PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

22.

Approve Ranking List, Authorize Negotiations and Award PS-0219-
O05/DRR Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and
Drainage Inventory to Singhofen & Associates, Inc. of Winter Park, FL
($200,000.00 per year).

PS-0219-05/DRR will provide a Consultant to administer an engineering
study for the Big Econlockhatchee River Basin. There are four phases,
Phase | will address the basin system inventory, Phase Il will provide
engineering analysis to determine the entire basin drainage system
capacity and demands, Phase Il is the implementation and Phase IV will be
on an as need basis resulting from natural disasters.

The project was publicly advertised and the County received six submittals
(listed alphabetically):

Ayres Associates, Inc., Tampa,;

Brown and Caldwell, Maitland;

Camp, Dresser & McKee Inc., Maitland,;
Carter & Burgess, Inc., Orlando;
Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc., Orlando;
Singhofen & Associates, Inc., Winter Park.

The Evaluation Committee, which consisted of Mark Flomerfelt, P.E.,
Manager, Roads-Stormwater; Kim Ornberg, P.E., Principal Engineer; Tom
Radzai, Senior Engineer, Development Review; Roland Raymundo, P.E.,
Principal Engineer; and Ed Torres, P.E., Principal Engineer evaluated the
submittals giving consideration to the following evaluation criteria:

. Methodology

Experiences

Qualifications

Ability to Perform (Firms location and workload of key project staff)
Other (Public involvement and presentation action plan)

The Evaluation Committee short-listed the following three firms:

. Brown and Caldwell, Maitland,;
. Camp, Dresser & McKee, Inc., Maitland,;
. Singhofen & Associates, Inc., Winter Park.

The short-listed firms were interviewed giving consideration to the following
presentation criteria:

. Experience

. Methodology

o Quialifications



. Other (Public involvement and presentation action plan).

The Evaluation Committee recommends that the Board approve the ranking
below and authorize staff to negotiate with the top ranked firm in
accordance with F.S. 287.055, the Consultants Competitive Negotiation Act
(CCNA):

. Singhofen & Associates, Inc., Winter Park;
. Camp, Dresser & McKee, Inc., Maitland,;
o Brown and Caldwell, Maitland.

Authorization for performance of services by the Consultant under this
agreement shall be in the form of written Work Orders issued and executed
by the County and signed by the Consultant. The work and dollar amount
for each Work Order will be within the constraints of the Board approved
project budget and negotiated on an as-needed basis for the project. The
agreement will run for a period of five years with the option of (2) five year
renewals and is estimated to cost $200,000.00 per year.

Public Works/Roads-Stormwater Operations Division and Fiscal
Services/Purchasing and Contracts Division recommend that the Board
approve the ranking, authorize staff to negotiate and authorize the
Chairman to execute a Master Agreement as prepared by the County
Attorney’s Office.



B.C.C. - SEMINOLE COUNTY, FL
PS TABULATION SHEET

BID NUMBER: PS-0219-05/DRR

BID TITLE Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering
Evaluation and Drainage Inventory

DATE: October 26, 2005  TIME: 2:00 P.M.

ALL SUBMITTALS ACCEPTED BY SEMINOLE COUNTY ARE SUBJECT TO THE COUNTY'S
TERMS AND CONDITIONS AND ANY AND ALL ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS
SUBMITTED BY THE PROPOSERS ARE REJECTED AND SHALL HAVE NO FORCE AND
EFFECT. PS DOCUMENTS FROM THE PROPOSERS LISTED HEREIN ARE THE ONLY
SUBMITTALS RECEIVED TIMELY AS OF THE ABOVE OPENING DATE AND TIME. ALL

OTHER PS DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO THIS SOLICITATION, IF ANY, ARE
HEREBY REJECTED AS LATE.

- Response #1 Response #2

Response #3

Ayres Associates, Inc.
8875 Hidden River Pky., Ste 200
Tampa, FL 33637

Brown and Caldwell
850 Trafalgar Court, Ste 300
Maitland, FL 32751

Nizar K. Jetha, P.E.
813-978-8688 PH
813-978-9369 FX

Harold E. Schmidt, Jr
- 407-661-9500 PH
407-661-9599 FX

Response #4
Carter & Burgess, Inc.
1000 Legion Place, Ste 1400
Orlando, FL 32801-1041

Camp Dresser & McKee Inc.
2301 Maitland Center Pkwy.,
: Suite 300
Maitland, FL 32751

Brian W. Mack, PE
407 660-2552 PH
407 875-1161 FX

James E. Myers, P.E.
407-514-1400 PH
407-514-1499 FX

Response #5 . Response #6

Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc.
3670 Maguire Blvd, Ste 300
Orlando, FL 32803

Singhofen & Associates, Inc.
925'S. Semoran Blvd, Ste 104
Winter Park, FL 32792

James R. Avitabile, P.E.
407-893-5800 PH
407-893-5858 FX

Robert B. Gaylord, P.E.
407-679-3001 PH
407-679-2691 FX

Tabulated by: Diane Reed,, Sr. Contracts Analyst — Posted 10/27/2005

Evaluation Committee Meeting: November 7, 2005 at 9:00 am, Reflections, Lake Jesup Conference Room

Presentations: November 30, 2005 at 1:30 pm, Reflections, Lake Jesup Conference Room. Brown and Caldwaell

Recommendation: Singhofen & Associates, Inc.
BCC Agenda Date: January 10, 2006

1:30 pm
Camp, Dresser & McKee, Inc.  2:20 pm
Singhofen & Associates, Inc.  3:10 pm




PRESENTATION RANKINGS '
PS-0219-06/DRR- Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage Inventory

M. Flomerfelt K. Ornberg T.Radzai R.Raymundo E. Torres TOTAL POINTS RANKING

BROWN AND CALDWELL : 3 3 3 3 3 15
CAMP, DRESSER & MCKEE, INC 2 2 2 2 2 10
SINGHOFEN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 1 1 1 1 1 5
The Evaluation Committee recommends the top ranked firm: Singhofen & Associates, Inc.
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—PS-0219-05/DRR Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
TO Inventory
o
SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Brown and Caldwell
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __ Mark Flomerfelt M 1 —t u’) bl";(
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following ger;\g&l guidelines:
90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80-89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
7079 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years.20% and
References 5%]
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Criteria: Qualifications (25%) {Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]
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PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR - Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation an Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Camp, Dresser, & McKee Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _ Mark Flomerfelt M‘ AN i) oS
v \ - a4

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following §eneral guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 - 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%)] '
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Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]
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PS-0 i h. ee River Basin E|
' — nitory

ineering Evalyiatign and Drainage

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Singhofen & Associates, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _Mark Flomerfelt M\\ - \\! T]Q l (& ~

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%}
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Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
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PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR - Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Brown and Caldwell

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Kim Ornberg

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your asseésment.

= Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 0% and
References 5%]
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PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

‘SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Camp, Dresser, & McKee Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Kim Ornberg

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]
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PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR —~ Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Singhofen & Associates, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __Kim Ornberg

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as'is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

/
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PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Brown and Caldwell

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __Tom Radzai

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%)]
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‘ PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR - Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory '

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Camp, Dresser, & McKee Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Tom Radzai

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 —69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to suppoi't your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences ('35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%] ,
‘ CTHA L O =wvaosf

P oo Dl e, o € Cezad
SO  DVvo WP ESS "% D e T LITE(L s oE GBS
o), SBUTETE L) EXRPER Cocd, N S B 0@ oo ceinb .

Score _\o©
(100-0)
Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]
ORI TOE S ATP L AT
G S morel CA«Lc,hvocao) O TPEXTR o ® TOAS () TP 0DRe

Aot O e BFTED  Tlooe P o) B ) (o LAt |EYTC MANASL QM TV
™ CQM¢S)' D eEnIttEr s b EF oE Tto>E T Con N D P EAST\ FLCC

ot T EF e G s O cmednG (TEETHTY
S o 19 ~ © Score 95
SimTLE TR ATTEReck, O3tne ©xETING PavA Sows (100-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]

OUTETBID (N & uUALLEICATIONS | o0& Cmr A D
Coeo | ST £O— =0 (= CONS O T2 TS |,

Score oo
(100-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

OUTETAWITDI W Pud O PRI NI o I T TEINT  Sy G

b mExEps .,
Score_ 55~
(100-0)

a¢

=

TOTAL SCORE (100-0 Points)

RANKING



PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR - Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

' SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Sinqhofen & Associates, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ___Tom Radzai

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

20 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
8089 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
.60 -69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%] '
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PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Brown and Caldwell

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80—89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]
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} PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR - Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Camp, Dresser, & McKee Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __Rolando Raymundo

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80-89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]
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Educatlc:zbackzround and trammg 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

\/,v\r’v) Atné— pmow 5
7 J \,§ ) (\ (‘ \

Score S}S

(100-0)

* Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement { presentation action plan 0%.]

A/I;n)’ ﬂn\n‘.’l’ A X, “.,p’),'\'ﬁc\'
0 v ‘ v \ N 4/?’

Score_ )0
(100-0)

SIS
P>

TOTAL SCORE (100-0 Points)

RANKING



' PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Singhofen & Associates, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _Rolando Raymundo

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 —- 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%)]

\/a/'rv\ L s Zrnn, v o
Q7 vy T
Score <?D
: (100-0)
Criteria: Methodology (30%) [PrOJect Approach 15% and lnlovatlve Concepts 15%)]
-A‘[AJIMAV o AA L } .A_. .\\)‘\ N NN
i PETY T

Score _ﬁD__
(100-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educahonal background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]

V)‘v \,UI’IV\ V\. /\/‘

0y

Score 02
(100-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvemeX:/ presentation action plan 10%.]
Mbﬂjl 4 A .‘Mkm.‘jﬁ
7 \AY i a4 S -’

wi
) Al

Score 2'6—
(100-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100-0 Points) &G o5

RANKING l



PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR - Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Brown and Caldweil

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __Ed Torres

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experlences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]

Score 8 .

(100-0)
Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]
S g rran O ML S o ACo (S AF4 0D

MaaL’k . éooo OrSC e SNty OAd sna a7l S dr<
AL i sd FREALAIC

Score 2853
(100-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

Score 20O
(100-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
L0 OC Taz N\ O FPRRC/C /N/oLt/Q/?k ~ 7 .

Score_ Q8
(100-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100-0 Points) 7 X

RANKING | 2



PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR —- Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Camp, Dresser, & McKee Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Ed Torres

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]

Score >4
(100-0)
Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]
LN AN~ T AT (D2 [ ] y RIS 2N S s 1206 -

Score _Z,L
(100-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consuitants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

Score 2\
(100-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

Score [O
(100-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100-0 Points) 7[
RANKING L



PRESENTATIONS
PS-0219-05/DRR - Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Singhofen & Associates, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Ed Torres

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Experiences (35%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]

=
Score '

100-0)

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]) (
Seod Qo DN ANTA Ot o O G SF) A S STaemomn Dir & -

LZO0T209 O RTLANGE A7 mal. FRoN=T o TBs, Yo
“8d a4 ooy oo L.

Score 2o
(100-0)
Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

Score _2.¢
(100-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

Score /O
(100-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100-0 Points) 7 %
RANKING |



EVALUATION RANKINGS
PS-0219-06/DRR- Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage Inventory

M. Flomerfelt K. Ornberg T.Radzai R. Raymundo E. Torres TOTAL POINTS RANKING
AYRES ASSOCIATES, INC 4 4 4 4 4 20 4
BROWN AND CALDWELL 1 3 5 3 3 15 3
CAMP, DRESSER & MCKEE, INC 2 1 1 2 2 8 1
CARTER & BURGESS, INC 5 5 3 5 5 23 5
REYNOLDS, SMITH AND HILLS, INC. 6 6 6 6 6 30 6
SINGHOFEN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 3 2 2 1 1 9 2

The Evaluation Committee agrees to short-list the top three ranked firms: Camp, Dresser & McKee, Inc

Singhofen & Assaciates, Inc
Brown & Caldwell

\-\\"”2’ /7 R
% J\K Wl e f/féﬁ s

Mark Flomerfelt >

Kim Ornberg ,,,_.J Tom Radzai 4

Rolantdo Rayrﬁundo ~ Ed Torres




PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Ayres Associates, Inc.
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 7% 4 O( %8 19‘24 q

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 —89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects. -

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 —69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15/3_%]

Not Prace Il NPIES gurmdt (PNT); o nesdime of AoFvsl
TINDLS OV Sembinals. Wakey Quiolidsto

Score ZO

(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%)]

PM - not munlhe Sivvulor” wav L éééﬁpu’ WM&)) jcPp

Score "’8

(25-0)°

[Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

ot wany D] s tupt £ bhoin eva mx.gﬁwﬁ, %

(ONCPL, J
Score |5
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

Score !0
(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage

PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee
: Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Brown and CaIdWeII
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Ki 14N @\( 4" \_C')f/fC/l

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Projéct Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%] "
TrALS fwe medels nosdismed by splrfic | v paiv mends

not mes tioned I
Na rvuz,n;h,_a-w of Sfln,e/siﬁ/, | PR mpdeAS grmjg:mrmﬁéf
14 :H&é& S _ P, S Ve Gton ICPE €p i
: Ghatg o ScoreZ0)
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
"~ References 5%] :

Score /1§
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%

Score /5
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Camp, Dresser, & McKee Inc. .
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: mm & £ i \/)9\/ L,I

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%)]

Score ()

(30-0)
Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
‘References 5%]
ScoreZ5 -
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

Score Z.5
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

Score !

(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

Score lQ
(10-0)

160
|

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluatlon and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Carter & Burgess, Inc.
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: /<;YV\ O ‘A LQ&/(/{

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

80-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 —89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Goncepts 15%)]

_ngmnesdadngt mﬁﬁ“& TImhit iSStes

Score /7
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%].

Mostly Yipd i A Sovve Sivald LCPE prpdeds

Score 1S
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]

Ry vinduby

Score IS
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

Score /10
(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

Score H
(10-0

5 Lo

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc.
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: }'dVV\_ O {0 \;'0/ (/\‘

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the foll.ow.ing general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects. .
70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]

ne kmdn e4n
nO_mea B 0F Tmbr< (gpeciic

Score 10
(30-0)
Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%}

020 LW pmg;m - no pagin

Scoi‘e. | 2.
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

Score IO
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

Score |O
(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

Score ﬁ

(10-0)

41
b

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR - Bfg Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
' Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Singhofen & Associates, Inc.
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Ié N ( )V V\\Gﬁ(@\'

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 -100 - Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 ~ Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]

Score 28

(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]

Score 25
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

Score LZ

(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of
Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%)].

Scoreg '

(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

Score_ 7

(10-0)
1
2

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Blg Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Ayres Associates, Inc.
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER Tz,b\ AN a[. Q»ﬁ\/m \hh

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general gu1dehnes

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 - Unacceptable, Neéds major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%] 7(;‘
WA

cc&wf\'a\o\~ Graf Qo a uo‘*\.(/&\ g«m-\ wwx\\)q

a.\, C»swc»...\o

7

Score Lt s
(30-0) .
Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]
Vog, spod Crimgany }mmnzwc:.S bul (faghe &
Q,‘{em en eSS Shiow ’/P-nr \Qa\/ §’b’»ﬂl MMWJ’ M O lands
sl
v |
Score l £ S
(25-0)
Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub- consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%
Verg opd slend W ML 57
g% Licensed S0cvdar "Bl mac naads gnd
mode Pn s soto Le/ Moc p. © -
T~ N | 1 | I I~ " _ Score !j::ls_
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%)].

