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CLERK OF THE BOARD
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MIAMIDADE
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA Memorandum

Date: May 6, 2025

To: Honorable Chairman Anthony Rodriguez Agenda Item No. 8(P)(1)
and Members, Board of County Commissioners

From: Daniella Levine Cava ”, X ptrnt - Resolution No. R-435-25
Mayor y WA VN~ i

Subject: Recommendation to Award a Contract for Janitorial Services for Metrorail, Metromover,
Bus Garages and Multi-Function Office Buildings

Summary
This item is for the purchase of janitorial services for Metrorail and Metromover systems, bus garages

and multi-function office buildings managed by the Department of Transportation and Public Works
(DTPW). The contract provides daily, weekly, bi-weekly, and monthly heavy cleaning of the County’s
Metrorail and Metromover cars and stations to include offices, guard stations, kiosks, and platforms, as
well as daily, weekly and monthly cleaning services for all DTPW bus garages and office buildings.
Approval of this contract will allow DTPW to maintain transit systems and County facilities in an attractive,
neat, clean, organized, and safe manner for continuous usage for community patrons and County staff.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the Board of County Commissioners (Board) approve a competitive contract
award, Contract No. EVN0O006752, Janitorial Services for Metrorail, Metromover, Bus Garages, and
Multi-Function Office Buildings to EFCO USA Inc. (EFCO) in the amount of $30,621,261 for a three-year
term for DTPW. This contract will replace Contract No. 9562-34DTPW awarded under Prequalification
Pool No. 9562-5/22, Janitorial Services, which was established by the Board via Resolution No. R-456-
12 for five years, with one five-year renewal. The pool was subsequently extended by the Board for two
years via Resolution No. R-1113-22.

Background
The contract will provide for the purchase of janitorial services under the following groups: Group 1 —

Metrorail South; Group 2 — Metrorail North; Group 3 — Metromover System; Group 4 — Transit Garages;
Group 5 — Multiuse Office Buildings; and Group 6 — Specialized Roving Crew for DTPW Facilities. The
services will include sweeping, mopping, graffiti removal, cleaning and disinfecting carpets, tiles,
windows, water fountains, dusting furniture, emptying trash cans and recycling containers, cleaning of
escalators, elevators, hallways, restrooms, offices, guard booths and kiosks.

A solicitation was issued under full and open competition on February 9, 2024. On the closing date of
April 25, 2024, the County received nine proposals. On May 7, 2024, the proposals were submitted to
the Office of Small Business Development (SBD) for compliance review as the solicitation had set-aside
contract measures; two proposers were deemed non-compliant. After the initial proposal review, some
issues were identified with the proposals from two other vendors and a responsiveness determination
was requested from the County Attorney’s Office (CAO) on May 5, 2024; both proposals were deemed
non-responsive on May 21, 2024, as they failed to submit the required documentation.

Three evaluation meetings were conducted to review the five responsive proposals between June 2024
and July 2024. At the conclusion of the meetings, the Competitive Selection Committee (Committee)
concurred and concluded that EFCO, the highest ranked proposer, had the necessary experience,
capabilities, and qualifications to successfully perform the scope of services required in the solicitation.
The Committee’s recommendation was also based on EFCO’s staffing approach, transition and
recruitment, and the company’s experience in performing similar services. Strategy and negotiations
meetings were held in October 2024 where a seven percent price reduction was achieved. A copy of
the Coordinator’s Report is attached.
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An award recommendation was issued on October 7, 2024. On October 11, 2024, McKenzie’s Cleaning
Inc. filed a formal bid protest. A bid protest hearing was scheduled for November 5, 2024, but was later
postponed to December 10, 2024, at the request of the protestor and approved by the Clerk of the
Board. On January 6, 2025, the Hearing Examiner denied the protest and upheld the recommendation
to award EFCO, based on the evidence presented, the arguments made, and applicable procurement
law. The Hearing Examiner’s Report with recommendations is attached.

Scope
The scope of this item is countywide in nature.

Fiscal Impact/Funding Source

The fiscal impact for the three-year term is $30,621,261, which includes a 10 percent contingency to
account for future living wage adjustments and the addition of sites and/or service locations during the
contract term. The services are currently performed under another contract in the pool, and the contract
is valued at $895,088 per month. The annualized allocation under the proposed contract is slightly lower
than the current contract for the same services and is based on lower monthly pricing under the proposed
contract.

Department Allocation Funding Source Contract Manager
DTPW $30,621,261 | DTPW Operating Lazaro Dominguez
Total $30,621,261

Track Record/Monitor
Vanessa Stroman of the Strategic Procurement Department (SPD) is the Procurement Contracting
Manager.

Delegated Authority

If this item is approved, the County Mayor or County Mayor’s designee will have the authority to execute
the agreement and exercise all provisions of the contract, including any cancellation or extensions,
pursuant to Section 2-8.1 of the County Code and Implementing Order 3-38.

Vendor Recommended for Award

Number of
Employee
Vendor Principal Address Alégtr::;s Principal Residents A?/\:g?dpesd
1) Miami-Dade
2) Percentage*
7855 NW 29 Street 344 A, B,C,D
EFCO USA INC ee Same Nicolas H Posselt o
DoraI, FL 97.38% and E

*Provided pursuant to Resolution No. R-1011-15. Percentage of employee residents is the percentage of vendor’s
employees who reside in Miami-Dade County as compared to the vendor’s total workforce.

Vendors Not Recommended for Award

Vendor Local Address Reason for Not Recommending
Chi Ada Corporation Yes Deemed non-compliant by SBD (memo
Clean Space Inc No attached)
Integrity Janitorial Service Corp Yes Deemed non-responsive by the CAO
MDD Janitorial Yes (opinion attached)
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Vendor Local Address Reason for Not Recommending
Dream Clean Inc Yes
McKenzie’'s Cleaning Inc Yes . .
National Cleaning Contractors USA Inc Yes Evaluation Scores/Ranking
N&K Enterprises Yes

Due Diligence

Pursuant to Resolution No. R-187-12, due diligence was conducted in accordance with SPD’s
Procurement Guidelines to determine vendor responsibility, including verifying corporate status and that
there are no performance and compliance issues through various vendor responsibility lists and a
keyword internet search. The lists that were referenced included convicted vendors, debarred vendors,
delinquent contractors, suspended vendors, and federal excluded parties. There were no adverse
findings relating to vendor responsibility.

Pursuant to Resolution No. R-140-15, prior to re-procurement, a full review of the scope of services was
conducted to ensure the replacement contract reflects the County’s current needs. The review included
holding meetings and drafting sessions with the user department. The scope of services was updated
to include increasing staffing needs based on the additional sites and needed services to be added in
the future to serve the community.

Applicability of Ordinances and Contract Measures

e The two percent User Access Program applies where permitted by funding source.
o The Small Business Enterprise Set-Aside and Local Preference applied.

e The Living Wage Ordinance applies.

Attachments
[

W
Jimmy'Morales
Chief Operating Officer
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Memorandum
Date: July 24, 2024

To: Namita Uppal, C.P.M.
Director and Chief Procurement Officer
Strategic Procurement Department

Thru: Lydia Osborne, Ph.D., CPPO, CPPB, NIGP-CPP Lydia Osberne

Assistant Director
Strategic Procurement Department

From: Tellise Marrast Tellise Marrast

Procurement Contracting Officer
Selection Committee Coordinator

Subject: Report of Competitive Selection Committee (WOPR No.) EVN0006752, Janitorial
Services for Metrorail, Metromovers, Transit Garages, and Multi-Function Office
Building

The Strategic Procurement Department (SPD) issued a competitive Work Order Proposal Request
(WOPR) on February 9, 2024 on behalf of the Department of Transportation and Public Works (DTPW)
to obtain proposals from pre-qualified firms under pool 9562-5/22, Janitorial Services (Group 3), to
provide janitorial services for Metrorail, Metromovers, Transit Garages, and Multi-Function Office
Buildings. The County anticipates awarding a contract for a five-year term.

On April 25, 2024, nine proposals were received in response to the solicitation. The Competitive Selection
Committee (Committee) has completed the evaluation of five responsive proposals following the
guidelines published in the solicitation. Implementing Order No. 3-34, Formation and Performance of
Competitive Selection Committees and Implementing Order No. 2-13, Guidelines and Procedures
Regarding Legal Opinions, establishes certain timeframes for the completion of reviews and receipt of
information during the evaluation phase. Compliance with timeframes is included for each section below
where applicable.

Competitive Selection Committee meeting dates:

June 10, 2024 (Kick off Meeting)

June 28 and July 2, 2024 (Evaluation Meetings, Scoring, Raking and Recommendation)
July 17, 2024 (Reconvened Evaluation Committee, Scoring, Ranking and Recommendation)

Verification of compliance with contract measures:

A Small Business Enterprise (SBE) set-aside was assigned to this solicitation. On April 29, 2024,
proposals were provided to the Office of Small Business Development (SBD) for review. On May 7, 2024,
SBD determined that Chi-Ada Corporation and Clean Space, Inc. were non-compliant (see attached
memo).

Verification of compliance with minimum qualification requirements and responsiveness:

The solicitation did not have any minimum qualification requirements. On May 5, 2024, the proposals
from Integrity Janitorial Services Corp and M D D Janitorial Services LLC were forwarded to the County
Attorney’s Office (CAO) for review. The CAO responded on May 21, 2024, and deemed the proposals
non-responsive. A copy of the CAQ’s opinion is attached.

Local Certified Veteran’s Business Enterprise Preference:
Veteran’s Preference was considered. None of the proposers qualified for the preference.
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Office of the Inspector General (OIG) and/or Commission on Ethics and Public Trust (COE)
Reports, Findings and/or Enforcement Documentation for Proposer and Subcontractor(s):

Staff submitted a request to OIG and COE on May 21, 2024. A response was received on May 22, 2024,
advising that no reports were found.

Office of the Commission Auditor (OCA) Background Check:

On May 15, 2024, staff provided Committee members with the Neutrality Affidavits, along with the list of
proposers and subcontractors, to complete. This was not provided within 10 days. Staff needed
additional time to review the proposals, verify SBD compliance while pending responsiveness
determination. The completed Neutrality Affidavits and resumes were sent to OCA on May 22, 2024.

A response from OCA was received on May 29, 2024. OCA’s response was not received within three

business days. No conflicts of interest were identified.

