City of Pompano Beach
CDBG/HOME RFP Scoring Committee Member
FY 2017-2018 Conflict of Interest Acknowledgement

The City of Pompano Beach is an entitlement community administered by the City’s Office of Housing and Urban
Improvement that administers HUD Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) and Home Investment
Partnerships Program (HOME) funds. HUD regulations and the City of Pompano Beach do not allow persons who
participate in the decision-making process or gain inside information regarding these programs to obtain a financial
interest or benefit from them. Therefore, it is necessary for you to acknowledge the following:

Conflicts Prohibited. I will not obtain a financial interest or benefit from the City of Pompano Beach CDBG or
HOME Programs in any contract, subcontract, or agreement with respect to the Programs, or with respect to any
proceeds of the Programs, either for myself or those with who I have business or immediate family ties during my
tenure on the City of Pompano Beach FY 16-17 RFP Scoring Committee or for one year thereafter.

Persons Covered. I understand that this conflict of interest restriction also applies to me as an employee, agent,
consultant, officer, or elected official or appointed official of a City of Pompano Beach CDBG or HOME Program
recipient, or of any designated public agencies, or of persons receiving such funds.

Exceptions. Upon the written request of the recipient of a prohibited financial interest or benefit as described above,
HUD may grant an exception on a case-by-case basis when it has satisfactorily met the threshold requirements below,
taking into account their cumulative effects. HUD will consider an exception only after the recipient has provided the
following documentation:

a) A disclosure of the nature of the conflict, accompanied by an assurance that has been public disclosure of the
conflict and a description of how the public disclosure was made; and

b) An opinion of the recipient’s attorney that the interest for which the exception is sought would not violate
State or local law.

In determining whether to grant a requested CDBG conflict exception, HUD will take into account the cumulative
effect of the following factors, as applicable:

a) Whether the exception would provide a significant cost benefit or an essential degree of expertise to the
program or project that would otherwise not be available;

b) Whether an opportunity was provided for open competitive bidding or negotiation;

¢) Whether the person affected is a member of a group or class of low- or moderate-income persons intended
to be the beneficiaries of the assisted activity, and the exception will permit such person to receive
generally the same interests or benefits as are being made available or provided to the group or class;

d) Whether the affected person has withdrawn from his or her functions or responsibilities, or the decision-
making process with respect to the specific assisted activity in question;

¢) Whether the interest or benefit was present before the affected person was in a position as described in the
first paragraph of this acknowledgement,

f) Whether undue hardship will result either to the recipient or the person affected when weighed against the
public interest served by avoiding the prohibited conflict; and

g) Any other relevant considerations.

Similar and additional factors apply in considering factors for exceptions in the case of HOME conflicts:

(1) Whether the exception would provide a significant cost benefit or an essential degree of expertise to the
program or project which would otherwise not be available;

(2) Whether the person affected is a member of a group or class of low-income persons intended to be the
beneficiaries of the assisted activity, and the exception will permit such person to receive generally the same
interests or benefits as are being made available or provided to the group or class;



(3) Whether the affected person has withdrawn from his or her functions or responsibilities, or the decision
making process with respect to the specific assisted activity in question;

(4) Whether the interest or benefit was present before the affected person was in a position as described in
paragraph (c) of this section;

(5) Whether undue hardship will result either to the participating jurisdiction or the person affected when
weighed against the public interest served by avoiding the prohibited conflict.

(6) Any other relevant considerations.

(f) Owners and Developers. (1) No owner, developer or sponsor of a project assisted with HOME funds (or
officer, employee, agent, elected or appointed official or consultant of the owner, developer or sponsor)
whether private, for profit or non-profit (including a community housing development organization (CHDO)
when acting as an owner, developer or sponsor) may occupy a HOME-assisted affordable housing unit in a
project. This provision does not apply to an individual who receives HOME funds to acquire or rehabilitate his
or her principal residence or to an employee or agent of the owner or developer of a rental housing project who
occupies a housing unit as the project manager or maintenance worker.

