EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer: Carollo Engineers Inc.

Criteria

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 _45
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 35
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c¢. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 10
a. Location Coral Springs and West Palm
b. Number of staff at the nearest office 12

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 2
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 92

*0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Carollo provides excellent work, interacts with staff well, National company with numerous resources if
needed. They have designed many projects and all have been beneficial to serving the customers of the utility.
They recently finished the Drinking Water Master Plan and the Water Supply Plan.

National Vendor had had nine cases since in the past five years.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

September 15, 2020 A. Randolph Brown
Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer: Eckler Engineering, Inc.

Criteria Score
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 35
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 30
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
¢. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

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

a. Location Coral Springs
b. Number of staff at the nearest office ___

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 2
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 72

*0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.
COMMENTS:

Eckler Engineering designed the reuse treatment plant and has excellent knowledge of the facility. Knowledge
of InforWater software that our water model is based. Kimley Horn is a sub-consultant on this team which
expands the abilities of this firm.

Use old logo, used pictures that violated OSHA standards.
Over 650 utility projects and has never had litigation in the company’s history.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

I have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

September 15, 2020 A. Randolph Brown
Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer: Globaltech, Inc.

Criteria Score
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 45
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’'s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Quallifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 30
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 10
a. Location Boca Raton
b. Number of staff at the nearest office 47

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 0
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 85

*0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Globaltech’s projects have been on or under budget. They have provide excellent work on our projects.

Vendor has no litigation in the past 5 years or any pending

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
pnrnnene Af rAanfirminn muyv evaluation below_

September 15, 2020 A. Randolph Brown

Signawre or evauator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer: McCafferty Brinson Consulting

Criteria Score
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 40
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 35
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 10
a. Location Ft. Lauderdale
b. Number of staff at the nearest office 5

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 7
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 92

*0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

MBC has done numerous projects with the Utilities Department. Each have been conducted with
professionalism and solid design work. They have assisted us with our SRF funding with the State. All of
projects have come in at or under budget.

Vendor has never had litigation.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

] September 15, 2020 A. Randolph Brown
: Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer: Stantec Consulting Services, Inc

Criteria Score
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 40
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 30
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 10
a. Location Deerfield, Sunrise
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 1
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 81

*0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Stantec worked with us to provide emergency engineering services to drill our new Deepwell. They have
excellent relationships with Department of Environmental Protection (DEP).

Litigation — International firm has 4 pages of cases in cases currently in litigation.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

I have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

September 15, 2020 A. Randolph Brown
Date Printed Name

rnl



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer: Tetra Tech

Criteria Score
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 45

a. Number of similar projects

b. Complexity of similar projects

c. References from past projects performed by the firm

d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’'s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 35
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
¢. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 8
a. Location Hollywood
b. Number of staff at the nearest office 10

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 1
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 89

*0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Tetra Tech has worked well with our staff. They provide excellent customer. The work is conducted in a
professional manner. National company that has many resources if needed.

National Vendor has 10 cases in the past 5 years.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

September 15, 2020 A. Randolph Brown
Date Printed Name

rnl



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer Carollo Engieers
Criteria Point Score
Range

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 45
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)
e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 35
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10-_9_

a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 2
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 91

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Innovative and capable of generating new ideas to solve old problems. Staff is highly qualified and have
been closely working on city utility projects since 2012. Recognition of grant funding options for unfunded
projects. Intimate knowledge of city's reuse system and infrastructure. Cognizant of operations and
maintenance costs when evaluating design considerations. Very detailed technical approach to include,
planning, scheduling and cost to deliver project on time and meeting the immediate and long term needs of
the city. Quality sub-designer(s) listed.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

:jmm/ 74/77/ 9/15/2020 Tammy Good, PMP, CIP Manager
¢/

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer_ ECKLER ENGINEERING

o
e.
>

—

Criteria Score

Range

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)

38

e . . 35
2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35

a. Organizational chart for project

b. Number of technical staff

c. Qualifications of technical staff:

(1) Number of licensed staff

(2) Education of staff

(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 9
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 84

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Overall good technical approach, , somewhat generic. Did not discuss innovative ideas to consider short
and fong term needs of city, 1.€., Cost, performance, maintenance. (2) previous projects with the city, 1990 &
2003.