Summary of scores:

The Committee conducted scoring in accordance with the criteria outlined in the solicitation

Committee decided not to hold an oral presentation. The final scores are as follows:

The

Group 1 — Metrorail South

Technical Score Price Score Total Combined Price/Cost

Proposer (max. 4500) (max. 500) Score Submitted

(max 5000) Per Year*
EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4465 $2,135,434.44
McKenzie’s Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $2,023,040.16
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $2,522,940.00
N & K Enterprises 2665 170 2835 $2,731,555.92
National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $1,892,206.56

USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases during the term of the contract.

Group 2 — Metrorail North

Technical Score| Price Score Total Combined Price/Cost

Proposer (max 4500) (max 500) Score Submitted

(max 5000) Per Year*
EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4465 $2,415,146.88
McKenzie’s Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $2,258,073.12
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $3,110,520.00
N & K Enterprises 2665 170 2835 $2,989,754.64
National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $1,971,502.20

USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases during the term of the contract.
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Group 3 — Metromover System

Technical Score| Price Score Total Combined Price/Cost

Proposer (max. 4500) (max. 500) Score Submitted

(max 5000) Per Year*
EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4465 $1,799,923.80
McKenzie’s Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $1,762,063.20
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $2,023,476.00
National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $1,543,394.04

USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases during the term of the contract.
**N & K Enterprises did not bid on Group 3

Group 4 — Transit Garages

Technical Score| Price Score Total Combined Price/Cost

Proposer (max. 4500) (max. 500) Score Submitted

(max 5000) Per Year*
EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4465 $1,940,850.60
McKenzie’s Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $1,938,049.48
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $2,411,640.00
National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $1,810,854.12

USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases during the term of the contract.
**N & K Enterprises did not bid on Group 4

Group 5 Multiuse Office Building

Technical Score| Price Score Total Combined Price/Cost
Proposer (max. 4500) (max. 500) Score Submitted
(max 5000) Per Year*
EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4465 $1,100,939.64
McKenzie’s Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $1,172,933.64
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $1,261,680.00
National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $978,875.40
USA, Inc.
*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases during the term of the contract.
**N & K Enterprises did not bid on Group 5
Group 6 — Specialized Crew of 4 for DTPW Facilities
Technical Score| Price Score |Total Combined Price/Cost
Proposer (max. 4500) (max. 500) Score Submitted
(max 5000) Per Year*
EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4465 $585,306.95
McKenzie’s Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $599,105.28
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $619,080.00
National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $516,934.80
USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases during the term of the contract.

**N & K Enterprises did not bid on Group 6
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In accordance with 1.O. 3-34, there were several variances identified that exceeded or were below the
33% of the average score awarded by all Committee members for four of the five proposers based on
the five evaluation criteria. After discussion of the variances during which time Committee members were
given the opportunity to provide a reason for their score and some members agreed to change their
scores, several variances remained. Four Committee members based on the discussion, individual
analysis, and the requirements of the proposal were satisfied with their final scores. It is important to note
that despite these variances, individual rankings of all Committee members were same for the highest
ranked firm.

Local Preference:
Local Preference was considered but did not affect the outcome as the project is set-aside.

Other Information:

After the initial scoring, the Committee reconvened to discuss and evaluate information submitted by one
of the proposers that had not been distributed to the Committee previously. The information was included
as part of the proposer’s initial submission but was inadvertently left out of the files shared with the
Committee. The evaluation of the new information presented led to changes to the initial scores but did
not affect the overall ranking.

Administrative Leave Eligibility:

The following County employees served as scoring members of the Committee and timely completed all
committee-related duties, including submittal of the Neutrality Affidavit within three business days from
Selection Committee Coordinator’s notification; initial scoring within 30 calendar days of Selection
Committee Coordinator’s completion of required reviews; and final scoring at any additional meetings
required within 15 calendar days of initial scoring meeting, and are hereby entitled to one (1) day of paid
administrative leave pursuant to Implementing Order No. 3-34:

Employee’s Name Employee’s Department
Kimberly Craig Library
Renessa Gordon Transportation and Public Works
Rodney McMillian Transportation and Public Works
Scott Nicoll Transportation and Public Works
Leonel Rodriguez Parks, Recreation, and Open Spaces

Negotiations:
The Committee recommends that the County enter into negotiations with the highest ranked proposer,
EFCO USA Inc, for Groups 1 through 6. The following individuals will participate in the negotiations:

Tellise Marrast, Procurement Contracting Officer, SPD

Lazaro Dominguez, Manager, Facilities Maintenance, DTPW

Alonzo Joseph, Chief - Contract and Contracts and Procurement, DTPW
Alexis Castro, Manager — Contracts and Procurement, DTPW

Technical and operational assistance and feedback will be requested from appropriate staff as needed
during the negotiation process.

Consensus Statement:

The Committee concurs that EFCO USA Inc. has the necessary experience, capabilities, and
qualifications to successfully perform the services. Based on the evaluations conducted, the firm was
recommended based on their staffing approach; a comprehensive chart explaining their planned
transition and recruitment plan, a detailed training list and product datasheets were provided to further
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demonstrate their capabilities and approach. Additionally, EFCO has extensive County experience
providing the same services.

Copies of the score sheets are attached for each Committee member, as well as a composite score
sheet. Your approval of the Committee’s recommendation is requested.

Digitally signed by Namita
Uppal

Approved DN: cn=Namita Uppal, o=Miami

W“ﬁ‘é Dade County, ou=Chief

Procurement Officer,
email=uppaln@miamidade.gov
,c=US
Date: 2024.08.01 18:57:05
-04'00'

Namita Uppal, C.P.M. Date
Director and Chief Procurement Officer
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MIAMI-DADE
DATE:  May7, 2024 Memorandum
TO: Namita Uppal, Director

Strategic Procurement Department

FROM: Gary Hartfield, Director
Office of Small Business Development

SUBJECT: Compliance Review _
EVN0006752, Janitorial Services — Metrorail, Metromover, Bus-Garages and Multi-
Function Office Buildings

The Office of Small Business Development (SBD) has completed its review of the subject project for
compliance with the Small Business Enterprise Program for Services (SBE-Services). The contract measure
established for this project is a 100.00% SBE-Services Set-Aside.

Strategic Procurement Department submitted a copy of Work Order Proposal Request (WOPR) solicitation
package, which included the tabulation package and Certificate of Assurance affidavits from the firms listed
below. A Utilization Plan (UP) was requested from each firm via SBD'S Business Management Workforce
System (BMWS). The following is the pre-award compliance status and summary:

FIRMS STATUS:
1. Chi-Ada Corporation Non-Compliant
2. Clean Space Inc. Non-Compliant
3. Dream Clean Inc. Complaint
4. EFCO USA, Inc. Compliant
5. Integrity Janitorial Services Corp Compliant
6. McKenzie's Cleaning Inc. : Complaint
7. M D D Janitorial Services LLC Compliant
8. National Cleaning Contractors U.S.A., Inc. Compliant
9. N & K Enterprises Compliant
SUMMARY:

Chi-Ada Corporation (#1), a non-certified SBE-Service firm submitted the required Certificate of Assurance
form at the time of bid submittal to perform Janitorial and Custodial Services at 100% SBE Set Aside; however,
Chi-Ada Corporation does not hold a valid certification. Chi-Ada Corporation graduated from the SBE-
Service program on October 30, 2019, and was removed from continued participation in the SBE
Program. Pursuant to Section IV. B. 8. of Implementing Order 3-41, Small Business Enterprise Program
for the purchase of Goods and Services, states the following:

Pursuant to Section IV. B. 8. of Implementing Order 3-41, Small Business Enterprise Program for the purchase
of Goods and Services:

‘A SBE must have a valid certification in effect at time of bid submittal. For successful bidders,
certification must be maintained from bid award throughout the duration of the agreement. With the
exception of graduation from the SBE Program, loss of SBE certification may lead to removal of the
firm from continued participation in the SBE Program.”

Chi-Ada Corporation was notified of their non-compliance status on May 7, 2024,

Chi-Ada Corporation is not in compliance with Implementing Order 3-41, which governs the SBE-Services
program.
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Clean Space Inc. (#2), a non-certified SBE-Service firm submitted the required Certificate of Assurance form
at the time of bid submittal to perform Janitorial and Custodial Services at 100% SBE Set Aside; however,
Clean Space Inc. does not hold a valid certification. Pursuant to Section IV. B. 8. of Implementing Order 3-
41, Small Business Enterprise Program for the purchase of Goods and Services, states the following:

Pursuant to Section IV. B. 8. o'f‘lmplementing Order 3-41, Small Business Enterprise Program for the purchase
of Goods and Services:

“A SBE must have a valid certification in effect at time of bid submittal. For successful bidders,
certification must be maintained from bid award throughout the duration of the agreement. With the
exception of graduation from the SBE Program, loss of SBE certification may lead to removal of the
firm from continued participation in the SBE Program.”

Clean Space Inc. was notified of their non-compliance status on May 7, 2024.

Clean Space Inc. is not in compliance with Implementing Order 3-41, which governs the SBE-Services
program.

Dream Clean Inc. (#3), a certified SBE-Service firm submitted a utilization plan via BMWS commiitting to self-
perform NIGP 91039 Janitorial and Custodial Services with its own forces. The Utilization Plan submitted by
Dream Clean Inc. was approved pursuant to the firm’s commitment to self-performing 100.00% of required
services with its own forces.

Dream Clean Inc. is in compliance with the 100.00% SBE-Services Set-Aside established for this contract.
Dream Clean Inc. is compliant with Implementing Order 3-41, which governs the SBE-Services program.

EFCO USA, Inc. (#4), a certified SBE-Service firm submitted a utilization plan via BMWS committing to self-
perform NIGP 91039 Janitorial and Custodial Services with its own forces. The Utilization Plan submitted by
EFCO USA, Inc. was approved pursuant to the firm’s commitment to self-performing 100.00% of required
services with its own forces.

EFCO USA, Inc. is in compliance with the 100.00% SBE-Services Set-Aside established for this contract.
EFCO USA, Inc. is compliant with Implementing Order 3-41, which governs the SBE-Services program.

Integrity Janitorial Services Corp (#5), a certified SBE-Service firm submitted a utilization plan via BMWS
committing to self-perform NIGP 91039 Janitorial and Custodial Services with its own forces. The Utilization
Plan submitted by Integrity Janitorial Services Corp was approved pursuant to the firm’'s commitment to self-
performing 100.00% of required services with its own forces.

Integrity Janitorial Services Corp is in compliance with the 100.00% SBE-Services Set-Aside established for
this contract. Integrity Janitorial Services Corp is compliant with Implementing Order 3-41, which governs the
SBE-Services program.