(2) Exceptions. Upon written request of a housing owner or developer, the participating jurisdiction (or State
recipient, if authorized by the State participating jurisdiction) may grant an exception to the provisions of
paragraph (f)(1) of this section on a case-by-case basis when it determines that the exception will serve to
further the purposes of the HOME program and the effective and efficient administration of the owner's or
developer's HOME-assisted project. In determining whether to grant a requested exception, the participating
Jurisdiction shall consider the following factors:

(1) Whether the person receiving the benefit is a member of a group or class of low-income persons intended to
be the beneficiaries of the assisted housing, and the exception will permit such person to receive generally the

same interests or benefits as are being made available or provided to the group or class;

(i1) Whether the person has withdrawn from his or her functions or responsibilities, or the decision making
process with respect to the specific assisted housing in question;

(11i) Whether the tenant protection requirements of § 92.253 are being observed;
(iv) Whether the affirmative marketing requirements of § 92.351 are being observed and followed; and

(v) Any other factor relevant to the participating jurisdiction's determination, including the timing of the
requested exception.

Acknowledged 574’\. ﬂ E— Date Q/AZZ/ PO/ 7
P e ;

Committee Member
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RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

Amount of Funding Requested: 8 S/a Faz

Name of Organization: ?‘r 0 () oA (T/Lu 1(7{ res S C‘em,

FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES

The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following

criteria:
Local Support/Leveraging:

Ability to leverage CDBG funds through

matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
private funds or infusion of the organizations

own funds evidenced.

Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:
100% - 0 points

75% — 99% - 5 points

50% - 74% - 10 points

26% - 49% - 15 points

25% or less - 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness

Design of the program provides maximum

benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements
that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.
Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase

in a general service program, transportation services,

and substance abuse services, employment training,
youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited
clientele benefit)

Experience/Community Support

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,
organizations years of experience, leadership,
management history and support letters from
community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI

30 Points Maximum

/S

30 Points Maximum

30

20 Points Maximum

= O

2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Prior Spending Experience 20 Points Maximum g f
e Expended 100% of funds awarded — 20 points 9 0
Expended 75% of funds awarded - 15 points ‘@// (Q
Expended funds in a timely manner - 10 points {ﬂ'
Did not spend funds in time awarded — 0 points (VU
First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year — 5 points

o o o o

Bonus Points 10 Points Maximum

Uniqueness of project — are there other programs /0
available to the community similar to this project?

g4
ToTAL 7% 1 %’

SE

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

éw ﬁé J//a//? Svzanne £ Fe -275_:3-

~ Signéture of Evaluator Daté Print Name

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

Name of Organization: é euTer ﬁ £ :Z:&(E’;ﬂg’? ‘9{@7‘7 L‘ “/fb('

[

Amount of Funding Requested: sy
FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES
The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following
criteria:
Local Support/Leveraging:

Ability to leverage CDBG funds through
matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
private funds or infusion of the organizations

pid own funds evidenced.

7
L/ﬂ Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:

£ Y7 100% - 0 points
75% — 99% - 5 points
Oa‘/@ 50% - 74% - 10 points

—26% - 49% - 15 points
25% or less — 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness

Design of the program provides maximum
76 benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements
) that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.
Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase
in a general service program, transportation services,
and substance abuse services, employment training,
youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited
clientele benefit)

Experience/Community Support

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,
organizations years of experience, leadership,
management history and support letters from
community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI

30 Points Maximum

-

30 Points Maximum

=0

20 Points Maximum
2D

2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Prior Spending Experience 20 Points Maximum
e Expended 100% of funds awarded - 20 points
e Expended 75% of funds awarded - 15 points //6’/ ,@/ 4 M ]o
o Expended funds in a timely manner - 10 points ) o
e Did not spend funds in time awarded — 0 points (68 ~20/6 ) PU(
e First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year — 5 points

Bonus Points 10 Points Maximum

Uniqueness of project — are there other programs o

available to the community similar to this project? g Ds
_ s
TOTAL ,/‘3/‘ .

