20.

Approve ranking list for PS-5151-03/AJP — Master Agreement for
Cassel Creek Stormwater Management and Investigation Facility and
award a Master Agreement to BCI Engineers and Scientists, Inc.,
Lakeland (Not-to-Exceed $250,000.00).

PS-5151-03/AJP will provide various professional services related to
conceptual design of a Regional Stormwater Facility (RSF) that will provide
water quality treatment and flood reduction for the Cassel Creek area.

This project was publicly advertised and the County received four submittals
(listed in alphabetical order):

. BC! Engineers & Scientists, Inc., Lakeland,;

o Boyle Engineering Corporation, Orlando;

° CDM, Inc., Maitland;

o URS Corporation Southern, Orlando.

The Evaluation Committee, which consisted of Mark Flomerfelt, P.E.,
Roads and Stormwater Manager, Public Works; Regina Lovings, St.
Johns River Water Management District; Kim Ornberg, P.E., Principal
Engineer, Public Works; Tom Radzai, Senior Engineer, Public Works;
Robert Water, P.E., Principal Engineer, Public Works: Dennis Westrick,
P.E., PEI Division Manager, Environmental Services; and Tom Ziegler,
P.E., St. Johns River Water Management District evaluated the submittals
and short-listed three firms.

The Evaluation Committee interviewed the following three short-listed firms:
e BCI Engineers & Scientists, Inc., Lakeland;
e Boyle Engineering Corporation, Orlando;
e CDM, Inc., Maitland.

Consideration was given to the following criteria:
Proposed Approach to performing the work;
Innovative Ideas & Solutions;

Similar Project Experience ;

Public Involvement;

Proposed Team Qualifications;

Overall Quality of Presentation.

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

1. BCI Engineers & Scientists, Inc., Lakeland;

2. CDM, Inc., Maitland:;

3. Boyle Engineering Corporation, Orlando.



Funding will be provided by SG471AA executed on September 29th 2003,
with St. Johns River Water Management District. Public Works/ Stormwater
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

" 20

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

PS NUMBER: PS-5151-03/AJP NO FORCE AND EFFECT. PS DOCUMENTS FROM THE PROPOSERS LISTED
PS TITLE Master Agreement for Cassel Creek Stormwater HEREIN ARE THE ONLY SUBMITTALS RECEIVED TIMELY AS OF THE ABOVE
Management and Investigation Facility OPENING DATE AND TIME. ALL OTHER PS DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED IN
DATE: November 5, 2003. TIME: 2:00 P.M. RESPONSE TO THIS SOLICITATION, IF ANY, ARE HEREBY REJECTED AS LATE.
RESPONSE -1- RESPONSE -2- RESPONSE -3- RESPONSE -4-
BCI Engineers & Scientists Boyle Engineering Corporation CDM, Inc. URS Corporation Southern
P. O. Box 5467 320 East South Street

Lakeland, Florida 33807-5467

Mr. Walter R. Rigner, P.E.
(863) 667-2345 Phone
(863) 667-2662 Fax

Orlando FL 32801

Mr. A. Thomas Brown, P.E.
407-425-1100 ~ Phone
407-422-3866 — Fax

2301 Maitland Center Pkwy, Suite 300
Maitland, Florida 32751

Mr. Charles J. Voss, P.E.
(407) 660-2552 Phone
(407) 875-1161 Fax

315 E. Robinson Street, Suite 245
Orlando, Florida 32801

Mr. Jimmy Allison, P.E.
(407) 422-0353 Phone
(407) 423-2695 Fax

Tabulated by: David Santiago, Contracts Analyst — Posted 11/06/2003 (9:00 AM.)
Evaluation Committee Meeting: 11/20/2003 9:00 AM at County Services Building (Purchasing Conference Room)
Short Listed Firms: BCI Engineers & Scientists, Boyle Engineering Corporation, and CDM, Inc.

Presentations Date: 12/18/2003 at 1:30PM located at the LCR Environmental Services (Posted: 11/20/2003)

Recommendation: BCI Engineers & Scientists (BCC DATE: 01/1 3/2003) (Posted: 12/19/03)
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EVALUATION FOR PS-5151-03, Cassel Creek Stormwater Management & Investigation Facility

QUALIFICATION TEAM
CONSENSUS REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

SUMMARY SCORES AND RANKINGS

FIRMS
BCI
CDM
Boyle

The Evaluation Committee makes the following recommendation:

RANKING
1
2
3

The Evaluation Commiittee ds the top ranked firms for award.

SIGNATURES:

Mark Flomerfelt t/\

Regina Lovings (

Kim Omberg ‘%{

-

Robert Walter W
Dennis Westrick i@w“ M

: !
Tom Zigler )Z WA\

Page 1 of 1



BCI

CRITERIA

Project Approach

fnnovative ideas & Solutions
Similar Project Expereince
Public Involvement

Proposed Team Qualifications
Overall Quality of Presentation

Boyle

CRITERIA

Project Approach

Innovative ldeas & Solutions
Similar Project Expereince
Public Involvement

Proposed Team Qualifications
Overall Quality of Presentation

CDM

CRITERIA

Project Approach

Innovative Ideas & Solutions
Similar Project Expereince
Public Involvement

Proposed Team Qualifications
Overall Quality of Presentation

EVALUATION FOR PS-5151-03, Cassel Creek Stormwater Management & Investigation Facility

Dennis Westrick

Mark Flomerfelt

WEIGHT PQINTS WTD PTS

30.00% 92
20.00% 95
20.00% 94
15.00% 91
10.00% 92
5.00% 95
100.00%

WEIGHT POINTS

30.00%
20.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%
5.00%
100.00%

WEIGHT
30.00%
20.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%
100.00%

85
88
82
86
82
85

POINTS

20
93
94
90
93
96

2786
19
18.8
13.65
9.2
475
93

WTD PTS
25.5
176
16.4
12.9
82
425
8485

WTD PTS

27

18.6
18.8
13.5
93
48
92

Regina Lovings

POINTS
95
90
94
90
89
94

POINTS
96
95
92
90
95
95

POINTS
96
95
92
90
95
95

Kim Ornberg

WIDPTS POINTS WTDPTS
28.5 98 204
18 98 19.6
18.8 90 18
135 95 14.25
8.9 98 9.8
4.7 98 4.9
924 96.95
WIDPTS POINTS WTDPTS
288 80 24
19 85 17
18.4 85 17
13.5 80 12
9.5 85 8.5
475 85 4.25
93.95 82.75
WTDPTS POINTS WTDPTS
28.8 85 25.5
19 75 15
18.4 90 18
13.5 85 12.75
95 95 8.5
4.75 90 45
93.95 85.25