McKenzie’s Cleaning, Inc. (#6), a certified SBE-G&S firm submitted the required Certificate of Assurance
(COA) form and Utilization Plan (UP) committing to self-perform Janitorial and Custodial Services with its own
forces. The UP submitted by McKenzie's Cleaning, Inc. was approved pursuant to the firm’s commitment to
self-performing 100% of required services with its own forces.

McKenzie’'s Cleaning, Inc. is in compliance with the 100% SBE-G&S Set-Aside established for this contract.

McKenzie's Cleaning, Inc. is compliant with Implementing Order 3-41, which governs the SBE-Services
program.
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M D D Janitorial Services, LLC (#7), a certified SBE-G&S firm submitted the required Certificate of
Assurance (COA) form and Utilization Plan (UP) committing to self-perform Janitorial and Custodial Services
with its own forces. The UP submitted by MDD Janitorial Services, LLC. was approved pursuant to the firm’s
commitment to self-performing 100% of required services with its own forces.

MDD Janitorial Services, LLC is in compliance with the 100% SBE-G&S Set-Aside established for this
contract. MDD Janitorial Services, LLC is compliant with Implementing Order 3-41, which governs the SBE-
Services program.

National Cleaning Contractors U.S.A., Inc. (#8), a certified SBE-Service firm submitted a utilization plan via
BMWS committing to self-perform NIGP 91039 Janitorial and Custodial Services with its own forces. The
Utilization Plan submitted by National Cleaning Contractors U.S.A., Inc. was approved pursuant to the firm’'s
commitment to self-performing 100.00% of required services with its own forces.

National Cleaning Contractors U.S.A., Inc. is in compliance with the 100.00% SBE-Services Set-Aside
established for this contract. National Cleaning Contractors U.S.A., Inc. is compliant with implementing Order
3-41, which governs the SBE-Services program.

N & K Enterprises, Inc (#9), a certified SBE-G&S firm submitted the required Certificate of Assurance (COA)
form and Utilization Plan (UP) committing to self-perform Janitorial and Custodial Services with its own forces.
The UP submitted by N & K Enterprises, Inc. was approved pursuant to the firm's commitment to self-
performing 100% of required services with its own forces.

N & K Enterprises, Inc. is in compliance with the 100% SBE-G&S Set-Aside established for this contract. N
& K Enterprises, inc. is compliant with Implementing Order 3-41, which governs the SBE-G&S program.

SBD has verified that none of the aforementioned firms are listed with an open violation on the Compliance
report of Open and Closed Small Business Wage and/or Workforce Violations in the last three (3) years, as
of May 7, 2024.

Please note that SBD'’s staff reviewed the specifics for compliance with the SBE-Services program. The
Strategic Procurement Department is responsible for any other issues that may exist. Should you have any
questions or need any additional information, please do not hesitate to call Etheria Collie-Rolle, SBD Section
Manager at (305) 375-3190.

c: Laurie Johnson, SBD

Tellise Marrast, SPD
File
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Date: May 21, 2024

To: Tellise Marrast
Procurement Contracting Officer
Strategic Procurement Department

From: Annery Pulgar Alfonso
Assistant County Attorneys

Subject: Response to Request for Responsiveness Determination on EVN0006752

This memorandum is prepared in response to your request for responsiveness opinion that
the undersigned received on May 13, 2024. The solicitation at issue sought proposals from
qualified firms for the purchase of janitorial services for Metrorail, Metromover, bus garages, and
multi-function office buildings. You identified issues with two proposers: (1) Integrity Janitorial
Corporation (“Integrity Janitorial); and (2) M D D Janitorial (“M D D). For the reasons set forth
below, both Integrity Janitorial’s and M D D’s proposal are non-responsive.

DISCUSSION

In general, a proposal may be rejected or disregarded if there is a material variance between
the proposal and the solicitation. While a minor variance will not invalidate the proposal, a material
variance will. See Robinson Elec. Co. v. Dade County, 417 So.2d 1032, 1034 (Fla. 3d DCA 1982).
The determination of whether a variance is material or minor is fact specific and may differ from
bid to bid. Florida courts have used a two-part test to determine if the variance in a proposal
constitutes a material and, therefore, nonwaivable issue: (1) whether the effect of the waiver would
be to deprive the County of the assurance that the contract would be entered into, performed, and
guaranteed according to its specific requirements; and (2) whether it would adversely affect
competitive bidding by placing a proposer in a position of advantage over other proposers. See
Glatstein v. City of Miami, 399 So. 2d 1005, 1007-08 (Fla. 3d DCA 1981).

You have advised that Integrity Janitorial failed to provide Attachment 3 - Price Proposal
Schedule, and M D D failed to provide both Attachment 2- Proposer Information and Attachment
3 - Price Proposal Schedule. Price is a material element of the solicitation. Integrity Janitorial’s
and M D D’s respective failure to provide the County with a price proposal as required by the RFP
deprives the County of the assurance that the contract the County is soliciting would be entered
into and performed according to the County’s specific requirements. Accordingly, without the
material element of price, Integrity Janitorial’s and M D D’s proposals are each incomplete and

non-responsive.

Annefy Pulgar Alfonso
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WOPR- EVNO0D6752

JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS
COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME _A T Y
’)/V MI
EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA  Maximum Points - Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc zmmwﬂﬂumﬂham N&K Enterprises | McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience | m.m.u e . <o - —~ 1
and demonstrate Past Experience ; 3 ' "] Lo ,mlU\ G L. OO0 M~ >
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, = 200 : = Flrom oo .
and record keeping e L C, - ~ 5 [ LD 1 S8y
~— — .rlb . |
Proposer’s approach to providing the 250 ; % | /w/ o ot
service requested in this Solicitation ] AE . ~ ! ) & o<
) = - -
==
e O
Proposer's Financial Capability c20f o - a o o o
i - -~ - .\\.‘ /Lu -~ = ¥ M
0
Total Technical Points 900
‘ T—
Proposer’s proposed price - 100 -~ b [
TOTAL POINTS 1000 0
. P : ; Y s 7 g _\ ey G e~ B
I understand that by typing my namae into the signature block, | am electronically executing this ./ N O (0% . i A o 2
form and EWuEﬂnNHmenumn-ﬂg own evaluation of Proposals. ) A - ! = - = _ _J M(J\U
| VARW1||V 6l 2%/ 2 ¢
- -



WOPR- EVN0006752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

3
F \ o m\}/
. Y r H -
COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: 4 ,7\@0\&\#\ /\/ /(\MW\H Y &/
DREAM CLEAN _
EVALUATION PROPOSERS -
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USAInc National Cleaning N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning inc
Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience ! .
and demonstrate Past Experience 290 : \* Mx\ \(u
Proposer's mﬁmmim capabilities, reporting, 200 \ oy 5
and record keeping B,
(p]
Proposer's approach to providing the 2 w —
! Iy S 50 I Tal o
service requested in this Solicitation R I 5]
N W o
4
o . : b =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 \xb,
R :%\.w
Total Technical Points - 900
Proposer's proposed price - 100
TOTAL POINTS 1000
| : ; : ) — e
understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically executing this / hQ O
form and the scores included are based upon my own ..m<m_cmzos of Proposals. L

b e

711712024
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WOPR- EVNOD06752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME — LENESSA & orbon!

EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc z»ﬂﬁﬂ“ﬂhum N&K Enterprises | McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor’s Experience 250 I N ., ' & LI -
and demonstrate Past Experience 3 7 e pld C —
R e
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, - E 23 ) I3 {4 =
and record keeping 200 - h\ &f ) . [ 7D &
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 ) . T ] Walrad .
service requested in this Solicitation ’ ; AT~ i / B ‘ ©
- = ~
)
| g O
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 S [T fF — Q
(o Ay ~f =
0
Total Technical Points 900 ~ 7 ) I = 1N ' T
Qs 48 . 3 4 -
Proposer’s proposed price 100 e D iy, A /S S
.|\\ = # 3 = / P
TOTAL POINTS 1000 . 0 0 0 0 0

262024



WOPR- EVN0006752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: \ﬁlmfmm‘% Gokdo 7\

&G eoupl.

DREAM CLEAN
EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc Halioral Cleaniog N&K Enterprises | McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 s
and demonsirate Past Experience
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, 200
and record keeping 2. M
N~
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 oy
service requested in this Solicitation 4 ~, m
: a
_— . =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 oA
Total Technical Points 900 ava
Proposer's proposed price 100 &l
TOTAL POINTS 1000 &

jie the signature biock, | am electronically executing this

Lpan my nss,mﬂ_m.ﬁmmﬂ:!w&ﬂmﬁ.

A )

_.
N\ SIGNATURE

THTIZ024
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WOPR- EVNO0O06752

JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME Lﬁ@ﬁf/\ IQ-CE& 8 R%UCE

EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA

National Cleaning

Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc Contractons N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc

F: g ¥ = ,_—’
Proposer's and Subconu'actqfs Experience 250 - 9 D ~ Sl
and demonstrate Past Experience —r —
Proposer's stafﬁr)g capabilities, reporting, 200 B, | ‘: :j. C}
and record keeping -
Proposer's approach to providing the = e ’/ o
service requested in this Solicitation ‘ s
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 £ D I . =

0
Total Technical Points 300 OO S50 S B
Proposer's proposed price 100 7~ =€, £ o

TOTAL POINTS

1000

| understand that by typing my name into the signature biock, | am electronically executing this

lumandmesmmiaib:sipmmmwﬁmumm

o {

SIGNATURE

B2ER024

Lo |25 oy

DATE

MDCO018
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WOPR- EVNO006&752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: |_€ (OINT \ oA ww T

DREAM CLEAN

EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA

Maximum Points

Dream Clean

EFCO USA Inc

National Cleaning
Contractors

N&K Enterprises

McKenzie's Cleaning Inc

Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience

TOTAL PQINTS

and demonstrate Past Experience 250 200
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, 200 )
and record keeping Uf D
P r ch iding thi @
roposer's approach to providing the . ~—
service requested in this Solicitation ol i & m
O
- y =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 -~ =
Total Technical Points 900 1 "5 =
Proposer's proposed price 100 So ™

