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Solicitation Addendum 

Addendum No.: 
Solicitation No.: 
Solicitation Title: 

Addendum Date:  
Procurement Contact:  

2 
26-R090394JH
Professional Transportation and Stormwater Engineering
Services
July 31, 2026
Jeb Hayter, Procurement Manager - Construction

RFQ No. 26-R090394JH is amended as set forth herein. Responses to questions posed by 
prospective bidders are provided below. This Addendum is hereby incorporated into and 
made a part of RFQ No. 26-R090394JH. 

The deadline to submit all inquiries concerning interpretation, clarification or additional 
information pertaining to this RFQ was July 23, 2026.  

CHANGE TO: 

ADVERTISEMENT, DATE, TIME AND PLACE DUE 

The Due Date and Time for submission of Proposals in response to this RFQ is August 11, August 
24, 2026, by 2:00 P.M. ET. Proposals must be delivered to the following location either in-person 
or express mail (UPS / FedEx) to Manatee County Building 9000 Town Center Parkway, 
Lakewood Ranch, Florida 34202 and time stamped by a Procurement representative by the Due 
Date and Time. Proposals will be opened immediately following the Due Date and Time at the 
Manatee County Building 9000 Town Center Parkway, Lakewood Ranch, Florida 34202.  

SECTION A, INSTRUCTIONS TO PROPOSERS 

A.02, DUE DATE AND TIME

The Due Date and Time for submission of Proposals in response to this RFQ is August 11, August 
24, 2026, by 2:00 P.M., ET. Proposals must be delivered to the following location either in-person 
or express mail (UPS / FedEx) to Manatee County Building 9000 Town Center Parkway, 
Lakewood Ranch, Florida 34202 prior to the Due Date and Time. 

mailto:purchasing@mymanatee.org
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A.37, SOLICITATION SCHEDULE 
  
 The following schedule has been established for this Solicitation process. Refer to the County’s 

website (www.mymanatee.org > Business > Bids & Proposals) for meeting locations and updated 
information pertaining to any revisions to this schedule. 

  
Scheduled Item Scheduled Date 
Non-Mandatory Solicitation Information 
Conference at 9000 Town Center Parkway, 
Lakewood Ranch, FL 34202 

July 9, 2026, 1:00 P.M. ET 

Question and Clarification Deadline July 23, 2026, 5:00 P.M. ET 
Proposal Due Date and Time August 11, August 24, 2026, by 2:00 P.M. ET 

Technical Evaluation Meeting TBD 
Technical Evaluation Meeting TBD 
Interviews/Presentations/Demonstrations (if 
conducted) 

TBD 

Final Evaluation Meeting (if required) TBD 
Project Award October, November, 2026 

 
  
 

QUESTIONS AND RESPONSES:  
 

Q1. Please provide a clarification for Article 3 (A&B) of the draft Agreement for the 
intent regarding the number of years for the contract term? 

R1. This type of Agreement is typically set  as an initial term of three (3) years with an 
additional two (2) One-year renewal options not to exceed a total of five (5) years. 

 
Q2. Can you please confirm whether a Bid Bond or any other bonding is required to be 

submitted with the RFQ qualifications response, or if the bond requirements are 
intended to apply only to construction contracts and not to this professional services 
solicitation? 

R2. Bonds or bonding are not required for this solicitation. 
 

Q3. In Exhibit 2, Tab 3, proposers are instructed to submit forms 1-10 and form 11, 
special provisions federal grants however, section D of the RFQ appears to contain 
only forms 1-10, and we were unable to locate a separate form 11. Please clarify 
whether Exhibit 3, Federal Grants Contract Provisions and Requirements is intended 
to serve as Form 11 or is a separate Form 11 required and will be issued by 
addendum?  

R3. Exhibit 3, Special Provisions Federal Grants is intended to serve as Form 11. There is no 
Form 11 that needs to be submitted. 

