
Master Tabulation Sheet 
RLI 25-072 – Water and Reuse Treatment Plant Projects (CCNA) Evaluation Committee 
Meeting Date: December 16, 2025  
Location: Emergency Operations Center, 1205 NE 5th Avenue, Pompano Beach, FL 33060 

Committee Members 
• Renuka Mohammed, Utilities Director
• Tammy Good, CIP Manager
• Phil Hyer, Treatment Plants Superintendent
• Richard Johnson, Operations Manager

Consolidated Scores

Firm Evaluator
Prior 

Experience 
(0–40)

Personnel 
Qualifications 

(0–35)

Proximity 
(0–15)

Local Vendor 
(0–10) Scored 

by Procurement

Total 
(0–100)

Renuka Mohammed 37.00 30.00 10.00 0.00 77.00
Tammy Good 36.00 31.00 10.00 77.00
Phil Hyer 30.00 35.00 15.00 80.00
Richard Johnson 39.00 35.00 12.00 86.00

320.00

Renuka Mohammed 36.00 30.00 10.00 0.00 76.00
Tammy Good 37.00 33.00 10.00 80.00
Phil Hyer 35.00 35.00 15.00 85.00
Richard Johnson 38.00 35.00 12.00 85.00

326.00

Renuka Mohammed 35.00 30.00 10.00 0.00 75.00
Tammy Good 34.00 30.00 10.00 74.00
Phil Hyer 35.00 35.00 15.00 85.00
Richard Johnson 38.00 35.00 11.00 84.00

318.00

Renuka Mohammed 37.00 30.00 10.00 0.00 77.00
Tammy Good 40.00 35.00 10.00 85.00
Phil Hyer 40.00 35.00 15.00 90.00
Richard Johnson 40.00 35.00 12.00 87.00

339.00

Renuka Mohammed 35.00 30.00 10.00 0.00 75.00
Tammy Good 35.00 27.00 10.00 72.00
Phil Hyer 35.00 35.00 15.00 85.00
Richard Johnson 38.00 35.00 13.00 86.00

318.00

Renuka Mohammed 30.00 30.00 10.00 0.00 70.00
Tammy Good 31.00 28.00 10.00 69.00
Phil Hyer 35.00 30.00 10.00 75.00
Richard Johnson 35.00 35.00 11.00 81.00

295.00

Tetra Tech

Arcadis US, Inc

Carollo Engineers Inc

Hazen and Sawyer

McCafferty Brinson Consulting, LLC

Stantec Consulting Services, Inc



Tie-Breaker Rules (if applicable) 
1. Drug-Free Workplace certification (per F.S. 287.087) 
2. Local Vendor Program participation 
3. Coin toss 

 
Committee Recommendation 
Recommended Firm: __________________________  
Rationale: Based on scoring averages and committee deliberations, top 5 highest ranked vendors 
will be recommended for the award. 

1. McCafferty Brinson 
2. Carollo Engineers Inc. 
3. Arcadis US Inc. 
4. Stantec – scoring tied 
5. Hazen and Sawyer – scoring tied 

 
Certification 
 
Chairperson, Evaluation Committee: Phil Hyer 
Purchasing Agent (Facilitator):  Luis Perez / Mary Rivero 
Date: 12/16/25 
 
 



Scoring Sheet — Per Evaluator

RLI 25-072 — Water and Reuse Treatment Plant Projects (CCNA)
Date: December l6, 2025

EvaluatorName: g44r‘g maJéK

Evaluation Summary Table

Notes & Comments by Firm

Arcadis US Inc
- Strengths. V(@ /lr/¢ C;.v/a«y, 5f/ooy/y /?(y.(¢
u Weaknesses #III‘ LMr «fa»
o Additional Notes Lx em

Carollo Engineers, Inc
o Strengths J(y(a/ /qJf//a/z¢f§ ut/( / (fém(
o Weaknesses gone vita/rm
o AdditionalNotes /a.u gna/no; fir44

Hazen and Sawyer
o Strengths [04! /&&o/ .r7<//', W/M rz ,é Maw/W
o Weaknesses y 6!

v
o «~74 ”yew

n AdditionalNotes: _( ‘zu

Prior Personnel
Firm Experience Qualifications

Proximity Total

(0—35)
(0—15) (0—100)

(0—40)

Arcadis US, Inc. 3 ? 3f /z Y&
Carollo Engineers, Inc, 3F 3f /z YT
Hazen and Sawyer 3? ?{ // W’
McCaffeny Brinson Consulting‘ LLC. ”w 3f /L 5;?
Stantec Consulting Services, lnc. 3 a? 3f /3 W
Tetra Tech War 3f // K