Recent experience with other local municipalities

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

GLOBAL TECH
Proposer

o
e.
>

—

Criteria Score

Range
45 45

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 35

a. Organizational chart for project

b. Number of technical staff

c. Qualifications of technical staff:

(1) Number of licensed staff

(2) Education of staff

(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 9
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida 0
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 89

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Provide contracting services as well. Local key sub-designers, Variety of experience for local municipalities,

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

\:Z/h\m/ M 9/15/2020 Tammy Good, PMP, CIP Manager
¢/

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer_ MCAFFERTY BRINSON

o
e.
>

—

Criteria Score

Range

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)

45

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 3>
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 9
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10
contractors should also be included with the response.)

97
Total

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Extensive intimately knowledgable of POmpano infrastructure. Previous experience working on Pompano Beach
projectsPerforms withinschedute, very responsive;

Technical approach very specific to Pompano, thus suggestive of working knowledge and needs of Pompano.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

tjmﬂ/ 7%/77/ 9/15/2020 Tammy Good, PMP, CIP Manager
¢/

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

STANTEC CONSULTING

Proposer
Criteria Point Score
Range

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 45
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)
e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 35
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 9

a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 1
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 90

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Currently working on Pompano projects, possess intimate knowledge of infrastructur. Staff has extensive

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

9/15/2020
Tammy Good, PMP, CIP Manager

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

TETRA TECH
Proposer

o
e.
>

—

Criteria Score

Range

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)

45

35
2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35

a. Organizational chart for project

b. Number of technical staff

c. Qualifications of technical staff:

(1) Number of licensed staff

(2) Education of staff

(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 90

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Another consultant with heavy experience and intimate knowledge of Pompano Beach infrastructure.

—Cognizantof immediateandtongtermneeds;

Technical approach very specific to Pompano. Currently working on Pompano projects and performing

excettent:

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

Jmm/ M 9/15/2020 Tammy Good, PMP, CIP Manager
¢/

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer C&@‘ Lo E/\fétﬁ.léﬁz.s’ INc

Criteria Range

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 4 ‘i
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
¢. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)
e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)

035 29

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants:
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
{1} Number of licensed staff
(2} Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

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

a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida 2.
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any suib- 0-10
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total | i O

*0-5% Tierd/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS: |
Lanse Ninouwioe hrm - MAft‘/}/ RespuncesTo Didus Frona Has P s foRtce

| BLooinxt S6hhices
wWear N &esach,Pmm.mm@M (oasrepcrion Manits erteant SCevhegs Toe

Coppy 1 THE PAST. Tiley Lok fn INovanive TRGImot Techaues Aro
{ 7 ? EFRACiEnei &S,

IMPORTANT NOTE:
| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By

Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

| [%gjw, ‘?/fs/zo PHic Hﬁyﬁ?_

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer £CKL 6«_ &&lmf H\[C.,

. Criteria ::l:nte Score
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 fiﬁ
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)
e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)
2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 22
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
¢. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
{(3) Experience of staff on similar projects
3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 g
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office
ls the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 Z
contractors should also be included with the response.)
5

Total

*0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Smbr Com'pwy Wit Gf‘r/lf W"/Dm/ip.drub 5(?7600«/4&,— Wrp ?f'zfu.si .

SUBs InCLuog ktmtqy./-/o/zfu- wWhlo the Mucn /Vme»mw’?&w-mbay

Eypenisuce. Mo Litianon, SINCE Company Coneppon,

IMPORTANT NOTE: )
I have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By

Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

C%M/ 15 20 IDH!L A{VEL

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer GLO&LTE&H LY

Criteria R

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 fg
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
¢. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 55
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
¢. Qualifications of technical staff:.
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
{3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 [2
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida 0
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 27

*0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:
Gooo T stsicar Approscy  EYpttisncep Srufe , Expstience W/ Prgrecrs

OF Simuint T‘/,nf—ﬁ AWp (’aa/:pwicmlfs . Hie Pt feensEp l/my Wew on

Sevgan. Ci uha ﬂgmrf . Zfipousme 4 oML ETED Progeers on rime F puoer

IMPORTANT NOTE:
I have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By

Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

/ 9 is/20 PHic /-)/lyfvz__

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer, M (’C/?ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ!f’y Brayaison) Conss u TG, L UL,

Criteria

o
S
S

-

Score
Range —
1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 45

a. Number of similar projects

b. Complexity of similar projects

c. References from past projects performed by the firm

d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’'s performance (list,

describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 55
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
¢. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 7
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida i
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total CM‘

*0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Mie 446 A Oaucnr Reeonn oF Pfﬂ-ﬁ;/ZMAMCE Fere COlf?@.
/25'6poru5n/é / 54st To Worte Wet, Cosr G%cerve 4_%04&%5; Aro