SIGNATURE

TITrE0R4

3ia/2y

DATE




\ A - D B A,
! i \ rf - _,_._ h __.I.“v ‘.\la.\ .\\,\\.\ \\
oy N -
= V' \ ! X \I\I\Il.l r _“_\x_
WOPR- EVN0006752, | /oo ( VK \
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS mb._mﬁmmw AND E_—u_:._._ _u_-_zn._.nDZ OFFCE mc:-_u_zmm 4 i .ﬁ..‘ 3 i v
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS / \ m,.._, ; J v i
ce  Th Y n : AN )
COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME ™ g AL \u
/rp..“/”.‘ v ¥
EVALUATION PROPOSERS - et
CRITERIA  Waximumpoins | Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc MR Gl ot N&K Enterprises | McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience : ; ) . e _—
and demonstrate Past Experience il / g ¢4 (rg") 5" \ 7) 5 /795
! : MW b ]
2 ol S
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, = ..m_.o_.u . )._.“_"u. A
and record keeping : & U / @ o ! il A ) \Q\ f & hU_
/ _‘x / R ”.\ A ‘_\\-
. il b N
Proposer's approach to providing the e o o T o
service requested in this Solicitation —~ / & > = e / 50 o o
._. o 2
: O
Proposer | Capabil e 1D nDu
roposer’s Financial Capability e 2007 L - &
[% 0 /00 15 S
e
5 Q‘ .. .‘ #
% [ = = ! s | .
LY |Latf y Ry
Total Technical Points 900 1h0”" \N n\ \_ - 0 7 K g f ¥
i w il : i
# oo -
Proposer's proposed price _ =
TOTAL POINTS 1000 0 0 . 0 D | £ 0 0
b {4 1) Qv 1 ¥
) ' ) | i \..‘ . ..\ m.\
.__\L\.\_ e 1 N\ m ¥ x..o. \.\
| understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | 2m electronically executing this ¢ b N# 7 X o A
form and the scores included are 4 o L 71 ) _).,_ 4 \
V4

el

gngHgH e

=

L

SIGNATURE

_.._r\\w\ v JETE




WOPR- EVN0006752 \\

JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME:

& e /K/

DREAM CLEAN Y
EVALUATION ™ PROPOSERS : S \ P
CRITERIA Maximum Points / Dream Clean p d EFCO USA Inc Nationdl Cleaning N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
( F Contractors
X e
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 L
and demonstrate Past Experience SR B
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, . £
. 200 oy
and record keeping -
-—
Proposer's approach to providing the = AP (V)
; i o o 0 o
service requested in this Solicitation O
7N
=
: =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 M\ i3
Total Technical Points 9800 )
: w/
Proposer's proposed price 100 xm 9
TOTAL POINTS 1000 Z M &)

i / / {
| understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically executing this s, / ; \
form m:ﬁ.ﬂm scores included are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals. S/ p S , ; &

\\ N \ 7\\ S \ g™ o \\ \w \\\\ “ x,,\ WQ 7 b\\\ ‘ “,,,,, M.,\/ \
e M G /A 4 / S LT ) / N
,,\ ' / \\ \< _ f\
SIGNATURE : , DATE :
\ 3 - 7 \\m g | N\
L= [ 202
/ I

7172024
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WOPR- EVN0006752

JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME < .. ___,L:, Al Bssr: Do DTF
i (Pl &™™

EVALUATION PROPOSERS ; Fute
CRITERIA ARl National Cleaning . . .
: ‘_..Ew&.._a Paints Dream Clean EFCO USAnc Cortrastors N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience |- oED = il . _ LIm
and demonstrate Past Experience : i 22N e T 10 | R N
Proposer’s staffing capabilities, reporting, 200 - _ P J
and record keeping BE LY [ __i_ W\HJ X/ o
Propeser's approach to providing the SR I Sa— P .
service requested in this Solicitation Sl : hl )N, Lo LN\ ___ [ & ﬂ
: ‘ -
= . &)
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 : y2gl o ® = - Q
o = e 2 LA P (. M
-0
: : o T [ _
Total Technical Points 900 (2 R ) 370
Proposer’s proposed price ‘Eo = St SO <
TOTAL POINTS 1000 Al 6lc. O do o 372

| understand that by typing my nams into the signature black, | am electronically execuling this

form and the scores &

are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals.

S
(s

SIGMATURE
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WOPR- EVNOQ06752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS
COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: < .+ [M.co )| Assr. Direers- TP
DREAM CLEAN
EVALUATION PROPOSERS )
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc Natianal Cisaning N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 = \
and demonstrate Past Experience 2 2.5

Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting,

and record keeping 2m _ .\w .u\

™
Proposer's approach to providing the (V)
service requested in this Solicitation i U/\F.V\ m
0
o - =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 o
Total Technical Points 900 L x
Proposer's proposed price 100 [
TOTAL POINTS 1000 ] &S

| understand that by typing my name info the signature block, | am edectronically executing this

form and the scores included are upan ewvaluation of Proposals. )
h\ﬁl/.\. 7 J 20w
g \ -+

EGNATURE DATE

THT2024
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WOPR- EVNOD06752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME _ﬂ ,3W n\l ﬁ\.ﬁ & m

EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA - Maximum Points it Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc Ratiout Cianing N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
e S Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience | g9 o i - - .
and demonstrate Past Experience : ./ - S 2 - (4
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reparting, SoeRa ‘ g -
and record keeping i 7. Al £ < -
. \_J &
Proposer's approach to providing the e ) - 5
service requested in this Solicitation S = A ; - ) FEs = e o)
S i AN
o
—_— i : . . - —~ O
Proposer's Financial Capability s 200 - 2 { Jin g o)
- A ) = i3 /(\_ |
E 5 — - o £ e M
0
Total Technical Points : 1900
Proposer's proposed price . 100 : = 3 e ~/ :IMI
TOTAL POINTS L 000 -
|u_ P - o )
[ understand that by typing my name into tha signature black, | am electronicaly executing this i 8 e .ﬂ I =G = o
form and the included are based upon my own evaluztion of Proposals. . T = oz?
Ko~ _Glzxlay
JTURE DATE
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S~
WOPR- EVN0006752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS
COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: wA A O\,\ -
MY i Lt f
DREAM CLEAN L N\VJX.W : .
EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc National Cleaning N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience Ly
and demonstrate Past Experience 220 m O
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, 200 ;o
and record keeping ] \U Q
. (o]
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 N
service requested in this Solicitation ho.u
0
N - , =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 / wﬁ\v‘.\uj
Total Technical Points 900
' : O~
Proposer's proposed price - 100 / /U .
TOTAL POINTS 1000

I understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically executing EWJ \,V po

form and the score$ incjdded are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals. \ \
é {

SIGNATURE DATE

711712024
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WOPR- EVNO00B752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

CORETEE BRI~ RS D Gt

EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc Hatinesl Clesring N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 5 A 4 Fe =
and demonstrate Past Experience | A ' — " -
7 L = L #
T > ) . > :
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, 200 . o e .\.).,_ A~ -
and record keeping ) = o F it Y
Proposer's approach to providing the 280 - 1l w P
service requested in this Solicitation — . e A I ﬂ
oS
o / o O
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 i I = vay fE = ()
L 5 (/ L = S
0
Total Technical Points 900 NCAT N == 1 A / N
_— o 7 . J g = v
. e 1 = o
Proposer's proposed price 100 —afl LA <7
e ; - ! =
TOTAL POINTS 1000 0 0 0 0 0
_.\..x. —f = (T % x}.
| understand that by typing my signatura block, | am electronically executing this (074 - - L AL,

form and the scocesinchuded 2

SIGNATURE DATE

BR2B2024
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WOPR- EVNO00B752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: \mm\/_ ESSA Gorbo ?ﬁ

DREAM CLEAN
EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc Biadmend Chmsingy N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 ~ R
and demonstrate Past Experience ] )
[t
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, / .
and record keeping L f 2 .
(e 0]
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 PR w
service requested in this Solicitation ! O
& _ =
-
=
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 £
Total Technical Points 900 Pree
Proposer's proposed price 100 ~
TOTAL POINTS 1000 1

&3\%\\ .

DATE

THT0ze
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WOPR- EVNOOO6752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME |_£7)N €| Coclsi Uz

MNational Cleaning

TOTAL POINTS

1000

o

EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA . 2 " e .
Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc Coilitractons N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience P I - T
and demonstrate Past Experience aed RS = oyl = =y [ & o F ~D
Proposer's m._m_ﬁ_.dm capabilities, reporting, 200 . P /Y 3 = ~
and record keeping { e - 4 ) } Ty
- =" |/
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 B = o
service requested in this Solicitation ~ ¥ 5 7 . (o)}
— - ™ L - 2
O
. - O
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 Y | : : . ()
N — b e ot S
0
Total Technical Points 900 (=7 ) T = 5 E IS S— 1) ¢
oL <00 (D o2 =00
5 . Vi = IF = ,
Proposer's proposed price 100 > 2 =>C @U S

| understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically executing this

form and the scores included are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals.

il

T

SIGHMATURE

E2a2024

(025 2

DATE
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WOPR- EVN0006752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: =
DREAM CLEAN ﬁ\ﬂwauv%zmwﬂ mmwnwnw_1_mwrummw
EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc zuwﬂﬂﬂunhﬂham N&K Enterprises | McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 -~ -
and demonstrate Past Experience b 27 e O
Proposer’s staffing capabilities, reporting, 200 o ~
and record keeping — o0
o
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 == . (90)
service requested in this Solicitation P W L m
a
- y i =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 =
Total Technical Points 900 = i S
Proposer's proposed price 100 S D

TOTAL POINTS

1000

(N

I understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am slectronically executing this

ez

(

SIGNATURE

THTROZE




e ? N\
.M, A -
i h i ) ....‘
i \\. .,\...\tn.‘ .._w\\. (\.
WOPR- EVN0006752 B \m
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI ﬂczn._._oz OFFCE BUILDINGS o g i iy al, 7
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS y ) o / 5
/ ; a sl [ A= ML v W
g - -._x___.-.o.‘ o _\. nl.__... H . V ,
COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME L / . { [ o] rpdl Y/ )
EVALUATION™ PROPOSERS S by 7 Ve o [ 1 7V /
CRITERIA  Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc NakioHAr CIeaning .+~ N&K m:ﬁaq_mmm McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
SRS e Contracto |~
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience Sete ! . 9 u\\ 7~
and demonstrate Past Experience 2 mmc : / DO R, Do -
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, : 0 x ) . j -
and record keeping ; w / & & # £y 0 0 & 0
- L ferrmene) £t gt
Proposer's approach to providing the : 250 : . ) ) (n _—— )
service requested in this Solicitation P L D & =t o L n [V H ) B 2 —
- Lrir e 45 . a0 \\I\I‘T' L% 3
L 50 — )
- o i N |yt = J O
Proposer's Financial Capability | Sianpnae | Y 1o A ” B 172 Q
0
~ L* .___J ' D
: ___..._ o n.._r\ P A .
Total Technical Points : 900 1 LA 7] & | & . i s\? i
; i A S [< % &% g 7 i [
. : ; ~ o = o<
Proposer's proposed price 100 : 70 15 /0 . 0 gl 4 =
TOTAL POINTS 1000 0 ¥ 0 /7 0 y
W ;
F i
| understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically executing this JE qh\ .
form and the scores included are based upon my own evaluafion of Proposals. Y
Lw— 6/2 \N f 7
/! |
SIGNATURE DATE



