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SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 §
2 Quaiifications of personnei, inciuding subconsuitants: 0-15 [o
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0—15 3
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 /r)

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 M

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 /0

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)
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COMMENTS:
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{ Sfgnatu; fEvaIuator Date Printed NJme

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 §
2 Quaiifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 / r)

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 §

4 Current and Projected Workload 0—1 5 / g

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 h.
6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-1 5 pa

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RL126-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer fké/ZY y Sa/MJ’4

COMMENTS:
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, gnatujefof/Waluator Printed Na’me

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the flrm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 S

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0—15 f €
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 /u
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 / 0

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-1 5 f1)

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-1 5 / O
7 Local Vendors Program 5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer jVFfF€ 46’wp,,[_(

COMMENTS:
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ignature of Evaluator Date Printed Na'me

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 / 5
2 Qualifications of personnei, including subconsultants: 0-15 / §’
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project Iocation: 0-15 / 0

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 / S
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Compiete Project on Time O~15 / S
6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Compiete Project on Budget 0-15 / S
7 Local Vendors Program 5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)
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re of Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe firm with projects of simiiar size and
compiexity:

0-15 / §

2 Qualifications of personnei, inciuding subconsuitants: 0-15 / 5

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 3

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0—15 I 6

5 Demonstrated Prior Abiiity to Complete Project on Time 0-15 ,v S

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0—15 / 6
7 Local Vendors Program 5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26—002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposerkigi x Z g/LM
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/ M/gM WK f%/‘J fov/QK/
Printed Na’me

///¢r

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0»15 / (9
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 / ‘5
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 S
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 / é
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—15 / s
6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0—15 / 5
7 Local Vendors Program 5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)
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Katu of Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
compiexity:

0-15 g,
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 / 5
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0—15 / o
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-1 5 / O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 / 0

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project 0n Budget 0-15 / l)

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer # 2 I/w
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SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 §
2 Quaiifications of personnei, inciuding subconsultants: 0-15 / O

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 / O

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0—15 / S

5 Demonstrated Prior Abiiity to Compiete Project on Time 0-15 / 5
6 Demonstrated Prior Abiiity to Compiete Project on Budget 0-15 / S
7 Locai Vendors Program 5

Compieted by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)
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SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0»15 / S
2 Quaiifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0—15 , g
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 / O

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 / §

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—15 z §

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 / $

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)
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SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0—15 §'
2 Quaiifications of personnel, including subconsuitants: 0—15 / U

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project Iocation: 0—15 / 0

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0-15 / §

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0‘15 / J
6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0—15 / O

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

ProposergMé f J3 L1
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I t/nattulé Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe flrm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 §
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsuitants: 0-15 / é

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 3

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 / §

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 / 6

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 / j

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)
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SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 5
2 Qualifications of personnel, inciuding subconsultants: 045 /f
3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project Iocation: 0-15 5
4 Current and Projected Workload 0‘15 é 15
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—15 M
6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 Jf
7 Local Vendors Program 5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RL126-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer
/WW MLL
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natf/of Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15
/&

2 Quaiifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project Iocation: 0-1 5 [0
4 Current and Projected Workload 0—15 / §
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0*1 5 /f
6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 /f
7 Local Vendors Program 5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)
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Signatljfe uator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 / §
2 Quaiifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0‘15 / 5
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0—15 /0
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 / f
5 Demonstrated Prior Abiiity to Compiete Project on Time 0-15 / 5

6 Demonstrated Prior Abiiity to Compiete Project on Budget 0—15 / 5
7 Local Vendors Program 5

Compieted by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer wg§f MW? IE": 71W bf:/é/U
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SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-1 5
/ O

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants; Ov15 / 0

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 5
4 Current and Projected Workioad 0—15 / s
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—15 / 5

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 / 9
7 Local Vendors Program 5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Austin Fox Architecture
Proposer

COMMENTS:

1. Submittal specifies small firm is that the owner/founder who will be actively engaged in plan review, past
. . . .. ....