 
Q4. Could you provide the winning submittals from the firms that were awarded 

contracts under Professional Transportation and Stormwater Engineering Services 
21-TA003647SAM? Additionally, if any ranking or scoring documentation is 
available, we would appreciate the opportunity to review that information as well. 
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R4. In order to obtain those documents the proposer would have to submit a formal public 
records request. 

 
Q5. Who is on the selection committee? 
R5. The evaluation committee shall become public knowledge at the first Technical Evaluation 

Committee meeting. 
 
Q6. Regarding your RFQ 26-R090394JH, must responses cover all the services required 

in this RFQ or can respondents offer only to perform certain sub-services such as 
“Surveying and Mapping”, “Right-of-Way Surveying and Mapping”, or “Aerial 
Photography and Mapping”? 

R6. The County is requesting proposals from qualified firms for the provision of Professional 
Transportation and Stormwater Engineering services as identified in the Scope of 
Services. The County will accept and evaluate proposals from firms that can provide any 
portions, or all of the services identified in the Scope of Services, and other services that 
may be needed on an as-needed basis for various projects with Manatee County. 

 
Q7. Tab 7 (Approach) requests sample reports. What level of detail are you looking for 

(e.g., full reports, excerpts, or plan sheets)? 
R7. Excerpts of reports. 
 
Q8. Section 1.01 (Background Information) lists several components of the requested 

services. Can you clarify how proposals will be evaluated if a firm is pursuing only a 
portion of those components? 

R8. Refer to R6. 
 
Q9. Could you please let us know who will be serving on the selection committee? 
R9. Refer to R5. 
 
Q10. Will the drainage-related natural resources projects from the CIP be procured 

through this contract, or just those projects listed in the stormwater enterprise 
section? 

R10. This services included within this contract can be utilized for any project within the 
County’s approved CIP. 

 
Q11. Is there a tentative list available for anticipated projects expected from the County 

Commission? 
R11. No, there is not a list of anticipated projects regarding the award of an Agreement 

resulting from this solicitation however, Manatee County does have the adopted Capital 
Improvement Plan (Fiscal Years 2026-2030) on  the Manatee County website for your 
review at any time. (Refer to BUDGET DIVISION – CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 
PLAN). 

 
Q12. Can you confirm if there will be any planning studies procured through this 

contract, or will it be purely design? 
R12. Planning studies could be done under this contract. 
Q13. Could the County please provide additional detail regarding the anticipated 

hydrogeological services that may be required under this contract? Specifically: 
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• What types of hydrogeological investigations, analyses, or studies are 
envisioned? 

• Are groundwater modeling, aquifer evaluations, groundwater monitoring, 
well permitting, dewatering analyses, or similar services anticipated? 

• Are there any recent or representative projects that would help illustrate the 
expected scope of hydrogeological services? 

R13.  Services provided under this contract would be associated with projects within the 
County’s 5-year Capital Improvement Program. This contract is intended to address 
Transportation and Stormwater projects and related improvements. 

Q14. Please confirm whether a proposer may submit qualifications for only the specific 
disciplines/services it is qualified to perform, or if the County expects each 
proposer/team to demonstrate the capability to provide all services identified in the 
Scope of Services. 

R!4. Refer to R6. 
 

Q15. Exhibit 1 identifies Industrial, Electrical/Instrumentation, and Hydrogeological 
engineering as potential service specialties. Can you please provide examples of the 
types of projects, tasks, or work assignments the County anticipates under each of 
these disciplines? 

R15. Refer to R13 
 
Q16. Form 8 (Insurance Requirements) and Exhibit F of the Sample Agreement include 

bonding provisions such as Bid Bonds, Payment and Performance Bonds, forfeiture 
of bid security, and liquidated damages associated with failure to execute an 
agreement. Since this is a professional engineering services RFQ issued under 
CCNA and the bonding provisions are not specifically indicated as applicable to this 
solicitation, please confirm that no bid bond, certified check, payment bond, or 
performance bond is required as part of the proposal submission or subsequent 
agreement execution. Additionally, please confirm that the bonding-related 
provisions, including any forfeiture or liquidated damages language tied to 
execution of the agreement, do not apply to proposers responding to this RFQ? 

