EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer__/ | 7(/,( #7}\ 163?

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior expenjence of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 S,
complexity:

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

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

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 /9

7 Local Vendors Program 5 i
Procurement

TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer B—’: MMETT

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
, Prior exper_lence of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 5
complexity: :
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 PaL
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 o
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 z
5 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 43
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 /%
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 A
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer ? Lol § # SeApa 4

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior exper.lence of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 =
complexity:

2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 / =

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

4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 /@

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

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

7 Local Vendors Program 5 Procurement

TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer /&"Fﬁf" —-«6-:»-1:‘4—’[5’

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior exper-lence of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 / 5
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 / S
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 /o
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 / 5
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 ;B
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 45
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Completed by
Procurement
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer N2 TRehTZ7<r S

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior exper.|ence of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 y 5
complexity:

2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 0 55

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

4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 |5

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

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

Completed by

7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Procurement

TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposerb:’/?t’gﬂx 2 fram

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and _
1 o 0-15 o
complexity: /
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 /5
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 g
4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 (5
5 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 i 5
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 r5
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 CGampleted by
Procurement
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer 5/7‘ teo HELL G

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior experllence of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 5—
complexity:

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

3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 5 i

4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 F £

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

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

7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Lampletedby

Procurement
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer /7[ 2y

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior exper.lence of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 S—-
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 / O
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 7 0
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 7 <
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 7 5
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 / S
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Complsied by
Procurement
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI126-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

ProposerJ‘V’ i AMatirE Ty

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior exper.lence of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 / £
complexity:

2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 § &

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

4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 VR

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

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

7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Hameleied by

Procurement
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer ,4'/ = 7TTA Hcp =g

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and d

1 - 0-15 S
complexity:

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 78

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 7.0

4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 75

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

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

Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Bt
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

S
Proposer“""f‘/é' 7 ,%fe c_

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 e 0-15 <
complexity:
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 /5
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 5
4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 /5
5 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 g
6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 Vi 5
7 Local Vendors Program 5 Caipleres by
Procurement
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer STU0 18 pesom”

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior exper.ience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 4 5
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 /5
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 5
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 é /5
5 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 /0
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 /f
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Bhasmamant
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer %Mﬁ %‘l"coo{L

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior experllence of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 /ﬁ
complexity: g
2 | Qualifications 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 / S
5 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 /{
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 Fé 1l
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Brocuremant
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer é{/&/"?l-c/“‘ 2 e;f/’\'/“/‘Q

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior exper.lence of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 y 5
complexity:
2 Qualifications 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 25
5 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 r o
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 5
4 Local Vendors Program 5 Completed by
Procurement
TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer W‘ﬁ) AR ethr TE= 7ot f@:’%/é/u

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

! complexity: i /€

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

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

4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 P

3 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 1.5

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

Completed by

7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Procurement

TOTAL 95 95
COMMENTS:
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer A\ustin Fox Architecture

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 X5l 0-15 13
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 12
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 12
4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 1
5 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 1
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 |[{\\ &
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 ProclifEmant
TOTAL 95 ~70
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, FI - 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.

\5'\-1'\“-\.0 \-/\/\ <7 e ’ t;{_LO‘z-lc 0 o

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Bennet Architecture

Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior exper_ience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 10
complexity:
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 \V 200 &
5 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 10
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-16 |0 A6~ &
7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 %?&T?;?ndeg%!
TOTAL 95 60
COMMENTS:
1. Proposal focused on responsiveness, and cost conscious design services with direct access to single-principal

progress, architectural support, and inspections

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

3. Submittal specifies prime office located in Miramar, FI

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.

\J oo Sodieen s |[Tatiy 8 .