X7 /)X

X/



McCafferty Brinson Consulting LLC
o Strengths: Inmé //g/,:af7.wd2/ Xylf/“VD , gin/1;;
- Weaknesses: r~.// g)»: -

o AdditionalNotes: ' Idb,’ t! z J/k’ §/u"

/Iaw' (I r?9n.m»’¢ Jrrl/Ix/

Stantec Consulting Services, Inc.
o Strengths: If.” luy/ '/r,9/el»£ I,

éu/yn f//{/:¢5 (/H‘z 1/97“”
n Weaknesses: ,Q/MIE
o Additional Notes: Qgw rm .rf/og g; 19,4“; «~44,

%w/&
Tetra Tech

o Strengths: 19‘!‘ /"’W":I /’:/’¢;£ ”ta £91/'¢ ‘ [$40 #yw$
- Weaknesses: 13.n1 u} MI bMI’ f /%/4uw/
- AdditionalNotes: W/o no 7Qa£

Date: /Z /f ZQ/Evaluator Signature:

Usage Notes:
- Evaluation Criteria

1. Prior experience of the company/firm with projects of a similar size and Complexity

within the past seven years:
a) Number of similar projects
b) Complexity of similar projects
c) References from past projects performed by the company/firm per HB-683

d) Litigation within the past five (5) years arising out ofthe company‘s/firm’s performance

(list, describe outcome)

2. Qualifications of personnel, including sub-contractor/sub-consultants:

a) Organizational chart for the project
b) Number oftechnical staff

c) Qualifications oftechnical staff:

d) Number of licensed staff

e) Education of staff

f) Experience of staff on similar projects

3. Proximity of the nearest office to the project location:

a) Location

b) Number of staff at the nearest office

- Each evaluator completes one sheet covering all firms.

o Scores must align with the above published criteria.

o Comments should be factual, tied to evaluation criteria. and professional (no subjective or

personal remarks).
u Sheets are collected by Procurement staff for tabulation and become part ofthe public record

under Sunshine Law.

p4;



Scoring Sheet — Per Evaluator
RLI 25-072 — Water and Reuse Treatment Plant Projects (CCNA)
Date: December 16, 2025

Evaluator Name: ? L w

Evaluation Summary Table

Notes & Comments by Firm

Arcadis US, Inc.
- Strengths: LG. GDmpA/uyr %rl—So~yéwf Egoaa ¢.¢
- Weaknesses: mlumég’ OF owl eWé - @écg 259m“ 6(77244 0/: wspm,
. Additional Notes: (to loo 11 t Nor 62% ,4 7W5 a; zallr somamé

5t 0531c...
Carollo Engineers, Inc.

' Strengths: LG. FWIM .kNOULCvGG a‘ @012. PM .paéopua, € Rigvvwg

e AdditionalNotes: ?m$mi¢¢é 9F Gm warm.“Maddy § f¢ajE¢rg

*I'

0 Weaknesses: bExrT‘AI/W AMY/UV 36 ufiuzwfatsMl’l/llwglzfpmjm , ("$73 0F§5tw¢a

Hazen and Sawyer
o Strengths: lg g /lm “y palviwuw §26§owloei Ll$és 3"“ ? 3W6 gEu-MSpmws ,
o Weaknesses: (ZuM kwdlfaaf g OuILjMWpM
- AdditionalNotes: Likw WIM D$¢sta~ cilnTrUA- MoOEeM/g.

Prior Personne}
Firm Experience Qualifications

(0—40) (0—35)

Proximity
(0_15)

Total
(0_100)

Arcadis Us, Inc. 5o g6 I 5 3 O
Carollo Engineers, Inc. 3 5 $6 I 6 a g6
Hazen and Sawyer 3 6 5 6 [ 6 gg
McCafferty Brinson Consulting, LLc. 4 o 3e l t é ? o
Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. '5 g 39 l 5 86
Tetra Tech 36 3O /O 75



McCafferty
o Strengths:

Brins n Consulting, LLC.
L3 J

o Weaknesses: s Goa) 5u$s
o Additional Notes:

rly ampMum rulvrmvo SrzF Hwy/2w

Stantec Consultitf Services, Inc.
. Strengths: a gm” w/gggwmmPmM ?G smqe #fzecmwL—Em yam—

’BggrT/névrm '1

E «AW 7&5M/Mw s/zslp@]‘e’c13v. Weakunesses: @o %’
. Additional Notesm; Péafmms;Wu Wwn—WWg, 57W“ zvéuum/zfunwig

Tetra Tech
- StrengthS: zfsouma fP51§osl~éz7Wsw wL'rmWwnm’Mfx/t.
. Weaknesses:5€$TT#W/m NV b?

