RFP 015-0-2011/TC
Fire Rescue Replacement of Engines 21 & 34

Selection Committee meeting held on August 30, 2011. The meeting started at 10:00am in
Room 208 of The Villages Sumter County Service Center, 7375 Powell Road, Wildwood, FL
34785.

Donnie Foster, Leland Greek, and Jerry Rhoden were present to as the Selection Committee,
Tina Chavez was present to represent county staff, and vendors’ representatives are listed on
attached sign in sheet.

Tina stated this meeting is held for the Selection of Pest Control Services. The Selection
Committee’s recommendation to contract for services will go the Sumter County Board of
County Commissioners on September 12, 2011, Until award for contract negotiations is given
by the Board she will remain the primary contact.

Tina then turned the meeting over to the Selection Committee.

Leland Greek presented a spreadsheet he had drafted, in order to follow each RFP.
Spreadsheet (attached) compared price, specification noted in RFP and warranties provided by
vendors. The Selection Committee discussed all proposals noting some of the vendors provided
additional items as options to the proposals. Selection committee also discussed how some
vendors noted the changes in the NFPA 1901 requirements for fire engines and some vendors
did not.

The Selection Committee then turned in their score sheets. Scores are as follows:

COMPANY Foster’s Scores | Greek’s Scores | Rhoden’s GRAND TOTAL-
Scores (Ranking)

Deep South 89 91 88 268 (3)

Environmental 76 74 76 226 (7)

Products of

Florida

(Crimson)

Ferrara Fire 77 82 80 239 (6)

Apparatus, Inc.

Hallmark Fire 77 88 83 248 (5)

Apparatus (E-

One)

Pierce 87 96 87 270 (2)

Manufacturing




Inc.

Rosenbauer 91 98 93 282 (1)
Sutphen 79 92 83 254 (4)
Corporation

*score sheets are attached

The Selection Committee agreed to recommend Rosenbauer (the highest ranked firm) as their
selection for vendor to build replacement fire engines 21 & 34. Selection committee would also
like to include the cost of the a/c units listed as an option within in the proposal.

The meeting adjourned at 10:25am.
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Warr+Warr4{ Warr- | WoarrJ{Warr - Warr - Warr §
Vendor PR |Price ladder Rack {Roof A/C Height Delivery | GVW Chassis Wheclbase |[Engine H.P. |[Transmission Mfg | Eng Tran | Tank | Pump | Plumb | Paint
REQUIRED Syr/unlim| Ofe | 2/yr | 20/yr | 10/yr
Crimson 5|  5249,797.00 120.85 40,000:Freightliner M2, 105 237 Cummins | 330jAllison 3000EVS 1 3/3 10 10
Sutphen 4|  $249,489.65 $7,612.00]  $4,000.00 113 120 {chas}{ 38,000 [International 4400 234 Intnl. Max § 330;Allison 3000EVS 2 1 2/unlim 2/3 10 7
Rosenbauer 1 $214,362.00 inc 52,600.00 1i5 50 35,000 |Freightliner (201.2) 237 Cummins | 300]Allison 3000EVS 1 5 5 life | 2/3 10 10
Deep South 2 $218,550.00 NO $3,800.00| 112(+ lights) 37,000 |Freightliner M2, 108 232,37  [Cummins | 330jAllison 300Q0EVS 1 life 10 10
Ferrara 6;  $249,887.00 118.75 220-240 | 36,000 (Freightiiner M2, 106MD |  240/234 [Cummins | 330}Allison 3000EVS 1 life 1 2/3 10 5
E-One 7 $263,311.00( $12,409.00 $2,700.00 120 120 40,000|international 242 Intnl. Max | 330]allison 3000EVS 1 Syrfuniim life 2/3 10 10
Pierce 3| 5225,524.00 54,055.00 No 140 36,000 |Freightliner M2, 106MD 229 Cummins | 360]Allison 3000EVS 1 Syr/unlim | life | 2/3 10 10




Sumiter County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION

This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: Y Yo, | o‘ FosYer

Name of Firm Eva%uatedmgﬁp $0\J\I\'\’\

Total cost to the County.

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements , 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in 9,9«
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30

99

3. Warranties
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal.

20

|8

4. Vendor References
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor.

15

5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission.

