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F.S. 287.055 4(A)
1. Agency shall evaluate current statements of 
qualifications and performance data of firms that are on the 
State Term Contract.
2. Agency shall conduct discussions with no fewer than 
three firms.
3. Agency may require public presentations regarding their 
qualifications, approach to the project, and ability to furnish 
required services.

F.S. 287.055 4(B)
Agency shall rank the three deemed most highly qualified 
firms based on but not limited too;
1. Agency Business History
2. Current Workloads 
3. Past Performances (References, On Time, Budget, etc.)
4. Minority Business Enterprise
5. Professional Personnel

ESCO Flowchart 

Vendor will give detailed analysis on each ECM they are 
proposing, including energy and operating savings

Proposal must guarantee savings every year of contract. 
Proposal will include commodity or unit prices. 

Assumptions, baselines, and baseline adjustment criteria 
must be predetermined in the Investment Grade Audit. 

Maintenance and Verification will be evaluated by the Agency or 
third party firm. Assumptions, baselines, and baseline adjustment 

criteria must be predetermined in the Investment Grade Audit. 

DFS reviews the Contract and Financing Agreement. 
DMS will review schedules A, B, E & F to insure 

information is consistent with the IGA. The Contract will 
either be approved or denied in writing within 10 

business days.