2. Submittal references nine staff members including; however, 4 Resumes; no sub consultants references

3. Fort Lauderdale, Fl — Broward prime office location, approximately 18 Miles

4. Current and projected workload not clear in proposal submittal.

5. Submittal lacks demonstrated prior ability to complete projects on time unclear.

6. Submittal lacks demonstrated prior ability to complete project on budget unclear.

\j.W we?
1’I 9/1019 » l ,4

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe mm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 13
2 Qualmcations of personnel, including subconsuitants: 0-15 12

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project Iocation: 0—15 12

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 i I K g
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 11

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 j l y ,5
7 Local Vendors Program 0»5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 «46'



‘% Mm , QM»
EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Bennet ArchitectureProposer

COMMENTS:

1. Proposal focused on responsiveness, and cost conscious design services with direct access to single‘principal
I - u nu _ -- -- - - A- -- - u - 1-. aun- -n. .n n n ._ n.-

progress, architectural support, and inspections

2. Single-principal Architectural tirm, referencing four sub-consultants

3. Submittal specifies prime office located in Miramar, Fl

4, Submittal lacks current and projected workload conditions specified in the criteria.

5, Submittal lacks project time conditions required/specified in the criteria

6. Submittal lacks project budget conditions specified in the criteria.

I
\«~\'\ \’\\l$e". tle’l'mtb Q‘IVI CK \i'lc‘?wl~a/'\

)Signature of Evaluator
w

Date Printed Name
x

A

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the mm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 10
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 1O

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project Iocation: 0-15 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0—15 \V M 6
5 Demonstrated Prior Abitity to Complete Project on Time 0-15 10

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0—15 I Q Arg
7 Local Vendors Program 0‘5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 Jo”



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

BROOKS SCARPA HUBER ARCHITEcTs‘ mo
Proposer

COMMENTS:

1. Firms submittal demonstrates experience with wayflnding signage, developing design standards

2. Submittal demonstrates qualification 0f personnel of 5; however, sub—consultants are TBD.

3. Firms S. Florida omce located in Ft. Lauderdale.

4. Firm is experienced in workload management; however, submittal lacks demonstrated current and

projected workload on projects.

5. Firm is experienced in completing projects on time; however, submittal lacks demonstrated prior
specifications on ability to complete project on time.

6. Firm is experienced in budgeting projects; however, submittal lacks demonstrated prior
specifications on ability to complete project on Budget.

W essay m re i awe \Jli m r’ ‘y
\ .xl. (rQN—Ltz-x

Signature of Evaluator
'

Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe mm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 14
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsuitants: 0-15 12

3 Proximity ofthe nearest omce to the project location: 0-15 13

4 Current and Projected Workload 045 V”) g3 g
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 045 13

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 (é m WI
7 Local Vendors Program 0—5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 .18/



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RL126-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer
Currie Sowards Aquila Architects

COMMENTS'

1 Submittal demonstrates adequate experience With pr0ject of Similar Size and compIeXIty havmg

Bridge and Streetscape an the City s first munICipaI garage

2. Submittal demonstrates qualified personnel, including subcontractors.

3. Firms submittal identifies prime office is located in Delray Beach , FI

4. Submittal demonstrates current and projected workload; however, % of available staff unclear.

5. Prior ability to complete projects on time is demonstrated in the submittal.

6. Prior ability to complete projects on budget is demonstrated in the submittal.

’c,
l'C7I 14189 K/H/I ( X \xjCW

Signature of Evaluator
\

Date
[Printed

Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 15
2 Qualifications of personnei, including subconsuitants: 0-15 15

3 Proximity ofthe nearest omce to the project Iocation: 0-15 13

4 Current and Projected Workload 0—15 \4 m’ QV

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Compiete Project on Time 0—15 15

6 Demonstrated PriorAbility to Compiete Project on Budget 0-15 \I’n as’ g7

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 £e’



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer
design kollaborative architects

COMMENTS:

1t Submittal demonstrates experience with projects of similar size and complexity, including

construction/re-construction, miscellaneous building repair and improvements, parks and recreation

and power projects.

2. Submittal demonstrates quality personnel, including qualified sub-consultants.

3. Firms prime office is located within the City of Pompano Beach.

4. Submittal demonstrates adequate current and projected workload and scheduled availability.

5. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on a timely basis.

6. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on budget basis.

\IW \ACQ
‘EIE‘ I

'L’Cl—Lkt
\/\\/t CAI \ CIQW

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Nafne

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 14
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0‘15 14

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 14

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 14

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 14

6 Demonstrated PriorAbility to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 JA’ l “I
7 Local Vendors Program 0-5

Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 a



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer Design2Form

COMMENTS:

1. Submittal demonstrates experience with projects of similar size and complexity, master planning,

cultural facilities, etc.