Tom Radzai Robert Walter
POINTS WTDPTS POINTS WTD PTS
85 26.5 90 27
90 18 80 16
90 18 75 15

80 12 75 11.25
90 9 85 8.5
89 445 75 3.75
86.95 81.5
POINTS WTD PTS POINTS WTD PTS
90 27 85 255
90 18 85 17
90 18 75 15
95 14.25 80 12
90 9 80 8
95 4.75 80 4
91 81.5
POINTS WTD PTS POINTS WTD PTS
86 258 85 255
80 18 85 17
90 18 80 16
85 12.75 85 12.75
90 9 80 8
95 4.75 85 425
883 83.5

POINTS
90
85
90
90
85
85

POINTS
85
85
85
90

Tom Zigler

WTD PTS POINTS WTD PTS AVERAGE ST DEV

27 90 27 91.25 4.18

17 85 17 87.875 6.22

18 82 16.4 86.25 6.94

135 80 12 84.5 743

85 75 75 87.375 7.16

4.25 88 4.4 87.375 7.69
88.25 843 WEIGHTED AVERAGE
WTD PTS POINTS WTD PTS AVERAGE ST DEV

255 83 24.9 86.125 522

17 78 15.6 86.375 5.26

17 84 16.8 83.5 5.53

135 75 11.25 845 7.08

85 72 72 83.625 7.34

4 il 3.55 83.875 8.60
85.5 79.3 WEIGHTED AVERAGE
WTD PTS POINTS WTD PTS AVERAGE ST DEV

255 87 26.1 87.375 4.07

18 84 16.8 87.125 6.75

18 86 17.2 87.75 4.60

14.25 78 11.7 86.625 5.40

9 83 83 88.25 5.86

4.76 85 4.25 80.75 4.89
89.5 84.35 WEIGHTED AVERAGE

12/30/2003

88.9

85.6

88.1

Page 1 of 1



INTERVIEW RATING FORM * 5\,

Date: Interview for (work): _Cassel Creek Stormwater Management &
December 18, 2003 Investigation Facility

Name of the Firm: BCI

QUALIFICATIONS FACTORS Points Weights
(0-100
Praposed Approach to performing the work % %{ (30%)
L, I Dresendation | cudSind ﬂé»‘ Comprehersion.
and W’td@éinb%ﬁ CF project ound_oregn
Innovative Ideas & Solutions Cf 8 (20%)

Lida o107 offline pand 1 TAC L bodldootrd 2d éMSz%m
— 619@{‘4?:4, 1deS far i lndnm\uaﬁ aras In ’Drm

. u,of&qu
Similar Project Experience ety T ducing 1oteb e d ram/ / (20%)
Ve }%nrm(gh QLWAJ?M& N ol0 oo b

qﬁ (15%)

Public Involvement
— 2N (gilesmdt — o i

- <e\eyald $pe vt depa U 0ing LXishing. Progims-
(‘/\/A\/ U UAnTE 2 y HoA ) ¥ m{’e%"?ﬁ quMm/
“DIO\e 1S Lemning =Y 9%

Propdsed 'Team Qualifications (10%)
UTStNAIing
Overall Quality of Presentation (Ut standing. . q 8 (5%)
Comments and Notes: O
/o

Rater’s name: F<UmOr nbﬁfﬂ Signatur&%
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidetlines:

DCTA vs NDCIA B,

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings
v g Lozd

80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects. .
70 —-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is - eV iemed /QCW“CCD/ /
60 —69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications distrbution
Belog g?, lLir}agice?‘ti/t‘)clg Needs major help to be acceptable ) u/% ’ 1 lim lonos est, /mﬁizo’
Yl( @Yl(/h\ﬂ ~pol Hutert | [oad OMOLM SIS %{wﬁ% fg’w
L
35/53 (F £xnent - 9p66r6¢ /cleas cz@mr:f
* Desic W{"m@l jSsites WWT;_“_‘%‘WﬂL P@e@%
[/00\11( )0& (.a«V\CL k){kﬁhﬂf:ﬁr re ng(’, ov Yé'nf)@dtm
howd Porn M AL indo uézceL K e
) model developo olready  — PIOIBCL Concep
25 gf”"ﬂ ° e J g eChnit oLl QU:&U/dnénﬂﬁ

TP- iime0 - Gl catierak oppr tucnities



INTERVIEW RATING FORM

Date: Interview for (work): _Cassel Creek Stormwater Manaqgah

December 18, 2003 Investigation Facility

Name of the Firm: _Boyle

QUALIFICATIONS FACTORS Points Weights
(0-100)
Proposed Approach to performing the work ZfO (30%)
Setevud (Lpp i Ches 10r polertiol rzeomtigumtbion,
Innovative Ideas & Solutions X 5 (20%)
[ow Flony Adams me allomtpdeere d»?"Té&J’/YL@AJ/'
sludaC pusvped 1o Lift Station Yem irm bridsc
[EUSEVSITS 3 YWOnAors W) Hm? T cone 10 sy g
Similar Project Experlence 5 (20%)
LK Howard retvpft (e lewry Relgs, SFAI [Winiwal) § WWT P
cArYfape 4—@\1\/
Public Involvement SO (15%)
Lnninndl m(rﬂ:wh 1N eve ofF ’Dub]’f OUT YA
pst lfmsforu\“ vauL naailonty Kipsks:
Proposed Team Qualifications g5 (10%)
Yonile - WWTP X [¥ yivnCe, €7 facalitiy
- Lcund%fnﬁe ~J (R comsy Hh g
Overall Quality of Presentation g 5 (5%)
Comments and Notes:
,
2 / AN
Rater's name: iy (Jrn ber A Signaturez )Ly 5N
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general gui S:
90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects. tfdaéaﬂﬂn ol
70 —79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is Wmﬂ 1bes
60 —69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications fUl’ fZS’/CI{ﬂ/fo}
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable ‘
_ [eHowe! . e
L Howe At of 1CPR

