
NAME OF FIRM(S)

1 ARCADIS U.S., INC.

1A - Qualification of firms including team members associated to the project (Max. 50 points) 43 43 45 46 45 42 264 44 29 59
2A - Knowledge and Past Experience of similar type projects (Max. 20 points) 18 18 20 17 20 18 111 19 12 25
3A - Past Performance of the Firms (Max. 20 points) 20 17 16 20 15 15 103 17 12 23
4A - Amount of Work Awarded and Paid by the County (Max. 5 points) 3 3 3 3 2 2 16 3 2 4
5A - Ability of team members to interface with the County (Max 5 points) 5 4 5 4 5 5 28 5 3 6

89 85 89 90 87 82 522
Ordinal Scores 2 2 2 1 1 3
Dropped Scores 1 3 1 7 1 1
Tie-Breaker(TB) No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, & 6 / Criteria(CR) 1A, 2A, 3A, 4A, 5A, Total Qualitative Points for Criteria 1A.

2 LOCKWOOD, ANDREWS & NEWNAM, INC.

1A - Qualification of firms including team members associated to the project (Max. 50 points) 45 43 40 45 35 45 253 42 28 56
2A - Knowledge and Past Experience of similar type projects (Max. 20 points) 18 17 20 17 15 18 105 18 12 23
3A - Past Performance of the Firms (Max. 20 points) 20 18 15 15 15 18 101 17 11 22
4A - Amount of Work Awarded and Paid by the County (Max. 5 points) 4 4 4 4 3 3 22 4 2 5
5A - Ability of team members to interface with the County (Max 5 points) 5 4 5 4 3 5 26 4 3 6

92 86 84 85 71 89 507
Ordinal Scores 1 1 3 2 3 2
Dropped Scores 1 3 3 8 2 2
Tie-Breaker(TB) No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, & 6 / Criteria(CR) 1A, 2A, 3A, 4A, 5A, Total Qualitative Points for Criteria 1A.

3 HDR ENGINEERING, INC.

1A - Qualification of firms including team members associated to the project (Max. 50 points) 40 41 45 40 40 47 253 42 28 56
2A - Knowledge and Past Experience of similar type projects (Max. 20 points) 18 17 20 16 20 18 109 18 12 24
3A - Past Performance of the Firms (Max. 20 points) 20 17 17 18 15 15 102 17 11 23
4A - Amount of Work Awarded and Paid by the County (Max. 5 points) 5 5 5 5 5 5 30 5 3 7
5A - Ability of team members to interface with the County (Max 5 points) 5 4 5 4 5 5 28 5 3 6

88 84 92 83 85 90 522
Ordinal Scores 3 3 1 3 2 1
Dropped Scores 3 1 2 9 3 3
Tie-Breaker(TB) No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, & 6 / Criteria(CR) 1A, 2A, 3A, 4A, 5A, Total Qualitative Points for Criteria 1A.

Fernando V. Ponassi, MA Arch., LEED®AP, ISD Chairperson

NOTE:  RESULTS ARE PENDING ISSUANCE OF COMPLIANCE REVIEW REPORT ON CBE PARTICIPATION PROVISIONS BY RER
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FIRST - TIER MEETING                                                                 
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY WATER AND SEWER DEPARTMENT
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT CONSULTANT AND RELATED SERVICES

TO ESTABLISH A COMPREHENSIVE INFRASTRUCTURE ASSESSMENT AND
REPLACEMENT PROGRAM FOR WATER TRANSMISSION

AND DISTRIBUTION MAINS
ISD PROJECT NO. E12-WAS-03
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