T6IZQ

LasMW‘PW’m/ Am’“¢"’?’?£f’“§
o AdditionalNotes:$$

-0176
AL

Is/

l/§ INKwzm4m~oy camp/4M: L W

Evaluator Signature: Date: (Z/l5/z5

Usage Notes:
n Evaluation Criteria

1. Prior experience of the company/firm with projects ofa similar size and Complexity
within the past seven years:
a) Number ofsimilar projects
b) Complexity ot‘similar projects
c) References from past projects performed by the company/firm per HB—683
d) Litigation within the past five (5) years arising out ofthe company‘s/Firms performance
(list. describe outcome)

2. Qualifications of personnel. including sub—contractor/sub-consultants:
a) Organizational chart for the project
b) Number oftechnical staff
c) Qualifications oftechnical staff:
d) Number of licensed staff
e) Education ofstaff
f) Experience ofstaffon similar projects

3. Proximity of the nearest office to the project location:
a) Location
b) Number ofstaffat the nearest office

o Each evaluator completes one sheet covering all firms.
o Scores must align with the above published criteria,
o Comments should be factual. tied to evaluation criteria. and professional (no subjective or

personal remarks).
c Sheets are collected by Procurement staff for tabulation and become part ofthe public record

under Sunshine La“.

[tm gar/#

C



Scoring Sheet — Per Evaluator
RLI 25-072 — Water and Reuse Treatment Plant Projects (CCNA)
Date: December l6, 2025

Evaluator Name: Dr. Tammy Good

Evaluation Summary Table

Notes & Comments by Firm

Arcadis US, Inc.
o Strengths: extensive

Knowledgeable
projectexp.

of cny
list
mfraslructure

at other local
and

municipalities)
subsequent Issues

(My
Including

g WU;
PFAS regs

“:9 (“3(u’l’g
o Weaknesses; City projects listed were not relative to WTP projects.

O Additional Notes: Long standing history in business. Keith Team as only local sub

Carono Engineers’ Inc. Knowledgeable of city infrastructure and subsequent issues, including PFAS regs,
extenstve protect exp. list at other local muntctpaltttes, relative experrence worklng on

- Strengths: prior projects for COPB WTP

o Weaknesses; Prior projects performed for COPB were initially very costly and did not align with lair market rates. markups were excessr

' Additional N0te53 Though linal fair pricing was negotiated. it took arduous efforts to yield this outcome

Hazen and Sawyer
Strengths; Qriginal designer of Membrane WTP at COPB, extensive relative experience in Broward

o Weaknesses:
county

Have not worked for COPB on any projects since 2001, might have limited knowledge ol COPB

. Addluonal Notérggasiruclufe,
H9805. etc.

D L / “trait/re
Malt turéqd/

rm.

Prior Personnel
Firm Experience Qualifications

Proximity Total
(0—15) (0—100)(0—40) (0—35)

Arcadis US, lnc. 3(0 a 3 / 1o
Carollo Engineers, lnc. 37 33 1O 80

Hazen and Sawyer 34 3O 10 74

‘McCafferty Brinson Consulting, LLC. 40 35 10 85

Stantec Consulting Services, lnc. @ i3 a7 1o v w Zg
Tetra Tech a '%/ w a5? 1o a é?



Cunenlly performing design services iar WTP treatment process enhancement/upgrades to
Mccafferty Brinson consulting, LLC‘ treat PFAS, and increase MGD. Performing excellent, very responsive, knowledgeable staffi

meeting 1irnelines- Strengths:
D Weaknesses: No weaknesses to commem on

- Additional Notes: cJ/

’e
(Va/em“ l'€$£(l7L5/ SQLV’KQQ

Stantec Consulting Services, Inc
. Strengths Very inlormative and helplul to COPB staff as it relates other projects performing as consultant

. Weaknesses. r D r‘ i y, {Ac/Wk. 974w ,4} (M/ MP j w
o Additional Notes Consultant

Megan“

more experienced

iisiat

performing

w
well

s mime

desrgn/construction

As;
With

txwisrw
COPB deep

Km
injection

u/rzz (’ /i xfwells eic

Tetra Tech 1+ CW7? ine.‘W+ure/t

c Strengths
Prior proiects perlormed at COPB consisted of excellent project management oversight