Iow flo W, 1@ Fiow treatmenct

“ovooel cir
_ PO %‘%LK Lovo nutrieuct buvel
- oXehud lion a{«d,,

- X0 drop-

model v QUAL 2E.
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INTERVIEW RATING FORM -
me% &

Date: Interview for (work): _Cassel Creek Stormwater Manage
December 18, 2003 Investigation Facility

Name of the Firm: _CDM

QUALIFICATIONS FACTORS Points Weights
(0-100)
Proposed Approach to performing the work 85 (30%)

Jhorough apprach  S0lie appron i

Innovative Ideas & Solutions 75@ (20%)
resonvon potenh a l, didn't e pragiee. O+ 1V] Dotertinl|d

Similar Project Experience @O (20%)
Ve V((/jt gg')/‘)d, exXPRvien !

Public Involvement 8 5 (15%)
~ ndoto ot DulDlic. 15SLe

- educalignal Wﬁz"/nﬂm‘tumzﬁ&
e .f)ha/u—;y (Om m‘nu_mﬁ/ JmmlmmaumL ey
!/L)ochm% ’
Proposed Team Qualifications 95-
VEZ LA 004 o.M Gl a A

— 2 Déwhu?ﬂ Lo| Sern(®.

Overall Quality of Presentation 70 (5%
Comments and Notes:

(10%)

2 7 s i
Rater’s name: Ko Jrnker 3} Signature: <L _Xoala®

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidetirtés:
B rion ) D‘VL/WWL

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80 —89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects. HHzT
70 -79 Good, No majot weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is _
60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications iNStyeam mona tord
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable W JS
TMDUs Lk Howe il
"—’%Wma@g%_ | Irmﬂac VS olun
g+ ANNOIVE ime G rense (s tandfi' )]
orm. TreatmentKesop ok . <
O«m Coste e )j/f\ borhe@ﬁ IMS[‘C)/‘(/

~ {-\*Hm@w AotLLe | Previgus)
- ,egea((/hv ’Pftuma/@s
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Tl BT B e (omasBer |



INTERVIEW RATING FORM " 20

Date: Interview for (work): _Cassel Creek Stormwater Management &
December 18, 2003 Investigation Facility ‘
| x< V N~
Name of the Firm: _BCI ——
QUALIFICATIONS FACTORS Points Weights
(0-100)
Proposed Approach tg performing the work Q) (30%)
FLoep Tos5=S RPooclr — e s Ty O oy

Innovative Ideas & Solutions (20%)

1_b fcp . fraTeds 9s Nptradud iz, Feol |
B oo, VD odFons 3~ S loslS

C19)
Similar Project Experience @ (20%)
GIb
~Z

_!QQ& {O&G( A\ PY'\\BL-S‘,_,D\D ,Lopo A — CDR\JCA—M

T | A B (J{' {;‘735}(“— (e {2 S A LI e (D 7

Public Involvement (15%)

) s
7 [ Me=s aureelll Yobom. Colwivas Uo-tse g
’3 sWeeo Lo CoooaBan. do o Tlawns\S . m
Proposed Team Qualifications \ ) i AL)  (10%)
-5 ovo Wi, Be (ot ewid)r b Wil N—
sy loole Y lowSTrEa A~ Mp T 552 A O .
Overall Quality of Presentation 495 (5%)
P Comments and Notes: —
| Lo 0{ GO\ %)AS\ Peo | 2D\
1, |
Rater’s name: \2_ :I YT "i) Signature:
INSTRUCTIONS: Sc fterion from 1 to 100 based on the Mg 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 \ V-
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable 6“’ o

TG S Bese (e B Tees



INTERVIEW RATING FORM

Date: Interview for (work): _Cassel Creek Stormwater

M

December 18, 2003 Investigation Facility

Name of the Firm: _Boyle

QUALIFICATIONS FACTORS  ios): 10 S Tf;g«, 5}53_ Points  Weights

LT Locayod of C&t;tq& Fie OS

(0-100
Proposed Approach to performing the work 0 *\‘“ Vr\o I @ (30%)

Innovative Ideas & Solutions

Yo ess %eﬁ.ﬁ-— To 'Tmew%— W RT’C&@;._—_
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@ (20%)
N

oGS T D L e P e,
Slmllar Project Experience _@ (20%)
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70— C{h Pacue A T~ De sl N
Public Involvement CDucnro> {soop Povedzac Lmkd//
Ao (onddeC Yo p D50~ W/ 14
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Proposed Team Qualifications S/ (10%)
wsed SirpleoRyr S Frome Celhnrs —
Uk Sono wind-13  porn. PercefAisd oF Colflon POSS
Overall Quality of Presentation ¥\o-2 Yo  uwdonfe Dxnoeaf (= ‘55 (5%

Comments and Notes:

N Y
7 overaLL quﬁ/,oos/ég,\ Gnlpos wiye (eSS

/ Signature:

5)

Rater’s name: P | W) I
e e

4

¢
v
LA

——

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

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings A
Je- e

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 O \,\3 6

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable
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INTERVIEW RATING FORM

Date: Interview for (work): _Cassel Creek Stor

December 18, 2003 Investigation Facility @ . ED

Name of the Firm: _CDM 0@
5 Q

QUALIFICATIONS FACTORS

Proposed Approach to performing the work

S1oants 9S Co0VeA g —15 el a Z‘?)C’JLEA.V ,‘

A lanxy NElroelD Yo

Innovative Ideas & Solutions .