10

To'tal

100

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67




Sumiter County Board of County Gommissioners ~ FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:

Factor | Discussion

1.

Signature of Evaluator: (_b 4—-»—.,/';/ 7&

Date: $3—20 ~ ||

Financial Services Department Page 12 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2
EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION

This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. Alf Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: ‘—-D("\h_a 1 d FQS"’\Qf

Name of Firm Evaluated: (M O

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements _ 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in SLO
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Total cost fo the County.
| 8
3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal. ]

4, Vendor References 16
Feedback from eurrent and past customers of the
vendor. } 9’

5, Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission. 8

Total ~100

mES

Financial Services Department Page 11 of 67




Sumter County Board of Counly Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21834

Comments:

Factor | Discussion

1.

Signature of Evaluator; %m@,ﬂ g Fg

Date: - ?'30 - |

Financial Services Department Page 12 of 67




Sumier County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2
EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION

This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: fDO‘nbu \ \\l FC)&“(*«Q Lo

Name of Firm Evaluated: JF-QFT‘O\ CCa

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements ‘ 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in Q O
the Request for Proposals. ‘

2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County.

| g

3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal. f 8

4, Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor. / ,;L

5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10
Quiality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission. q

“Total 100

177

Financial Services Department Page 11 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commisstoners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:

Factor | Discussion

1.

S
Signature of Evaluator:%f”—v/{ g Jé w;

Date: 8" 30 - )1

Financial Services Department Page 12 of 67



Sumter County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: r-b(\n(;x, \ u\ FO‘.‘TJ jr"(-‘.r

Name of Firm Evaluated: £~ QN

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements _ 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in 9" 9"
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County. \ (:)
3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer mests the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal. [ 68
4, Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the / al
vendor.
5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal i0

Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission.

' Total

100

77

Financial Services Department

Page i1 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners ~ FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:

Factor | Discussion

1.

o
Signature of Evaluator: d:)%ﬂ'/fﬁ‘@Q

Date: _&-30- |Jf

Financial Services Depatlment Page 12 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2
EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION

This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. Alt Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluatorib(\‘no» \ A4 Foster

Name of Firm Evaluated: M?“ AR

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements , 25 |
How well the equipment proposed meets the |
requirements of the technical specifications contained in 3 ;L |

the Request for Proposals. . |

2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County.

S

3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties .
specified on this Proposal. f 9

4. Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the

vendor. [ ;Z_

5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10
Quality, professitonalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission. q

'.Total 100 |

Financial Services Department Page 11 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:

Factor | Discussion

1.

Signature of Evaluator: ﬁ Sa“'ﬂ/z"‘%g
Date: 8"80 - I

Financial Services Department Page 12 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator:-—hmn(m, \ é Fo S‘l‘{), C
Name of Firm Evaluated: ?OS‘%h bau e

Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission.

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements . 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in 61'3‘
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County. —
20
3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties )
specified on this Proposal. \
4, Vendor References 15
Feedhack from current and past customers of the
vendor. ‘ 9‘
5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10

Total

100

ar

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67




Comments:

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Factor

Discussion

1.

Signature of Evaluator: %m./{ z/t?Q

Date: Q-—

20-//
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Sumler County Board of County Commissioners —~ FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION

This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator:  Dano ld  Focker

Name of Firm Evaluated: S\AA*(\Z)\«‘U\

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Commentis
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements _ 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the PN
requirements of the technical specifications contained in 0(,0
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County.
40
3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal. ] %
4, Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor. { ;-'
5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10

Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission.

100

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67




Comments:

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Factor

Discussion

1.

Signature of Evaluator: %M%W:Q

Date: 3-Z20- 1 (

Financial Services Department

Page 12 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissloners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedurss in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator:

G heet

-
Name of Firm Evaluated: :D & ?6’ ,5 ouvT Z

Factor " Descripfion Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the 3
requirements of the technical specifications contained in 2
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Totatl cost to the County. g 3,
3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
speacified on this Proposal. 2 O
4, Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the —
vendor. / 5
N
5. | Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10 V
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission,
: /1
Total 100 KL

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners ~ FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:
Factor | Discussion
1.

