SOUTHEAST FEDERAL CENTER REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS  (RFP) AMENDMENT #1, EFFECTIVE DATE APRIL 15, 2003

The RFP is amended as follows:

1. The RFP, Section III. Key Development Considerations, subsection E, In-Water Development, page 17, line 4 beginning with "means" delete "a" and insert "I" after Phase.
2. Land sale/land lease agreement execution date is June 1, 2004; therefore,
· Section IV, subsection A. Transaction Options: Overview, page 21, paragraph 3, line 6-"January 2004" should read "June 2004".

· Section IV, subsection B. Land Sale, page 22, paragraph 1, line 4-"January 1, 2004" should read "July 1, 2004".

· Section IV, subsection B. Land Sale, page 22, paragraph 1, first bullet, line 15-"January 1, 2004" should read "July 1, 2004".

· Section IV, subsection B. Land Sale, page 22, paragraph 1, first bullet, line 17, -"(latest Phase I start date July 1, 2005) should read "(latest Phase I start date January 1, 2006)".

· Section IV, subsection B. Land Sale, page 23, first bullet, line 2, -"(latest Phase II start date January 1,2010) should read "(latest Phase II start date July 1, 2010)".

· Section IV, subsection B. Land Sale, page 23, first bullet, line 4, -"(latest Phase III start date January 1,2013) should read "(latest Phase III start date July 1, 2013)".

· Section IV, subsection C. Land Lease, page 23, paragraph 3, line 14, first subset bullet-"January 1, 2004" should read "July 1, 2004".

· Section IV, subsection C. Land Lease, page 23, paragraph 3, line 17, second subset bullet-"(latest Phase II start date January 1, 2010)" should read "(latest Phase II start date July 1, 2010)".

· Section IV, subsection C. Land Lease, page 23, paragraph 3, line 19, third subset bullet-"(latest Phase III start date January 1, 2013)" should read 

"( latest Phase III start date July 1, 2013)".

3. The RFP, Section VII, Section 2. Developer's Site Plan and Design Concept, page 31, delete from line 1 through line 3, beginning with "The objective" and ending with "favorably."and substitute the following:

The objective of this factor is to evaluate how well the developer's proposed site plan and design concept achieve the five factors for developing the SEFC site as stated in Section II A, GSA's Vision and Goals. Additionally, the developer's proposed site plan and design concept for the SEFC site will be evaluated using the urban design guidelines contained in Section III - Key Development 
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Considerations and the build-out targets as provided in the GSA plan. Proposed site plans and design concepts that comply with the urban design guidelines and the build-out targets in the GSA plan will be evaluated more favorably. Regarding mitigation of environmental impacts, GSA's evaluation of the RFP responses will include consideration of the developer's ability and willingness to resolve impacts and implement mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIS.

4. On page 32 of the RFP (2d sentence from top), delete the sentence beginning with "Regarding ". 
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