Loockep @ pros Spmfle S

Wiy 4o TRERYS 0% Tod pa. SYORA—Y

Similar Project Experience

= Pl BP0

— B asrD SepmeFedan) — 3o @(/s oo §

o

Public Involvement

ooy ides = e LOws oo \Boa—
TO eI HI) S THe _—buelunhe AN

(000 T ; NAT y—p

Proposed Team Qualifications

3

= LA {Zésmu.éi —7¢~0<\/ \:\)mdu w /\"o:mbﬂ_

-——"

Points Weights
(0-

KN (30%)

@ (20%)
— =

AY)  (20%)
N4

/'/C\O\ (15%)
N

6\_’.‘)\ (10%)
\ 7

A

Overall Quality of Presentation
Comments and Notes: )

el "/'4

N

/
/ ]
Rater’s name: \ / \7 = Signature:
\ v J L OS>

INSTRUCTIONS: Score e criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general gLuidelines:
OnNp S

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings th; (\/%6"/:\)3 \)i

80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects. - - 73

70 -79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is —_— O\N Tih 5&:”\

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications Crnotces Xp&

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable



INTERVIEW RATING FORM

| 20

Date: Interview for (work): _Cassel Creek Stormwater Management &

December 18, 2003 Investigation Facility

Name of the Firm: _BCI

QUALIFICATIONS FACTORS Points Weights
(0-100)

Proposed Approach to perfarming the work Q o (30%)
(T eom Nodoonedh (s Ko bd T odpendt a.)/ By 0 Box
gf oQ//L« ng, )QU\V\*—L— B?jizl_ﬁ_/fﬂgg«a L {4 /(MMA'S “Fa)‘uu»cz(u_ V\J%l),- A

e : | gt ). ""pr.wé

: ‘?& (20%)
(/3’1'/’\,7 /2 l/ l. o A T St LA ' GAL
YMWW% Phnl L WP/W{W MMIM# 4y AC. //)au«//(// 2,
f2ilen. v ' 22 Ba (s . L& o ,_,Q Ao doch o cend 3 S/
Similar Project Exp ofience J Vi (20%)

L 9@{(/;4«,4»@ e ) /,thve_,g_/ (ﬁaﬁ/%%ﬂm/\m eJ acule
f Uako oot 47 osfresnt Gty etorve T @ hodtrsroa. - —f?fy’
G a5 Aaﬁi o — — b bade phlonn 4 < (=)

Public Involvement/) ) . 79 (15%)
Lf?('h - Azs ey a)f{'&M FlMﬂuW«e:cD/u%ﬁ/b'ﬁ/b,C, ‘
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such ar Cebdin u«%% Obas b Pos A Sptinn. 7
Proposed Team Qualifications , [/)g/ (10%)
Overall Quality of Presentation 75 (5%)

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

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

(; » Dt (Lo nch up ol A s
Rater's name: ',Z’H/;/;a, Lovings Signature: &2 5;_@’4 %ﬁg{ ge
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INTERVIEW RATING FORM -
ng

Date: Interview for (work): _Cassel Creek Stormwater Manageme
December 18, 2003 Investigation Facility

Name of the Firm: _Boyle

QUALIFICATIONS FACTORS Points Weights
(0-100)
G

Proposed Approach to performing the wark/(],&,m c‘w,w(a%auwm / 5 (30%)
(/ud,u’/ /D véc(/w(’ 2l Al %nm/( W‘ U; WOML{; . (‘ / L

Innovative Ideas & Solutlons G0 (20%)
k&uM/\J& Ao m/m//w ocu/_ﬁ WM /; (/f’& c’&u—’x% ;ée?:'?‘/ M M&é’,ﬂ/ L

ho vae A oL A, 74‘ """ o ' ﬂu/“/@,q

Similar Project é\'perlence , é 4 (20%)
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Overall Quality of Presentation D4 (5m)
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(15%)

¢

@

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

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

e ey
) TJc ﬁ, [-ﬁ'p movc/u‘f/,w)

':(C an
('/\/(71
Gn Hzm\é/c%(e s {e

S’ Eastem Ot 'rw7/u



INTERVIEW RATING FORM u 2@

Date: Interview for (work): _Cassel Creek Stormwater Management &
December 18, 2003 Investigation Facility

Name of the Firm: _CDM

QUALIFICATIONS FACTORS Points Weights
(0-100)
Propased Approach to performing the work <7, .7, Ao~ o2l Yo 9@ (30%)
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CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT (PS-5151-03/AJP)
CASSEL CREEK STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND INVESTIGATION FACILITY

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this day of

, 20 , by and between BCI ENGINEERS & SCIENTISTS,

INC., duly authorized to conduct business in the State of Florida, whose
mailing address is Post Office Box 5467, Lakeland, Florida 33807-5467,
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 provide consultant services with regard to
the Cassel Creek Stormwater Management and Investigation Facility 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
consultant 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
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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 until thirty (30) days after
final completion of construction of the project. 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. Tn 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
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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
“C”. 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
pursuant to this Agreement, including reimbursable expenses, shall not
exceed the sum of TWO HUNDRED FIFTY THOUSAND AND NO/100 DOLLARS
{$250,000.00).

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.
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(a) If the Scope of Services required to be performed by a Work

SECTION 7. PAYMENT AND BILLING.

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.

(d) 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
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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:
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Seminole County Stormwater Division

500 W. Lake Mary Boulevard

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.
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(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 operéte
as a walver 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



20

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 of 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.
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(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 its sovereign
or contractual capacity, fires, floods, epidemics, gquarantine 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
bonafide empioyee 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 bonafide 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 provi-
sion, 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
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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, allegedly arising from,
or related to the negligent provision of services hereunder by the
CONSULTANT, whether caused by the CONSULTANT or otherwise. This hold
harmless, release and indemnification shall include any claim based on

negligence, action or inaction of the parties.

11
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(a) GENERAL. The CONSULTANT shall at the CONSULTANT's own cost,

SECTION 19. INSURANCE.

procure the insurance required under this Section.

(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 less 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. In 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

12
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of each of the policies of insurance providing the coverage required by
this Section.

(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.

(b) 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

13
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the CONSULTANT has replaced the unacceptable insurer with an insurer

acceptable to the COUNTY the CONSULTANT shall be deemed to be in default

of this Agreement.

