
CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE
RFP EVALUATION COMMITTEE TABULATION - INITIAL RANKING

RFP# 12547-525
TITLE: Cemetery Trust Fund Services
DATE:
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Truist Bank 0.25 1 0.25 0.25 2 0.50 0.20 1 0.20 0.30 1 0.30 1.25
PFM Asset Management LLC 0.25 2 0.50 0.25 1 0.25 0.20 2 0.40 0.30 2 0.60 1.75
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Truist Bank 0.25 1 0.25 0.25 1 0.25 0.20 1 0.20 0.30 1 0.30 1.00
PFM Asset Management LLC 0.25 2 0.50 0.25 2 0.50 0.20 2 0.40 0.30 2 0.60 2.00
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Truist Bank 0.25 1 0.25 0.25 1 0.25 0.20 1 0.20 0.30 1 0.30 1.00 3.25 0% 0 3.25 1 412,500$  
PFM Asset Management LLC 0.25 2 0.50 0.25 2 0.50 0.20 2 0.40 0.30 2 0.60 2.00 5.75 0% 0 5.75 2 698,615$  

Rater #3 - Fred Nesbitt
Proposer’s approach to and 

understanding of the Scope of 
Services outlined in the RFP:  

•Quality of responses to 
questions in Section 4.24.

Expertise of Firm and 
Assigned Personnel:

•Evidence of experience and 
references with projects 

similar 

Proposer’s investment
philosophy and hypothetical 
investment strategy for the 
current Fund as required in 

Section 4.24. Total  Cost for 5 years

Rater #2 - Pam Beasley
Proposer’s approach to and 

understanding of the Scope of 
Services outlined in the RFP:  

•Quality of responses to 
questions in Section 4.24.

Expertise of Firm and 
Assigned Personnel:

•Evidence of experience and 
references with projects 

similar 

Proposer’s investment
philosophy and hypothetical 
investment strategy for the 
current Fund as required in 

Section 4.24. Total  Cost for 5 years

6/24/2021

Rater #1 - Devin Carter
Proposer’s approach to and 

understanding of the Scope of 
Services outlined in the RFP:  

•Quality of responses to 

Expertise of Firm and 
Assigned Personnel:

•Evidence of experience and 
references with projects 

Proposer’s investment 
philosophy and hypothetical 
investment strategy for the 
current Fund as required in Total  Cost for 5 years

CAM 21-0953 
Exhibit 2 
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