%;;//e/ 7 (’a/r:/fe ar //meﬁ? //%fj/;j
JUFETE 70/ ﬁza}ﬂwwj'ﬁ@

Signature of Evaluator: M/ Wﬂ
Date: 5}(/_3’;//{

Financial Services Department
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Sumter County Board of County Commissloners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2
EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION

This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: é Lee é
Name of Firm Evaluated: E niitonom g;u‘fé// Z‘a%,;ﬁf f/f/‘/mf o’
Factor * Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in
the Request for Proposals. /L {/

2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County.

25

3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal. 70

4. Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor. o

5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission. 5’

Total — 100

¢

Financial Services Department Page 11 of 67




Comments:

Sumter County Board of County Commissioners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Factor

Discussion

1.

V(% %gbféfwccj /ta«r;/g,;/ -

ﬁﬂ/?/ /- /4(,/&/6’::/%/#/\ ﬁ,‘c/ﬂ/mz//ﬂe%éq‘f/.

Signature of Evaluator: é/ﬂ\//%/ W

Date:

/2 1l

Financial Services Department
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Sumter County Board of County Commissioners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals infarmation to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: G/f 5{/é

Name of Firm Evaluated: _f& Prerd

Factor " Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in 'Z 3
the Request for Proposais. )
2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County. ‘Z ;/
3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal. / 5_
4, Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor. / 5’
5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal p—
and of any required submission. 3
Total 100

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:
Factor | Discussion
1.
2.
5.:67(‘%/0/ Ajf Z‘”wf /pn}é ﬂﬁ} 6&// iﬂw{?)
ﬁ"affﬁ?/)
3.
vajr«/‘f WMN’W W% f%;
; 7"@"/5/{4’;« yi %mﬂff«:/
5.
ﬁ)// / &&/ggﬂ/&/b’“’\
%6}’6/‘«47/6:5 fGes o7 V€Y
6.

Signature of Evaluator: L%Z:,éi,/ _ﬂ
Date: %{/ V/d

Financial Services Department Page 12 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Gommisstoners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOGC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review sach submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

} —
Name of Evaluator: é ReE ,é

Name of Firm Evaluated: ///?a: ~/’7¢n/€ // £ - one

Factor " Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in z/ j
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Totat cost to the County.
7%
3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
spacified on this Proposal. ?/ I,
4, Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the N
vendor. /5
5. Quality and Compieteness of Proposal 10
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal :
and of any required submission. %/
Total 100 67 f

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners -+ FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:
Factor | Discussion
1.
2.
%// Zéﬁ 7 /{';zg & PZ (&// j}/ﬁv (’7) f(‘%yj&é

5.

//M/ 7o 720 [o0w Co W/ﬂf“r’/ﬂ/ 77

fﬂ*/fﬁq//
6.

Signature of Evaluator: %M W
Date: %/jﬂ// ?

Financial Services Dapartment Page 12 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals Information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: GKC’é”/é

Name of Firm Evaluated: 251‘ €

Factor " Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the ;
requirements of the technical specifications contained in 2 L/
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Total cost to the Gounty. 27
3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal. 2@
4, Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the e
vendor. / 5
5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal / O
and of any required submission.
Total 100

94

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners ~ FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:
Factor | Discussion
1.

Signature of Evaluator: ,M
Date: %ﬂ; /{/

Financial Services Department Page 12 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the

sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

7
Name of Evaluator: é KE & /(
Name of Firm Evaluated: /Q o5 J @y Ef
Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. Generai Requirements 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in '2 3
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County. .
B0
3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer mests the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal. z O
4. Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor. /
5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission. / 0
Total 100

79

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:

Factor | Discussion

1.

Signature of Evaluator:%/ / %
Date: <g/j (f///

Fimancial Services Dapartment Page 12 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissieners - FIRE RESCUE RESLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Propasals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator:

GReeL

Name of Firm Evaluated: jy-f’ﬂﬂ/e:ﬂ/
Factor " Description Points | Evaluator ; Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements 25
How well the equipment proposed mests the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in Z 3
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County.
3. Warranties 20
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal. / g
4, Vendor References 15
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor. / Lb"’"
5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal j
and of any required submission. /0
Total 100

g1

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners = FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:
Factor | Discussion
1.