WOPR- EVN0006752

JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: | |
DREAM CLEAN P A
EVALUATION PROPOSERS - \J
BRATEREX Maximum Points ream Clean EFCO USA Inc National Cleaning N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience
: 250

and demonstrate Past Experience \ 5D

Proposer's mﬁmmim capabilities, reporting, 200 &

and record keeping @
A

Proposer's approach to providing the ™

. e 250 o

service requested in this Solicitation O
7~
=

P ‘s Financial Capability 200 =

roposer's Financial Capabili : . /
Total Technical Points 900 ILTD
Proposer's proposed price 100
TOTAL POINTS 1000

1 understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically executing this
form and the scores included are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals.
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EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME < f ~, . o
ly..u..\l\ Z.m)\;xd (U (S ._...._‘.Fﬁ“r\td‘_\ i *u_\.ﬂuﬁh\

e

EVALUATION PROPOSERS oof
CRITERIA - Maximum Points = Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc ZNWNMH”.H_MM«M_:M N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience R — y - ~ R
and demonstrate Past Experience 2 Ufu 3 \,_\ © v x W\U 23 =
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, ) o = ~ —
and record keeping 20 | [ 32 0 [ © =
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 =y — = . -
service requested in this Solicitation : : &y & = (%, m e - o ™M
- ™
O
P r's Financial Capabili o . = - nDu
roposer's Financial Capability s _ - - ]
(0]
otal Technical Points © e00 R - c
T c | Po 2 : £ 5 § e o W y o
Proposer’s proposed price 100 P 30 <O L&
TOTAL POINTS 1000 0 L8 o 90 o \Le o 50

| understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically executing this

form and the scores incleded based upon fny own evaluation of Proposals.
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EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBERNAME: S ot Nico/V | Asse Dircesor  PT Fw
DREAM CLEAN
EVALUATION PROPOSERS ) )
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc National Cleaning N&K Enterprises | McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Contractors
Proposer's and Subcentractor's Experience
and demonstrate Past Experience =3 Q\.\Nm\\
Proposer's ﬂmmﬁm capabilities, reporting, 200 gy 5
and record keeping _\ P
4
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 L %
service requested in this Solicitation s Lo &)
Y
-
=
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 @Q
Total Technical Points 900 P [~
= I.\_
Proposer's proposed price 100 __‘ i
TOTAL POINTS 1000 7L u\
1 undierstand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am elecironically executing this
form and the scores inciuded are based upon my own evaieation of Proposals.
P p— 7)rfons

A
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WOPR- EVNO0D6752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

noa:_jmm MEMBER NAME x . SWQL(/ Q&fnu

EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA

- Maximum Points

Dream Clean

EFCO USA Inc

National Cleaning
Contractors

N&K Enterprises

McKenzie's Cleaning Inc

Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 £ m L |7
and demonstrate Past Experience } g/ o - et
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, 200 B . [
and record keeping - ; \ O/
O 7/
L
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 _ b
service requested in this Solicitation e D ¢ "o ©
% o
Proposer's Financial Capability el Fa S Q
F PE (5 é =
0
Total Technical Points 900

Proposer’s proposed price

TOTAL POINTS

Hiﬁn—mgn&m_wgaﬂznﬂq:muﬁiﬂmﬁm_n:m"ﬁd!nﬂr_H:Lwﬂu:guﬁﬁmqﬁsmm

form and the scores i ed are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals.
|
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JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

-

7 \
COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: £ el by o 3
DREAM CLEAN R
EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA National Cleaning

Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc

Contractors

N&K Enterprises

McKenzie's Cleaning Inc

Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience
and demonstrate Past Experience

Nmo \%O

Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting,
and record keeping

,;Moo xﬂ@

TOTAL POINTS 1000

</
N~
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 ™
service requested in this Solicitation ho.u
0
P ‘s Fi ial Capability 200 =
roposer's Financial Capabili : Ve
OO
Total Technical Points 900
Proposer's proposed price 100 T 0O

I understand that by typing mpy name into the signature block, | am electronically executing this
form and the scores incjudgd are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals.

I7/z 4

JTURE DATE
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JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

P —— L Do

\/

Erroup >

EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc zmmnzm_ i N&K Enterprises | McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
ontractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 T s N - ) = N
and demonstrate Past Experience A =0 b - .
e (7~ i p. =Sl
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, 200 - ey R B
and record keeping 7 i (o
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 ¥ 5 -,
service requested in this Solicitation i ..- %
N = O
~ ©)
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 o 24 |
~— - r\. L M
0
Total Technical Points 900 = A . 776
Proposer's proposed price 100 7 i
TOTAL POINTS 1000 0 0 0 0 0
SIGNATURE DATE
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JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: \Au ressh & onrndo N,
"o

TOTAL POINTS

DREAM CLEAN
EVALUATION PROPOSERS
SRITERA Maximurm Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc e N&K Enterprises | McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
ontractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 &5 e W
and demonstrate Past Experience P
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting,
. 200 AN
and record keeping =%
- )]
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 - . (ep)
service requested in this Solicitation - m
a
: . ~ =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 ~
Total Technical Points 900 e e
Proposer's proposed price 100 ~@
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WOPR- EVNO006752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME | €0 € | wO cbrr Juex

EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Paints Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc 2»“9%%”“:@ N&K Enterprises | McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience ey : _— —
and demonstrate Past Experience 8 — = r\\\M mV U £y O L F\Hly_ \n..i“/_\ m.
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, - s B 7~ - i
and record keeping 200 e .M.ﬁ\ \U ,HU /H\J i e \\\u I>)
..\\
Proposer's approach to providing the — . /u B
service reguested in this Solicitation ¥ . = = 2 o
e’ e \\. 4
O
~ -~ nDu
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 ot = —, .
— o0 - — - =
]
Total Technical Points 900 LS S0 0O = ~ 0O
fL_n\ _\ = - s o ) e
i - — - = = 7
Proposer’'s proposed price 100 <D ) \.Mr o { =52
: o
TOTAL POINTS 1000 0 0 0 0 0

1 understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically executing this

form and the scores i ed are basedyupon my own evaluation of Propasals.

[

SIGNATURE DATE

E282024
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JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: ﬂx L0ONE \

Redriques

DREAM CLEAN
EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc Zu_.w_.s.a:m_ Chaaning N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
ontractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 _

and demonstrate Past Experience

@,
U

{

TOTAL POINTS 1000

&)

Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, 200 L
and record keeping e Ml A

_— <

Proposer's approach to providing the 250 B <

service requested in this Solicitation LN m

M)

Proposer's Financial Capability 200 ~ =
Total Technical Points 900 —3 i

Proposer's proposed price 100

into the signature block, | am electronically executing this

| understand that by typing my
aluation of Proposals.

form and the scores ncluds

7

SIGNATURE
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WOPR- EVNO0DS75: N Vg A
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, B GARAGES AND ?._c_-dm_ucznﬂoxz DFFCE BUILDINGS W "
EVALUATION OF muﬂD_qub_rm 4 ik 5 - ) LN 7 bh!
\\ x.x.. _w“ ,\JW Sty \H\ﬁ e .\»?\“. I_\M;Na y. - \_..\
Oogg_jmmﬁ.m_smmm NAME Va 4,\ x e \... | L .\.\
EVALUATION ™ PROPOSERS e : ’ i 3 n | cloani
CRITERIA  Mamumponts | Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc e & o el McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer’'s and Subcontractor's Experience L i 7 Q\L e g
and demonstrate Past Experience m.mc = _\h_h @\\Q & o ﬁv \ M_
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, ;> mon : Al = @ = =
and record keeping J O / % O 2 | A ﬁ 5
)
Proposer's approach to providing the i e . z B \M\ D
service requested in this Solicitation 250 \m\u 8 - A e b g N
A Q
L : TR \ ﬂDU
inanci ili 200555 " ‘ 1 7=
Proposer's Financial Capability A /0D ..Mu 7 \\.# @ m_ 7 =
0 700
x z : :\\w AL & F lJu J
Total Technical Points 800 £ff 0 /b m_‘ 5D [#
. 3 — @ o P
Proposer’s proposed price 100 5 @ b AP D m\U
TOTAL POINTS 1000

| understand that by typing my name inlo the signature block, | am electronically executing this

form and the scores included are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals.

Dne—

SIGNATURE
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JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME:

'

EVALUATION PROPOSERS

CRITERIA

DREAM CLEAN

Maximum Points

TN

I

Dream Clean J

National Cleaning

EFCO USA Inc Contractors

N&K Enterprises

McKenzie's Cleaning Inc

Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience

TOTAL POINTS

100

1000

and demonstrate Past Experience 250
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting,
. 200
and record keeping i
- ™
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 B <
service requested in this Solicitation : \ o ho.u
: [
e . - o =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 fA Q
Total Technical Points 900 LD
Proposer's proposed price ¥

| understand that by typing my name into the signature block, [ am electronically executing this
X?F.szn the scores included are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals.

ut

$ad

7
&m«w T

\&W%wfm M&xm
/

7

4

711772024

SIGNATURE
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JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME S - Z.ncz Hose Dinsae DT

L

EVALUATION PROPOSERS :
CRITERIA - Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc Rational Gleauing MN&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
: Shtes Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 . o - 1
and demonstrate Past Experience 3 P P__ i I\ _ﬁ >
A ) > 'y,
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, e . - -~ )
and record keeping : mS. s a A & e Ve
Proposer's approach to providing the 050 L e .
service requested in this Solicitation Ay . . S & <
= s —— T 4
o
- e O
Proposer's Financial Capability : 200 g —— .w\ )
: : : # s ] M
0 g
/
Total Technical Points L opn il G Lz f &
R u b VB
Proposer's proposed price ..‘..___..__o‘.. SR T2 )r/\v __H
TOTAL POINTS 1000 AR ¢ 0 Gop o .0 “0 .

| understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically execufing this

form and the scores i are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals.
7 T [
Mu.%( b[8(2y
_/ \ SIGNATURE DATE

E/28r2024
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EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: S+ Kliewl/l  Asoe 1Djrecte DTV

DREAM CLEAN

EVALUATION
CRITERIA

PROPOSERS

Maximum Points

Dream Clean

EFCO USA Inc

National Cleaning
Contractors

N&K Enterprises

McKenzie's Cleaning Inc

Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience

and demonstrate Past Experience 23 T .ﬂ
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting,
and record keeping 21 17 u\
0
Proposer's approach to providing the T
service requested in this Solicitation o 22 il m
a
. =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 Ue
Total Technical Points 900 ﬁ L f\\
Proposer's proposed price 100 | o
TOTAL POINTS 1000 LA c,w\\

| understand that by typing my name inlo the signature biock, | am electronically executing this
j Proposals.

form and the scores inciuded are based upon my own

At

SIGNATURE

THTIR2024

27 2R~
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WOPR- EVNDO06752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

com EMBER N
MITTEE MEMBER NAME N.Evm\l(ifu Q&U

EVALUATION PROPOSERS = =
CRITERIA ~ Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USAInc Nutlanel Cleaning N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
EmE ety Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience S 250 ~ —_ - —(
and demonstrate Past Experience : : : Q - s Lf 5 P o4
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporfing, | : : 200 - . O s
and record keeping B iy e e &, - 7 L=
: g7
Proposer's approach to providing the PR . . = L
service requested in this Solicitation = = ; AL 7 L \ N~
= . y e, . =3 B i
Proposer's Financial Capability e PO ) I i Y _ Q
= - /Jul\_
: - =
-0
Total Technical Points 900
Proposer's proposed price
TOTAL POINTS 1000 0 0 0 0 0

_gﬂﬁ&g&ga%ggggi.gggﬁw
form and Euﬂlwzcnmnﬂawﬂmnn_ upon my own evaluation of Proposals.

