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1. Documented prior suceess in lobbying before the (40%) 7 X 40 4C %

Georgia  General  Assembly and  State
Government leadership, including familiarity
with relevant issues and key stakeholders;
Documented prior bi-partisan success on a
range of other challenging matters in lobbying
advocacy  and effective positioning,
communications before the Georgia (General
Assembly, State and regional leadership (both
governmental and non-governmental).
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2. Project Approach - A description on how the firm (25%) 5 X
would position and organize lo assist MARTA
by providing aggressive lobbying services 1o
assist MARTA in developing and implementing
an effective overall State advocacy program,
presence, and sfrategic communications pian
that achieve the Authority’s stated objectives.
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3. A detail understanding of what MARTA is seeking in {20%) 5
regards to fobbying services
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4. State of Georgia lobbying staff size and current (10%) 5 X A0 £V
availability of expericnced lobbyists in the

Metro Atlanta Area.
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presence, and strategic communications plan
that achieve the Authority’s stated objectives.
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assist MARTA in developing and implementing
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presence, and strategic communications plan
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Georgia  General  Assembly  and  Stale
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