,ﬁ,’{l\ be g

Score ‘D
(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

Gsv E[ﬁ;“jzﬁ‘a B Ez!gV\

Score ’2
- (10-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) ' ' &.g

RANKING ft



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Brown and Caldwell

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 1\?»“@.,\.& ,TZAH/ U SO

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-78 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 ~ Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodolpgy (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]
< ‘\‘;&‘ \ Vi & '| 3 [O5 <A g{/\v‘gﬂr‘— (N \‘hm\_

/‘mk(;gtj«%

\

‘_\/\'\

Score & 2

(30-0)
Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and

, References 5%] ‘~
[s28 sA\%HL

écbj— .073(?.0,(_\‘—94,6/&_,( \\» ‘

Score !’ lt—(f
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%])

Good P axpal.

Score gg \ e
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida wi\l receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].
Score _Lb_

a(
(10-0)

=]
Y

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

yl

Score_ {5

(10-0)
L
3

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory :

S.UIBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Camp, Dresser, & McKee Inc.
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 1\7/" \Q-’\r& (2“\/4 lrasin AD

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

C\ri}aria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Conceptg 15%)]
At oo —t Plo2e WA AR -SSPV S af(’“"VQ\

/0
Score M

(30-0) |

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%] '

%GM\Q:A, ba s ’c/"\jcl—\_. 2 S
7 T T/ T

Score 221 &
(25-0)
Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]

Breadin A quad i Lpadbad

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [

Score L), S
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%)].
V/).M\ lez

Score !b

- (10-0)
Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
Grso artctlty A GenS, b‘QWe
T v‘ L4 \) 1] I ‘ 4

{

Score’ Zn }

(10-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) [ S
P

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory :

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Carter & Burgess, Inc.
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: g O;QAC\AA v"\/qu \n A)

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects. :
70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

-Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria; Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]

Score ?’\
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%].

et bogy
Y ad ‘?rb/':) ’?*1\9 /

=pop Ly € Y \"\Cﬁg-’\,’(‘g

Score !( N
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications.(25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consuitants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

-

Score _| r_.]r

(25-0

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms Jocated within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].
Score A}L

(oe
(10%0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
ADD 4 accepltn R(A{h‘ plca
(@) L i N i

Score_7)

10-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) ) 3
S

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc.
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: i?{;budé %1 WA LAC

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the foll.owing general guidelines:

90 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

7079 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology {30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovat‘ive Concepts 15%]
/A’.\\\/. acsyy S P.i)(’n& S }v\»\n\/, Cole M\;‘S

Score L-)/\S
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5

% _
RS 5 (‘M\A\WAV.) \DT\{,&\ (bﬂc_,\.«\ %2 Su) Sagv

Al 'Shw‘{y/
Scofre' !\'6'7’(
(25-0) |

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]

WA M‘;I RS né Wy 0S8~ o ol &%\uj“ A :
/ "\ ( 1)

Score _ #j S

(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

(10-0)
Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
Score
(10-0)
~
TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) -5

-RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Blg Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Singhofen & Associates, Inc.
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBEQ:/AzOBL’(_C@ (@) %4{ AU ML’L@

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90— 100 - Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

_ Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Eoncepts 15%] v
<L‘ DY \\ AL S oea I m/&— annpes vh(/\ /\x(ZiC‘ﬂ(/‘K
« W\ 1 \‘ 1 ] ‘I b \ L/ ‘ v
, -~
score LS &
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]

W“'\‘m?\’ &D‘t CA—UL\-: 9~>‘\7.

Score 7—74(
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]

(gfé g,_( ‘.&.’A" 03(74’(. (A W_\ AV
A (‘l Xl L

' am C
Score L (?
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].
Score JQ_

al) ety

(10-0)
Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
Proctlnd™  trna) s
S | l
Score_\0
(10-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) T 0.5

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Ayres Associates, inc.

QUALIEICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ___ Tow LA ol |

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

7079 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]

OUTS ™o D W AATETPO S / A? OB LS [ A D ¥ S EAT

Lotto N T € AL IT

| Score 2.<
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]

ExTEwS i 0E ERPETAL SN L., 2 0a)T o PR

Scdre 20
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

EXCeuTT QoA EleaTtoN) ; LOVE  LocAd (zemmese)
Mo Ty oot O, '
' Score \%
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].
Locet FLrvteem

Score _
(10-0)
Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
oo™ Poa e (NUVoLUEMEWT AcCTLON)  TFoom)
b e Ve SPTEeoELS

Score__i<
(10-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) 72
- 4

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR ~ Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage’
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Brown and Caldwell

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _~T@on Rl

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%] '

PLSTH ol G =pECr FLC- T T D B v, \ERY QENELAS Neeoacil

Score zZo
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%)] :

Il WA A S TENAATOE - PRt

MosT EXPER(COCE
ort. CENTRAL FLaTATe .,

No EXTERL ENCE, 1IN sE»mr\LouC,'couu’l“/;

Score |5
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

Ere e EdT SuPe coNALLTAATS , BE & Goer EpPvcamow  miuimal

P Bt £ CE W eSS TUPICS
Score |

(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of
Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

LOC o> M SENMINSCT o0 LITY O ATIo i) AL T e .

Score _ ©
(

0-0)

—

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

TPUDBDLAC | NEToen ~Tioa) /Acno-.) PN o L g

'V?:\"‘;lf.'!:’D .
Score <~
(10-0)
TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) GG

RANKING



. PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Camp, Dresser, & McKee Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ___"TomMm R 2A |

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]

SUTSTAYTE I NG, METHEOD Ot &Y é. AP PR C el
TR

Co N A LOAY S INNoLATHIE | TOP ~oTTwt

Score 20O
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]

OJTSFRNID NG ExPerrlewn)CH 5, KEFFERECNCTS T2,

DEM INMOLL  COANTY A CEATNRE A FL:UYL&ﬁA'

Score 25
(25-:0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]

QITECE T (MG FITRM Ot SUTSLO\\J:DLW‘F\-\TTS/.

Cle s ey .

Score z-<
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of
Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%)].

Loc~L TR\ (T OOTSTRIIDING “Ota., EXPERITN) e

Score _jo
(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

PO WO IO EM E,W_/'Pr'uﬁsam‘\‘& on)

OUTTS I ! Ca

(g A - XN
Score o
(10-0)
TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) [ole)
= |

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory :

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Carter & Burgess, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __"ToM @A ZAR)

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 ~ 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support youf assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]

OUTSTANWNO NG Wosﬁxt_/; ot . LR A © v o e Syt
Porllow) T St T
Score 25~
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%].

o TEs I = U T PEy €0 O ) Vo 0Pl

Score 2o
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consuitants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10%-and Depth of staff 5%]

B X o AN )T oA ELteaTloNS, =Y ] O CA

Score &

(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].
Lo Ce<ie-  Taer

Score ©®B

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.] -(1 >0
Ex cacc €T Fam & 1A oo G EAJT P
Score__'©
(10-0)
TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) =1
# 3

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _ To M "TRANSZ A

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 -69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]

NoT | JERM  OETEG LT é.:w?mﬁcxn_\.

Score _2.0
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]

Wom@&ﬁpct.; 1O NT ETESAED T, 1h)  HG et a7

TESIGN) . MowT WOk  ouwmios oo A

Score 2O
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

&

LN

TALIASTRE., DSUTCON SUCTREWRT FoTth DR ocsAGT

PEmAL TG | pEuo (GToTECH) TM  No  LocAlL ExXTEre: @) O
or. SomcovsolPeTT 7 Score <

(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of
Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

=)

LOC At FEH1RNM A=

Score _ 8

- (10-0)
Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
VERNY WEASKS OB (VLD EmMmTEny T
AT ON P AN
Score__ 2
(10-0)
TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) s
‘ = s

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Singhofen & Associates, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __“Tota  TRAmZAN

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90— 100 - Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Goncepts 15%]

O U TE T 1~ Co / = ot G bl AT PR AP T T O et
. E]

Score 2%
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%)]

OUTSTRWIT NG wworerd X TER, TICE AT  TRE O e S

Score 25

- (25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]

SUITSTADIN G QUALLELICASNON Y oF [ SR A<D

TR Con SOLTIWITS

Score 25
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of
Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%)].

Cocmt St i Exceie €T /OoTETANP (NG - ExTETDCE

Score to
(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

ot CEAATKATT '/ua’;vv/ [ ~T=a>] AN

Score_ &
(10-0)

¢
# 2.

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Ayres Assoclates, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: -£<:7/ 7&&&(?‘53

INSTRUGCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]
Fhadste T APPOOAC ) eB0bin Lol mort & f3¢ T/ L4

Score 2
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%)]
SO0 BT ke ey Bt Ol & saw SGIL sppuein 3G

S ¥ XArviAe ail o

Score 2°¢
(25.:0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]

Score zZ .
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of
Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%]. :

Score 7
(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Brown and Caldwell

P A

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER:

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%] -

Score ZLf
(30-0)
Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Simitar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%] :

Score 23
(25-0)

_ Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

Ig)gy TS Mpo s;,uf?sst Maaeing suit ALOAIE AN/
ERhue CIEEICoNT Aun mays /o PacT P o VT,

Score ?;;g
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of
‘Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

Score 7
(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

Score &
(10-0)

X&)
S

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Camp, Dresser, & McKee Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 28! T ot 7L

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%)]

Score 25
(30-0)
Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]

Score % 2'
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

EvcertcmT pu v ath _FEam

Score _2%<
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of
Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%)].

Score /0
(10-0)
Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
Coroln Prci il tankol tf, St o SO pean't o) T
Vi ar At i td 4

Score_ &
(10-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) : %é 8

RANKING .



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory :

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Carter & Burgess, Inc.

e
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: éi:?“ o Joa A%

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]

Score

el
. (30-0)
Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%]. '
dede ©F DHIRAIAVD &E EVCERIGLCE (‘&G‘&J&Mtﬁy JBSeT
AT AS MO MasTEVE Mave e Aw @ R I

Mo ELiA e

Score _é_@
(25-0)

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

Score 2.0
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of
Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%)].

Score /C
(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) /75

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ) T (CE

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the followmg general guidelines: -

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]

Score 2.0
(30-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%)]

Score /&
(25-0)

Crlterla Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]

Score /&
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

Score /7

(10-0)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

Score 77
(10-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points)

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR ~ Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory ,

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Singhofen & Associates, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: f/p C{ {Lfr'*’k

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 - Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 - 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

- Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]
SAL s @mt) TIEY) A ComPrOwSIUE aup

PETAL L0 APPOVACL.

Score 2 q
(30

-0)

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%}
WS T IS et TP SEENAN. S/l BT

N C St CXFF? 1436 RFPOR TS,

Score_ 2%

(25-0)

Criteria: Quallflcatlons (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]

LRI LTV P Sl T SO G RLRATEYD e
FoBTTVE P EROSOREES , Ch LSO BEL w&w

RERAIEAS wo o/ .
: Score_2. 3
(25-0)

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].

Score / o
(10-0)
Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
Coved 1A BAOME BRFUIC i VOSEME AT G ¥emar s,

Score &5~
(10-0)

TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) 9qQ

N

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin E ering Evaluation and Drainage

Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Brown and Cald ej

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: N - \\l q:lL - \/
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 % the following general guidelines:
90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79" Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]
Exrcev L e 5P Vs oY Mesdoiuioe
LD Qs cer e [ B O SNERIRT-SLE RES 0&%&&1‘@ S

Score Q"l?— ) + -
(30-0) b

Criteria: Experiences (25%) [Similar work experience in the past 5-7 years 20% and
References 5%] ‘ :
<A 2.~ LBk ' Ve Px -1 D '\,/ W0 %%
oy ~ Prog-
(= TN
Score ¢ T

witoas Ll - Tn(GLoQ_,
o (250) ———

Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants’ Mndividuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%} Y

Chiats - (A - 2q ey Relo
Lar0 ~ Mepeeds -1 MpRes —TFnmON
Eousseaepn~- b Pio I masSte <
Wit s -\ Score()(éo )y < [
(25-0) |

Mo mpy—(odS
T"a lo N —QLCIOH

Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located-within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%}~ Y
Score/\: q 2/ Q’\
J—

(100)

Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]

=)
N
Score ( 1T©) ’:{;
(10-0) —
TOTAL SCORE (100 Points) . - - 38\

RANKING



PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Camp, Dresser, & McKee Inc.

/
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: v"«\u\ ‘\\ B \L\"( (o5
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methbdolo y (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]
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Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]
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Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].
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Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
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PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Singhofen & Assocra:e/)lnc

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: \\tu}\ ( Q_ l\J '5[ {

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90—~ 100 - Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

‘Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15 é and Innovative ncepts 15%]
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Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%)]
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Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 8pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%].
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Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10%.]
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PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage

Invenfory
SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Ayres Associates, Ih¢/ {
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: N ﬂ( | 0) ’l-.( g

\ — T ’ 7 _

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90 ~- 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
70~79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approac? 15% and lnnova{ivé’CBncepts 15%]
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Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]
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PS-0219-05/DRR - Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory :

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Carter & Burgess, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: \,&k.,-. lL! 4 s
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]
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Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
Educational background and training 10% and Depth of staff 5%]
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Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms located within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5pts for location. Firms located within the state of

Florida will receive 2 pts and Workload of key project staff 5%} Y
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Criteria: Other (10%) [Public involvement / presentation action plan 10% ]
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PS-0219-05/DRR — Big Econlockhatchee River Basin Engineering Evaluation and Drainage
Inventory

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Reynolds, Smith_andHjlls, Inc.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: (\\gk} M:;é{

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the foll.owing general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80-89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 ~ 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Methodology (30%) [Project Approach 15% and Innovative Concepts 15%]
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Criteria: Qualifications (25%) [Qualifications of firm and sub-consultants 10%, Individuals
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Criteria: Ability to Perform (10%) [Firms lo within the counties of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Osceola, Seminole, and Volusia will receive 5fts for location. Firms located within the state of
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CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT (PS-0219-05/DRR)
ENGINEERING STUDY AND DRAINAGE INVENTORY
FOR THE BIG ECONLOCKHATCHEE BASIN

THTIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this day of

, 20 , by and between SINGHOFEN & ASSOCIATES, INC.,

duly authorized to conduct business in the State of Florida, whose
address is 925 S. Semoran Boulevard, Suite 104, Winter Park, Florida
32792, hereinafter called the "CONSULTANT" and SEMINOLE COUNTY, a
political subdivision of the State of Florida, whose address is Seminole
County Services Building, 1101 East First Street, Sanford, Florida
32771, hereinafter called the "COUNTY".