WO\ — — > @\\Q}ﬁm\mﬁ

/y%/ N
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WOPR- EVN0006752

JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

1 X ,\\./
COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: WN . Z/WUNL\J(/ ,/(\?mw R
DREAM CLEAN J
EVALUATION PROPOSERS o
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc ZNMM.”““.MO_M%_MSQ N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 \ %
and demonstrate Past Experience O
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, ; B
and record keeping 200 / w S
P h t iding th %
roposer's approach to providing the , .
service requested in this Solicitation 200 mj/ - o ho.u
0
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 =
) OD
Total Technical Points 900
Proposer's proposed price 100 [®)
TOTAL POINTS 1000

1 understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically executing this
form and the scores inclfded are based upon my own evaluation of Proposals.

SIGNATU

71172024

1[17] 2 <y

DATE




WOPR- EVNO006752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME — mm\l E mm\«r

EORD onl

CroupH

EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA

National Cleaning

SIGNATURE

Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc Contractors N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 - /) ~ ) P . R
and demonstrate Past Experience .. / A e
L —r o S _—
Proposer's m_mm._qu capabilities, reporting, 200 2 3 4 i |
and record keeping - “f M - — Gy
Proposer’s approach to providing the == ] N - N e
service requested in this Solicitation oo il ’ 7~ o))
4
(@)
| —r /) e Q
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 ,_ﬁ_ " (/S |
- .../l|\\‘. e .rl M
0
< . - —~ i = s N ~F
Total Technical Points 900 ¥ b o ¥ Rl /) =)
&= Cl . o -
: e F o B o e Fa =
Proposer's proposed price 100 A~ S / ot
o ot o . [/ =
TOTAL POINTS 1000 0 0 0 0 0
(7 7 C - 3 Lo
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JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: &) [e<<A 5 obod/

(F fes P

DREAM CLEAN
EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc National Cleaning N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience 250 Fa B
and demonstrate Past Experience —~
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, 200 T
and record keeping 7€
o
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 # To)
service requested in this Solicitation — m
0
o - >
Proposer’s Financial Capability 200
Total Technical Points 900 /)
Proposer's proposed price 100 r
TOTAL POINTS 1000 -

_iﬁiggdgagiﬁgmaggmﬂagﬁgﬁw

form and the scores included are based upon my own evalual
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fl\mﬁz.ﬁcmm
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JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS
EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBERNAME | ¢ Ane | Rpclci quez

EVALUATION PROPOSERS )
CRITERIA Maximum Foints Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂmnw”n“.am N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
Proposer's and Subcontractor’s Experience . N
and demonstrate Past Experience = = _ .\U\, O m 7 L) —
i e
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, — - ~ = ™%
and record keeping i g7 ot et = _0 O - () _U -
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 = ) - - . —~
service requested in this Solicitation e - _\H\ () " N m
&)
P s Financial Capability 200 = e nDu
roposer's Financial Capabili \ P
P P . _ﬂ w ._.IU iv B M
0
- ~ o
i i [ i [ ! i = & ~ {
Total Technical Points 900 Pie £ = ,Q U = 5 (,U oS O O
Proposer's proposed price 100 SO \ o - m ‘ ) = (>
TOTAL POINTS 1000 0 0 0 0 0

| understand that by typing my name into the signature block, | am electronically executing this

== | s[5 /2<]

|

SIGNATURE DATE
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WOPR- EVNOO0E752
JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR DTPW- METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS GARAGES AND MULTI FUNCTION OFFCE BUILDINGS

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME: r 85@\_

ot quez

DREAM CLEAN
EVALUATION PROPOSERS
CRITERIA Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc ZHMuzn_ Cleaning N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
ontractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor’s Experience 250 ; e
and demonstrate Past Experience =7 AN
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, 200 _
and record keeping
AN
Proposer's approach to providing the 250 (p]
service requested in this Solicitation » m
N
| -
. - =
Proposer's Financial Capability 200
Total Technical Points 900 S
Proposer's proposed price 100
TOTAL POINTS 1000
| understand that by typing my the signature biock, | am electronically executing this
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=
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m,,/, e
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COMMITTEE MEMBER NAME

Kimb el

Lrntan,

G

EVALUATION PROPOSERS - ~J
CRITERIA - Maximum Points Dream Clean EFCO USA Inc PO N&K Enterprises McKenzie's Cleaning Inc
: - Contractors
Proposer's and Subcontractor's Experience | 250 < — -~/
and demonstrate Past Experience G = A rﬁ,..,_r.\\, o
Proposer's staffing capabilities, reporting, fe T e <
and record keeping 200 H, >, ‘o B O O
Proposer's approach to providing the ; 250 P ) S
service requested in this Solicitation e : » Mr BV iy o - & & / - o))
: = J { O
| 3]
Proposer's Financial Capability 200 - = ” (= ~ 4 \\\\J = )
; & 2 \J \/ =
=0z
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: = "\f. .ﬁﬂ.,
Proposer's proposed price 100 12 T
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Juan Fernandez-Barquin
CLERK OF THE COURT AND COMPTROLLER
Miami-Dade County, Florida

CLERK OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
STEPHEN P. CLARK GOVERNMENT CENTER

SUITE 17-202

111 N.W. 1%t Street

Miami, FL 33128-1905

Telephone: (305) 375-5126

January 7, 2025

Terriann McKenzie
President/CEO
McKenzie's Cleaning Inc.
20533 NE 6th Court
Miami FL 33179

Re: Bid Protest- EVN0006752 Janitorial Services for Metrorail, Metromover, Bus Garages, and
Multi-Function Office Buildings

Dear Ms. McKenzie:
Forwarded for your information is a copy of the Findings and Recommendation filed by Ms. Leslie

Langbein, Hearing Examiner, in connection with the bid protest hearing, held on
Tuesday, December 10, 2024.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Daysha
McBride at 305-375-1293.

Sincerely,

Juan Fernandez-Barquin
Clerk of The Court and Comptroller

Basia Pruna, Director
Clerk of the Board Division

BP/dmcb

cc:  Honorable Chairman Anthony Rodriguez and Members, Board of County Commissioners (via email)
Honorable Daniella Levine Cava, Mayor, Miami-Dade County (via email)
Jimmy Morales, Chief Operations Officer, Office of the Mayor (via email)
Dr. Carladenise Edwards, Chief Administrative Officer, Office of the Mayor (via email)
Geri Bonzon-Keenan, County Attorney, CAO (via email)
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Ms. McKenzie
President/CEO
McKenzie's Cleaning Inc.

Page 2

January 7, 2025

Gerald Sanchez, First Assistant County Attorney, CAO (via email)
Eduardo Gonzalez, Assistant County Attorney, CAO (via email)
Bruce Libhaber, Assistant County Attorney, CAO (via email)

Clara Pimentel, Assistant Agenda Coordinator, CAO (via email) Karla
Harpaul-Yapp, Paralegal Specialist, CAO (via email) Adeyinka
Majekodunmi, Commission Auditor, OCA (via email) Namita Uppal,
Director, SPD (via email)

Lydia Osborne, Assistant Director, SPD (via email)

Robert Mendoza, Procurement Contracting Office 3, SPD (via email)
Tellise Marrast, Procurement Contracting Officer 2, SPD (via email)
bokoro@chiadacorporation.com, Chi Ada Corporation (via email)
mg@cleanspaceonline.com, Clean Space Inc (via email)
susanne(@dreamcleanmiami.com, Dream Clean (via email)
nicolas@efcoamerica.com, EFCO USA Inc (via email)
Djames4739@aol.com, Integrity Janitorial Corp (via email)
mddjanitorialservices@gmail.com, MDD Janitorial (via email)
njennings@nkjanitorial.com, N K Enterprises (via email)
nationalclean@comcast.net, National Cleaning Contractors (via email)
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

MCKENZIE'S CLEANING, INC.
Petitioner,
V.
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY,
Respondent .
/
In Re Bid Protest of Contract No. EVN0006752

[JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR METRORAIL, METROMOVER,
BUS GARAGES, AND MULTI-FUNCTION OFFICE BUILDINGS]

Appearances:
For: McKenzie’s Cleaning, Inc. Terrianne McKenzie, President
For: Miami Dade County Vanessa Stroman, Miami Dade County

Strategic Procurement Dept
Bruce Libhaber, Esq.
Annery Pulgar Alfonso, Esq.
County Attorney’s Office

Also Present:

Alicia Penn, McKenzie’s Cleaning, Inc.

Rodney McGilvery, Dream Clean, Inc.

Donald James, 1JS

Robert Holland, Esq. on behalf of EFCO USA, Inc.
Mercedes Alvarez, EFCO USA, Inc.

Maria Soledad Bermudez, EFCO USA, Inc.
Daysha McBride, for Clerk of the Board

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE HEARING EXAMINER

The undersigned Hearing Examiner was designated by the Clerk of the Board of County
Commissioners for Miami-Dade County (“County”) to hear, and render findings and

recommendations to resolve, a bid protest filed by McKenzie’s Cleaning, Inc. (“Protestor”) to the
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recommended award of the above contract to EFCO USA, Inc. A hearing was noticed for, and
conducted on, December 10, 2024 at the Stephen P. Clark Government Center, Conference Room
A, 111 N.W. 1st Street, STE 17-202, Miami, Florida 33128. The Protestor and the County both
appeared at the designated time and place. The Protestor affirmed that it would proceed pro se.
Each party was given up to two hours to present its case.