R16. There is no bonding requirements required for this solicitation in any form. 
 
Q17. If a proposer chooses to submit exceptions to the Sample Agreement, should Form 2 

be signed without modification and accompanied by proposed revisions, or should 
the proposer expressly reference its exceptions within Form 2? Please confirm the 
County's preferred approach. 

R17. Per form 2, Proposal Signature Form, the Proposer understands that if it submits 
exceptions to the sample Agreement in its Proposal, the Proposer may be determined 
non-responsive. 

 
Q18. Form 2 states that a proposer agrees to the terms and conditions of the RFQ and is 

prepared to sign the Sample Agreement, and further indicates that submitting 
exceptions may result in a determination of non-responsiveness. If a proposer 
submits a list of proposed contract revisions or exceptions for the County's 
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consideration, will the proposer be deemed non-responsive, or will such exceptions 
be reviewed and negotiated after selection? 

R.18 Refer to R17. 
 
Q19. Regarding Tab 7 of the subject RFQ, proposers are required to provide sample 

reports from previous projects. Do the sample reports count toward the proposal’s 
page limit? 

R19. Sample reports will not count against the page limit. 
 
Q20. Tab 7 instructions under Response Format 2.02 (RFQ Exhibit 2, page 35) requests 

sample reports from the Proposer. Given the page constraints, will the County 
permit inclusion of the sample reports as an appendix or Tab 10 and exclude from 
the page limit? 

R20. Sample reports will not count against the page limit and shall be submitted under Tab 7. 
 
Q21. Please confirm the County’s intended purpose related to Industrial engineering 

services as listed under Exhibit 1, Scope of Service 1.03.A.1.C. For example, is the 
reference to Industrial engineering related to optimizing freight mobility and/or 
public transit networks? If not, please clarify the intended type of project work. 

R21. Services would not typically include optimizing freight mobility or public transit 
networks. Refer to R13.  

 
Q22. Please confirm the County’s intended purpose related to Electrical/Instrumentation 

engineering services as listed under Exhibit 1, Scope of Service 1.03.A.1.D. Is the 
reference to Electrical/Instrumentation services primarily related to ITS and signal 
networks? If not, please clarify the intended type of project work. 

R22. Refer to R13 which would include ITS and signal networks.  
 
Q23. Given the broad scope of work and unknown projects to be issued under this on-call 

contract, will the County permit the addition of specialty subconsultants after 
contract award as needs are identified? 

R23. Yes, the County will permit the use of specialty subconsultants after contract award as 
needs are identified. 

 
Q24. For Tab 8, would the County permit the organizational chart to be submitted on a 

single 11" × 17" page (folded to letter size within the bound proposal). 
R24. Yes, 11” x 17” will be acceptable for the organizational chart. 
 
Q25. Tab 7 (Approach) requests sample reports. What level of detail are you looking for 

(e.g., full reports, excerpts, or plan sheets)? 
R25. Refer to R7. 
 
Q26. Section 1.01 (Background Information) lists several components of the requested 

services. Can you clarify how proposals will be evaluated if a firm is pursuing only a 
portion of those components? 

R26. Refer to R6. 
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Q27. Regarding ‘TAB 3 – FORMS’ of the subject RFQ, 11 forms are listed; however, I 
cannot find Form 11 – Special Provisions Federal Grants. Can the County please 
provide this form or does this form not need to be included with Tab 3 of proposers’ 
submittals? 

R27. Refer to R3. 
 
Q28. I wanted to follow up on my request regarding the awarded submittals for 

Professional Transportation and Stormwater Engineering Services (21-
TA003647SAM). We would appreciate the opportunity to review the winning 
submittals, as well as any available ranking or scoring documentation from that 
procurement. 

R28. Refer to R4. 
 
Q29. The RFQ, page 35, mentions a bonding requirement. Can the County please clarify 

if this is required for this solicitation? This is usually required for construction 
phases and not for professional services. 

R29. Refer to R2. 
 