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

/&&W Ké 4//0/7 502@;;;4{07(/ -ep"j

" Signature of Evalufar _\  Date Print Name

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

Name of Organization: CofPb S% (er /ZC,& (E‘wz/n\
Amount of Funding Requested: ¥ /09 goc
FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES

The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following

criteria:
Local Support/Leveraging:

Ability to leverage CDBG funds through

mafching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
private funds or infusion of the organizations

own funds evidenced.

Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:
100% - 0 points

76% — 99% - 5 points

50% - 74% - 10 points

26% — 49% - 15 points

25% or less - 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness

Design of the program provides maximum

benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements
that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.
Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase

in a general service program, transportation services,

and substance abuse services, employment training,

youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited
clientele benefit)

Experience/Community Support

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,
organizations years of experience, leadership,
management history and support letters from
community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI

30 Points Maximum

O

30 Points Maximum

2 ™
par 48

20 Points Maximum
2L

2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



[
j°o rior Spending Experience 20 Points Maximum
e Expended 100% of funds awarded — 20 points
Expended 75% of funds awarded — 15 points LD 28

L
2 9/95/ e Expended funds in a timely manner — 10 points
/ ¢ Did not spend funds in time awarded - 0 points
S - " A‘Sfp& ; = = H - H
(; 9 JA 2oy 0¢ e First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year — 5 points
Bonus Points 10 Points Maximum
Uniqueness of project — are there other programs /0

available to the community similar to this project?

TotaL_0 @'ff/ﬁf’ow

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

prns /,_@ 5//0/7 Svzae nne I( -é,/ga(.

Sign&ture of Evalu ator Déte Print Name

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

Name of Organization: ﬂOigé B %ow’?c. g OU(/L@-”K_

Amount of Funding Requested: 230 o000

FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES

The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following
criteria:

Local Support/Leveraging: 30 Points Maximum
Ability to leverage CDBG funds through O

matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
private funds or infusion of the organizations
own funds evidenced.

Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:
100% - 0 points

75% — 99% - 5 points

50% - 74% - 10 points

26% - 49% - 15 points

25% or less — 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness 30 Points Maximum

12,
Design of the program provides maximum =0
e benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements
L/~ that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.
Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase
in a general service program, transportation services,
and substance abuse services, employment training,
youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited
clientele benefit)

-
e

Experience/Community Support | 20 Points Maximum

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to o2
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,

organizations years of experience, leadership,

management history and support letters from

community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Prior Spending Experience 0 Points Maximum
e Expended 100% of funds awarded - 20 points
e Expended 75% of funds awarded — 15 points 9@ ,Q/ SyYmm
e Expended funds in a timely manner - 10 points

e Did not spend funds in time awarded — 0 points
e First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year — 5 points

[?/' LD, « >

Bonus Points 10 Points Maximum

Uniqueness of project — are there other programs / o
available to the community similar to this project?

s¢
roraL_£0 90

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

/Q%M /{? "7//0/7 SoZannF 7‘/7(:@45?’

Sighature of Evaluator Date ¢ Print Name

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



5 matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
ol

RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

Name of Organization: Eﬂt Yraae r‘z'kg (ea . ek,

Amount of Funding Requested: 3 /¢ Co A i
FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES
The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following
Local Support/Leveraging: 30 Points Maximum

~  Ability to leverage CDBG funds through /7/ / (9] f

private funds or infusion of the organizations
own funds evidenced.

* Percentage of budget funded with CDBG: -;*’7
100% - 0 points e 65

L€ 75% - 99% - 5 points 210307

i %’ t‘;gf p # L :)/\ 50% _ 74% - 10 pOfnfS

26% - 49% - 15 points
25% or less — 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness 30 Points Maximum

Design of the program provides maximum 7 S/
benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements

that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.

Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase

in a general service program, transportation services,

and substance abuse services, employment training,

youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited

clientele benefit)

Experience/Community Support | 20 Points Maximum

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to /5
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,

organizations years of experience, leadership,

management history and support letters from

community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Prior Spending Experience 20 Points Maximum
e Expended 100% of funds awarded — 20 points

o Expended 75% of funds awarded — 15 points 20
' e Expended funds in a timely manner - 10 points
C e Did not spend funds in time awarded — 0 points
ﬁ’&' o First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year — 5 points
Bonus Points 10 Points Maximum

Uniqueness of project — are there other programs e

available to the community similar to this project?

¢
totaL__ &0 703

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

mwf{%— 5//9/47 Qzaunc L bz

Sign’ature of Eval(ater— Date Print Name ry

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet
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RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

Name of Organization: A Cavni "U/’)‘ ”;Zz;/’ Soe cess

Amount of Funding Requested: ?/5 000

FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES

The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following

criteria:
Local Support/Leveraging:

Ability to leverage CDBG funds through

matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
private funds or infusion of the organizations

own funds evidenced.

/ 9 Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:
.Y 100%- 0 points
< 0

76% — 99% - 5 points
50% - 74% - 10 points
26% — 49% - 15 points
25% or less — 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness

Design of the program provides maximum

benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements
that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.
Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase

in a general service program, transportation services,

and substance abuse services, employment training,

youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited
clientele benefit)

Experience/Community Support

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,
organizations years of experience, leadership,
management history and support letters from
community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI

30 Points Maximum

e
220

30 Points Maximum

A0

20 Points Maximum

A O

2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Shest



Prior Spending Experience 20 Points Maximum

Expended 100% of funds awarded - 20 points

o Expended 75% of funds awarded — 15 points 20
g L 0 e Expended funds in a timely manner - 10 points
e Did not spend funds in time awarded — 0 points
e First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year — 5 points
Bonus Points 10 Points Maximum
Uniqueness of project — are there other programs /o

available to the community similar to this project?

totaL_£50 " Joo FF

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

/Anw% 16/} Svzenne K @7'5

_, Sigrfature of Evatuator Date’ Print Name i

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

3 4
Name of Organization: —~ L j '\2)‘2’( / /} Moo‘ﬁo

Amount of Funding Requested: __ % /5§05

FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES

The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following
Local Support/Leveraging: 30 Points Maximum
Ability to leverage CDBG funds through 3 g

e matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
2 private funds or infusion of the organizations
own funds evidenced.

Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:
100% - 0 points

75% — 99% - 5 points

50% - 74% - 10 points

26% — 49% - 15 points

25% or less — 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness 30 Points Maximum

Design of the program provides maximum 20
benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements

that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.

Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase

in a general service program, transportation services,

and substance abuse services, employment training,

youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited

clientele benefit)

Experience/Community Support 20 Points Maximum
Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to 20
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,
organizations years of experience, leadership,
management history and support letters from
community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



pile

Prior Spending Experience OO / o 20 Points Maximum
e Expended 100% of funds awarded - 20 points
e <%, = Expended 75% of funds awarded - 15 points m
g 08~ 17 e Expended funds in a timely manner — 10 points
/wi‘ e Did not spend funds in time awarded - 0 points
12 e First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year — 5 points
Bonus Points 10 Points Maximum
Uniqueness of project — are there other programs /O

available to the community similar to this project?

ToTAL 5~ 488 //0

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

M% 4// / 7 524/7//(0 /
P

ignature of Eval Date Print Name

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

Name of Organization: __ (& 5/s o/ /64)/‘9 e 0C g./\i

|
Vi g

L #
- fﬂo/

Ability to leverage CDBG funds through

matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
private funds or infusion of the organizations

own funds evidenced.

Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:
100% - 0 points

75% — 99% - 5 points

50% - 74% - 10 points

__——26% —49% - 15 points

25% or less - 30 points
Quality/Cost Effectiveness

Design of the program provides maximum

benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements
that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.
Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase

in a general service program, transportation services,

and substance abuse services, employment training,
youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited
clientele benefit)

Experience/Community Support

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,
organizations years of experience, leadership,
management history and support letters from
community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI

Amount of Funding Requested: % /b coo
FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES
The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following
criteria:
Local Support/Leveraging:

30 Points Maximum {/

17 9

/

30 Points Maximum

20 Points aximag@

Z
/

2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Prior Spending Experience 20 Points Maximum
e Expended 100% of funds awarded — 20 points ,{ lg/p

o Expended 75% of funds awarded — 15 points
0~ s e Expended funds in a timely manner - 10 points
= N‘v e Did not spend funds in time awarded — 0 points
S o First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year — 5 points

Bonus Points 10 Poiryvfdaximum 5 /

Uniqueness of project — are there other programs (D
available to the community similar to this project?

o2~ 0 ol

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

0 .
%Mmﬁ / Vs Sveanne R. Fejer
S

ighature of Evaluatdt Date Print Name %

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

Name of Organization: ?U’SSQ// A Fr S&,«‘//s i _;f%QC'C/’;V

Amount of Funding Requested: €28 850

FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES
The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following
criteria:
Local Support/Leveraging: 30 Points Maximum
Ability to leverage CDBG funds through g 0
matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,

.. ( 0 private funds or infusion of the organizations

E - own funds evidenced.

Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:
100% - 0 points

75% — 99% - 5 points

50% - 74% - 10 points

26% — 49% - 15 points

25% or less - 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness 30 Points Maximum

Design of the program provides maximum 20
benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements

/ that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.

Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase

in a general service program, transportation services,

and substance abuse services, employment training,

youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited

clientele benefit)

Experience/Community Support 20 Points Maximum

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to ’5
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,

organizations years of experience, leadership,

management history and support letters from

community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Prior Spending Experience
e Expended 100% of funds awarded — 20 points

20 Points Maximumcf

o s

( o Expended 75% of funds awarded — 15 points
2 7;'7 g e Expended funds in a timely manner — 10 points
b e Did not spend funds in time awarded - 0 points
/ 7) 3’ o/gﬁ e First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year — 5 points
= :

g ~ Bonus Points
o?/

Uniqueness of project — are there other programs
available to the community similar to this project?

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

10 Points Maximum

A,

TOTAL %/ [0 ¢

«

Sozanne /‘(@5

/h&hv—f ﬁ/é ?/" vz

Signature of Evauator Date Print Name

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI

2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Name of Organization: - /d—G-ﬁE)«oL dﬁgn el 5;::_:«. 2 9‘3

RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

oA

Amount of Funding Requested: ®/S o000
FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES
The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following
Local Support/Leveraging:

74

Ability to leverage CDBG funds through

matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
private funds or infusion of the organizations

own funds evidenced.

Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:
100% - 0 points

75% — 99% - 5 points

50% - 74% - 10 points

26% — 49% - 15 points

25% or less - 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness

Design of the program provides maximum

benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements
that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.
Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase

in a general service program, transportation services,

and substance abuse services, employment training,
youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited
clientele benefit)

Experience/Community Support

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,
organizations years of experience, leadership,
management history and support letters from
community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI

30 Points Maximum

x>

30 Points Maximum

20

20 Points Maximum
rd

/5

2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Prior Spending Experience 20 Points Maximum
e Expended 100% of funds awarded — 20 points a
Expended 75% of funds awarded — 15 points &

: L]
) 0 s e Expended funds in a timely manner — 10 points
200 &l Didnotspend funds in time awarded - 0 points
°

First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year - 5 points
Bonus Points 10 Points Maximum
,Q/ S &
Uniqueness of project — are there other programs 7 )

available to the community similar to this project?

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

%hw/é S Seerpel ey i

Slgnatureovaalu or Datée Print Name

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Name of Organization:

Amount of Funding Requested:

RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

b A — iy -—Drf—é«ﬂﬁ
¥ 30 002 '

FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES

The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following

criteria:
Local Support/Leveraging:

Ability to leverage CDBG funds through

matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
private funds or infusion of the organizations

own funds evidenced.

Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:
100% - 0 points

75% — 99% - 5 points

50% - 74% - 10 points

26% - 49% - 15 points

25% or less — 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness

Design of the program provides maximum

benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements
that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.
Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase

in a general service program, transportation services,

and substance abuse services, employment training,
youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited
clientele benefit)

Experience/Community Support

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,
organizations years of experience, leadership,
management history and support letters from
community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI

30 Points Maximum

30

30 Points Maximum

=6

20 Points Maximum

EE P

2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Prior Spending Experience
e Expended 100% of funds awarded — 20 points
Expended 75% of funds awarded — 15 points

[ ]
5 Z'i e Expended funds in a timely manner — 10 points
///_ ¢ Did not spend funds in time awarded — 0 points
DY o First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year —
E U/O

Bonus Points

Uniqueness of project — are there other programs
available to the community similar to this project?

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

20 Points Maximum %

L~ 20

5 points

10 Points Maximum
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Sig/ nature of Eva1ua'ﬁ' Date Print Name

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI

2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



RANKING / EVALUATION FORM

Office of Housing and Urban Improvement
Request for Proposals for CDBG & HOME Funding

Name of Organization: ’?)&js - CDI( (g &\

Amount of Funding Requested: ___* 72 0660

FOR CDBG ACTIVITIES

The City will score applications based on a weighted scale of 110 points and the following

criteria:
Local Support/Leveraging:

Ability to leverage CDBG funds through

matching funding sources from other agencies, grants,
private funds or infusion of the organizations

own funds evidenced.

Percentage of budget funded with CDBG:
p0°,.  100% - 0 points

/JZf 7 19%—99% - 5 points

e 50% - 74% - 10 points

26% - 49% - 15 points
25% or less — 30 points

Quality/Cost Effectiveness

Design of the program provides maximum
benefit for clients to be served. Program or enhancements
4:(9(5 that do not duplicate an existing service/program/activity.
v .. Activities that provide a new or quantifiable increase
in a general service program, transportation services,
and substance abuse services, employment training,
youth programs, the elderly, etc. (low/mod or limited

v .~ clientele benefit

Experience/Community Support

Ability to manage the project if funded; areas to
consider are staff capabilities, other available resources,
organizations years of experience, leadership,
management history and support letters from
community.

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI

30 Points Maximum

/0

30 Points Maximum

x
3o

20 Points Maximum

2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



Prior Spending Experience 20 Points Maximum
("__Expended 100% of funds awarded — 20 points .
Expended 75% of funds awarded — 15 points 0

o Expended funds in a timely manner - 10 points

¢ Did not spend funds in time awarded — 0 points

e First Time Applicant — No project in last fiscal year — 5 points
Bonus Points 10 Points Maximum
Uniqueness of project — are there other programs /0

available to the community similar to this project?

roraL_ 96 chﬂ

List the reason for this evaluation (justify the rating/scoring)

