
CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE
RFP EVALUATION COMMITTEE TABULATION - FINAL RANKING

RFP# 565-11701
TITLE: Cemetery Trust Fund Services
DATE:
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SunTrust 0.30 1 0.30 0.20 1 0.20 0.20 1 0.20 0.30 1 0.30 1.00
Landmark Bank/Chandler Asset 0.30 3 0.90 0.20 3 0.60 0.20 3 0.60 0.30 2 0.60 2.70
Key Bank 0.30 2 0.60 0.20 2 0.40 0.20 2 0.40 0.30 3 0.90 2.30
Janney Montgomery 0.30 4 1.20 0.20 4 0.80 0.20 4 0.80 0.30 4 1.20 4.00

PROPOSING FIRM

W
ei

gh
t F

ac
to

r

Ra
nk

in
g

Po
in

t S
ub

to
ta

l

W
ei

gh
t F

ac
to

r

Ra
nk

in
g

Po
in

t S
ub

to
ta

l

W
ei

gh
t F

ac
to

r

Ra
nk

in
g

Po
in

t S
ub

to
ta

l

W
ei

gh
t F

ac
to

r

Ra
nk

in
g

Po
in

t S
ub

to
ta

l

To
ta

l P
oi

nt
s 

Aw
ar

de
d

SunTrust 0.30 1 0.30 0.20 1 0.20 0.20 2 0.40 0.30 1 0.30 1.20
Landmark Bank/Chandler Asset 0.30 3 0.90 0.20 2 0.40 0.20 1 0.20 0.30 2 0.60 2.10
Key Bank 0.30 2 0.60 0.20 3 0.60 0.20 3 0.60 0.30 3 0.90 2.70
Janney Montgomery 0.30 4 1.20 0.20 4 0.80 0.20 4 0.80 0.30 4 1.20 4.00
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SunTrust 0.30 1 0.30 0.20 1 0.20 0.20 1 0.20 0.30 1 0.30 1.00
Landmark Bank/Chandler Asset 0.30 3 0.90 0.20 2 0.40 0.20 3 0.60 0.30 2 0.60 2.50
Key Bank 0.30 2 0.60 0.20 3 0.60 0.20 2 0.40 0.30 3 0.90 2.50
Janney Montgomery 0.30 4 1.20 0.20 4 0.80 0.20 4 0.80 0.30 4 1.20 4.00
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SunTrust 0.30 1 0.30 0.20 1 0.20 0.20 1 0.20 0.30 1 0.30 1.00
Landmark Bank/Chandler Asset 0.30 3 0.90 0.20 3 0.60 0.20 3 0.60 0.30 2 0.60 2.70
Key Bank 0.30 2 0.60 0.20 2 0.40 0.20 2 0.40 0.30 3 0.90 2.30
Janney Montgomery 0.30 4 1.20 0.20 4 0.80 0.20 4 0.80 0.30 4 1.20 4.00
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SunTrust 0.30 1 0.30 0.20 1 0.20 0.20 1 0.20 0.30 1 0.30 1.00 5.20 5% 0.26 4.94 1
Landmark Bank 0.30 3 0.90 0.20 3 0.60 0.20 2 0.40 0.30 2 0.60 2.50 12.50 0% 0 12.5 3
Key Bank 0.30 2 0.60 0.20 2 0.40 0.20 3 0.60 0.30 3 0.90 2.50 12.30 0% 0 12.3 2
Janney Montgomery 0.30 4 1.20 0.20 4 0.80 0.20 4 0.80 0.30 4 1.20 4.00 20.00 0% 0 20 4
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