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

tions or 1liability 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 is 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

limit on the amount of coverage for liability imposed by the Florida

14



Workers' Compensation Act, the United States Longshoremen's and Harbor
Workers' Compensation Act, or any other coverage customarily insured
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:

$100,000.00 (Each Accident)
$100,000.00 (Disease-Policy Limit)
$100,000.00 (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 limits to be maintained by the

CONSULTANT (inclusive of any amounts provided by an Umbrella or Excess

policy) shall be as follows:
LIMITS

General Aggregate SThree (3) Times the
Each Occurrence Limit

Personal & Advertising $300,000.00
Injury Limit

Each Occurrence Limit $300,000.00

(3) Professional Liability Insurance. The CONSULTANT shall

carry limits of not less than ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND AND NO/100 DOLLARS

($100,000.00).
(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,

15
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officers, or employees shall be excess of and not contributing with the
insurance provided by or on behalf of the CONSULTANT.

(e) OCCURRENCE BASIS. The Workers' Compensation Policy and the

Commercial General 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.

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

SECTION 20. ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR).

(a) In the event of a dispute related to any performance or
payment obligation arising under this Agreement, the parties agree to

exhaust COUNTY ADR procedures prior to filing suit or otherwise pursuing

legal remedies. COUNTY ADR procedures for proper invoice and payment
disputes are set forth in Section 55.1, "Prompt Payment Procedures,"
Seminole County Administrative Code. Contract c¢laims include all

controversies, except disputes addressed by the "Prompt Payment Proce-
dures, " arising under this Agreement with ADR procedures set forth in
Section 220.102, "Contract Claims," Seminole County 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 ADR procedures set forth

in subsection (a) above of which the CONSULTANT had knowledge and failed

to present during the COUNTY ADR procedures.
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(c) In the event that COUNTY ADR 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 of
voluntary mediation shall be shared equally among the parties partici-
pating 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 information 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.
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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
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 employved 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 operation 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
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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
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, ordi-
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 1in 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:

Stormwater Division

500 W. Lake Mary Blvd.

Sanford, FL 32773

FOR CONSULTANT:

BCI Engineers & Scientists, Inc.

P.0O. Box 5467
Lakeland, FL. 33807-5467

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

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

ATTEST: BCI ENGINEERS & SCIENTISTS, INC.
By:
Secretary WALTER R. REIGNER, Vice-President
(CORPORATE SEAL) Date:
ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:
MARYANNE MORSE DARYL G. MCLAIN, Chairman
Clerk to the Board of
County Commissioners of Date:
Seminole County, Florida.
For use and reliance As authorized for execution by
of Seminole County only. the Board of County Commissioners
at their ., 20
Approved as to form and regular meeting.

legal sufficiency.

County Attorney

AC/1pk
12/23/03
ps-5151

Attachments:
Exhibit “A”“- Scope of Services
Exhibit “B”- Sample Work Order
Exhibit “C”- Rate Schedule
Exhibit “D”- Truth in Negotiations Certificate
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Exhibit "A" | 20

Cassel Creek Stormwater Management and Investigation Facility
Scope of Services

BACKGROUND

The St. Johns River Water Management District and Seminole County have partnered in the
preliminary design phase of the Cassel Creek Stormwater Management and Investigation Facility.
The SURWMD has acquired a 10-acre site, previously known as the Maitland Wastewater
Treatment Plant (WWTP), for the development of a major stormwater retrofit project and
investigation facility. The site is located within the Cassel Creek sub-basin of the Howell Creek
Basin, which discharges directly into Lake Howell and eventually reaches Lake Jesup and the St.
Johns River (see Exhibit 1). The Cassel Creek sub-basin encompasses an area of approximately
850 acres and its is generally bounded by US 17/92 and SR 436 to the North, SR 436 to the East,
and Oxford Road to the West (see Exhibit 2).

The Cassel Creek sub-basin contains a wide variety of land uses, most of which were developed
prior to the development of stormwater management regulations. Additionally, the receiving water
bodies for the Cassel Creek sub-basin, namely Howell Creek and Lake Jesup, have been listed in

. FDEP’s TMDL verified and/or planning impaired water lists for not meeting water quality
standards for their designated use.

‘The proposed project is intended to provide conceptual/preliminary designs addressing water
quality treatment and flood attenuation for the sub-basin. Other elements of the project include
the incorporation of educational and recreational facilities.

A major goal of this project is the establishment of a variety of water quality treatment
technologies (including the possible use of salvageable components of the existing WWTP),
monitoring water quality treatment efficiencies, and conducting research activities and
investigations for the development of highly efficient stormwater treatment technologies.
Uttimately, future research activities within this site are intended to lead to the development of
innovative stormwater treatment technologies and/or best management practices that would
_require less surface area and would reduce land acquisition costs. Such stormwater treatment
technologies will facilitate water quality retrofit of highly urbanized areas.

SCOPE OF SERVICES

-TASK 1. Site Characterization

Task one includes all the data collection, review, and assessment of the existing wastewater
WWTP necessary for the evaluation of the sub-basin and preliminary design of the Cassel Creek
Stormwater Management and Investigation Facility.

Subtask 1.1 Data Collection and Review

The Consultant shall coordinate and gather pertinent data related to the project from applicable
agencies, including but not limited to, data from Seminole County, SURWMD, FDOT, City of
Maitland, and the City of Casselberry. All data collected shall be reviewed to determine the
significance of the information ‘at hand relative to defining the project constraints, parcel
- boundaries, hydrologic/hydraulic characteristics, wetlands, and surface water quality and quantity

within the project area.
Information collected may include, but not be limited to:



A. Planning & Development/ Hydrology & Hydraulics

City of Maitland WWTP Site Correspondence Files (Seminole County and City of Maitland)
Existing and Future Land Use Maps (GIS Layer Available)
Florida Land Use Cover and Classification Maps (FLUCCS) (GIS Layer Available)

Utility Service Area Maps (Seminole County, City of Casselberry, the South Seminole North
Orange County Wastewater Transmission Authority)

Construction drawings and/or as-builts for developments within the sub-basin

Construction drawings for the Maitland WWTP

Construction Drawings for Lake Howell Water and Reclamation District (Simmerson and
Associates, 1966)

