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Scoring Summary Sheet
Final Evaluation Meeting
RFP NUMBER: V2114585P1
RFP NAME: CEI Services for Countywide Transit Bus Stop Infrastructure Improvements
Program County

Date: November 13, 2017

115 S. Andrews Avenue, Room GC302, Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301

Firm Name Tim Garling Barney McCoy | Manuel Fontan Total Ranking
AE Engineering, Inc. 91 83 88 262 1
Calvin, Giordano &
90 75 90 255 2

Associates, Inc.

CIMA Engineering, Corp. 81 62 90 233 3
Eisman & Russo, Inc. 81 56 88 225 4
F&J Engineering Group, Inc. 85 55 87 227 5
R.J. Behar & Company, Inc. 91 41 89 221 6

Solid Consulting
Engineering, Inc.

81 43 85 209 7

TIE BREAKER CRITERIA

1. Volume of Work Over Five Years

2. County Reported $ Payments from 7/24/12 to 7/24/17 (5 years)

3. Vendor that has the lowest dollar volume of work, calculated by payments to vendor, by County over a five (5) year period from
the date of the submittal.

4. A re-vote or re-assessment of only the tied vendors.

5. Preference to vendor receiving a majority of the total first-place votes.




Scoring Sheet

Final Evaluation Meeting
RFP NUMBER: V2114585P1
RFP NAME: CEl Services for Countywide Transit Bus Stop Infrastructure Improvements Program Broward County

Date: November 13, 2017

Exhibit 1
Page 2 of 4

115 S. Andrews Avenue, Room GC302, Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301

Solid
A f A&E Calvin CIMA F&J
Evaluation Criteria - Proje cific Criteria| Maximum ! J.
(Complate text of gt Ject S.:“: o i Point Engineering, Giordano & Engineering, Rﬁ:z:::':ni Engineering CF:"‘:] Ba:ha';ni Ef]o?::;trlll:’g
! extarq provided sep: ¥) oints Inc. Associates, Inc. Corp. e Group, Inc. pany, Inc. 9 i 9,
ABILITY OF PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL
(Total Maximum 40 Points)
See Evaluation Criteria - question 1 - A 25 A l{ a. 'f 2,?' 13 J‘L 3 l* 2.‘
See Evaluation Criteria - question 1 - B 10 q 8 R £ 9 7 7
See Evaluation Criteria - question 1 - C 5 g 'y Y S' 3 g g
See Evaluation Criteria - question 1 - D 10 6 8 G 8 6 8 8
PROJECT APPROACH
See Evaluation Criteria - question 2 20 20 l q | g l + 18 lo | 7
PAST PERFORMANCE
See Evaluation Criteria - question 3 10 G 7] 6 [ g e 3
See Evaluation Criteria - question 3 5 5' 5 S' s 5' s 5'
WORKLOAD OF FIRM
See Evaluation Criteria - question 4 10 2 8 b 7 8 7 7
POINTS
LOCATION ENTERED BY
PURCHASING
See Evaluation Criteria - question § 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
POINTS
WILLINGN T
ESSRE% mEELEr:‘TEsAND BUDGET ENTERED BY
PURCHASING
See Evaluation Criteria - question 6 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
POINTS
VOLUME OF PREVIOUS WORK ENTERED BY
PURCHASING
See Evaluation Criteria - question 7 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
TOTAL SCORE TOTAL SCORE TOTAL SCORE TOTAL SCORE TOTAL SCORE POINTS TOTAL SCORE
100 CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATEDBY | ENTEREDBY | CALCULATED BY
PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING | PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING _|
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100
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1

