
 JACKSON PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Jackson, Mississippi 
Date: December 20, 2021 

 
Board of Trustees 
Jackson Public School District 
Jackson, Mississippi 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen: 
 
Presented for your review on the attached page(s) are the bid tabulations for the formal 
bid proposals which were received in response to the bid solicitations indicated below.  
Bids were publicly advertised and opened according to all legal requirements 
(Mississippi Code of 1972, §31-7-13).  All bids were tabulated, analyzed and based 
upon compliance with the specifications; the "lowest and best" bids were determined.  
Recommendations concerning the award of bids received for each bid category are 
contained on the attached page(s).  Please consider recommendations for the following:  
 

Bid 
Number 

Opening 
Date 

Bid Name 

RFP 2021-19 07-22-21 JPSD Seeks a Partner for Strategic Resource Planning 

 
It is recommended that the following action be taken by the Board of Trustees: 
A. AN ORDER be adopted ratifying the prior solicitation of bid proposals for the 
equipment, supplies, commodities and/or services in each bid category indicated above. 
 
B. AN ORDER be adopted authorizing the Chief Financial Officer or her designee to 
issue purchase orders and/or execute contracts and all related documents on behalf of 
the Board of Trustees to the vendors deemed to have submitted the “lowest and best” 
bids as indicated on the attached pages. 
 
C. AN ORDER be adopted to reject the bid of bidders who failed to comply with bid 
requirements, for the reason(s) indicated with each bid category, on the attached pages. 
 
D. AN ORDER be adopted to authorize the informal purchase of items according to 
all legal requirements and to the extent allowed under the law (Mississippi Code 1972, 
Annotated, §31-7-13(b)) for which no formal bids were received as indicated in the 
detailed support documentation on file in the Business Office. 
 
 Submitted by: 

Mr. Earl Burke 
Chief Operations Officer 

 
Recommendation approved by: 
Dr. Errick L. Greene, Superintendent  
Superintendent of Schools 



Information about the Content and Formatting of the Attached Bid Tabulation 
Sheet(s) 
Pursuant to the legal requirements as outlined in the Mississippi Code 1972, Annotated, 
§31-7-13(d), all bid proposals received were compared to the written bid specifications and 
the recommendation to purchase or for rejection is indicated on the following pages, as per 
the manner prescribed below. 
 
 
Recommendation to Purchase: 
The recommendation to purchase from or award a contract to any vendor, is indicated on 
the attached tabulation sheet(s) by placing “Low Bid” to the right of the vendor’s 
name/pricing and bolding the information. 

 
 
Rejection of an Item or an Entire Bid: 
The law requires that the District clearly state why in each instance that the lowest bid 
received is not the recommended “lowest and best” bid.  The specific reason that an 
item or service, or a vendor’s entire bid proposal, must be deemed "irregular" or “non-
compliant” with the written bid specifications and therefore cannot be recommended for 
purchase, is indicated on the attached tabulation sheet(s) by drawing a line through the 
vendor’s name/pricing and indicating the rejection reason beside the item. 
 
 
Unit Price Differences Between the Lowest and the “Lowest and Best” Bid: 
The unit price of all items is indicated and a difference between the bid unit price of the 
proposed item being rejected and the unit price of the item being recommended for 
purchase as the "lowest and best" can easily be computed from the data on the following 
pages.  For each item, please see the attached tabulation sheet(s) for the bid name and 
number and opening date, item description, unit of measure, quantity purchased, and the 
unit or total pricing submitted by all vendors offering bid proposals. 
 
 
Minority Vendor Participation in the Bid Process: 
At the direction of the Board, all minority and women owned and operated vendors offering 
bid proposals are identified on the attached tabulation sheets, for informational purposes 
only.  The following coding has been used: 
 "M" Minority (Male) owned and operated business 
 "W" Women (Non-minority) owned and operated business 
 "B" Minority (Women) owned and operated business 
    “N”   Non-Minority owned and operated business 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

RFP 2021-19 (07-22-21) – JPSD Seeks a Partner for Strategic Resource 
Planning 
Funding Source: 
Recommendation:   Dr. William Merritt 
 

 Vendor Location Amount 

N Insight Education Group Encino, CA $61,500.00 

N WestEd San Francisco, CA $290,378.00 

B Education Resources 
Strategies, Inc. 

Watertown, MA $660,000.00 

 
The committee thoroughly reviewed each proposal and WestEd was the 
vendor that received the highest rating from the committee.  Based on the 
scope of services, WestEd provided a more thorough and comprehensive 
analysis of their work process than Insight.  Additionally, WestEd’s 
methodology and approach to the work was more comprehensive.  WestEd 
outlined a detailed seven-step approach to strategic resourcing whereas 
Insight only had a 3-step/phase plan. 
 
Insight did provide a process for facilitating the work; however, Insight’s 
methodology and approach was not explained at the same level of detail as 
WestEd nor was Insight’s work process aligned to the commitments of JPS’ 
Strategic Plan.  WestEd described how each component of their work 
aligned to the Strategic Plan.   
 
Based on the scope of JPS’ proposed project, WestEd will commit a whole 
team of staff to execute portions of its work on-site at JPS including, but 
limited to: 
 

• Project Director 

• Senior Advisor 

• Stakeholder Engagement Lead 

• Senior Education/Finance Associate 
 
WestEd’s staff team will travel to JPS to conduct its work for up to a week 
over the course of multiple trips.  Insight bid’s only provides for one staff 
person to work on site at JPS on 3 separate occasions.  Lastly, WestEd’s 
proposal included a very in-depth qualitative and quantitative data analysis 
to address the various components of the project, which was lacking in 
Insight’s proposal.  
 
 



 
 