Construction Drawings for the SR 436 Widehing (FDOT)

Construction Drawings for the SR 436 and US 17/92 Improvements (FDOT)
Seminole County Trail Master Plan and/or available preliminary plans k
Seminole County Basin Boundaries (GIS Layer Available)

Drainage Basin (DRMP, 1977)

Howell Creek Drainage Inventory and Engineering study (DRMP, 1994)
FEMA FIRM Maps (GIS Layer Available)

~ Historical Lake Howell stage data

210 plan iron bridge talking about decommissioning the plant

B. Water Quality/Environmental Data

Seminole County Water Quality Assessment Report (CDM, 1996)
Seminole County Pollutant Loading Analysis (PBS&J, 2002)
National Wetlands inventory (GIS Layer Available)

Existing water quality data for Lake Howell and Howell Creek

Environmental Audit or Phase | Report

C. Geotechnical Data

O

NRCS Soil Survey of Seminole County

Soil Map (GIS Layer Available)
Potentiometric Data for the Fioridan Aquifer

. Survey and Right-of-Way Data

Boundary Survey of Site
Parcel Maps (GIS Layer Available)
City Boundary Maps (GIS Layer Available)
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e USGS Maps and 5’ Contours (GIS Layer Available)
» Digital 1" Contours
o Aerial Maps (Several Years Available)

« Seminole County’s plats, right-of-way maps, and easements of records

Subtask 1.2 Existing Infrastructure/Facility Assessment

Upon completion of Subtask 1.1 and thorough review of all of the WWTP relevant data, the
Consultant shall conduct an inspection of the WWTP site and its infrastructure/facility shell. Said
_inspection shall determine salvageable components/elements within the site for the use of any
potential or future stormwater treatment process. As part of this inspection, interviews with the
appropriate City of Maitland staff, including plant operators, may be required.

Subtask 1.3 Easements/ROW, Topoqraphic and Utility Survey

The Consultant shall review existing plat information and documents to determine existing
easements and right-of-ways along Cassel Creek (upstream to downstream). The Consultant
shall obtain limited topographical survey to 1) supplement data from construction plans/as-builts
and/or contour maps and 2) to formulate preliminary design concepts and plans. Surveying
services shall detail major conveyance structures (i.e. major pipes/culverts, weirs, flumes, etc.) as
well as any major storage areas (i.e. transects through wetlands/lakes) that may be necessary for
an accurate development of a hydrologic and hydraulic model of the sub-basin.

The Consultant shall contact utility companies to obtain utility locates. Horizontal locates of
utilities shall be surveyed and depicted in the conceptual/preliminary alternative designs.

Subtask 1.4 Soil Survey and Geotechnical Data

The Consultant shall conduct a sub-surface soil investigation as necessary for the project design. .
The sub-surface soil investigation shall include, but it is not limited to, soil borings and laboratory
testing and analysis as necessary for the preliminary alternative designs. Exfiltration and filtration
facilities, if proposed, may require a more detailed geotechnical evaluation and should be

included within the project proposal. Any geotechnical analysis and/or testing required for
Subtask 1.2 Existing Infrastructure/Facility Assessment shall be included within this task.

Subtask 1.5 Sub-basin/Site Review

The Consultant shall conduct reconnaissance trips by key design team members to observe
current site conditions and to inspect areas of special concern with respect to necessary H&H
modeling and design requirements. Reconnaissance trips will be coordinated with the Seminole

County Project Manager.

TASK 2. Hydrologic & Hydraulic Evaluation

The Consuiltant shall identify and delineate the Cassel Creek sub-basin boundary and further
divide the sub-basin into discrete hydrologic units as necessary for model refinement; and
prepare appropriate nodal network schematics for each of the drainage systems in the sub-basin.
Rates and volumes of stormwater runoff for each system for the appropriate storm events shall
be determined using the SJRWMD rainfall volumes and distributions. Modeled storm events shall
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include mean annual, 10-Year 24-Hour, 25-Year 24-Hour, 50-Year 24-Hour, and 100-Year 24-
Hour storms. Models - The Consultant shall provide modeling scenarios for existing conditions,
the Existing Conditions Model and for each of the five (5) preliminary alternative designs (see
TASK 4), the Design Model (1-5).

For the purpose of assessing the performance of existing and proposed major structures along
- the tributary, the following Level of Service (LOS) criteria must be used:

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. As a minimum, the events considered for

design shall be:

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

i. 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).

fi. 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).

The Consultant shall observe and assess the ability of each major structure and channel reach in the Existing
Conditions Model to meet the 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 hydraulic 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.

(8) 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.'

Additionally, areas of erosive velocity, sediment deposition, or other potential damage shall be
[identified.

Note that the Howell Creek Drainage Inventory and Engineering Study (DRMP, 1994) identified
the SR 436 cross drain as a deficient culvert (i.e. not meeting the assigned LOS).

TASK 3. Water Quality Evaluation

Subtask 3.1 Water Quality Data Review

The Consultant shall review available water quality data available for water bodies within the sub-
basin of the purpose of 1) identifying water quality concerns and 2) having a baseline of water
quality of the receiving water bodies. Water quality data for Lake Howell and Howell Creek is
available in the Seminole County Watershed Atlas, www.seminole. wateratlas. org. The
Consultant shall also review FDEP’s TMDL impaired waters verified and planning lists and the
fisted parameters causing impairment of the receiving water bodies.
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Subtask 3.2 Pollutant Load Analysis

The Consultant shall perform an average annual pollutant loading assessment of existing and
proposed conditions for the Cassel Creek sub-basin using published pollutant loading rates
(event mean concentrations) and BMP treatment efficiencies for Central Florida. The foliowing
twelve surface water indicator parameters tracked by the EPA shall be included in the pollutant

load analysis;

e Biochemical oxygen demand (BOD)

« Chemical oxygen demand (COD)

¢ Total suspended solids (TSS)

¢ Total dissolved solids (TDS)

e Total phosphorus (TP)

e Dissolved phosphorus

s Total Kjeldahl

e Nitrate — nitrite nitrogen (NO, and NO,)

e Lead (Pb)
e Copper (Cu)
e Zinc (Zn)

e Cadmium (Cd) v
Adjustments to average annual pollutant loading rates shall be made based on the presence of
existing and proposed stormwater treatment systems. The existing condition assessment shall
serve as the benchmark for estimating pollutant load reductions for proposed conceptual/
preliminary alternative designs. '

TASK 4. Conceptual/Preliminary Alternative Designs

The Consuitant shall develop at least five (5) conceptual/preliminary alternative designs for
addressing water quality treatment/pollutant load reduction, flood aftenuation, educational and
recreational -components, and any other concerns identified during the previous tasks (i.e.
erosion, sedimentation, etc.). Construction plans for each of the conceptual/preliminary
alternative designs shall be presented at 30% level.

