
% Criteria Methodology
40% Fees, Renewals and Guarantees Based on proposal (Attachment J). 

10% Bidder References & Reputation

50% Services/Meets City needs

5 points = Superior (exceptional)
4 points = Above average
3 points = Average (meets the minimum requirements)
2 points = Fair (does not meet all requirements)
1 points = Poor (does not meet majority of the requirements)

Number of Committee Members: 3

Max Score
Rating 
(1-5) Score Rating 

(1-5) Score Rating 
(1-5) Score Rating 

(1-5) Score Rating 
(1-5) Score Rating 

(1-5) Score Rating 
(1-5) Score Rating 

(1-5) Score Rating 
(1-5) Score

1    Fees, Renewals 
and Guarantees 40 2 19 2 19 2 19 5 40 3 27 2 11 3 24 2 13 3 27

2    
Bidder 
References & 
Reputation

10 4 8 4 7 4 7 4 8 2 5 3 3 3 6 2 3 2 3

3    Services/Meets 
City needs 50 4 40 3 30 4 40 5 47 4 40 2 19 4 37 2 23 2 23

Total 100 10 67 9 56 10 66 14 95 10 71 7 32 10 67 6 40 7 53

Committee Evaluation Form
RFB #16004

Scoring Methodology

Based on the cumulative score from the vendor reference check score sheet.  The form is completed by the references provided by the 

Based on the panel evaluation of the Questionnaire (Attachment I), any additional information submitted, and the overall completion of the 
submittal.  
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