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name )




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

BROOKS SCARPA HUBER ARCHITECTS, INC.
Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 - 0-15 14
complexity:
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 12
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 13
4 Current and Projected Workload 0-15 \',]) B 4
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 13 i
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 -\@ A3 (Z,
7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 %?&%I:a;emdegg
TOTAL 95 i o
COMMENTS:

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

2. Submittal demonstrates qualification of personnel of 5; however, sub-consultants are TBD.

3. Firms S. Florida office 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.

o R et = e T
S N\ ~orpy e l“’ | Toz \J!\m,r& \nl cmda
Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Currie Sowards Aquila Architects

Proposer
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 g 0-15 15
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 15
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 13
4 | Current and Projected Workload , 0-15 |\& 1 &
5 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 15
6 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 W a5 &
Completed by
7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 ProcuErasit
TOTAL 95 86~
COMMENTS:

1. Submlttal demonstrates adequate experience W|th pI'OJeCt of similar size and comp!exnty having

Brldge and Streetscape an the City's fII‘St mummpal 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.

\BM i < | 5] oty e, Ao e,

Signature of Evaluator - Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

design kollaborative architects

Proposer
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 e 0-15 14
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 14
3 | Proximity of the 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 Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 w | '“’f
Completed by
7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 Procurement
TOTAL 95 o
COMMENTS:

1. 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.

\J s \m\CR |5 | 19t VASARSIAN chﬁ—v\

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Design2Form

Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 - 0-15 14
complexity:
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 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
Completed by
7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 Procurement
TOTAL 95 .- o
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 Hollywood, FI Broward County.

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.

\J SN L/\\ C"-r\T '_Ll‘; [‘CM \Jav\ R \Vr\) cr\*s—«/x.

Signature of Evaluator ' Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Gallo Herbert Architects

Proposer
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 i 0-15 15
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 15
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
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 Brosaremen
TOTAL 95 e
COMMENTS:

1 F|rms subm[ttal demonstrates experlence W|th pl’OjeCtS of SImIIar size and complexnty mcludmg Civic

munlcxpal mfrastructure rehab|I|tat|on Hlstonc preservatlon constructlon administration and owner S,
representation, site feasibility studies, site development and master planning, 40-year building
recertifications, cost estimating, sustainable and energy-efiicient design, strategies, eic.

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

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

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

d\_ﬁ—«a \ e e ) AT i o \,'\Dcrl-.xg

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name \




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

H2M Architects & Engineers, Inc

Proposer
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 o 0-15 14
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 14
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 13
4 | Current and Projected Workload 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
Completed by
T Local Vendors Program 0-5 Procurement
TOTAL 95 T
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

current and projected workload and staff availability —

5. Firm is experienced in completing projects on time; however, submittal lacks specifications on
ctompletedprojecttime schedules:

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

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Justin Architects, P.A

Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 A 0-15 14
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 14
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 13
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 12
7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 Sdmpleted by
Procurement
TOTAL 95 »
COMMENTS:

1 Firm formerly known as Cartaya and Assomates demonstrates expertence W[th prOJects mcludlng

Center, Public Safety FaC||1t|es and addltlonat faC|l|t|es of similar size and complexity.

2. Submittal demonstrates quality personnel, including qualified 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.

]
New, \ e _ lashay . Aawaee N Jeeh

Signature of Evaluator 'Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Netta Architects, LLC

Proposer
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 < 0-15 14
complexity:
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
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 Bropiratant
TOTAL 95 T
COMMENTS:

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

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

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

4. 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.

\J\/\r\ \f\](‘m _‘E’\L”; ]H&—Q‘a"a \J\\/]u \J\J(‘T*—\“\\

Signature of Evaluator— Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI126-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer S0Ng *+ Associates, Inc

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 o 0-15 14
complexity:
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 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
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 e um—
TOTAL 95 80
COMMENTS:

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

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

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.

O PO o 2 |S |tk \ e \ et

Signature of Evaluator " Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

STUDIO-US DESIGN

Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 - 0-15 11
complexity:
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 10
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 10
5] Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 10
7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 Qomplated by
Procurement
TOTAL 95 6
COMMENTS:

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

s . . . . 3

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 on ability to complete project on Budget.

\)% \rlcl:cjd _Z/LC" (FC‘ULEL \Jn (g \AWQA—V\
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Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Nam




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI126-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

The Tamara Peacock Company Architects of Florida

Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 Sl 0-15 14
complexity:

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

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 12

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

7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 =bruplcied by

Procurement
TOTAL 95 79

COMMENTS:

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
Elorida e el Lo el

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.