Solutibne 7D  B5ués. No Limicanons Siuce Oompony /MNecpfion (v 2008
L pac

IMPORTANT NOTE:
| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By

Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

C%M/ Y rs)20 EHu /‘ft/m

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer %h'kfﬁc GQA/S uLnING fmwccs,mc,

Criteria

L]
©
14
o

‘-m

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c¢. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)
e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’s performance (list,
describe outcome)

3

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consuitants: 0-35
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
{2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 Ei
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 1985? (Certification of any sub-  0-10 /
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total -

*(0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:
[ALGE P - , Zﬁsouaac-«;_, &ﬂm.mcsp Smn’c,, LAZGE Muni 2

)3 ?ﬂoa'nfaré v ff%cfi@n/iyﬁwxry. ;9445 ét,’ﬂa/zmwaf Wity @?313./\/57(-
Totngons s s Bpeeusna Wotiene Kevatisnsiys)faggons Y Dep,
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IMPORTANT NOTE:
| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By

Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

d);}é%&, 9//5/20 Pt Hyee.

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer 75'7724 725-#"

Criteria

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 4 >
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
¢. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm's performance (list,
describe outcome)

‘u\l
Vi

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
¢. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 @
a. Location
h. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10
contractors should also be included with the response.)

|
Total 8 '

*0-5% Tier1/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Lotee Fiam- Wy Kesoupces %ﬁm;; Runiiérén Stare. s C'opB %Mm

CQMIIQLC-r&p S6/onac '44?4!)54/:‘/\/4 DEsien. gam Bio Fhcleases -I?éﬁhﬁ:/ Fa
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IMPORTANT NOTE:

I have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

0%@, 9/15)/ 25 Pebe F//yg,(

Signatureéévaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer Carollo Engineers Inc.

Criteria

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 40
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’'s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 33
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 9
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 2
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 84

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:
Excellent Company. Good relationship with City. Past projects have been positive.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

WW@W 9/15/2020 Randal Rennekamp

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer  Eckler Engineering Inc.

Criteria

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 42
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’'s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 34
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 9
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 2
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 87

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Excellent Company. Good relationship with City. Positive past projects.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

Landal &MW 09/15/2020 Randal Rennekamp

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer  Globaltech Inc.

Criteria

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 42
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’'s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 33
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 9
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 0
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 84

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:
Excellent company. Have had a great relationship in the past with the city.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

W&WW 9/15/2020 Randal Rennekamp
[4

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name



EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer McCafferty Brinson Consulting. Inc.

Criteria

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 42
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 35
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 9
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida Small
4 and Minority Business Assistance Act of 1985? (Certification of any sub-  0-10 7
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 93
96

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.
COMMENTS:

Excellent Company, Great relationship with city for many years. Excellent sub-
contractors.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

Kandal Ponnekamp 09/15/2020 Randal Rennekamp

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer Stantec Consulting Services

Criteria

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 45
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’'s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 35
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 9
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 1
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 90

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:

Excellent Company. Very Experienced. Great relationship with City for several years.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By

Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

fancal Lennefainp 09/15/2020 Randal Rennekamp

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name




EVALUATION CRITERIA

RLI E-23-20 Continuing Contract for Engineering Services for Water and Reuse Treatment Plants

Proposer Tetra Tech

Criteria

1 Prior experience of the firm with projects of similar size and complexity: 0-45 42
a. Number of similar projects
b. Complexity of similar projects
c. References from past projects performed by the firm
d. Previous projects performed for the City (provide description)

e. Litigation within the past 5 years arising out of firm’'s performance (list,
describe outcome)

2 Qualifications of personnel including sub consultants: 0-35 30
a. Organizational chart for project
b. Number of technical staff
c. Qualifications of technical staff:
(1) Number of licensed staff
(2) Education of staff
(3) Experience of staff on similar projects

3 Proximity of the nearest office to the project location: 0-10 7
a. Location
b. Number of staff at the nearest office

Is the firm a certified minority business enterprise as defined by the Florida
4 Small and Minority Business Assistance Act of 19857 (Certification of any sub-  0-10 1
contractors should also be included with the response.)

Total 80

*0-5% Tierl/Tier2 Local Business will be calculated on combined scoring totals of each company.

COMMENTS:
Very good company with good relationship with city.

IMPORTANT NOTE:

| have reviewed the Proposal using the Evaluation Criteria stated in the RLI and outlined above. By
Typing my name below, | certify that this information is correct and will serve as my “signature” for
purposes of confirming my evaluation below.

fandal Lennefainp 9/15/2020 Randal Rennekamp
[4

Signature of Evaluator Date Printed Name