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the COUNTY desires to retain the services of a competent
and qualified consultant to conduct engineering study and drainage
inventory for the Big Econlockhatchee Basin in Seminole County; and

WHEREAS, the COUNTY has requested and received expressions of
interest for the retention of services of consultants; and

WHEREAS, the CONSULTANT is competent and qualified to furnish
consulting services to the COUNTY and desires to provide professional
services according to the terms and conditions stated herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual understandings and
covenants set forth herein, the COUNTY and the CONSULTANT agree as
follows:

SECTION 1. SERVICES. The COUNTY does hereby retain the
CONSULTANT to furnish professional services and perform those tasks as
further described in the Scope of Services attached hereto as Exhibit
“A” and made a part hereof. Required services shall be specifically
enumerated, described and depicted in the Work Orders authorizing
performance of the specific project, task or study. This Agreement

standing alone does not authorize the performance of any work or require



the COUNTY to place any orders for work.

SECTION 2. TERM. This Agreement shall take effect on the date of
its execution by the COUNTY and shall run for a period of five (5) years
and, at the sole option of COUNTY, may be renewed for two (2) successive
periods not to exceed five (5) years each. Expiration of the term of
this Agreement shall have no effect upon Work Orders issued pursuant to
this Agreement and prior to the expiration date. Obligations entered
therein by both parties shall remain in effect until completion of the
work authorized by the Work Order.

SECTION 3. AUTHORIZATION FOR SERVICES. Authorization for per-
formance of professional services by the CONSULTANT under this Agreement
shall be in the form of written Work Orders issued and executed by the
COUNTY and signed by the CONSULTANT. A sample Work Order is attached
hereto as Exhibit “B”. Each Work Order shall describe the services
required, state the dates for commencement and completion of work and
establish the amount and method of payment. The Work Orders will be
issued under and shall incorporate the terms of this Agreement. The
COUNTY makes no covenant or promise as to the number of available
projects, nor that, the CONSULTANT will perform any project for the
COUNTY during the life of this Agreement. The COUNTY reserves the right
to contract with other parties for the services contemplated by this
Agreement when it is determined by the COUNTY to be in the best interest
of the COUNTY to do so.

SECTION 4. TIME FOR COMPLETION. The services to be rendered by
the CONSULTANT shall be commenced, as specified in such Work Orders as
may be issued hereunder, and shall be completed within the time speci-
fied therein. In the event the COUNTY determines that significant
benefits would accrue from expediting an otherwise established time

schedule for completion of services under a given Work Order, that Work



Order may include a negotiated schedule of incentives based on time
savings.

SECTION 5. COMPENSATION. The COUNTY agrees to compensate the
CONSULTANT for the professional services called for under this Agreement
on either a "Fixed Fee" basis or on a "Time Basis Method". If a Work
Order is issued under a "Time Basis Method," then CONSULTANT shall be
compensated in accordance with the rate schedule attached as Exhibit
“Cr. If a Work Order is issued for a "Fixed Fee Basis," then the
applicable Work Order Fixed Fee amount shall include any and all
reimbursable expenses. The total compensation paid to the CONSULTANT per
year, including reimbursable expenses, shall not exceed the sum of TWO
HUNDRED THOQUSAND AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($200,000.00) per vyear.

SECTION 6. REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES. If a Work Order is issued on a
"Time Basis Method," then reimbursable expenses are in addition to the
hourly rates. Reimbursable expenses are subject to the applicable "Not-
to-Exceed" or "Limitation of Funds" amount set forth in the Work Order.

Reimbursable expenses may include actual expenditures made by the
CONSULTANT, his employees or his professional associates in the interest
of the Project for the expenses listed in the following paragraphs:

(a) Expenses of transportation, when traveling in connection with
the Project, based on Sections 112.061(7) and (8), Florida Statutes, or
their successor; long distance calls and telegrams; and fees paid for
securing approval of authorities having jurisdiction over the Project.

(b) Expense of reproductions, postage and handling of drawings
and specifications.

(c) If authorized in writing in advance by the COUNTY, the cost

of other expenditures made by the CONSULTANT in the interest of the

Project.



SECTION 7. PAYMENT AND BILLING.

(a) If the Scope of Services required to be performed by a Work
Order is clearly defined, the Work Order shall be issued on a "Fixed
Fee" basis. The CONSULTANT shall perform all work required by the Work
Order but, in no event, shall the CONSULTANT be paid more than the
negotiated Fixed Fee amount stated therein.

(b) If the Scope of Services is not clearly defined, the Work
Order may be issued on a "Time Basis Method" and contain a Not-to Exceed
amount. If a Not-to-Exceed amount is provided, the CONSULTANT shall
perform all work required by the Work Order; but, in no event, shall the
CONSULTANT be paid more than the Not-to-Exceed amount specified in the
applicable Work Order.

(c) If the Scope of Services is not clearly defined, the Work
Order may be issued on a "Time Basis Method" and contain a Limitation of
Funds amount. The CONSULTANT is not authorized to exceed that amount
without the prior written approval of the COUNTY. Said approval, if
given by the COUNTY, shall indicate a new Limitation of Funds amount.
The CONSULTANT shall advise the COUNTY whenever the CONSULTANT has
incurred expenses on any Work Order that equals or exceeds eighty
percent (80%) of the Limitation of Funds amount.

(a) For Work Orders issued on a "Fixed Fee Basis," the CONSULTANT
may invoice the amount due based on the percentage of total Work Order
services actually performed and completed; but, in no event, shall the
invoice amount exceed.a percentage of the Fixed Fee amount equal to a
percentage of the total services actually completed. The COUNTY shall
pay the CONSULTANT ninety percent (90%) of the approved amount on Work
Orders issued on a "Fixed Fee Basis".

(e) For Work Orders issued on a "Time Basis Method" with a Not-

to-Exceed amount, the CONSULTANT may invoice the amount due for actual



work hours performed but, in no event, shall the invoice amount exceed a
percentage of the Not-to-Exceed amount equal to a percentage of the
total services actually completed. The COUNTY shall pay the CONSULTANT
ninety percent (90%) of the approved amount on Work Orders issued on a
"Time Basis Method" with a Not-to-Exceed amount.

(f) Each Work Order issued on a "Fixed Fee Basis" or "Time Basis
Method" with a Not-to-Exceed amount shall be treated separately for
retainage purposes. If the COUNTY determines that work is substantially
complete and the amount retained is considered to be in excess, the
COUNTY may, at its sole and absolute discretion, release the retainage
or any portion thereof.

(g) For Work Orders issued on a "Time Basis Method" with a
Limitation of Funds amount, the CONSULTANT may invoice the amount due
for services actually performed and completed. The COUNTY shall pay the
CONSULTANT one hundred percent (100%) of the approved amount on Work
Orders issued on a "Time Basis Method" with a Limitation of Funds
amount.

(h) Payments shall be made by the COUNTY to the CONSULTANT when
requested as work progresses for services furnished, but not more than
once monthly. Each Work Order shall be invoiced separately. CONSULTANT
shall render to COUNTY, at the close of each calendar month, an itemized
invoice properly dated, describing any services rendered, the cost of
the services, the name and address of the CONSULTANT, Work Order Number,
Contract Number and all other information required by this Agreement.

The original invoice shall be sent to:

Director of County Finance

Seminole County Board of County Commissioners

Post Office Box 8080

Sanford, Florida 32772

A duplicate copy of the invoice shall be sent to:



Seminole County Public Works Department

Roads-Stormwater Division

177 Bush Loop

Sanford, Florida 32773

(1) Payment shall be made after review and approval by COUNTY
within thirty (30) days of receipt of a proper invoice from the

CONSULTANT.
\ SECTION 8. GENERAL TERMS OF PAYMENT AND BILLING.

(a) Upon satisfactory completion of work required hereunder and,
upon acceptance of the work by the COUNTY, the CONSULTANT may invoice
the COUNTY for the full amount of compensation provided for under the
terms of this Agreement including any retainage and less any amount
already paid by the COUNTY. The COUNTY shall pay the CONSULTANT within
thirty (30) days of receipt of proper invoice.

(b) The COUNTY may perform or have performed an audit of the
records of the CONSULTANT after final payment to support final payment
hereunder. This audit would be performed at a time mutually agreeable
to the CONSULTANT and the COUNTY subsequent to the close of the final
fiscal period in which the last work is performed. Total compensation
to the CONSULTANT may be determined subsequent to an audit as provided
for in subsections (b) and (c) of this Section, and the total compensa-
tion so determined shall be used to calculate final payment to the
CONSULTANT. Conduct of this audit shall not delay final payment as
provided by subsection (a) of this Section.

(c) In addition to the above, if federal funds are used for any
work under the Agreement, the Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, the Comptroller General of the United States, or any of their duly
authorized representatives, shall have access to any books, documents,
papers, and records, of the CONSULTANT which are directly pertinent to

work performed under this Agreement for purposes of making audit,

examination, excerpts and transcriptions.



(d) The CONSULTANT agrees to maintain all books, documents,
papers, accounting records and other evidences pertaining to work
performed under this Agreement in such a manner as will readily conform
to the terms of this Agreement and to make such materials available at
the CONSULTANT'S office at all reasonable times during the Agreement
period and for five (5) years from the date of final payment under the
contract for audit or inspection as provided for in subsections (b) and
(c) of this Section.

(e) In the event any audit or inspection conducted after final
payment, but within the period provided in paragraph (d) of this Section
reveals any overpayment by the COUNTY under the terms of the Agreement,
the CONSULTANT shall refund such overpayment to the COUNTY within thirty
(30) days of notice by the COUNTY.

SECTION 9. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CONSULTANT.

(a) The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for the professional
quality, technical accuracy, competence, methodology, accuracy and the
coordination of all of the following which are listed for illustration
purposes and not as a limitation: documents, analysis, reports, data,
plans, plats, maps, surveys, specifications, and any and all other
services of whatever type or nature furnished by the CONSULTANT under
this Agreement. The CONSULTANT shall, without additional compensation,
correct or revise any errors or deficiencies in his plans, analysis,
data, reports, designs, drawings, specifications, and any and all other
services of whatever type or nature.

(b) Neither the COUNTY'S review, approval or acceptance of, nor
payment for, any of the services required shall be construed to operate
as a waiver of any rights under this Agreement nor of any cause of
action arising out of the performance of this Agreement and the

CONSULTANT shall be and always remain liable to the COUNTY in accordance



with applicable law for any and all damages to the COUNTY caused by the
CONSULTANT'S negligent or wrongful performance of any of the services
furnished under this Agreement.

SECTION 10. OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS. All deliverable analysis,
reference data, survey data, plans and reports or any other form of
written instrument or document that may result from the CONSULTANT' S
services or have been created during the course of the CONSULTANT' S
performance under this Agreement shall become the property of the COUNTY
after final payment is made to the CONSULTANT.

SECTION 11. TERMINATION.

(a) The COUNTY may, by written notice to the CONSULTANT terminate
this Agreement or any Work Order issued hereunder, in whole or in part,
at any time, either for the COUNTY'S convenience or because of the
failure of the CONSULTANT to fulfill its Agreement obligations. Upon
receipt of such notice, the CONSULTANT shall:

(1) immediately discontinue all services affected unless
the notice directs otherwise, and

(2) deliver to the COUNTY all data, drawings, specifica-
tions, reports, estimates, summaries, and any and all such other
information and materials of whatever type or nature as may have been
accumulated by the CONSULTANT in performing this Agreement, whether
completed or in process.

(b) If the termination is for the convenience éf the COUNTY, the
CONSULTANT shall be paid compensation for services performed to the date
of termination. If this Agreement calls for the payment based on a
Fixed Fee amount, the CONSULTANT shall be paid no more than a percentage
of the Fixed Fee amount equivalent to the percentage of the completion
of work, as determined solely and conclusively by the COUNTY, contem-

plated by this Agreement.



(c) If the termination is due to the failure of the CONSULTANT to
fulfill its Agreement obligations, the COUNTY may take over the work and
prosecute the same to completion by other Agreements or otherwise. In
such case, the CONSULTANT shall be liable to the COUNTY for all reason-
able additional costs occasioned to the COUNTY thereby. The CONSULTANT
shall not be liable for such additional costs if the failure to perform
the Agreement arises without any fault or negligence of the CONSULTANT;
provided, however, that the CONSULTANT shall be responsible and liable
for the actions of its subcontractors, agents, employees and persons and
entities of a similar type or nature. Such causes may include acts of
God or of the public enemy, acts of the COUNTY in either it’s sovereign
or contractual capacity, fires, floods, epidemics, quarantine restric-
tions, strikes, freight embargoes, and unusually severe weather; but, in
every case, the failure to perform must be beyond the control and
without any fault or negligence of the CONSULTANT.

(d) If, after notice of termination for failure to fulfill its
Agreement obligations, it is determined that the CONSULTANT had not so
failed, the termination shall be conclusively deemed to have been
effected for the convenience of the COUNTY. In such event, adjustment
in the Agreement price shall be made as provided in subsection (b) of

this Section.

(e) The rights and remedies of the COUNTY provided for in this
Section are in addition and supplemental to any and all other rights and

remedies provided by law or under this Agreement.

SECTION 12. AGREEMENT AND WORK ORDER IN CONFLICT. Whenever the
terms of this Agreement conflict with any Work Order issued pursuant to

it, the Agreement shall prevail.

SECTION 13. EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYMENT. The CONSULTANT agrees

that it will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for



employment for work under this Agreement because of race, color,
religion, sex, age, disability, or national origin and will take steps
to ensure that applicants are employed, and employees are treated during
employment, without regard to race, color, religion, sex, age, disabil-
ity, or national origin. This provision shall include, but not be
limited to, the following: employment, upgrading, demotion or transfer;
recruitment advertising; layoff or termination; rates of pay or other
forms of compensation; and selection for training, including appren-
ticeship.

SECTION 14. NO CONTINGENT FEES. The CONSULTANT warrants that it
has not employed or retained any company Or person, other than a bona
fide employee working solely for the CONSULTANT to solicit or secure
this Agreement and that it has not paid or agreed to pay any person,
company, corporation, individual or firm, other than a bona fide
employee working solely for the CONSULTANT, any fee, commission,
percentage, gift, or other consideration contingent upon or resulting
from award or making of this Agreement. For the breach or violation of
this provision, the COUNTY shall have the right to terminate the
Agreement at its sole discretion, without liability and to deduct from
the Agreement price, or otherwise recover, the full amount of such fee,
commission, percentage, gift, or consideration.

SECTION 15. CONFLICT OF INTEREST.

(a) The CONSULTANT agrees that it will not contract for or accept
employment for the performance of any work or service with any individ-
ual, business, corporation or government unit that would create a
conflict of interest in the performance of its obligations pursuant to
this Agreement with the COUNTY.

(b) The CONSULTANT agrees that it will neither take any action

nor engage in any conduct that would cause any COUNTY employee to

10



violate the provisions of Chapter 112, Florida Statutes, relating to
ethics in government.

(c) In the event that CONSULTANT causes or in any way promotes or
encourages a COUNTY officer, employee, or agent to violate Chapter 112,
Florida Statutes, the COUNTY shall have the right to terminate this
Agreement.

SECTION 16. ASSIGNMENT. This Agreement, or any interest herein,
shall not be assigned, transferred, or otherwise encumbered, under any
circumstances, by the parties hereto without prior written consent of
the other party and in such cases only by a document of equal dignity
herewith.