Q30. It is stated that Responses to Tab’s 6, 7, 8, and 9 are limited to a total of 40 single 

sided pages. Resumes are excluded from the page count and limited to 1 page per 
resume. Does this mean that the combined page limit across these 4 tabs is 40 pages 
total? Or does each individual tab have its own page limit of 40 pages?  

R30. 40 Single sided pages combined. 
 
Q31. Do divider tab pages count toward the page limit? 
R31. No, divider tabs do not count toward the page limit. 
 
Q32. I have a question about the qualifications stated on Page 23 Item # 3, It's saying that 

the company has to be in business for 5 years from 7/1/21. Would Manatee consider 
a business that was incorporated 3-4 months later than this, which would be 2 
months less than the 5 years at bid date? 

R32. No, this is a minimum qualification. 
 
Q33. Can you share the names of the evaluation committee members? 
R33. Refer to R5. 
 
Q34. Will the public be allowed to attend the Evaluation Meeting? If so, can you please 

share the meeting address and/or the virtual link? 
R34. Yes, the public will be allowed to attend the technical evaluation meetings, and a notice 

of public meeting will be advertised with the date, time, and locations of those meetings. 
The public will not be allowed to attend presentations/interviews if conducted. 

 
Q35. Can the sample reports required in Tab 7 be excluded from the 40 pg. limit for Tabs 

6 - 9? 
R35. Refer to R19. 
 
Q36. For Tab 9, can the proposer submit “design completed” projects even though the 

construction may be ongoing? 
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R36. This is up to the discretion of the proposer. 
 
Q37. In Tab 8, proposers are required to include their office location. Will local firms 

receive preference? If so, will firms located in a neighboring county receive equal 
preference? 

R37. Local is defined as Manatee, Desoto, Hardee, Hillsborough, Pinellas and Sarasota 
Counties. Committee members will use their own discretion when evaluating office 
locations. 

 
Q38. Can the County confirm that only documents submitted after contract award are 

required to meet ADA accessible compliance standards of Section 508 and/or 
WCAG 2.0 AA? 

R38. The electronic information, documents, applications, reports and deliverables should 
meet the requirements of section 508 of the Rehabilitation Act and Best Practices for the 
proposal and documents after award.  

 
Q39. Exhibit 2, Tab 3 requires “Form 11, Special Provisions Federal Grants”; however, 

Section D contains only Forms 1 through 10, and Exhibit 3 does not appear to 
include a separately identified Form 11. Please confirm what document proposers 
should complete and submit as Form 11. 

R39. Refer to R3. 
 
Q40. Exhibit 2 states that responses to Tabs 6 through 9 are limited to a combined total of 

40 single-sided pages, while Tab 7 requires sample reports and Tab 9 permits 
photographs and exhibits as attachments. Please confirm whether the sample 
reports, Tab 9 project exhibits, and tab dividers are included in the 40-page limit. 

R40. Sample reports, project exhibits, and tab dividers will not count towards the page limit. 
 
Q41. Can the County confirm that a bid bond is not required for this proposal? 
R41. Refer to R2. 
 
Q42. We note that Form 2 indicates that if the Proposer submits exceptions to the Sample 

Agreement, then the Proposer may be determined non-responsive. According to this 
statement, are the County’s terms and conditions non-negotiable? 

R42. Refer to R17. 
 
Q43. May the County confirm that the terms and conditions of an eventual contract will 

or will not be subject to negotiation by the County with the top-ranked proposer(s)? 
R43. The County enters negotiations with the top ranked proposer(s) with the intent to 

negotiate fee schedules. 
 
Q44. May the County share the number of firms it intends to select and contract with for 

the engineering services sought in this solicitation? 
R44. This will depend on the number of responses and the quality of the proposals received. 
 
Q45. Does the County require wet signatures? 
R45. No, electronic signatures are acceptable. 
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Q46. Who is on the selection committee? 
R46. Refer to R5. 
 
Q47. If members happen to be on the selection committee, can they also be utilized as a 

reference? 
R47. Yes, since the Proposer has no way to determine before the first evaluation meeting who 

is on the committee. 
 