. weaknCSSGSI
wwmdmmmmmwhwmould

were always surlacmg, namely at end ol proiect due to protect timeline
have
c ¢+dat

been
a
in luswe

am‘l’e
of
n
base

lr‘9
cost

e4
thus
m

negotiatiz

yw at]

o AdditionalNotes. Sow“! teuit/ projew"; li9l’ad

Evaluator Signature: WW/ Date; 12/1 6/2025

Usage Notes:
o Evaluation Criteria

1. Prior experience of the company/firm with projects of a similar size and Complexity

within the past seven years:
a) Number of similar projects
b) Complexity of similar projects
c) References from past projects perfonned by the company/finn per HB-683

d) Litigation within the past five (5) years arising out ofthe company’s/firm’s performance

(list, describe outcome)

2. Qualifications of personnel, including sub-contractor/sub-eonsultants:

a) Organizational chart for the project
b) Number of technical staff

c) Qualifications oftechnical staff:

d) Number of licensed staff

e) Education of staff

f) Experience of staff on similar projects

3. Proximity of the nearest office to the project location:

a) Location

b) Number of staff at the nearest office

- Each evaluator completes one sheet covering all finns.

o Scores must align with the above published criteria.

a Comments should be factual, tied to evaluation criteria. and professional (no subjective or

personal remarks).
o Sheets are collected by Procurement staff for tabulation and become part ofthe public record

under Sunshine Law.



Scoring Sheet — Per Evaluator

RLI 25-072 — Water and Reuse Treatment Plant Projects (CCNA)
Date: December l6, 2025

Evaluator Name: ?QnwKCA “\V Lmp’] fw/

Evaluation Summary Table

\iv

Ililb(

Notes & Comments by Firm

Arcadis US, Inc.
- Strengths:
0 Weaknesses:
0 AdditionalNotes Wu} (A, lbc PH“ UH inn/J {Luv (ll—lagwcy

QC

Carollo Engineers, Inc.
0 Strengths:

0 Additional Notes

c Weaknesses ©[x1 ~94 ‘1 $l0Vl‘i/‘94 ’
Ska

”i
m

Hazen and Sawyer
- Strengths:
o Weaknesses:

$g<

- AdditionaiNotes: N'c rewJ udLv we VuiZ/c [ii‘l‘mlcrV
Ml "\’ i f LWJre v

)

Prior Personnel
Firm Experience Qualifications

(0—35)

Proximity

(0_15)
(0—40)

Arcadis US, lnc. 37 3 Q (Q
'7

Total

(0_100)

7
Carollo Engineers, Inc. E b 30 l O

“‘ 6
Hazen and Sawyer 3 6

'3
Q [Q l

McCafferty Brinson Consulting, LLC. E) W 3 C) (o 7

Stantec Consulting Services, lnc. 3 5 3 O (o 7
Tetra Tech 30 %, 3Q (Q

'7

S
7
S
O



McCafferty Brmson Consultmg, LL
. Strengths
o Weaknesses
o Additional Notes bxn MSHVELQWV

Stantec Consulting Servnces, Inc

Ahd K} '' Weaknessesz pp’I—m w $W HM
o AdditionalNotes.

o Strengths
‘L

3m,QX C

Tetra Tech
o Strengths:
o Weaknesses:

”EAQQW‘v—«Q
v-x(',§, .

;
(' KN»? Jfck/ 0‘

HDHV (go Additional Notes:

Evaluator Signature: Date:

Usage Notes:
~ Evaluation Criteria

1. Prior experience of the company/firm with projects ofa similar size and Complexity

within the past seven years:
a) Number of similar projects
b) Complexity of similar projects
c) References from past projects performed by the company/firm per HB-683

d) Litigation within the past five (5) years arising out ofthe company’s/firm’s performance

(list, describe outcome)

2. Qualifications of personnel, including sub-contractor/sub-consultants:

a) Organizational chart for the project
b) Number of technical staff

c) Qualifications ofteehnical staff:

d) Number oflicensed staff

e) Education of staff

t) Experience ofstaff on similar projects

3. Proximity of the nearest office to the project location:

a) Location

b) Number of staff at the nearest office

- Each evaluator completes one sheet covering all firms.

~ Scores must align with the above published criteria.

o Comments should be factual, tied to evaluation criteria, and professional (no subjective or

personal remarks).
' Sheets are collected by Procurement staff for tabulation and become part ofthe public record

under Sunshine Law.
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