SECTION 17. SUBCONTRACTORS . In the event that the CONSULTANT,
during the course of the work under this Agreement, requires the
services of any subcontractors or other professional associates in
connection with services covered by this Agreement, the CONSULTANT must
first secure the prior express written approval of the COUNTY. If
subcontractors or other professional associates are required in connec-
tion with the services covered by this Agreement, CONSULTANT shall
remain fully responsible for the services of subcontractors or other
professional associates.

SECTION 18. INDEMNIFICATION OF COUNTY. The CONSULTANT agrees to
hold harmless, replace, and indemnify the COUNTY, its commissioners,
officers, employees, and agents against any and all claim, losses,
damages or lawsuits for damages, arising from the negligent, reckless,
or intentionally wrongful provision of services hereunder by the
CONSULTANT, whether caused by the CONSULTANT or otherwise.

SECTION 19. INSURANCE.

(a) GENERAL. The CONSULTANT shall at the CONSULTANT'S own cost,

procure the insurance required under this Section.

11



(1) The CONSULTANT shall furnish the COUNTY with a Certifi-
cate of Insurance signed by an authorized representative of the insurer
evidencing the insurance required by this Section (Professional Liabil-
ity, Workers' Compensation/Employer's Liability and Commercial General
Liability). The COUNTY, its officials, officers, and employees shall be
named additional insured under the Commercial General Liability policy.
The Certificate of Insurance shall provide that the COUNTY shall be
given not 1less than thirty (30) days written notice prior to the
cancellation or restriction of coverage. Until such time as the
insurance is no longer required to be maintained by the CONSULTANT, the
CONSULTANT shall provide the COUNTY with a renewal or replacement
Certificate of Insurance not less than thirty (30) days before expira-
tion or replacement of the insurance for which a previous certificate
has been provided. |

(2) The Certificate shall contain a statement that it is
being provided in accordance with the Agreement and that the insurance
is in full compliance with the requirements of the Agreement. 1In lieu
of the statement on the Certificate, the CONSULTANT shall, at the option
of the COUNTY submit a sworn, notarized statement from an authorized
representative of the insurer that the Certificate is being provided in
accordance with the Agreement and that the insurance is in full compli-
ance with the requirements of the Agreement. The Certificate shall have
this Agreement number clearly marked on its face.

(3) In addition to providing the Certificate of Insurance,
if required by the COUNTY, the CONSULTANT shall, within thirty (30) days
after receipt of the request, provide the COUNTY with a certified copy
of each of the policies of insurance providing the coverage required by

this Section.
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(4) Neither approval by the COUNTY nor failure to disap-
prove the insurance furnished by a CONSULTANT shall relieve the
CONSULTANT of the CONSULTANT'S full responsibility for performance of
any obligation including CONSULTANT indemnification of COUNTY under this

Agreement.

() INSURANCE COMPANY REQUIREMENTS. Insurance companies provid-

ing the insurance under this Agreement must meet the following require-
ments:

(1) Companies issuing policies other than Workers' Compen-
sation, must be authorized to conduct business in the State of Florida
and prove same by maintaining Certificates of Authority issued to the
companies by the Department of Insurance of the State of Florida.
Policies for Workers' Compensation may be issued by companies authorized
as a group self-insurer by Section 440.57, Florida Statutes.

(2) In addition, such companies other than those authorized
by Section 440.57, Florida Statutes, shall have and maintain a Best's
Rating of "A" or better and a Financial Size Category of "VII" or better
according to A.M. Best Company.

(3) If, during the period which an insurance company is
providing the insurance coverage required by this Agreement, an insur-
ance company shall: 1) lose its Certificate of Authority, 2) no longer
comply with Section 440.57, Florida Statutes, or 3) fail to maintain the
requisite Best's Rating and Financial Size Category, the CONSULTANT
shall, as soon as the CONSULTANT has knowledge of any such circumstance,
immediately notify the COUNTY and immediately replace the insurance
coverage provided by the insurance company with a different insurance
company meeting the requirements of this Agreement. Until such time as
the CONSULTANT has replaced the unacceptable insurer with an insurexr

acceptable to the COUNTY the CONSULTANT shall be deemed to be in default
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of this Agreement.

(c) SPECIFICATIONS. Without limiting any of the other obliga-

tions or liability of the CONSULTANT, the CONSULTANT shall, at the
CONSULTANT'S sole expense, procure, maintain and keep in force amounts
and types of insurance conforming to the minimum requirements set forth
in this subsection. Except as otherwise specified in the Agreement, the
insurance shall become effective prior to the commencement of work by
the CONSULTANT and shall be maintained in force until the Agreement
completion date. The amounts and types of insurance shall conform to
the following minimum requirements.

(1) Workers' Compensation/Employer's Liability.

(A) The CONSULTANT'S insurance shall cover the
CONSULTANT for liability which would be covered by the latest edition of
the standard Workers' Compensation Policy, as filed for use in Florida
by the National Council on Compensation Insurance, without restrictive
endorsements. The CONSULTANT will also be responsible for procuring
proper proof of coverage from its subcontractors of every tier for
liability which is a result of a Workers’ Compensation injury to the
subcontractor’s employees. The minimum required limits to be provided
by both the CONSULTANT and its subcontractors are outlined in subsection
(c) below. In addition to coverage for the Florida Workers' Compensa-
tion Act, where appropriate, coverage is to be included for the United
States Longshoremen and Harbor Workers' Compensation Act, Federal
Employers' Liability Act and any other applicable federal or state law.

(B) Subject to the restrictions of coverage found in
the standard Workers' Compensation Policy, there shall be no maximum
1imit on the amount of coverage for liability imposed by the Florida
Workers' Compensation Act, the United States Longshoremen's and Harbor

Workers' Compensation Act, or any other coverage customarily insured
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under Part One of the standard Workers' Compensation Policy.

(C) The minimum amount of coverage under Part Two of

the standard Workers' Compensation Policy shall be:

$ 500,000.00 (Each Accident)

$1,000,000.00 (Disease-Policy Limit)

$ 500,000.00 (Disease-Each Employee)
(2) Commercial General Liability.

(A) The CONSULTANT'S insurance shall cover the
CONSULTANT for those sources of liability which would be covered by the
latest edition of the standard Commercial General Liability Coverage
Form (ISO Form CG 00 01), as filed for use in the State of Florida by
the Insurance Services Office, without the attachment of restrictive
endorsements other than the elimination of Coverage C, Medical Payment
and the elimination of coverage for Fire Damage Legal Liability.

(B) The minimum 1limits to be maintained by the
CONSULTANT (inclusive of any amounts provided by an Umbrella or Excess
policy) shall be as follows:

LIMITS

General Aggregate $Three (3) Times the
Each Occurrence Limit

Personal & Advertising $1,000,000.00
Injury Limit

Fach Occurrence Limit $1,000,000.00

(3) Professional Liability Insurance. The CONSULTANT shall

carry limits of not 1less than ONE MILLION AND NO/100 DOLLARS
($1,000,000.00) .

(d) COVERAGE. The insurance provided by CONSULTANT pursuant to
this Agreement shall apply on a primary basis and any other insurance or
self-insurance maintained by the COUNTY or the COUNTY'S officials,
officers, or employees shall be excess of and not contributing with the

insurance provided by or on behalf of the CONSULTANT.
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(e) OCCURRENCE BASIS. The Workers' Compensation Policy and the

Commercial GCeneral Liability required by this Agreement shall be
provided on an occurrence rather than a claims-made basis. The Profes-
sional Liability insurance policy must either be on an occurrence basis,
or, if a claims-made basis, the coverage must respond to all claims
reported within three (3) years following the period for which coverage
is required and which would have been covered had the coverage been on
an occurrence basis.

(f) OBLIGATIONS. Compliance with the foregoing insurance
requirements shall not relieve the CONSULTANT, its employees or ageﬁts
of liability from any obligation under a Section or any other portions
of this Agreement.

SECTION 20. ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION.

(a) In the event of a dispute related to any performance or
payment obligation arising under this Agreement, the parties agree to
exhaust COUNTY protest procedures prior to filing suit or otherwise
pursuing legal remedies. COUNTY procedures for proper invoice and
payment disputes are set forth in Section 55.1, "Prompt Payment Proce-
dures," Seminole County Administrative Code.

(b) CONSULTANT agrees that it will file no suit or otherwise
pursue legal remedies based on facts or evidentiary materials that were
not presented for consideration in the COUNTY protest procedures set
forth in subsection (a) above of which the CONSULTANT had knowledge and
failed to present during the COUNTY protest procedures.

(c) In the event that COUNTY protest procedures are exhausted and
a suit is filed or legal remedies are otherwise pursued, the parties
shall exercise best efforts to resolve disputes through voluntary
mediation. Mediator selection and the procedures to be employed in

voluntary mediation shall be mutually acceptable to the parties. Costs
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of voluntary mediation shall be shared equally among the parties
participating in the mediation.

SECTION 21. REPRESENTATIVES OF THE COUNTY AND THE CONSULTANT.

(a) It is recognized that questions in the day-to-day conduct of
performance pursuant to this Agreement will arise. The COUNTY, upon
request by the CONSULTANT, shall designate in writing and shall advise
the CONSULTANT in writing of one (1) or more of its employees to whom
all communications pertaining to the day-to-day conduct of this Agree-
ment shall be addressed. The designated representative shall have the
authority to transmit instructions, receive informatiqn and interpret
and define the COUNTY'S policy and decisions pertinent to the work
covered by this Agreement.

(b) The CONSULTANT shall, at all times during the normal work
week, designate or appoint one or more representatives of the CONSULTANT
who are authorized to act in behalf of and bind the CONSULTANT regarding
all matters involving the conduct of the performance pursuant to "this
Agreement and shall keep the COUNTY continually and effectively advised
of such designation.

SECTION 22. ALL PRIOR AGREEMENTS SUPERSEDED. This document
incorporates and includes all prior negotiations, correspondence,
conversations, agreements or understandings applicable to the matters
contained herein and the parties agree that there are no commitments,
agreements or understandings concerning the subject matter of this
Agreement that are not contained or referred to in this document.
Accordingly, it is agreed that no deviation from the terms hereof shall
be predicated upon any prior representations or agreements, whether oral
or written.

SECTION 23. MODIFICATIONS, AMENDMENTS OR ALTERATIONS. No modifi-

cation, amendment or alteration in the terms or conditions contained
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herein shall be effective unless contained in a written document
executed with the same formality and of equal dignity herewith.

SECTION 24. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. It is agreed that nothing
herein contained is intended or should be construed as in any manner
creating or establishing a relationship of co-partners between the
parties, or as constituting the CONSULTANT (including its officers,
employees, and agents) the agent, representative, or employee of the
COUNTY for any purpose, or in any manner, whatsoever. The CONSULTANT is
to be and shall remain forever an independent contractor with respect to
all services performed under this Agreement.

SECTION 25. EMPLOYEE STATUS. Persons employed by the CONSULTANT
in the performance of services and functions pursuant to this Agreement
shall have no claim to pension, workers' compensation, unemployment com-
pensation, civil service or other employee rights or privileges granted
to the COUNTY'S officers and employees either by operatién of law or by

the COUNTY.

SECTION 26. SERVICES NOT PROVIDED FOR. No claim for services
furnished by the CONSULTANT not specifically provided for herein shall
be honored by the COUNTY.

SECTION 27. PUBLIC RECORDS LAW. CONSULTANT acknowledges COUNTY'S
obligations under Article I, Section 24, Florida Constitution and
Chapter 119, Florida Statutes, to release public records to members of
the public upon request. CONSULTANT acknowledges that COUNTY is required
to comply with Article I, Section 24, Florida Constitution and Chapter
119, Florida Statutes, in the handling of the materials created under
this Agreement and that said statute controls over the terms of this

Agreement.

SECTION 28. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS AND REGULATIONS. In providing

all services pursuant to this Agreement, the CONSULTANT shall abide by
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all statutes, ordinances, rules, and regulations pertaining to, or
regulating the provisions of, such services, including those now in
effect and hereafter adopted. Any violation of said statutes, oxdi-
nances, rules, or regulations shall constitute a material breach of this
Agreement, and shall entitle the COUNTY to terminate this Agreement
immediately upon delivery of written notice of termination to the
CONSULTANT.

SECTION 29. NOTICES. Whenever either party desires to give
notice unto the other, it must be given by written notice, sent by
registered or certified United States mail, with return receipt request-
ed, addressed to the party for whom it is intended at the place last
specified and the place for giving of notice shall remain such until it
shall have been changed by written notice in compliance with the
provisions of this Section. For the present, the parties designate the
following as the respective places for giving of notice, to-wit:

For COUNTY:

Roads-Stormwater Division

177 Bush Loop

Sanford, Florida 32773

For CONSULTANT:

Singhofen & Associates, Inc.

925 S. Semoran Boulevard, Suite 104

Winter Park, Florida 32792

SECTION 30. RIGHTS AT LAW RETAINED. The rights and remedies of
the COUNTY, provided for under this Agreement, are in addition and
supplemental to any other rights and remedies provided by law.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this

Agreement on the date below written for execution by the COUNTY.

19



ATTEST:

Secretary

7

(CORPORATE SEAL)

ATTEST:

MARYANNE MORSE

Clerk to the Board of
County Commissioners of
Seminole County, Florida.

For use and reliance
of Seminole County only.

Approved as to form and
legal sufficiency.

County Attorney

By:

Date:

By:

Date:

AC/1lpk

12/13/05

ps-0219

Attachments:
Exhibit “A” - Scope of Services
Exhibit “B” - Sample Work Order
Exhibit “C” - Rate Schedule
rExhibit “D” - Truth in Negotiations

20

SINGHOFEN & ASSOCIATES, INC.

ROBERT B. GAYLORD, P.E., President

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

CARLTON HENLEY, Chairman

As authorized for execution by
the Board of County Commissioners
at their 20

regular meeting.

r’
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EXHIBIT A

Proposed Scope of Work
Engineering Study & Drainage Inventory for the Big Econlockhatchee Basin

The following is the Scope of Services required to fulfill the work products needed by Seminole County for the
Engineering Study and Drainage Inventory for the Big Econlockhatchee Basin. The Scope of Services has been
divided into three phases. Phase I will address the system inventory, accompanied by the review of all the existing
engineering plans and studies, from which the drainage patterns and existing drainage structures will be identified.
Phase II will provide the engineering analysis to determine the drainage system capacity and demands; establish the
prioritized deficiency correction recommendations accompanied by the preparation of all related basin maps,
reports, and permits. Phase III will include preparing documents required for the implementation of the approved
Basin Master Plan based on the results of Phase II and the conceptual permitting effort.

In addition to the individual tasks and phases, the Consultant shall be required to provide on-going professional
services on an as-when-and-needed basis to address miscellaneous stormwater related issues within the basin as they
may arise through the life of the Contract. The Consultant shall be required to provide public presentations and
informational meetings at specific stages of completion for the individual phases.