2. Submittal demonstrates quality personnel 6.5 employees, including qualified sub—consultants.

3. Prime office local in Hollvwood. Fl Broward Countv.

4. Submittal demonstrates adequate current and projected workload and scheduled availability

5. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on a timely basis.

6. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on budget basis.

'L/L:
[TULJQ

lSignature of Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 14
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsuitants: 0-15 13

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 13

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 14

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 14

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 14

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL j 95 ,gz/



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Gallo Herbert ArchitectsProposer

COMMENTS'

1 Firms submittal demonstrates experience With pr0jects of srmilar size and compIeXIty Including CiVic

municrpal infrastructure rehabilitation Historic preservation construction administration and owner s

representation Site feasrbility studies Site development and master planning, 40 year building

rece iica ions, cos es ima ing, sus aina e an energy-e iCien eSIgn, s ra egies, e c.

2. Submittal demonstrates qualification of personnel of 6; however, sub-consultants are TBD.

3. Firms prime office is in Deemeld Beach's Newport Center.

4. Firm is experienced in workload management; however, submittal lacks specmcations on current

and projected workload on projects and staff availability.

5. Firm is experienced in completing projects on time; however, submittal lacks specifications on
completed project timeframes.

6. Firm is experienced in budgeting projects; however, submittal lacks specifications on completed

project budgets.

\I ’el’s lwzxs Cit ,. I
Signature of Evaluator Date rinted Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of simiiar size and
compiexity:

0-15 15
2 Qualmcations of personnel. including subconsultants; 0-15 15

3 Proximity ofthe nearest omce to the project location: 0-15 13

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 12

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—15 12

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0—15 13

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 M



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer
H2M Architects & Engineers, Inc

COMMENTS:

1. Firms submittal demonstrates experience with surface water treatment, design criteria for fire

2. Submittal demonstrates quality personnel, including qualified sub-consultants.

3. Submittal specifies Boca Raton, Fl as the prime office with sub—consultants residing in Florida.

4. Firm is experienced in workload management; however, submittal lacks specifics regarding

5. Firm is experienced in completing projects on time; however, submittal lacks specifications on
LUIIIpIClBU [JIUJBCL IIIIIC bblleuuleht

6. Firm is experienced in budgeting projects; however, submittal lacks specmcations on completed

project budgets.

’Ole
homo \IMA C12 \VK}Q@J<V\

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe nrm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 14
2 Qualmcations of personnel. including subconsuitants: 0-15 14

3 Proximity ofthe nearest omce to the project location: 0-15 13

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0-15 10

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 13

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 10

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 .y’



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Justin Architects, P.AProposer

COMMENTS‘

1 Firm formerly known as Cartaya and Assomates demonstrates experience wrth pr0jects Including

Center Public Safety FaCIlities and additional faCIlities of Similar Size and compleXity

2. Submittal demonstrates quality personnel, including qualmed sub-consultants.

3. Submittal specifies Ft. Lauderdale as it's prime office for this CCNA.

4. Submittal demonstrates current and projected workload; however, lacks in scheduled availability.

5. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on a timely basis.

6. Submittal lacks in demonstrating specific examples similar projects from a budgeting basis.

“dermis \I \\/\ C}J \ IC’fAvy/j

Signature of Evaluator
\
Date' Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 14
2 Qualmcations of personnel, inciuding subconsuitants: 0-15 14

3 Proximity ofthe nearest omce to the project location: 0-15 13

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0-15 12

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 13

6 Demonstrated PriorAbility to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 12

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 Ja/



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Netta Architects, LLCProposer

COMMENTS:

1. Firm's submittal demonstrates experience with projects of similar size and complexity including

2. Submittal demonstrates quality personnel, including qualmed sub—consultants.

3. Netta Architects and prime office is located in Boca Raton‘

4t Firm is experienced in workload management; however, submittal lacks specifics regarding
current and projected workload and staff availability.

5. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on a timely basis.

6. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on budget.

U'WN \RIKr
TIE? lime \]\\/l U \/\I(‘Tr"\-"<'\

Signature of EVaIuatorV Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 14
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0‘15 13

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 13

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 12

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 12

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 13

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 of



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer Song + Associates, Inc

COMMENTS:

1. Extensive experience demonstrated with projects of similar size and complexity, including

2. Submittal demonstrates quality personnel, including qualitied sub-consuitants.

3. Company headquartered in West Palm Beach and contracted with City of Pompano on City Hall
Needs Assessment.

4. Submittal demonstrates adequate current and projected workload and scheduled availability.

5. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on a timely basis.

6. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on budget basis.

\IM \/\\®r\
“a

l s l 1m \/II\ V‘ (13a \ /\)“CAM
Signature of Evaluator

I
Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the mm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 14
2 Qualifrcations of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 13

3 Proximity ofthe nearest omce to the project location: 0-15 13

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 13

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 14

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0—15 13

7 Local Vendors Program O»5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 AG/



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

STUDIO-US DESIGNProposer

COMMENTS:

1. Firms submittal demonstrates experience with smaller architectural projects including interior

build out, renovation etc.
2. Submittal demonstrates qualification of personnel of 3; however, sub-consultants are TBD.

3. Firms prime office is located in Plantation, Fl.

4. Firm appears experienced in workload management; however, submittal lacks demonstrated
current and projected workload on projects.

5. Firm appears experienced in completing projects on time; however, submittal lacks demonstrated

prior specifications on ability to complete project on time.

6. Firm appears experienced in budgeting projects; however, submittal lacks demonstrated prior
specifications 0n ability to complete project on Budget.

y y

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name

U’W \rQCr Y/I S (mks \JNVT (.4 \VKO QA‘Q

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the mm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 1 1
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 10

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 1O

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 10

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 10

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0—15 10

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 y



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

The Tamara Peacock Company Archltecls oi FIoHda

Proposer

COMMENTS:

1. Firm's submittal demonstrates experience in various architectural projects in municipal settings including
. ..... . .....

Additionally relevant experience includes work for the Delray Beach Community Redevelopment Agency

(CRA). West Palm Beach Historic CRA, the School District of Palm Beach County, and, more recently, the

2. Submittal demonstrates quality personnel, including qualified sub-consultants.

3. Firms proximity as consultant is a local City of Ft. Lauderdale.

4. Submittal demonstrates adequate current and projected workload and scheduled availability.

5‘ Firm is experienced in completing projects on time; however, submittal lacks specifics on completed project
on time frames.

6. Firm is experienced in budgeting projects; however. submittal lacks specifications on completed budgeted

and actual completed projects.

mi: ism \\\\/\§l-I \ Q
I V

Signature of Evaluator Date
V

Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0—15 14
2 Qualifications of personnei, including subconsultants: 0-15 14

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0—15 13

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 14

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 12

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 12

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 }9/



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Walters Zackria Associates
Proposer

COMMENTS‘

1 Extenswe experience demonstrated With prejects of Similar size and compIeXIty, including muniCIpal

miscellaneous bUIlding repair and improvements parks and recreation and power pr0jects

2. Submittal demonstrates quality personnel, including qualified sub-consultants.

3. Firms prime office is located within the City of Pompano Beach.

4. Submittal demonstrates adequate current and projected workload and scheduled availability.

5. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on a timely basis.

6. Submittal demonstrates prior experience in completing projects on budget basis.

\lvw \/\lc3c its? Home
Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe mm with projects of similar size and
compiexity:

0—15 14
2 Qualmcations of personnei, including subconsuitants: 0-15 14

3 Proximity ofthe nearest omce to the project Iocation: 0-15 14

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 14

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 14

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 14

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 ,84/



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer
West Architecture + Design, LLC

COMMENTS:

1. Division of West Construction, specializing in design-build projects tailored around pre—design,
.

construction administration.

r . .-

2‘ Submittal demonstrates quality personnel of 7, including qualified sub-consultants, & MEP subs.

3. Submittal references a Pompano Beach office location.

4. Firm is experienced in workload management; however, submittal Iacks demonstrated current and

projected workload and staff availability on projects.

5. Firm is experienced in completing projects on time; however, submittal lacks demonstrated prior
specifications on ability to complete project on time.

6. Firm is experienced in budgeting projects; however, submittal lacks demonstrated prior
specmcations on ability to complete project on Budget.

\l- bl: has I 7-was
Signature of Evaluato} Da'te Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0—15 14
2 Qualmcations of personnel, including subconsultants: 0v15 14

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project Iocation: 0—15 14

4 Current and Projected Workload 0—15 13

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—15 13

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0—15 13

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 W



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

proposer Austin Fox Architecture

COMMENTS:

In general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

There was no information on project workload, project completion time line, or project budget.

