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RFP# 12407-805
TITLE: On-Line Information Management System for Tracking Backflow Assemblies 
DATE: 7/21/2020
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Rater #2 - David Havell

Rater #1 - Elaine Velez

Understanding of the overall 
needs of the City for such 

services, as presented in the 
narrative proposal including but 

not limited to Section 3.2 to 
accomplish the work required, 

accurately and efficiently. 

Experience, qualifications         
and past performance of the 

proposing firm, including     
persons proposed to provide     

the services, facilities, 
resources and references as 
described     but not limited to 

Section 2.17. 

Cost to the City
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described     but not limited to 
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