The following is a brief summary of the intended study development which is followed by individual phases and
tasks. The stated tasks for the Scope of Services are required to fulfill the work products needed by Seminole
County for the Engineering Study and Drainage Inventory of the Basin.

PHASE 1
*  Gather pertinent data and review the documented hydrologic/hydraulic characteristics, wetlands and
wildlife habitats, and surface and ground water quality and quantity.
o Investigate, survey, and inventory existing drainage and stormwater management systems.
¢ Develop the mapping of the stormwater system on a computerized data base.

PHASEII

* Evaluate existing capacity and future demand of the drainage systems by establishing the proper level
of service, identify problems areas, and determine the system deficiencies based upon Federal, State,
regional and local criteria. :

¢ Develop alternative solutions (structural and non-structural) and provide recommendations for
eliminating the system deficiencies.

* Develop flood hazard avoidance programs and analyze their impacts.

e Develop the basin master plan and establish improvement prioritization with individual preliminary
engineering cost estimates.

¢ Develop water quality and wetland investigations, including the update of the Pollutant Loading Model
for the Basin, incorporate elements from the County Natural Lands Program, and evaluate their
impacts.

e Provide a long term calibration plan for the future updates to the Study.

e  Prepare, submit, and obtain permit approval from all necessary regulatory agencies.

e  Prepare, submit, and obtain approval by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) for a
physical map revision of the associated flood plain.

e Provide water quality data collection, pollutant sources assessment, and pollutant load reduction
analysis in the establishment and implementation of TMDL in the areas of the basin based on FDEP’s
1998 303(d) Impaired Water List.

e Develop a Basin Management Plan for the implementation of TMDLs developed in the basin.

PHASE I
*  Prepare documents and permits required for the implementation of the approved basin master plan.
Tasks will include, but not be limited to, final design and construction drawings, right-of-way maps,
bid documents, construction permits, and public information materials. ’

PHASE IV
» Provide assessment or survey of road and drainage related damages on short notices resulting from
calamities such as hurricanes, tornadoes and other natural disasters.
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PHASE I
SYSTEM INVENTORY

TASK 1. Initiate Project and Data Collection

Undertake and begin conducting the project as described in the Agreement, supplying the necessary personnel,
essential equipment, and facilities to accomplish the objectives stated therein. Gather pertinent data related to

the Basin from Federal, State, Regional, and Local agencies.

TASK 2. Data Review

All data collected in Phase I, Task 1 shall be reviewed to determine the significance of the information at hand
relative to defining the hydrologic/hydraulic characteristics, wetlands and wildlife habitats, and surface and
ground water quality and quantity within the watershed area. This review, coupled with the field
reconnaissance of Task 3, will assist in finalizing the field survey requirements for this study.

TASK 3. Data Inventory

Investigate and inventory existing drainage and stormwater management systems within the Basin. The
inventory shall detail the structures reported in the Seminole County Stormwater Management Study for the
Econlockhatchee Basin (Basin 1) prepared by Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan, Inc., dated June 1989 (available
at http://’www.seminolecountyfl.gov/pw/roadstorm/downloads.asp#basin) plus any additional structures, cross-
sections and outfalls found during Tasks 1 and 2 and as encountered during field reconnaissance as required
under this task. All field inventory and survey data shall be stored on a computerized data base system, which
shall locate and describe the existing stormwater management facilities.

TASK 4.  Mapping

Develop overall mapping of the watershed for the Basin. Maps will reflect information from the data collection
and review, field reconnaissance and inspection, and field surveys. Data base inventory and mapping shall be
linked to enable the County to call up data base information regarding a particular structure or cross-section
from the mapping.

TASK 5. Public Presentations

The Consultant shall assist Seminole County and provide Public Presentations for the purpose of presenting the
Study intent and findings from Tasks 1 and 2. Part of the public presentation shall include handout pamphlets
and graphic displays as provided by the Consultant and approved by the County. Presentations shall afford
local input of concerns and issues. Consultant shall provide to Seminole County written minutes and audio tape
of presentations. ‘ ‘

TASK 6. Phase I Report and Deliverables

Deliver to Seminole County the computer peripherals, software, and training necessary to review, update,
maintain, and utilize the intended study deliverables. Deliver to Seminole County, upon completion of Phase I,
a written and electronic copy of the report, limited to fifteen (15) pages, addressing all aspects of the project
with specific attention to Tasks 2 and 5, above. Eight (8) copies are required with supporting documentation to
include Maps of the Basin, Photographic Inventory Books, Computer Data Base, and Field Survey Log Books.
Electronic copy of the report shall be in PDF format.

TASK 7.  Phase I Meetings and Coordination

Upon receipt of written authorization of the County, the Consultant shall provide the specific services as related
not later than ___ calendar days from the date of authorization. Monthly meetings will be held with Seminole
County staff to discuss the project's progress and/or problems. Minutes of these meetings will be supplied by
Consultant to the County for review. Deviations from the established project schedule of more than one week
will be scrutinized, and must be explained with corrective actions identified. Revised schedules will be required
when deviations occur.

TASK 8.  Ongoing Services

The Consultant shall provide professional services on an as-when-and-needed basis relating to miscellaneous
stormwater issues as they may arise through the life of the Master Contract. Services will be provided on a
cost-not-to-exceed basis using a Rate Schedule as approved with this Contract. No actual work is authorized
until and unless so directed in writing by Seminole County. '
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PHASE I
ENGINEERING ANALYSIS

TASK 1.  Engineering Criteria & Model Development

A. Prepare appropriate nodal network schematics for each of the drainage systems in the Basin. The
schematics shall be compatible with the ICPR Model - Windows Version 3.02, approved by FEMA. All
appropriate modeling parameters shall be developed, prepared and input to the program, using the Valence
data management program.

B. Each structure and drainage system shall be categorized as to its function (i.e., roadway,
retention/detention, etc.) and the appropriate design criteria shall be assigned for analysis purposes. Rates
and volumes of stormwater runoff for each system for the appropriate storm events shall be determined
using the SIRWMD rainfall volumes and distributions.

TASK 2.  Engineering Analysis & Design

A. Continuous Simulation Model - The analysis based on long term hydrologic simulation shall provide a
determination of the appropriate normal water levels, initial water surface elevations, base flow, and
various tailwater elevations for the design storm event stages and discharges in the ICPR for Windows
Version modeling. As a minimum, the analysis shall provide determinations relevant to the Mean Annual,
10-year, 25-year, 50-year, and 100-year design storm event frequencies. The level of
geotechnical/hydrogeological investigations and continuous simulation analysis for individual sub-basins
may vary throughout the Basin.

B. ICPR Model (Windows Version 3.02) - The Consultant shall provide modeling scenarios for an Existing
Model, Design Model, Interim Model, Ultimate Design Model, and Ultimate Final Model. The adICPR
Version 2.0 model, approved by FEMA, shall be used.

C. Flood Hazard Avoidance Program - The Consultant shall prepare a Flood Hazard Avoidance Program in
Order to establish an operational procedure to reduce the frequency of flooding in "closed" or "limited"
discharge capacity Sub-basins within the Study watershed. The investigation shall include the
establishment of protocols for sub-basin management and an assessment of impacts on the overall
watershed. The Consultant will then determine the frequency of any hazard and the type of management
integration required to reduce the extent, duration, and/or frequency of the hazard.

TASK 3. Water Quality and Wetland Investigations

The Consultant shall address Water Quality and Environmental/Ecological Condition in the Final Report. The
Consultant shall identify areas of concern to water quality, wetlands, utilization of natural systems, etc. The
analysis should be a guide to future users of report not to contribute or create impacts to sensitive environmental
areas within the watershed. Additionally, the Consultant shall review and update the Water Quality Pollutant
Load Analysis Model (PBSJ 2002) for the Big Econlockhatchee Basin. This should include assessments of any
water bodies or water body segments listed as “impaired” by FDEP, per the Impaired Waters Rule.

TASK 4. Calibration Plan

The Consultant shall provide a separate section in report identifying locations for minimum permanent
placement of rainfall and lake/stream gages in order to validate the model and be able to modify model
parameters, if necessary, at some future time for more definitive and predictable modeling. The Consultant
shall also identify specific areas within the Basin requiring greater attention in future updates to the model.

TASK 5.  Develop a Basin Master Plan based on the Task 2 - Engineering Analysis & Design

The Consultant shall recommend conceptual solutions for stormwater deficiencies, the needs for right-of-way
and easements, meet with appropriate regulatory agencies and municipalities, prepare a capital improvements
prioritization list, provide analysis to insure in developing the improvement that phased improvements will not
cause adverse impacts either upstream or downstream, and prepare Conceptual Cost Estimates for each basin
improvement. The cost estimate will include final design services, land acquisition, construction, and materials.
All conceptual solutions shall also include an estimated pollution load reduction.
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TASK 6. Public Presentation and Informational Meetings

The Consultant shall assist Seminole County and provide Public Presentations for the purpose of presenting the
Study. Part of the public presentation preparation shall include handout pamphlets and graphic displays as
provided by the Consultant and approved by the County. Presentations shall afford local input of concerns and
issues during two discrete stages of Phase II. The first presentation shall occur after completion of the ICPR
Model of the Existing Condition and identification of preliminary proposed improvements as required under
Task 2. The second presentation shall occur prior to permitting as required under Task 7. Consultant shall
provide to Seminole County written minutes and audio tape of presentations.

TASK 7. Permitting

The Consultant shall meet with regulatory staff and review reports. Regulatory Agencies would include, but not
limited to, SIRWMD and FEMA.

TASK 8. Phase II Report & Deliverables

The Consultant shall deliver to the County a Draft Preliminary Report; a Draft Final Report, the Final
Engineering Study and Drainage Inventory for the Basin, and a brief public information pamphlet. All
electronic copy of deliverables shall be compatible with MS Office Packages including final report in PDF
format.

TASK 9.  Phase II Meetings and Coordination

Upon receipt of written authorization of the County, the Consultant shall provide the specific services as related
not later than ____ calendar days from the date of authorization. Monthly meetings will be held with Seminole
County staff to discuss the project’s progress and/or problems. Minutes of these meetings will be supplied by
Consultant to the County for review. Deviations from the established project schedule of more than one week
will be scrutinized, and must be explained with corrective actions identified. Revised schedules will be required
when deviations occur.
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PHASE 111
DEFICIENCY CORRECTION

Phase III will include preparing documents required for the implementation of the approved basin master plan based
on the results of Phase II and the conceptual permitting effort. The County recognizes that exact activities required
in the final Phase III are not known as of the effective date of this contract. Final scope of services for projects
within Phase III will be negotiated for each individual project, as requested after completion of Phase II. For
completeness in this contract, a basic scope of services is initially included in the attached “Consultant Guidelines
for Proposed Scope of Work.”

TASK 1. Deficiency Correction

Prepare documents and permits required for the implementation of the approved basin master plan. Tasks will
include, but not be limited to, final design and construction drawings, right-of-way maps, bid documents,
construction permits, and public information materials.

PHASE IV
DAMAGE ASSESSMENT

Phase IV is on an emergency need basis only. It will include providing immediate support for the assessment/survey
of damages resulting from flooding, tornadoes, hurricanes and other hazards within the basin; and preparing
documents required for the implementation and funding approval of the recommended solutions for the deficiencies
and damages. Final scope of services for projects within Phase IV will be negotiated for each individual project, as
the need arises.

TASK 1.  Damage Survey Report

The objective of this task is a complete assessment report of the damages cause by the natural hazards in the
basin to satisfy funding approval from the identified agencies below. Conduct road and drainage assessment
damages in the basin; prepare damage survey report following the requirements of the appropriate funding
agency, which include but not limited to: FEMA, NRCS, FHWA, FEMA’s Hazard Mitigation Grant Program
and other Local, State and Federal funding sources. Provide cost and community impact analysis of the
damages and deficiencies. Prepare priority solutions and cost of the mitigation, repair, replacement and/or
improvement of the damages and deficiencies.

TASK 2.  Plan Preparation and Permit Acquisition

Prepare plan documents and specifications of the recommended mitigations and improvements. Apply and
acquire necessary permits required for the implementation of the recommended mitigations and improvements.
Assist in the shop review and construction administration as needed.
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Consultant Guidelines for Proposed Scope of Work

Engineering Study & Drainage Inventory for the Big Econlockhatchee Basin

The purpose of the Consultant Guidelines is to establish preferred methodology and specific deliverables to satisfy
the Contract. Upon final acceptance by County and Consultant, the Guidelines will be attached to the Contract with
the man-hour and fee proposal. Specific issues as outlined in the Guidelines shall not supersede the intent of the

individual items as shown in the Scope of Work.

TASK 1.

PHASE 1
SYSTEM INVENTORY

Initiate Project and Data Collection

Undertake and begin conducting the project as described in the Agreement, supplying the necessary personnel,
essential equipment, and facilities to accomplish the objectives stated therein. Gather pertinent data related to
the Basin from Federal, State, Regional, and Local agencies including, but not limited to Seminole County,
Orange County, Seminole County Municipalities (City of Oviedo), St Johns River Water Management District
(STRWMD), Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), US Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE),
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), East Central
Florida Regional Planning Council (ECFRPC), Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services-
Division of Forestry, U.S. Weather Burean, Florida Natural Area Inventory (FNAI), U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS), and the Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission (FGFWFC). Information collected
will include, but not be limited to:

A. Planning & Development

i.
ii.
1l

v.

vi.

Seminole County's Comprehensive Plan Basic Study - Stormwater Management Study (1989).
Rules, regulations, ordinances and laws (local, state, and federal) pertinent to the watershed.
Seminole County's most recent Comprehensive Plan Updates.

Seminole County's most recent Existing and Future Land Use Inventories. Information will include
DRI's, PUD's, EIS's, EA's, major subdivision plats, and other large developments approved by County.

Construction plans (either design or as-built based on status) and survey information in Seminole
County and applicable municipalities.

FDOT, City of Oviedo, Seminole County, and applicable municipality roadway construction plans and
survey information.

B. Hydrology and Hydraulics

1.

il.

il

vi.

Vii.

Seminole County Drainage Atlas.

Engineering Studies of the region to include, but not limited to, SCS, USGS, SJRWMD, County,
Cities, and Private Development Master Plans

Federal Emergency Management Agency's most recent Flood Insurance Studies and Rate Maps for the
watershed.

Documentation of past flooding complaints.

Local rainfall records including but not limited to Daily Rainfall for the Sanford Experimental Station
and NOAA Monthly Pan Evaporation for the Lisbon Station.

Historical Lake stage data.

Stream stage/discharge data.