Q48. What is the contract term?  
R48. Refer to R1. 
 
Q49. What will the upset limit be for that contract?  
R49. This contract will be on an as-needed basis; therefore, an overall budget has not been set. 
 
Q50. How many firms does the county anticipate being selected? 
R50. Refer to R44. 
 
Q51. Does the County Anticipate conducting interviews?  
R51. That decision shall be decided by the evaluation committee during technical evaluations. 
 
Q52. Does the proposal require wet signatures for the two physical copies? 
R52. Refer to R45. 
 
Q53. Tab 2, Item 2: Are valid licenses required for just the firm or for individuals as 

well? If for individuals, is it for key staff members or all included staff names? 
R53. Just the Proposer or its subcontractor(s) must possess current, valid licenses and 

certifications required. 
 
Q54. Tab 5, Item 8 mentions “Minority-owned Business Enterprise Status: Provide 

supporting documentation from the certifying agent indicating Proposer is a 
certified Minority-owned Business Enterprise, if applicable.” Does documentation 
need to be proved for any sub-consultants that match this criteria? 

R54. No, it is up to the Proposer if they want to provide for sub-consultants. 
 
Q55. What is the County’s long-term ATMS vision for integration with the Sarasota-

Manatee Regional Transportation Management Center (RTMC)? Are there any 
specific technologies or capabilities (adaptive signal control, CCTV analytics, DMS, 
connected vehicle infrastructure, AI-based traffic monitoring, etc.) that are 
considered the highest priorities over the next 3 to 5 years? 

R55. Not known at this time. 
 
Q56. Beyond design and implementation, how does the County intend to measure ATMS 

success, and what key performance indicators (travel time reliability, intersection 
delay reduction, incident response time, signal performance metrics, system uptime, 
etc.) will be used to evaluate consultant recommendations and future project 
effectiveness? 

R56. Decided on a case-by-case basis. 
 



Addendum No. 2 
RFQ No. 26-R090394JH 
Professional Transportation and Stormwater Engineering Services  Page 9 of 11  

Q57. We noted that the insurance limits identified in Form 8 differ from those listed in 
Exhibit F of the Sample Contract. Could the County please clarify which limits 
apply? 

R57. The insurance limits are defined in Form 8.  
 
Q58. The Bid Bond box on Page 32 is not checked; however, a “Bonding Requirements” 

section appears on Page 35. If bonding is not required for this solicitation, would the 
County remove the Bonding Requirements section? 

R58. No, the bonding requirements are not required for this solicitation as the box on page 32 
is not checked. 

 
Q59. Similarly, the “Required Bonds” box in Exhibit F of the Sample Contract is not 

checked. If bonds are not required, would the County consider: 
 

• Removing Section III, Bonding Requirements; and 
• Deleting the phrase “and bonds required” from the Consultant’s 

Insurance Statement? 
R59. No, that is a sample Agreement. 
 
Q60. Would the County consider revising the indemnification provision in Form 9 to 

align with the limitations set forth in Section 725.08, Florida Statutes? The current 
language appears broader than the indemnity obligations permitted under the 
statute and may therefore be subject to enforceability concerns. Revising the 
provision to track the statutory language would help ensure the County retains a 
valid and enforceable indemnification right. 

 
To the fullest extent permitted by law, the Successful Proposer shall indemnify and 
hold harmless the County and its officers and employees from liabilities, damages, 
losses, and costs, including reasonable attorneys’ fees, but only to the extent caused 
by the negligence, recklessness, or intentionally wrongful conduct of the Successful 
Proposer and other persons employed or utilized by the Successful Proposer in the 
performance of this Agreement. 

 
Nothing contained herein shall be construed to require the Successful Proposer to 
defend the County or to indemnify or hold harmless the County, its officers, 
employees, agents, or representatives for any liability, damage, loss, claim, action, or 
proceeding except as expressly authorized by section 725.08, Florida Statutes. 

R60. No, the County will not revise Form 9 as that is the approved form from the County 
Attorney’s office. 