Vo \W&— _ 25 1ty Vet \ Qe

Signature of Evaluator ' Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer Walters Zackria Associates

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 . 0-15 14
complexity:
2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 14
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 14
4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 14
o 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 Gampleted by
Procurement
TOTAL 95 B4
COMMENTS:

1 Extenswe experlence demonstrated W|th pro;ects of S|m|Iar S|ze and compIeX|ty mcludlng mum(:lpal

mlscellaneous building repair and |mprovements 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.

n—a 7

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

West Architecture + Design, LLC

Proposer,
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 14
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 14
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 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 Campleled by
Procurement
TOTAL 95 s
COMMENTS:

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

T L UTVETUL) U U

- cl T .
construction administration.

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 lacks 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
specifications on ability to complete project on Budget.

\)'W \Nc= 2—*! “:D!:l—m\o \ Z’))Q Bl N 7Q-§(§:,_m

Signature of Evaluator Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer___ Austin Fox Architecture

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

t complexity: 0-15 )5‘ /0

2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 )rS' 70

3 | Proximity of the 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 0

7 | Local Vendors Program 5 ampletedby
Procurement

TOTAL 95
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 entities.

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer_ Brooks & Scarpa Architects

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 complexity: wils 5 /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 0

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 5 Complsiod by
Procurement

TOTAL 95 ‘
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.

%é ;é IE. éZét ;g 02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia
Signature of‘Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer_ Currie Sowards Aguila Arch.

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 - 0-15 15
complexity:

2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 18

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

4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 15

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 5 (;ompleted oy

rocurement
TOTAL 95
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.

%ééﬁ ’Z %é g S 02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia
ignature of luator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer__Design Kollaborative Arch.

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 i 0-15 15
complexity:

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

3 | Proximity of the 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 15

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

Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Brocurement
TOTAL 95
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

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

also provide by city staff.

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Signature 6f Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer Design2Form Arch.
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 s 0-15 15
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 1B
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 10
4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 15
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 5 (_;ornpleted oy
rocurement
TOTAL 95 -
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.

R . 02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Signature 6f'Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer__ GHA Architects & Devel.

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 o 0-15 15
complexity:

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 0

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 5 empleletiby

Procurement
TOTAL 95
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 of handling mid to large size projects.

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer H2M Architects & Eng.

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 " 0-15 10
complexity:

2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 19

3 | Proximity of the 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 0

7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Uampietsdiby

Procurement
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:

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

lots 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

Signature of Evaluatér



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer Justin Architects
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 " 0-15 18
complexity: ;
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 0
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 5 CE:DompIeted oy
rocurement
TOTAL 95
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. Fq:p\efluf er—-m e

02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia

[ X

Date Printed Name

Signature 6f Evaluator



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer NETTA Architects
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and ;
! complexity: 0-15 }5/ /o
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 ],5 z
3 | Proximity of the 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 0
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Brrictramient
TOTAL 95
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

Date Printed Name

Signature of



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer Song & Associates
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 " 0-15 15
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 19
3 | Proximity of the 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 0
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 W ——
TOTAL 95
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

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer Studio Us Design

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 10
complexity:

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 0

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 5 Completed by
Procurement

TOTAL 95
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.

Hector R. Gandia

%;écfz %a:é ¢ 02/02/2026
Signature valuator Date

Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer__lamara Peacock Architects

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
4 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 15
complexity:

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 19

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

4 | Current and Projected Workload 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 0

7 | Local Vendors Program 5 (;ompleted by
rocurement

TOTAL 95
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.

%& .df, IZ %z;é U 02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia
Signature valuator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer WZA Architects
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 . 0-15 15
complexity:
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 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
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 5 Bincurament
TOTAL 95
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.

%‘ ;é,__ fZ -éZZ!! s 02/02/2026 Hector R. Gandia
Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

roposer West Architecture
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
! complexity: 0-15 )5 /0
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 15 10
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 15
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 0
7 | Local Vendors Program ' 5 Comp ey
Procurement
TOTAL 99
;OMMENTS:

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

city. Firm has knowledge working with governmental entities, and has office 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.