C. Environmental Data
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i.  The County's Environmental Protection Agency NPDES MS4 Permit and application.
ii. Existing water quality data for lakes, rivers, creeks, etc...
jii. Existing and potential wildlife habitats and natural vegetative area inventories.

iv. National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) and the Florida Land Use Cover and Classification System Maps
(FLUCCS).

v. Archeological resources.
D. Geotechnical Data
i.  The Natural Services Conservation Services most recent Soil Survey of Seminole County.
ii. Regional leakance and recharge rates.
iii. Potentiometric data for the Floridan Aquifer.
iv. Irrigation practices.
v. Effluent disposal rates.
E. Survey and Right-of-Way Data
i.  Seminole County's most recent Vertical Control Points & Elevations and associated Map.

ii. Aerial and topographical aerial maps available from Seminole County, Orange County, STRWMD,
FDOT, and other local sources.

ili. Seminole County's plats, right-of-way maps, and easements of record.
TASK 2. Data Review

All data collected in Phase I, Task 1 shall be reviewed to determine the significance of the information at hand
relative to defining the hydrologic/hydraulic characteristics, wetlands and wildlife habitats, and surface and
ground water quality and quantity within the watershed area. This review, coupled with the field
reconnaissance of Task 3, will assist in finalizing the field survey requirements for this study. Evaluation of the
collected information shall include but not be limited to:

A. Hydrology & Hydraulics Review
i. Drainage basin and sub-basin delineation of the watershed.

ii. Identification of landlocked sub-basins (lakes and other depressional areas) and associated lakes and
channels, which are controlled by "closed" or "limited" outfall capacity.

iii. Determine existing retention/detention systems designated as being of significance from reports, plans,
and maps.

iv. Existing natural systems relative to flood attenuation and minimum levels.

v. Existing and Future Land Use Conditions.

vi. Soil types, hydrologic soils group, and land cover.

vii. Boundary conditions (stage/discharge), flow patterns, and time of concentration.

viii. Identification of primary (30" Dia. Pipe) and secondary (18" and < 30" Dia. Pipe) structures.

ix. Identification of additional survey requirements for the watershed drainage system.

x. Identification of future developments and their impacts to the intended basin modeling.
B. Environmental Review

i.  Ground truthing FLUCCS or NWI maps.

ii. Provide focal species analysis relevant to upland and wetland habitat viability.

ili. Evaluate wetlands for their application tobﬂood attenuation and water quality.

iv. Evaluate surface water quality data for consideration of a water quality monitoring program.
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v. Evaluate ground water quality data for consideration of flood hazard avoidance plans.

vi. Identify mitigation sites and natural lands for possible flood attenuation, protection, or enhancement.

Upon completion of Task 2 - Data Review, prepare a short report (limited to five pages) and submit three (3)
copies for review by County. All relevant information found during the Data Review shall be shown on mark-
ups of aerial topo base maps. Land use, soils, and wetland/wildlife maps may be submitted separate from the
aerial topo base maps. Schedule and hold interview with County staff to determine if additional information is
available and/or needed.

TASK 3. Data Inventory

Investigate and inventory existing drainage and stormwater management systems within the Basin. All field
inventory and survey data shall be stored on a computerized data base system, which shall locate and describe
the existing stormwater management facilities. Specific tasks to be completed under this inventory are as
follows:

A.

Information notices to inform private citizens, public officials and agencies of the impending work,
prepared by Consultant and approved by Seminole County shall be hand carried by representatives of
Consultant and its sub-contractors during field investigations and surveys.

Perform field reconnaissance and inspection of all structures, cross-sections, conveyances, designated
retention/detention facilities, and outfalls. Make visual inspection and provide field report sheets noting
condition and providing color photographs.  Observed scour, physical deficiencies, and other
environmental problems shall also be reported. Field reconnaissance and inspection shall extend upstream
to the outfall structure of a given subdivision and shall not be required beyond unless designated as being
of significance. Field verify boundaries and sub-boundaries.

Amend the list of structures, cross-sections, outfalls, lakes, etc. to be field surveyed as may be required.
Submit draft list, mark-up aerial topo base maps, and fee estimate for survey and inventory to County for

approval,

Perform field survey of all specific stormwater structures and channel reaches as determined by the field
reconnaissance and approved by Seminole County. The survey shall:

1. Provide locations to include basin and sub-basin identifications; relative stationing; geographic
reference to road or other physical feature; township, range, and section number; and County
Commissioner District number.

ii. Recover and use previously established vertical control that was used and is described in notes and
current publications to be supplied by Seminole County. This vertical control will be accepted as being
accurate and the existence of these vertical control points is a premise by which the fee estimate shall
be based. Wherever practical at least two (2) known vertical points will be used for all work to be
performed. If no vertical control is available within one (1) mile of the project task area, Seminole
County shall be requested to establish a vertical control run to the project area.

iii. Horizontal control shall be provided by GPS and coordinates added to the Inventory Log Books.

iv. Survey and detail an estimated ____ structures (bridges, culverts, outfalls, and pipe systems), including
the structures designated in the Seminole County Stormwater Management Study. Cross-sections will
be taken upstream and downstream at each structure. The total number of structures to be surveyed
and inventoried shall be determined under Task 3B. Survey shall include, but not be limited to:

a. Identification as Primary or Secondary.
b. Number of structure.

¢. Length of structure.

d. Size (span and rise) of structure.

e. Material of structure.

f.  Invert elevations of structure.

g. Flowline elevation of channel immediately upstream and downstream of structure.
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vi.

h. Elevation of minimum road crown over structure.

i. Low chord elevation for bridge structures.

j. Weir crest length and elevation for culvert risers or culvert drop inlets.

k. Other Systems (weirs, overflow spillways, etc.)
(1) Weir or spillway crest elevation.
(2) Weir or spillway crest shape (rectangular, trapezoidal, etc.).
(3) Weir or spillway crest length.
(4) Top of weir/spillway elevation and width of opening.

Survey and detail an estimated __ cross-sections in the primary channels and major tributary flow
paths. The selection of the section locations will be based on characteristics of the channels and
anticipated modeling needs. The total number of cross-sections and approximate stationing shall be
determined under Task 3B. All sections will extend 50 feet beyond the top of existing bank on each
side and at least two (2) permanent markers (iron pipes or rebars) will be set at the existing top of bank
for location and future recovery. No attempt shall be made to tie positions horizontally to existing
property lines or reference points. Survey shall include, but not be limited to:

a. Natural ground elevation
b. Top of bank elevation and width
c. Bottom of channel elevation (flowline elevation) and width

Survey existing water surface elevations for approximately ____ named lakes (as shown on USGS
Quadrangle Maps or as listed in Seminole County's Lake Level Inventory) located within the Basin
Study area. The total number of lakes to be surveyed and inventoried shall be determined under Task
3B. Survey shall include, but not be limited to:

a. Existing water surface elevation and date found.
b. Type of outfall system (open, closed, landlocked).

¢. Cross-section data for open outfall; structure data for closed outfall.

vii. Condition, maintenance responsibility, and easement or right of way reference.

D. All the field inventory and survey data shall be stored on a computerized data base system, which shall
locate and describe the existing stormwater management facilities with the County’s numbering system and
also by basin, reach, ‘County Commission District, and by section, township, and range. The system shall
conform to the existing numbering system as determined by County to correspond with the County Public
Works Department’s Inventory of County roads and structures. Survey information obtained shall include
the data outlined and be in the format and form indicated herein. The data base system shall be compatible
with the existing County computer system and be easily accessible for future update and expansion.

i
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Reduce all field notes. Information provided in data base shall include, but not be limited to, the
following information.

a. Non-structural - (Open Systems)
(1) Cross-section #.
(2) Location and jurisdictional authority.
(3) Width and length.
(4) Flow line profile. V
(5) Cross-sectional information.
b. Structural - (Closed Systems)
(1) Structure #.

(2) Location and jurisdictional authority.
9



(3) Length, type, and size.

(4) Inverts.

(5) Maintenance condition and responsibility.
(6) Drainage easement and/or right-of-way.

ii. Coordinate with County staff to insure that information to be transferred to the County will be
compatible with the County’s computer system.

iii. Summarize, rearrange and supplement field survey data, field reconnaissance information, photo
inventory, and data from other sources. Put in draft inventory form including diskette(s) and printout,
and submit to County. Receive County review and modify and supplement.

TASK 4. Mapping

Develop overall mapping of the watershed for the Basin. Maps will reflect information from the data collection
and review, field reconnaissance and inspection, and field surveys. Data base inventory and mapping shall be
linked to enable the County to call up data base information regarding a particular structure or cross-section
from the mapping.

Mapping will be provided in color with individual Sub-Basins consistent in a scale necessary for legibility.
Mapping will be bound separately from report on 24"x36" sheets. Mapping will be in the order as follows and
will include:

A. Basin Base Map featuring watershed boundaries and identifications for the Basin and Sub-Basins, Links to
adjacent Major Basins, township/range/section lines, County Commission District Number, Municipal
Jurisdictions, Unincorporated Communities, roadway systems, lakes, rivers, streams, canals, landlocked
sub-basins, and other pertinent features. This map may deviate from common scale of Sub-Basin Maps.
Intent is to provide an overall depiction of the watershed. Particular attention will be paid to the common
boundary with adjacent basins. This action will insure that gaps and overlap areas are not incorporated into
the final mapping effort. Any significant variations with adjacent basins will be resolved with concurrence
from Seminole County staff. '

B. Existing Studies Map delineating Study Boundaries and identifying applicable reference and date. Map
shall be same scale as Basin Base Map, Task 4A. '

C. Existing FEMA Map at same scale as Basin Base Map, Task 4A.
D. Individual Sub-Basins - All mapping for this effort shall be consistent in scale and common features.

i. Existing Conditions Map featuring Sub-Basin and Nodal Basins, Nodal and Reach symbols with
numeric ID and links, flow paths, adjacent Sub-Basins with reach links, and any other pertinent
features. Numeric ID's and links shall be shown for inventoried structures and cross-sections with
proper numbering system consistent with all intended computer model designations, using the original
Basin Identification Number as defined in the 1989 Seminole County Stormwater Management Study
as a root (e.g. Big Econlockhatchee is #1). Known problem areas and any active/proposed
construction (Approved Permit) in the Basin shall be shown and identified.

ii. Contoured Aerial with date as supplied by Seminole County. Identify lakes by name and provide
historical high and low water elevations, rivers, creeks, roads, and Seminole County properties and
easements.

iii. Most recent NRCS Soil Survey with date and Data Tables relevant to Study.

iv. Environmental Features Map to include Wetlands Inventory, Wildlife Habitats, Water Quality
Assessments, Natural Lands, and Mitigation Areas. :

v. Existing Land Use Map.
vi. Future Land Use Map.
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TASK 5. Public Presentations

The Consultant shall assist Seminole County and provide Public Presentations for the purpose of presenting the
Study intent and findings from Tasks I and 2. Part of the public presentation shall include handout pamphlets
and graphic displays as provided by the Consultant and approved by the County. Presentations shall afford
local input of concerns and issues. Consultant shall provide to Seminole County written minutes and audio tape
of presentations.

A. Municipalities - The Consultant shall provide a presentation to all municipalities within the Basin or
affected by the intended study. Presentation shall include inventory findings, intended modeling, and
known problem areas.

B. Citizen Organizations and Home Owners - The Consultant shall provide a presentation to all interested
organizations and homeowners within the Basin or affected by the intended study. Presentation shall
include inventory findings, intended modeling, and known problem areas.

TASK 6. Phase I Report and Deliverables

Deliver to Seminole County the computer equipment, peripherals, software, and training necessary to review,
update, maintain, and utilize the intended study deliverables. Deliver to Seminole County, upon completion of
Phase I, a written report, limited to fifteen (15) pages, addressing all aspects of the project with specific
attention to Tasks 2 and 5, above. Eight (8 - archive, in-house, general distribution, DRC, Orange County,
SIRWMD x2, and City of Oviedo) copies are required with supporting documentation to include:

A. Maps of the Basin (Eight (8) copies) as described in Task 4, above.

B. Inventory books (Eight (8) copies plus original) containing pictures of drainage system features with the
proper numbering system consistent with all intended computer modeled designations and the data as

described in Task 3, above.
C. DVD/CD-Rom(s) (Three (3) se;cs) of computer data base as described in Tasks 3 and 4, above.

D. Field Survey log books (Three (3) copies plus original). Field notes of surveys shall be recorded in books
issued by, and to remain the property of Seminole County. All survey work must be done in accordance
with Chapter 21 HH-6, Florida Administrative Code, and The Minimum Technical Standards of Land
Surveying in the State of Florida as adopted by the Florida State Board of Land Surveyors. Survey notes
may be used as evidence in court and will represent a legal and official map of the area; therefore, all work
and information provided shall be correct and accurate in order to comply with the certification now
required of a professional surveyor. i

Upon Seminole County’s review and coordination with applicable municipalities and agencies, the Consultant

shall revise written reports and deliverables and resubmit to County. Final deliverable will include original data

gathered under Task 1, and electronic copies for Task 6A in AutoCAD and PDF format. All electronic copy of
deliverables shall be compatible with MS Office Packages including final report in PDF format.

TASK 7. Phase I Meetings and Coordination

Upon receipt of written authorization of the County, the Consultant shall provide the specific services as related
not later than ____ calendar days from the date of authorization. Monthly meetings will be held with Seminole
County staff to discuss the project's progress and/or problems. Minutes of these meetings will be supplied by
Consultant to the County for review. Deviations from the established project schedule of more than one week
will be scrutinized, and must be explained with corrective actions identified. Revised schedules will be required
when deviations occur.

TASK 8. Ongoing Services

The Consultant shall provide professional services on an as-when-and-needed basis relating to miscellaneous
stormwater issues as they may arise through the life of the Master Contract. Services will be provided on a
cost-not-to-exceed basis using a Rate Schedule as-approved with this Contract. No actual work is authorized
until and unless so directed in writing by Seminole County.
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PHASE II
ENGINEERING ANALYSIS

Upon completion of Phase I and County approval, Consultant shall commence with Phase II. The objective of this
phase will be to analyze the system(s), establish service levels, determine system deficiencies, incorporate flood
hazard avoidance programs and analyze their impacts, address the status of water quality and wetland investigations
and their impacts, develop a master plan for the Basin, recommend prioritized solutions with cost estimates for
correction, and obtain permit approval of the Study from applicable agencies.

TASK 1. Engineering Criteria & Model Development

A.

Prepare appropriate nodal network schematics for each of the drainage systems in the Basin. The
schematics shall be compatible with ICPR for Windows Version (3.02) Model, approved by FEMA. All
appropriate modeling parameters shall be developed, prepared and input to the program, using the Valance
data management program. We anticipate ____ nodes, ____ reaches, primary basins, and __
secondary basins for this study.

Each structure and drainage system shall be categorized as to its function (ie, roadway,
retention/detention, etc.) and the appropriate design criteria shall be assigned for analysis purposes. Rates
and volumes of stormwater runoff for each system for the appropriate storm events shall be determined
using the SJRWMD rainfall volumes and distributions. As a minimum, the events considered for design
shall be:

i.  100-year, 24-hour storm event for flooding conditions, bridges with greater than 20 foot spans, and all
evacuation routes, hospitals, shelters, schools, etc.

ii. 50-year, 24-hour storm event for all cross drains or bridges less than 20 foot span located at high use or
essential roadway facilities (ADT > 1500 or required for emergency access or evacuation).

iii. 25-year, 24-hour storm event for the primary drainage system and retention/detention facility design.
iv. 10-year, 24-hour storm event for road system design (closed pipe systems).

v. Period of rainfall record (80 years) for landlocked lake systems. Rainfall record during the years 1994
and 1995, along with observed water surface levels, shall be used for model calibration.