)4&«-” /{é ?’/ 0/ 20,7 Se Zan1p, % %4‘@

Sigfiature of Evaluatgr—’ Date Print Name

City of Pompano Beach-OHUI 2017-2018 CDBG RFP Ranking Sheet



CITY OF POMPANO BEACH

APPLICATION SCORING SHEET - RANKING BY REVIEW COMMITTEE

Public Service Activities (Subj to Funding]  Tofal COMMENTS
15% CAP)
g’ 2 |Agency Project Name Amount Funded Last |Total Prior Year Exp. (1) {2) 3) {4) (5) Total | Source Of Category| Units/People
& = Requested Year/ Amount Local Quality Experience/|Spending |Bonus |Points | Funds Served
< | Support  |/Cost Community |Experienc |Points
Leveragin |Effectivene |Support [
q s 5 .
: i CDBG ressume
Broward Childen's Center Pompano Beach Champions Club $ 1889200 $ 12,080.00 |$ / 5‘ 30 20 2- (& /0 ?’;ﬁ 5 Public Service|  Benefit-14
2 Center for Independent Living $  17,762.00 | $ - |$ 1| B0 | 20 | &s| so| 28 @Uﬂg Public Service 50
= 1= CDBG $60,480 Meals on
Wheels & $49,120
City of Pompano Beach - Parks & Fitness Classes &
3 Rec Senior Program $ 109,600.00 | $ 20,000.00 $13405000 O Do | 2o 2o |/0 Jg 0 Public Service 125|Trips
4 City of Pompano Beach - Parks & : CDBG
Rec Youth Program $ 50,000.00 | $ 19,392.00 | Summer Program O | 20 | 2o 20| 10| SO Public Service 500 |Activities in 4 Centers
5 CDBG
Embracing Team, Inc Hip Hop Culture with Theatrical Collaboration Project [$ 148,197.00 [$ 2,000,00 | $ 200000 /D FEel 4% Zo | o | 7o Public Service 50
6 Learning for Success, Inc. Kids and Power of Work (KAPOW) $ 15,000.00 $6,000.00 $6,000.000 2 20 2.0 <0 /A | /o & CDBG | Public Service 390
7 Luz del Mundo - Light of the World CDBG
Clinic, Inc Light of the World Clinic $ 18,055.00 [$ 12,000.00 $9,000.000 %o %0 20 20 | /0 /0D Public Service 150
8 Transitional Independent Living Life Skills Program
Oaisis of Hope CDC, Inc. for at Risk Youth $ 10,00000 [ $ 2,000.00 | § - ; [~ " | cDBG | Public Service 75
9 Russell Life Skills & Reading Pompano Beach Russell Reading Rooms $ 28,850.00 [$ 13,500.00 |$ 3371500| Bp | By 1S | 2e [ /0 Lo & CDBG | Public Service 60
10 Second Chance Society, Inc Hand Up Program $ 1500000 |$ 800000 |$ 8,000.00 i) 20 /< 0| /b ‘j & CDBG | Public Service 75
Women In Distress Broward CDBG
11 ’;aunty Emergency Shelter and Supportive Services $ 3000000 % 10,500.00 | $ 652800 20 | o 2.0 20 | /0 // O Public Service 54
COPB Blanche Ely Scholarship  |Blanche Ely Scholarship Program $ 1500000 | $ 22,000.00 | § 22,000.00 CDBG | Public Service 6
& A !
12 Boys & Girls Clubs of Broward
County Stephanis Boys & Girls Clubs Facilities $ 7200000 | $ 50,000.00 |8 5000000 /0 | 0 20 | RO | /b | 20| coss | mprovements 868
HOUSING ACTIVITIES .
City of Pompano Beach Housing Rehab $ 300,000.00 | $ 175,000.00 CDBG Housing 10 Units
City of Pompano Beach Emergency Repair Program $ 200,000.00 | $ 190,590.00 CDBG Housing| 10 - 15 Units
City of Pompano Beach Section 108 Loan - Repayment $ - |$ - |$ . CDBG ED| Repayment
CDBG ADMINISTRATION (20%
CAP) ' ;
City of Pompano Beach CDBG ADMINISTRATION (20%) $ 158,151.20 | § 183,297.00 CDBG Adm| Administration
TOTAL FUND REQUESTED $ 461,356.00
2017-18 ALLOCATION | 8  790,756.00
ADM 20%| $ 158,151.20
PUBLIC SERVICES (15%)| $ 118,613.40
TOTAL FOR NON-PUBLIC SERVICES ACT.| § 513,991.40




T T B R P R S B T B B R S S e R W R e e il
$117,171 PY 2015;

1

CHDO 15% SET A SIDE AFFORDABLE HOUSING $ 39,7055 | $ - |$ . HOME 2016 & 2017
2 City of Pompano Beach First Time Homebuyers $ 227,736.00 | § . HOME Homebuyer |5 Units
City of Pompano Beach HOME ADMINISTRATION (10%) $ 2611400 | $ 30,365.00 HOME Adm
TOTAL REQUEST $ 293,020.55

2017-18 Allocation] $ 261,137.00
CHDO 15%| § 39,170.55
ADM.10%| $ 26,113.70
ENTOTAL|$ 227,736.00

F e
! .
RFP EVALUATOR SIGNATURE: S g prrtl K—é DATE: M}@/
/< 5 £ & 7