%Af_&%ﬁ«; 02/04/2026 Hector R. Gandia
Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer AUStiN FOX
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 5
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 5
3 Proximity of the 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 0
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 0
7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 (_;ompleted by
rocurement
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:
Founded 2019; Relatively little municipal.
Mo - Finagnmci RS
2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

ignature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

proposer BENNELL Architecture

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 i 0-15 10
complexity:

2 Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 8

3 | Proximity of the 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 0

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

7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 Camplelad by

Procurement
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:

— Committee Dremep Nowi Respons ve

~ No FivAwncidts — Mo Ce Yen_ o = Totereee 7~

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

ture of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Brooks Scarpa Huber Architectures
Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 11
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 9
3 | Proximity of the nearest office 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 0
7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 Completed by
Procurement
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:
W-9 address California . Great design work.‘/
2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

nature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Currie Sowards Aguila Architectures
Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 2 0-15 14
complexity:

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

3 | Proximity of the 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 Gpmplated by

Procurement
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:

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

nice presentation.

= 2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

nature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer Design Kollaborative Architects

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 13
complexity:

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

3 | Proximity of the 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 10

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

7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 Procuremart

TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:

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

Very thorough nice presentation.

Jiek 4 Fren

A 2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

— &/—Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Proposer D€SIgN2Form

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 L 0-15 10
complexity:

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

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

4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 11

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
COMMENTS:

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

VAST Expenicnee

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Gallo Archtitects

Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 9
complexity:

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

3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 11

4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 0

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

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

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 I ——

TOTAL 95
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

of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

proposer 12M Archtitects

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 o 0-15 10
complexity:

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

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

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 0

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 Cirpist=d by

Procurement
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:

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

SUB -ComguctanT T2 Bairgs Eny . neelivi - PFOS

_7)

% 2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

___‘sighature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI126-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

proposerJUstin Archtitects

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 et 0-15 10
complexity:

2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 11

3 Proximity of the 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 0

Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 Pracurammant
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:

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

Fogmaity CARTAYA & Asceoc/1TES

o= 2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

ignature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Netta Archtitects

Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 11
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 12
3 | Proximity of the 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 0
7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 el
Procurement
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:
Sound firm...

Eoce latorr Fiem ; feime oFFicE ,' Lhed F> SPe mokE

Locke Maniei fAC FxfepibncE

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

fgnature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Song & Associates

Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 . 0-15 9
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 10
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 8
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 0
7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 Fomplgted oy
Procurement
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:
Firm needs more municipal experience.
City Hace Neele MC%M/w+/
2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

nature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Studio Design

Proposer

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and 0-15 8
complexity:

2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 8

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

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 0
Completed by

7 Local Vendors Program 0-5 Brocurement

TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:

Small firm. Needs more municipal experience. an P 75&7_6 NﬂWT—IMg’KOUEWE/VK

WBE- BusinessS

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

Date Printed Name

re of Evaluator



EVALUATION CRITERIA

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

Tamara Peacock Co.

Proposer
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
. : . . — . A /s
4 | Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and 015 /9/10&’
complexity:
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 0
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 %?cr;::ﬂ?et?nde:{
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:

Small firm. Needs more municipal experience.

LitcresEp frechiTECT & LitensEPR Gc

WRBE Fus wvess

/’ é . iSha 2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter
ure of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI126-002 - CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)

Proposer VValters Zackria Assoc.

SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE

Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and

1 o 0-15 13
complexity:

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

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

4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 3

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 Campleted by

Procurement
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:

Sound firm with strong municipal experience.

2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RL|26-002: CONTINUING CONTRACT FOR ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES (CCNA)
NRer I TEeTwz 4L "
West Construction € Pez/6nv

Proposer
SECTION NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION POINTS SCORE
Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and
1 = 0-15 12
complexity:
2 | Qualifications of personnel, including subconsultants: 0-15 12
3 | Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-15 1
4 | Current and Projected Workload 0-15 3
5 Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Time 0-15 0
6 | Demonstrated Prior Ability to Complete Project on Budget 0-15 0
Completed by
7 | Local Vendors Program 0-5 Broauirament
TOTAL 95
COMMENTS:

Strong municipal experience. fN‘O Vst B 5MTE=MEA/VS

(/Ei{y et b FTrovA<C ("(qulﬂf}—/(//\/'

%ﬂ, 2-5-2026 Christopher Schlageter

—

Si’gnature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