Each party had the opportunity to call witnesses, cross-examine the other party’s
witnesses and present evidence. All hearing witnesses were sworn in. The Protestor called four
(4) witnesses and introduced four (4) exhibits, namely an internal County memo dated April 29,
2024 which noted that the RFP was issued as a set-aside and the anticipated value of the contract
was $12.6 million over five years; an internal County memo dated May 21, 2024, finding two
proposals were non-responsive; an internal County memo dated July 24, 2024 reporting the
scoring results of the competitive selection committee; and Protestor’s protest letter dated
October 11, 2024. Two witnesses called by the Protester, Rodney McGilvery and Donald James,
were representatives of proposers that also failed to receive a contract award. The County chose
not to present any witnesses but submitted the Work Order Proposal Request EVN0006752
(“RFP”) as an exhibit. A stenographer was present and prepared a verbatim transcript of the
proceedings. Upon receipt of the transcript the Hearing Examiner declared the hearing closed.

1. Parties’ Positions

Protestor stated the issues for determination were those stated in her formal protest letter
dated October 11, 2024. These include: 1) whether the RFP required the award of contracts to
multiple proposers; 2) whether there were discrepancies in the stated value of the award; 3)

whether the Competitive Selection Committee abused its discretion in not requiring oral
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presentations; and 4) whether the Competitive Selection Committee properly scored and tallied
the responses to the RFP.

The County’s position was that Protestor had not stated a legally sufficient protest (nor
could prove) that the solicitation and evaluation processes were irregular in any manner, but even
if irregularities occurred, they were insignificant or harmless and do not require invalidation and
re-solicitation.

11. Pertinent Terms of the RFP

The introductory section of the RFP states:

“Proposers may submit a proposal for one (1) group, multiple groups, or all

groups they wish to be considered for. Award of this contract will be on a group-

by-group basis. If a Proposer fails to submit an offer for all items within a group,

its offer for that group may be found non-responsive and rejected. The County

anticipates awarding a single contract per group for a five (5) year period.”

The RFP invited proposers to offer proposals to provide services for one, several or or all
of six different groups, namely Group 1 (Metrorail South), Group 2 (Metrorail North), Group 3
(Metrorail System), Group 4 (Transit Garages), Group 5 (Transit Garages) and Group 6
(Specialized Crew of 4 for DTPW Facilities). The RFP advised proposers that

“Responsive/Responsible proposals will be evaluated and ranked by a Competitive Selection

Committee using the criteria below (Max: 1000 points):

Technical Criteria Points
1. Proposer’s....Experience and Demonstrated Past Performance 250
2. Proposer’s staffing capabilities, reporting and record keeping 200
3. Proposers approach to providing services requested in this Solicitation | 250
4. Proposers Financial Capability 200
Price Criteria Points
5. Proposer’s proposed price 100

Elsewhere the RFP stated the proposed term of a contract was 36 months.
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The RFP noted in bolded typeface:

“Proposers shall submit only one (1) response to the Proposer Information
Section regardless of the number of Groups the proposer is proposing for,
and a separate Attachment 3 — Pricing Proposal Schedule with pricing for
each Group for which the Proposer wishes to be considered for award. In
order to be considered for award of any Group(s), Proposers shall submit the

price proposals for ALL items that fall in that specific Group that
Proposer(s) is proposing on.”

The RFP also noted: “The Competitive Selection Committee will only score the
Technical Criteria portion of each proposal once, regardless of the number of groups pricing is
submitted for. Following evaluation of the technical proposal, the Competitive Selection
Committee will evaluate pricing for each group individually.”

The RFP also notified proposers that upon completion of rating and ranking, the
Competitive Selection Committee “may choose to conduct an oral presentation with the
Proposer(s) which the [sic] deems to warrant further consideration based on, among other
considerations, scores in clusters and/or maintaining competition.”

Finally, the RFP notified proposers that they would be notified in writing when the
County Mayor or a designee made the award recommendation and stated: “The ... award, if any,
shall be made to the Proposer whose proposal shall be deemed by the County to be in the best
interest of the County. Notwithstanding the rights of protest listed below, the County’s decision
to make an award and which proposal is in the best interest of the County shall be final.”

111. History of Solicitation

Nine proposers were determined to comply with the County’s set-aside requirement. Of
the nine proposals submitted, only five were considered responsive. A Competitive Selection
Committee consisting of five members individually evaluated each proposal and then added their

individual scores to arrive at the rankings:
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Group 1 — Metrorail South

Technical Score| Price Score Total Combined Pricu/_Cost

Proposer (max. 4500) (max. 500) Score Submitted

(max 5000) Per Year*
EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4465 $2,135,434.44
McKenzie's Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $2,023,040.16
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $2,522,940.00
N & K Enterprises 2665 170 2835 $2,731,555.92
National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 680 $1,892,206.56

USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases during the term of the contract.

Group 2 - Metrorail North

Technical Score| Price Score Total Combined Price/Cost

Proposer (max 4500) (max 500) Score Submitted

(max 5000) Per Year*
|[EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4485 $2,415,146.88
McKenzie's Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $2,258,073.12
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $3,110,520.00
N & K Enterprises 2665 170 2835 $2,089,754.64
National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $1,971,502.20

USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases Huring the term of the contract.

Group 3 — Metromover System

Technical Score| Price Score | Total Combined Price/Cost

Proposer (max. 4500) (max. 500) Score Submitted

(max 5000) Per Year*
EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4465 $1,799,923.80
McKenzie's Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $1,762,063.20
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $2,023,476.00
|National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $1,543,304.04

USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases during the term of the contract.
**N & K Enterprises did not bid on Group 3

Group 4 - Transit Garages

Technical Score| Price Score | Total Combined Price/Cost

Proposer (max. 4500) (max. 500) Score Submitted

(max 5000) Per Year*
EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4485 $1,940,850.60
McKenzie's Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $1,938,049.48
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $2,411,640.00
|National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $1,810,854.12

USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases during the term of the contract.
** N & K Enterprises did not bid on Group 4

Group 5 Multiuse Office Buildin
Technical Score| Price Score Total Combined Price/Cost
Proposer (max. 4500) (max. 500) Score Submitted
(max 5000) Per Year*

EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4465 $1,100,939.64
McKenzie's Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $1,172,933.64
Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $1,261,680.00
National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $978,875.40
USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases during the term of the contract.
**N & K Enterprises did not bid on Group 5 |

Group 6 — Specialized Crew of 4 for DTPW Facilities

Technical Score| Price Score |Total Combined Price/Cost

Proposer (max. 4500) (max. 500) Score Submitted

(max 5000) Per Year*

EFCO USA Inc 4050 415 4465 $585,306.95

McKenzie's Cleaning Inc 3970 395 4365 $599,105.28

Dream Clean 3210 390 3600 $619,080.00

National Cleaning Contractors 290 400 690 $516,934.80
USA, Inc.

*Cost submitted for the first year. Subject to price increases aunng e term of the contract.
** N & K Enterprises did not bid on Group 6

It is undisputed that on October 7, 2024, proposers were notified that EFCO USA, Inc.

was being recommended for a contract award in Groups 1 through 6. Also undisputed is that
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EFCO USA, Inc. was the incumbent vendor to the County for the services being solicited.
Unsuccessful proposers were allowed to review the Competitive Selection Committee panelists’
individual scoring sheets for each group. Protestor did so. Protestor’s protest was timely filed.

JAYA Evidence and Testimony Presented at Hearing

Protestor’s President, Mrs. McKenzie, testified that Protestor is an experienced SBE who
has bid on and been awarded numerous public projects. She prepared the response for Protestor.
The potential size of the award? and language of the RFP (“single contract per group”) led her to
believe that the County intended to award multiple contracts to different proposers, rather than
awarding contracts for all six Groups to one proposer. This understanding of the RFP proposal
documents was echoed by Proposer’s witnesses, Mr. McGilvery and Mr. James, each of whom
also submitted proposals in response to the RFP on behalf of their respective companies. Mrs.
McKenzie testified her belief that multiple proposers would be awarded contracts also stemmed
from the fact the County’s selection of one proposer for all six groups would eliminate that entity
from competition in future SBE set-aside solicitations. She also testified that awarding all six
Groups to one proposer was antithetical to the goals of the SBE program.

Protestor also challenged why the Competitive Selection Committee’s scoring of pricing
for each proposer was uniform throughout all six Groups. The size of each Group required
differences in the number of personnel, equipment and supplies required to service it.
Consequently, Protestor argued, the price offered by a proposer in response to one Group could
not be the same for all five, yet that is what the summary of scores showed across the board. As

an example, Protestor’s offered price for Group 1 was $2.023 million and its offered price for

2 Mrs. McKenzie estimated that a County award for all six Groups to EFOC USA, Inc.

would produce average revenue of nearly $10 million per year, not $12.6 million for all five
years as stated in the April 29, 2024 internal memo.
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Group 2 was $2.258 million but the Competitive Selection Committee scored the price of each
pricing proposal as a 395 out of a possible 500; it also assigned the same score for Protestor’s
pricing proposals for Groups 3, 4 and 5. Protestor argues this demonstrates on its face that the
Competitive Selection Committee’s evaluation of pricing was not done individually for each
Group contrary to the terms of the solicitation.

Additionally, Protestor claims that the Competitive Selection Committee’s decision not to
hold oral presentations unduly prejudiced it. Protestor argued that EFCO USA, Inc. had an
advantage because it was the County’s current service provider and its staff has formed
relationships with County administrative personnel. Being deprived of the opportunity to provide
an oral presentation denied Protestor and other proposers the opportunity to present themselves
and personally address any concerns about their proposals with Committee members.

Finally, Protestor challenged that scores of some proposers were adjusted during the
evaluation process without notification of why this happened or how it affected the process.3
Protester claims that this undermined the transparency, fairness and equity of the procurement
process. Protester requested the hearing examiner to recommend that the Competitive Selection
Committee re-score its final rankings after correcting the cited irregularities.