TASK 2. Engineering Analysis & Design

A.

Continuous Simulation Model - The analysis based on long term hydrologic simulation shall provide a
determination of the appropriate normal water levels, initial water surface elevations, base flow, and °
various tailwater elevations for the design storm event stages and discharges in the ICPR modeling. As a
minimum, the analysis shall provide determinations relevant to the Mean Annual, 10-year, 25-year, 50-
year, and 100-year design storm event frequencies. = The level of géotechnical/hydrogeological
investigations and continuous simulation analysis for individual sub-basins may vary throughout the Basin.

i. The geotechnical/hydrogeologic investigation shall generally consist of the following and shall be
applied to each Sub-basin which has a history of, or potential for, flood hazards. The Consultant shall
submit a list of potential flood hazard areas and obtain approval by County for evaluation of any sub-
basin prior to any geotechnical field and laboratory investigation. :

a. Review of published soils and hydrogeologic data for the sub-basin area. This review should
address NRCS soil map units, topography and surface water drainage, subregional geology and
hydrogeology (including water table conditions and Floridan aquifer potentiometric surface
elevations and recharge), Floridan aquifer water quality, and recharge characteristics of aquifer

system.

b. Review of available hydrologic records of lake levels and rainfall. It is desirable that the study
period include at least two consecutive years (preferably 1994 and 1995) of above-normal rainfall.

¢. Conduct a geotechnical field and laboratory investigation to assess the characteristics of the
effective portion of the surficial aquifer system. Characterization data is to include hydro-
stratigraphy, water table elevation, water table gradient, and hydraulic conductivity at
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representative locations adjacent to the lake. This data is to be used for computing transient lateral
ground water flux into or out of the lake during the simulation period. The following scope of
work is recommended at a minimum of one (1) transect location adjacent to the depressional
basin:

(1) Three (3) SPT or power auger borings to a minimum depth of 25 ft or to a depth of 15 ft
below the bottom of the depression. These borings shall be placed on a transect line
perpendicular to the edge of the water and be offset at three distances extending from the edge
of the water approximately 100 feet (30, 60, and 100 feet) to 500 feet (30, 100, and 500 feet).

(2) Surficial aquifer piezometers (2-inch diameter) shall be installed adjacent to each boring to a
minimum depth of 25 ft or 15 ft below the bottom of the depression. The piezometers shall be
screened in the effective portion of the surficial aquifer system which contributes ground
water baseflow to the depression. A pump test or slug test shall be performed on at least one
piezometer (preferably the middle one) in the transect to estimate the horizontal hydraulic
conductivity of the water table aquifer.

(3) If the published hydrogeologic data is insufficient, a deep boring at the edge of the lake and at
least 10 ft into the top of the Floridan aquifer may be needed to characterize the sediments
between the base of the depression and the top of the upper Floridan aquifer. A deep grouted
piezometer may also be needed if there is uncertainty with respect to the Floridan aquifer
potentiometric surface in the locality of the depression.

(4) All piezometers shall be surveyed relative to NGVD or a local reference datum.

(5) Permeability characteristics of the recovered soil samples shall be ascertained by visual &
tactile methods together with appropriate laboratory soil testing.

(6) It may be prudent to document the bathimetry of the lake bottom and to take sediment

samples of the bottom deposits to assist in characterizing the leakance properties of the lake.

The continuous simulation modeling for individual sub-basins shall generally consist of the following
and shall be applied to each sub-basin which has a history of, or potential for, flood hazards. The
Consultant shall submit a list of potential flood hazard areas and obtain approval by County for
evaluation of any sub-basin prior to any modeling.

a.

Develop/calibrate a continuous simulation ground water/surface water interaction model to
reasonably predict the water levels during the period of rainfall record (80 years) and selected
calibration period (preferably to include 1994 and 1995). The simulation should be based on at
least monthly hydrologic data. The purpdse of this model is to simulate the fluctuation in the lake
level based upon the hydrology of the basin. Hydrologic input parameters shall include but not be
limited to the following:

(1) The stage area relationship and its effective perimeter.

(2) Parameters to compute surface water runoff including the area of the contributing drainage
basin, weighted Curve Number, directly connected impervious area (which is very important
for small event hydrology), etc. '

(3) Daily rainfall, evaporation, and evapotranspiration for the simulation period.

(4) Aguifer parameters for computing transitory lateral and vertical ground water fluxes into the
basin.

(5) Artificial recharge sources to the ground water basin such as septic drainfields and land
application of reuse water.



(6) Stage/Discharge structure data.

B. ICPR Models - The Consultant shall provide modeling scenarios for an Existing Model, Design Model,
Interim Model, Ultimate Design Model, and Ultimate Final Model. The ICPR for Windows Version (3.02)
model, approved by FEMA, shall be used.

i

il.
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The Existing Model shail be based upon Existing Land Use Conditions applied to the existing
hydrology and hydraulics within the Basin. The Consultant shall submit to the County a list of
imminent development proposed within the basin. Proposed developments may be incorporated into
the existing model as directed by County. The Existing Model shall incorporate all necessary elements
from Task 2A - Continuous Simulation Model.

a. The Consultant shall utilize the Existing Land Use Maps as provided by the Seminole County
Planning Department and modify as necessary with latest available information.

b. The Consultant shall observe and assess the ability of each numbered structure and channel reach
in the Existing Model to meet Level Of Service (LOS) as specified in the Seminole County
Comprehensive Plan for each of the simulated storms. The LOS shall be defined as follows:

(1) Service Level A: Flow is contained within the system such that no flooding of major
roadways, minor roadways, yards or buildings occurs. The hydraulxc grade line is generally at
or below inlet throats and/or top of bank in channels.

(2) Service Level B: Flow is contained within the right of way such that flooding is limited to the
outer lane of major roadways and -does not prevent travel; is of limited duration in minor
streets; and is generally limited to the right-of-way of yards. No flooding of buildings occurs.
The hydraulic grade line is at or slightly above the inlet throat and/or encroaches on top of
curb and/or breaches top of bank in channels.

(3) Service Level C: Flow is contained within the property such that flooding of major roadways
precludes the use of outer lanes and travel in inner lanes is possible but difficult; flooding of
minor streets precludes travel; and flooding of yards is up to the face of buildings but no
flooding of the buildings occurs. The hydraulic grade line is significantly above the inlet,
beyond road rights of way and beyond normal channel in the floodplain.

(4) Service Level C/D: Flow conditions meet Level C criteria except that roadways at primary
drainage system crossings are overtopped. Regardless of flood depth and duration, associated
flow velocities generate an erosion hazard to be avoided.

(5) Service Level D: Extensive flooding of yards and buildings for prolonged periods.

c. The Consultant shall observe and assess the ability of each numbered structure and channel reach
in the Existing Model to meet all applicable State, Regional, and Local criteria which exceeds
Seminole County’s LOS. Areas of erosive velocity or other potential damage shall be identified.

d. Existing Land Use Conditions will be applied to the 100-year frequency, 24-hour storm event for
purposes of identifying the existing flood plain. This element is the intended submittal to FEMA
for a physical map revision of the associated existing flood plain.

The Design Model shall be based upon proposed improvements under Existing Land Use Conditions.
The Design Model shall incorporate all necessary elements from Task 2) A) - Continuous Simulation
Model and Task 2)C) - Flood Hazard Avoidance Program. Solutions to be considered shall include
both structural and non-structural improvements. The County shall jointly participate in the
determination of areas in which improvements will be made.

a. The Consultant shall utilize the Existing Land Use Maps as provided by the Seminole County
Planning Department and modify as necessary with latest available information.

b. The Consultant shall model recommended improvements as approved by Seminole County which
meet the most stringent design requirements of either the Seminole County LOS, State, Regional,
or Local criteria for deficiencies as observed under Tasks 2)B)i)b) and 2)B)i)c) above. The
Consultant will reassess the proposed Seminole County LOS for each of the simulated storms of
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the drainage system network and Aclearly identify the improvements assessed under Task 2)B)i)c)
which exceed the criteria of Task 2)B)I)b).

c. Existing Land Use Conditions will be applied to the 100-year frequency, 24-hour storm event for
purposes of identifying the proposed flood plain. This element is for determination of any
necessary submittal to FEMA for a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) if directed by

Seminole County.

The Interim Model shall be based upon the ability of the proposed improvements under Existing Land
Use conditions to meet Level of Service as specified in the Seminole County Comprehensive Plan.
Interim Designs shall only be applied to those structures which significantly impact upstream and/or
downstream property owners or facilities in a manner that is found to be cost prohibitive to individual
improvements under the Design Conditions Model.

The reassessment as required under Task 2) B) ii) b shall be utilized in the selection of interim
alternatives. Proposed interim improvements meeting LOS “C” for the 25-year frequency, 24-hour
storm events which are still considered cost prohibitive to individual improvements may be designed
for the 10-year frequency, 24-hour storm event LOS “C” upon approval by the County.

The Ultimate Design Model shall be based upon Future Land Use Conditions applied to the Design
Model.

a. Future Land Use Conditions shall be based on the Comprehensive Land Use Plan as provided by
the Seminole County Planning Department and modify as necessary with latest available
information. Mapping will be based on generalized land use categories rather than specific land
use tracts and will be produced as an independent map from Existing Land Use Conditions. The
advantage of the broader based approach will allow for future modifications by County staff as the
need arises.

b. The Consultant shall observe and assess the ability of each numbered structure and channel reach
in the Ultimate Design Model to meet Level of Service (LOS) as specified in the Seminole County
Comprehensive Plan for each of the simulated storms.

c. The Consultant shall observe and assess the ability of each numbered structure and channel reach
in the Ultimate Design Model to meet all applicable State, Regional, and Local criteria which
exceeds Seminole County’s LOS.

d. Future Land Use Conditions will be applied to the Mean Annual, 10-year, 25-year, 50-year, and
100-year frequency, 24-hour storm events for purposes of identifying volumetric impacts to the
Design Model potential flood plain and stage/flow rate impacts to the Design Model LOS, State,
Regional, and Local criteria for the drainage network system in the Basin.

The Ultimate Final Model shall be based upon proposed improvements to the Ultimate Design Model
under Future Land Use Conditions. Solutions to be considered shall include both structural and non-
structural improvements. The County shall jointly participate in the determination of areas in which
improvements will be made.

a. The Consultant shall model recommended improvements as approved by Seminole County which
meet the most stringent design requirements of either the Seminole County LOS, State, Regional,
or Local criteria as observed under Tasks 2)B)iv)b) and c), above. The Consultant will reassess
the proposed Seminole County LOS for each of the simulated storms of the drainage system
network.

b. Where Future Land Use categories reflect a significant variation from existing land use categories,
modeling will incorporate “on-site” quantity and quality treatment based on the 25-year frequency,
24-hour storm event or 25-year frequency, 96-hour storm event for landlocked conditions. This
will be based upon conceptual treatment and will not be considered as site specific design.

c. Future Land Use Conditions will be applied to the Mean Annual, 10-year, 25-year, 50-year, and
100-year frequency, 24-hour storm events for purposes of identifying required improvements and
associated costs to correct volumetric impacts to the Design Model potential flood plain and
stage/flow rate impacts to Design Model LOS, State, Regional, and Local criteria for the drainage

network system in the Basin.
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C.

Flood Hazard Avoidance Program - The Consultant shall prepare a Flood Hazard Avoidance Program in
Order to establish an operational procedure to reduce the frequency of flooding in "closed" or "limited"
discharge capacity Sub-basins within the Study watershed. The investigation shall include the
establishment of protocols for sub-basin management and an assessment of impacts on the overall
watershed. The Consultant will then determine the frequency of any hazard and the type of management
integration required to reduce the extent, duration, and/or frequency of the hazard. The Consultant shall
submit a list of potential flood hazard areas and obtain approval by County prior to evaluation of any sub-
basin.

i. The analysis shall be limited to sub-basins with a history of, or potential for, flood hazards. The

Consultant will determine the frequency of any hazard and the type of management integration
required in the ICPR Design Model to reduce the extent, duration, and/or frequency of the hazard.

a. Based on first floor elevations, roadway elevations, septic tank drainfield elevations, etc. provided
by the County on an as-needed basis, the Consultant shall recommend the establishment of a
managed lake level that will reduce the frequency of flooding through:

(1) Determination of the lake level that “triggers” discharge action.
(2) Determination of discharge capacity, type, etc. to achieve managed lake level.

ii. Flood Hazard Avoidance Plans may include improvement of existing (high frequency) outfalls,
creation of low frequency outfalls, lake level regulation/modification, future land use restrictions, new

stormwater ordinances, etc. :

a. Modification of the outfall system, under any condition, will have an impact on the receiving
waters. The analysis shall determine the extent of that impact to ascertain if corrective measures
need be applied to individual improvements, including re-evaluation of the outfall options.

(1) Re-evaluation of long term hydrologic simulation with modified outfall capacity.

(2) Analysis of “frequency of flood protection” based on not more than two scenarios; to be
determined by the County.

b. The Consultant shall re-run the ICPR Design Model using revised tailwater conditions and the
effective discharge determined from a) above as additional baseflow to ascertain the impacts, if
any, on Mean Annual, 10-year, 25-year, 50-year, and 100-year design storm event stages and
discharges.

TASK 3. Water Quality and Wetland Investigations

The Consultant shall address Water Quality and Wetland Impacts in the Final Report. The Consultant shall identify
areas of concern to water quality, wetlands, utilization of natural systems, etc. The analysis should be a guide to
future users of report not to contribute or create impacts to sensitive environmental areas within the watershed.

A.

B.

Sampling or other field investigations shall be provided to establish base line analysis for proposed Flood
Hazard Avoidance Plans.

Interface with County NPDES Consultant.
Interface with Seminole County for issues related to Natural Lands and Mitigation sites.

Conceptual application of water quality treatment requirements for proposed facilities as per current
regulations for retention/detention facilities, or other potential treatment systems.

SJRWMD Wetland Inventory Mapping and field investigations as necessary to obtain SJIRWMD
Conceptual ERP Permit.

Document and collect water quality data for basin assessment. Summarize detail results of assessment of
major pollutant sources including non-point sources in the establishment of TMDL.
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G. Develop a Basin Management Plan to achieve established goals in the implementation of TMDLs
developed in the basin. This includes implementation of established schedule and assessment of the

effectiveness of the plan.

TASK 4. Calibration Plan

The Consultant shall provide a separate section in report identifying locations for minimum permanent
placement of rainfall and lake/stream gages in order to validate the model and be able to modify model
parameters, if necessary, at some future time for more definitive and predictable modeling. The Consultant
shall also identify specific areas within the Basin requiring greater attention in future updates to the model.

TASK 5. Develop a Basin Master Plan based on the Task 2 - Engineering Analysis & Design

The Consultant shall recommend conceptual solutions for stormwater deficiencies, the needs for right-of-way
and easements, meet with appropriate regulatory agencies and municipalities, prepare a capital improvenents
prioritization list, provide analysis to insure in developing the improvement that phased improvements will not
cause adverse impacts either upstream or downstream, and prepare Conceptual Cost Estimates for each basin
improvement. The cost estimate will include final design services, land acquisition, construction, and materials.

