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FINANCIAL ADVISORY SERVICES

e
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Criteria

1 Experience and Expertise of firm
Knowledge and experience in structuring and analyzing complex

debt issues, experience in providing services to municipal issuers.

2 Qualifications of Individuals assigned to the City
Including their experience and understanding of the needs of the City.

3 Resources and Methodology
General financing approach, strategies for bond issuance.

4 References
Client references for which similar services have been performed.

5 Cost
The firm providing the lowest price to the City will receive the maximum of 20
points
Points will be awarded to other proposers in the following manner:
—[20 points X (total cost — lowest total cost) / lowest total cost]
Note: If the result is a negative number, the score assigned will be 0
Example: Proposal 1: $100,000 Proposal, 2: $130,000
Proposal 1 being the lowest, would achieve a score of 20 points
Proposal 2 would achieve a score of 14 points, calculated as follows:
—[20 X ($130,000 — $100,000) / $100,000] = 14 points
Including the overall project-task budget and any itemized cost breakdowns.

Total
List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):
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—— Point
Criteria Bane Score
1 Experience and Expertise of firm 020 2O _
Knowledge and experience in structuring and analyzing complex
debt issues, experience in providing services to municipal issuers.
2 Qualifications of Individuals assigned to the City 0-30 M
Including their experience and understanding of the needs of the City.
3 Resources and Methodology 0-20 lﬂ
General financing approach, strategies for bond issuance.
4 References o-10 (O
Client references for which similar services have been performed.
5 Cost 0-20 [O
The firm providing the lowest price to the City will receive the maximum of 20
points

Points will be awarded to other proposers in the following manner:

20 - [20 points X (total cost — lowest total cost) / lowest total cost]

Note: If the result is a negative number, the score assigned will be 0
Example: Proposal 1: $100,000 Proposal, 2: $130,000

Proposal 1 being the lowest, would achieve a score of 20 points

Proposal 2 would achieve a score of 14 points, calculated as follows:

20 —[20 X ($130,000 — $100,000) / $100,000] = 14 points

Including the overall project-task budget and any itemized cost breakdowns.

Total 0-100 iO

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

2

1 Experience and Expertise of firm 0-20
Knowledge and experience in structuring and analyzing complex

debt issues, experience in providing services to municipal issuers.

N

2 Qualifications of Individuals assigned to the City 0-30
Including their experience and understanding of the needs of the City.

N
0

3 Resources and Methodology 0-20
General financing approach, strategies for bond issuance.

4 References 0-10
Client references for which similar services have been performed.

S

5 Cost 0-20
The firm providing the lowest price to the City will receive the maximum of 20
points
Points will be awarded to other proposers in the following manner:

20 - [20 points X (total cost — lowest total cost) / lowest total cost]

Note: If the result is a negative number, the score assigned will be 0
Example: Proposal 1: $100,000 Proposal, 2: $130,000

Proposal 1 being the lowest, would achieve a score of 20 points

Proposal 2 would achieve a score of 14 points, calculated as follows:

20 —[20 X ($130,000 — $100,000) / $100,000] = 14 points

Including the overall project-task budget and any itemized cost breakdowns.

ge

Total 0-100
List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):
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Criteria 5. Score
—— Range
1 Experience and Expertise of firm 020 T2

Knowledge and experience in structuring and analyzing complex

debt issues, experience in providing services to municipal issuers.

B
2 Qualifications of Individuals assigned to the City 0-30 "
Including their experience and understanding of the needs of the City.
S
3 Resources and Methodology 020 29

General financing approach, strategies for bond issuance.

4 References 0-10 Zg lO HQ

Client references for which similar services have been performed. ‘i/zf?/m

5 Cost 0-20 ! O

The firm providing the lowest price to the City will receive the maximum of 20
points
Points will be awarded to other proposers in the following manner:
—[20 points X (total cost — lowest total cost) / lowest total cost]
Note: If the result is a negative number, the score assigned will be 0
Example: Proposal 1: $100,000 Proposal, 2: $130,000
Proposal 1 being the lowest, would achieve a score of 20 points
Proposal 2 would achieve a score of 14 points, calculated as follows:
—[20 X ($130,000 - $100,000) / $100,000] = 14 points
Including the overall project-task budget and any itemized cost breakdowns.

Total 0-100 % q O

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):
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Criteria Score
Range :
1 Experience and Expertise of firm 0-20 l ]
Knowledge and experience in structuring and analyzing complex
debt issues, experience in providing services to municipal issuers.
2 Qualifications of Individuals assigned to the City 0-30 _'_Zi
Including their experience and understanding of the needs of the City.
0-20 ’

3 Resources and Methodology
General financing approach, strategies for bond issuance.

Z
4 References 0-10 .& /% }

Client references for which similar services have been performed. ﬂ bq ? ¢
“ ’(\\
5 Cost 0-20 Z—U
The firm providing the lowest price to the City will receive the maximum of 20
points

Points will be awarded to other proposers in the following manner:
- [20 points X (total cost — lowest total cost) / lowest total cost]
Note: If the result is a negative number, the score assigned will be 0
Example: Proposal 1: $100,000 Proposal, 2: $130,000
Proposal 1 being the lowest, would achieve a score of 20 points
Proposal 2 would achieve a score of 14 points, calculated as follows:
—[20 X ($130,000 — $100,000) / $100,000] = 14 points
Including the overall project-task budget and any itemized cost breakdowns. 7 %

Total 0-100 % Pﬁ }(7(

List the reasons for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring):
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Criteria 5. Score
Range — .
1 Experience and Expertise of firm 0-20 ZC/
Knowledge and experience in structuring and analyzing complex
debt issues, experience in providing services to municipal issuers.
2 Qualifications of Individuals assigned to the City 0-30 _'BO
Including their experience and understanding of the needs of the City.
3 Resources and Methodology 0-20 éo
General financing approach, strategies for bond issuance.
4
4 References 0-10 l(}
Client references for which similar services have been performed.
5 Cost 0-20 ( U
The firm providing the lowest price to the City will receive the maximum of 20
points

Points will be awarded to other proposers in the following manner:
— [20 points X (total cost — lowest total cost) / lowest total cost]
Note: If the result is a negative number, the score assigned will be 0
Example: Proposal 1: $100,000 Proposal, 2: $130,000
Proposal 1 being the lowest, would achieve a score of 20 points
Proposal 2 would achieve a score of 14 points, calculated as follows:
—[20 X ($130,000 — $100,000) / $100,000] = 14 points
Including the overall project-task budget and any itemized cost breakdowns.

Total 0-100 [ 0

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