Has had prior experience with projects built/current within the city limits. The firm is very capable

of handling small to mid/large size projects. Has professional affiliations with various entitles.

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the mm with projects of similar size and
c0mplexity:

0-15 2’5 /0
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0—15 )5m
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-1 5 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-1 5 0

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLIZ6-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

proposer Brooks & Scarpa Architects

COMMENTS:

In general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

They also provided financial statements. There was no information on project workload, project

completion time line, or project budget. Has had prior experience with projects built/current within

the city limits and for the city. The firm is very capable of handling mid to large size projects.

However, past projects completed for the city have had issues with not meeting the end user

requests/requirements/standards.

‘ ‘ . 02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia
Signature o valuator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity: 0-1 5 J5 /0

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 10

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0—15 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-1 5 O

6 Demonstrated PriorAbiIity to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 I



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

proposer Currie Sowards Aguila Arch.

COMMENTS:

In general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

They also provided financial statements and project workload. No information was provided on

completion time line, or project budget. Has had prior experience with projects built/current within

the city limits and for the city. The firm is very capable of handling mid to large size projects.

Recommendation letters were also provide by city staff.

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

ignature of luator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 15

2 Quaiifications of personnel, inciuding subconsultants: 0-15 15

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 1O

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 15

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—15 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 0

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

95TOTAL



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

proposer Design Kollaborative Arch.

COMMENTS:

ln general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

They also provided financial statements, completion time line, project budget and project workload.

Has had prior experience with projects built/current within the city limits and for the city

The tirm is very capable of handling small/mid to large size projects. Recommendation letters were

also provide by city staff.

Hector R. Gandia

Printed Name

‘ 02/02/2026

Signature f valua or Date

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 15

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultanls: 0-15 15

3 Proximily of the nearest ofhce to the project location: 0-15 15

4 Current and Projected Workload 0—15 15

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—1 5 15

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-1 5 1O

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

proposer DesignZForm Arch.

COMMENTS:

In general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

They also provided project completion time line, project budget and project workload.

Has had prior experience with projects built/current within the city limits and for the city

The firm is very capable of handling small to mid size projects.

\ 02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Signature valuator Date Printed Name
.

f

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0—15 15

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 15

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-1 5 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0—15 15

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-1 5 10

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-1 5 10

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

promser GHA Architects & Devel.

COMMENTS:

in general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

They also provided a financial statement. No information was provided on project workload

completion time line, or project budget. Has had prior experience with projects built/current within

the city limits and for the city. The firm is very capable 0t handling mid to large size projects.

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 15

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 15

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-1 5 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-1 5 0

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

proposer H2M Architects & Eng.

COMMENTS:

n general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples which included

ots of work out of state (NY area) and firm intent. They also provided a financial statement.

No information was provided on project workload, completion time line, or project budget.

Has had limited prior experience with projects built/current within the city limits and for the city.

The firm is very capable of handling mid to large size projects, but overhead costs seemed a bit high.

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0—1 5 10

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 15
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project Iocation: 0-15 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-1 5 O

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer Justin Architects

COMMENTS:

In general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

They also provided financial statements, and ability to handle governmental work. No information

was provided for completion time line, project budget and project workload. Has had prior

experience with projects built/current within the city limits and for the city. The firm is very capable

of handling small/mid to large size projects. Fetaeduf gAVv'rn I/A

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Signature f valua or Date Printed Name

L

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of simiiar size and
complexity: 0-15 15

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-1 5 15

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-1 5 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—15 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-1 5 O

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer NETTA Architects

COMMENTS:

In general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

No information was provided on financial statement, project workload completion time line,

or project budget. Did not see any experience with projects built/current within the city limits and

for the city. The firm is very capable of handling mid to large size projects.

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Signature of Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 )5/ [o
2 Qualifications of personneL including subconsuttants: 0—15 15 / o
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—15 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 0

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

propose,- Song & Associates

COMMENTS:

In general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

They also provided a financial statement. No information was provided on project workload

completion time line, or project budget. Has had limited prior experience with projects for the city

(city hall analysis). The firm is very capable of handling small/mid to large size projects.

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

ignature of E aluator Date Printed NameS

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 15

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 15

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0—1 5 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-1 5 O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-1 5 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0—15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer Studio Us Design

COMMENTS:

In general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

They also provided a financial statement. No information was provided on project workload

completion time line, or project budget. Has had limited experience with projects built/current within

the city limits and for the city. Firm is small and looking for work. Member of the City‘s CRA board.