 
Q61. Article 11. County Ownership of Work Product The Consultant’s professional 

documents, including reports, plans, specifications, analyses, and other instruments 
of service, are prepared for a specific project, scope, set of site conditions, 
regulatory environment, and point in time. Reuse of these materials on a different 
project or under materially changed circumstances, without the Consultant’s 
involvement, may result in unintended consequences and expose the Consultant to 
liabilities beyond the original scope of services. Would the County consider adding 
the following language at the end of Article 11? 
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Any reuse of, or reliance upon, the Consultant’s instruments of service for purposes 
other than those for which they were originally prepared, without the Consultant’s 
prior written consent, shall be at the County’s sole risk, and the Consultant shall 
have no responsibility or liability for such reuse. 

R61. No, Our Agreements are periodically reviewed and revised as necessary by the County 
Attorney’s Office. The sample agreement is our current approved Agreement. 

 
Q62. Would the County consider revising Article 19 to align with Section 725.08, Florida 

Statutes, which governs indemnification obligations in professional services 
agreements with design professionals? The current language in Paragraph B 
requiring the CONSULTANT to “indemnify, defend, save and hold harmless” the 
County appears to exceed the indemnification obligations authorized by the statute, 
including by imposing a duty to defend. As written, portions of the provision may be 
unenforceable under Florida law. Revising the clause to mirror the statutory 
standard would preserve the County’s ability to recover losses, damages, and costs 
attributable to the CONSULTANT’s negligence, recklessness, or intentionally 
wrongful conduct, while improving enforceability and reducing the risk of legal 
challenge. 

 
A.  To the fullest extent permitted by law, the CONSULTANT shall indemnify and hold 

harmless the COUNTY, its officers, and employees from liabilities, damages, losses, 
and costs, including reasonable attorneys’ fees, but only to the extent caused by the 
negligence, recklessness, or intentionally wrongful conduct of the CONSULTANT 
and other persons employed or utilized by the CONSULTANT in the performance 
of this Agreement. Nothing herein shall be construed to require the CONSULTANT 
to indemnify, hold harmless, or be liable for the negligence or wrongful acts of the 
COUNTY or any other party. 

 
B.  To the fullest extent permitted by law, the CONSULTANT shall indemnify and hold 

harmless the COUNTY, its officers, and employees from third-party claims, 
liabilities, damages, losses, and costs, including reasonable attorneys’ fees, arising 
from allegations that documents, instruments of service, deliverables, or other work 
product prepared by the CONSULTANT pursuant to this Agreement infringe upon 
a third party’s intellectual property rights, but only to the extent such claim results 
from the negligence, recklessness, or intentionally wrongful conduct of the 
CONSULTANT or persons employed or utilized by the CONSULTANT in the 
performance of this Agreement. This obligation shall not apply to claims arising 
from modifications made by the COUNTY or use of the work product for purposes 
other than those contemplated by this Agreement. 

R62. No, Our Agreements are periodically reviewed and revised as necessary by the County 
Attorney’s Office. The sample agreement is our current approved Agreement. 

 
Q63. Would the County consider deleting Article 26, which imposes personal liability on 

individuals performing the Services? Liability for the performance of the Services 
should remain with the Consultant entity. The Consultant maintains professional 
liability insurance covering claims arising from professional services performed by 
its employees and other personnel on its behalf. Because the Consultant is 
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contractually responsible for its staff and maintains insurance to address 
professional negligence claims, a separate provision imposing personal liability on 
individual employees is unnecessary and duplicative of the protections already 
afforded to the County under the Agreement. 

R63. No, Our Agreements are periodically reviewed and revised as necessary by the County 
Attorney’s Office. The sample agreement is our current approved Agreement. 

NOTE:  
Deleted items will be struck through, added or modified items will be underlined. All other 
terms and conditions remain as stated in the RFQ. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 
Receipt of this Addendum must be acknowledged as instructed in the solicitation document. 
Failure to acknowledge receipt of this Addendum may result in the response being deemed non-
responsive. 

END OF ADDENDUM 

AUTHORIZED FOR RELEASE 
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