Subtask 4.1 -Water Quality Treatment/Pollutant Load Reduction

_ The Consultant is encouraged to evaluate existing water quality treatment technologies as well as
innovative designs that may use technology from other industries (i.e. wastewater and industrial
wastewater treatment technologies). The combination of water quality treatment technologies
and/or treatment trains are also encouraged. Water quality benefits for the various designs shall
be evaluated based upon comparisons of pollutant removal efficiencies and land area

requirements.
Water quality treatment technologies that could be considered include, but are not limited to;

o Dry retention and/or wet detention with littoral zone

» Chemical precipitation, flocculants, etc.

» Biological treatment

« Utilizing the existing on-site tanks for storage and/or chemical treatment (if possible)
 Utilizing the existing on-site trickling filter with a different media (if possible)



 Irrigation quality water /reuse of stormwater (limited to larger individual sites, i.e.
Kewannee Park or any apartment complex within the area)

» Filtration treatment technologies

o Exfiltration

Subtask 4.2 Flood Attenuation

The Consultant shall document flood attenuation capabilities for each of the
conceptual/preliminary alternative designs (see TASK 2). As one of many potential flood
attenuation alternatives, the Consultant is encouraged to consider the possibility of increasing
flood attenuation storage (and, if possible, in-line water quality treatment) within the Cassel Creek
reach between the WWTP (downstream side) and Cassel Creek Blvd.

Subtask 4.3 Educational and Recreational Opportunities

The Consultant shall incorporate educational and recreational opportunities within the
conceptual/preliminary alternative designs. Each design shall consider

e Areas open to public

e Irregular/natural shapes on any proposed pond

» Educational signs outlining sub-basin size, land uses, poliutants of concerns, sub-
basin/basin relationship (i.e. Cassel Creek sub-basin to Lake Howell to Howell Creek to
Lake Jesup Basin to St. Johns ‘River), description of treatment technologies/systems
provided on-site, poliutant reductions estimated/achieved, etc.)

Full compatibility and access to the proposed Kewannee Trail

Compatibility with the existing Kewannee Park

Painting existing tanks with murals to blend in with park concept

Providing buffers to adjacent homes

Subtask 4.4 Operation and Maintenance

The Consultant shall outline operation and maintenance considerations and for each of the
-conceptual/preliminary alternative designs. Specific consideration shall be given to resources,
frequency, and costs associated with the operation and maintenance of the proposed facilities.

Subtask 4.5 30% Plans Development and Desiqn Alternatives Analysis

The Consultant shall develop 30% construction plans for each of the conceptual/preliminary
alternative designs. Construction plans and specifications shall conform with FDOT format.

The Consultant shall analyze the various conceptual/preliminary alternative designs with respect
to their ability to address water quality treatment/pollutant load reduction, flood attenuation,
educational and recreational components, and any other concerns identified during the previous
tasks (i.e. erosion, sedimentation, etc.). Each plan shall be evaluated based on the following

elements: -

Pollutant removal capability
Flood attenuation capability
Future research potential
Ecological impacts

Social acceptability
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e Construction costs
e Operation and maintenance costs

The Consultant shall present a recommended alternative.

Subtask 4.5 Monitoring Plan and Research Activities

The Consultant shall develop a preliminary water quality monitoring plan to assess the actual
pollutant load removal effectiveness of each of the water quality treatment processes.

The Consultant shall provide sufficient flexibility in the design as to allow the diversion of
stormwater flows through the various water quality treatment technologies proposed. Said
diversion of stormwater flows will allow specific investigation and research activities on the actual
performance of the individual water quality treatment technologies/components.

TASK 5. Public Presentations and Informational Meetings

The Consultant shall provide Public Presentations for the purpose of providing public involvement
in the development of proposed improvements for the Cassel Creek Sub-basin. Presentations
shall afford local input of concerns and issues during two discrete stages of the project.

The first presentation shall occur after completion of the Existing Conditions Model, the Water
Quality Data Review, and the existing conditions Pollutant Load Analysis required under TASK 2
and Subtasks 3.1 and 3.2. The second presentation shall occur prior to completion of the
Conceptual/Preliminary Alternative Designs required under TASK 4.

The Consultant shall provide written minutes of presentations. The Consultant shall assist the
County on determining the relévance of public comments and concerns. Comments from the
public that are deemed relevant shall be incorporated into the DER required under TASK 7.

TASK 6. Progress, Coordination, and Permitting Meetings

Monthly meetings will be held with Seminole County and SURWMD staff to discuss the project's
progress. Coordination meetings with other agencies and project partners may also be required.
Some of these agencies and project pariners may include FDOT, FDEP, and UCF.

The Consultant shall also schedule and conduct up to two (2) meetings with the SURWMD to
present the Conceptual/Preliminary Alternative Designs and establish the process to be used to

permit the recommended design under current regulatory criteria.

“Minutes of these meetings will be supplied by the Consultant to the County for review.

TASK 7. Preliminary Design Report

The purpose of this Task is to summarize the findings outlined in previous Tasks within scope of
work. The Consultant shall develop, compile, organize, and tabulate computations; document
Conceptual/Preliminary Alternative Designs; and identify alternatives/directions, which form the

- basis for the recommended Conceptual/Preliminary Alternative Design.