Zf’ bt /,@:ﬁ/‘?” Lf/M‘/‘p‘f"T‘; .
{ ocren 7 tans, b rrvent, Z

Signature of Evaluator: /;%'//%/L%
Date: j;;//fc;/(/

Financial Services Departmant Page 12 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners - FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: Tz Vo Dhew )
Name of Firm Evaluated: B\’C‘ﬂ gmh»*k—é-\‘
Factor Description Points { Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements _ 25 =73
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in
the Request for Proposals.
2. | Cost 30 208
Total cost to the County.
3. Warranties 20 . l &
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal.
4. Vendor References 15 \ ?
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor.
5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10

Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission.

' Totaf

100

e

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67




Sumter County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

Comments:
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Sumter County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator:

Ceeal

‘-
Name of Firm Evaluated: CZ{\'\ Lol o5

Factor -Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements _ 25 { A
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technicat specifications contained in
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30 }@
Total cost to the County.
3. Warranties 20 (B
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal.
4. Vendor References 15 [2.
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor.
5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10

Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission.

'Total

100

Financial Services Department

Page 11 of 67
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Comments:

Factor | Discussion
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Signature of Evaluator: $ A M_\
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Sumter County Board of County Commissioners —~ FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2
EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPQOSALS EVALUATION

This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Commitiee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: Q&D DDQL/
Name of Firm Evaluated: —k—e Z2AC A

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements 25 20

How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in
the Request for Proposals.

2. Cost 30 ~2 |
Total cost to the County. :

3. Warranties 20 Il
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal.

4, Vendor References 15 \ L_f
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor.

5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10 B

Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission,

;..:.Total 100
| B0
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Factor | Discussion
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Sumter County Board of County Commisstoners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2
EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION

This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: ‘E ttoden
Name of Firm Evaluated: E&E - e =

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements 25 22

How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in
the Request for Proposals.

2. Cost 30 2\
Total cost to the County.

3. Warranties 20 (B
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal.

4, Vendor References 15 \3
Feadback from current and past customers of the
vendor,

5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10 c[
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal

and of any required submission.

Total 10.02“ % :}
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Comments:

Factor | Discussion
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Sumter Gounty Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2
EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSAL.S EVALUATION

This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once |
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal |
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance |
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria. :

N
Name of Evaluator: D—erc ~£

Name of Firm Evaluated: Qt’k’ob}ﬁj\)

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1. General Requirements 25 22

How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in
the Request for Proposals.

2. Cost 30 a_-@
Total cost to the County.

3. Warranties 20 Z
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties 8

specified on this Proposal.

4. Vendor References 15 13
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor.

5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10 6

Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission.

Total 100 8 7
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Comments:

Factor | Discussion
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Sumier County Board of County Commissioners — FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2

EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION
This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: (\-2 \A\“D §>E- /\)

Name of Firm Evaluated: gv—’\“ X\) L\'“?HQ-—\_\

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score (see below)
1, General Requirements _ 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in 2
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County. 2
3. Warranties 20 ( %
How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal.
4, Vendor References 15 l ,1[
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor.
5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10 a?
Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submission.
':Tc.j:tal ..1 00 . e} 3
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Comments:

Factor | Discussion
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Sumter County Board of County Commissioners ~ FIRE RESCUE REPLACEMENT OF ENGINES 21 & 34

PART 2
EVALUATION AND AWARD

PROPOSALS EVALUATION

This Request for Proposals includes following all the procedures in this document and sending the
sealed Proposals information to the Sumter County BOCC by the due date and time. Once
Proposals are received, the Selection Committee members will independently review each submittal
and score each Proposal based on the evaluation criteria. All Proposals received in accordance
with this Request for Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria.

Name of Evaluator: \z TXo DGVJ
Name of Firm Evaluated: ?ﬂétwi\Om;u_E' ,

Factor Description Points | Evaluator | Comments
Score {see below)
1. General Requirements 25
How well the equipment proposed meets the
requirements of the technical specifications contained in 9""
the Request for Proposals.
2. Cost 30
Total cost to the County. 3 D
3. Warranties 20 )

How well the proposer meets the minimum warranties
specified on this Proposal.

4, Vendor References 15 |2
Feedback from current and past customers of the
vendor.

5. Quality and Completeness of Proposal 10 0\

Quality, professionalism and conciseness of Proposal
and of any required submissieon.

Total 100 T%
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Comments:

Factor | Discussion
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