The firm is very capable of handling small to mid size projects.

c. 02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Signature valuator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0—15 10

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultantsz 0-1 5 1O

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0—15 O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

propOSer Tamara Peacock Architects

COMMENTS:

In general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

They also provided a financial statement, project workload, completion time line, or project budget.

Has had limited prior experience with projects for the city, but listed additional project experience

from other municipalities including county projects. The firm is very capable of handling mid to

large size projects.

€— . 02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Signature valuator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the flrm with projects of similar size and
complexity: 0-15 15

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0—1 5 15

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 1O
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-1 5 15
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 15

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer WZA Architects

COMMENTS:

In general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples‘ and firm intent.

They also provided financial statements, completion time line, project budget and project workload.

Has had prior experience with projects built/current within the city limits and for the city. Has

extensive experience with governmental work. The firm is very capable of handling small/mid

to large size projects.

b 02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia
Signature f valuator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
compiexity: 0-15 15

2 Quaiifications of personnel. including subconsultants: 0-1 5 15

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 1O
4 Current and Projected Workioad 0-15 15
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 15
6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 15

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



, 02/04/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Signature of aluator Date Printed Name

EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

roposer West Architecture

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity: 0‘15 25’ M

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 W 19
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 15
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-1 5 O
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 0
6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 l

:OMMENTS:

in general presentation contained staffing and firm qualifications, project samples, and firm intent.

\lo information was provided on financial statement, project workload completion time line,

or project budget. Has had experience with projects built/current within the city limits and for the

city. Firm has knowledge working with governmental entities. and has otfice located in Pompano.

The firm is very capable of handling small to mid size projects. However, past projects completed

for the city have had issues with not meeting the end user requests/requirements/standards.



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RL126-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer Austin Fox

COMMENTS:

Founded 2019; Reiativeiy little municipal.

A/O ~ FiNAlvciALg’

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter
Date Printed NameIgnature of Evaluator

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe firm with projects of similar size and
complexity: 0-15 5

2 Qualiflcations of personnel, including subconsunants: 045 5

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 5

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0-15 O

5 Demonstrated PriorAbiIity to Complete Project on Time 0-15 O

6 Demonstrated PriorAbiIity to Compiete Project on Budget 0-15 0

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Compieted by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RL!26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Bennett ArchitectureProposer

COMMENTS:

_. (o mm?7’7‘~e:7pE£ME/> Marx/E PE5/w%ma=

f NO ¢~ANC74C$ - /i/o LC $41 oKrN>é¢ps7K

2-5—2026 Christopher Schlageter
Date Printed Nameture of Evaluator

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of simiiar size and
compiexity:

0-15 10
2 Qualmcations of personnei, inciuding subconsultants: 0-15 8

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 5

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 0

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 O

6 Demonstrated PriorAbiIity to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Brooks Scarpa Huber Architectures
Proposer

COMMENTS‘

W—9 address California . Great design work.‘/

2—5-2026 Christopher Schlageter
Date Printed Namenature of Evaluator

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe mm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 1 1
2 Quaimcations of personnei, including subconsultants: 0-15 9

3 Proximity ofthe nearest omce to the project location: 0-15 6

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 0

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 0

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Currie Sowards Aguila Architectures
Proposer

COMMENTS:

Extensive design experience specifically in municipal work in Pompano and surrounding area Very

nice presentation.

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter
Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe flrm with projects of similar size and
compiexity:

0-15 14
2 Qualifications of personnei, including subconsultants: 0-15 13

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 12

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 14 /

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 0

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 0

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer
Design Kollaborative Architects

COMMENTS:

Extensive design experience specifically in municipal work in Pompano and surrounding area.

Very thorough nice presentation.

7762 1 mm

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter
Date Printed NameIgnature of Evaluator

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe mm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 13
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0‘15 13

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 15

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 15

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 1O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 1O

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer Design2Form

COMMENTS:

Seems Iike a sound firm with plenty of growth on the horizon.