The Consultant shall prepare a Design Engineering Report (DER) that addresses the issues that
affect performance of each conceptual design. Technical computations will be summarized for
inclusion and referenced in the DER. Manual and computer computations will be organized and
indexed in a technical appendix to the DER. The Consultant shall submit eight (8) draft DERs
and eight (8) technical appendix to the County for review and comment.



Upon completion of the County’s review, the Consultant shall address the County’s comments
and prepare final deliverables for Phase |. Final deliverables for Phase | shall include eight (8)
copies of the final DER, eight (8) copies of the technical appendix, eight (8) sets of preliminary
(30%) construction plans. Also, three (3) electronic copies of the ICPR models and drawings

-(AutoCad format) shall be provided.

Follow on Tasks: The following tasks will be implemented on an “as needed” basis,
negotiated at a later date, and initiated by separate work order(s) if and when directed by

Seminole County.

TASK 8. Implementation

Prepare documents and permits required for the implementation of the approved
Conceptual/Preliminary Alternative design(s). This task may include, but is not limited to, final
design and construction drawings, right of way maps, bid documents, cost estimates, construction
permits, and pubic information materials.

TASK 9. Post Design Services

Post design services which may include, but is not limited to Contractor selection assistance, CEl
services, “As built” surveys and certification, and material testing. Prepare operation and
maintenance procedures/manuals, personnel licensing requirements, etc.

TASK 10. Additional Projects

Provide analysis, design, permitting, and post design services for additional sub basin projects
including, but not limited to, of other upstream stormwater improvements/enhancements, water

quality and flooding attenuation projects.
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Exhibit "B"

Board of County Commissioners WG RK CRDER

B T R s

Master Agreement No.: Dated:
Contract Title: '
Pro‘eT’tl :

Consultant: . ‘ -
Address:

ATTACHMENTS TO THIS WORK ORDER: METHOD OF COMPENSATION:
[ 1 drawings/plans/specifications [ ] fixed fee basis
[ 1 scope of services [ ] time basis-not-to-exceed
[ ] special conditions [ ] time basis-limitation of funds

Term: - This Work Order shall terminate upon completion of the project or
from the date of execution, whichever comes first.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this Work Order on this day of
AV ol oLy e S LA s S0 se oL e o
ATTEST: .
(Company Name)
. By:
‘ , Secretary : , President
(CORPORATE SEAL) “Date;
ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA
By: .
MARYANNE MORSE DARYL G. MCLAIN, Chairman
Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners of
Seminole County, Florida Date;
For use and reliance of Seminole County only. As authorized for execution by the Board of
Approved as to Form and legal sufficiency. County Commissioners at their .
20 regular meeting.
County Attorney

Page 1 of 2

~Work Order- Board 07/14/03



WORK ORDER
TERMS AND CONDITIONS

a) Execution of this Work Order by the COUNTY shall serve as authorization for the CONSULTANT to
provide, for the stated project, professional services as set out in the Scope of Services attached as
Exhibit "A” to the Master Agreement cited on the face of this Work Order and as further delineated in
the attachments listed on this Work Order.

b) The CONSULTANT shall provide said services pursuant to this Work Order, its Attachments, and the
cited Master Agreement (as amended, if applicable) which is incorporated herein by reference as if it
had been set out in its entirety. :

c) Whenever the Work Order conflicts with the cited Master Agreement, the Master Agreement shall
prevail.

d) METHOD OF COMPENSATION - If the compensation is based on a:

(i) FIXED FEE BASIS, then the Work Order Amount becomes the Fixed Fee Amount and the
CONSULTANT shall perform all work required by this Work Order for the Fixed Fee Amount.
The Fixed Fee is an all-inclusive Firm Fixed Price binding the CONSULTANT to' complete the
work for the Fixed Fee Amount regardless of the costs of performance. In no event shall
the CONSULTANT be paid more than the FixedFee Amount.

(i) TIME BASIS WITH A NOT-TO-EXCEED AMOUNT, then the Work Order Amount becomes the
Not-to-Exceed Amount and the CONSULTANT shall perform all the work required by this
Work Order for a sum not exceeding the Not-to-Exceed Amount. In no event is the
CONSULTANT authorized to incur expenses exceeding the not-to-exceed amount without
the express written consent of the COUNTY. Such consent will normally be in the form of
an amendment to this Work Order. The CONSULTANT’s compensation shall be based on
the actual work required by this Work Order and the Labor Hour Rates established in the
Master Agreement. ' : -

iy  TIME BASIS WITH A LIMITATION OF FUNDS AMOUNT, then the Work Order Amount
becomes the Limitation of Funds amount and the CONSULTANT is not authorized to exceed
the Limitation of Funds amount without prior written approval of the COUNTY. Such -
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 this Work Order that equals or exceeds eighty percent (80%) of the Limitation of Funds
amount. The CONSULTANT’s compensation shall be based on the actual work required by
this Work Order and the Labor Hour Rates established in the Master Agreement.

e) Payment to the CONSULTANT shall be made by the COUNTY in strict accordance with the payment
terms of the referenced Master Agreement. ' .

f) It is expressly understood by the CONSULTANT that this Work Order, until executed by the COUNTY,
does not authorize the performance of any services by the CONSULTANT and that the COUNTY, prior to
its execution of the Work Order, reserves the right to authorize a party other than the CONSULTANT to
perform the services called for under this Work Order; if it is determined that to do so is in the best

interest of the COUNTY.

g) The CONSULTANT shall sign the Work Order first and the COUNTY second. This Work Order becomes
effective and binding upon execution by the COUNTY and not until then. A copy of this Work Order will
be forwarded to the CONSULTANT upon execution by the COUNTY.

Work Order- Board 07/14/03 Page 2 of 2




EXHIBIT C

RATE SCHEDULE
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EXhibit npn

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
under CCNA subsection 287.055 (5) (a)) submitted to Seminole County
Purchasing and Contracts Division, Contracts Section, either actually or

by specific identification in writing, in support of PS- -

accurate, complete, and current as of (Date)**,

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.

Fimm

Signature

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.).

** Insert the day, month, and year 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. .

*** Insert the day, month, and year of signing.

(End of certificate)
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