A. Recommend the structural and non-structural conceptual solutions for stormwater deficiencies.

B. Recommend the needs for right-of-way and easements for the improvementsibased on the Seminole County
Land Development Code.

C. Meet with appropriate regulatory agencies in order to assure the design efforts are properly directed toward
their permitability; this list will include the St. Johns River Water Management District, the Florida
Department of Environmental Regulation and the appropriate municipalities within the basin boundaries.

D. Prepare a capital improvements prioritization list for making the deficiency correction improvements. The
improvements shall be ranked based on the severity of the deficiency and extent of the problem,
environmental constraints associated with permitting, ecological and wildlife
impacts/preservation/enhancement, relative costs, public impact and acceptance, and the capacity/demand

for the proposed improvements.

E. Provide analysis to insure in developing the improvement that phased improvements will not cause adverse
impacts either upstream or downstream of each improvement (see Task 2, B, iii). The cost estimates will
include recommendations as to the type of materials for improvements.

F. Prepare Conceptual Cost Estimates for each basin improvement. The cost estimate will include final design
services, land acquisition, construction, and materials.

TASK 6. Public Presentation and Informational Meetings

The Consultant shall assist Seminole County and provide Public Presentations for the purpose of presenting the
Study. Part of the public presentation preparation shall include handout pamphlets and graphic displays as
provided by the Consultant and approved by the County. Presentations shall afford local input of concerns and
issues during two discrete stages of Phase II. The first presentation shall occur after completion of ICPR
Existing Model and identification of preliminary proposed improvements as required under Task 2. The second
presentation shall occur prior to permitting as required under Task 7. Consultant shall provide to County
written minutes and audio tape of presentations.

A. Municipalities - The Consultant shall provide a maximum of two (2) presentations to municipalities, within
the Basin or affected by the intended Study, for coordination of modeling, proposed improvements, FEMA
map revisions, and proposed flood hazard avoidance programs.

B. Citizen Organizations And Home Owners - The Consultant shall provide a maximum of one (1)
presentation to interested organizations and home owners for presentation of proposed improvements,
FEMA map revisions, and proposed flood hazard avoidance programs.

C. Board of County Commissioners - The Consultant shall provide a maximum of two (2) presentations to
Seminole County Commissioners for presentation of Studies intent and findings.

TASK 7. Permitting

The Consultant shall prepare, submit, and obtain permit approval from all necessary Regulatory Agencies including,
but not limited to, SSRWMD and FEMA.
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A. SIRWMD - The Consultant shall prepare and submit a Conceptual ERP application to include responses as
may be required under RAI’s and attendance at Governing Board Hearings. The following tasks will be

performed by the Consultant:
i.  Attend Pre-Application Meeting (1 meeting) with STRWMD.
ii. Prepare application to STRWMD for Conceptual Approval to consist of:

a. Cover letter outlining Seminole County's understanding of the Conceptual Approach agreed to by
SJRWMD; and a summary of the content of the study in a format consistent with the SIRWMD
Applicant's Handbook sections to assist SIRWMD staff in their review;

b. Five (5) copies of the Study (to be provided by Consultant).

c. Five (5) copies of the drainage calculations: ICPR input/output files (hard copy) and associated
support material; and

d. Five (5) sets of computer disks with ICPR model inbur/output data.

ifi. Provide coordination and follow-up services in response to SIRWMD as it applies to clarification only.
This will consist of no more than three (3) meetings, and preparation for those meetings, with
SJRWMD, to include attendance at the Board Hearing, and no more than three (3) RAI meetings with
the County. No additional studies, investigations or analyses are anticipated or included with this fee
and scope estimate.

iv. Provide one (1) copy of the permit package to Seminole County.

B. FEMA - The Consultant shall initiate FEMA permitting after final SIRWMD Conceptual ERP Permit
approval. The Consultant shall coordinate with FEMA to address modeling differences between previously
approved investigations prior to formal submittal. The Consultant shall prepare and submit the Study to
FEMA for a physical map revision of the associated flood plain and respond to requests for additional
information by FEMA for purposes of clarifying the application request.

i. The Consultant shall complete, based on information available in the above referenced tasks, FEMA
Forms 1 through 5 (MT-2 FEMA Form 81-89 Series, Oct. 94) and submit to Seminole County for
review. These forms and their requirements are summarized as follows:

a. FORM 1 - Revision Requester and Community Official Form - This form provides the basic
information regarding revision requests.

b. FORM 2 - Professional Certification Form - The professional engineer performing or directly
supervising the work performed for this request must hold current registration in the state in which
the work was performed.

c. FORM 3 - Hydrologic Analysis Form - This form is used when discharges other than those used in
the FIS (Flood Insurance Study) are proposed. It essentially requests sources of data used (i.e.
field survey) and requests documentation regarding the model used.

d. FORM 4 - Riverine Hydraulic Analysis Form - This form is used when a hydraulic ‘analysis is
performed that differs from that used to develop the standing FIRM (Flood Insurance Rate Map).

e. FORM 5 - Riverine/Coastal Mapping Form - This form is used when mapping changes to either
the FIRM or the FBFM (Floodway Boundary and Floodway Map). This form requires submittal
of topographic work maps and annotation of current FIRM/FBFM maps. The submittal will be
based on the topographic maps as provided by either Seminole County or SIRWMD. Appropriate
FIRM panels will be provided by Seminole County.

ii. Seminole County shall review the forms, make recommendations/requests for modification as
appropriate, and complete sections required as "Revision Requester”. The Consultant shall coordinate
with Seminole County to finalize the forms and submit the application to FEMA..

Note: Before a determination is issued, the requester will be billed for any actual costs incurred during the
review that exceed the initial fee. If the request is subsequently approved, fees to cover the costs of
cartographic preparation of the FIRM/FBFM panels are assessed at $410 per panel. We would expect
a total of 4 panels to be affected by this request; including Panels 12117C0010 E, 12117C0020 E,
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iii.

TASK 8.

12117C0030 E, and 12117C0040 E. All fees to FEMA are the responsibility of Seminole County and
are not included in this proposal.

The Consultant shall respond to requests for additional information by FEMA for purposes of
clarifying the application request. No additional investigations are included.

Phase II Report & Deliverables

The Consultant shall deliver to the County a Draft Preliminary Report; a SIRWMD Permit; a FEMA Permit; a
Draft Final Report, the Final Engineering Study and Drainage Inventory for the Basin, and a brief public
information pamphlet. All electronic copy of deliverables shall be compatible with MS Office Packages
including final report in PDF format.

A. Prepare and deliver to the County, upon completion of Task 6 and a preliminary report outline as approved
by County, eight (8) copies of a Draft Preliminary Report for review by Seminole County staff. The report
will summarize the work findings and recommendations. The report must contain, but not be limited to,

the following:

i

iil.

Vi.

Vii.

Viil.

9/26/2005

A brief statement of scope, criteria, methodology, source and other support material and information,
etc.

The characteristics of the individual systems or sub basins, continuous event modeling, deficiencies,
design criteria, and related service levels.

Environmental issues concerning wetlands, wildlife habitats, surface and ground water quality, natural
lands programs, etc.

The proposed improvements, flood hazard avoidance programs, prioritization, cost estimates, location
maps, and right of way and/or easement requirements for the individual systems or sub-basins.

The operating condition of the system based on existing and recommended maintenance conditions.

Calibration plan, modeling limitations and future update considerations, modeling validations based
upon observations and empirical data, etc.

A tabular listing of the inventoried drainage features to include surveyed geometry, location, and
drainage capacity, level of protection, level of service, and demand for each condition and storm event
modeled.

A tabular listing of lake systems to include flood elevations, outfall characteristics, etc.

The mapping of the system based upon Phase I deliverables updated with Phase II findings. Phase II
mapping shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

a. Basin Base Map shall be revised for consistency with Study and all computer modeled
designations.

b. Existing Studies Map shall be revised for any additional information obtained after Phase I
deliverable.

c¢. FEMA Map as approved under Phase II, Task 7. Map shall be at same scale as Basin Base Map,
above.

d. Individual Sub-Basins - All mapping for this effort shall be consistent in scale and common
features.
(1) Existing Conditions Map shall be revised for consistency with Study and all computer

modeled designations. The 10-year and 100-year floodplains with elevations, existing system
deficiencies, and Data Summary Tables for 10-year, 25-year, 50-year, and 100-year shall be

added.

(2) Design Conditions Map shall be provided consistent with format of the Existing Conditions
Map.

(3) Contoured Aerials shall be revised for any additional information obtained after Phase I
deliverable.
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X.

{(4) NRCS Soil Survey Map shall be revised for any additional information obtained after Phase I
deliverable.

(5) Environmental Features Map shall be revised for any additional information obtained after
Phase I deliverable.

(6) Existing Land Use Map shall be revised for any additional information obtained after Phase I
deliverable.

(7) Future Land Use Map shall be revised for any additional information obtained after Phase I
deliverable.

The operating condition of the system based upon future land use with emphasis on describing lake
level regulation, future land use restrictions, new stormwater ordinances, etc.

B. Following review, comment, revisions, and approval by Seminole County, finalize and deliver the
SIRWMD Permit package to the County for approval and any necessary signatures.

C. Following final conceptual permit approval by SJRWMD Board of Governors, finalize and deliver the
FEMA Permit package to the County for approval and any necessary signatures.

D. Following review, comment and approval by FEMA, finalize and deliver to the County:

i.

iii.

TASK 9.

Eight (8) copies of a Draft Final Report for review, comment, revisions by consultant, and approval by
Seminole County staff.

Upon Seminole County approval of Draft Final Report, deliver to the County twenty-ﬁve (25) copies
of the Engineering Study and Drainage Inventory for the Basin to include:

a. Final Master Plan Report. Submittal will include three (3) sets of adICPR and surface/ground
water computer mode! simulation analysis, input and output, in both hard and electronic copy as
permitted.

b. Maps of the Basin. Submittal will include one (1) set of reproducible mylars and electronic copy
on a DVD/CD media.

c. Computer Data Base Inventory, Photographic Inventory Books, Field Survey Log Books, and any
associated electronic copy submitted under Phase I shall be updated for consistency with Phase IT

deliverables.

Consultant shall condense the information in the final report including the purpose, conclusions and
recommendations into a brief public information pamphlet. The public information pamphlet shall
consist of a minimum number of pages in an appropriate format and content of the pamphlet prior to its
final printing. The pamphlet shall clearly separate issues relevant to individual Counties,
municipalities, agencies, etc. One hundred (100) copies each of the pamphlet will be fumnished to
Seminole County.

Phase II Meetings and Coordination

Upon receipt of written authorization of the County, the Consultant shall provide the specific services as related
not later than ___ calendar days from the date of authorization. Monthly meetings will be held with Seminole
County staff to discuss the project’s progress and/or problems. Minutes of these meetings will be supplied by
Consultant to the County for review. Deviations from the established project schedule of more than one week
will be scrutinized, and must be explained with corrective actions identified. Revised schedules will be required
when deviations occur.

9/26/2005
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PHASE II1
DEFICIENCY CORRECTION

Phase 11 will include preparing documents required for the implementation of the approved basin master plan based
on the results of Phase II and the conceptual permitting effort. The County recognizes that exact activities required
in the final Phase III are not known as of the effective date of this contract. Final scope of services for projects
within Phase III will be negotiated for each individual project, as requested after completion of Phase II. For
completeness in this contract, a basic scope of services is initially included in the “Consultant Guidelines for
Proposed Scope of Work.”

TASK 1. Deficiency Correction

Prepare documents and permits required for the implementation of the approved basin master plan. Tasks will
include, but not be limited to, final design and construction drawings, right-of-way maps, bid documents,
construction permits, and public information materials.

PHASE IV
DAMAGE ASSESSMENT

Phase IV is on an emergency need basis only. It will include providing immediate support for the assessment/survey
of damages resulting from flooding, tornadoes, hurricanes and other hazards within the basin; and preparing
documents required for the implementation and funding approval of the recommended solutions for the deficiencies
and damages. Final scope of services for projects within Phase IV will be negotiated for each individual project, as
the need arises.

TASK 3. Damage Survey Report

The objective of this task is a complete assessment report of the damages cause by the natural hazards in the
basin to satisfy funding approval from the identified agencies below. Conduct road and drainage assessment
damages in the basin; prepare damage survey report following the requirements of the appropriate funding
agency, which include but not limited to: FEMA, NRCS, FHWA, FEMA’s Hazard Mitigation Grant Program
and other Local, State and Federal funding sources. Provide cost and community impact analysis of the
damages and deficiencies. Prepare priority solutions and cost of the mitigation, repair, replacement and/or
improvement of the damages and deficiencies.

TASK 4. Plan Preparation and Permit Acquisition

Prepare plan documents and specifications of the recommended mitigations and improvements. Apply and
acquire necessary permits required for the implementation of the recommended mitigations and improvements.
Assist in the shop review and construction administration as needed.
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Board of County Commissioners WORK ORDER

SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA Work Order Number:

Master Agreement No: Dated:
Contract Title:
Project Title:
Consuitant:
Address:
ATTACHMENTS TO THIS WORK ORDER: METHOD OF COMPENSATION:
[ 1 drawings/plans/specifications [ ] fixed fee basis
[ ] scope of services [ 1 time basis-not-to-exceed
[ ] special conditions [ ] time basis-limitation of funds
[ ! .

TIME FOR COMPLETION:

Work Order Amount: _

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this Work Order on this day of

, 20 , for the EUI‘EOSES stated herein. . (THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY THE COUNTY)

ATTEST:
By:
, Secretary ,President
(CORPORATE SEAL) Date:
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA
WITNESSES:
By:
(Seminole County Contracts Analyst, print name) Peter W. Maley, Contracts Supervisor
Date:

As authorized by Section 330.3, Seminole
County Administrative Code.

(Seminole County Contracts Analyst, print name)

Work Order — Contracts, Rev 2 11/10/03 Page 1 of 2
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—accurate;complete;and-currentas-of

Exhibit "D*

Truth in Negotiations Certificate

This is to certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the wage
rates and other factual unit costs supporting the compensation (as defined
in section 287.055 of the Florida Statues (otherwise known as the '
“Consultants’ Competitive Negotiations Act” or CCNA) and required
uhder CCNA subsection 287.055 (5) (2)) submitted to Seminole County

Purchasing and Contracts Division, Contracts Section, either actually or
- * are

by specific identification in writing, in support of PS-
: (DateyF—————

This certification includes the wage rates and other factual unit costs
supporting any Work Orders or Amendments issued under the agreement

between the Consultant and the County.

ienature

%!
9

Name

Title

Date of execution™**

* Identify the proposal, request for price adjustment, or other submission
involved, giving the appropriate identifying number (e.g., PS No.).

** Tnsert the day, month, and‘yeaI when wage rates were submitted or, if
applicable, an earlier date agreed upon between the parties that is as close as
practicable to the date of agreement on compensation. . h

#x* nsert the day, month, and year of signing.

" (End of certificate)
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