VAsT fxremcwcE

2—5—2026 Christopher SChIageter
ignature ofEaluator Date Printed NameS

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the flrm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 10
2 Qualmcations of personnel, including subconsuitanis: 0-15 12

3 Proximity of the nearest omce to the project location: 0-15 9

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0-15 11

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 0

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLIZB-OOZ - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Gallo ArchtitectsProposer

COMMENTS:

Not a lot of municipal experience. The sub-consultants had a diverse municipal experience.

Sub consultants have the wide array of experience, more than the prime listed.

2—5-2026 Christopher Schlageter
Date Printed Nameof Evalua or/

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 9
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 10

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project locationz 0-15 11

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 2

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

H2M ArchtitectsProposer

COMMENTS:

Appears to have been a sub-consultant to other Architectural firms on fair amount of municipal work.

SL‘B ’(0N;uL*W—Té
Ear/V59 V EM;Ne?£r\I\/(o ’PF05

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter
Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe mm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 10
2 Qualmcations of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 12

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project Iocation: O>15 8

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0-15 0

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Justin ArchtitectsProposer

COMMENTS:

This firm has performed a respectable amount of goverment work but they need to improve on

administration services.

Et/Mus/ fM‘mwr { Agog/WTE;/

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter
'gnature

of Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of simiiar size and

complexity:
0-15 10

2 Quaiifications of personnei, inciuding subconsuitants: 0-15 11

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project Iocation: 0-15 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 0

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 0

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 0—5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Netta ArchtitectsProposer

COMMENTS:

Sound nrm...

gm; Mow Elam ;- {e-rmz aF'P/ae
/' 41/472) %¢ moo:

£9099 m‘ulc‘i flab Exfe#i‘E>4/&&.

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter
nature of Evaluator Date Printed NameI

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
compiexity:

0—15 1 1
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 12

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0—1 5 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0—15 O

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-1 5 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITER1A

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Song & AssociatesProposer

COMMENTS:

Firm needs more municipai experience.

C’IILY Hljlr. Nec9< MC$5M¢¢W+I
/

2-5-2026 Christopher Schiageter
Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the flrm with projects of simiiar size and
compiexity:

0—15 9
2 Qualmcations of personnei, including subconsuitants: 0-15 10

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 8

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0-15 0

5 Demonstrated Prior Abiiity to Compiete Project on Time 0-15 O

6 Demonstrated PriorAbiiity to Compiete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Studio DesignProposer

COMMENTS:

Smail firm. Needs more municipal experience. éoO D gL—JC, N‘qWTJ-Mf’gdygME/VK

WBF/ Ely/we} }

2-5-2026 Christopher Schiageter
Date Printed Namere of Evaluator

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
compiexity:

0-15 8

2 Quaimcations of personneL including subconsultants: 0-15 8

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project Iocation: 0—15 8

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0-15 0

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0—1 5 O

6 Demonstrated PriorAbiIity to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 0

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Compieted by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Tamara Peacock Co.Proposer

COMMENTS:

Small firm‘ Needs more municipal experience.

éI"cA/¢E,b Mmrgcftt Lite/V95? 6¢

W Bg gas; N655

Christopher Schlageter
Printed Name

2—5-2026
ure of Evaluator Date

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

a}
1

Prior experience ofthe firm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 IO

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 1O

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 10

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 0

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 0

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Waiters Zackria Assoc.Proposer

COMMENTS:

Sound mm with strong municipal experience.

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter
Date Printed Nameof Evaluator

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe flrm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 1 3
2 Qualifrcations of personneL including subconsultants: 0-15 14

3 Proximity ofthe nearest office to the project location: 0-15 12

4 Current and Projected Workioad 0-15 3

5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time O>15 O

6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0—15 O

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI26-002 CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Alvmmvwt'f—L-
West Constructlon ikg/éan/Proposer

COMMENTS:

Strong municipaiexperience.
"No FFMA Wn‘A’L §mfEMEMK

I/EEV JNr‘H‘I-q W‘aNid’Q. (’04/i/A—A/v
/ /

M?%\ 2-5-2026 Christopher Schiageter
'

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

1
Prior experience ofthe frrm with projects of similar size and
complexity:

0-15 12
2 Qualmcations of personneL including subconsultants: 0-15 12

3 Proximity ofthe nearest omce to the project location: 0-15 11

4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 3

5 Demonstrated Prior Abiiity to Compiete Project on Time 0-15 0

6 Demonstrated Prior Abiiity to Compiete Project on Budget O-15 0

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5
Compieted by
Procurement

TOTAL 95