Tim Garling
Signature )

o

By signing this document | certify that | have abided by the Cone of Silence Ordinance and have not been influenced
or coerced by anyone in the assignment of the points by me for this procurement.
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Calvin, Solid
Evaluation Criteria - Project Specific Criteria| Maximum ARE Giordano & .CIMA. Eisman & .F&J : R.J. Behar & Consulting
. 2 Engineering, Engineering, Engineering
(Complete text of questions provided separately) Points Associates, Russo, Inc. Company, Inc. | Engineering,
Inc. Corp. Group, Inc.
Inc Inc
ABILITY OF PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL
Total Max 35 Points
See Evaluation Criteria - question 1- A 25 94& ’ g { = [ a i a { Q { ¢
See E ion Criteria - question 2 - B 10 e g C < CS “{ g
See Evaluation Criterla - question 3 - C 5 T, o = = 53 > p
See Evaluation Criteria - question 4 - D 10 8 C(— q 7 Z 5 G:)
PROJECT APPROACH
See Evaluation Criteria - question 2 20 rcj \ S IQ 1O (< > 5
PAST PERFORMANCE
See Evaluation Criteria - question 3 10 | S [ 5 s =3 2 o=
See Evaluation Criteria - question 3 5 < 5 (_} ¢ = e, 7
WORKLOAD OF FIRM
See Evaluation Criteria - question 4 10 & ‘g' 6 % 5 3 % =
POINTS X
LOCATION ENTERED BY
PURCHASING
See Evaluation Criteria - question & 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0
WILLINGNESS TO MEET TIME AND BUDGET ROINTS
REQUIREMENTS ENTERED.BY,
PURCHASING
See Evaluation Criteria - question 6 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
POINTS
VOLUME OF PREVIOUS WORK ENTERED BY
PURCHASING
See Evaluation Criteria - question 7 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
TOTAL SCORE | TOTAL SCORE | TOTAL SCORE | TOTALSCORE | TOTALSCORE | TOTALSCORE | TOTAL SCORE | TOTAL SCORE
CALCULATED | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY
|BY PURCHASING| PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING
TOTAL SCORE WILL BE ENTERED BY| 100 5 5 % 4[ 3
PURCHASING| One Hundred

Barney McCoy

0 )

| Signature N /

By signing this document | certify that | have abided by the Cone of Silence Ordinance and have not been influenced
or coerced by anyone in the assignment of the points by me for this procurement.
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Calvin, Solid
: " . F&J
Evaluation Criteria - Project Specific Criteria| Maximum ARE Giordano & GIMA Eisman & " R.J. Behar & Consulting
: Engineering, : Engineering, Engineering <
(Complete text of questions provided separately) Points Associates, Russo, Inc. Company, Inc. | Engineering,
Inc. Ing Corp. Group, Inc.
ABILITY OF PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL
Total Max 35 Points
See Evaluation Criteria - question 1 - A 25 73 23 23 9 3 13 23 2
See Evaluation Criteria - question 1-B 1 0 g % % % 8 & ?
See Evaluation Criteria - question 1 - C 5 g g 5 g 5 S 5
See Evaluation Criteria - question 1- D 10 _% 8 b =2 ,? 23 2>
PROJECT APPROACH
See Evaluation Criteria - question 2 20 le 1,_} ) —} ,' (O { (,7 ] I ? / S_
PAST PERFORMANCE
"
See Evaluation Criteria - question 3 10 % b | = i 8 L k
See Evaluation Criteria - question 3 5 S £ S g g S’ <
WORKLOAD OF FIRM '
See Evaluation Criteria - question 4 10 [ O {0 (O fo lo (0 /0
POINTS
LOCATION ENTERED BY
PURCHASING
See Evaluation Criteria - question 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WILLINGNESS TO MEET TIME AND BUDGET HOINTS,
REQUIREMENTS ENTERED B
PURCHASING
See Evaluation Criteria - question 6 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
POINTS
VOLUME OF PREVIOUS WORK ENTERED BY
PURCHASING
See Evaluation Criteria - question 7 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
TOTAL SCORE | TOTAL SCORE | TOTAL SCORE | TOTALSCORE | TOTALSCORE | TOTALSCORE | TOTAL SCORE
CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY | CALCULATED BY
PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING PURCHASING | PURCHASING | PURCHASING |
- < 3 ‘ )
TOTAL SCORE WILL BE ENTERED BY) 100 g f e
PURCHASING| One Hundred \

Manuel Fontan

Name

0080

Signature

By signing this document | certify that | have abided by the Cone of Silence Ordinance and have not been influenced
or coerced by anyone in the assignment of the points by me for this procurement.






