipate receiving the Community’s letter no later than thirty days after receipt of 
this BAFO summary.  We look forward to receiving  your input as we make our decision, and to working 
with you for the beneficial development of this site, and for it to be successful for both the Community 
and the District. 
 
BAFO Responses  
 
Tab BAFO Response Summary 
1. Recent legislation (attached) requires the provision 

of affordable housing as described therein.  Please 
comment on how your submission conforms to the 
legislation, and/or what adjustments you can make 
to your submission to conform. 

Neither proposer has changed their core 
submission.  The District will require full 
compliance w/applicable laws, inclusive of 
the recent legislation. 

2. As per Tab 8:  Proposed Financing Strategy, in the 
RFP, the District/ Department of General Services will 
not contribute funds for this project.  However, 
taking into account all available non-District sources 
of financing (e.g., tax credits) or other private or 
federal assistance that may benefit the project, 
identify resources which you plan to utilize to fund 
your proposed development. 

Neither proposer is seeking additional 
capital funds for this project. 

   



 
Tab BAFO Response Summary 
3. Provide additional data to support the inclusion of 

CBE and Workforce Development outside of the Joint 
Venture entity.  Include the number of FTE/PTE 
anticipated as well as a preliminary CBE plan. 

Both proposers commit to meeting the 
CBE requirements.  Century expects 
several full and part time jobs, and did not 
submit a CBE plan.  Dantes Menkiti 
committed to 2 – 4 FTE jobs and submitted 
a full CBE plan.  

4. Re-development of the property may require the 
project to be reviewed by the Board of Zoning 
Adjustment (BZA).  Provide comment on the impact 
this process may have on the project, including 
schedule and resources.  Include steps by which you 
intend to shepherd the project through the process 
successfully. 

Both proposers would need to seek BZA 
relief to develop the site as indicated.  
Both have incorporated this process in 
their development schedules. 

5. The District intends to enter into a ground lease of 25 
years with a maximum of 50 years (inclusive of 
options).  Provide a detailed, line-item, fully 
functional development and operating pro-forma for 
all income producing uses proposed from pre-
development through the length of the initial ground 
lease. 

Century Associates is not able to privately 
finance under these terms.  They did not 
submit any additional pro-forma.  Dantes 
Menkiti is able to enter into a ground lease 
under these terms, and submitted a 
financial proforma for same. 

 
 

   


