EVALUATION CRITERIA

RFP T-01-22 Repairs and Calibration of Flow Meters and Related Devices

Proposer: P C Caﬂm L5 IUC ..

Lin Criteria Foint Scorin
= s Range =eonng
1 Experience and Expertise 0-25 _iz
e Previous related work experience and qualifications in the subject
area of personnel assigned. Demonstrates a clear understanding of
scope of work and other technical or legal issues related to the project.
2 References 0-20 E_g
e History and performance of firm/project team on similar projects.
e References and recommendations from previous clients.
3 Resources and Methodology 0-25 Z_O

e Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.
4 Cost 030 25

e Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

Total 0-100 Q 0

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):
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Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RFP T-01-22 Repairs and Calibration of Flow Meters and Related Devices

Proposer: Tﬂ" NO\/A' INE

Line Criteria Ranae Scoring
1 Experience and Expertise 0-25 _/_i
e Previous related work experience and qualifications in the subject
area of personnel assigned. Demonstrates a clear understanding of
scope of work and other technical or legal issues related to the project.
2 References 020 /0

¢ History and performance of firm/project team on similar projects.
e References and recommendations from previous clients.

3 Resources and Methodology 0-25 s
¢ Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.

e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

4 Cost 0-30 Z_")

¢ Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

Total 0100 (O

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

RFP T-01-22 Repairs and Calibration of Flow Meters and Related Devices

Proposer: MUIU\WLSA’L ﬂﬁ}’l/‘moug VU":MWIM Sfﬂwcgsf 1 KJC-

Point

Line Criteria Ra\Te Scoring
1 Experience and Expertise 025 _20

e Previous related work experience and qualifications in the subject
area of personnel assigned. Demonstrates a clear understanding of
scope of work and other technical or legal issues related to the project.

2 References 0-20 [S

e History and performance of firm/project team on similar projects.
¢ References and recommendations from previous clients.

3 Resources and Methodology 025 _—%¥
e Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

4  Cost 030 _IS

¢ Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

Total 0100 /0O

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

RFP T-01-22 Repairs and Calibration of Flow Meters and Related Devices

Proposer: /OC CA Qe 76’0 /\{

: — Point "
Line Criteria Range Scoring
1 Experience and Expertise 0-25 Z5

¢ Previous related work experience and qualifications in the subject

area of personnel assigned. Demonstrates a clear understanding of

scope of work and other technical or legal issues related to the project.
2 References 0-20 2@

e History and performance of firm/project team on similar projects.

 References and recommendations from previous clients.

—

3 Resources and Methodology 0-25 )

* Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.

e  Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and

approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

4 Cost 0-30
e Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
¢  Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

Total 0-100 ? }/

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

RFP T-01-22 Repairs and Calibration of Flow Meters and Related Devices

Proposer: //?///Vc?lfﬁ

. o Point ;
Line Criteria Bariie Scoring
1 Experience and Expertise 0-25 2.3

*  Previous related work experience and qualifications in the subject
area of personnel assigned. Demonstrates a clear understanding of
scope of work and other technical or legal issues related to the project.

2 References 0-:20 20
* History and performance of firm/project team on similar projects.
» References and recommendations from previous clients.

3 Resources and Methodology 0-25 =2
* Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.

e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

4 Cost 0-30 JS°o

¢ Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

T
Total 0-100 2 S

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

RFP T-01-22 Repairs and Calibration of Flow Meters and Related Devices

Proposer: yﬂ/ vERSZ/ @V?fﬂt’éf

. o Point :
Line Criteria Flatole Scoring
1 Experience and Expertise 0-25 ___.__Z(

e Previous related work experience and qualifications in the subject
area of personnel assigned. Demonstrates a clear understanding of
scope of work and other technical or legal issues related to the project.

2 References 020 20
» History and performance of firm/project team on similar projects.
» References and recommendations from previous clients.

3 Resources and Methodology 025 _Z2
* Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

4 Cost 0-30

e Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

Total 0100 S

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

RFP T-01-22 Repairs and Calibration of Flow Meters and Related Devices

Proposer: PC Controls Inc.

Line Criteria Foint Scoring
=ine e e Range

1 Experience and Expertise 0-25 24

e Previous related work experience and qualifications in the subject
area of personnel assigned. Demonstrates a clear understanding of
scope of work and other technical or legal issues related to the project.

2 References 0-20 18
e History and performance of firm/project team on similar projects.
o References and recommendations from previous clients.

3 Resources and Methodology 0-25 23
» Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

4 Cost 0-30 28

¢ Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

Total 0-100 93

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):

PC Controls services all brands of Instrumentation. They provide a 24 hour "on call service". They are a local

Broward County business. Cost for Tech 1= $69/hr from 7am-4pm. All other hours are $103.40. Tech 2 $35.00/hr

for service between 7am-4pm. All other hours $52.50. Certification fee is $50 per transmitter. They do charge

a 3 hour minimum as well as a $10 fuel charge per visit. Parts markup is 1.2.

Landal /&MW 4-7-2022 Randal Rennekamp
vV

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RFP T-01-22 Repairs and Calibration of Flow Meters and Related Devices

Proposer: Trinova Inc.
Line Criteria I::':nt Scoring
1 Experience and Expertise 025 23

s Previous related work experience and qualifications in the subject
area of personnel assigned. Demonstrates a clear understanding of
scope of work and other technical or legal issues related to the project.

Z References 0-20 18
¢ History and performance of firm/project team on similar projects.
o References and recommendations from previous clients.

3 Resources and Methodology 0-25 23
e Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

4 Cost 0-30 24

e Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

Total 0-100 88

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):

Trinova has 5 techs in the Lakeland Florida area. 2 tech. are within minutes of Pompano Beach. Cost is the same

for lead tech as well as 2nd tech and are as follows. $65.00/hr. for hours between 7am-4pm. All other hours are

$97.50/hr. Certification fees are $49 per instrument. Parts markup 1.1. There will be a 4 hour minimum charge.

Travel is charged both ways. Fuel surcharge is $10 and will be adjusted as fuel prices increase. City must provide

calibration standards or get charged at a 1.2 multiplier for standards and instrument specific tooling.

Landal /éﬂ)uwédhw 4-7-2022 Randal Rennekamp

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RFP T-01-22 Repairs and Calibration of Flow Meters and Related Devices

Proposer: Universal Controls Instrumentation Services Inc.

.
=
D

Criteria

} |
A
I
=

Experience and Expertise 0-25

e Previous related work experience and qualifications in the subject
area of personnel assigned. Demonstrates a clear understanding of
scope of work and other technical or legal issues related to the project.

2 References 0-20

e History and performance of firm/project team on similar projects.
¢ References and recommendations from previous clients.

3 Resources and Methodology 0-25
e Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
e Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

4 Cost 0-30

* Adequacy of amount of quality resources assigned to the project.
o Overall approach to project. Consideration of services provided and
approach to meeting goals and deadlines. Financial resources.

Total 0-100

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):

Scoring

23

18

23

20

84

Response time stated is 24 hours. They service all brands of instrumentation. Travel time is charged

at half the normal hourly rate and is typically from West Palm Beach. No Mileage fees charged. Their per hour

fees are $103.40 during the hours between 7am-4pm. All other hours are $195.00 per hour. Same for Tech 182.

They charge a "Certification Fee of $115 per transmitter for certifications. Parts markup=1.1

All techs have 20 plus years of experience.

fandal LCinnefaing 4-7-2022 Randal Rennekamp
7

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