On cross-examination, Protestor admitted that the Competitive Selection Committee
applied the same technical scores across all six Groups as it was required to do by the terms of
the solicitation. Protestor also admitted that its technical score of 3970 was lower than EFCO
USA, Inc.’s technical score of 4050 and that a company’s technical score made up 90% of the

points it could be awarded during scoring. Protestor also admitted that the solicitation document

3 County explained in its opening argument that the adjustment did not affect either

Protestor’s or EFCO USA, Inc.’s proposals.
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did not spell out a particular formula about how the Competitive Selection Committee would
score the element of pricing however, Protester argued the lack of transparency in how pricing
was scored was itself a deficiency in the solicitation process that required re-assessment.
Protestor acknowledged that there was no express requirement in the solicitation or RFP that the
County award contracts to multiple proposers but argued such a requirement was implied by its
use of the phrase “group-by-group.”

Protestor also acknowledged that it had no evidence that EFCO USA, Inc. was not a
responsive, responsible proposer.

V. Findings of Fact

1. The facts stated in Sections II-IV above are incorporated by reference into this Section V.
The Hearing Examiner makes the following additional findings of fact:

2. Although the RFP contains a section defining key terms, the phrase “group-by-group” is
not in it. However, no definition was needed: the plain language of the paragraph in
which this phrase is found made it clear to the ordinary reader that a proposer could
submit a proposal for one, multiple, or all Groups they wished to be considered for, and
the County had the authority to award contracts on these bases. That the phrase is meant
to be read this way is bolstered by the fact there was no statement in the RFP that limited
the number of contracts any proposer could be awarded. This is indicative of the
County’s intent to reserve and exercise its discretion to make awards to the most
responsive, responsible proposer(s). Nevertheless, if there was a doubt about the phrase’s
meaning or the County’s intent, proposers were free to clarify the issue with the County’s

Strategic Procurement Dept.
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There appeared to be inconsistency in the stated value of the award of all Groups.
Solicitation Addendum 2 issued to all prospective bidders on April 10, 2024 provided
information on the then present monthly value of each Group. When the figures for all
those Groups are added and then multiplied to calculate an annualized value, the
contracts” worth was $6.844 million.* An internal memo issued two weeks later by the
Procurement Contracting Officer estimated the value of an award for all Groups for a
five-year term to be $12.67 million. However, the solicitation was only for 36 months.
Nevertheless, Protestor failed to show how the released information and any
inconsistencies therein affected the fairness of the process or its proposal, in particular,
given that all proposers received the same information.

The RFP notified proposers that the Competitive Selection Committee “may choose to
conduct an oral presentation...” before rating and ranking each Proposer’s evaluation
criteria. The Competitive Selection Committee exercised its discretion to omit this
process. It does not matter that another evaluation committee might have acted
differently. Protestor has not shown that this decision was arbitrary, capricious, an abuse
of discretion or otherwise required by law. Protestor also has not accused (or established
that) EFCO USA, Inc. or its managers engaged in any improper interaction or conduct
with members of the Competitive Selection Committee. All proposers, therefore, were
equally disadvantaged (if any) by the Competitive Selection Committee’s decision not to

provide an opportunity for oral presentations.

There was no testimony or evidence provided about which entity(ies) held the expiring

contracts. Protestor’s president’s testimony implied that the prior service providers’ contract(s)
were terminated and EFCO USA, Inc. was contracted by the County to complete the remainder
of the contract(s)’ term(s).
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As far as ranking and scoring, the RFP placed proposers on notice that their proposals
would be evaluated and ranked by a Competitive Selection Committee based on five
categories of criteria whose scoring accounted for a maximum of one thousand (1000)
points. Up to nine hundred (900) points were to be awarded based on a proposer’s
satisfaction of technical criteria whereas only one hundred (100) points were to be
awarded based on each proposer’s pricing proposal. The RFP contains no explanation of
what criteria would be applied to evaluate a proposer’s pricing, but the fact that pricing
constituted only a tenth of the total score was a clear indication to proposers that the
County was seeking the most responsive, responsible service provider, not one with the
lowest priced proposal.

EFCO USA, Inc. received the highest technical score from the Competitive Selection
Committee (4050). On the other hand, the Competitive Selection Committee gave
Protestor a technical score of 3970. This was the third highest technical score in all six
Groups. Therefore, Protestor would have to establish that the Competitive Selection
Committee arbitrarily and capriciously evaluated and scored the technical criteria of two
other proposers’ proposals, not just that of EFCO USA, Inc. to establish that it was the
most responsive, responsible proposer. Notably no other proposer, even the recipient of
the second highest technical score, has protested the Competitive Selection Committee’s
evaluation of technical scores.

EFCO USA, Inc.’s pricing proposals (stated in dollars) were solidly in the mid-range of
five of the six Groups. The Competitive Selection Committee scored EFCO USA, Inc.’s
pricing at 415 bringing EFCO USA, Inc.’s total combined score to 4465 (4050 + 415 =

4465) in each of the six Groups. Protestor had the second lowest pricing in Groups 1, 2, 3
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and 4 and the third lowest pricing in Groups 5 and 6. The Competitive Selection
Committee scored Protestor’s pricing score as 395 points, bringing its total combined
score to 4365 (3970 + 395 = 4365), ranking its total combined score second behind
EFCO USA, Inc.

While the scoring sheets of the Competitive Selection Committee show that members
nominally evaluated pricing individually, it is not clear how those individual scores then
were converted by the full committee into an assignment of points which was then used
in scoring all Groups. None of the Competitive Selection Committee’s notes were
produced at hearing nor did the County present a member of the Competitive Selection
Committee at the protest hearing as a witness to explain the process used to evaluate and
score pricing. Whatever factors the Competitive Selection Committee considered or the
methodology it utilized to evaluate and rate pricing proposals, its decision comes to
hearing clothed in a presumption of correctness and uniform application. Protester’s
presentation has not shown the Hearing Examiner why the Competitive Selection
Committee’s evaluations and rankings should be otherwise.

Recommendation

While the Protestor’s challenge to the Competitive Selection Committee’s use of a single

score to evaluate pricing proposals in all Groups appears to be inconsistent with the RFP’s

methodology, it is not in the public interest to either void the solicitation and/or require the

Competitive Selection Committee to re-evaluate it scoring. All pricing proposals were evaluated

using this same method and Protestor has not shown “that there was a ‘substantial chance’ it

would have received the contract award but for the [agency’s] errors.” Bannum, Inc. v. United

States, 404 F.3d 1346, 1353 (Fed. Cir. 2005). Indeed, even if the Protestor received the same
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pricing score as EFCO USA, Inc. (415 points), it still would not have exceeded the same total
combined scoring that EFCO USA, Inc. (4465 versus 4385).
For these reasons, the Hearing Examiner recommends that the award of RFP

EVNO0006752 be brought before the Board of County Commissioners for final approval.

e U l
Lesli{}’\l. Langbgin, Esq.
Hearing Examirier

Dated: January 6, 2025
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MEMORANDUM

(Revised)

TO: Honorable Chairman Anthony Rodriguez DATE: May 6, 2025
and Members, Board of County Commissioners

FROM: {mm SUBJECT: Agenda Item No. 8(P)(1)

County Attorney

Please note any items checked.

“3-Day Rule” for committees applicable if raised
6 weeks required between first reading and public hearing

4 weeks notification to municipal officials required prior to public
hearing

Decreases revenues or increases expenditures without balancing budget
Budget required

Statement of fiscal impact required

Statement of social equity required

Ordinance creating a new board requires detailed County Mayor’s
report for public hearing

No committee review

Applicable legislation requires more than a majority vote (i.e., 2/3’s

present , 213 membership , 3/5°s , unanimous ,
majority plus one , CDMP 7 vote requirement per 2-116.1(3)(h) or
(4)(c) , CDMP 2/3 vote requirement per 2-116.1(3) (h) or (4)(c)

, CDMP 9 vote requirement per 2-116.1(4)(c) (2) ) to approve

Current information regarding funding source, index code and available
balance, and available capacity (if debt is contemplated) required
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Approved Mayor Agenda Item No. 8(P)(1)
Veto 5-6-25

Override

RESOLUTION NO. R-435-25

RESOLUTION APPROVING AWARD OF CONTRACT NO.
EVNO0006752 TO EFCO USA INC. FOR JANITORIAL
SERVICES FOR METRORAIL, METROMOVER, BUS
GARAGES, AND MULTI-FUNCTION OFFICE BUILDINGS IN
A TOTAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $30,621,261.00 FOR A
THREE-YEAR TERM FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC WORKS; AND
AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY MAYOR OR COUNTY
MAYOR’S DESIGNEE TO EXERCISE ALL PROVISIONS OF
THE CONTRACT, INCLUDING ANY CANCELLATION OR
EXTENSIONS, PURSUANT TO SECTION 2-8.1 OF THE
COUNTY CODE AND IMPLEMENTING ORDER 3-38
WHEREAS, this Board desires to accomplish the purposes outlined in the accompanying
memorandum, a copy of which is incorporated herein by reference,
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA, that:
Section 1. This Board approves award of Contract No. EVN0006752 to EFCO USA
Inc. For Janitorial Services for Metrorail, Metromover, Bus Garages, and Multi-Function Office
Buildings in a total amount not to exceed $30,621,261.00 for a three-year term for the Department
of Transportation and Public Works.
Section 2. This Board authorizes the County Mayor or County Mayor’s designee to
exercise all provisions of the contract, including any cancellation or extensions, pursuant to section

2-8.1 of the County Code and Implementing Order 3-38. A copy of the contract is on file with and

available upon request from the Strategic Procurement Department.
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Agenda Item No. 8(P)(1)

Page No. 2
The foregoing resolution was offered by Commissioner Eileen Higgins
who moved its adoption. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Kionne L. McGhee
and upon being put to a vote, the vote was as follows:
Anthony Rodriguez, Chairman aye
Kionne L. McGhee, Vice Chairman  aye
Marleine Bastien aye Juan Carlos Bermudez  aye
Sen. René Garcia aye  Oliver G. Gilbert, Ill aye
Roberto J. Gonzalez aye  Keon Hardemon aye
Danielle Cohen Higgins aye Eileen Higgins aye
Raquel A. Regalado aye Micky Steinberg aye

District 6 - Vacant

The Chairperson thereupon declared this resolution duly passed and adopted this 6 day
of May, 2025. This resolution shall become effective upon the earlier of (1) 10 days after the
date of its adoption unless vetoed by the County Mayor, and if vetoed, shall become effective only
upon an override by this Board, or (2) approval by the County Mayor of this resolution and the
filing of this approval with the Clerk of the Board.

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA

. BY ITS BOARD OF

) * COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

] j: JUAN FERNANDEZ-BARQUIN, CLERK

"luunl"‘ By' Basia Pl'llna
Deputy Clerk

Approved by County Attorney as g X

to form and legal sufficiency. i

Bruce Libhaber
Annery Pulgar Alfonso
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